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CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEM
Introduction

The focus upon reading handicaps and diagnosis has become one of
the major objectives on the educational scene in recent years. Many
documents, textbooks, and reports of research in reading have been

‘written for professional personnel as well as books and articles writ-
ten for lay consumptiomn.

As -one reads the bulk of this writing, he is cognizant of the con-
fusions over terminology. This is. especially apparent when the writing
centers on the ¢linical descriptions and diagnosis of children who ex-
perience difficulties with the reading process. Communication is dif-
ficult when researchers, consultants, clinicians and teachers fail to
define their terminology, or when they interchangeably use descriptive
labels which are not synonymous. Because confusion exists between. the
purposes of reading centers, reading clinics, and reading services in
general as well as the various diagnostic procedures, a study of diag-
nostic procedures employed in the university and college reading clin-
ics may provide insights which can be used in professional communica-
tions, as well as insights which can be used in the planning and guid-
ing of the diagnostic procedures of university and college reading

clinics.



Statement of the Problem

The purpose of the study is to survey the diagnostic procedures in
university and college reading clinics in the United States which are
engaged in the techniques of reading diagnosis and remediation for ele-
mentary, secondary, and cellege students,

Specifically, an attempt is made to answer the following questions:

1. What types of cases are admitted?

2. What are the methods. of case referral?

3. What is the experience and training of the staff?

4, What fees are charged?

5. What diagnostic procedures are employed in identifying areas

in which remediation is needed?
Definition of Terms

For the purposes of this study, it is necessary to define certain
terms as they are to be used:

Reading Clinic--refers to a highly specialized organization which

provides the services of consultants in diagnosis and corrective tech-
niques. The reading clinic is usually established in a building or a
.centrally located room or group of rooms where equipment, materials,
and "know how' are concentrated in one place.

Remedial Instruction--is referred to as the services which are

necessary to aid students so severely handicapped in reading that they
must be taught by means other than those ordinarily used in the devel-
opmental classroom.

Diagnosis--refers to the process of systematic exploration of the

characteristics and causes of a difficulty in functioning, carried on



by an individual who has both the theoretical background and the prac-
tical experience to know what questions to ask; to select procedures,
including tests, which can supply the needed facts; to interpret the
meanings of the findings correctly; and to comprehend the interrelation-
ships of these facts and meanings so as to come out with a clear, cor-
rect, and useful understanding.

Reading-Disability Cases--refer to thoese individuals whose reading

achievement falls significantly below his capacity for learning.

Capacity for Reading--includes the pupil's physical, emotional,

and social development as well as his mental maturity.
Need for the Study

Although individual clinical diagnostic procedures are reported in
many reading references, a survey of the literature reveals that indi-
vidual clinics differ in their specific objectives and organizational
patterns, practices, procedures, as well as materials used. There is a
need for more precise communication about diaggnosis and remedial read-
ing programs as well as a nged for liaisen between reading clinics.
Because there is a lack of descriptive studies of the diagnestic pro-
cedures employed in university and reading ciinics threughout the United
States, such a study should reveal information of importance to direc~
tors of reading clinics, clinicians, colleges preparing and certifying
reading specialists, as well as teachers, principals and superintend-

ents,
Basic Assumptiens

The proposed study is based on the assumption that there is a



professional need for communication between clinics as well as a need
for additional insights into the planning and guiding of the diagnestic

procedures of university and college reading clinics,
Scope of the Study

The study includes those clinics of universities and colleges
which offer the Master's and/or second professional degree and/or the
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees. A copy of the Educatioen
Directory1 issued by the United States Department of Health, Education,
and Welfa;e, Office of Education, was obtained. All schools listed in

the Education Directory, which were classified as institutions offering

the Master's and/or second professional degree, and/or the Doctor of
Philosophy and equivalent degrees, were chosen as the sample for the

study.
Limitations of the Study

It is recognized that there are several limitations of the study.
First, the study is limited by the use of a check list section and a
data section as the instrument for collecting the data. Altheough objec-
tivity is desired in the selection of appropriate and significant phases
of the diagnostic procedure, it is recognizedbthat ultimately the items
included in the instrument were dependent upon subjective judgment.

Also, the -validity of the responses depended upon the ability of
the respondents to interpret the instrument within the same frame of
reference, the willingness of the respondents to cooperate, and the

motivating interests of the-respondents.



Another limitation of the study is that only those colleges and
universities who offer the Master's and/or second professional degree
-or who offer the Doctor of Philosophy and/or equivalent degree and who
have reading clinics which have programs whose service is directed to-
ward diagnostic work with elementary, secondary, and/or college stu-
dents, will be surveyed.

A further limitation of the study is that analysis of results and
conclusions is based upon the returned questionnaires, to the exclusion

of those-clinics not returning  the questionnaires.

Organization of the Study

In Chapter IIL, a review.of literature which-has relevance to the
study is presented; the methodology of the study is discussed in Chapter
IIT. The findings of the study are discussed in Chapter IV; and the
study is summarized, and conclusions and recommendations are presented

in Chapter V.



FOOTNOTES

1Education Directory, Office of Education, U, S. Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare (Washington, D. C.: United States
Government Printing Office), 1967.




CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
Introduction

According to Albert J. Harris, a reading clinic is an organized
group of people whose primary function or purpose is helping individ-
uals become better readers. Harris states:

]

Because reading clinics vary greatly in their specific objec-

tives, their organization, and in their modes of functioning,

it is impossible to give a generalized description of how

reading clinics work. It is, rather, necessary to describe

a number of different kinds of reading clinics, and to indi-

cate the points of differences as well as the elements there

may be in common. 1

Harris has suggested that one of Che areas in which research is
"desperately' needed is in the area of the organization of the remedial
program. He states that remedial techniques are frequently based upon
practical judgment rather than an analysis of appropriate diagnostic

. . 2
and remedial techniques,
Paul Berg has supported Harris' judgment by stating that there is

difficulty in suggesting improvements for an area which offers experi-

ences of as diverse a nature as do reading ¢linics.
Development of Reading Clinics

According to Nila B. Smith,,4 the development of reading clinics

was initiated by Grace Fernald in the 1920's, at the University of



California, Los Angeles. Dr. Fernald was given a room in the University
Training -School in which to diagnose and treat the retarded reader.
Smith states that this effort developed into the "Clinic Scheol,' or

the beginning of reading clinics.

With inereasing interest in the clinical movement, Frank W. Parn5
reported on his study conducted in. 1929 at the University of Iowa. His
study was to determine by questiennaires the extent of remedial work in
reading being carried on during the current school year. The study was
considered as a part of a comprehensive study of reading deficiencies
-0of college students. Results indicated that a great deal of interest
was being manifested in the problem of remedial training in reading on
the college level. . However, there was no standardvpractice reported in
the various programs and proecedures.

During the thirties Emmett Betts, Earl Taylor, and Stella Center
began to establish:informal reading clinics, or programs which:developed
into reading clinics.

Marion Monroe's7.1932 publication reported success in teaching
severely retarded readers and also gave indications of ways of deter-
mining the causative factors involved in reading disabilities. As a
result of this publication, there was stimulated interest in the clin-
ical movement,8 .,

In.19§§‘the U. S.vO;fice~of Educatien issued a bibliography of
articles which described clinical practices.

In 1940, Paul A, Wittylo studied the nature and scope of diagnostic
and remedigl teaching in colleges and universifies. Questionnaires
were sent to 131 universities, colleges, and normal schoels. It was

revealed that opportunities were limited to freshmen and sophomores.



More than half of the corrective work was given by students working

toward advanced degrees, and in only one-fifth of the cases was the
work offered or supervised by an instructor holding .a Ph.D. degree or

a rank above that of assistént professor. Few institutions offered
credit for the work in reading. Diagnestic and remedial instruction
was offered, usually by the department of psychology or of education.
Most of the schools used a variety of methods in selecting candidates
and limited their efforts te work with college students. Abeut one-
third gave some help to children in glemehtary or secondary schools.
Standardized tests.were employed frequently in the selection of cases,
while faculty recommendations ranked second ameng  the methods for iden-
tifying students for help in reading. Many different tests were used
but the most frequently used were the Iowa, Nelson-Denny, Minnesota and
American Council examinations. More than half of the centers used the
-Betts Telebinocular, and almest half of the schools had purchased the
Opthalmograph. Concluding statements indicated the need for more com- -
prehensive case studies and attention to the superior pupil whose read-
ing also requires guidance.

A survey of clinical services for peoor readers was reported by
David Kopel in 1942 at Chicago Teachers College'.11 In view of the grow-
ing interest in remedial reading, a questionnaire survey of recegnized
psychelogical and bsychiatric clinics was made to obtain specific in-
formation about the clinical services available for the diégnosis and
treatments of reading disabilities. The inquiry was designed to obtain
descriptions of diagnostic and therapeutic practices in clinics dealing
with poor readers. In order to make the survey comprehensive, question-

naires were sent to clinics associated with various types of
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institutions: wuniversities, teachers colleges, public schools, juvenile
courts, reformatories, penitentiaries, child guidance and mental hygiene
centers. From the data that was returned, a number of generalizations
about clinical services were made.  For example, some ten thousand

cases were studied in:1938-1939 by the fifty-eight clinics included in
the survey. The clinics reported that they treated more reading disa-
biiity cases from the primary grades than from any other school level.

A small percentage of their cases came from the upper elementary grades
and a negligible proportion from the high school. The professional
qualifications of clinical personnel was reported to include the work-
ers from the professions of social work, medicine, optometry, ophthal-
mology, as well as workers with extensive academic and psychological-
education experience. .The reading clinics, found only in universities
and colleges, treated no more than one-tenth of the reading cases seen
by all clinics. . However, it was suggested that the techniques and pro-
cedures initiated and tested by the university reading clinics, found
their way to the clinics in the public schools and communities.

Robert L. McCaul,12 at the University of Chicago, reported a study
in 1942, designed to present evidence about the expense entailed by
college remedial-reading programs. McCaul sent a questionnaire to the
remediél reading teachers of 27 colleges. It was apparent from the re-
turns that the salaries were the major item of expense and that the
more students served by the program, the lower was the cost per stu-
dent, Eight of the eighteen colleges charged a fee for remedial-reading
~instruction. At four of the eighteen institutions 100 per cent of the
freshmen were served by the remedial reading program. The median cost

per student was $6.27.
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During the year 1947-48 Gertrude Boyd and 0. C. Schwieringl3 at
the University of Wyoming conducted a questionnaire survey of clinics
affiliated with institutions of higher learning, public schools, and
independent organizations. It was determined as a result of the inves-
tigation that although the trend toward remedial work was increasing, a
chief drawback was the lack of trained personnel. The choice of tests
seemed to depend on the age range and the type of cases admitted. Most
of the clinics reported giving an individual mental ability test sup-
plemented by a performance and/or non-verbal test. While standardized
achievement tests were reported as still being used, there was also a
report of an increase in the use of informal measures being used to
appraise particular problems. There also appeared to be a trend toward
more frequent physical examinations.

Bond and Botel,14 in 1951, visited ten eastern reading clinics,
They were interested in examining the organization and administration
of reading clinics such as staff, facilities, diagnostic procedures and
instructional programs. They discovered a limited number of competent
clinicians. The facilities varied from one small room to an entire
floor of a big building. Procedures in diagnosis varied from 45 min-
utes to three days. While most frequently used tests were those of
vision, oral and silent reading, and intelligence, personality and
social adjustment tests were also used., The observed instruction was
basically textbook-workbook in nature with little effort to enrich the
program with experience and teacher-made materials. On the basis of
the observations made and the information gathered, Bond suggested the
need for better liaison among reading centers to provide an exchange of

research information and to establish evaluative techniques for
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instructional programs. . He also suggested a need for greater uniformity
. of diagnostic methods based upon valid research finding.

Boyd and Schwiering,15 in 1951, conducted a study with a question-
naire survey of 76 clinics. Many of the clinics were affiliated with
institutions of higher learning; a few were independent organizations;
and some are organized in departments of public instruction. They con-
cluded that the amount and kind of femedial help.is on the increase,
and that the case study werk, while gaining;in importance as.a method
of investigation, is compiled by very differently trained persons. They
also attributed numerous incomplete records of case studies to be the
result of lack of time and personnel. They discovered some clinics do
not give remedial instruction after diagnoesis, However, these clinics
de plan remedial work to be carried out by schools or other agencies.
It was determined that there was no increase in the numbers of clinics
doing follow-up work, although many different kinds of follow-up prac-
tices prevailed among the clinics which do provide follow-up service.

‘Barbe,16 in 1951, conducted a study of reading clinics by sending
questionnaires to 1800 colleges, superintendents of schools with a
population of 25,000 or over, and state superintendents. -He discovered
that the greatest percentage of clinics are university or college-con-
trolled with the next largest group being part of the public school
system. He found that the majority of diagnostic proegrams included
tests of intelligence, reading, vision, and hearing and personality.
Also, an.informal reading inventory is part of the basic test battery.
The services were equally divided among elementary, high school, and
college levels. Fees ranged from 50 cents an hour to over five dollars

an:-hour. The budgets of the clinics ranged from $100 to $100,000 with
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a median of around $50,000 a year. Eighty-five per cent of the clinics
reported limited facilities and were unable to take all referrals.

Most of the personnel of the clinics had masters’® degrees while many. of
the directors had doctors’ degrees. The median number of cases diag-
nosed annually was 75. The range was from 10 to 1,600. The time in-
volved in diagnosis ranged from one to nine hours. The median number
of hours spent in diagnosis was four. . Barbe concluded his report with
an indication of the differences in the extent and organization of the
diagnostic programs.

Traxler17 found in 1953 indications that there are very few read-
ing programs .reported to reach all pupils, and that there is. confusion
over both objectives and procedures. Traxler summarizes and interprets
the status and trends of remedial teaching procédures which:he surveyed
with a committee of the Natienal Association of Remedial Teacherso1
The committee drafted a four-page questionnaire on remedial practices
and sent it to 750 persons who were engaged in remedial work in public
schools, independent schools, colleges, and clinics. Traxler points
out that since the study was primarily a study within the NART member-
ship, the schools, colleges, and clinics may not be a representative
sample -of those throughout the United States. Also, the study included
only twenty-six colleges. Answers to the questionnaires indicated that
nearly all of these institutioens employ tests of mental ability as well
as reading tests; that more than one-half of the institutions employ
one or more teachers who give full time to remedial instruction; that
specialists such as psychologists and psychiatrists are available to
the majority of institutions but that a comparatively small percentage

have specialists on a regular basis. The institutions commonly checked
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factors such as handedness, visual acuity, auditory acuity, speech de-
fects, visual abnermalities, limited vocabulary, spelling disability,
and personality difficulty. Replies to the questionnaire also indicated
a minority of the institutions employ the use of mechanical devices for
use-in diagnosis. - About one-half of the schoels and a fourth of the

colleges say that they follow up individuals after remedial instruction.
Trends in Diagnostic Procedures

George Spache19 has suggested that in most clinical situations,
there should be an evaluation of at-least four aspects of reading and
the reading process--oral reading, silent reading, applied or study-
type skills and word analysis abilities.

According to Roy Kress,20 the areas of evaluation should include
not only the measurement of the reading performance itself, but also an
evaluation of the child's achievement in other academic areas, boeth for
the purposes of comparison and to provide indication of over-all in-
structional possibilities. Particular attention should be given to
other language areas--listening, speaking, and writing. The usual case
history-information covering birth, developmental and medical factors,
family background, environmental conditions, and the records of previ-
ous special examinations and services should obviously be obtained.
Howeﬁer, Kress suggests that the case history should also include a
consideration of the similarities and differences of the parents, the
child himself, the school, as well as his interactioens in peer relation-
ships, Kress reasons that not only should general capacity serve as a
check point for evaluation of the adequacy of the child's achievement

level but also certain specific capacities should be measured such as



15

the child's performance in associative learning tasks, memory span for
different types of materials, and reaction to various modes of presen-
tation. Visual and auditery functioning, general health, perceptual
functioning, and emotional status are further suggested as essential
factors involved in diagnestic procedures,

Helen K,.Smith21 has -also recognized that although there are many
factors which may be related to failure in reading, there are some fac-
tors which are most commonly considered in.diagnosis. They are visioen,
hearing and speech, brain damage, emotional disturbances, dominance,
and environmental factors.  Smith indicated that the Keystone Visual
Survey Test with the Telebinocular, the-Ortho Rater, the Massachusetts
Vision Test, and the Eames Eye Test are examples of commercial visual
screening tests which are frequently used by clinicians. An audiometer
is suggested as the most accurate means of identifying loss in auditory
acuity because it provides an assessment at different frequencies, that
gross estimates of auditory discrimination can be obtained from reading
readiness tests as well as the more accurate Wepman's Auditery Diserimi-
nation Test. Smith reasons that because no one pattern is descriptive
of all who are emotionally disturbed, the-clinician needs to be zlert to
different kinds of behavier, such as withdrawal. She advocates the use
-of observations, interviews, questionnaires, informgtion from case his-
tories, and personality tests of the paper-and-pencil type such as the
California Test of Personality, Roger's Test of Personal Adjustment,
and sentence completion tests. Smith states that trained clinicians
may also use the Rorschach, Thematic Apperception Test, or Children's
Apperception. Test. Case history information is considered extremely

important in the identification of brain.impairment--for example, such
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information as birth histOry,;ﬁrematgrity, extreme distractability,
high body temperatures, poor équilibfium, and the like. - According to
Smith, The Train Making Test, aﬁailab1e>for'older clients, has had en-
couraging results in the'identificationvof’minimal brain.impairment,

Certainly data from many sources shouid be ‘used as a basis for a
reading analysis: physical examinétion, tésts‘of vision and hearing,
standardiéed test scores, personal history data, and careful observa-
tions of pupil performance:during an extendedbreadingvlessono A reading
problem should be assessed wi£h4res§ect‘to two factors: ‘(1) the.quality
of understanding whiéh»thevéﬁilavreﬁeals aﬁd (2) the degree of compe-
tency with which hevhandieS w6fd récpgnition.z2

Accordingvto,H; Alaandbinson,ZB'ideﬁtifiéatién is the screening
and selection oﬁ.pgpiié who ‘are.in need of, and can prebably profit
from, treatmenﬁ of fﬁei? reading disaﬁilities. Identification usually
invoelves the analysis of fésults_on standardized reading tests, informal
reading tests, teaéﬁérvobsérvations; and'inteliigeﬁce tests.

Robinson23 holdéufﬁé'idea that'identification "announces' the
existence of a problem. or disability, and that diagnosis follows :iden-
tification and involves;a "trend toward greater depth in analyzing test

' Robinson also maintains the importance of assessing strong

results.’
points so that treatment may capitalize on specific strengths while
attempting to correct specific weaknesses.

) ' 24 ' - . .

According to Kress, too frequently clinical diaggnosis of a
child's reading problem begins and ends with testing to evaluate his
performance in»reading.' No real attempt is made to determine the causes
of the disability beyond the level.

Albert J. Harris states that diagnosis is "a process of making
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distinctions,”25

Lillian Fletcher26 also suggests that specific difficulty can be
determined only by careful analysis. - She says that several pupils may,
for example, earn the same low reading score, but each for a differgnt
reason.

Fletcher advocates the use of an:informal oral-reading test as the
first step in diagnosis. Such a test is used to determine the level of
word recognition. Also, during an oral-reading exercise, the clinician
has the opportunity to appraise the student's reading habits and to de-
termine what the pupil does when he encounters unfamiliar words. As is
indicated by Fletcher, while the use of standardized tests simplifies
the problem of gathering this informatien, it is also possible te ob-
tain a fairly accurate measure of the student's level without them.
Fletcher suggests that after the clinician has determined the approxi-
mate level at which.the student can read effectively, he may select a
suitable silent-reading test. From the silent reading test, it is im-
portant te determine not only  the score obtained but also the child's
type of performance,

Many research studies and clinical insights from other disciplines
offer significant research ramificatiens for the reading specialist.

Ketchum27 suggests. that there has been a unification of forces and
an interdisciplinary team seeking mutual goals because the individual
neurological, psychological, endocrine, and psychodynamic constructs
have preéented.no single acceptable rationale regarding reading diag-
nosis. For example, a number of investigators have been cencerned spe-
cifically with visual and auditory perception in relation to poor read;

ing and/or neurologic problems.
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28 .

Kephart™ found that slow learners could recognize the total con-
figuration but encountered difficulties with word analysis because they
were unable to analyze something that did not, for them, have parts to
begin with.

.. .29 . . .

Similarly, Frostig, supporting the contention that there is s
relationship between visual perception and reading, has developed mate-
rials for improving the five aspects of visual perception measured by
her test.

. 30 . . .

Harris also has suggested that there is a relationship between

the problems of eye coordination, visual perception, and brain injury.
1 . . _ . .

Wepman3 contends that auditory discrimination and blending are
positively related to reading achievement. According to Wepman, visual
and auditory learmers should be grouped separately for reading instruc-
tion.

In addition te the interdisciplinary interest in reading diagnosis;
a review of the literature reveals that investigators are concerned
with the profile of subtests in relation to retarded readers.

. . 32 33 . 34

Investigators such as Altus, Graham, and Hirst, have con-
cerned themselves with the profiles of the subtests of the Wechsler
Intelligence Scale for Children. Their findings appear to show more

agreement in the profile of weak areas than in strong areas.
Summary

The past four decades have seen not only the origin of the reading
clinic but also a vast expansion of clinics with many varied aims,

oals, and procedures.
3
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The first milestone in the development of reading clinics was

started in the 1920's by Grace Fernald in her efforts to develop a

. q , 10 . 11
clinic school. In the 1940°'s, Paul Witty, David Kopel, Robert L.

12 13 . .13 .

McCaul, Gertrude Boyd, and O. C. Schwiering ~ explored various ap-
proaches to diagnosis and remediation, and in the 1950's, Bond and
Botel14 surveyed reading clinics and subsequently suggested a need for
better liason ameng reading centers to provide an exchange of research
, , - . ) ' 17 1e
information. Also, similar studies were made by Traxler and Barbe,
with Barbe concluding his report with an indication of the differences
in the extent and organization of the diagnostic procedures.

Diagnostic trends point toward more refined diagnosis. of individual
cases with an interest in the profile of subtests as well as the re-
sults of research studies emanating from.other disciplines which.offer
significant research ramifications for the reading specialist,

28 . 29 . .

Kephart™ and Frostig™ ~ have been concerned with.the visual per-
ception and its relationship to reading. Wepman31 has contended that
there is a relationship between auditory discriminatien and reading,
Harris30 has suggested that there is a relationship between the prob-

lems of eye coordination, visual perception, and brain injury.
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CHAPTER III
METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY
The Questioennaire Technique

Tﬁe questionnaire-is an instrument that is widely used by educa-
tional workers to obtain. facts about current conditiens and éractices,
and to make inquiries concerning attitudes and opinions.l For the pur-
pose of the present study the questionnaire was chosen as the most
practicél device with which to obtain the desired data from a large
geographically séattered sampling.

Questionnaires sometimes take the form of a check list, which is a
set of categories for the respondent. to check.2 The check list is par-
ticularly useful when one cannot see personally all of the people from
whom he desires responses or where there is ne particularvreason to see
the respendent personally.,3

Because of the nature and scope of the current study, the use of
an instrument for securing many kinds of informatien from a large sam-
ple population seemed to be indicated. The check list, a form of
questionnaire, was deemed an appropriate instrument for obtaining the
data required for meeting the purpose of the study. The check list used
in the current study is designed to include various phases of current

diagnostic procedures- in university and college reading clinics.
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Development of the Check List

The number of statements which illustrate practices in the diag-
nostic procedures of reading clinics were drawn from the literature in
the field of reading. These statements were fairly inclusive in cov-
ering common practices in the diagnostic procedures of reading clinics,
No attempt was made to evaluate practices,‘ The statements of practices
were arranged in a check list form of questionnaire which required the
respondent to select an appropriate response and to indicate his answer.

The following statements.of practices are typical of the kinds of

statements included in the check list.

STATEMENTS RESPONSES
w |—>-9 E
> — 6 -
o « o 9]
2 3 — >
! [42] [0)] )
< ) %) =

1. Does your clinic offer diagnostic
services for students who are
having reading difficulties? . . . o . &

2. The basic diagnostic endeaver is under-
taken by a person or persons who:

Is working in some capacity in the
department of education or
psychology. o« o ¢« o o & o ¢ o.0 o o

Is a student working teward an
advanced degree . . . . o & o & o

Has completed specific courses in
the field of reading. . . - . & o &

Has participated in research in
reading . . . o o o o o o o + o o o

Holds a Ph.D. or Ed.D.. & « o o o o o

Holds a rank above that of
assistant professor . . . . & . . o

A tentative questionnaire was developed and revised. in accerdance

with the suggestions of several reading clinicians. In addition to the
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check list statements of diagnostic practices, provisions were made for
further comment on selected items, and a data section was added to the
check list, asking for specific information relative to the clinical
prdcedures.

The questionnaire was printed in booklet form and sent to directors
of reading clinics of seven hundred and forty-one colleges and univer-
sities.,

The questionnaire appears in Appendix B. .
Selection of the Sample for the Study

A 1967 edition of The Education Directory, Part 3, Higher Educa-

tion, issued annually by the United States Office of Education, was
used to obtain a list of institutions of higher education. All insti-
tutions classified as offering the Master's and/or second professional
degree, and/or those institutions classified as offering the Doctor of
Philosophy and equivalent degrees were selected as the sample. This
amounted to a total of 741 institutions. The scope of the sample in-

cluded every state in the United States.

Collecting the Data

A preface letter describing the study and requesting participation
of the recipient accompanied each questionnaire.

Questionnaires were sent to 741 clinic directors. A card was sent
to those clinic directors who had not replied by the end of two weeks,
reminding them of the study and again requesting their cooperation in
the study. Four weeks after the original mailing of the questionnaire,

292 returns were received. This represented a 39.407% return on the
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instruments. One hundred ninety-three returned questionnaires were re-
jected on the basis of the respondents submitting a negative answer to
the existence of a reading clinic, and 15 returned questionnaires were
rejected because of expiration of the due date.

A total of 99 questionnaires, out of the 292 returned, were ac-
cepted for analysis.

To account for those institutions which failed to return the ques-
tionnaire, a return, double postcard was sent to those institutions
which had failed to respond, A check list of six statements, designed
to ascertain the reasons for failure of response, was printed on the
return card (see Appendix C).

Return postcards were sent to the directors of 434 institutions.
The respondents were requested to check one or more of the statements
which were indicative of their reasons for failing to respond.

Four weeks after the original mailing of the return postcards, 154
returns were received., An analysis of the responses indicated that
76.67 of the postcard respondents failed to return the questionnaire
because their institutions do not have a.readiﬁg clinic, and 16.2% of
the postcard respondents indicated the questionnaire was not applicable
to the work engaged in by the clinic.

Among those clinics who might have made important contributions,
10.4% of the postcard respondents reported that the questionnaire ar-
rived at an inconvenient time of the year, while 8.5% indicated that
the questionnaire was too time consuming, and 3.8% indicated the ques-
tionnaire was too complicated.

Finally, 9.0% indicated that their institutions did not receive a

questionnaire,
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- Procedures in Analyzing Data

Data from the questionnaires was punched in IBM cards for machine
processing, |

The print-out for the check list was designed to give a two-way
frequency table according to accreditation; the legal control of the
“institution, highest level of offering, type of program, and enrollment,
and classified to always, usually, seldom, never, and no response.

Comments relative to the questions which had space reserved for
"other" remarks were classified, collected into frequency distributions,
and included for the presentation and explanation of data.

The answer to the open-ended question number one of the data sheet
and the answers to the final four items of the data sheet were classi-
fied and collected into frequency distributions., Items 2 through 14 of
the data sheet were punched into IBM cards for machine processing. The
print-out for the data sheet was designed to give the mean of the total

responses to each item.
Summary

A tentative -check list of items relative to reading diagnosis was
developed from pertinent literature. These items concerned areas abaut
which the respondents were presumed to have knowledge and skill relevant
to reading diagnosis. The check list was to be used as the data gath-
ering instrument of the study.

The tentative questionnaire was revised in accordance with recom-
mendations and criticisms made by the investigator's advisors. The re-

vised questionnaire was then printed in booklet form for distribution
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to the selected respondents. A card was sent to those clinic directors
who had not feplied by the end of two weeks, reminding them of the
study and again requesting their cooperation in the study.

Questionnaire returns were received from. 292 respondents. One
hundred ninety-three returns failed to meet the requirements.of the
study, leaving a total of 99 returns accepted for analysis.

Return .double postcards were sent to the clinic directors of insti-
tutions which had féiled to respond to ascertain the reasons for failure
of fesponse°

The responses to the questionnaires accepted for analysis and the

findings from these returns are presented in Chapter IV.
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CHAPTER 1V
FINDINGS OF THE STUDY
Description of the Respondents

Of the 99 clinics whose questionnaires were accepted for analysis,
8 clinics were of institutions accredited by the New. England Association
of Colleges and Secondary Schools (referred to in the tables as N.E.A.),
19 clinics were of institutions accredited by the Middle State Associa-
tion of Colleges and Secondary Schools, Commission on Institutions of
Higher Education (referred to in the tables as M.S.C;), 33 ¢linics were
of institutions accredited by North Central Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools, Commission on Colleges and Universities (referred to
in the tables as N.C.A.), 5 clinics were of institutions accredited by
Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, Commission on
Higher Schools (referred to in the tables as N.W.A.), 24 clinics were
of institutions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and
Schools (referred to in the tables as S.A.C.), 6 clinics were of insti-
tutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges,
Accrediting Commission for Senior Colleges and Universities and Accred-
iting Commission for Junior Colleges (referred to in the tables as
W.A,C.), 3 clinics were of institutions which were ﬁot accredited or
approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting association (re-

ferred to in the tables as not aceredited), and 1 clinic was of an

30



31

institution which had an accreditation status which was not known (re-
ferred to in the tables as Not known).

There was 1 clinic of an institution which was publicly controlled
by the city or municipal government (referred to in the tables as City),
1 clinic of an.institution which was publicly controlled by the national
or federal govermment (referred to in the tables as National), 15 clin-
ics of institutions which were privately controlled, independent of
church or state (referred to in the tables as Private), 15 clinics of
institutions which were privately controlled by religious groups (re-
ferred to in the tables as Religious), 62 clinics of institutions which
were publicly controlled by state govermments (referred to in the tables
as State), 1 clinic of an institution which was publicly controlled by
territorial government (referred to in the tables as Territorial), and
4 clinics of institutions whose controi was not known (referred to in
the tables as Not known).

Fifty-six clinics were of institutions whose highest level of of-
fering is the Master's and/or second professional degree (referred to
in the tables as Master's or Professional), 41 clinics were of institu-
tions whose highest level of offering is the Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees (referred to in the tables as Dector’s), and 2 clin-
ics were of institutions who have been aguthorized to offer Master's de-
grees (referred to in the tables as Others).

One clinic was of an institution which offers a program which is
liberal arts, general, and terminal occupational (referred to in the
tables as Lib, arts-Gen., Term. Oc.). Four clinics were of institutions
which were teacher preparatory (referred to in the tables as Teacher

Preparation), Twenty-six clinics were of institutions which offer
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programs which are liberal arts-general, and teacher preparatory (re-
ferred to in the tables as Lib. Arts-Gen., Teach. Prep.).. Ten clinics
were of institutions which offer programs which are liberal arts-gen-
eral, terminal occupational, and teacher preparatory (referred to in
the tables as Lib. Arts-Gen., Term; Oc., Teach. Prep.). One clinic was
of an institution which offers a program which is professional only
(referred to in the tables as Professional Only). One clinic was of an
~institution which bffers a program which.is professional and teacher
preparatory (referred to in the tables as Professional, Teacher Prepa-
ration). Téﬁ clinics were of institutions which offer programs which
are liberal arts-general, with one or two professional schools (re-
ferred to in the tables as Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional). Forty-
eight clinics were of institutions which offer programs which are
liberal arts-general, with three or more professional schools (referred
to in the tables as Lib.. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional).

There were 3 clinics of institutions which have enrollments of 500
to 1,000, 16 clinics of institutions which have enrollments of 1,000 to
2,500, 17 clinics of institutions which have enrollments of 2,500 to
5,000, 20 clinics of institutions which have enrollments.of 5,000 to
7,500, 11 ¢linics of institutions which have enrollments of 7,500 to
10,000, 10 clinics of institutions which have clinics of 10,000 to
15,000, 9 clinics of institutions which have enrollments of 15,000 to
20,000, 2 clinics which have enrollments of 20,000 to 25,000, 7 clinics
of institutions which have enrollments of 25,000 to 35,000, and 4 clin-
ics of institutions which have enrollments of 35,000 to 50,000.

Indications of these facts (description of the respondents) are-

noticeable in an analysis of Table LXXXIV.
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Analysis of Data

Tables I through LXV will reflect the responses to statements in
the check list section of the questionnaire. Tables LXVI through
LXXXTII will reflect the responses to statements in the data section of
the questionnaire.

For the purpose of analysis, those responses designated as '"always"
and "usually' were considered positive responses, Those responses

' and "never'" were considered negative responses.

designated as "'seldom'

It will be noted that although all data are listed in the tables,
certain data of the study were not included in the descriptive analysis
of the tables, due to the small number for certain items.

For example, there was one respondent whose institution's accred-
itation was not known. Therefore, although all data relevant to that
respondent were listed in the tables, the descriptive analysis of the
tables omits that respondent so as to avoid misleading percentage
values.

Respondents whose institution's control was city or national or
territorial or not known, constituted a small number. Although all
data relevant to those respondents were listed in the tables, the de-
scriptive analysis of the tables omits those respondents so as to avoid
misleading percentage values.

Respondents whose institution's highest level of offering was

' constituted a small number. Although all data

classified as '"others,'
relevant to those respondents were listed in the tables, the descrip-

tive analysis of the tables omits those respondents so as to avoid mis-

leading percentage values.
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Respondents whose institution’s type of programs were classified
as (1) liberal arts, general, terminal and occupational, or (2) pro-
fessional only, or (3) professional and teacher preparatory, constituted
a small number., Although all data relevant to those respondents were
listed in the tables, the descriptive analysis of the tables omits those
respondents so as to avoid misleading percentage values.

Respondents whose institution's enrollment was five hundred to one
thousand, or twenty thousand to twenty-five thousand, or thirty-five
thousand te fifty thousand, constituted small numbers of frequencies.
Although all data relevant to those respondents were listed in the
tables, the descriptive analysis of the tables omits those respondents

so0 as to avoid misleading percentage values.

Table I

Data in Table I are related to the question: "Does your clinic
offer diagnostic services for students who are having reading difficul-
ties?"

A study of the data shown in Table I reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those wheo
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table I, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 88.9% responded positively, 37% responded neg-

atively, while 8.1% gave no answer,
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Although it may be assumed that all respondents would answer posi-
tively to the question, it may also be noted that the data reveal that
88.97% responded positively, 3% responded negati?ely, while 8.1% gave no
answer. The 3% negative responses constitute the'"seldom" responses
which were analyzed as negative responses. Also, 8.1% gave no response
to the question but did respond to the questionnaire.

Further study of the data shown in Table I indicates that institu-
tions accredited by Northwest Association of Schools and Colleges con-
stitute the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions accredited by New England Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools constitute the largest percent (12.5%) of negative responses.

With respect to.control, clinics of religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (93.30%) of positive responses,
while Private, independent of church or state contrelled institutions
and institutions of religious groups reported the largest percent (6.7%)
of negative responses., \

Table I also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is the Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (91%) of positive responses, while institutions whese
highest level of offering is the Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest percent (4.9%) of negative responses.

. Further analysis of Table'I indicates that institutions whose type
of program is liberal arts and general, teaéher preparatory, and termi-
nal-oeccupational report the largest percent (100%) of positive re-
sponses, while institutions whose type of program:.is:liberal arts and
general with 3 or more professional schools report the largest percent

(4.2%) of negative responses.
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With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (90.9%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (l1.1%) of negative re-
sponses,

In general, Table I shows that clinics whose institutions are ac-
credited by Northwest Associatien of Schools and Colleges, whose con-
trol is religious groups, whose highest level of offering is Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal
arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal occupational, and
whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions are accredited by
New England Association of Colleges, whose control is private, inde-
pendent of church and state and institutions contrelled by religious
groups whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts, general
teacher, preparatory, and terminal occupational, and whose enrollment is

15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table II

Data in Table II are related to the statement: ‘"The basic diag-
nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who is working in
some capacity in the department of education or psychology.'

A study of the data shown in Table II reveals that the number of
clinics who answer affirmatively is proportienally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
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frequency distribution in Table II, in the columns totals for the écm
creditation, control, highest level of offgring, type of program, and
enrollment classifications., |

The data reveal that 66.7% responded positively, 18.2% responded
negatively, while 15.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown .in Table II indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools con-
stitute the largest percent (75%) of positive responses, while insti~-
tutions accredited by Northwest Association of Higher Schools, also
constitute the largest percent (40%) of negative responses,

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (69.3%) of positive responses, while reli-
gious group and private controlled institutions report the largest per-
cent (26.70%) of negative responses.

Table'II also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the largest
percent (69.6%) of positive responses, while institutions whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees con-
stitute the largest percent (29.3%) of negative responses.,

Further analysis of Table II indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and
terminal-occupational report the largest percent (90%) of positive re-
sponses, while institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher
preparatofy report the largest percent (50%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment,; the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (77.80%) of

pesitive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
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is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (42.97) of negative re-
sponses.

In general, Table II shows that clinics whose institutions are ac-
credited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, whose contrel
is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second
professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts, general,
_teacher preparatory, and terminal occupational, and whose enrollment is
15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent of positive responses,
while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by
Northwest Association of Higher Scheols, whose control is religious
group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily teacher prepara-
tory, qnd whose enrollment is 25,000 te 35,000, report the largest per-

cent of negative responses.
Table III

Data in Table III are related to the statement: ™The basic diag-
nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who is a student
working toward an advanced degree.'

A study of the data shown in Table III reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indicatiens of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table III, in the columns totals for the ac-
creditation, contrel, highest level of offering, type of program, and

enrollment classifications.
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The data reveal that 51.5% responded positively, 21.2% responded
negatively, while 27.30% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table III indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Second-
ary Schools constitute the largest percent (63.1%) of positive re-
sponses, while institutions accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (60%) of
the negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutiens
report the largest percent (61.37%) of positive responses, while reli-
gious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (40%) of
negative responses.

Table III also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is:Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees.constitute the |,
largest percent (78.1%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's amd/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent (25.0%) of négative responses.

Further analysis of Table III indicates that institutions whose
typé of program is Liberal Arts-General-3 or more Professional degrees
report the largest percent (68.8%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions whose type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher
preparatory, and terminal-occupational repoert the largest percent (40%)
of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutiens whose en-
rollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (1007%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutiens whose enrollment

is-1,000 to 2,500 report the largest percent (43.8%) of negative
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responses.

In general, Table ILII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
‘Schools, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is
Liberal Arts-General with 3 or more professional degrees, and whose
enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the greatest percent of positive
responses, while the clinics of institutions wheose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is religicus group, whose highest level of offering is
Master's and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is
libaral arts, general, teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational,
and whose enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500, report the largest percent of

negative responses.
Table IV

Data in Table IV are related to the statement: '"The basic diag-
nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who has completed
specific courses in the field of reading."

A study of the data shown in Table IV reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than thoese who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distributien in Table IV, in the columns totals for the accred-
itaﬁion, control, highest level of offering, type of érogram, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 80.9% responded positively, 6.1% responded
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negatively, while 13.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table IV indicates that insti-
tutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional ac-
crediting association constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (20%) of
negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group.contrelled
institutions report the largest percent (86.7%) of positive responses,
while private, independent of church or state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (13.3%) of negative responses.

Table IV also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (90.1%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constituté the largest percent (7.3%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table IV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is teacher preparation report the largest percent
(100%) . of positive responses, while institutions whese type of program
is (1) liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professional schools and (2)
institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, terminal
occupational, and teacher preparatory, report the largest percent {(10%
respectively) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 1,000 to 2,500 report the largest percent (75%) of positive
responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 25,000

to 35,000 report the largest percent (14.3%) of negative responses.
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In general, Table IV shows that clinics whose institutions are not
approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting association, whose
control is religious group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor
of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type-of program.is teacher
preparation, and whose enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500 report the largest
percent of positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose
institutions are accredited by. Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, whose contrel is private, independent of church or
state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is (1) liberal arts and
general with 1 or 2 professional schools and (2) institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, terminal occupational, and
teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report

the largest percent of negative responses.
Table V

Data in Table V are related to the statement: 'The basic diagnos-
tic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who has participated
in research in reading."

A study of the data shown in Table V reveals that the number of
clinics who answer negatively is propertionally greater than those who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table V, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 52.57% responded positively, 26.2% responded
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negatively, while 21.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table V indicates that insti-
tutions net accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accred-
iting associatioen, constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Highest Schools constitute the largest percent {(407%) of
negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group coentrolled
institutions report the largest percent (60%) of positive responses,
while state controlled institutions report the largest percent (30.6%)
of negative responses. |

Table V also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Master's or professional degrees constitute the largest percent
(60%) of positive responses, while institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitue the
largest percent (36.6%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table V indicates that institutions whose type
of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and termi-
nal-occupational report the largest percent (70%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher prepara-
tory report the largest percent (50%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment the clinics of institutions whose en-
rellment is 1,000 to 2,500 report the largest percent (62.6%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (67.2%) of negative re-
sponses,

In general, Table V shows that clinics whose institutions are not
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accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting asso-
ciation, whose control is religious group, whose highest level of offer-
ing is Master's or professional degrees, whose type of program is
liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-occupational,
and whose enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500, report the largest percent of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions
are accredited by Nerthwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of
Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily
teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report

the largest percent of negative responses.

Table VI

Data in Table VI are related to the statement: ''The basic diag-
nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who helds a Ph.D.
or Ed.D."

A study of the data shown in Table VI reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table VI, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 42.5% responded positively, 38.4% responded
negatively, while 19.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table VI indicates that insti-

tutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
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constitute the largest percent (66.77%) of positive responses, while
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools constitute the largest percent (60%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (48.7%) of positive responses, while state
controlled institutions also report the largest percent (41.9%) of
negative responses.

Table VI shows that institutions whose highest level of offering
is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the largest
percent (507%) of positive responses, while institutions whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees con-
stitute the largest percent (58.5%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table VI indicates that institutions whose type
of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and termi-
nal-occupational report the largest percent (70%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose type of program is liberal arts and one or two
professional schools report the largest percent (50%) of negative re-
sponses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 2,500 to 5,000 report the largest percent (64.7%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (85.7%) of negative re-
sponses.

In general, Table VI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose con-
trol is state, whose highest level of offering is Master‘s and/or second

professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts, general,
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teacher preparatory, and terminal occupational, and whose enrollment is
2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent of pesitive responses, while
the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by North-
west Association.of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is
state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philesophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and one or
two professional schools, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000,

report the largest percent of negative responses.
‘Table VII

Data in Table VII are related to the statement: ' '"The basic diag-
nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who holds a rank
abo&e that of assistant professor.'

A study of the data shown in Table VII reveals:that the number of
clinics who answer negatiﬁely'is proportionally greater than those who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table VII, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and enm.
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that:34.4% responded positively, 43.47 responded
negatively, while 22.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table VII indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools.;onstitute the largest percent (607%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges

and Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (57.9%) of negative
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responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state contrelled institutions
report the largest percent (43.6%) of positive responses, while reli-
gious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (60%)
of negative responses.

Table VII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (41%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosephy and equivalent de-
grees constitute the largest percent (63.4%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table VII indicates that institutiens whose
type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatery, and
terminal-occupational report the largest percent (70%).of positve re-
sponses, while institutions whose typé'of program is primarily teacher
preparatory report the largest percent (i?O%)_of negative response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (45.5%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (85.70%) of negative re-
sponses.

In general, Table VII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools
whose contrel is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program.is liberal
arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-vecupational, and
whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent of

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutiens
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are accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose contreol is religious group, whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degree, whose type of pro-
gram is primarily teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000

to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table VIII

Data in Table VIII are related to the open-ended statement: '"The
basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who:
other (remarks)."

A study of the data in Table VIII reveals that there are two coded
categories of responses.

The data reveal that one respondent indicated that the basic diag-
nostic endeavor is undertaken by persons whe are testing specialists in
the testing bureau, while 98 of the respondents gave no answer.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table VIII, in the columns totals for the ac-
creditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and

enrollment classifications.
_Table IX

Data in Table IX are related to the statement: "Each examiner
handles assigned cases bn an individual basis.”

A study of the data shown in Table IX reveals that the number of
clinics who answer poesitively is propertionally greater than those who

answer negatively.
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Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table IX, in the columns tetals for the accred-
itatien, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 71.77% responded positively, 17,27% responded
/negatively, while 11.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table IX indicates that insti-
tutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regienal ac-
crediting association constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive
responses, while institutiens accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (40%) of
negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled
dinstitutions report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses,
while state controlled institutions report the largest percent (22.6%)
of negative responses,

Table IX also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the largest
percent (76.8%) of positive responses, while institutions whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy ceonstitute the largest percent
(24 .47.) of negative responses,

Further analysis of Table IX indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatery report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type of
program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory and terminal-
occupational, report the‘largest.percent (507%) of negative response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions -whose
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enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500 report the largest percent (84.30%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutiens whose enrollment
is 20,000-25,000 report the largest percent (50%) of negative responses.
In general, Table IX shows that clinics whoese institutiens are not
accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting associ-=
ation, whose control is religious group, whose highest level of eoffering
is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose type-of program .is
primarily teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 1,000 te 2,500
‘report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of
institutiens whose institutions are accredited by Northwest Association
of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is state, whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philesophy, whose type-of program is
liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-occupational,
and whose enrollment is 20,000 to 25,000 report the largest percent of

negative responses.

~Table X

Data in Table X are related to the statement: "Each examiner
handled assigned cases with the entire clinical staff on a team basis.'

A study of the data shown in Table X reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are neticeable in an analysis eof the fre-
quency distributien in Table X, in the columns totals:for the accred-

itation, centrol, highest level of offering, type of pregram, and en-

rollment classifications.
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The data reveal that 42.47% responded positively, 35.3% responded
negatively, while 22.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table X indicates that institu-
tions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Scheols con-
stitute the largest percent (62.50%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Second-
ary Schools constitute the largest percent (63.2%) of negative re-
sponses.

With respect to control, clinics of state-controiled institutions
report the largest percent (45.1%) of positive responses, while reli-
gious group controlled institutions and privately controlled institu-
tions report the largest percent (40%) of negative responses.

Table X also shows that institutiens whqse highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the larg-
est percent (46.4%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Docter of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (67.9%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table X ihdicates that institutions whose type
of program-is liberal arts, general, terminal-occupational, and teacher
preparatory report the largest percent (70%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose type of program-is primarily teacher prepara-
tory report the largest percent (100%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 1,000 to 2,500 and institutions whose enrollment is 10,000
to 15,000 report the largest percent (50%) of positive responses, while
the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report

the largest percent (57.10%) of negative responses.,
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In general, Table X shows that clinics whose institutions are sc-
credited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, whose control
is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type -of program is liberal arts, general,
terminal-occupational, and teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is
1,000 to 2,500 and 10,000 to 15,000 report the lérgest percent of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions
are accredited by Middle States Associatien of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose ‘control is religious group, whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of pro-
gram is primarily teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000

to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XI

Data in Table XI are related to the statement: - '"There is a prin~-
cipal officer or director who is responsible for the formulation of
diagnostic policies and procedures."”

A study of the data shown in Table XI reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportienally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XI, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 97.9% responded positively, O% responded neg-
atively, while'2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XI indicates that
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institutions accredited by the Southern Associatieon of Colleges and
Schools, Western Association of Schools and Golieges, Northwest Associ-
ation of Secondary and Higher Schools, Middle State Association of
Colleges and Segondary Schools, and institutions not accredited, con-
stitute the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while there
were no negative responses,

Wiéh respect to contrel, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest éercent (100%) of positive responses, while there
were no negative responses.

Table XI also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (100%). of positive responses, with no negative re-
sponses,

Further analysis of Table XI indicates that institutions whose type
of program-is (1) liberal arts and general with three or more pro-
fessional schools, (2) liberal arts with one or two professional
schools, and (3) teacher preparatory, report the largest percent (100%)
of positive responses, while there were no negative responses.,

With respect to enrollment, all clinics reported positively (100%},
except those clinics of institutions whose enrollment is between 1,000
and 2,500 and clinics of institutions whose enrollment is between 2,500
and 5,000.

In general, Table XI shows that clinics whose institutions are aec-
credited by the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, the
Western Association -of Schools and Colleges, the Northwest Associagtion
of Secondary and Higher Schools, Middle State Association of Colleges

and Secondary- Schoeols, and institutions not accredited whose control is
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state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is (1) liberal arts and
general with three or more professional schools, (2) liberal arts with
one or two professional schools, and (3) primarily tedcher preparatory,
reported positively.

With respect to enrollment, all clinics reported positively except
clinics of institutions whose enrollment:is between 1,000 and 2,500
and clinics of institutions whose enrollment is between 2,500 and 5,000,

There were no negative responses.,

Table XII

Data in Table XII are related to the statement: "The director ad-
ministers the complete diagnosis.”

A study of the data shown in Table XII reveals that the number of
clinics who answer mnegatively 1s proportionally greater than those who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XIXI, in the colummns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 24.2% responded positively, 49.5% responded
negatively, while 26.37% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shewn in Table XII indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges con-
stitute the largest percent (67%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher

Schools constitute the largest percent (66.7%) of negative responses,
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With respect te control, ciinics of private, independent of church
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (33.47%) of
positive responses, while religious group controlled institutions report
the largest percent (53.3%) of negative responses.

Table XII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (34%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (73.1%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory report
the largest percent (38.5%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is liberal arts and general with three or more
professional schools report the largest percent (64.607) of negative
responses-

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 1,000 to 2,500 report the largest percent (50%) of positive
responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 10,000
to 15,000 report the largest percent (80%) of negative responses.

In general, Table XII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Assoc¢iation of Schools and Colleges, whose con-
trol is private,; independent of church or state, whose highest level
of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose type
of program is ‘liberal arts-gemeral, teacher preparatory, and whose en-
rollment is 1,000 to 2,500, report the largest percent of positive re-
sponses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are aec-

credited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
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whose control is religious group, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arts and general
with three or more professional schoeels,. and whose-enrollment is 10,000

to 15,000, report the largest percent of negative respeonses.
Table XITII

Data in Table XIII are related to the statement: ''"The director
" administers some of the -diagnosis with assistance of staff."

A study of the data shown in Table XIII reveals that the number of
clinics who answer negatively is proportionally greater than those who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the: fre-
quency distribution.in Table XIII, in the columns totals for the ac-
creditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications. |

The -data reveal that 36.47% responded positively, 37.4% responded
negatively, while 26.3% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XIII indicates that insti-
tutitons accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools con~
stitute the largest percent (41.6%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Schools
constitute the highest percent (47.3%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (40.37%) of pesitive responses, while private,

_independent of church or state, centroelled institutiens report the
largest percent (46.7%) of negative-responses.

Table XIII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
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offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute thé
largest percent (46.4%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offeringvis Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent de-
grees constitute the largest percent (60.9%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XIII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and
terminal-occupational report the largest percent (50%).of positive re-
sponses, while institutiens whose type of program- is (1) liberal arts
with one or two professiohal schools, (2) as well as institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory, report the largest
percent (50%) of negative response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 2,500 to‘5,000, report the largest percent»(52.9%),of posi~
tive responses, while the clinics-of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (85.7%) of negative re-
sponses.

In general, Table XIII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, whose con-
trol is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or
second professional degree, whose -type of program is liberal arts,
general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-occupational, and whose en-
rollment is 2,500 to 5,000 report the largest percent of positive re-
sponses, while the clinics of institutiens whose institutions are ac-
credited by Middle States Association of Collegés and Schools whose
~control is private, independent of church or state, whose highest level
of offering is Docter of Philosephy and equivalent degrees, whose type

of program is liberal arts with one or two proefessional schools, and
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whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent of negag-

tive responses.
Table XIV

Data in Table XIV are related to the statement: '"The director
serves as advisor and consultant."

A study of the data shown in Table XIV reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.,

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XIV, in the columns totals for the ac-
creditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 80.8% responded positively, 2% responded nega-
tively, while 17.27 gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XIV indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools.constitute the largest percent (90.97%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by New England Association of Colleges
and Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (12.5%) of negative
responses,

With respect to control, clinics of privately controlled institu-
tions report the largest percent (80%) of positive responses, while
private, independent of church er state, controlled institutions report
the largest percent (6.7%) of negative responses.,

Table XIV. also shows that institutions whose highest level of

offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
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largest percent (90.37%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
‘highest levei_of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (4.9%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XIV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with one or two professional schools
report the largest percent (91.7%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions whose type of program is liberal arts with three or more pro-
fessional schools report the largest percent (4.2%) of negative re~
sponses.

With respect to enrellment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 10,000 to 15,000 and 20,000 to 25,000 report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while the clinics of institutioms
whose -enrollment is 25,000-35,000 report the largest percent (28.6%) of
negative responses.

In general, Table XIV shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
which are privately controllied, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program-is liberal arts, with one
‘or two professional schools, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000
and 20,000 to 25,000, report the largest percent of positive responses,
while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by
New England Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose con-
trol is private,. independent of church or state, whose highest level of
offering is Docter of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arts
with three or more professional schools, and whose-enrollment is 25,000~

35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
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Table XV

Data in Table XV are related to the statement: 'The directeor dele-
gates total diagnestic responsibilities to staff."

A study of the data shewn in Table XV reveals that the number of
clinics who answer negatively is prepertionally greater than these who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XV, in the columns toetals:for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classificatiens.

The data reveal that 28.37% responded poesitively, 37.4% responded
negatively, while 34.3% gave no answer.

Further study éf the data shewn in Table XV indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Nerth Central Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools constitute the largest percent (39.47) of positive responses,
while institutiens accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges
and Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (57.9%) of nega-
tive responses.

With respect to contrel, clinics of state contrelled institutions
report the largest percent (30.7%) of positive respeonses, while reli-
gious group controlled institutiens report the largest percent (46.7%)
of negative responses.

Table XV also shows that institutions whose'highést level of offer-~
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the larg-
est percent (36.6%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees

constitute the largest percent (48.8%) of negative responses.



Further amalysis of Table XV indicates that institutiens whose
type -of program-is liberal arts with three or more professional schocls
report the largest percent (35.57%) of pesitive responses, while insti-
tutions whese type of program is primarily teacher preparatery report
the largest percent (100%) of negative respenses.

With respect te enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose -en-
rollment is 5,000 to 7,500 report largest percent (65%). of positive
responses, while clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 7,500 to
10,000 report the largest percent (45.8%) of negative responses.

In general, Table XV shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Nerth Central Association .of Secondary and Higher Scheols,
whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is Docter of
Philesophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal
arts with three or mere professional schools, and whose enrollment is
5,000 to 7,500 report the largest percent of positive responses, while
thé~c1inics of institutions whose institutions are sccredited by Middle
State Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose control is
religious group,; whose highest level of offering is Dector of Philosophy
and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily teacher
preparatory, and whose enroliment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest

percent of negative responses.
Table XVI

Data in Table XVI are related to the statement: "The responsi-
bilities:of the various clinicians are interchangeable.”
A study of the data shewn in Table XVI reveals that the number of

clinics who answer positively -is proportionally greater than those who
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answer negatively,

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XVI, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 63.7% responded positively, 23.3% responded
negatively, while 6.1% gave no answer.,

Further study of the data shown in Table XVI indicates that imsti-
tutions accredited by Nerth Central Association of Colleges and Second-
ary Schools constitute the largest percent (78.80%) of positive re-
sponses, while institutions accreditives by Western Association of
Schoels and Colleges constitute the largest percent (66.7%) of negative
responses,

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (71%) of positive responses, while religious
group controlled institutions report the largest percent (26.7%) of
negative responses.

Table XVI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees.constitute the
largest percent (78%) of pesitive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent {25%) of negative responses.

Further analysis‘éf Table XVI indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparateory report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type of
program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and terminal-

occupational report the largest percent (40%) of negative responses.



63

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (80%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
20,060 to 25,000 report the largest percent. (50%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XVI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by North Central Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is
primarily teacher preparatory, and whese enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000,
‘report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of
institutions whose institutions are accredited by Western Association
of Schools and Colleges, whose control is religious group, whose high-
est level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree,
whose type of prégram is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory,
terminal-occupational, and whose enrollment is 20,000 to 25,000 report

the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XVII

Data in Table -XVIL are related to the question: '"In accepting re-
ferrals or clients, is the students'’ reading achievement compared with
expected competence for their mental age?"

A study of the data shown in Table XVII reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively,

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-

quency distribution in Table XVII, in the columns totals for the
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accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 77.8% responded positively, 17.2% responded
negatively, while 5.1% gave no answer. |

Further study of the data shown in Table XVII indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Second-
ary Schools constitute the largest percent (94.8%). of positive re-
sponses, while institutiens accredited by North Central Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (27.3%) of
negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state, controlled institutiens report the largest percent (86.7%) of
positive responses, while state controlled institutions report the
largest percent (20.9%) of negative responses,

Table XVII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (82.9%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent de-
grees constitute the largest percent (17.1%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XVII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is libersl arts and general and teacher preparatory re-
port the largest percent (80.8%) of positive responses, while institu-
tions whose type of program is liberal arts and general with three or
more professional schools report the larger percent (23%) of negative
responsesq

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-

rollment is 5,000 to 7,500 report the largest percent (95%) of positive
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responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 25,000
to 35,000 report the largest percent (29.4%) of negative responses.

In general, Table XVII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle State Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is private, independent of church or state,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy - and equivalent
degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and general and teacher
preparatory, and whose enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500 report the largest
percent of positive responses, while the -clinics of institutions whose
institutions are accredited by North Central Association of Secondary
and Higher Schools, whose control is state, whose highest level of
offering is Docter of Philosophy and/or equivalent degrees, whose type.
of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional
schools and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest

percent of negative responses.
Table XVIII

Data in Table XVIIT are related to the question: " In accepting
referrals or clients, is the students' reading achievement compared
with expected competence for their grade placement?”

A study of the data shown in Table XVIII reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
‘who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XVIII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and

enrollment classifications.
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The data reveal that 65.67% responded positively, 16.2% responded
negatively, while 18.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XVIII indicates that
institutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while
institutions:accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (27.3%) of negative
responses.,

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state, and religious group controlled institutions report the largw
est percent (807 and 807 respectively) of positive responses, while
state controlled institutions report the largest percent (21%) of
negative responses.

Table XVIII also»shows‘that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (68.2%) of positive responses, while instituticons
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest. percent (24.47%) of negative responses.

Further -analysis of Table XVIII indicates:that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and
terminal-occupational report the largest percen;‘§70%) of positive
responses, while institutions whose type of program is liberal arts
and general with 3 or more professional schools report the largest
percent (27.1%) of negative responses.

With respect to-enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
‘enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (81.8%) of

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
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- is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (30%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XVIII shows that clinics whose institutions. are
-accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose con-
trol is private, independent of church or state, and religious groups,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teach pre-
paratory, and terminal-occupational, and whose enrollment is 7,500 to
10,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
“clinics of institutions‘whose institutions are accredited by North
Central Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is
by state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy
and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and gen-
eral with: 3 or more professional schools,.and whose -enrollment is

10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.

Table XIX

Data in Table XIX are related to the question: "In accepting
referrals or clients, is the students' reading achievement compared
with expected competence for their chronological age?"

A study of the data shown in Table XIX reveals that the number of
clinics who -answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XIX, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,. and

enrollment classifications.
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The daﬁa'reveal that 56.6% responded positively, 24.3% responded
negatively, while 9.1% gave no answer,

Further study of the data shown in Table XIX indicates that insti-
tutions - accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
constitute the largest percent (83.3%) of positive responses, while
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Colleges and
Schools constitute the largest percent (407%) of negative responszes.

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state, controlled institutions report the largest percent (80%) of
positive responses, while religious group controlled institutions
report the largest percent (33.37%) of negative responses.

Table XIX also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctors of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute
the largest percent (58.5%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degree constitute the largest percent (34.1%) of negative responses.

Further ‘analysis of Table XIX indicates that institutions whose
-type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report
the largest percent (70%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose  type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more pro=
fessional schools report the largest percent (37.5%) of negative
response., H

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500 report the largest percent (75%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest perceﬁf {57.2) of negative

responses.
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In general, Table XIX shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose con-
trol is religious group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of
Philosophy and equivalent degrees,‘whose-type of program is liberal
varts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment is 1,000 to
2,500 re;ort the largest percent of positive responses, while the
clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Northwest
Association of Colleges and Schools, whose control is religious group,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts, general, with 3 or more

professional schools, ahd whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report

the ‘largest percent of negative responses.
Table XX

Data in Table XX are related to the open-ended statement: "In
accepting referrals or clients, is the students’ reading achievement
compared with expected competeﬁce for their: other (remarks).”

A study of the data in Table XX reveals that there are six coded
categories of responses.

The data reveal that five respondents indicated that the students’-
reading achievement is compared with expected competence for their
previous environmental experiences. Two respondents indicated that the
students' reading achievement is compared with expected competence for
‘their language-abilities. Two respondénts indicated that the students'
reading achievement is compared with expected competence of cther
students. Four respondents in&iCated that the students’ reading

achievement is compared with expected competence of a combination of
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previous environmental experience-and laﬁguage and mental abilities.
Two respondents indicated that the students® reading achievement 1is
compared with expected competence of the ability to do computational
arithmetic problems, and eighty-four respondents gave no answer.
Indications of these facts are noticeable in an analysis of the
‘frequency distribution in Table XX, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,

and enrollment classifications.
Table XXI

Data in Table XXI are related to the question: '"Does the clinic
attempt to -compute the amount of reading retardation by relating the
students' mental ability to his reading performance?”

A study of the ‘data shown in Table XXI reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those ‘who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXI, in the-columns totals for the‘éc-credw
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The :data reveal that 80.8% responded positively, 11.2% ?esponded
negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer, | |

Further study of the data shown in Table XXI indicatesvfhat‘insti-
tutions ‘accredited by Middle State Associatiaon..of Colleges and Second-
ary Schools constitute the largest percent (94.7%) of positive re-

sponses, while institutions:accredited by Western Association of



71

Schools and Colleges constitute the largest percent (33.3%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of chprch
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (93.4%) of
poéitive'responses, while religious group controleed institutions
report the largest percent (20%) of negative responses.

Table XXI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (95.1%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional de-
gree, constitute the largest percent (16%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXI indicates ‘that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional
schools report that largest percent (87.6%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general and
teacher preparatory report the largest percent (20%) of negative
responses.

With respect to -enrollment the clinics of institutions whose
-enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, report.the largest percent (90%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (28.6%) of negative
‘responses,

In geheral, Table XXI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, .whose ‘control is private, independent of -church or 'state,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent

degrees, whose type of program is liberal arté, general, with 3 or
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more ‘professional schools, and whose enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500
report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics

of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Western Associa-
tion of:S¢hools and Colleges, whose control is religious group, whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional .de-
gree, whose type of program is liberal arts, general and teacher pre-
paratory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest

percent of negative responses.
Table XXII

Data in Table XXII are related to the question: '"Does the «clinic
attémpt to compute the amount of reading retardation by relating the
student's ‘grade placement to his reading performance?”

A study of the data shown in Table XXII reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in ah analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXII, in the ‘columns totals for the
accreditatioﬁ, control, highest level of offering, type of program, -
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveai that 61.6% responded positively, 20.2% responded
negatively, while 18.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXII ‘indicates that in-
stitutions not ‘accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional
accrediting association constitute the largést pefcent (100%) of
positive responses, while-institutiqns,acgredited by Northwest Associa-

tion of Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent
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(20.3%) negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (66.6%) of positive responses,
while religious group controlled institutions report the largest per-
cent (26.7%) of negative ‘responses.-

Table XXII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largestfpercent (65.9%) of positive responses, thle institutionsvwhose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy ‘and equivalent de-
grees constitute the largest percent (26.9%) of‘negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXII indicates that institutibns whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and
terminal-occupational report the largest percent (80%) of positive
responses, while institufionS‘whose type of program is liberal arts
and general with 3 or more professional schools report the largest
percent (29.2%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (87.9%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (30%) of negative
‘responses.

In general, Table XXII shows that clinics whose institutions are
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
‘association, whose control is religious group, whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-

occupational, and whose enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000, report the
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largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of institu-
tions ‘whose institutions are accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is religious group, whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent de-
grees, whose type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or
more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000,

report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XXIII

Data in Table XXIII are related to the question: 'Does the clinic
attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by relating the

-students’ chronological age-to his reading performance?’

A study of the data shown in Table XXIII reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
‘who.answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXIII, in the columns totals for the
-accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 40.47% responded positively, 33.37% responded
negatively, while 26.3% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXIII indicates that
institutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
constitute the largest percent (83.4%) of positive responses, while
institutionsbaccredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (40%) of negative re-

sponses.
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With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (60%) of
positive responses, while religious grbup controlled institutions re-
port the largest percent (40%) of negative responses.

Table XXIII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (51.2%) of positivé responses, while institutions
whose highest levél of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest percent (39.0%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXIII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is-liberal arts-and general with 3 or more professional
schools,.and institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, gen-
-eral, and teaéher preparatory, report the largest percent (45.9%) of
positive responses, while institutions whose type of program is.liberal
arts and genefaljwith 3 or more professional schools report the largest
percent (41.7%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinies of institutions whose
enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report‘the larggst percent (77.8%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose. enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percént (57.2%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXIII shows that clinics whose institutions are
;accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose -con-
trol is private, independent of church or state, whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program is liberal arts and general With 3‘§r more.professional schools

and institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, and
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teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000, report
the largest percent of positive responses, while Lhe clinics of insti-
tutions whose institutions-are accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is religious group, whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy -and equivalent de-
grees, whose type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more
professional schools, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report

the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XXIV

Data in Table XXIV are related to the open-ended statement: '"Does
the'ciinic-attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by:
Considering other factors such as (other comments)."

A study of the data in Table XXIV reveals that there are six
coded categories of responses.

The data reveal that six respondents indicated that the clinic
attempts to compute the amount of reading retardation by considering
such factors as previous environmental experiences. Two respondents
indicated that the clinic.attempts to compute the amount of reading
‘retardation by considering such factors as emotional and personality
problems. One respondent indicated that the clinic attempts to compute
the amount of reading retardation by considering such factors as audi-
tory and listening function. Three respondents indicated that the

clinic attempts to compute the amount of reading retardation by consid-

..ering:such:factors as.language.development. . Fourteen. respondents-indi---

..cated that the clinic attempts. to..compute the amount of reading retard-

ation by considering such factors-as a combination of previous
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environmental experiences, emotional and personality problems, auditory
-and listeningvfunctioning, and language development, and seventy-three
‘respondents gave no answer. |

Indications of these facts are noticeable in an analysis of the
- frequency distribution in Table XXiV, in the columns totals for the
-accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,

and enrollment classifications.
Table XXV

Data in Table XXV are related to the question; ''Does the clinic
provide'servige‘to a population of school children within a clearly
delimited geographic area?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXV reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively,

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
- frequency distribution in Table XXV, in the columns totals for the
-accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that.59.6% .responded positively, 33.3% responded
negatively, while 7.1% gave no answer.

Further study of -the data shown in Table XXV indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Western Association of Schools - and Colleges
constitute the largest percent (83.3%) of positive responses, while
institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (47.47%) of negative

responses.
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With respect to control, clinics of state controlled instituticns
‘report the largest percent (71%) of positive responses, while-religious
group- controlled institutions report the largest percent (46.7%) of
negative responses.

Table XXV also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (64.3%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
‘degrees constitute the largest percent (43.9%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts:with 1 or -2 professional schools and
institutions whose type of program is liberal arts- and general and
teacher preparatory report the largest percent (37.5%) of positive
‘responses, while institutions whose type of program is liberal arts and
general with 3 or more professional schools report the largest percent
(37.5%) of negative responses.

With‘respéct to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (90%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (71.47%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXV shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools: and Colleges, whose con-
trol is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or
second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts with
1 or 2 professional schools and institutions whose type of program is

general and teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 10.000 to
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15,000, report the_largest percent of positive responses, while the
‘clinics of institutions whose institutions.are accredited by Middle
States Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose control is
‘religious group; whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philoso-
phy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and
general with 3 or more professional schools, and whose-enrollment is

25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XXVI

Data in Table XXVI are related to the question: 'Do the schools
‘receive a report of the diagnosis?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXVI reveals-fhat the number of
clinics who:answer positively is proportionally gfeater than those who
ansﬁer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an-analysis of the fre-
quency ‘distribution in Table XXVI, in the columns totals for the
-accreditation, control, highest level of offering, typé'of program,

. and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 78.7% responded positively, 13.1% responded
negatively, while 8.1% gave no-answer.

Further ‘study of the data shown in Table XXVI indicates that in-
stitutions accredited by North Central Association of Schools and
Colleges constitute the- largest percent (84.8%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by Northwestern Association of Secondary
and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (40%) of negative

‘responses.
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With respect to control, clinics of state'controlied institutions
report the largest percent (82.3%) of posifive'responses,vwhilevprivate,
independent of church or state controlled institutions report the
-largest percent (26.77%) of negative responses.

Table XXVI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy énd equivalent degrees constitute the
‘largest percent (90.2%) of positive responses,. while institutions
‘whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional
degree constitute the largest percent (14.3%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXVI indicates that institutions whose
typé of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and
termina1=occupational report the largest percent (90%) of positive
responses, while institutions whose .type of program is liberal arts
and general with 3 or more professional schools report the largest
percent (16.7%) of negative responses.

With respect to-enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
-enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (100%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (22.2%) of negative
responses.,

In general, Table XXVI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by North Central Association of Schools-and Colleges, whose
‘control is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philoso-
phy ‘and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts,
general, teacher preparatory}vand terminal~occupational, and whose
-enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent of positive

‘responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
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accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is private, independent of church or state, whose highest
level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree,

whose type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more profes-
‘sional schools, and whose:enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000, report the

largest percent of negative responses.
-Table XXVII

Data in Table XXVII are related to the question: '"Do the parents
‘receive -a report of the diagnosis?"

A study of the data shown in Tgble XXVII reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
‘who ‘answer negatively.

Indications of this fact .are noticeable in an-analysis of the fren
quency ‘distribution in Table XXVII, in the columns totals for the
~accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 81.8% responded positively, 11:2% responded
negatively, while 7.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXVII indicatés that
institutions accredited . by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
constitute'the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary-and
Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (40%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled

institutions ‘report the largest percent (93:.47%) of positive responses,
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while state controlled institutions report the largest percent (14.6%)
of negative respbnses.

Table XXVII also shows that institutions-whose highest level of
offering ‘is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute
the largest percent (87.8%) of positive responses, while institutions
‘whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy-and equivalent
"degrees constitute the largest percent (12.2%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXVII indicates that institutions whose.
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report
the largest percent (90%) of positive'responsés, while institutions
whose type of program is liberal arts, general and with 3 or more
-professional schools report the largest percent (12.5%) of negative
responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions ‘whose
-enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (100%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (28.6%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXVII shows that clinics whose institutions are
-accredited by Western Asspciation of Schools and Colleges, whose con-
trol is religious group, whose-highest level of offering is Doctor of
Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal
arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment is 15,000
to 20,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
-clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Northwest
Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is state,

whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
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degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts, general, and with 3 or
more professional schools,.and whose enrollment iS'ZS,OOOYtO‘BS,OOOS

report the largest percent of negative responses.

Table XXVITT

Data in Table XXVIII are related to the question: '"Does the
‘clinic make recommendations to the-school for remedial reading instruc-
tion?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXVIII reveals that the number
of clinics:who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
‘who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in-an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXVIII, in the columns totals for the
-accreditation, controel, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The ‘data reveal that 76.87% responded positively, 17.1% responded
negatively, while 6.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXVIII indicates that
institutions no accredited or approved by any nationwide or regicnal
accrediting association constitute the largest percent (100%) of posi-
tive responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association
of Schools and Colleges -constitute the largest percent (50%) of nega-
tive responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (80.7%) of positive responses, while pri-
vate, indpendent of church.and state, and religious group controlled

institutions report the largest percent (26.7%, respectively) of
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negative responses.

Table XXVIII also-shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering .is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (82.97%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional
degree constitute the largest percent (17.9%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXVIII indicates that institutions

-whose type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools,
.and institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher
preparatory-and terminal-occupational, report the largest percent (90%)
of positive responses, while institutions whose type of program is
liberal arts and general with' 3 or more professional schools, report

the largest percent (23%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en~
rollment is 5,000 to 7,500 report the largest percent (85%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment 1is
10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (407%) of negative responses.

In general, Table XXVIII shows:  that clinics whose institutions are
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
association, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy-and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is
liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and institutions: whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and
terminal-occupational, and whose-enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, report
the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of insti-
tutions whose institutions are accredited by Western Association of

Schools:and Colleges, whose control is private, independent of church
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and state, and religious groups, whose highest level of offering is
Master's and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is
‘liberal arts and general with 3 or more-professional schools, and whose
enrollment is- 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent of negative

responses.
Table XXIX

Data in Table XXIX are related to the question: 'Does the cliniec
make recommendations to the-schools' instructional staff?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXIX reveals that the number of
clinics who 'answer positively is proporticnally greater than those-who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an-.analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXIX, in the columns totals for the
raccreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 73.7% responded positively, 20.2% responded
negatively, while 6.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown inyTable XXIX indicates that
institutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional
accrediting -association constitute the largest percent (100%) of posi-
tive responses, while institutions accredited by Western Assoication of
Schools and Colleges constitute the largest percent (33.3%) of negative
‘responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state-contrglled institutions
report the largest percent (80.6%) of positive responses, while relig-

ious group:controlled institutions report the largest percent (40%) of
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negative responses.

Table XXIX also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
-largest percent (82.9%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master’s and/or second professional degree

-constitute the-largest percent (23.27%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXIX indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools,
institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, terminal-
occupational @nd teaching preparatory, report the largest percent (80%)
of positive responses, while institutions whose type of program is
liberal arts with 3 or more professional schools report the largest
percent (27.1%) of negative response,

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 reportgthe'laréest percent (85.7%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (33.36%) of negative
‘responses.

In general, Table XXIX shows that clinics.whose institutions-are
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
association, whose-controi is state, whose highest level of offering
is. Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program
is liberal arts with 1 or ‘2 professional schools and institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, terminél-occupational and
teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report
the largest percent of positive responses,.while the clinics of insti-

tutions whose institutions are-accredited by Western Association of



87

Schools and Colleges, whése'control is religious group, whose highest
level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree,.whose
type of program is l;beral arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and
whose -enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent of

negative responses,
Table XXX

Data in Table XXX are-related to the question: '"Does the-clinic
-charge for -diagnostic services?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXX reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those-who
‘answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable -in an analysis of the fref
quency distribution in Table XXX, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment -classifications.

The data reveal that 64.77% responded positively, 29.3% responded
negatively, while 6.1% gave no answer,

Further study  of the data shown in Table XXX indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges con-
stitute the largest percent (83.3%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions -accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools constitute-the largest percent (42.4%) of negative responses.

With respect to'control, clinics of religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (86.6%) of positive responses,
while state contrelled institutions report the largest percent' (37.1%)

of negative responses.
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Table XXX also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and équivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (70.7%) of positive responses, while institutioné whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy ‘and equivalent degrees,
constitute the largest percent (29.3%) of negative responses.

Further ‘analysis of Table XXX indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools. report
the largest percent (70%) of positive responses, while institutions
‘whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory,
and terminal-occupational report the largest percent (40%) of negative
response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (80%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 2,500 to 5,000 report the largest percent (47.1%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXX shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose control
is religious group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philos=-
ophy -and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts with
1 or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000
report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of
institutions whose institutions are-accredited by North Central Associa-
tion of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is state, whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher pre-

paratory and terminal-occupational, and whose enrollment is 2,500 to
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5,000 report the’ largest percent of negative responses.
.Table XXXI

Data in Table XXXI are related to the question: "Does the clinic
follow a-graduated scale of fees, dependent upon the subjects' ability
to pay?"

A study of fhe data shown in Table XXXI reveals that the number of
clinics who answer negatively is proportionally greater than those who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXI, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The ‘data reveal that 36.47% responded positively, 47.5% responded
negatively, while 16.27% gave no'answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXXI indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools con-
stitute the largest percent (45.9%) of positive responses, while
institutions:accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
constitute the largest percent (66.7%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (66.7%) of poesitive responses,
while'state'céntrolled institutions report the largest percent (53.9%)
‘of negative responses.

Table XXXI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the

largest percent (41.5%) of positive responses, while institutions whose



90

highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (48.7%) of negative -responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXI indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type of
program is liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory and terminal-
occupational report the largest percent (70%) of negative response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment 1s 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (57.1%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose  enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (66.7%) of negative
‘responses., |

In general, Table XXXI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, whose con-
trol is religious groups, whose highest level of offering is Doctor
of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily
teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the
largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of institutions
‘whose institutions  are accredited by Western Association of Schools and
Colleges, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program.is
liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-occupational,
and whose enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent of

negative responses.
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Table XXXIT

Data in Table XXXII are related to the question: 'Does the clinic
-apply scholarship money  toward clinic fees?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXII reveals that the number
of clinics:who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quecny distribution:in Table XXXII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 61.67 responded positively, 20.2% responded
negatively, while 18.2% gave no:answer.

Further study of the -data shown in Table XXXII indicates that
institutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regicnal
accrediting association constitute the largest percent (100%) of posi-
tive responses, while institutions accredited by North Central Associa-
tion of Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent
(33.4%) of negative responses.

With respect to controlg-clinics of private, independent of church
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (83.3%) of
positive responses, while -religious group controlled institutions-report
the largest percent (26.6%) of negative responses.

Table XXXII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest.percent. (65.9%) of.positive.responses,.while institutions.-whase. .

. highest lewel.of offering is.Doctor..of.Philasophy..and.equivalent degrees
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constitute the largest percent (26.967%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, generai, teacher preparatory, and
terminal-occupational,report the largest percent (80%) of positive
‘responses, while institutions whose type of program is liberal arts
-and general with 3 or more professional schools, report the largest
percent (29.2%) of negétive response.

With respect to-enrollment, the-clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (68.8%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largesf perceét (30%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXXII shows that clinics: whose institutions-are
not accredited or épproved by -any nationwide or regional accrediting
'association, whose -control is private, independent of church or state,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor -of Philosophy and equivalent
“degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher pre-
paratory, and terminal-<occupantional, and whose enrollment is 15,000 to
20,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
-clinics of institutionS'whose-institut10ps-are accredited by North
Central Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose-control is
religious group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy
and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and gen-
eral with 3 or more professional schools, and whose-enrollment is 10,000

to 15,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
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Table XXXIII

Data in Table XXXIII are related to the question: ''Does the clinic
have a fixed fee?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXIII reveals that:the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXITI, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level.of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal\that 53.67% responded positively, 36,47 responded
negatively, while 10.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXXIII indicates that
institutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colieges
constitute the largest pércent (83.4%) of positive responses, while
institutions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools
constitute the largest percent (35.87%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious, independent of
state, controlled institutions report the largest percent (73.4%) of
positive responses, while state controlled institutions report the
largest percent (43.5%) of negative responses.

Table XXXIII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (56.1%7) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees

constitute the largest percent (36.6%) of negative responses.
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Further analysis of Table XXXIII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report
the largest percent (60%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools
and institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general,
teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational report the largest percent
(40%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (80%Z) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 tp 35,000 report the largest percent (57.7%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXXIII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose control
is religious, independent of church and state, whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and whose
enrollment if 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent of positive
responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, whose con-
trol is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy
and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts with 1
or 2 professional schools and institutions whose type of program is
liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-occupational,
and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent of

negative responses.
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Table XXXIV

Data in Table XXXIV are related to the question: "Does the clinic
operate entirely on fees?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXIV reveals that the number
of clinics who answer negatively is proportionally greater than those
who answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXIV, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 23.2% responded positively, 39.47 responded
negatively, while 37.47% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXXIV indicates that
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (40%) of positive re-
sponses, also institutions accredited by Northwest Association of
Secondary and Higher Schools constitute the largest percent (607) of
negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state and religious group controlled institutions report the largest
percent (40%, respectively) of positive responses, while state con-
trolled institutions report the largest percent (41.9%) of negative
responses.

Table XXXIV also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the

largest percent (23.2%) of positive responses, while institutions
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whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest percent (46.4%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXIV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional
schools report the largest percent (25.1%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher prepara-
tory report the largest percent (100%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollmeﬁt, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (45.5%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 2,500 ~ 5,000 report the largest percent (58.9%) of negative re-
sponses.

In general, Table XXXIV shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is private, independent of church or state and religious
group, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second pro-
fessional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts and general
with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 7,500 to
10,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Northwest
Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, whose control is state,
whose highést level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees, whose type of program is primarily teacher preparatory, and
whose enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent of

negative responses.
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Table XXXV

Data in Table XXXV are related to the question: 'Does the clinic
operate entirely on university financing?"

A study of the data shown on Table XXXV reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXV, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en-
rollment classifications.

The data reveal that 35.47% responded positively, 27.37% responded
negatively, while 37.47% gave no answer.

Further study of.the data shown in Table XXXV indicates that
institutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional
accrediting association constitute the largest percent (66.7%) of
positive responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association
of Schools and Colleges constitute the largest percent (50%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (41.9%) of positive responses, while reli-
gious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (41.9%)
of negative responses.

Table XXXV also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (39.3%) of positive responses, while institutions whose

highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees



98

constitue the largest‘percent (34.2%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory and institutions
whose type of program is liberal arts, general, and teacher prepara-
tory report the largest percent (50%) of positive responses, while
institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher preparatory
report the largest percent (50%) of negatiVe responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (44.30%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (50%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XXXV shows that clinics whose institutions are
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
association, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering
is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose type of program
is primarily teacher preparatory and institutions whose type of program
is liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent of positive responses,
while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by
Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose control is religious
group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily teacher prepara-
tory, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest

percent of negative responses.
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Table XXXVI

Data in Table XXXVI are related to the question: ''Does the clinic
operate on both university financing and clinic fees?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXVI reveals that the number.
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXVI, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 40.47% responded positively, 24.2% responded
negatively, while 35.4% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXXVI indicates that
institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (47.4%) of positive
responses, while institutions not accredited or approved by any nation-
wide or regional accrediting association constitute the larger percent
(33.3%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (53.3%) of positive responses,
while private, independent of church or state, controlled institutions
report the largest percent (26.77%) of negative responses.

Table XXXVI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philesophy and equivalent degrees constitute the -
largest percent (46.3%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees

constitute the largest percent (29.3%) of negative responses.
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Further analysis of Table XXXVI indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts-general and teacher preparatory report
the largest percent (42.3%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 profes-
sional schools and liberal arts, general, terminal, occupational, and
teacher preparatory report the largest percent (30.07%) of negative re-
sponses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (60%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (40%) of negative responses.

In general, Table XXXVI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle State Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is religious group, whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program is liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory, and whose
enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent of positive
responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional gccrediting
association, whose control is private, independent of church or state,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degree, whose tyﬁe of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2
professional schools and liberal arts, general, terminal, occupational,
and teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to lS,OOOIfeport

the largest percent of negative responses.
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Table XXXVII

Data in Table XXXVII are related to the question: '"In the process
of diagnosis does the clinic compile a diary record or log of diagnostic
sessions and interviews?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXVII reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXVII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 86.9%Z responded positively, 7.1% responded
negatively, while 6.1%7 gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXXVII indicates that
institutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional
accrediting association constitute the largest percent (99.9%) of
positive responses, while institutions accredited'by Western Associa-
tion of Schools and Colleges constitute the largest percent (33.3%)
of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (88.7%Z) of positive responses, while reli-
gious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (20%)
of negative responses.

Table XXVII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philcsophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (87.8%) of positive responses, while institutions

whose highest level of offering is Docter of Philosophy and equivalent
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degrees constitute the largest percent (9.7%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXVII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory and institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory, and
liberal arts, general, terminal, occupational, and teacher preparatory
report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions whose type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional
schools report the largest percent (10%) of negative response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (100%) of posi-
tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is
25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (28.6%) of negative re-
sponses.

In general, Table XXXVII shows that clinics whose institutions are
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
association, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering
is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degree, whose type of program
is liberal arts, general terminal, occupational, teacher preparatory
and whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institu-
tions are accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges,
whose control is religious group, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is
liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, whose enrollment is

25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
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Data in Table XXXVIII are related to the question: "If the clinic
does compile a diary or log, dees the clinic gather information such as
test results?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXVIII reveals that all of the
clinics answered positively and that no clinics answered negatively.

Indications of this fact»ére noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXVIII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, coﬁtrol, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 92.9%7 responded positively, 0% responded
negatively, while 7.17% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XXXVIII indicates that
institutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges.
and those institutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or
regional accrediting association constitute the largest percents
(100%, respectively) of positive responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (93.5%) of positive responses, while there
were no negative responses.

Table XXXVIII also. shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philesophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (95.1%) of positive responses, while there were no
negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXVII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools and
institutions whose. type of program is primarily teacher preparatory,

report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while there



104

were no institutions who responded negatively.

"With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en-
rollment is 7,500 to 10,000 and 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest
percent (100%) of posiﬁive responses, while there were no negative
responses,

In general, Table XXXVIII shows that clinics whose institutions
are accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges and those
institutions not accredited, whose control is state, whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools and
teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, 10,000
to 15,000 report the largest percent of positive responses. There were

no negative responses.
Table XXXIX

Data in Table XXXiX are related to the question: '"If the clinic
does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such
as a social history?"

A study of the data shown in Table XXXIX reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XXXIX, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 84.9% responded positively, 7.1% responded

negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer.
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Further study of the data shown in Table XXXIX indicates that
institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (89.5%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association of
Schools and Colleges constitute the largest percent (50%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state, controlled institutions report the largest percent (86.77%) of
positive responses, while religious group controlled institutions
report the largest percent (13.3%) of negative responses.

Table XXXIX also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (90.2%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent (8.97%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XXXIX indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type of
program is iiberal arts and general with 3 or more professional schools
report the largest percent (10.1%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (90.9%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (10%) of negative -
responses.

In general, Table XXXIX shows that clinics whose institutions are

accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
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Schools, whose control is private, independent of church or state,
whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second{professional
degree, whose type of program ié teacher preparatory, and whose enroll-
ment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent of positive re-
sponses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association, whose control is religious group,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of
program is teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to

15,000 report the lafgest percent of negative responses.
Table XL

Data in Table XL are related to the question: "If the clinic does
compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such as a
medical history?"

A study of the data shown in Table XL, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table XL, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classification.

The data reveal that 75% responded positively, 16.1% responded
negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XL indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secon-
dary Schools, constitute the largest percent (89.4%) of positive

responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association of
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Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (50%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (75.8%) of positive responses, while
religious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (20%)
of negative responses.

Table XL also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (85.4%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent (21.5%) of negative responses.

Fufther analysis of Table XL indicates that iﬂstitutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report
the largest percent (907%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and
terminal-occupational report the largest percent (50%) of negative
responses,

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000, report the 1argest,percent (89.9%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (27.3%) of negative
responses. |

In general, Table XL, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is State, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is

liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment is
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15,000 to 20,000 report ‘the largest‘percent of positive responses,
while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by
Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose control is religious
groups, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second
professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts, general
teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational, and whose enrecllment is

7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XLI

Data in Table XLI are related to the question: "If the clinic
does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such
as family and home environment data?"

A study of the data shown in Table XLI, feveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those |
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table XLI, in the columns totals for the accredi-
tation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and enroll-
ment classifications.

The data reveal that 85.9% responded positively, 67 responded
negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLI indicates that
institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent (89.5%) of positive
responses, while institutioens net accredited or approved by any nation-
wide or regional accrediting association, constitute the largest

percent (33.3%) of negative responses.
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With respect to control, clinics of state and private; independent
of church or state controlled institutions report the largest percent
(88.7%) of positive responses, while religious group controlled insti-
tutions report the largest percent (13.37%) of negative responses.

Table XLI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute
the largest percent (90.3%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional
degree constitute the largest percent (5.4%) of negative responses,

Further analysis of Table XLI indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory and institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts,vgeﬁeral, and teacher preparatory
report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while insti-
tutions whose type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional
schools report the largest percent (10%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent (100%) of
positive respbnses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 5,000 to 7,500 report the largest percent (10%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XLI shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is state, private, independent of state or
church, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosephy or
equivalent degree, whose type of program is teacher preparatory, liberal
arts, general, and whose enrollment id 10,000 to 15,000, report the

largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of institutions
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whose institutions are not accredited or approved by any accredited
association, whose control is religious group, whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose type of
program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and whose
enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500 report the largest percent of negative

reponses,
Table XLITI

Data in Table XLII are related to the question: wa the clinic
does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such
as school and academic progress?"

A study of the data shown in Table XLII, reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table XLII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 90.9% responded positively, 1% responded
negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLII indicates that
institutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
and institutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or
regional accrediting association, constitute the largest percent (100%
respectively) of positive responses, while institutions accredited by
Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, constitute the

largest percent (207%) of negative responses.
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With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (91.9%) of positive responses, while state
controlled institutions report the largest percent (1.6%) of negative
responses.

Table XLIT also shows that institutions whose highestAlével of
offering is Doctor of Philqsophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (95.1%7) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent (1.8%) of negative responses.

Further anélysis of Table XLII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is primarily teacher preparatory and institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general and 3 or more professional
schools report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while
institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher
preparatory and terminalfoccupatioﬁal report the largest percent (10%)
of negative responses;

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000 and 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while there were no negative
responses.

In general, Table XLII shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools and those not accredited,
whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of
Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is teacher
preparatory, liberal arts, general and 3 or more professional schools,
and whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000 and 10,000 to 15,000 report

the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of
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institutions whose institutions are accredited by Northwest Association,
whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal
arts, general, teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational report

the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XLITI

Data in Table XLIII are related to the question: "If the elinic
does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such
as correspondence?"

A study of the data shown in Table XLIII reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table XLIII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 62.7% responded positiyely, 15.2%_responded
negatively, while 22.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLIII indicates that
institutions not accredited or appréved by any nationwide or regional
accrediting association, constitute the largest percent (1007%) of
positive responses, while institutions accredited by Western Associa-
tion of Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (50%) of
negative responses.

With respecﬁ to control, clinics of state controlled institutions

report the largest percent (64.5%7) of positive responses, while private,
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independent of church or state, and religious group controlled insti-
tutions report the largest percent (20% respectively) of ﬁegative
responses,

Table XLIII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (68.3%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (14.6%) of negative résponses.

Further analysis of Table XLIII indicates that institutions whose
type of program 1s primarily teacher preparatory report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type of
program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional schools
report the largest percent (20.3%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent (75.0%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (28.6%) of negativé
responses,

In general, Table XLIII shows. that clinics whose institutions are
not accredited or approved by any accrediting association, whose con-
trol is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy
and equivalent degree, whose type of program is teacher preparatory,
and whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institu-
tions are accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges,

whose control is religioué-private, whose highest level of offering is

Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arts, general
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with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to

35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XLIV

Data in Table XLIV are related to the open-ended statement: "If
the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather informa-
tion such as: (other remarks)."

A study of the data in Table XLIV reveals that there are six
coded categories of responses.

The data reveal that two respondents indicated that the clinic
gathers such information such as lesson plans forms and evaluation
forms. Two respondents indicated that the clinic gathers such informa-
tion as a record of daily accomplishment. Two respondents indicated
that the clinic gathers such information as reports frqm other agencies.
One respondent indicated that the ciinic gathers such information as
records of interests and activities. Two respondents indicated that
the clinic gathers such information as reports of neurological,
psychological, and special examination and ninety respondents gave no
answer,

Indications of these fa;éS'are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Tabié XLIV, in the columms totals for
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications. |

Table XLV

¢

Data in Table XLV are related to the question: ''Does the clinic

have specified forms provided for case records?"
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A study of the data shown in Table XLV, reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this sort are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table XLV, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 89.9% responded positively, 8.1% responded
negatively, while 2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLV indicates that
institutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges
and Northwestern Association of Colleges constitute the highest percent
(100%) of positive responses, while institutions accredited by New
England Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, constitute the
highest percent (25%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private, independent of church
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (93.3%) of
positive responses, while religious groups controlled institutions
report the largest percent (20%) of negative responses.

Table XLV also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (92.7%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent (8.9%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XLV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and genmeral with 1 or 2 professional

schools; liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and terminal-
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occupational primarily teacher preparatory report the largest percent
(100%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type of program
is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional schools report
the largest percent (10.5%) of negative response.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (100%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (28.6%)‘of negative
responses.

In general, Table XLV, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose con-.
trol is private; independent of church and state, whose highest level
of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivélent degrees, whose type
of program is liberal afts and general with 1 or 2 professional schools;
liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational,
and primary teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 15,000 to
20,000 report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by New
England Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose control
is religious groups, whose highest level of offering is Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal
arts and general with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enroll=
ment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative

responses.
Table XLVI

Data in Table XLVI are related to the question: ''Does the clinic
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have specified forms provided for logs?"

A study of the data shown in Table XLVI, reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in.Table XLVI, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 63.67% responded positively, 20.2% responded
negatively, while 16.2% gave no answer,

Further study of the data shown in Table XLVI indicates that
institutions accrecited by Souther Associations of Colleges and Schools,
constitute the largest percent (70.8%) of positively responses, while
institutions accredited by New England Association of Cblleges and
Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent (37.5%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled_institutions
report the largest percent (64.4%) of positive responses,‘while relig-
ious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (33.4%)
of negative responses.

Table XLVI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (68.3%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (26.8%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XLVI indicates that institutions whose

type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional.schools report
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the largest percent (807%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose . type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more pro-
fessional schools report the largest percent (25%) of negative
responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000 report the largest percent (70.6%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (42.97%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XLVI, shows that clinics whose institutions_are
accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, whose
control is state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philoso-
phy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts with
1l or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment if 2,500 to 5,000
report the largest percent of positive respdnses, while the clinics
of institutions whose institutions are accredited by New England
Association of Colleges and Schools, whose control is religiqus groups,
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts with 3 or more prb—'
fessional schools, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report

the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XILVII

Data in Table XLVII are related to the question: "Is there an
attempt to analyse test data for consistent patterns of scores and/or
profiles?"

A study of the data shown in Table XLVII, reveals that the number
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;bf clinics who answer- positively, is proportibnally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in TableFXLVII, in the colunms totals for the
accreditations, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 87.97% responded positively, 9.1% responded
negatively, while 37 gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLVII indicates that
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, Western Association of Schools and Colleges, and insti-
tutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional
accrediting association, constitute the largest percent (100% respec~
tively) of positive responses, while institutions accredited by Middle
States Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, conStitute the
largest percent (21.1%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (90.47%) of positive responses, while
private; independent of church or state and religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (13.3%, respectively) of nega-
tive responses. \

Table XLVII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degregs constitute the
largest percent (87.9%Z) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and‘equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (12.2%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XLVII indicates that institutions whose
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type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 of 2 professional
schools and liberal arts and general teacher preparaﬁory and terminal-
occupational report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher prepara-
tory repoft the largest percent (50%) of negative responses;A

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, report the largest percent (95%) of”
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent (33.3%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XLVII, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by (1) Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
(2) Western Association of Schools and Colleges, and (3) imstitutioms
not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
association, whose control is state, whose highest level of offering
is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program
is (1) liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professional schools and
(2) liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and terminal-.
occupational, and whose enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, report the lar-
gest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of institutions
whose institutions are accredited by Middle States Association of
Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose control is private; independent
of church or state and religious groups, whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program is primarily teacher preparatory, and whoée enrollment is

15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
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Table XLVIII

Data in Table XLVIII are related to the statement: 'Does the
clinic attempt to determine what might generally be classified as a
particular learning modality strength, style, or preference by which
the student appears to learn most readily?"

A study of the data shown in Table XLVIII, reveals that the
number of clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than
those who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table XLVIII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, contrdl,vhighest 1¢ve1'of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 857 responded positively, 11.1% responded
negatively, while 3% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLVIII indicateé that
institutions accredited by New England Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools, NorthWest Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools,’and Western Association of Colleges and institutions not
accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting
association, comnstitute the largest percent (100%) of positive re-
sponses, while institutions accredited by Southern Association of
Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (29.2%) of nega-
tive responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private; independent of
church or state controlled institutions report the largest percent
(86.7%) of positive responses, while privéte; independent of church or

state controlled institutions report the largest percent (13.3%) of
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negative responses.

Table XLVIII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (87.8%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest percent (12.2%) ef negative responses.

Furfher analysis ofuTable XLVIII indicates that institutions whose =
type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professional
schools and institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher
preparatory report the largest percent (100%) of positive responses,
while institutions whose tyne of progrem is liberal arts and general
with 3 or more professionél echools‘report the largest percent (20.9%)
of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000 and 25,000 to 35,000, report the
largest percent (100%) of positive responses, wnile the clinics of
institutjons whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest
percent (27.3%) of negative‘responses.

In general, Table XLVIII, shons that clinics whose institutions
are accredited by New England Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, Western
Association of Colleges, and institutions not accredited or approved
by any nationwide or regional accrediting association,‘whose control
is private; independent of ehurch and'etate, whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type
of progrem is liberal arte and general witn 3 or more professional

schools, and whose enrollment -is 10,000 to 15,000 and 25,000 to 35,000
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report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics

of institﬁtions whose institutions are accredited by Soufhern Associa-
tion of Schools andéColleges, whose controlbis private; independent of
church or state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy
and equivalent degrees whose type of program is liberal arts and general
with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 7,500 to

10,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table XLIX

Data in Table XLIX are related to the statement: V"Ifbthe clinic
does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the
attempt is made by standardized tests."

A study of the data shown in Table XLIX, reveals that the number
of clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than thbse
sho answer negatively.

Indication of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table XLIX, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data revealed that 78.87% responded. positively, 14.1% responded
negatively, while 7.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table XLIX indicates that
institutions accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, éonstitute the largest percent (84.8%) of positive
responses, while institutions not accredited or approved by any nation-
wide or regional accrediting association, constitute the iargest percent

(33.3%) of negative responses.
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With respect to control, clinics of state; independent of church
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (83.3%) of
positive responses, while religious groups controlled institutions |
report the largest percent (13.37%) respectively of negative responses.,

Table XLIX also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the -
largest percent (80.4%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (19.57%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table XLIX indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professional
schools and institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general,
teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational report the largest percent
(90%) of positive responses, while institutions whose type §f program
is liberal arts and generél with 3 or more professional schools report
the largest percent (16.7%) of negative responses. |

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutiens whose
enrollment if 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent (100%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose eﬁrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largesf percent (42.97%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table XLIX, shows that clinics whose institutions are:
accredited by North Central Association of Secondary anq Higher Schools,
whose control is state; whose highest level of offering is Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal
arts and general with 1 or 2 professional schools and institutions

whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory,
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and terminal-occupational, and whose enrollment is. 15,000 to 20,000,
report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of
institutions whose institutioné are not accreditedkor approved by any
nationwide or regional accrediting association, whose control is pri-
vate, independent of church or state and’religious groups, whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whdse
type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional -
schools, and whose enrollment if 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest

percent of negative responses.
Table L

Data in Table L are related to the statement: "If the clinic does
make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt
is made by informal tests.”

A study of the data shown in Table L, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysisvof the
frequency distribution in Table L, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type bfvprOgram, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 81.8% responded positively, 8.1% respénded
negatively, while 10% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table L indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and
Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent (94.7%5 of positive

responses, while institutions accredited by Southern Association of
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Colleges  and Schools,vconstitute the largeSt percent (20.8%) of néga—
tive responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private; independeﬁt'of church
or state and religious group controlled institutions report the largest
percent (86.7%) of positive responses, while étate controliéd institu-

- tions report the largest percent (21%) of negative respoﬁsest

Table L also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Master's and/or second professional degree constitufe the largest
percent (85.7%) of positive responses, whilé institutions whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees con-—
stitute the largest percent (14.6%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table L indicates that institutions whosé
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report
the largest percent (100%) of positive responsés, while ins£itutions
whose type of program is liberal arts and general With 3 Sr more pro—
fessional schools report the largest percent (10.4%) Qf negative
responses,

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institﬁtions wﬁosel
enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest'percent_(88.3%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (14.3%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table L, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is private; independent of church br state and
réligious groups, whose highesf level of offering is Master's and/or

second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts with
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1l or é professional schools, and whose enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000
report the largest percent of positive responses, while-the clinics of
institutions whose institutions are accredited by Soﬁthern Association
of Colleges and Schools, whose control is state, whose highest level of’
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program is libergl arts and general with 3 or more professional schools,
and whose enrcllment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent .of

negative responses.
Table LI

Data in Table LI are related to the statement: "If the clinic
does make an attempt at identification of learning preference? the
attempt is made by clinical observation."

A study of the data shown.in Table LI, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively, is proportionally gréatér than thosé
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis'of the
frequency distribution in Table LI, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program;
and enrollment classificatiomns.

The déta revéal that 84.97% responded positively, 2% responded
negatively, while 13.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LI indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges,
constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Schools and

Colleges, constitute the largest percent (20%) of negative responses.
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Table LI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (95.2%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree,
constitute the largest percent (3.67) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table LI indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professjional
schools: report the largest percent (90%) of positive responses, while
institutions whose type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher
preparatory, and terminal-occupational report the largest percent (20%)
of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment the clinics of institutions whose en~
rollment if 10,000 to 15,000 and 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest
percent (100%) of positive responses, while the clinics of institutions
whose enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent (5.90%)
of negative responses.

In general, Table LI, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Western Association of Colleges, whose control is private,
independent of church or state, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arts, general
with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 10,000 to
15,000, and 15,000 to 20,000 repoet the largest percent of positive
responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Colleges, whose control is state
whose highest level of offering is Master's or second professional,
whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory,

terminal-occupational, and whose enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000 report
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the largest percent of negative responses. .
Table LIT

Data in Table LII are related to the statement: "If the clinic
does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the
attempt is made by trial and error.”

A study of the data shown in Table LII, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer negatively, is proportionally greater than those who
answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications, |

The data reveal that 24.27 responded positively, 36.47 responded
negatively, while 39.47% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LII indicates.that insti-
tutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools, constitute the largest percent (40%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by North Central Association of Secondary
and Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (51.5%) of negative
responses. |

With respect to control, clinics of private; independent of church
and state institutions report the :largest percent (26.7%) of positive
responses, Whilg religious groups controlled institutions report the
largest percent (46.67%) of negative responses.

Table LII also shows that institutions whose highest level of

offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
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largest percent (29.27%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (13.9%) of negative responses;

Further analysis of Table LII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 more profes-
sional schools whose type of program is professional only, not includ-
ing teacher preparatory, report the largest percent (30%) of positive
responses, while institutions whose type of program is liberal arts and
general with 3 or more professional schools report the largest percent
(43.7%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment if 5,000 to 7,500, report the largest percent (35%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent (60%) of negative
responses,

In general, Table LII, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Schools, whose control is
private; independent of church or state, whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arts,‘ |
general with 1 or 2 professional teacher preparatory, and whose enroll-
ment is 5,000 to 7,500, report the largest percent of positive re-
sponses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
accredited by North Central Association, whose control is religious
groups, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose
type of prbgram is liberal arts and general with 3 or more schools,
and whose enrollment if 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent

of negative responses.
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Table LIIT

Data in Table'LIII are related to the open-ended statement: '"If
the clinic does make an attempt at identification of learning prefer-
ence, the attempt is made by: (other remarks)."

A study of the data in Table LIII reveals that there are nine
coded categories of responses.

The data reveal that the four respondents indicated that the
‘clinic makes an attempt at identification of learning preference by
teacher or clinician interview. Two respondents indicated that the
clinic makes an attempt at identification of learning preference by
parent interview. One respondent indicated that the clinic makes an
attempt at identification of learning prefefence by psychological
evaluation. One respondent indicated that the clinic makes an attempt
at identification of learning preference by school records. One
respondent indicated that the clinic makes an attempt at identification
of learning preference by use of mechanical devices. Two respondents
indicated that the clinic makes an attempt at identification of learn-
ing preference by diagnostic teaching. One respondent indicated that
the clinic makes an attempt at identification of learning preference
by a short period of experimental instruction, and eighty-six re-
spondents gave no answer.

Indications of these facts are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LIII, in the columns total for accredi-
tation, control, highest level of\offering, type of program, and

enrollment classifications.
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Table LIV

Data in Table LIV are related to the question: "Is reexamination
of active cases a part of diagnosis?"

A study of the data shown in Table LIV, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LIV, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal.that 76 .7% responded positively, 21.27% responded
negatively, while 2% gave no answer. |

Further study of the data shown in Table LIV indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Middle Stetes Association of Colleges and Secon-
dary Schools, constitute the largest percent (84.3%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by New England Association of
Colleges and Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent (37.52)
of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious groups controlled
institutions report the largest percent (86.6%) of positive responses,
while state controlled institutions report.the largest percent (24.27%)
of negative responses.

Table LIV also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (76.8%) of positive responses, while institutions whose,
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree

constitute the largest percent (24.4%) of negative responses.
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Further analysis of Table LIV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general and teacher preparatory report
the largest percent (88.2%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is primarily teacher preparatory report the
largest percent (SOZ)IOf negative response.

With respect to enrbllment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent (82%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent (44.47%) of negative
responses.
| In general, Table LIV, shows that clinics whose institutions. are
accredited by Middle State Associétion of Colleges and Secondary
Schools, whose control is religious groups, whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal’
arts, general teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 2,500 to
5,000, report the largest percent .of positive respoﬁses, while the
clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by New
England Association of Colleges and Schools, whose control is state,
whose highest level of éffering is Master's and/or secondary profes—
sional degree, whose type of program is teacher preparatory, and whose
enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent of

negative responses.
Table LV

Data in Table LV are related to the question: "If reexamination
of active cases is a part of diagnosis, are there specified periods

for re-checking?"-
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A study of the data shown in Table LV, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer positively; is proportionallykgreater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LV, in the columms totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 53.57% responded positively, 26.2% responded
negatively, while 20.2% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LV indicates that insti-
tutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools, constitute the largest percent (80%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by North Central Associatien of Secondary
and Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (39.4%) of negative
responses.

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled
institutions report the largest percent (73.4%) of positive responses,
while state controlled institutions report the largest percent (33.8%)
of negative responses.

Table LV also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer-
ing is Master's and/or second professional degree constitutes the
largesf percent (58.9%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (39.1%) of negative respénses.

Further analysis of Table LV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is‘liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and

terminal-occupational and liberal arts and general with 3 or more
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professional schools report the largest percent (69.2%) of positive
responses, while institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher
preparatory report the largest percent (100%) of negative responses,

With respect ﬁo enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose.
enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent (70.6%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose -enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the lafgest percent (57.2%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table LV, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary Schools, whose control
is religious groups, whose highest level of offering is Méster's and/or
secondary professional degrees, whose.type of program is liberal arts,
general teacher preparatory, terminal-occupational, and whose enroll-
ment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent of positive re-
sponses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions are
accredited by North Central Association, whose control is state, whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program
is teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000,vreport‘

the largest percent of negative reponses.
Table LVI

Data in Table LVI are related to the statement: "If there are
specified periods for re-checking, they are daily.".

A study of the data shown in Table LVI, reveals that the'number of
clinics who answer negatively, is proportionally greater than those who
answer positively;

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis. of the
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freqﬁency distribution in Table LVI, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type Of,progfam,
and enrollment classifications. ‘ |

The data reveal that 5% responded positively, 13.1%’fesponded
negatively, while 81.87% gave no answer. |

Further study of the data shown in Table LVI indicates that insti~-
tutions accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher
Schools, constitute the largest percent (12.1%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by Western Association of:Schools and
Colleges, constitute the largest percent (33.37%) of negative réspbnses,

Withbrespect to control, clinics of state cbntrolléd ihstitutions
report the largest percent (6.4%) of positive responses, whilé religious
group controlled institutions report the‘largest percent (26.7%) of
negative responses.

Table LVI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (7.2%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy - and eﬁuivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (17.1%) of negative responseé;

Further analysis of Table LVI indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professionél
schools report the largest percent (20%) of positive responses, while
institutions whose type of program is liberal érts, general, teacher
preparatory and terminal-occupational report the largest percent (30%)
of negative responses.

With respect to -enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose

enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500, reportwthéTlargest percent:(18.80%) of
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positive responses, while thekclinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent (22.1%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table LVI, shows that clinics whose'inStitutioﬁs are
accredited by North Central Association, whose control is,state, whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second proféSsional degree,
whose type of program is liberal arts, general with 3 or more profes~
sional schools, and whose enrollment is 1;000 to\é,Sbé, report,;he;,
largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of insfitutions
whése institutions are accredited by Western Association of Schools,
whose control is religious groups, whose highest 1eve1:of‘offering iS'
Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arés, general
teacher preparétory, terminal-occupational, and whose enrollment is

15,000 to 20,000, repdrt the largest percent of negative responses., .
Table LVIII

Data in Table LVIII are related to the statement: "If there are
specified periods for re-checking, they are weekly." |

A study of the data shown in. Table LVII, reveal that the nuﬁber of
clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those who
answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LVII, in the columns total for the
accréditation, control, highest level of offering; type.of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 18.2% responded positively, 10.1% respondedr

negatively, while 71.7% gave no answer.



Further study of the data shown in Table LVII indicates that
institutions accredited by New England Association 6f quleges and
Secondary.Schools, constitute the largest percent (37.5%5 of positive
responées, while institutions accredited by WesternkAssociatibn of
_ Schoéls and .Colleges, constitute the 1arge$? percent (33.3%>‘éf;positive

responses,. while religious group contfolled institutions_répért'the ‘ |
largest percent (20%) of negative responses.

Table LVII also shows. that institutions whose highest-lével of
"offering is Master's and/or second professional degreerconétifute»the
largest percent (23.2%) of'positive respbnses, while insfifutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor éf Philosophy and equivalent degfees
constitute the largest percent (14.7%) of negative responses. .

Further analysis of Table LVII indicates that institutions whose..
typé of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools ‘report
the largest percent (40%) of positive responses, while iﬁstitutions
whose type of program is liberal arts and general with 3-of-ﬁore pro-
fessional schools report fhe largest percent (12.5%) of‘négative
responses..

With reSpect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions;whose
enrollment is 10,000 to 15,000, report the 1argEst,pef¢ent (30%) of .
positive résponses, while the clinics of institutions whose’enrOllmeﬁt‘
is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent.(ZO%)1of‘ﬁegative» 
responses. | .

In general, Table LVII, shows that clinics'WhOSe.insti#utions aré
accredited by New England Association of Colleges; wﬁoSe éontrél’igl'
religious group, whose highest level of offering is Masﬁer's an&/of

second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts-with
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1 or 2 professional schqéls, and whose enrollment is 10;000 to 15,000,
report the largest percent of positive responseé,.while the clinics of
institutioné whose institutions are accredited by\Westerﬁ Assbéiation of
Colleges, whose controlris religious.group, whose highést 1e§e1 of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of progrém}is liberal arté,_
general with 3 or more professional schools, and whose.enrollﬁent is

10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent of negative responées,
Table LVIII

Data in Table LVIII are related to the open-ended statément; ~"I£
there afe specified periods for re-checking, they are:"(oﬁﬁér'féjEi_u;“
marks) ." o

A study of the data in Table LVIII reveals that thgre:afe_nine
coded categories of responses. L

The data revealvthat eight respondents indicatédvthaf;the-Spécified
periods for re-checking vary as needed ‘or are,continﬁéﬁs. >Oﬁe respon—.
dent indicated that the specified period for re-qheéking is upon;étudent_
request. One respondent indicated that fhe specifiéd périodxfor‘re;
checking is at the time of change in clinician. :Sixvfespondeﬁts in—
dicated that the specified period for re—checkingﬂiSﬁfWOéor three times
a year, Five respondents indicated that the specified periqd.for re-
checking is after three to six months of instruction.- Nineteen’fespon—
dents indicated fhatﬂthevspecified period for reéchéckingiafe onié
semester basis and at the conclusion of instruction. Fi?e respondents
indicated that the specified periods for re-checking afe evéry:six
weeks. . Four respondents indicated that the specified periodsqur re-

checking are monthly, and fifty respondents gave no answer.
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Indications of these facts.are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distributipn in Table LVIII, in the columns totals for accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of pfogram, and

enrollment classifications.
Table LIX

Data in Table LIX are related to the question: '"Does the clinic
employ follow-up of dismissed cases as a part of diagonis?"

A study of the data shown in Table LIX, reveals that the number of
clinics who answer negatively, is proportionally greater than those
who answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LIX, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment claséifications.

The data reveal that 20.2% responded positively, 74;82 responded
negatively, while 5.1% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LIX indicates that insti-~
tutions accredited by Northweét Association of Secondary and Highgr
Schools, constitute the largest percent (40%) of positive responses,
while institutions accredited by Western Association of Schogls and
Colleges, constitute the largest percent (83.3%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private; independent of church
or state control controlled institution; report,ﬁhe largest percent
(26.7%) of positive responses, while religious controlled inétitutions 
report the largest percent (80%) of negative responses. -

‘Table LIX also shows that institutions whose highest levei of
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offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the
largest percent (21.9%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree
constitute the largest percent (75.0%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table LIX indicates that institutions whose
type of program ié liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, schools
report the. largest percent (29.9%) of positive responses, while insti-
stutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, and teacher
preparatory and terminal-occupational report ﬁhe largest percent (90%)
of negative responses;

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent (41.2%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose énrollment.
is 5,000 to 7,500 and 7,500 to 10,000 and l0,00C'to lS,QOO.report the |
largest percent (100%) of negative responses.

In general, Table LIX, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose contfol is private, independent of church or state, whose highest
level of offering is Doctor of Philosphy, whose type of program is
iiberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and whose..enrollment is
2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while
the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Western
Association of Schools, whose control is religious, whose highest
level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools,. and
whose enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, 7,500 to 10,000 and 10,000 to

15,000 report the largest percent of negative responses.
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Table_LX

Data in Table LX are related to the.questioﬁ: "1f ﬁhere is follow
up of dismissed cases, is followvup done by télephéne?"',‘

A study of the data shown .in Table LX, revealsvthat the number of
éliﬁics.who answer negatively, is proportionally greater‘than those
who answer positively.

~ Indications of this fact are notiqeablé in an analysis of the
fréquency distribﬁtionvin Téble LX, in the éolumns totals for the
-accreditation; control, highest’ level of offering, type of-program,
and enrollment classificatiéns. g

The data revealvthaﬁ 17.2% reSpbndéd‘pbsitivél§, 25.3%vresponded
 negétively, while 57.6% gave no‘answep;i‘ |
Further study of the data shown in Table_LX indicaﬁes that inéti-
.tutioﬁs-aécredited by»Nofth&est,ASsociati§n of Seconda?j,aﬁd»ﬂigher
Schobls, constitute the laréestkperéeﬁt‘(AOZ)ZQfﬁpositivé‘fésponSes,
while institutions aéérédited by.Nbrth Central‘ASSOCiétion,'constitute
the 1aréest percent (33.4%) of negative résponses.

With respéct to control,_cliﬁics of‘private;bindépgndenf of church
or state controlled institutions report thevlargestbperéent (26.7%) of
pésitive responses, while»priyate; independent’of‘;hurch or staté con~-
trolled institutidns report fhe_largeét'Percént (26.7%). of nggative
-responses.

‘ Table,LX also shows that institutions whosé highést leVél of
offering is Maéter's.and/of second proféssiopal degree constitute the
1argest percent.(l6.l%) of positive responses; while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees

constitute the largest percentr(36.6%) of negative responses.
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Further analysis of Table LX indicates that iﬁstitutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and one or two professional schoocls
report the largest percent (20%) of positive responses, while institu-
tions whoée type of program is liberal arts with 3 or more professional
schools report the largest percent (29.2%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, ﬁhe’clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 7,500 to. 10,000, report the largest percent (36,47%) of
positive response, while the ciinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (42.9%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table LX, shows that clinicé whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is private; independent of church or state, whose highest
level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose
type of program is liberal arts and 1 or 2 professional schools, and
whose enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent of
positive responsés, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions
are acgredited by North Central Association, whose control is private;
independent of church or state, whose highest level of offering is
Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is
liberal arts with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrollment

is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table LXI

Data in Table LXI are related to the question: '"If there is
follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by letters?"

A study of the data shown in Table LXI, reveals that the number of
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clinics who answer positively, is proporFionally greater than those
who answer negatively. |

Indications of this fact are noticeéble in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table LXI, in the columns totals for the accred-
itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and
enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 23.27 responded positively, 17.1% responded
negatively, while 59.6% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LXI indicates that
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, constituted the largest percent (60.0%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association of
Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (24.37%) of nega-
tive responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private; independent of church
or state, and religious group controlled institutions report the largest
percent (207%) of positive responsés, while private; independent of
church or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (20%)
of negative responses.

Table LXI also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degree constitute the
largest percent (26.8%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest percent (26,8%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table LXI indicated that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts and 1 or 2 professional schools report

the largest percent (40%) of positive responses, while institutions



whose type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more
professional schools report the largest percentk(22.9%) of negative
responses.,

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, report the largest percent (30%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent (407%) of negative
responsés.

In general, Table LXI, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is private; independent of church or state, and religious
groups, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and/or two
professional schools, and whose enrollment if 5,000 to 7,500, report
the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of insti-
tutions whose institutions are accredited by Western Association of
Schools and Colleges, whose control is private; independent of church
or state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and
equivalent degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts and general
with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 10,000

to 15,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table LXIT

Data in Table LXII are related to the question: "If there is
follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by conferences with
school representation?"

A study of the data shown in Table LXII, reveals that the number
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of clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LXII, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classification.

The data reveal that 27.27% responded positively, 21.2% reéponded
negatively, while 51.5% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LXII indicates that
inétitutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (36.9%) of negative
responses.,

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (29%) of positive responses, while private;
independent of church or state controlled institutions report the
largest percent (26.7%) of negative responses.

Table LXII also shows that institutions whose hiéhest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest percent (32.27%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (34.2%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table LXII indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report
the largest percent (50%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is primarily teacher preparatery report the
largest percent (50%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
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enrollﬁent is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent (47.1%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 7,500 to 10,000, reprot the largest percent (45.53%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table LXII, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal
arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment if 2,500
to 5,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Middle
State Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose control is
private; independent of church or state, whose highest level of offer-
ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type of
program 1s primarily teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is

7,000 to 10,000, report the largest percent of negative responses.
Table ILXITII

Data in Table LXIII are related to the question: "If there is
follow up of dismissed cases, if follow up done by conferences with
students?"

A study of the data shown in Table LXIII, reveals that the number
of clinic¢cs who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those
who answer negatively.

.Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysié of the

frequency distribution in Table XXIX, in the columns totals for the

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and



148

enrollment classifications.

The data reveal that 25.3% responded positively, 20.27 responded
negatively, while 54.5% gave no answer.

Further study of the data shown in Table LXIII indicates that
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (40%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association of
Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (33.3%) of
negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of private; independent of church
or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (33.3%) of
positive responses, while state controlled institutions report the
largest percent (22.5%) of negative responses.

Table LXIII also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the
largest pefcent (26,8%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees
constitute the largest percent (29.3%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table LXIII indicate that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools re-
port the largest percent (50%) of positive responses, while ins?itutions
whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory
and terminal-occupational report the largest percent (30%) of negative
responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinic of institutions whose
enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent (41.1%) of

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
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is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (42.9%) of negative
responses. |

In general, Table LXIII, shows that clinics whose institutions are
accredited By Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools,
whose control is private; independent of church or state, whose highest
level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose
type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and
whose enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000, report the largest percent of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions
are accredited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose
control is state, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or
second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal arts, gen-
eral, teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational, and whose en-
rollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent of negative

responses.
Table LXIV

Data in Table LXIV are related to the question: "If there is
 follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by testing?"

A study of the data shown in Table LXIV, reveals that the number
of clinics who answer negatively, is proportionally greater than those
who answer positively.

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the fre-
quency distribution in Table LXIV, in the columns totals for the
accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,
and enrollment classification.

The data reveal that 19.2% responded positively, 23.3% responded
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negatively, while 57.6% gave no answer,

Further study of the data shown in Table LXIV indicates that
institutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and
Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (60%) of positive
responses, while institutions accredited by Middle State Association
of Colleges and Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent
(42.1%) of negative responses.

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions
report the largest percent (17.7%) of positive responses, while
religious group controlled institutions report the largest percent
(26.67%) of negative responses.

Table LXIV also shows that institutions whose highest level of
offering is Master's and/or second professionél degree constitute the
largest percent (23.27%) of positive responses, while institutions whose
highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent
degrees constitute the largest percent (36.6%) of negative responses.

Further analysis of Table LXIV indicates that institutions whose
type of program is liberal arts, general and teacher preparatory réport
the largest percent (30.8%) of positive responses, while institutions
whose type of program is primarily teacher preparatory report the
largest percent (50%) of negative responses.

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose
enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500, report the largest percent (31,3%) of
positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment
is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (42.9%) of negative
responses.

In general, Table LXIV, shows that clinics whose institutions are
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accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Highgr Schools,
whose control is state, whose highest level of offering‘is;Master's
and/or second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal
arts, general and teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 2,500
to 5,000, report the largest percent of positive responses, while the
clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Middle -
State Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools, whose control is
religious group, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or
second professional degree, whose type of program is primarily teéchér
preparatory, whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000vreport the largest

percent of negative responses.
Table LXV

Dafa in Table LXV are related to the open-ended statement: 'If
there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by: other
(remarks)."

A study of the data in Table LXV, reveals taht there are four
coded categories of responses.

The data reveal that one respondent indicated that follow up is by
self-evaluation. Two respondents indicated that follow up is conducted
by parent communication., Three respondents indicated that follow up is
conducted by tutors, and ninety-three respondents gave no answer.

Indications of these facts are noticeable in an analysis of the
frequency distribution in Table LXV, in the columns totals for accredi-
tation, control, highest level of offerings, type of program, and

enrollment classifications.
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Table LXVI

Data in Table LXVI are related to the open—ended question: "What
are the duties, other than diagnosis, performed by the reading clini-
cians?"

A study of the data shown in Table LXVI, reveals that there were
seventeen categories of responses.

The data reveal that eighty-two respondents answered the question
and seventeen respondents gave no answers. There was a total of omne
hundred and seventy-seven responses, indicating that some respondents
gave multiple answers to the question.

Further study of the data shown in Table LXVI indicates that the
most irequently reported response was ‘consultation with schools,
clients, parents, teachers, and other agencies.'" This response
occurred twenty-five times and constituted 14.12% of the responses.

The second most frequently reported response was ''maintenance of
records." This response occurred twenty times and constituted 11,307%
of the responses.

Further analysis of Table LXVI reveals the frequency of occurrence

of the remaining fifteen categories of responses.
Table LXVII

Data in Table LXVII are related to the question: 'What is the
number of students actively served by the diagnostic program annually?"
A study of the data shown in Table LXVII reveals that ninety-
three respondents responded to the question and that the mean response

was 186.66.

Further study of the data shown in Table LXVII, reveals that the
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accreditation classification responses ranged from 62.20 to 500.00, .
with a mean of 186.66Q With respect to the control classification,
responses ranged froﬁ 172.50 to 500.00, with a mean of 186.66. The
highest level of offering classification responses ranged from 180.77
to 190.91, with a mean of 186.66, and the type of program classifica-
tion responses ranged from 67.50 to 250.00, with a mean of 186.66.
Further analysis of Table LXVII indicates the enrollment classification

responses ranged from 65.00 to 294.44, With a mean of 186.66.

Table LXVIII

Data in Table LXVIII are related to the question: "What is the
number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels df:
educational placement: Elementary level; Secondary level; College
1eve1§ and Adults".

A study of the data shown in Table LXVIIT reveals that seventy-
nine»respondenps responded to the question of the "elementary level of
educational placement" and that the mean respénse‘was 105.70. Further
study of the data shown in Table LXVIII, reveals that the accreditatioﬁ
classification resﬁonses ranged from 30.00 to 124.90, with a mean of
105.70. With respect to the control classification, responses ranged
from 81.48 to 500.00, with a mean of 105.70. The highest level of
offering classification responses ranged from 91.60 to 500;00 with‘a
mean of 105,70, and the type of program classification ranged from
42.50 to 225.00 with a mean of 105.70. Further analysis of Table LXViII ;
indicates the enrollemtn classification responses ranged from 40.00 to
150.71, with a mean of 105.70.

Table LXVIII also reveals that seventy-eight respondents responded
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the question‘&f the "secondary level of educational placement," and
that the mean responses was 37.06. The accreditation classification
responses ranged from 11,33 to 65.00, with a mean of 37.03. With
respect to the control classification responses, responses ranged from
li.l6 to 500.00, with a mean of 37.06. The highest level of offering
élassification responses ranged from 22.50 to 500.00, with a mean of
37.07, and the type of program classification responses ranged from
8.88 to 86.43, with a mean of 37.03. TFurther analysis of Table LXVIII
indicates the enrollment classification responses ranged from 10.43

to 69.95, with a mean of 37.03.

A study of the data in Table LXVIII reveals that the sixty-three
respondents responded to the question of the "college level of eduéa—
tional placement," and that the mean response was 117.71. The accredi-
tation classification response ranged from 11.33 to 331.50 with a
mean of 117,71, With respect to the control classification, responses
ranged from 23.33 to 500.00, with a mean of 117.71. The highest level
of offering classification responses ranged from 74.79 to 144.13, with
a mean of 117.71, and the type of program classification ranged from
13.00 to 166.00 with a mean of 117.71. Further analysis of Table -
LXVIII indicates the ‘enrollment classification responses ranged from
2.33 to 375.67, with a mean of 1i7.71.

Forty~-five respondents respoﬁded to the question of the "adult
level of educational placement"” with a mean response of 28.58. The
accreditation classification responses ranged from 1.50 to 160.00 with
a mean response of 28.57. With respect to the control classification,
responses ranged from 6.67 to 300.00 with a mean of 28.57. The highest

of offering classification responses ranged from 10.21 to 300.00, with
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a mean response of 28.58, and the type of program classification re-
sponses ranged from 11.33 to 300.00, with a mean of 28.58., Further
analysis of Table LXVIII indicates the enrollment classification

responses ranged from 2.50 to 150.00, with a mean of 28.58.
Table LXIX

Data in Table LXIX are related to the question: '"What is the
number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of
achievement: Below grade level; At grade level; Above grade level."

A study of the data shown in Table LXIX reveals that seventy-
four respondents responded to the question of ''below grade level of
achievement"”, and that the mean response was 118.64. Further.study of
the data shown in Table LXIX, reveals that the accreditation classifi-
cation responses ranged from 15.00 to 230.00, the control classification
responses ranged from 15.00 to 203.27, the highest level of offering
classification responses ranged from 117.13 to 119.72, the type of
program classification responses ranged from 55.00 to 230.00, and the
enrollment classification responseé ranged ffom 43.50 to 209.25. Table
LXIX also reveals that sixty-one responsdents responded to the question
of "at grade level of achievement", and that the mean response was
27.48. The accreditation classification responses ranged from 7.50 to
40.7, the control classification responses ranged from 16.25 to 33.13,
the highest level of offering classification responses ranged from
18.76 to 35.37, the type of program classification responses ranged
from 12.50 to 38.00, and the enrollment-classification responses ranged
from 8.60 to 51.86.

Forty-three respondents responded to the question of "above grade
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level of achievement', with a mean response of 16.16. With fespect

to the accreditation classification, the range was from 4.50 to 20.00,
the control classification range was from 6.25 to 23.75. The highest
level of offering classification range was from 8.45 to 22,87, the
type of program classification range was from 5.00 to 18.59, and the
enrollment classification range was from 2.40 to 45.00.

There were three respondents who made additional comments in the'
space provided for "other" comments. These three responses were
classified into two categories. An analysis of the respondents'’
comments revealed that two respondents indicated thaﬁ in addition to
those students who are diagnosed annually below grade level, at grade'
level, and above grade level, students are also diagnosed who only
need additional help with study skills. One respondent indicated that
‘studenté who are reading below their level of reading expectations are

also diagnosed.
Table LXX

Data in Table LXX are related to the question: "What is the numbér
of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of intel-
lectual levels? Above 130; 120-130; 110-120; 90-110; 80-90; 70-80;
Below 70."

A study of the data shown in Table LXX reveals that fort& respon-
dents responded to the question of "above 130", and that the mean
response was 10.25. Further study of the data shown in Table LXX,
reveals that the accreditation classification responses ranged from
1.00 to 28.00, the control classification responses ranged from .3.00

to 11.33, the highest level of offering classification responses ranged
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from 5.20 to 15.30, the type of program classification responses
ranged from 1.00 to 22.60, and the enrollment classification responses
ranged from 0.67 to 27.50.

Table LXX also reveals that fifty~-three respondents responded to
the question of "120-130", and that the mean response was 17.40. The
‘accreditation classification responses ranged from 11.85 to 32.50,
the control classification responses rangéﬁ from 5.00 to 21.37, the
highest level of offering classification responses ranged from 12.42
to 22.19, the type of program classification responses ranged from 5.00
to 44.00, and thé enrollment classification responses ranged from 5.60
to 33.67.

Sixty respondents responded to the statement "110-90", with a
mean of 88.91. The accreditation classification responses ranged from
4,50 to 116.25, the control classification responses rahged from 3.00
to 220.71, the highest level of offering classification responses
ranged from 26.26 to 44.94, the type of program classification responses
ranged from 33.33 to 112.67, and the enrollment classification ranged
from 26.00 to 224.00. |

Fifty-two respondents responded to the statemen£ ""90-80", with
a mean of 18.73. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 4.00 to 92,00, the control classification responses ranged from
6.70 to 162.00, the highest level of offering classification responses
ranged from 17.44 to 19.93, the type of program classification ranged
from 7.00 to 60.00, and the enrollment élassification responses ranged
from 5.50 to 27.11.

Further analysis of Table LXX reveals that forty-three respon-

dents responded to the statement '"80-70", with a mean of 9.35. The
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accreditatidn classification responses ranged from 2.50 to 33.00, the
control classification responses ranged from 4.86 to 48.00, the highest
level of offering classification responses ranged from 9.15 to 9.52,
the type of program classification responses ranged from.3.00 to 33.00,
and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 3.23 to 15.00.
Twenty-nine respondents responded to the statement "below 70",

with a mean of 5.52. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 1.00 to 39.00, the control classification responses ranged from
1.00 to 8.21, the highest level of offering classification responses
ranged from 1.93 to 9.36, the type of program classification responses
ranged from 0.00 to 12.14, and the enrollment classification responses

ranged from 1.33 to 11.25.
Table LXXT

Data in Table LXXI are related to the question: 'What is the
number of clients per year who are provided the diagnostic services of
the following specialists? An optometrist, an opthalomologist, a
neurologist, a pediatrician, a psychiatrist, a dentist, a physician,

a social worker, an audiologist."

A study of the data shown in Table LXXI reveals that 34 respon-
dents responded to the question of "an optometrist', and that the mean
response was 24.68. Further study of the data shown in Table LXXI,
reveals that the accreditation classification responses ranged from
2,00 to 250.00, the control classification responses ranged from 8.00
to 150.00, the highest level of offering classification responseé
ranged from 8.00 to 32.88, the type of program classification responses

ranged from 8.00 to 250.00, and the enrollment classficiation responses
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ranged from 0.0 to 46.86.

Thirty-five respondents responded to the statement "opthalomolo-
gist", with a mean of 21.40. The accreditation classification responses
ranged from 2.00 to 31.90, the control classification responses ranged
from 8.00 to 125.06, the highest level of offering classification
responses ranged from 8.00 to 31;72, the type of program classification
responses ranged from 0.00 to 250.00, and the enrollment classifications
rangeé from 0.50 to 62,57, |

Twenty-nine respondents responded to the statement "neurologist',
with a mean of 14.21. The accreditation classification responses
ranged from 1.33 to 250.00, the control classification responses ranged
from 3.25 to 130.00, the highest level of offering classification
responses ranged from 4.62 to 22.00, the type of program classification
responses ranged from 2.40 to 250.00, and the enrollment classification
responses ranged from 0.50 to 64.60.

Further analysis of Table LXXI reveals that 28 respondents re-
sponded to the statement "pediatrician", with a mean of 17.11. The
accreditation classification responses ranged from 0.50 to 250.06, the
control classification responses ranged from 4.25 to 130.00, the
highest level of offering classification responses ranged from 3.91 to
25.65, the type of program classification responses ranged from 1.00
to 250.00, and the enrollment classification responses ranged from
2,50 to 63.33.

Thirty-four respondents responded to the statement '"psychologist',
with a mean of 15.15. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 1.00 to 250.00, the control classification responses ranged from

4,29 to 135.00, the highest level of offering classification responses
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ranged from 8.00 to 21.50, the type of program classification ranged
from 4,89 to 250.00, and the enrollment classification respoﬁses raﬁged
from 0.0 to 55.50. |

Table LXXI also reveals that twenty—oné respondents responded to
the question of "dentist", and that the mean response was 28,76. The
accreditation classification response ranged from 0.71 to 250.00, the
control classification responses ranged.from 0.0 té 250.00, the higﬁest
leyel of offering classification responses.ranged from 8.38 to 41.31,
the type of program classification responses ranged from 1.33 to 250.00,
and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 105.00,

Twenty-nine respondents responded to the statement "physiciaﬁ",
with a mean of 52.11. The accreditation classification responses
ranged from 5.00 to 500.00, the control classification responses ranged
from 5.00 to 500.00, the highest level of offering classification
ranged from 41,88 to 65.38, the type of program responses ranged from
21.00 to 250.00, and the enrollment classifications ranged from 0.0
to 133.25.

With the respect to the '"social worker" statement, twenty-four
respondents responded, with a mean response of 20.96. The acéredita—
tion classification responses raﬁged from 1.00 to 250.00, the control
classification responses fanged frbm 4.25 to 127.50, the highest level
of offering classification responses ranged from 5.44 to 30;57, ﬁhe
type of program classification responses ranged from 1.25 to 250.00,
and thé enrollment classification respoﬁses ranged from 0.0 to 68.50.

Table LXXI also reveals that thirty—three respondents responded to
the statement "audiologist', and that the mean response was 30.48.

The accreditation classification responses ranged from 4.00 to 250.00,
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thé control classification responses ranged from 20.33 to 145.00, the
highest level of offering classification responses raunged from 22.94

to 37.59, the type of program classification responses ranged from

5.67 to 250.00, and the enrollment classification responses ranged from
0.0 to 84.00.

There were seven respondents who made additional comments in the
space provided for "other" comments. These seven respondents were
classified into four categories. An analysis of the respondents'b
comments revealed that one respondent'indicated that the services of
an endocrimologist are provided, two respondents indicated that the
services of a psychologist are provided, one respondent indicated that
the services of a speech therapist are provided and three respondents
indicated that no specialist services are provided but that the clients

are referred to the specialist.
Table LXXII

Data in Table LXII are related to the question: 'What is the
number of referrals per year received from each of the following
referral sources? Schools, parents, social agencies, voluntary."

A study of the data.shown in Table LXXIT reveals that 61 respon-
dents responded to the statement, "schoolé", and that the mean
response was 74.34., Further study of the data shown in Table LXXIT
reveals that the accreditation classification responses ranged from
25.00 to 101.95, the control classification responses ranged from
3.00 to 83.30, the highest level of offering classifications responses
ranged from 58.64 to 85.25, they type of program classification re-

sponses ranged from 25.00 to 159.13, and the enrollment classifications
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responses ranged from 20.00 to 193.33.

Sixty-one respondents responded to the statement, "parents', with
a mean of 62.90. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 12.66 to 175.00, the control classification responses ranged from
34.23 to 154,28, the highest level of offering classification responses
ranged from 43.59 to 84.21, the type of program classification responses
ranged from 11.20 to 175.00, and the enrollment classifications ranged
from 30.00 to 120.10.

Forty-six respondents responded to the statement, ''social agen-
cies", with a mean of 15.07. The accreditation classification responses
ranged from 3.50 to 25.00, the control classification responses ranged
from 9.44 to 30.08, the highest level of offering classification re-
sponses ranged from 12.35 to 17.15, the type of program classification
ranged from 7.50 to 25.00, and the enrollment classification responses
ranged from 3.00 to 25.33.

Further analysis of Table LXXII reveals that thirty-seven re-
spondents responded to the statement, 'voluntary'", with a mean of 58.49.
The accreditation classification responses ranged from 22.37 to 100.00,
the control classification responses ranged from 26.33 to 100.00, the
highest level of offering classification responses ranged from 55.53
to 61.00, the type of program classification responses ranged from 5,00
to 78.52, and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 5.00
to 194.00. |

There were sixteen respondents Whobmade additional comments in the
space provided for "other" comments. These sixteen responses were
classified into twelve categories. An analysis of the respondents'’

comments revealed that one respondent cited newspapers as a referral
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source, one respondent cited other universities as a referral source,
two respondents indicated that college counselors and faculty were
referral source, one respondent cited college admission offices as a
referral source, three respondents cited psychologists as referral
sources. Furthermore, one respondent cited hospitals as a referfal
source, while the six remaining respondents indicated that optometrists,
opthalomologists, psychologists, other students and employees were

referral sources.

.Table LXXIII

Data in Table LXXIII are related to the question: ''What is the
number of clients diagnosed annually with the use or the partial use of
standardized tests? If the clinic uses standardized tests, what is the
number of cases diagnosed annually with the use of informal diagnosis
in the following areas: Intelligence, personality, readiness, general
achievement, interest, reading."

A study of the data shown in Table LXXII reveals that 57 respon-
dents responded tothe statement, 'number of cases diagnosed annually
with the use or the partial use of standardized tests'", and that fhe
mean response was 132.96. Further study of the data shown in Table
LXXIiI, reveals that the accreditation clasification responses ranged
from 87.00 to 250.00, the control classification responses ranged from
104.33 to 170.00, the highest level of offering classification responses
from 117.00 to 147.33, the type of program classification responses
ranged from 51.88 to 279.50, and the enrollment classification responses
ranged from 45.00 to 231.00,

Sixty-one respondents responded to the statement, "intelligence',
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with avmean of 130.31. The accreditation classification responses’
ranged from 27.50 to 250.00, the control classification responses‘ranged
from 94.05 to 500.00, the highest level of offering classification
responses ranged from 122.00 to 132.48, the type of program classifica-
tion responses ranged from 52.50 to 250.00, and the enrollment classifi-
cations ranged from 47.50 to 224.89.

Forty-eight respondents responded to the statement, 'personality',
with a mean of 75.46. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 43.00 to 175.00, the control classification responses ranged from
44,55 to 166.75, the highest level of offering classification responses
ranged from 53.48 to 106.00, the type of program classification re-
sponses ranged from 20.00 to 175.00, and the enrollment classification
responses ranged from 9.50 to 120.86.

Further analysis of Table LXXIII reveals that 47 respondeﬁts
responded to the statement "readiness", with a mean response of 39.85. .
The accreditation classification responses ranged from 5.00 to 250.00,
the control classificatidn responses ranged from 31.29 to 250.00, the
highest level of offering classificafion respénses ranged from 34.23
to 44.80, the type of program classification responses ranged from
5.00 to 175.00, and the enrollment classification respoﬁses ranged
from 2.50 to 90.50.

Fifty-seven respondents responded to the statement "general
achievement", with a mean of 96.84. The accreditation classification
responses ranged from 16.25 to 250.00, the control classification
responses ranged from 48.34 to 306.17, the highest level of offering
classification ranged from 90.74 to 104.00, the type of program

classification responses ranged from 47.00 to 250.00, and the
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énrollment classification responses ranged from 7.50 to 162.00.

Table LXXIII also_réveals that forty-nine respondents reponded to
the statement "interests', with a mean of 81.44. The accreditation
classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 150.00, the control classi-
fication responses ranged from 40.00 to 203.75, the highest level of
offering classification responses from 69.38 to 89.96, the type of
program classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 124.79, and the
enrollment classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 163.14.

Seventy respondents responded to the statement, 'reading', with
a mean of 159.74. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 65.80 to 250.00, the control classification responses ranged frqm
120.30 to 300.00, the higher level of offering classifications responses
ranged from 145.57 to 300.00, the type of program classification re-
sponses ranged from 59.29 to 300.00, and the enrollment classifications
ranged from 50.00 to 232.20.

There were eighteen respondents who made additional comments in
the space provided for "other" comments. These eighteen responses were
classified into eight categories. An analysis of the respondents'
comments revealed that four respondents indicated the use of standard-
ized test of auditory discrimination, one respondent indicated the use
of a standardized test of handedness, one respondent indicated the use
of a standardized test of laterality, three respondents jindicated the
use of standardized tests of visual discrimination, three respondents
indicated the use of standardized tests of vision, two respondents
indicated the use of standardized tests of perception, two respondents
indicated the use of standardized tests of hearing, and one respondent

indicated the use of a standardized test of attention span.
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Table LXXIV

Data in Table LXIV are related to the question: "What is the
number of clients diagnosed annually with use or partial use of informal
measurements? If the clinic uses informal meansurements, what is the
number of cases diagnoéed annually with the use of informal diagnosis
in the following areas: Intelligence, personality, readiness, general
achievement, interest, reading."

A study of the data in Table LXXIV reveals that 51 respondents
responded to the section of the statement, 'number of cases diagnosed
annually with the use or the partial use of informal measurements",
and that the mean response was 120.61. Further study of the data éhown
in Table LXXIV, reveals that the accreditation classification responses
ranged from 47,50 to 197.67, the control classification responses
ranged from 90.00 to 300.00, the highest level of offering classifica-
tion ranged from 112.20 to 300.00, the type of program classification
responses ranged from 47.50 to 300.00, and the enrollment classifica-
tions responses ranged from 44.20 to 243,33.

| Twenty-six respondents responded to the statement, "intelligence',
with a mean of 80.23. Thg;aCC;editatiQn classification responses

ranged frqm,p.@,to'1&3“67f3§hetgqntrol:classification responses ranged

frdﬁﬁ16a6iftéf§QOg00;§#,ﬁthéhé%?lieVei;of offering classification
responses réﬁgéd5ffom.22722fﬁ0‘300.00; the type of program classifica-
tion responses ranged from 5.50 to 300.00, and the enrollmenf classifi-
tion ranged from 0.0 to 500.00.

Thirty;five respondents responded to the statement, "personality",

with a mean of 69.63. The accreditation classification responses

ranged from 20.00 to 152.33, the control classification responses
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ranged from 46.60 to 300.00, the highest level of offering‘classifica-
tion responééé'ranged from 46.35 to 300.00, the type of program | “
classification responses ranged from 34.00 teo 300.00, and the enrollment
classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 106.00. Further analysis
of Table LXXIV reveals that 27 respondents responded to the statement
"readiness", with a mean response of 41.78. The accreditation classi-
fication responses ranged from 11.50 to 151.00, the control classifica-
tion responses ranged from 38.00 to 300.00, the highest level of offer-
ing classification responses ranged from 13.58 to 300.00, the type of
program classification responses ranged from 2,50 to 300.00, and the
enrollment classification responses ranged from 10.00 to 109.00.

Thirty-four respéndents responded to the statement ''general
achievement’, with a mean of 89.68. The accreditation classificétion
responses ranged from 47,00 to 100.37, the control classification
- responses ranged from 62.50 to 300.00,.the highest level of offering
classification responses ranged from 36.28 to 300.00, the type of
program classification responses ranged from 15.50 to 300,00, and the
enrollment claésification responses ranged from 0.0 to 350.00.

Table LXXIV also reveals that forty-eight respondents responded
to the statement "interests', with a mean of 101.52. The accreditation :

classification responses ranged from 8.00 to 170.00, the control é
!

classification responses ranged from 75.00 to 300.00, the highest level
of offering classification responses ranged from 79.48 to 300.00, the
type of program classification responses ranged from 49.67 to 300.00,
and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 25.00 to
297.75.

Fifty respondents responded to the statement "reading', with a
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mean of 134.44. The accreditation classification responses ranged from
45.00 to 204.25, the control classification responses ranged from

118.36 to 300.00, the highest level of offering classification responses
ranged from 118.00 to 300.00, the type of program classification
responses ranged from 46.67 to 300.00, and the enrollment classification
reéponses ranged from 50.00 to 238,20,

There were six respondents who made additional comments in the
space provided for '"other" comments. An analysis of the respondentéf‘
comments revealed that one respondent indicated the use of an informal
test of potential teaching approaches, one respondent indicated the
use of an informal learning test or test of learning modalities, one
respondent indicated the use of an informal test of spelling, one
respondent indicated the use of an informal test of the knowledge of
the alphabet, one respondent indicated the use of an informal measure-
ment of dominance, and one respondent indicated the use of an informal’

measurement of motor ability.
Table LXXV

Data in Table LXXV are related to the question: "If the clinic
provides service to schools, approximately how many school districts
does the clinic serve?"

A study of the data in Table LXXV reveals that 51 respondents
responded to the statement, with a g%an response of 12.12. Further
study of the data shown in Table LXXV, reveals that the accreditation
classification responses ranged from 5.00 to 33.50, the control
classification responses ranged ffom 5.d0 to 60.00, the highest level

of offering classification responses ranged from 5.00 to 13.94, the
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type of program classification responses ranged from 8.97 to 15.42,

and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 2.00 to 17.90.
Table LXXVI

Data in Table LXXVI are related to the question: "What is the
total number of hours usually devoted to a diagnosis?"

A study of the data in Table LXXVI reveals that 85 respondents
responded to the statement, with a mean response of 13.58. Further °
study of the data shown in Table LXXVI, reveals that the accreditation
classification responses ranged from 4.00 to 24.89, the control classi-
fication responses ranged from 1.00 to 17.03, the highest level of
offering classification responses ranged from 7.67 to 18.78, the type
of program classification responses ranged from 5.62 to 70.00, and

the enrollment classification responses ranged from 4.00 to 55.68.

Table LXXVII

Data in Table LXVII are related to the statement: '"The initial
diagnosis usually extends over a period of: Days, weeks, months."

A study of the data in Table LXXVII reveals that fifty-eight
respondents responded to the statement, 'days", with a mean response
of 2.05. Further study of the data shown in Table LXXVII reveals that
the accreditation classification responses ranged from 0,50 to 4.00,
the control classification responses ranged from 1.00 to 3.50, the
highest level of offering classification responses ranged from 1.60 to
2.54, the type of program classification responses ranged from 1.74 to
4,00, and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 1.00 to

6.00.
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Sixteen respondents responded to the statement, "weeks", with a
mean response of 3.44. The accreditation classification responses
ranged from 1.67 to 10.00, the control classification responses ranged
from 2.00 to 8.00, the highest level of offering classification
responses ranged from 3.17 to 5.00, the type of program classification
responses ranged from 1.50 to.8.00, and the enrollemtn classification
ranged from 1,00 to 10.00.

Further analysis of Table LXXVII reveals that six respondents
responded to the statement "month", with a mean of 2.67. The accredita-
tion classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 3.33, the control
classification responses ranged from 2.00 to 3.33, the highest level
of offering classification responses ranged from 2.00 to 3.33, the
type of program classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 4.00, and

the enrollment classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 3.50.

Table‘LXXVIII

Data in Table LXXVIII are relatedAto the‘sfatement: "If the clinic
charges for diagnostic services, the fees are assigﬁea according to:
Amount of money per hour, amount of money per day, amount of money per
week.,"

A study of the data in Table LXXVIII reveals that eight respondents
responded to the statement, "hour", with a mean of 118.00. Further
study of the data shown in Table LXXVIII reveals that the accreditation
classification responses ranged from 11.80 to 295.00, the control
classification responses ranged from 5.50 to 294.33, the highest level
of offering classification rééppnses ranged from 25.00 to 131.29, the

type of program classification responses ranged from 8.50 to 875.00,
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and the enrollment classification res?onses ranged from 5.00 to
294,33.

Six respondents responded to the statement, "days'; with a mean
response of 30.00. The accreditation classification responses ranged
from 5.00 to 31.67, the control classification responses ranged from _
13.30 to 65.00, the highest 1ével of offering classifications responses
ranged from 6.67 to 53.33, the type of program classification responses
ranged from 10.00 to 30.00, and the enrollment classification responses
ranged from 0.0 to 75.00.

Further analysis of Table LXXVIII reveals that there were no
responses to the statement, "week'.

There were forty-three respondents who made additional comments in
the space provided for "other" comments. These forty-three responses .
were classified into seven categories. Ah analysis of the respondentsf
comments revealed that twenty-eight respondents indicated that that
there is no set fee for diagnosis. Five respondents iﬁdicated that
there was no fee, three respondents indicated that the c¢linics charge
on the basis of the extent of testing, four respondents indicated ‘that
the clinics charge for diagnosis on the ability to pay, one respondent
indicated the fees are based upon group rates, semi-private rates,
and private rates, while one respondent indicated that the clinic
charged by the semester and one clinic indicated that the clinic

charged by the session.
Table LXXIX

Data in Table LXXIX are related to the question: "What is the

total fee for an individual diagnosis?"
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A study of the data in Table LXXIX reveals that seventy-three
respondents responded to the statement, with a mean of 36.59. Further
study of data shown in Table LXXIX reveals that the accreditation
classification responses ranged from 17.50 to 260.00, the control
classification responses ranged from 0,0 to 42.00, the highest level
of offering classification responses ranged from 21.00 to 44.13, the
type of program classification responses ranged from 18.15 to 122.22;
and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 12.50 to

113.33.
Table LXXX

Data in Table LXXX are related to the statement: "Assuming that
a child of any age level who is performing at the pre-reading level‘
with an apparent reading difficulty, has been referred to your clinic,
please list the order of frequency of use, the tests, all of which or
a portion of which would be administered by your clinicians aﬁd/or
consultants.,"”

There were 68 clinics who responded to the statement. A study of
the data shown in Table LXXX reveals that the names of tests and
instruments indicated by the respondents are listed in a frequency.
distribution of descending order frequency oonccurrences.

The data reveal the most frequently cited instrument for the
"pre~reading level" was the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children,
with twenty-four clinics reporting the use of the instrument. Further
study of the data shown in Table LXXX indicates that the second most
frequently cited instrument for the "pre-reading level" was the .

Stanford-Binett Intelligence Scale, with nineteen clinics reporting
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the use of the instrument.
Table LXXXTI

Data in Table LXXXI are related to the statement: '"Assuming that -
a child of any age level who is performing at the "initial instruction
(grades 1.0 -2.5) level" with an apparent reading difficulty, has been
referréd to your clinic, please list in order of frequency of use, the
tests, all of which or a portion of which would be administered by youf
clinicians and/or consultants."

There were 71 clinics who responded to the statement. A study of.
the data shown in Table LXXXI reveals that the names of tests and in-
struments indicated by the respondents are listed in a frequency
distribution of descending order of frequency of occurrence.

The data reveal the most frequently cited instrument for the
"initial instructional level" was the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for
Children, with thirty-three clinics reporting the use of the insfrument.
Further study of the data shown in Table LXXXI indicates that the second
most frequently cited instrument for the "initial instruction (grades
1.0 - 2.5) level" was the Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty, with

twenty-two clinics reporting the use of the instrument.

Table LXXXI I

Data in Table LXXXII are related to the statement: '"Assuming that
a child of any age level who is performing at the level of rapid growth
(grades 2.6 - 3.9) with an apparent reading difficulty has been .‘
referred to your clinic, please list in order of frequency of use, the

tests, all of which or a portion of which would be administered by your
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clinicians and/or consultants.'

There were 67 clinics who responded to the statement. A study of
the data shown in Table LXXXII reveals that the names of tests and
instruments indicated by the respondents are listed in a frequency
distribution of descending order of frequency of occurrence.

The data reveal the most frequently cited instrument for the
"level of rapid growth (grades 2.6 - 3.9)" was the Wechsler Intelli-
gence Scale for Children, with twenty-six clinics reporting the use of
the instrument. Further study of the data shown in Table LXXXII-
indicates that the second most frequency cited instrument for the
"level of rapid growth" was the Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty,

with eighteen c¢linic reporting the use of the instrument.

Table LXXXIIT

Data in Table LXXXIII are related to the statement: '"Assuming
that a child of any age level who is performing at the level of
independent applicationv(grades_4.0 and abovéa with an apparent reading
difficulty, has been referred to your clinic, please list in order of
frequency of use, the tests, all of which or a portion of which would
be administered by your clinicians and/or consultants."

There were 67 clinics who responded to ‘the statement. A study
of the data shown in Table LXXXIII reveals that the names of tests
and instruments indicated by the respondents are listed in a frequeﬁcyqu
distribution of descending order of frequency of occurence.

The data reveal the most frequently cited instrument for the
"Level of independent application (grades 4.0 and above)" was the

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children, with twenty-one clinics
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reporting the use of the instrument. Further study of the data shown
in iable LXXXIII indicates that the second most frequently cited
iﬁ;trument for the "level of indebendent application” was the Gray Oral
ﬁ;ading Tests, with eighteen clinics reporting the use of the |

instrument.
Summary

Responses to statements of diagnostic procedures in college and
university reading clinics are presented in table form and an analysis
of the responses of each table is given.

The computer—analyzed responses of the check list are reported
with respect to accreditation, control, highest level of offering,
type of program, and enrollment classifications.

The computer-analyzed responses of the data sheet were reported
with the mean of the total responses to each item.

Comments relative to the questions which had space reserved for
"other" remarks, and answers to the open-ended questions of the data
sheet, were classified, collected into frequency distribution, and
presented in the analysis of the data.

The summary of the study, the conclusions drawn, and recommenda=

tions for further study are given in Chapter V.



CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, CONCLUSTONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Introduction

The focus upon reading handicaps, diagnosis and remedial feading
has become one of the major objectives of educational agencies. How-
ever, at the same time, the availabiiity of such resources has not ﬁeen
sufficiently tempered with scientific élarity. There have been many
divergent theoriess as to the basic causes of reading disabilities as

well as many theories of analysis and diégnosis of reading disabilities.
Problem of the Study

The current study is concerned with the diagnostic procedures of
college and university reading clinics.

The major purpoée of the study was to survey the diagnostic pro-
cedures in university and college reading clinics in the United States
which are engaged in the techniques of reading diagnosis for elementary,

secondary, and college students.
Procedures of the Study

The questionnaire method was selected as the most suitable method:
, for gathering data for the study which was national in scope. A check
list and data sheet were prepared and submitted to several clinicians

for evaluation and for suggestions for improvement.
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The study was limited to reading clinics of universities and
colleges which offer the Master;s and/or second professional degree
and/or the Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees., Questiqnnaires
were sent to 741 clinic directors. The scope of the sample included
every .state in the United States.

Returns were received from 292 respondents. In preparing the data
for proté;sing, it was determined that one hundred and ninety~three
returned questionnaires failed to meet the requirements of the study,
leaving a total of 99 questionnaires which were analyzed for the'study.

Responses were machine processed in terms of the five variables of :
accreditation, control, highest level of offerings, type of program, and.
enrollment., |

The check list data were reported into frequancy distributions,

and the data-sheet responses were reported by the means of the total

responses to each item.
Conclusions

The major conclusions are related to the five questions posed. in
Chapter I.

It will be noted that some of the conclusions are reported in
percentages of positive and negative responses, some conclusions are
reported in general statements resulting from analysis of the mean
response to each item, and some of the conclusions are reportéd‘in
numbers wﬁich represent the mean response to each item.

The first question is: "What type of cases are admitted?"

1. The mean number of students actively served by the
diagnostic program annually is 186.66.
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There are more reading cases diagnosed from the elementary
and college levels than from the secondary and adult levels
of educational placement.

Information relating to achievement levels indicates that
the clinics diagnose more reading cases which are below

grade level than reading cases at or above grade level.

There are more reading cases diagnosed from the intellectual
level of 90-110 than from any other intellectual level.

second question is: ''What are the methods of case referrals?"

There are more referrals from schools than from other
referral sources.

third question is: What is the experience and training of

the staff?"

1.

The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons who
are working in some capacity in the department of education
or psychology.

The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persbns
who are students working toward advanced degrees.

The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons
who have completed specific courses in the field of reading.

The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons
who hold a Ph.D. or Ed.D.

The diagnostic services of a physician are provided for
a greater number of clients (52.417%) than are the
services of other specialists.

fourth question is: '"What fees are charged?"

The number of clinics (64.707%) which report a charge for
diagnostic services is greater than those clinics which
do not report a charge for diagnostic services.

The number of clinics (47.50%) which report that they do

not follow a graduated scale of fees dependent upon the
subjects' ability to pay is greater than the number of

clinics (36.40%) which report that they do follow a gradu-
ated scale of fees dependent upon the subjects' ability to pay.

The number of clinics (61.607%) which report that they apply
scholarship money toward clinic fees is greater than those
clinics which report that they do not apply scholarship
money toward clinic fees.
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4. The number of clinics (53.607%) which reported having a
fixed fee for diagnosis is greater than those clinics which
report that they do not have a fixed fee for diagnosis.

5. The number of clinics (39.40%) which report that they do not
operate entirely on fees is greater than those clinics which
report that they do operate entirely on fees (23.20%).

6. The average cost for an individual diagnosis is $36.59.
The fifth question is: What diagnostic procedures are employed
in identifying areas in which remediation is needed?"

1. The student's reading achievement is compared with his
expected competence for his mental age, his grade place-
ment, and his chronological age, in accepting referrals
or clients. ‘

2. The clinics report that they attempt to compute the amount
of reading retardation by relating the student's mental
ability to his reading performance, by relating the student's
grade placement to his reading performance, and by relating
the student's chronological age to his reading performance.

3. The number of clinics (78,70%) which provide the schools .
with a report of the diagonosis is greater than those .clinics
which do not provide the school with a report of the diag-
nosis.

4. The number of clinics (81.80%) which provide the parents
with a report of the diagnosis is greater than those clinics
which do not provide the parents with a report of the diag-
nosis. -

5. The number of clinics (76.80%) which make recommendations
to the school for remedial reading instruction is greater
than those clinics which do not make recommendations to
the school for remedial instruction.

6. The numher of clinics (73.70%) which make recommendations
to the schools' instructional staff is greater than those
clinics which do not make recommendations to the schools'
instructional staff.

7. The number of clinics (86.90%) which compile a diary or
log is greater than those clinics which do not compile a
diary or log.

8. All (100%) of the clinics which complile a diary or log
gather information such as test results.

9. The number of clinics (84.90%) which gather information for
social histories for the diary or log is greater than
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those clinics which do not gather information for
social histories.

The number of clinics (75.70%) which gather information
for medical histories for the diary or log is greater
than those clinics which do not gather information for
medical histories.

The number of clinies (85.90%) which gather information
for family and home enviromment data for the diary or
log is greater than those clinics which do not gather
information for family and home environment data.

The number of clinics (90.90%) which gather information
for schools and academic progress for the diary or log
is greater than those clinics which do not gather
information for school and academic progress.

The number of clinics (62.70%) which gather information
from correspondence is greater than those clinics which
do not gather information for correspondence.

The number of clinics (88.90%) which have specified
forms for case records is greater than those clinics
which do not have specified forms for case records.

The number of clinics (63.60%) which have specified forms
for logs is greater than those clinics which do not have
specified forms for logs.

The number of clinics (87.90%) which attempt to analyze
test data for consistent patterns of scores and/or for
profiles is greater than the number of clinics which do
not attempt to analyze test data for consistent patterns .
of scores and/or for profiles.

The number of clinics (85.80%) which attempt to determine
what might generally be classified as a particular learning
modality, strength, style or preference by which the student
appears to learn most readily is greater than the number of
clinics which do not attempt to determine a particular
learning modality, style or preference by which the student
appears to learn most readily.

The number of clinics which make an attempt at identifica-
tion of learning preference by the use of standardized
tests (78.80%), informal tests (81.40%), and clinical
observation (84.90%) is greater than the number of clinics
which do not make an attempt at identification of learning
preference by the use of standardized tests, informal tests,
and clinical observation. '

The number of clinics (36.407%) which do not make an attempt
at identification of learning preference by trial and error
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is greater than the number of clinics which do make an
attempt at identification of learning preferences by
trial and error (24.20%).

The number of clinics (53.30%) which report reexamination
of active cases as a part of diagnosis, with specified
periods for re-checking, is greater than the number of
clinics which do not report reexamination of active cases
as a part of diagnosis with specified periods for re-
checking. :

The number of cliniecs (18.20%) which report specified
periods for re-checking as weekly is greater than the
number of clinics which report other periods for re—checking.

The number of clinics (74. 80/) which do not report follow up
of dismissed cases as a part of diagnosis is greater than
the number of cliniecs (20.20%) which report follow up of
dismissed cases.

For those clinics which do report follow up of dismissed:
cases as a part of diagnosis, the number of clinics which
report follow up by letters (23.20%), conferences with '
school representative (27.20%), and conferences with
students (25.30%) is proportionately greater than the
number of clinics which report follow up by telephone

and testing.

The average number of clients diagnosed annually with the
use or the partial use of standardized tests is 132,96.

Reading tests are the most frequently administered stan-
dardized tests, followed by intelligence tests as the
second most frequently administered standardized tests,
followed by general achievement tests, followed by interest

" tests, followed by personality tests, followed by readiness

tests.

The average number of clients diagnosed annually with the
use or partial use of informal measurements is 120,61.

Reading tests are the most. frequently administered informal -
tests, followed by interest measurements as the second most
frequently administered measurements, followed by general
achievement tests, followed by intelligence tests, followed
by personality tests, followed by readiness tests. '

The average number of total hours usually devoted to a
diagnosis is 13.58.

The number of clinics which report that the initial diag-
nosis usually extends over a period of days is greater
than the number of clinics which extend the initial diag-
nosis over a period of weeks or months. The average
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number of reported days for an initial diagnosis is 2.05,

The five most frequently cited instruments which were listed
as being used at the "Pre-reading Level' were the Wechsler
Intelligence Scale for Children, the Stanford-Binet Intelli-..
gence Scale, the Marrianne Frosting Developmental Test of
Visual Perception, the Wepman Auditory Descrimination Test,
and the Bender~Gestalt Test.

The five most frequently cited insttruments which were listed
as being used at the "Initial Instruction Level" were the
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children, the Durrell Analysis
of Reading Difficulty, the Wepman Auditory Discrimination ‘
Test, the Gray Oral Reading Test, and the Gates-MacGinitie
Pr1mary Reading Test.

The five most frequently cited instruments which were listed

~as being used at the "Rapid Growth Level" were the Wechsler

Intelligence Scale for Children, the Durrell Amalysis of
Reading Difficulty, the Gray Standardized Oral Reading Test,
the Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scalé, and the Gates-
MacGinitie Reading Test.

The five most frequently cited instruments which were listed
as being used at the "Independent Application Level" were
the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children, the Gray Oral .
Reading Tests, the Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulties,
the Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale, and the Wide Range
Achievement Test.

Recommendations

The conclusions and implications suggest that more refined and

extensive investigations are required in this area.

ll

Further study should be undertaken te see if the findings bfi‘
this study with respect to the procedures of the college and i
university reading clinics surveyed in this study are unique
or universal.

Factors considered in selecting diagnostic instruments sﬁould3
be ‘investigated to determine how and why individual clinicians
select particular instruments. |

There should be further investigation of the relationship
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between instruments which measure intelligence, specific
capacifies in sensory-development, visual-motor skills,.
language dévelopment, developmental readiness, motivation,

and amenabilities to.cértain kinds of instruction.

Similar studies should be conducted to determine if individual-
clinics uytilize diagnostic techniques which are related‘tq’a
personal bias such as a perception emphasis, a psychologicai
emphasis, or a cultural emphasis.

Further study should be cdnducted to determine if there is
agreement between clinics in diagnosis, prognosis, and remedial
direction when identical tests are administered to a single
individual.

Similar studies should be made to determine whether or not
there is agreement between clinics in diagnosis, prognosis,

and remedial direction when different tests are administered
to a single individual.

Similar studies should be conducted in reading clinics other
than higher educational reading clinics for the purpose of

comparison and contrast of diagnostic procedures.
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TABLE 1

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO ATATEMENT 3, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONWTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AHD EFROLIMENT

" Stateément: Does your clinic offer diagnostic services for students who ave having veading difficulties?

a* z U % 5 Z N y4 BR b4 Total %
_ Accreditation - o
B.EA. 4 58,80 3 37,50 1 12.30 © = 0.0 0 0.0 8 100,00
eSSl v . 180 52.60 6 31.60 1 . 5.30 0O 0.0 2 1.05 19 - 100.00
RO : i 31 63.60 9 27.36. D 0.0 5 0.0 3 9.10 33 - 100.00
A _ 4 80.00 1 - 20.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5  100.00
oy X L 14 . 58.30 7 29.200 1 4,20 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
At _ . 5  B3.30 O 0.0 6 - 0.0 o 0.0 1 16.70 § . 100.00
Not aecredited o 2 66.70 1 33.306 ®© 6.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 . 100.00
Not known - . ST 1 180.00 O 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
““Total et Cooc . Bl 61.60 27 27.30 3 3.00 0O 0.0 8 8.1 99 106.60
Control R . ) :
City 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 9.0 0 0.0 1 160.00 1
National 1 100.00 © 0.0 © 8.9 o 0.0 0 6.0 1 ]
Private g8 53.30 3 20.00 1 6.70 8 0.0 3 20.00 35  300.60
Religious 3 $0.00 5  33.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 100.06
State 38 . 61.30 19 30.60 % 1.60 0 0.0 4 6.50° 62 100.00
Territorial 1T . 100.G0 O 0.0 o 8.0 o 0.8 o 0.0 1 100.00
Wot known - 4 108,00 O - 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 6.0 4 160.00
Total - 61 6160 27  27.30 3 3.00 0O 0.0 8 8.10 93  100.00
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TABLE I (Cogtinued)

A% A U % [ % N % NR % Total 4
Highest Level of Offering : .

Master's or Professional 32 57.10 -1i¢9 33.90 1 1.80 0 0.0 4 7.10 50 160.00
Doctor's 28 68.30 8 19.30 2 4,90 0 0.0 3 7.30 41 100.00
Others 1 5¢.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 61 61.60 27 27.30 3 3.00 0 0.0 8 8.10 99 100.00

of Program

iberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 - 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 46.20 11 42,30 1 3.80 0 0.0 2 7.70 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 9 90.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100,00
Professipnal Only ) 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 - 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 30 62.50 13 13,10 2 4.20 0 0.0 3 6.30 48 100.00
Total T BTE0 27 27.30 3 300 ©0 0.0 8 810 59 106.00

Enrollment :

500-1,000 2 66.70" 1 33.30 0 0.0 O 0.0 0 0.0 3 106,00
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 6 37.50 1 6.30 0 0.0 1 6.30 16 7 1606.00
2,500 ~ 5,000 6 35.30 8 47,10 1 5.90 0. 0.0 2 11.80 17 100,00
5,000 - 7,500 1% 70.00 5 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 ~ 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 .10 it 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 16.10 10 106,00
15,000 - 20,000 -6 66.70 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 0.0 1 11.00 9. 160.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 160,60
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.30- 7 100.08
35,000 -~ 50,000 4 100.00 -~ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 61  61.60 27  27.30 = 3 3.00 © 0.0 B 8.10 99  100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE II

FREQUENCY DISTRIBWFION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4A,CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND. ENROLLMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken.-by a person or pefsons who is working im some
capacity in the department of educatiom or; psychology.

A* % U % s % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 2 25,00, 2 25.00 - 1 12.50 0 0.0 3 37.50 8 100,00
M.S.C. 8 4210 5. 26,30 2 10.50 1 5.30 3 15.80 19 100,00
N.C.A. 16 48.50 6 18.20 7  21.20 1 3.00 3 9.10 ~ 33 © 100.00
N.W.A. .2 40.080 1 20.00 - 1 20.00 % 20.00 0 0.0 5 100.60
S.A.C. : ‘ 16  66.7p0 2 8.30- 2 8.30 i 4,20 3 12.50 24 100,00
W.A.C. 2 333, 1 16,70 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 50.00 & 100,00
Not accredited 3 100.000 0O 0.0 0 0.0 ) 0.9 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0: 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.08 O 0.0 i 100.60
Total ‘ 49 49,5Q; ~17  17.20 13 13,16 5 5.10 15 15.20 %9  100.00
Control )

City 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.9 1 100.00 1 100,00
National 1 0 0.0 o 0.0, 9, 0.0 ! 0.0 1 180.00
Private 4 4 26.70. 3 20.60 1 6.70 3 20.00 15 100.0¢
Religious 8 2 13.30 3 20.00, 0 0.0 2 13,30 15 100.00
State 33 10 16.10 7 11,30 3 4.80 8 14.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 -0 0.0 0 0.0 ) 0.6 0 9,0 1 100.00
Not known 2 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 8.0 & 100.00

- - - pd e e A } 2 TR
Total 49 17 17.20 - 12 13.10 5 5.1 15 15.20 89 198.66
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TABLE 1% (Comtinued)

A% % v % s y AR | % NR x Total %

. Highest Level ‘of Offerlng ) ST : ‘
Master's or Professional _ 33 58.90- &  10.70 4 7.10 2  3.60 11  19.60 56  100.00
Doctor's _ _ 15 - 36.60 11 26,80 9 22.00 3 7.30 3 7.30 41 100.00

 Othexs . . . SRR .1 50,00 0 0.0 8 0.0 ) 0.0 1 . 50.00 2 100.00
oo Fatal oo T 49 %950 17 17.20- 13 13.10 5 5.10 15 15.20 - 99 100.00
Type of Program ) o o
Liberal Arts-General, Tern. Occup. T 100,08 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 o 0.0 ‘1 . 100.00
' Teacter Preparation ' ' 0.0 1 50,00 ©  D.0 1 50.00 © 0.0 2 100.00
Libersl Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 16 61.50 - 4 . 15.40 - 1 3.80 0 0.0 5 19.20 26  100.00
. Lib. Arts-Cen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. .. 8  80.00 1 10.08 1 . 10.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only - 8 0.0 B 0.0 0 0.0 1 100400 © 0.0 1 100.00
Professtonal,  Teacher Preparatian T B 5 ¢ ¢ B 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.6 1 100.00
| Lib. Arte-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 - 0 9.0 2 S Z0.00 2 20,00 & 40,00 0. 100.00
. Lib. Arts-Gem., 3 or more Professional 21 %3.80 1l  11.10 9  18.80 1 2.10 &  12.50 - 48  100.60
_ Toral T ‘ ' %9 G950 17  T17.20 I3 1300 5 5.10 15 15.20 995 100,00
Enrallment
500~1 ;000 1 33.3¢ @ 0.0 1. 33.30 9 6.0 1 33.3D 3 100.60
1,000 - 2,500 1. 68.80 1 6.30 1 6,30 O 2.0 3 18.80 16 100,00
2,500 - 5,000 7. 41200 & 23,50 2 11.80 1 5.90 3 17.%0 17 106,90
5,000 - 7,500 1 55.68 3 15.00 2z 1068 1 5.00 3 15.50 20 100.00
7,500 - 10, 000 6 54.50 2 18.20 1 9.18 1 9.10 1 2.10 11 100.00
: - 3 5 - 60.00 1 10.06 2  20.60 1  10.00 O 0.0 16 100,00
5 55,60 2 22,20 1 . 11,18 O 0.0 1 11.10 - 5 100.00
[t] 8.8 - 0 0.0 o 0.0 6 DO 2 - 1090.90 2 - 190.00
35, ¢ 0.0 . 3 42.90 2 28,60 1 14.30 1 14.30 7 100.00 -
35,000 ~ 50, t?ill 2 se.00° 1. 25.60. 1. 25,00 O 0.0 0 0.0 & 1006.90
, Total 49 %4956 17 . 17.20 13 13.10. 5 310 15 15,20 95 160,00

A= Always: B o= Ueaally; § = Seldom; ¥ - Never; MR.= No Retarsm.
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TABLE III

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who is a student working
toward an advanced degree.

A* A U % s % N % NR % Totsl %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 2 25.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 37.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 7 36.80 5 26.30 3 15.80 0 0.0 4 21.10 19 100.00
N.C.A. 3 12.10 11 33.33 6 18.20 3 $.10 9 27.30 . 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 2 40.00 1 ©20.00 5 100.00
_§.A.C. 6 25.00 9 37.50 3 12.50 0 0.0 6 25.00 24 100,00
W.A.C. 2 33.33 1 16.70 0 0.0 1 16.7 2 33.33 6 —-100.00¢
Not accredited 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.33 2 66.70 3 1006.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 i3 13.10 8 8.10 27 27.30 g9 100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 2 13.30 5 33.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 5 33.30 15 100.00
Religicus 1 6.70 3 20.00 3 20.006 3 20.00 5 33.30 15 100,60
State 17 27.40 21 33.60 7 11.30 3 4.80 14 22.60 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 1 25,00 o] 0.0 2 50.00 4] 0.0 4 - 100.66
Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 13 13.10 8 8.10 27 27.30 99 106.00 " °
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TABLE IIT (Continued)

A* Z U % ) % N % NR % Total Z
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 9 16.10 10 17.90 8 14.30 6 10.70 23 41.10 56 100.00
Doctor's 12 29.30 20 48.80 5 12.20 2 4.90 2 4.90 41 104.00
Others 0 0.0 9 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 13 13.10 8 8.10 27 27.30 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 4 15.40 2 7.70 5 19.20 2 7.70 13 50.00 27 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 2 20.00 2 20.00 27 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation Y 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 13 27.10 20 41.70 (3 12.50 1l 2.10 8 16.70 48 160.00
Total 21~ 21.20 30 30.30 13 13.10 8 8.10 27 27.30 99 100,00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33,30 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 2 12.50 4 25.00 3 18.80 7 43,80 16 160.00
2,500 - 5,000 4 23.50 4 23.50 3 17.60 1 5.90 5 29.40 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 6 30.00 7 35.00 1 5.00 0 0.0 6 30.006 20 100,00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 2 18.20 1 9.10 5 45,50 11 100.00
10,000 ~ 15,000 2 20.00 4 40.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 3 33.33 1 11.10 0 0.0 2 22,20 9 100,00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2. 160.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 5 71.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 13 13,10 8 8.10 27  27.30 99 - 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE IV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who has completed specific course in
the field of reading.

% v Total ¢
Accreditation
N.E.A. 62.50 1  12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 .00 8§  100.00
M.S.C. 68.40 3  15.80 O 0.0 0 0.0 3 80. . 18  100.00
N.C.A. 63.60 6  18.20 2 6.1 0 0.0 & .10 33 1006.00
N.W.A. 60.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 © 0.0 1 00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 70.80 3 12.50 . 2 8.30 1 4.2 1 20 24 100.00
W.A.C. 33.33 2 33.33 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 .33 6  100.00
Not accredited 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 .0 2 100.00
Not known 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 .0 1 100.00
Total 65.70 15 15.20 5 1 13 13.10 99  100.00
Control
City 0.0 0 0.0 0 0 0.0 1 00 1 100.00
National 100.00 0 0.0 0 0 0.0 1 -0 1 100.00
Private 73.30 1 6.70 2 0 0.0 1 70 15 108.00
Religious 60.00 4  26.70 5 0 0.0 2 .30 15 100.00
State 64.50 9  14.50 3 1 1.6 9 .50 62 100.00
Territorial 100.00 0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0 .0 1 100.00
Not known 75.00 1  25.00 0 0 0.0 0 .0 & 100.00
Total 65.70 15 5 1 13 13.10 95  100.00

15.20
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TABLE IV (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR A Total %
Highest Level of Offering ]
Master's or Professional 34 60.70 8 14.30 3 5.40 0 0.0 11 19.60 56 100.00
Doctor's 30 73.20 7 17.10 2 4.90 1 2,40 1 2.40 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 50,00 2 100.00
Total 65 65.70 15 15.20 5 5.10 1 -1.00 - 13 13.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 15 57.70 5 19.20 1 3.80 0] 0.0 5 19.20 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep.- 6 60.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 - 0.0 2 20.00 10 100C.00
Lib, Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 33 68.80 7 14.60 2 4,20 1 2.10 5 10.40 48 160.00
Total % €5.70 15 15.20 3 5.40 1 1.00 13  T13.10 55 100.00
Enrollment
500-~1,000 3 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100,20
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 4 25.00 1 6.30 0 0.0 3 18.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 10 58.80 2 11.80 1 5.40 0 0.0 4 23.50 17 100,00
5,000 - 7,500 14 70.00 3 15.00 1 +5,00 0 0.0 2 10.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 8 72.70 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 1 9.10 11 100.6¢C
10,006 - 15,000 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100,00
15,000 - 20,000 5 55.60 2 22.00 1 11.10 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100,00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100,00
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 1 14.30 0 0.0 1 14.30 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 4 -100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 & 100.60
Total 65 65.70 15 15,20 5 510 1 1.00 13 13.10 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N — Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE V

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4D, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or psesons who has participated in research
in reading.

]
—

A* A % s % N 2 0 MR % Total %
Acereditation
N.E.A. 2 25.00 -2 25.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 3 37. 50 8 100.00
M.8.€. 2 10.50 7. -36.80 6 31.60 0 0.0 4 21.11 19 100.00
H.€. k. 3. 15,20 10 30.300 11 33.30 1 3.00 6 18.20 33 100.00
N. WA 2 40.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 6 25,00 9 37.50 3. 12.50 1 &.20 5 20.80 24 100. 00
W.AG. 2 33.33 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 2 33.30 6 100.06
Hot accreditad 2 66.70 0 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.60
Het knowa 1 - X006.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Fotal 22 22.20 30 30.30 23 23.20 3 3.00 21 21.20 99 100,00
Coatrsl :

% 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.9 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100,60
6 0.0 1 100.00 0 00.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o1 100.00
4 26.70 4 26.70 2 13.30 1 6.70 - & 26.70. 13 100.00
3 20.00 6 40.08 3 20.00 0 0.0 3 20,00 15 100,00
12 19.40 19 30.60 - 17 27.40 3 3.20 12 19,40 B2 100.00
i 100.00 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,06
NEt BRow 2 - 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.60 0 0.0 1 25.00 A 100,00
25 22.20 30 ©30.30 - 23 23,20 . 3 3.90 21,206 99 100.00

- Toral
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TABLE V (Continued)

Total

Total

30,30

N
e

23,20

21.20

A% p A 7 .
Highest Lewel of Offering .
Master's or Professional 15 33.20 17.90 1 1.8 17 - 30.40 56. 100.00 -
Doctor's 7 ‘39,00 31.70 2 4.9 3 7.30 41 T 100.00
Gthers 0 50.00 0.0 0 0.0 1 50,00 _2° - 100.00: .
Total 22 30.30 23,20 3 3.00 21 21.20 00 "100.00
Type of Program : - - ) .
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup.. 0 1 100.60 ¢} 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
| Teacher Preparation .0 1 50,000, 1 50,00 @ | 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
- Liberal Krts-General, Teacher Prep. 7 & . 15.40- 5 19.20 0 . 0.0 10 38.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts<Gen., Term.,ﬂc., Teach -Prep. - 3 4 40,00 2 20.00 1 10.00 - 0O 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only - - 1 -0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teaeher Ptepaxatlan B o LD 5.0 1 160.00 - 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
~ Lib. Arts-Ger.; 1 or 2 Professional 3 I 10,00 2 ©20.00 1 10.00 3 . 30,00 10 100.00
Lib. Atts—Gen., 3 or motre -Professional 9 19  39.60 12 25.00 - 1 2.10 8 16.70 48 100.00
-Total . - 22 30 30.30 23 -23.20 3 3.00 21 21,20 99 16G.00
o ST S 100 33,50 1 33.30 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 37 100.00
1. 0@0 - 2 5‘! 5 5 31.3% 0 9.0 0 0.0 6 37.50 16 100.00
2,500 ~ 5,000 % 3 - 17.60 5 28.40 - O 0.0 -3 17.60 17 108,00
5,000 - 7. 5" L 3 -8 40,00 3 33.690 Q 0.0 3 15.00 20 100.00
7,560, — lO‘GﬁQ 5 1 9.10 1 9.10 1 - 2.10 3 27.30 ‘11 104,00
10,600 = 15, GO X & 40,00 4 40.00 0 0.0 1 10,00 10 185,60
15,0600 - ZEHQQGf o 4 - 44,40 2 22.20. 0O 0.0 - 3 33.30 S 106.00
20,800 - -25,600. e S 0.0 0o 6.0 O 0.0 2 100,00 2 100.00
95,0600 - 35,000 i 2" 2B.60 3 4290 1 14,30 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 8 ..2..50,00 1 25,00 1 2500 @ _ 0.0 & 100.00
S 22 30 3 3.00 21 89

105.90

A g.Alwayé; U“z‘ﬂsually; S;#~Seldom; M-+~ Never; HR =

No' Return.
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TABLE VI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4E, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic end'eavbr is undartaken by a person or persons who holds a Ph.D. ‘or Ed.D.

A* % U % s % N - % NR Z Tatal %
Acéreditation .
N.E.A. 2 25.00- 0 0.0 2 25.60 1 12.50 3 37.50 8  100.¢:
M.S.C, 2  15.80 4 - 21.10 .7  36.80 2 '10.50 3 15.80 19  100.00
N.C.A. 10 30.30 5 15.20 11 33.30 4  12.10 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. o 0.0 1 20,00 1 20.00 © 2  40.00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 5  20.80. 6 25.00 4  16.70 3  12.50 6 25.00 24 100.00
W.A.C. 3 50.000 1 16.70° 1  16.70 0 0.0 1 16.70 6  100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 O 0.0 ) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Toral 25 T75.30 17  17.20 26  26.36 12  12.10 19 19.20 $9 100,00
Controi .
City 1 100.00 © 0.0 ) 0.0 9 0.0 ) 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 .0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 100.00 1 100.00
Private 3 20,00 2 13.30 4  26.70 1 6.70 5 33,30 15  100.00
Religious 4 26,70 2 13.30 4 . 26.70 2  13.30 3 20.60 15 100.09
State : Tl 27.60 13 21.10 17 27.40 9 14,50 9 14.50 62  100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 ) 0.0 4 100,60
Total 25 25.30 17  17.20 26  26.30 12  12.10 19 19.20 93 100,00
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TABLE VI (Continued)

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total A
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 16 22,60 12 21,40 7 12,50 7 12,50 14 25,00 51 100.00
Doctor's £ 19.50 5 12,20 19 46.30 5 12.20 4 9.80 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 _0 0.0 0 0.0 - _0 0.0 1 50,00 2 100.00
Total 25 25,30 17  17.20- 26 26.30 12 12,10 19 19.20 99 100.00
Tyne of Frogram
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 8 30.80 6 23.10 2 7.70 2 7.70 8 30.80 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 4 40,00 2 20,00 1 10.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3  30.00 0 0.0 2 20,00 3 30.00 2 20.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 10 20.80 7 1l4.60 17 35.40 _6 12.50 8 16.70 48 100.00
Total 25 25.30 17 17.20 26 26.30 12  12.10 19 19.20 99  "100.00
Enrollment B
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33,30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 4 25,00 3 18.80 1 6.30 1 6.30 7 43.80 16 100¢.00
2,500 - 5,000 7 41,20 4 23,50 2 11.80 4 23,50 0 0.0 17 100.00
5,000 = 7,500 6 30.00 4 20.00 7 35.00 1 50.00 2 10.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 4 36,40 1 9.10 2 18,20 2 18.20 2 18.20 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 3. 30.00 1 10.00 4 40,00 i 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 2 22,20 3 33.30 0 0.0 4 44,40 9 100.060
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00 2 "100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 0 0.0 4 57.10 2 28.60 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 _0.0 1l 2500 2 .50.000 .1 25,00 _O0 _ 0.0 b
Total 25 25,30 17 17.20 26 26.30 12 12,10 19 19.20 99 100.00

* -
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE VII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4F, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic edneavor is undertaken by a person or persons who holds a rank above that of

assistant professor.

A % U % S % N % NR % Total
Accreditation :
N.E.A. 2 25.00 0 0.0 2 25.00 1 12.50 3 37.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 4 21.10 8 42.10 3 15.80 3 15.80 19 100.00
N.C.A. 5 15.20 6 18.20 10 30.30 8 24.20 4 12.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 6 30.00 10 30,30 3 24.20 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. A 16.70 5 20.80 3 12.50 6 25.00 6 25.00 24 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 2 33.30 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Total 17 17.20 17 17.20 24 24.20 19 19.20 22 22.20 99  100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 2 13.30 2 13.30 5 33.30 2 13.30 b 26.70 15 100.00
Religious 2 13.30 0 0.0 8 53.30 1 6.70 4 26.70 15 100.00
State 12 19.40 15 24.20 11 17.70 15 24.20 9 14.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 . 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 2 50,00 4 100.00
Total 17 17.20 17 17.20 24 26,20 19 19.20 22 22.20 99 100.00
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TABLE VII (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR % Total Z
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 12 21.40 11 19.60 11 19.60 6 10.70 16 28.60 56 100,00
Doctor's 5 12.20 6 14.60 13 31.70 13 31.70 4 9.80 41  100.00
Others . 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 17 17.20 17 17.20 24 24.20 19 19.20 22 22.20 99  100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4] 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 5 12.30 6 23.10 4 15.40 2 7.70 9 34.60 26  100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 5 50.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only . 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 100,00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 c.0 1 160.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1006.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 2 20.00 3 30.00 10 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 7 14.60 _6 12.50 13 27.10 14 29.40 8 _16.70 48  100.00
Total 17 17.20 17 17.20 24 24,20 19 19.20 22 22.20 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1, 000 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 2 12,50 3 18.80 ° O 0.0 7 42.80 16  100.00
2,500 - 5,000 4 23.50 3 17.60 3 17.60 4 23.50 3 17.60 17 100.060
5,000 - 7,500 3 15.06 ) 25.00 5 25.00 4 20.00 3 15.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 3 27.30 1 9.10 3 27.30 2 18.20 11 160.00
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 1 10.00 5 50.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 2 22.22 2 22.22 2 22,22 3 33.30 g .100.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 0 0.0 2 28.60 4 57.10 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 -1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 _4 - 100.00
. Total 17 17.20 17 17.20 24 24.20 19 19.20 2 22.20 99  100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE VIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4G, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTIRCL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who: other (remarks)

1% % 9 % Total %
Accfeditation

N.E.A. 0 0.0 8 100.00 8

M.S.C 0 0.0 19 100.00 - 19

N.C.A. 0 0.0 33 100.00 33

N.W.A. 0 0.0 5 100.00 5

S.A.C. 0 0.0 24 100.00 24

W.A.C. 0 0.0 6 100.00 6

Not accredited 1 3.33 -2 66.70 3

Not known _ 0 0.0 1 100.00 1

Total 1 1.00 98 99.00 99

Control

City 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00¢
Private 0 0.0 15 100.00 15 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 15 100.00 15 100.00
State 0 0.0 _ 62 100.00 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 4 100.00 ‘4 100.60
Total 1

1.00 .98 99.00 99 100.00
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_ TABLE VIII (Continued)

1% % 9 Z Total %
Highest Level of Offering .
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 55 98.20 56 100.00
Doctor's : 0 0.0 41 100.00 41 100.00
Others — L 0.0. __ 2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 1 1.00 98 95.00 99 100.00
Type of Program :
Liberal -Arts—General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation ’ 0. 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.00 25 96.20 : 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 10 100.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 1 100.00 o 1 100. 00
‘Professional, Teacher Preparatiom 0 0.0 . 1 100.00 i 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 10 100.00 10 100. 60
Lib. Arts-Gem., 3 or more Professional 0 0.0 L8 100.00 48 100.60
Total - T "tT.oo 38 99.00 99 100.00
Earollmeot
500-1,000 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.09
1,000 - 2,500 1 6.30 15 93.80 16 100.60
2,500 = 5,000 0 0.0 17 100.00 17 100 00
5,000 - 7,560 -0 0.0 20 100.06 , 20 100.08
7,500 - 10,000 o 8.0 11 100.00 ' ' 11 100.00
16,008 - 15,000 0 0.0 10 100.00 10 100.60
15,600 - 20,000 0 0.0 9 100.00 ‘9 100.600
20,000 - 25,000 0 6.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 7 100.00° 7 100.00
35,900 < 56,000 o 0 0.0, ___ 4 100.00 s 4 100.00
Total ’ 1 1.00 98 99.00 9% ° 100.00

"*1 = Person in 'I‘exting Bureauo. .
9 = No response (or mot applicable).
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TABLE IX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF REPONSES -‘TO STATEMENT 5A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement:- Each examiner- handles assigned cases on an individual basis.

e
[}
e
[72]
BN
»a
E
e

A Total %
- ?:-i'Aécreditation E : »
. N.E.A. - 3 37.50 © 4 50.00 O 0.0 1 12.50 © 0.0 8 100.00
M.S.C. o 6 31.60 12  63.20 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 11 33.30 13 39.40 3 9.10 1 -3.00 5 15.20 33 100.00
ILONGWLAGL 2 40,00 1 20.00 1. .20.00 1 20.00. 0 0.0 5 100.00
Lo8.AMCL 4  16.70 7 29.20 6 25.00 2 8.30 5 20.80 24 100.00
© W.ALCL- 5 83.30 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6  100.00
" Not accredited 1 33.30 2  66.70 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
 Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00- O 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 37 32.30 39 39.40 12  12.10 S5  s5.10 11 11.10 99  100.00
v';fg Controi’ -
©C. Ccity 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
" Private 4  26.70. 8 53.30 1 6.70 1 6.70 1 6.70 15 100.00
" Religious 7 46.700 8 53.30 0O 0.0 © 0.0 0 0.0 15 100.00
State 19 © 30.60 20  32.30 10 16.10 & 6.50 9 14,50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 1006.00 O 0.0 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 100. 60
" Not known . 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 & 106.00°
Total: - . 32 32,30 39 39.40 12 5 5.10 11 11.10. 99 100.00.
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TABLE IX (CONTINUED)

A* % u Z - 8 % N % "'NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 22 39.30- 21 37.50 6 10.70 1 1.80 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 10 24.40 17 41.50 6 14.60 4 9.80 4 9.80 41 100,00
Others o0 00 1 5.0 0 00 O 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 32 32.30 39 39,40 12 12.10 5 5.10 11 11.10 99 100.00
Type of Program ‘
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep- 11 42.30 10 38.50 3 11.50 0 0.0 2 7.70 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 2 20.00 3 30,00 2 20.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 4 40.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 3 30.00 10 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 12 25.00 23 47.90 _4 8.30 _3 6.30 _6 12.25 48 100.00
Total 32 32.30 39 39.40 12 12.10 5 5.10 11 11.10 99 100.00
Enrollment . : RS
500-1,000 2 66.70 1 33.30 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 5 37.30 8 50.00 1 6.30 1 6.30 1. 6.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 5 29.40 6 35.30 2 11.80 1 5.90 3 17.60 17 100,00
5,000 - 7,500 6 30.00 7 35.00 4 20.00 1 5.00 2 10.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 6 54.50 1 9.10 0 0.0 2 18.20 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 7 70.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.60
15,000 - 20,000 1 11,10 5 55.60 1 11.10 1 11.10 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 ] 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 4 57.10 0 0.0 1 14.30 1 14.30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 _2 50.00 _0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100,00
Total 32 32.30 39 39.40 5 12.10 5 5.10 11 11.10 99 100.00

= Always; U = Usually, S = Seldom' N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE X

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 5B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Each examiner handles assigned cases with the entire clinical staff on team basis.

%

A % U % S A N % KR 7 ~ Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. i 12.50 2 25.00 2 25 00 1 12.50 2 25,00 8 100.00
M.S8.C. 2 10.50 3 15.80 11 57.90 1 5.30 2 10.50 19 100.00
N.C.A. 6 18.20 7 21.20 i3 39.40 0 0.0 7 21.20 33 100.00
N.W.A 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 6 25.00 9 37.50 4 16.70 0 0.0 5 20.80 24 100.00
W.A.C. 4] 0.0 1 16.7C 2 33.30 0 0.0 3 50.00 & 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0. 0 C.0 0 0.0 1 100.090
Total 1§ T18.20 2  24.20 33 33.30 2 2.00 22 22.20 99  106.00
Control
City 1 100.00 . 0O 0.0 ] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National O 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 3 20.00 2 13.30 5 33.30 1 6.70 4 26.70 i5 100.00
Religious 2 13.30 4 26.70 5 40.00 0 0.0 3 20.00 15 100.00
State 11 17.79 17 27.40 13 30.60 1 1.60 14 27.60 62 104.00
Territorial 0 6.0 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 -1 100.00
" Not known 1 25.00 0 0.0 2 50.00 4] 0.0 1 25.00 4 100.00
Total 18 18.20 24 24.20 33 '33.30 2 - 2.00 22 22.20 99_ 100.00
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TABLE X (CONTINUED)

A* A U % S - % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering :
Master's or Professional ' 7 12.56 15 26.80. 14 25.00 1 18.00 19 33.90 56 100.00 .
Doctor's ' 10 24.40 9 22.00 18 43.90 1 24.00 3 ~7.30 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 _O 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00
Total 18 18.20 24 24,20 33 33.30 2 2.00 22 22.20 99 ~100.00
Type of Program .
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. o] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 8 30.80 7 26.40 1 3.80 9 34.60 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 4 40.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 '100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparatiom 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professiomal 3 30.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 4 40.00 i0 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 10 20.80 10 20.80 20 41.70 0 0.0 . _8  16.70 48 100.00
Total 18 18.20 24 24.20 33 33.30 2 2.00 22 22.20 99 100.00
Enrollment :
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100,00
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 6 37.50 3 18.80 0 0.0 5 31.30 16 130.00
2,500 - 5,000 5 29.40 3 17.60 5 29.40 0 0.0 4 23.50 17 100.0¢
5,000 - 7,500 3 15.00 5 25.00 7 35.00 2 10.00 3 15.00 20 100.09
7,500 - 16,000 1 9.10 4 36.40 3 27.30 o] 0.0 3 27.30 11 100,00
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 3 30.00 3 30,00 O 0.0 2 20.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 1 11.10 4 44.40 o] 0.0 1 11.10 9 160.04
20,000 ~ 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 0 0.0 4 57.10- 0 0.0 1 14.30 7 100.80
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 1 25.00 _3 75.00 0 00 0 0.0 4 106,00
Total 18 18.20 24 24.20 33 33.30 2 2.00 22 22,20 99 - 1040

10606

%* .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.’
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TABLE XI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPCNSES TO STATEMENT 6, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: There is a principal officer or director who is responsible for the formulation of diagnostic
policies and procedures.

A % U % S % N % ~ NR % Total 7
Accreditation :
N.E.A. 6 75.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 103.00
M.S.C. 14 73.70 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 29 83.90 3 9.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.00 33 100.00
N.W.A. ‘ 4 80.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C. 21 87.50 3 12,50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 24 100.80
W.A.C. : i 6 100.00 0 0.0 0 0:0 0 0.0 0 0.0 () 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.50
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.06
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.00 89 100.00
Control )
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
> tional 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
 Private 10 66.70 1 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
Religious 12 80.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 55 88.70 7 11.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 62 100.30
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 106.00
Not known 4 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 83 83.80 14 14,10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.00 99 100. 00
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TABLE XI (CONTINUED)

A% Z U pA s z N % " NR % Toral - %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 49 87.50 5 8.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.60 56 100.G0
Doctor's = . 33 80.50 8 19.50 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others 1 5000 _1 5000 8 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0O 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.00 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal ‘Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 22 84 .60 3 11.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.80 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 10 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 00.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 9 90 00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 41 85.40 _7 14.60 0 0.0 O 0.0 0 0.0 48 100,00
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.00 99 100.00
Enrollment i
500-1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 13 81.30 2 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 16 10G.00
2,500 - 5,000 . 15 88.20 2 11.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 17 85.00 3 15.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 8 72.70 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 10 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,0007 7 77.80 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 6 85.70 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 4 10000 0 00 O 0.0 0 0.0 _0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2

2.00 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom: N -~ Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XT1I

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: The director administers the complete diagnosis.

3%

A % U % S % N % NR A Total
Accreditation

N.E.A. P 12,50 4 5000 1 12.50 1 12.50 1 12.50 8
M.5.C. 1 5.30 4 21.10 7 36.80 2 10.50 5 26.50 15
N.C.A. 1 3.00 2 6.10 15 45.50 7 21.20 8 24.20 33
N.W.A. 1 20.00 Q 0.0 1 ©.20.00 0 0.0 3 60.00 5
S.A.C. 2 8.30 2 8.30 9 '37.50 .5 20.80 6. 25.00 24
®.5.C. 4 66.70 [ 3 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 16.70 [
“Hot accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3
ot kmowm. 8] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1
Total 11 " 11.10 12 13.10 34 34.30 15 5.20 26 26,30 93

Control .
. Ciry 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1
- National 0 8.0 [¢] 0.0 Q 0.0 4] 0.0 1 - 120,00 1
- Private 1 6.70 4 -26.70 5 33.30 2 13.30 3 20.00 15
" Religious 3 20,502 1330 6 40.00 2 13.30 - 2 13.30 15
Stazte o 6 9.70 6 9.70 23 37.10 10 16.10 17 - 27.40 62
Territorial =~ - 0 - 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 .0 0 0.0 i
Kot known 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 2 50.60 4
Total 1] 13 13.19° 34 34.30 15 9

ot

11.10 15.20 26 26.30 9
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TABLE XII (Continued)

A* % U % S %. N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 10 17.90 9 16.10 15 26.80 & 7.10 18 33.10 56 100,00
Doctor's 1 2.40 4 9.80 19 46.30 11 26.80 6 14.60 41 - 100,00
Others o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 11 11.10 13 13.10 34 34.30 15 15.20 26 26.30 - 99  T100.00
Type of Program -
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 . 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 4 15.40 6 23.10 4 15.40 3 11.50 9 34.60 26  100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
Professional Only . 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 120.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 0 0.0 5 50.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 2 4.20 _6 12.50 21 43.80 9 18.80 10 20.80 48 100.00
Total : 11 11.10 - 13 13.10 34 34,30 15 15.20 26 26.30 99  1CG0.00
Enrollment . .
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 .3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 4 25.00 3 18.80 3 18.80 2 12.50 16 105.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 4 23.50 4 23.50 2 11.80 6 35.30 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 4 20.00 0 0.0 8 40.00 4 20.00 4 20.00 20 - 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 2 18.20 0 0.0 6 © 54.50 1. 1006.00
19,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 6 60.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 10 = 100,00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 55.60 1 11.10 3 33.30 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100:00
" 25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14.30 3 42.90 2 28.60 1 14.30 . 7 100.00 :
35,000 - 50,000 20 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 -25,00 - _4 - 1006.00- . -
11 11.10 13 13.10 34 34.30 15 15.20 26  26.30 99

Total 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XIII

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

The director administers some of the diagnosis with assistance of staff.

Statement:
A* % U % s % N % NR % Total %

Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 1 12.50 3 37.50 0 0.0 4 50.00 8 - 100.00
M.S.C. 2 10.50 7 36.80 3 15.80 2 10.50 5 26.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 2 6.10 9 27.30 13 39.40 2 6.10 7 21.20 33 100.00

- N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 1. 20.00 5 100.00

S.A.C. 5 20.80 5 20.80 8 33.30 2 8.30 4 16.70 26 . 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 1 16.70 2 33.30 0 0.0 3 50.00 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30.30. 7 7.10 26 26.30 . 99 - 100.00

Control )
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 160.00 1 100.60
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 © 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 1 6.70 2 13.30 6 40.00 1 6.70 5 33.30 15 100.00
Religious 2 13.30 3 20.00 4 26.70. 1 6.70 5 33.30 15 100.00
State 6 9.70 19 30.60° 20 32.30 & 6.50 13 '21.00 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 - 0.0 0 0.0 4} 0.0 1 - 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 O 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 4  100.00
Total 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30.30 7 7.10 26 26.30 99 100,00
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TABLE XIII (Continued)

A* % u % S Z N % NR Z Total Z
Highest Level of Offering : -
Master's or Professional 8 14.30 18- 32.10 11 19.60 1 1.80 18 32.10 56 100.00
Doctor's 2 4.90 8 19.50 19 46,30 6 14.60 6 14,60 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00 _2 100.00
Total 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30.30 7 7.10 26 26.30 99 - 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2. 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 3 11.50 8 30.80 3 11.50 1 3.80 11 42.30 26  100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 4 40.00 4 40.00 O 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 1. 100.00 - O 0.0 .0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00°
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00° 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional: 1 10.00 1 10.00 4 40.00 1 10.00 3  30.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 5 10.40 11 26.30 19 39.60 4 8.30 9 _18.80 48 100.00 .
Total : 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30.30 7 7.10 26 26.30 . 99  100.90
Enrollment : ~
500~1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 4] 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 1 6.30 4 25.00 4 25,00 0 0.0 7 43.80 1¢ 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 6 35.30 4 23.50 0 0.0 4 23,50 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 3 15.00 5 25.00 5 25.00 2 10.00 5 25.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 3 27.30 1 g.10 4 36.40 11 .. 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 3 - 30.00 3  30.00 2 . 20.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 2 22.20 4 44.40 0 . 0.0 2 22.00 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 71.50 1 14.30 1  14.30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 ° 2 50.00 _2 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 _4 . 100.00
Total 10 10.10 26  26.30 30  30.30 7 7.10 -~ 26

26.30 9¢  100.00

* ' . : .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XIV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT '

Statement: The director serves as advisor and consultant.

Al % U % S % N % NR % Total %
_Accreditation
N.E.A 4 50.00 1 12.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 14 73.70 3 15.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.50 19 100.00
N.C.A. 17 51.50 13 39.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 13 . 54.20 6  25.00 1 4.20 0 0.0 4 16.70 24 100-00
W.A.C. 3 50.00 - O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 50.00 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 '100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total: 54 54.50 26 26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 17 17.20 99 100.60
Control
City . 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 7 46.70 5 33.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 8 53.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 26.70 15 100.00
State 36 58.10 16 25.80 1 1.60 0 0.G 9 14.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 °~ 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 1 - 100.00
Not_ known 2 50.00 .0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.00 4 100.00
Total 54 54.50 . 26 26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 17 17.20 94 166.00
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TABLE XIV (Continued)

A% % U % S % N Z NR Z Total Z

Highest Level of Offering .

Master's or Professional . 26 46.40 15 26.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 26.80 56 '100.00
Doctor's : 27 65.90 10 24.40 2 4.90 0. 0.0 2 4,90 14 - 100.00
Others 1 50.00 1 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 .0 _0.0 2 100.00
Total , 54 54.50 26  26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 17 - 17.20 99 100.00

Type of Program : :

- Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 ~ 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2  100.00 0. 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 11 42.30 6 23.10 0 0.0 - O 0.0 9  34.60 -26  100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3  30.00 100 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 - 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 50.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 20.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., 3 or more Professional 31 64.60 13 27.10 _2 4.20 0O 0.0 2 4.20 48  100.00
Total 54 54.50 26 26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 17 . 17.20 9%  106.00

Enrollment : ,
500-1, 000 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2  66.70 3 100,00
1,000 ~ 2,500 5 31.30 . 5 31.30 0 0.0 -0 0.0 6 37.50 16 © 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 10 58.80 4 23.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 17.60 17  100.00
5,000 - 7,500 12 60.00 5 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 .15.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 3 27.30 6 54.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 18.20 1@  100.00
10,000 - 15,000 9 90.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 3 33.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 -100.00 0 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 3 42.90 2 28.60 2 28.60 0 0.0 0. 0.0 7 . 100.00
35,000 ~ 50,000 . 3 75.00 - 0 0.0 0 0.0 _0 0.0 -1 25.00 & 100.00
Total s 54 54.50 26 26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 17 17.20 89  100.00

* i
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.

9TZ



TABLE XV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7D, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The director delegates total diagnostic repomsibilities to staff,

Total

A 4 U % s N % NR % Total = %
~ Accreditation L
N.E.A. 0 0.0 2 25.00 2 25.00 0 - 0.0 4 50.00 8 100.700
M.S.C. 1 5.30 4 21,10 6 31.60 5 26.30 3 15.80 19 100:60
N.C.A. 4 12.10 9 27.30 2 6.10 9 27.30 9 27.30 33 100{00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0. 0.0 o . 0.0 1 20.00 3 60.00 5 IOO;OO
S.A.C. -0 0.0 5 20.80 7 29.20 3 12.50 9 37.50 24 IO0.0Q
W.A.C. : 1 ~16.70 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 3 50.00 .6 100.0¢
Not accredited 0 . 0.0 83 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1. 100.0¢
Total 7 7.10 21 21.20 18 18.20 19 19.20 34 34.30 99 100.00
Control . )

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 .0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 o - 0.0 0 0.0 o . 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 4 '26.70 4 26.72 2 13.30° 5 33.30 15 100.00
Religious 1 6.70 3 20.00 3 20.00 4 26.70 4 26.70 15 100.00
State 5 8.10 14 22.60 11 17.70 12 - 19.40 20 132.30 62 100.00
Territorial 0 -0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 =1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.:00
Not known 1 25.00 0 » 0.0 0 - 0.0 [ 0.0 3 75.00 4 100.00

7 7.10 21 - 21.20..18  18.20 19 . 19.20 34 34.30 99 '100.00
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TABLE XV (Continued)

A¥ % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering _ )
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 9 16.10 5 8.90 12 21.40 .26 46,40 56 - 100.00
Doctor's 3 7.30 12 29.30 13 31.70 7 . 17.10 6 14.60 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00 ~ 2" -100.00
Total 7 7.10 21 21.20 18 18.20 19 19.20 34 34.30 99 100.00
Type of Program .
Liberal Arts=General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 . 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 3 11.50 3 11.50 1 3.80 6 23,10 13 50.00 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 2 20.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 4 40.00 10 - 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 2 20.00 4+ 40,00 10  100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 3 6.30 14 29.20 14 29.20 7 14.60 10 20.80 48 100.00
Total : 7 7.10 - 21 21.20 18 18.20 19 19.20 34 34.30 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0] 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0] 0.0 2 66.70 3  100.00
1,000 - 2,500 1 6.30 2 12.50 1 6.30 4 25.00 8 50.00 16 100,00
2,500 - 5,000 0] 0.0 3 17.60 2 11.80 4 23.50 8 47.10 17  100.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 50.00 3 15.00 5 25.00 4 20.00 7 35,00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 3 27.30 2 18.50 3 27.30 11  100.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 4 40.00 2 20.00 2 '20.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 2 22.20 3 33.30 1 11.10 3 33.30 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 ¢] 0.0, 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 3 42.90 1 14,30 1 14.30 1 14.30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 1 25.00 0O 0.0 1 25.00 1  25.00 4 100.00
Total 7 7.10. 21 21.20 18 18.20 19 34

19.20 34,30 9¢ 100.00

* ' : : . ‘
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XVI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 8, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The responsibilities of the various clinicians are interchangeable.

A % U % s % N % NR % Total 7

Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 1 12.50 1 12.50 3 37.50. 8 100.00
M.S.C. 7 36.80 7 36.80 3 15.80 2 10.50 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 6 18.20 20 60.60 5  15.20 0 0.0 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 1 20.00 5 100..60
S.A.C. 2 8.30 16 66.70 2 8.30 1 4.20 3 12.50 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 66.70 0 0.0 2 33.30 6 100.600
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known _ 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100, 00
Total 17 17.20 46 - 46.50 17 17.20 6 6.10 13 13.10 99 100.6¢

Control ]
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00. O 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 4 26.70 6 40.00 2 13.30 1 6.70 2 "13.30 15 100,00
Religious 3 20.00 4 26.70 4 25,70 0 0.0 4 26.70 15 100.00
State 9 14.50 35 . 56.50 8 12.90 5 8.10 5 8.10 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 - 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 4 100.00
Total : : 17 17.20 . 46 46.50 17 17.20 6 6.10 13 .13.10 99 - 100.00
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TABLE XVI (Continued)

A g U 2 s % N

% NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 6 10.70 25 44,60 10 17.90 4 7.10 11 19.60 56 100. 00
Doctor's ’ 11  26.80 21 51.20 6 14.60 2 4.90 1 2.40 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 _0 0.0 1 50.00 O 0.0 _1 50.00 2 100,00 ..
Total 17 17.20 46 46.50 17  17.20 6 6.10 13 13,10 99 7100.00
Type of Program S
Liberal Arts—-General, Term. Qccup. 0 - 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 3 11.50 13 50,00 4 15.40 1 3.80 5 19.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 3 30.00 2 20,00 2 20.00 1 10.¢0 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 5 50,00 2 20.00 1 10.00 2 20,00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 12 25,00 23 47.90 8 16.70 " 2 4,20 3 6.30 48 100.00
Total : 17  17.20 46 46,50 17 17.20 6 6.10 13 13.10 99 100,00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33,30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66,70 3 100.¢0
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 6 37.50 3 18,80 0 0.0 5 31.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 6 35.30 6 35.30 1 5.90 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 2 10,00 12 60.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 4 20.00 26 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 8 72.70 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 11 160.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10,00 7 70.00 2 20,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000" 5 55.60 2 22.20 1 11.10 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 1 50,00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28,60 2 28,60 1 14.30 2 28,60 0 0.0 7 100.00
35.000 - 50,000 0 __ 0.0 2 50,00 1 25.00 1  25.00 0 0.0 & 100, 00
Total 17 17.20 46  46.50 17 17,20 6 6.10 13 13.10 99 100.00

* .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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~TABLE XVII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 9A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: In accepting referrals of clients, is the students' reading achievement compared with
expected competence for their mental age?

A pA u % S % N % NR % Total % .
Accreditation .
N.E.A. ) 2 25.00 5 62.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 12 63.20 6 31.60 0 0.0 1 5.30 . 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. : 17 51.50 7 21.20 6 18.20 3 9.10 0 0.0 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 12 50.00 6 25.00 4 16.70 1 4,20 1 4,20 24 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 3 50.00 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.60
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Total 49 49.50 28 28.30 11 11.10 6 6.10 5 5.10 99 100.00
Control

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.60
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 6.0 1 100.00 1 100.80
Private 9 60,00 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 7 46.70 5 33.30 1 6.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 15 100.00
State 30 48.40 17 27.40 10 16.10 3 4.80 2 3.20 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 1 106.00
Not known 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00

49 49.50 28 28.30 11 11.10 6 6.10 5 5.10 99 100.¢0
Total
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TABLE XVII (Continued)

A* % 4) % S A N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 25 44,60 18 32,10 & 10,70 3 5.40 4 7.10 56 100.00
Doctor’s 24 58,50 10 24,40 5 12,20 2 4.90 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others _0_ 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 49 49,50 28 28.30 11 11,10 6 6.10 5 5.10 99 TC6.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-Genmeral, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 12 46.20 9 34.60 i 3.80 1 3.80 3 11.50. 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 5 50.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 - O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparatiomn 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00 0 0.0 1 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 50.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 16 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 27  56.30 10 20.80 8 16,70 3 6.30 0 0.0 48 100.00
Total 49 49,50 28 28.30 11 11.10 6 6.10 5 5.10 99 106.00
Enrollment .
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 6.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 4 25.00 1 6.30 O 0.0 3 18.80 16 100.60
2,500 - 5,000 7 41,20 5. 29.40 3 17.60 2 11.80 0 0.0 17 106.060
5,000 -~ 7,500 11  55.00 8 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5,00 20 100.00
7,500 ~ 10,000 6 54.50 3 27.30 z 18.20 © 0.4 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 5 50.00 4 40,00 1 10.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 10 106.00
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 1 11.10 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 0.0 9 1060.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 1 - 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.0 0 €.0 2 100.00
25,000 = 35,000 3 42.90 2 28.60 1 14,30 1 14.30 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 0 0.0 2 50.00 O 0.0 1 25.00 & 100,00
Tot=al 49 49,50 28 28,30 i1 11.10 6 6.10 5 5,10 99 1006.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom: N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XVIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 9B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT '

Statement: In accepting referrals or clients, is the students' reading achievement compared with -
expected competence for their grade placement?

*

A % U % S A N % NR A Total 7
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 5 62.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 2.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 8 42,10 5 26.30 1 5.30 1 5.30 4 21.10 19 100.00
N.C.A. 14 42,40 8 24.20 5 15.20 4 12.10 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 3 60.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 7 29.20 9 37.50 2 8.30 1 4,00 5 20.80 24 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 4 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not knowm 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.900
Total 34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 18 18.20 998 100.00
Control

City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 i 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 7 46.70 5 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 20.00 15 180.00
Religious 7 46.70 5 33.30 2 13.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 15 100.00
State 17 27 .40 19 30.60 8 12.90 5 8.10 13 21.00 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not. known 1 25.00 2 50.00 4] 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 4 100.00

34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 18 18.20 99 100,00
Total -
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TABLE XVIII (Continued)

A¥ A U % ) % N % NR 3 Total 4
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 19  33.90 17 30.40 2 3.60 4 7.10 14  25.00 56 100,00
Doctor's 14 34.10 14 34.10 8 19.50 2 4.90 3 7.30 41 100,00
Others _1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 .50.00 2 100,00
Total : 34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 18 18,20 ~ 99 100,00
Type of Program : _ ' )
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2-.100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 8 30.80 8 30.80 1 3.80 1 3.8 g8 30.80 26 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 4 40.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.00 10 100,00
Professional Only 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 -0 0.0 1 -100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100:00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 4 40.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 . "100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 15 31.30 15  31.30 9 18.80 4 8.30 _5 10.40 48 - 100.00
Total 34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 18 18.20 - 95 100,00
Enrollment . ——
500-1,000 2  66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 7  43.80 4 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 31,30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 4 23.50 5 29.40 0 0.0 3 17.60 5 29.40 17  100.00
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.00 8 40.00 3 15,00 0 0.0 4 20.00 26 100,00
7,500 - 10,000 6  54.50 3  27.30 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 -~ 15,000 3 30,00 4 40.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10  100.00
15,000 - 20,000 4 44.40 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 3  33.30 9 100.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 0 0.0 1 50,00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 3 42.90 1 14.30 1 14.30 0 0.0 7  100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 _1 25.00 _& 100,060
Total 34 34,30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6  6.10 18 18,20 9% 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE X1IX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 9C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: In accepting referrals or clients, is the students' reading achievement compared with
expected competence for their chronological age?

A* % U 2 s . % N z NR % Total %
Accreditation

N.E.A. 0 0.0 4 50.00 2 25.00 ° O 0.0 2 25.00 8 . 100.00
M.S.C. 9 47.40 &4 21,10 2 10.50 1 5,30 . 3 15.80 19 100.00
N.C.A. 11 33.30 6  18.20 7 21.20 6 18.20 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20,00 1 20.00 3 60.00 5 100..00

- §.A.C. 4 16.70 10 41.70 3 1250 O 0.0 7 29.20 . 24 . 100.00
W.A.C. 2 3330 3 50.00 O 0.0 1 16.70 © 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited .1 33.30 1. 33.30 © 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 1 - 100.00
Total 28  28.30 28 - 28.30 15  15.20 9 9.10 19 19.20 99 100.00

Control .

City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100. 00
Private 7  46.70 5 33.30 0 0.0 0. 0.0 -3 20.00 15 100.00
Religious 5  33.30 5 - 33.30 3 20.00 2 13.30 O 0.0 15 100.00
State 13 21,00 16  25.80 12  19.40 7 11.30 14 22.60 62 100.00
Territorial 1 '100.00. O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.06
Not known 1. 25.00 2 . 50.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 1. = 25.00 4 100.00
28.30, . 28 - 28.30 .15 9 9.10 - 19 - 19.20 99 100.00

Total . . 28
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. TABLE XIX (Continued)

A% % U % s % N i3 NR b4 Total %
Highest Level of Offering ) :
Master's or Professional. 14 25.00 17 - 30.40 4 7.10 6 10.70 15 26.80 56 100.00
Doctor's 13 31.70 11 © 26.80 11 26.80 3 7.30 3 7.30 41  100.00
Others . 1 50.00 O 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 _1 50.00 _2 1o0.00
Total 28 28.30 28 28.30 15 15.20 "9 9.10 19 19.20 " 99 ' 100.00
Type of Program o
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 B ¢ 0.0 1 100. 00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 56.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 .0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 8 30.80 8 30.80 0 0.0 2 7.70 8 30.80 © 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 4 40.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 3 30.00 10 100.06G
Professional Only o _ 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 0 0.0 0 0.0 1  100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 . 1 - 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 4 40.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 1  10.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 13 27.10 - 11 22.90 13 27.10 _5 10.40 6 _12.50 48 100.00
Total 28 28,30, .28 28.30 15 15.20 9 9.10 19.  19.20 99 . 100.00
Enrollment . .
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 ° 6 37.50 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 4 25.00 16  100.00
- 2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 5 29.40 1 5.90 . 3 17.60 5 29.40 17 100,00
5,000 - 7,500 5 =~ 25.00 6 30.00 3 15.00 1 - 5.00 5 25.00 - 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 4 36.40 4 36.40 2 18.20 0 0.0 - 1 9.10 11 100,06
10,000 - 15,000 3 30.00 3 30.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.0¢
15,000 - 20,000 4 44,40 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 0.0 '3 -33.30 9. 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100,00
25,000 = 35,000 1 14.30 2 28.60 2 28.60 @ 2 28.60 0 0.0 7 10¢.00
35,000 - ‘50,000 1 25.00. O 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 21 25.00 _4 100.00
Total 28 28.30 - 28 .28.30 - 15 15.20 9 9.10. 19  19.20 99 . 100.00

* ' . . )
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 9D, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: In accepting referrals or clinents, is the student's reading achievement compared with expected
competence for their: other (remarks).

1* % 2 z 3 b4 4 % 5 % 9 - % Total z
Accreditation ) '
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 87.50 8§  100.00 .
M.S.C. 1 5.30 2 10.50 " 0 0.0 1 5.30 1 5.30 14 73.50 12 100.00"
N.C.A. 1 3.00 . 0 0.0 1 3.00 2 6.10 0 0.0 29 82.90 33 . .100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00 5 100,00
5.A.C. 1 4.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.20 1 4,20 321 87.50 24 - 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 66.70° 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.90
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Total 5 510 2 2.00 2 2,00 & 4.00 2 2.00 &% 8..80 95  T0G.00
Control -
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 .100.00 1 100.00
Private 1 6.70 0 0.0 1 6.70 2 13.30 1 6.70 10 66.70 15  100.00
Religious 0 0.0 1 6.70 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 $3.30 15 " 106.00
State 3 4.80. 1 1.00 1 1.60 2 3.20 1 1.60 54 82.10 &2 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.990
Not known 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.00 4 100,60
Total 5 5.10 2 2.00 2 2.00 & 4.00 2 2.00. 84 84.80 99 - T100.00
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TABLE XX (Continued)

1% % 2 % 3 AR S 5 % 9 b Total & %
Highest Level of Offering .
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 1 1.80 2 3.60 3 5.40 - 1 1.80 45 80.40 - 56 100.00
Doctor's 1 2.40 1 2.40 0 0.0 1 2.40 1 2.40 37  90.20 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 5 510 2 2.00 2 2.00 & % .00 2 T2.00 84 84,80 99 T100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 L¢] 0.0 0 0.0 1 °100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 "0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100,00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 1 3.80 1 3.80 1 3.80 1 3.80 20 76.90 26 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 90.00 10 100.00
Professional Only o] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 0.0 8 80.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 1 2.10 1 2.10 2 4.20 1 2.10 42 87.50 48 100.00
Total 5 5.10 2 2.00 2 2.00 & %.00 2 "2.00 - B B4.80 99 100,00
Enrollment
500~1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66,70 . 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 1 6.30 0 0.0 1 6.30 0 0.0 1 6.30 13 '81.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 1 5.90 0 0.0 1 5.90 0 0.0 14 82.40 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 2 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 90.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 0 0.0 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 8 72.70 11 100,09
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00 10 100. 00
15,000 ~ 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 1 11.10 7 77.80 9 100.08
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 O.Q 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 . 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 7 100.08
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 1 2500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.00 L4 100.00
Total 5 5.10. 2 2 00 2 22.00 4 4,00 2 2.00 84 84,80 9% 100.60

* .
1 = previous environmental experiences; 2 = language abilities; 3 = expected competence of other students;

4 = combination of previous environmental experience, language, and mental abilities; 5 = ability to do
computational arithmetic problems; 9 = no response.
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TABLE XXI-

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 10A, 'CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by relating the
student's metal ability to his reading performance?

A % U % s % N % NR % ‘Total %
Accreditation _
N.E.A. 1 12.50 4 50.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 8 42.10 10 52.60 0 0.0 1 "5.30 0 0.0 1% 100.00
N.C.A. 16 48.50 10 30.30 1 3.00 3 9.10 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 3  +60.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C. .9 37.50 11 45.80 0 0.0 2 8.30 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. ©2 33.30 2 33.30 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 i00.00
Not accredited ' 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8 8.10 99 100.00
Control :

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 ‘1 120.06
Private 7 46.70 7 46.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
Religious 5 33.30 7 46.70 1 6.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 15 100.60
State 27 43.50 22 35.50 4 6.50 4 6.50 5 8.10 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8

8.10 99 160.00
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TABLE XXI'(Contiqued)

A% % U % oS . % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional - 22 39.30 19 33.90 5  8.90 4 7.10 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 20 48.80 19 46.30 0 0.0 2 4.90 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8 8.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation -1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 10 38.50 10 38.50 1 3.80 1 3.80 4 15.40 26 - 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 50.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 1 . 10.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 - -0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 ) 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 4 40.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 . 0.0 2 20.00 19 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 21 43.80 21 43.80 _2 4.20 3 6.30 _1 2.10 48  100.00
Total ) 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8 8.10 99 100.00
Enrollment :
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3  100.00
1,000 - 2,500 8- 50.00 5 31.30 1 6.30 0. 0.0 2 12.50 16 196.00
2,500 - 5,000 6 35.30 5 29.40 0 0.0 3 -17.60 3 17.60 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 8 40.00 10 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.00 20 180.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 7 63.20 2 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 190,00
10,000 - 15,000 5 50.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 7 77.80 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 o] 0.0 2 .190.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 3 42,90 0 - 0.0 2 28.60 0 0.0 7 1060.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 -2 50.00 _0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 -_4 100.00
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8 8.10 99 100,00

*A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom: N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXIX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 10B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by relating the
student's grade placement to his reading performance?

At Z U y4 s z ¥ e R b4 Total %

Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 5 62.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 5 26.30 7 36.80 1 5.30 1 5.30 5 26.30 i9 100.00
N.C.A. 8 24.20 12 36.40 6 18.20 5 15.20 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 2 40.00 5 106.00
S.A.C. 5 20.08 8 33.30 3 12.50 1 4.20 7 29.20 24 100.00
W.A.C. 1 16.70 4 66.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.9 6 1006.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 10¢.00
Not knowm 1 _"1o00.00 O 0.0 0. 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1080.00
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 29 100.00

Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 4] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Natiomal 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 i 100.00
Private 3 26.00 8 53.30 2 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 16¢.00
Religious 5 33.30 5 33.30 2 13.30 2 13.30 1 6.70 15 1403.00
State 12 19.40 23 37.10 7 11.30 6 3.70 14 22.60 62 166.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 ] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1l 2500 _1_ = 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 A 25.00 ng 100.00
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 10p.00

iEe



TABLE XXII (Continued)

A& % U % S % N % NR % Total - %
Highest Level of Offering . . i
Master's or Professionel 13 23.30 19 33.90 3 5.40 6 10.70 15 26.86 56 100.00
Doector's 9 22.00 18 43,90 S 22.00 2 4,90 3 7.30 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 1 50.00 O 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 100.00
Type of Program
" Liberal. Arts-General, Term. Occup., ¢ 0.0 1 100.00 3] 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Teacher Prepargtion } 1 50.00 i 50.00 o] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 3 11.50 10 38.50 2 7.70 1 3.80. 10 38.50 26 100,00
Lib. Arts=Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.:00 5 50.00 1 10.06 - 4] 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Oaly : 1 100.40 0 0.0 [t} 0.0 0 0.0 4] 0.0 i 100.060
Professional, Teacher Preparatiom 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 9] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen.,-1 or 2 Professiomal 3 30.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 3 30.00 10 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 11 22.90 129 39.60 9 18.80 5 10.40 &  _8.30 48 100,00
Total ’ 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 S9
Enroliment
500-1,000 z 66.70 1 33.30 O 0.0 0 G.0 0 3.0 3 100.00
1,006 - 2,580 4 25.00 7 43.80 2 12.50 0 0.0 3 18.80 16 100,00
2,500 « 5,080 3 17.60 & . 25.50 1 5.60 & 23.50 5 29.40 7 100,00
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.60 6 - 30.00 3 15.60 0 6.0 6 30.60 23 100,00
7,500 ~ 10,000 2 18.20 5 45,50 2 18.20 1 9.18 1 9.19 i1 100.60
10,000 ~ 15,000 0 0.0 6 60.00 2 20.00 1 - 100.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 6  66.70 2 22.20 O 0.0 0 6.0 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,600 « 2% ,006 e} 9.0 1 50.-00 1 56.00 0 0.6 3] 0.0 2 100.00
25,0808 ~ 35,000 1 14.30 3 42.90 1 14.30 1 14.30 1 14.30 77 100,00
35,060 - 50,000 .0 0.0 3 73.00 0 0.0 1 25,00 O 0.0 4 100.00
Total , 73 23.20 38 g0 1z . iz.i6 B £.10 18 18.20 $9  700.00
#

& = Always; U = Usually; 8 = Seldems ¥ - Bever; FR = No Return.
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TABLE ‘XXTTI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 10C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
" OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to compute ‘the amount of readlng retardaL1on by relating the student's
chronotogical age to his reading performance?

A % U % 5 % N % NR % Total %
Acereditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 2 25..00 3 37.50 0 0.0 3 37.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. & 21.10 6 31.60 3 15.80 1 5.30 5 26.30 1% 100.00
N.C.A. 5 15.20 8 24,20 6 18.20 8 24.20 6 18.20 33 100.00
H.W.A. 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 3 60.00 5 160.00
S.A.C. 3 12.50 6 25.00 & 16.70 3 12.50 8 33.30, 24 100.00
W.A.C. 1 16.70 4 66.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 -6 100.00
Not aceredited 1 33.30 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 1066.00
Yot known 0 0.0 0 0.0 _1 100.00 . O 0.0 0 0.0 _1  100.00
Total _ ' 14 14.10 26 26.30 19 19.20 14 14.10 26 26.30 R 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 ] 0.0 1 100.00
Natiomal 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.9 g 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 3 20.00 6 40.00 3 20.00 o 0.0 3 20.00 13 160.00
Religious 3 20.00 4 26.70 3 20.90 3 20.00 2 13.30 15 100.00
State 7 13.30 15 24.20 13 17.70°  I0 16.10 10 30.60 62 106.90
Tervitorial 0 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o} 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 25,00 2 5000 3 068 1 . 25.00 & 1ep.0e
14 14,10 . 26

Total 14 14.10 26 . 26.30 1% 18.20 26p30. 9% 166.00




A% % U % S b4 N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 7 12.50 11 19.60 6 10.70 11 19.60 21 37.50 56 100,00
Doctor's 6 14.60 15 36.60 " 13 31.70 3 7.30 4 9.80 41 100,00
Others 1 50.00 _O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 - _2 100.00
Total 14 14.10 26 26.30 19 19.20 14 14.10 26 26.30 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 4] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 7 26.90 2 7.70 3 11.50 13 50.00 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 2 20.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 3 30.00. 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 2 20.00 3 30,00 16 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., 3 or more Professional 8 16.70 14 24.20 13 27.10 _7 14.60 _6 12.50 48 100.00
Total 14 14,10 26 26.30 19 19.20 14 14.10 26 26.30 99 100,00
Enrollment :
500-1,000 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.3¢0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 108,006
1,000 - 2,500 2 12,50 6 37.50 2 12.50 1 6.30 5 31.30 18 106.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.40 2 11.80 3 17.60 6 35.30 5 29.40 17 100,00
5,000 - 7,500 4 20.00 3 15.00 4 20.00 1 5.00 8 40,00 206 100,00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 4 36.40 3 27.30 1 9.10 2 18.20 11 200,00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 5 50.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 2 20.00 16 10G.00
15,000 - 20,000 5 55.6G 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 22.20 9 100,00
20,000 = 25,000 ¢ 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 o 6.0 0 6.0 z 100,00
25,000 -~ 35,000 0 0.0 2 28.60 2 28.60 2 28.60 1 14.30 7 100,00
35,000 - 50,900 0 0.0 2 50.0¢6 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 100,00
Total 14 14.10 26 26.30 19 19.20 14 14.10 26 26.30 99 100,00

*
A = Always;. U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.



FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 10D, CHECK LIST

TABLE XXIV

SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by:

factors such as (other comments).

Considering other

1 % 2 % 3 % 4 A 5 % 9 % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 7 87.50 8 100.00
M.5.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 4 21.10 14 73.70 19 100.00
N.C.A. 2 6.10 1 3.00 0 0.0 1 3.00 4 12.10 25 75.80 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 4 80.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 2 8.30 1 4,20 1 4,20 0 0.0 4 16.70 16 66.70 24 100.00
W.A.C 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 83.30 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 . © 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 0o 00 O .00 O 00 0O _0.0 0 0.0 _1 100.00 1 100.00
‘Total 6 6.10 2 2.00 1 1.00 3 3.00 14 14.10 23 73.70. 99 100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 1 6.70 14 93.30 15 100.00
Religious 1 6.70 1 6.70 0 0.0 3 13.30 2 13.30 9 60.00 15 100.00
State 3 4,80 1 1.60 1 1.60 1 1.60 11 17.70 45 72.60 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not knewn 1 _25.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 75.00 _4_ - 100.00
Total 6 6.10 2. 2.00 1 1..00 3 3.00 14 14.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXIV (Continued)

1% % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 9 % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 1 1.80 0 0.0 3 5.40 9 16.10 39 69.60 56 100.00
Doctor's 2 4.90 1. "2.40 1 2.40 0 0.0 5 12.20 32 78.00 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 .0.0 0 0.0 0 o.0 0. 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 6 6.10 2 2.00 1 1.00 3 3,00 14 14.10 73 73.70° 99 ~ 100.00
Type of Program . :
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1. 100.00 1 100,00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00. 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 1 3.80 0 0.0 3 - 11.50 6 23.00 14 53.80 26 100.00
. Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 9 90.00 10 100.00
Professional Only _ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 9 90. 00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts—Gen., 3 or more Professiomal 4 8.30. -1 3.10 A _3.10 0 0.0 6 12.50 36 75.00 48  100.00
Total 6 6.10 2 2.00 1 1.00 3 3.00 14 14.10 73 73.70 99  100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 3 18.80 - 10 62.50 16  100.00
2,500 - 5,000 0 0.0 -~ 1 5.90 0 0.0 1 5.90 1 5.90 14 82.40" 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 1 5.00 4 20.00 13 65.00 20 100.00
7,500 -~ 10,000 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 27.30 6  -54.50 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 .0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 8 80.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 7 77.80 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 25.00 3 _15.00 4 100.00
Total 6 6.10 2 2.00 1 - 1.00 3 3.00 14 14.10 73 73.70 99 100.00

*1 = previous environmental experiences; 2 = emotional and personality problems; 3 = guditory -and listening
functioning; &4 = language development; 5 = combination of above; 9 = no response.
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TABLE XXV

-, FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 11, CHECK LIST

SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

" Statement: Does the clinic provide service to a populatio

delimited geographic area?

n of school children within a clearly

A % U % $ % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 5 62.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 7 36.80 3 15.80 6 31.60 2’ 10.50 19 100.00
N.C.A. 5 15.20 15 45.50 2 6.10 - 9 27.30 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 2 40.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C. 2 8.30 14 58.30 4 16.70 2 8.30 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 5 83.30 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
" Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24 _24.20 7 7.10 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 5 33.30 2 "13.30 6 40,00 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 7 46.70 3 20.00 4 26.70 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 9 14.50 35 56.50 4 6.50 10 16.10 4 6.50 62 100.0¢
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 3 75.00 O 0.0 4 100.00
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24 24,20 7 7.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXV (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR - % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 5 8.40 31  55.40 4 7.10 10 17.90 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 5 12.20 17 41.50 5 12.20 13 31.70 1 2.40 41  100.00
Others 1 50.20 _0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24  24.20 7 7.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00- 2  100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 14 53.80 3 11.50 6 23.10 2 7.70 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach., Prep. 2 20.00 6 60.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 10.00. 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1  100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 6 60..00 1 10.00 1 10.00 €] 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 6 12.50 22 45.80 5 10.40 13 27.10 2 4.20 48  100.00
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24 24.20 7 7.10 99  T100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 7 43.80 2 12.50 3 18.80 2 12.50 16" 100.00°
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 10 58.80 1 5.40 3 17.60 1 5.90 17  100.00
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 11 55.00 1 5.00 6 30.00 2 10.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 4 36.40 1 9.10 4 36.40 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 8 80.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 0.0 10  100.00Q
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 ‘3 33.30 1 11.10 3 33.30 1 11.10 9  100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 1 14.30 1 14.30 4 57.10 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 _25.00 1 2500 O 0.0 O 0.0 4 100.00
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24 24,20 7 7.10 99  100.00

*A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXVI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 12, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Do the schools receive a report of the diagnosis?

% U % s % N 2 MR A Total %

A
Accreditation .
N.E.A. 3 37.50 2 25.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 4 21.10 12 63.20 2 10.50 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 18 54.50 10 30.30 2 6.10 1 3.00 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40,00 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C. 10 41.70 8 33.30 3 12.50 0 0.0 3 12.50 24 100.00
W.A.C. 4 66.70 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1- 100.00
Total 44 44,40 34 34.30 9 9.10 4 4.00 8 8.10 99 1 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 2 13.30 8 53.30 3 20.00 1 6.70 1 6.70 15 100.00
Religious 2 13.30 9 60.00 1 6.70 0 0.0 3 20.00 15 100.00
State 35 56.50 16 25.80 5 8.10 2 3.20 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 10000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total [AA 44,40 34 34.30 9 9.10 4 4,00 8 8,10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXVI (Continued)

%

Highest Level of Offering

Master's or Professional 39.30 32.10 5 3 5.40 8 14.30 100.00
Doctor's 51.20 39.00 4 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Others 50.00 0.0 0 1 50.00 0 0.0 100.00
Total 44,40 34,30 9 4 4.00 9 8.10 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0.0 0 1 100.00 0 0.0 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 50.00 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 9 34.60 46.20 1 1 3.80 3  11.50 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60.00 30.00 1 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0.0 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0.0 0 0. 0.0 1 100.00 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 60.00 20.00 0 1 10.00 1  10.00 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 21 43.80 33,30 _7 1 2.10 3 6.30 - 100.00
Total 44 44,40 34.30 9 4 4.00 8 8.10 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0 0.0 2 66.70 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 5 31.30 1 1 6.30 3 18.80 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 6 35.30 1 0 0.0 1 5.40 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 0 20.00 6 30.00 2 1 5.00 1 5.00 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 7 63.60 0 2 18.20 1 9.10 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 4 40.00 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 4 44,40 3 33.30 2 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 © 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 2 28.60 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 -3 75.00 1 25.00 o0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Total 44 44.40 34 34.30 9 4 - 4,00 8 8.10 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N -~ Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXVII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 13, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Do the parents receive a report of the diagnosis?

A % U % s % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 5 62,50 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 14 73.70 3 15.80 2 10.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 19  100.00
N.C.A. 26 78.80 1 3.000 2 6.10 2 6.10 - 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 3 60.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 O 0.0 - 5  °100.00
S.A.C. 14 58.30 6  25.00 1 4,20 1 4.20 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 5  83.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100,00’
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 - 3 100.00
Not known 1_ 100.00 _0© 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Total 68  68.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 7 7.10 99 __ 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0. 0.0 1 100.00
Private 13 86.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 1 6.70 15 100.00
Religious - : 10 66.78 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 40  64.50 . 8 . 12.90 5 8.10 4 6.50 5 8.10 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 4 100.00 O 0.0 _0° _0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100,00
Total _ 68  ©8.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 7 7.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXVII (Continued)

A* % u % S % N % NR % Total %

_Highest Level of Offering .
Master's or Professional 34 60.70 10 17.90 1 1.80 4 7.10 7 12,50 56 100.00
Doctor's 33 80.50 3 7.30 4 9.80 1 2,40 0 0.0 41  100.00
Others 1 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 50,00 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 68 68.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 7 7.10 99  100.00

Type of Program

' Liberal Arts-General, Term. Qccup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 16 61.50 6 23.10 1 3.80 1 3,80 1 7.70 26 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 7 70.00 1 10.00 0 . 0.0 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 .1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 8 80.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 35 72.90  _4 8.30 _4 8.30 _2 4,20 3 6.30 48 100.00
Total 68 68.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 7 7.10 99 100.00

Enrollment : B

“ ~ 500-1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 . 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 9 56.30 3 18.80 0 0.0 1 6.30 3  18.80 -16- - 100,00
2,500 -"5,000 11  64.70 4 23.50 1 5.90 0 0.0 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 15 75.00 3 15.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 1 5.00 20 | 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 5 45.00 1. 9.10 0 0.0 4 36.40 1 9.10 11  100.00
10,000 - 15,000 8 80.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 1 11.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2. 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 0 0.0 2 28,60 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 _4 100,00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _4 100.00
Total 8 68.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 7 7.10 99

100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXVIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 14, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT-

Statement: Does the clinic make recommendations to the school for remedial reading instruction?

A % U % S % N % NR % Total - %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 4 50.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 6 31.60 9 47.40 4 21.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A, 22 66.70 4 12.10 4 12.10 2 6.10 1 3.00 33 100.00
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 1. 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. : 11 45,80 9 37.50 2 8.30 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. : 3 50.00 0 0.0 3 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known -1 100,00 _O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total . 49 “49.50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 6 6.10 99 100.00
Control N

City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 3 20.00 6 40.00 4 26,70 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
-Religious 4 26.70 6 40.00 3 20.00 1 6.70 1 6.70 15 100.00
State ' 37 '59.70 13 21.00 7 11.30 2 3.20 3 4.80 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 "0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 3. _75.00 _1  25.00 _O_ 0.0 _0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 49 49,50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 6

6.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXVIII (Continued)

A¥ % U % S % N - Z NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 24 42.90 16 28.60 8 14,30 2 3.60 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 24 58.50 10 24,40 6 14.60 1 2.40 0 0.0 41 -100.00
Others 1 50.00 _1 50.00 _O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 49 49,50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 [ 6.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 11 42.30 8 30.80 4 15.40 0 0.0 3 11.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0~ 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 -0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 24 50.00 11 22.90 9 18.80 _2 4.20 2 4.20 48  100.00
Total 49 49.50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 6 - 6.10 99 - 100.00
Enrollment : .
500-1,000 . 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 6 37.50 1 6.30 0 0.0 3 18.80 - 16 100,00
2,500 - 5,000 7 41.20 7 41.20 2 11.80 0 0.0 -1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 12 60.00 5 25.00 2 10.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 = 10,000 4 36.40 3 27.30 2 18.20 2 18.20 0 0.0 11 100.00°
10,000 ~ 15,000 5 50.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 .10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 4 44,40 2 22.20 3 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28.00 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 4 100.00. O 0.0 _0 0.0 0 0.0 Y 0.0 4 100.00
Total 49 49.50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 6 6.10 99 100.00

* .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom: N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXIX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF REPONSES TO STATEMENT 15, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic make recommendations to the school's instructional staff?

A* % U % S % N % NR 'z Total %

Accreditation '
N.E.A 1 12.50 3 37.50 2 25.00 O 0.0 3 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 4 21.10 10 52.60 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 19 57.60 7 21.20 3 9.10 2 6.10 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 2 40.00 1 20.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C. 8 33.30 9 37.50 5 20.08 0 0.0 2 8.30 25 100.00
W.A.C. 3 50.00 1 16.70 2 33.30 O 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 O 0.0 © 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 39 39.40 34  34.30° 18  18.20 2 2.10 §© 5.10 99  100.00

Control ‘ : . v

' City 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100..00
Private 3 20.00 5 33.30 5 33.30 1 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 1 6.70 - 7 46.70 5 33.30 1 6.70 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 31, -~ 50,00 19 30.60 8 12.90 0 1.60 3 4.80 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 2 50.00 ‘2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 Y 0.0 4 100.00
Total 39 39.40 34 34.30 18 18.20 2 2.00 6 6.10 99 ° 100.00

e



TABLE XXIX (Continued)

A* 4 U % S A N 4 NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 17  30.40 20 35.70 12 21.40 1 1.80 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor’s 21  51.20 13 31.70 6 14.60 1 2.40 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 1  50.00¢ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 39 39.40 34 34.30 18 18.20 2 2.00 6 6.10 99 100.00
Type of Program .
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0. 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 6 23.10 14 53.80 3 11.50 0 0.0 3 11.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 4 40.00 4 40.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 60.00 2 20.00 2 .20.00 0 0.0 1 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional - 22 45.80 11 22.90 11 22.90 2 4,20 2 4,20 48 . 100.00
Total 39 39.40 34 34.30 18 18.20 2 2.00 6 6.10 99 100.00
Fnrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 2  66.70 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 8 50.00 2 12.50 0 0.0 2 12.50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 6 35.30 7 41.20 2 11.80 I 5.90 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 -6 30.0D 9 45.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 5 45,502 4  36.40 2 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 3 - 30.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 5 55.60 1 11.10 3 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 -
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28.60 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 3 75.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 39 39,40 34 34,30 18 18.20 2 2.00 6 6.10 99 100.00
N

* : .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 16, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic charge for diagnostic services?

A % U % S Zz N % NR Z Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 3 37.50 0 0.0 . 3 37.50 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 5 26.30 8 42.10 1 5.30 5 26.30 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 4 12.10 15 45,50 0 0.0 14 42,40 0 0.0 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 4 16.70 15 62.50 0 ,0.0 3 12.50 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 3 50.00 2 33.30 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 - 3 100.00 -
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 1 1.00 28 28.30 6 6.10 99 ____100.00
Control )
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
National o] 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 6 40.00 6 40.00 0 0.0 1 6.70 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 5 33.30 8 53.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 0 0.0 15 100.00
State 7 11.30 29 46.80 0 0.0 23 37.10 3 4.80 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 19 19.20 45 45,50 I 1.00 28 28.30 6 6.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXX (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 11 19.60 13 41.10 1 1.80 . 15 26.80 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 8 19.50 21 51.20 0 0.0 12 29.30 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1_ 50.00 0 0.0 . 2 100.00
Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 1 1.00 28 28.30 6 6.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 4 15.40 11 42.30 1 3.80 6 23.10 4 15.40 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 4 40.00 - 0 0.0 4 40.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3  30.00 4  40.00 0 0.0 3 30.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 9 18.80 23 47.90 0 0.0 14 29.20 2 4.20 48 100.00
Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 1 1.00 28 28.30 6 6.10 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-~-1,000 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 3 18.80 8 50.00 0 0.0 1 6.30 4 25.00 . 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.70 5 29.40 1 5.90 7 41,20 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 12 60.00 0 0.0 6 30.00 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 5 45.50 3 27.30 0 0.0 3 27.30 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 6 60.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 0 0. 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 3 33.30 0 0.0 3 33.30 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 1 14.30 4 57.10 0 0.0 2 28.60 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 2 50.00 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 1 1.00 28 28.30 6 6.10 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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-TABLE XXXI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION—OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 17, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement:

Does the clinic follow a graduated scale of fees, dependent upon the subject's ability to pay?

%

A % U % S % % NR Z Total
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 0 0.0 2 25.00 3 37.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 2 10.50 6 31.60 1 5.30 9 47.40 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 4 12.10 6 18.20 3 ©9.10 14 42.40 6 18.20 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 <20.00 2 40.00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 7 129.20 4 16.70 3 12.50 6 25.00 4 16.70 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 2 33.30 1 16.70 3 50.00 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 2 66.70 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 16 16.20 20 20.20 9 9.10 38 38.40 16 16.20 99 100.00
Control

o City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 4 26.70 2 13 30 3 20.00 3 20.00 3 20.00 15 100.00
Religious 4 26.70 6 40.00 0 0.0 3 20.00 2 13.30 15 100.00
State 7 11.30 11 17.70 6 9.70 28 45.20 10 16.10 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
" Not known -1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 2 50.00 0 0.0 4 100.00

Total 16 16.20 20 20.20 9 9.10 38 38.40 16" 16.20 99 100.

00
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TABLE XXXI (Continued)

A* % u % S % N % NR % Total z
Highest Level of Offering )
Master's or Professional 7 12.50 12 21.40 3 5.40 22 39.30 12 21.40 56 100.00
Doctor's 9 22.00 8 19.50 6 14,60 14 34.10 4 9.80 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 16 16.20 20 20.20 9 9.10 38 38.40 16 16.20 99 100.00
Type of Program .
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1  50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 5 19.20 3 11.50 9 34.60 7 26.90 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 2  20.00 1 10.00 6 60.00 0 0.0 10 100:00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1  100.00 1 100.00 -
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 4 40.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 8 16.70 11 22.90 4 8.30 18 37.50 7 14.60 . 48 100.00
Total 16 16.20 200 20.20 9 9.10 38  2B8.40 16 16.20 99 100.00 -
Enrollment ) .
500-1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00 -
1,000 - 2,500 4 25,00 4 25.00 2 12.50 2 12.50 4 25.00 16 100.90
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 2 11.80 1 5.90 10 58.80 2 11.80 17 160.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 7  35.00 1 5.00 8 40.00 3 15.00 20 . 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 327,40 2 18.20 4 36.40 1 9.10 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 2 20.0% 2 20.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 10 100.00 -
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 1 11.10 1 11.10 5 55.60 2 22.20 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 - 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 42.90 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 1_ 25.00 0 _0.0 2 50.00 1 25.00 4 100.00 -
Total 16 16.20 20 20.20 9 9.10 38 38.40 16

16.20 99 100.00

* " .
A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXTII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 18, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

~,

Statement: Does the clinic apply scholarship money towaré clinic fees?

a* 2 U % s % N % NR % Total %
- Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 - 0.0 5 62.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 5 26.30 7 36.80 1 5.30 1 5.30 5 26.30 19 '100.00
N.C.A. 8 24.20 12 36.40 6 18.20 5 15.20 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 5 20.08 8 33.30 3 12.50 1 4,20 7 29.20 24 100.00
W.A.C. 1 16.70 4 66.20 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 23 23.20 38 38,40 12 12.10 8 3.10 18 18.20 99_.  100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 3 20.00 8 53.30 2 13.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 5 33.30 5 33.30 2 13.30 2 13.30 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 12 19.40 23 37.10 7 11.30 6 9.70 14 22.60 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 4 100.00
" Total 23 23,20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 100.00
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TABLE XXXII (Continued)

A% 2 U % s Total %

% N % NR %

Highest Level of Offering : .
Master's or Professional 13 23.20 19  33.90 3 5.40 6 10.70 15 - 26.80 56 100.00
Doctor's . 9 22.00 18  43.90 9 22.00 2 4.90 3 7.30 41 100.00
Others . 1 '50.00 1 50.00 0 _0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 100.00

Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts—-General, Teacher Prep. 3 11.50 10 38.50 2 7.70 1 3.80 10 38.50 26 - 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 5 50.00 1 -10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 - O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 11 22.90 19 39.60 _9 18.80 S5 10.40 4 8.30 48 100.00
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 iz 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 100.00

Enrollment
500-1,000 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 7 43.80 2 12.50 0 0.0 3 18.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 4 23.50 1 5.90 4 23.50 - 5 29.40 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.00 6 30.00 3 15.00 0 0.0 6 30.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 5 45.50 2 18.20 1 9.10 1 9.10 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 6 60.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 3 42.90 1 14,30 1 14.30 1 14,30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 3 75.00 0 0.0 _1_ 25.00 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 23 23.20 38 . 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N -~ Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXTII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 19, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic have fixed fees?

A % U % S % N % NR Z Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 0 0.0 1 12.50 4 50.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 7 36.80 4 21.10 5 10.50 5 26.30 © 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 7 21.20 11 33.30 1 3.00 12 36.40 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 5 20.80 6 25.00 3 12.50 8 33.30 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 4 66.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 1 16.70 0] 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
‘Total 27 27.30 26 26.30 6 6.10 20 20.20 10 10.10 99 100.00
Control »
City 0 0.0 0 6.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0] 0.0 1 100.00
Private 5 33.30 4 26.70 3 20.00 1 6.70 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 4 26.70 7 46.60 1 6.70 1 6.70 2 13.30 15 100.00
State 17 27.40 12 19.40 2 ‘3.20 25 40.30 6 9.70 62 100.00
Territorial 0] 0.0 0] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0] 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 o 0.0 4 100.00
Total 27 27.30 26 26.30 6 6.10 20 20.20 10 10.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXXIII (Continued)

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 14 25.00 15  26.80 2 3.60 18 32.10 7 12.50 . 56 100.0Q
Doctor's ) 13 31.70 10 24.40 4 9.80 11 26.80 3 7.30 41 100,00
Others 0 0.0 1 50.00 O 0.0 1 50.00 _0 0.0 2 100.00
Total . 27 27.30 26 26.30 6 6.10 30 30.30 10 10.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 160.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 160.60
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 6 23.60 8 30.80 1 3.80 8 33.80 3 11.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3  30.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 4 40.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 13 27.10 12 25.00 4 8.30 14 29.20 _ 5 5.10 48 100.00
Total 27 27.30 26 26.30 6 6.10 30 30.30 10 10.10 99 100.00
Enrollment
500~1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100.00G
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 6 37.50 2 12.50 3 18.80 3 18.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 5 29.40 4 . 23.50 c 0.0 7 41.20 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.00 6 30.00 1 5.00 5 25.00 3 15.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 3 27.30 3 27.30 1 8.10 3 27.30 1 9.10 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 5 50.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 3 33.30 0 0.0 3 33.30 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 2 28.60 1 14.30 1 14.30 3 42.90 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 -~ 50,000 _2_ 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 4 100.00
Total 27 27.30 26 26.30 6 6.10 30 30.30 10 10.00 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXIV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 20A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic operate entirely on fees?

A % ) % S % N % NR A Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 2 25.00 5 62.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 3 15.80 2 10.50 0 0.0 9 47.40 5 26.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 3 9.10 3 9.10 12 3.00 12 36.40 14 42,40 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 5 20.80 2 8.30 1 4,20 7 29.20 9 37.50 24 100.00
W.A.C 2 33.30 0 0.0 1 16.70 1 16.70 2 33.30 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 14 14.10 9 9.10 4 4,00 35 35.40 37 37.40 99 100.00
Control

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 (0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 4 26.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 3 20.00 6 40.00 15 100.00
Religious 1 &.70 5 33.30 0 0.0 6 40.00 3 20.00 15 100.00
State 9 14.50 1 1.60 3 4.80 23 37.10 26 41.90 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 .0.0 1 25.00 2 50.00 1 25.00 4 100.00
Total 14 14.10 9 2.10 4 4.00 35 35.40 37 37.40 . 99 100.00
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TABLE XXXIV (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR % Total 2
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 7 12.50 6 10.70 2 3.60 18  32.10 23 41.10 56 100.00
Doctor's - 7 17.10 2 4.90 2 4.90 17 41.50 13 31.70 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 1l 50.00 _O 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.60
_ Total 14 14.10 9 9.10 4 4.00 35 35.40 37 37.40 99 - 100.00
Type of Program . . o
Liberal Arts~General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0] 0.0 0] 0.0 0 0.0 N | 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0] 0.0 2 100.00 0] 0.0 2 - 100.00 "
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 4 15.40 1 3.80 7 26.90 12 46.20 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.00 5 50.00 10 - -100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 . 1 - 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 4 40.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 9 18.80 _3_ 6.30 _2 4.20 18 37.50 16 33.30 48 100.00
Total 1&  14.10 9 9.10 4 4,00 35 35.40 37 37.40 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 2  66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 4 25.00 1 6.30 3 18.80 6 37.50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 1 5.90 2 11.80 8 47.10 5 29.40 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 1 5.00 1 5.00 9 45.00 9 45.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 3 27.30 2 18.20 0 0.0 2 18.20 4 36.40 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 4  40.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 -5 55.60 3 33.30 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 28.60 4 57.10 7 100.00
35,000 ~ 50,000 1 25.00 _O 0.0 0 0.0 1 _25.00 2 50.00 4 100.00 .
Total 14 14.10 9 9.10 4 4.00 35 35.40 37 37.40 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 20B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic operate entirely on university fimancing?
A % U ¥4 s % N 7% Total %

Accreditation
N.E.A. 3 37.50 2 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 37.50 8  100.00
M.5.C. 5 26.30 2 10.50 0 0.0 7 36.80 5 26.30 19  100.00
N.C.A. 10 30.30 1 3.00 3 9.10 4  12.10 15 45.50 33 100.00
N.WLA. 2 40.00 1  20.00 0 0.0 1 20,00 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.4.C. 6  25.00 O 0.0 2 8.30 6  25.00 10 41.70 24 100.00
W.A.C 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 50.00 2 33.30 6  100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 29  29.30 6 6.10 5 5.10 22  22.20 37  37.40 99  100.00

Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 2 13.30 2 13.30 1 6.70 3 20.00 7 46.70 15  100.00
Religious 1 6.70 2 13.30 1 6.70 6  40.00 5 33.30 15  100.00
State 2% 38.70 2 3.20 3 4.80 11  17.70 - 22 35.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.00 1 25.00 4 100.00
Total 29 29.30 6  6.10 5  5.10 22 22.20 37  37.40 99  100.00
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TABLE XXXV (Continued)

A% % U % s % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 19 33.90 3 5.40 1 1.80 12 21.40 21 37.50 56 100.00
Doctor's 10 24.40. 3 7.30 4 9.80 10 24.40 14 34.10 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Total 29  29.30 6 6.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 37 37.40 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts—General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 8 30.80 2 7.70 0 0.0 3 11.50 13 50.00 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 4  40.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.00 4 40.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 12 25.00 3 6.30 5 10.40 _12 25.00 16 33.30 48 100.00
Total 29 29.30 6 6.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 37 37.40 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 3 18.80 2 12.50 0 0.0 4 25.00 7 43.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 6 35.30 1 5.90 0 0.0 4 35.50 6 35.30 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 8 40.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 3 15.00 8 40.00 20 100.00
7,500 ~ 10,000 1 9.10 3 27.30 2 18.20 1 9.10 4 36.40 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 3 30.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 4 44.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 33.30 2 22.20 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.30 5 71.40 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 _1_ 25.00 4 100.00
Total 29 29.30 6 6.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 37 37.40 99 + 100.00

* T s
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.

8¢¢C



TABLE XXXVI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 20C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic operate on both university financing and clinic fees?

A % U % S A ‘N % NR A Total 9
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 5 62.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 5 26.30 4 21.10 0 0.0 6 31.50 4 21.10 19 100.00
N.C.A. 13 39.40 2 6.10 1 3.00 8 24,20 9 27.30 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 3 60.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 7 29.20 3 12.50 2 8.30 3 12.50 9 37.50 . .24 ~ 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 16.70 -3 50.00 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not knowm : 1  100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 30 30.30 10 10.10 3 3.00 21 21.50 35 35.40 99 100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 4 26.70 3 20.00 1 6.70 3 20.00 4 26.70 15 100.00
Religious 6 40.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 5 33.30 15 100.00
State 18 29.00 5 8.10 . 2 3,20 14 22.60 23 37.10 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 4. 100.00
Total 30 30.30 10 10.10 3 3.00 21 21.30 35 35.40 99 100.00
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TABLE XXXVI (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering :
Master's or Professional 17 20.40 4 7.10 1 1.80 11 19.60 23  41.10 56 100
Doctor's 13 31,70 6 14,60 2 4,90 10 24.44 10 24.40 41 100
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0,0 0 0.0 .2 100.00 2 . 1loo
Total 30 30,30 10 10.40 3 3,00 21 21.20 35 35.40 99 100
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 9 34.60 2 7.70 0 0.0 2 7.70 13 50.00 26 100
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30,00 4 40,00 10 100
Professional Only 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 3 30.00 3 30.00 10 100
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 15 31.30 5 10.40 3 6.30 11 _22.90 14 29.20 48 100°
. Total 30 30.30 10 10.10 3 3.00 1 21.20 35 35.40 99 100
Enrollment
500~-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33,30 3 100
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 2 12.50 0 0.0 1 6.30 9 56.30 16 100
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 2 11,80 0 0.0 6 35.30 6 35.30 17 100
5,000 - 7,500 7 35.00 3 15,06 0 0.0 3 15.00 7 35.00 - 20 100
7,500 - 10,000 3 27.30 2 18.20 0 0.0 1 9.10 5 45.50 11 100
10,000 ~ 15,000 6 60,00 0 0.0 1 10,00 3 30,00 0 0.0 10 100
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 1 11.10 0 0.0 3 33.30 2 22,20 9 100
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 50,00 2 100
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14,30 2 28.60 7 100
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0o 0.0 0 0.0 _2_ 50.00 _2 50.00 4 100
Total 30 30,30 10 10.10 3 3.00 21 21,20 35 35.40 99 100

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXVII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 21, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: In the process of diagnosis does the clinic compile a diary record or log of diagnostic
i sessions and interviews?

A % U % S Z N % NR % Total 9
Accreditation _
N.E.A. 2 25.00 5 62.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C 11 57.90 7 36.80 1 5.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A 20 60.60 9 27.30 1 3.00 1 3.00 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 4 80.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. ) 12 50.00 8 33.30 2 8.30 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. . 4 66.70 0 0.0 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total i 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.10 1 1,00 6 6.10 99-.. 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 -1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 7 46.70 5 33.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 7 46.70 5 33.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 100.00
State 36 58.10 19 30.60 2 3.20 1 1.60 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 1 _ 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.00 1 1.00 6 6.10 99 100.00

192



TABLE XXXVII (Continued)

A* % % %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 31 55.40 30.40 3 5:40 0 100.00
Doctor's 23 56.10 31.70 3 7.30 1 100,00
Others 1 50.00 50.00 O 0.0 0 100,00
Total 55 55.60 31.30 6 6.10 1 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 12 46,20 9 34,60 2 3.70 0 0.0 3 11.50 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 9 90.00 1 10,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Professional Only 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 60.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 25 52.10 - 16 33.30 ~_3 6.30 _1 2.10 3. 6.30 100.00
Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 6 6.1 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 5 31.30 1 6.30 0 0.0 2 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 4 23,50 2 11.80 0 0.0 2 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 10 5C.00 8 40,00 1 5.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.50 5 45,50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 3 40,00 1 10,00 0 0.0 0 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 7 77.80 1 11.10 0 0.0 0 0,0 1 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 3 42.90 1 14.30 1 14.30 0 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 3 _75.00 _1 _25.00 _O0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.00
Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6,100 1 1,00 6 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXVIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such as
test results?

A* % U % s % N % NR 3 Total %
Accreditation )
N.E.A. 4 50.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 13 68.40 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 25 75.80 6 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 6.10 33 100. 00
N.W.A. 4 80.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 "0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 20 83.30 2 8.30 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 5 83.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited _ 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 73 73.70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 7.10 99 100.00
Control
City - 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National ' 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 11 73.30 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 10 66.70 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 47 75.80 11 17.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 73 73.70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 7.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXXVIII (Continued)

A* % U % S Z N % NR Z Total =~ %
Highest Level of Offering :
Master's or Professional . _ 40 71.40 11 19.60° 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 8.90 56 100,00
Doctor's 32 78.00 7 17.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.90 41 100.00
Others 1 50,00 _1 . 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 73 73.70 19 19,20 0 0.0 0 0.0 -7 '7.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0,0 - 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 17 65.40 6 23.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 11.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 9 90.00 1 10,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 -0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 8 80,00 2 20,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0,0 10 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 36 75.00 _8 _16.70 _0 0.0 _0_ 0.0 _4  8.30 48 100.00
Total 73 73.70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 7.10 99 100.00
Enrollment )
500-1,000 3 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3- 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 9 56.30 5 31.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 12,50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 12 70.60 3 17.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 11.80 17 100.00
5,000 ~ 7,500 15 75.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5,00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 - -4  36.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 9 90.00 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 -0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 1 14,30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14,30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 3 _75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 _o0.0 4 100.00
Total 73 22,70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 7.10 99 100.00

* .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XXXIX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such as a
social history?

A % U % S % N A NR % Total o
Accreditation
N.E.A. 3 37.50 3 37.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 12 63.20 5 26.30 1 5.30 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 21 63.60 8 24,20 0 0.0 1 3.00 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 2 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 15 ° 62.50 6 25.00 1 4.20 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 1 16.70 3 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 6. -100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 3 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not  known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 9 60.00 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious : 5 33.30 6 40.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 2. 13.30 15 100.00
State 38 61.30 15 24,20 4 6.50 1 1.60 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
" Not known 3 75.00 1 _25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 7 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XXXIX (Continued)

A% % u % S % N % .NR % Total %
nghest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 26 46.40 19 33,90 4 7.10 1 1.80 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 29 70.70 8 19.50 2 4.90 0 0.0 2 4.90 41 100.00
Others L 50,00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 o] 0.0 2 . 100.00
Total 56  56.60 28 28,30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 -50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 13 50.00 10 38.50 -0 0.0 0 0.0 3 11.50 26 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 60.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 29  60.40 10 20.80 4 8.30 1 2.10 4 8.30 48 100.00
Total 56 56,60 28 28,30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
Enrolliment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 3~ 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 8 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 "12.50 16 - 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 5  29.40 1 5.90 0 0.0 2 11.80 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 13 65.00 5 25.00 1 5.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.00 3 27.30 0 0.0 1 9.10 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 7 70.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 .100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14,30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 _2 50.00 1 25,00 0 0.0 0 ~ 0.0 _4 100.00
Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100.00

= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XL

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such as
a medical history?

A* % U % s % N % MR % Total %
Accreditation
" N.E.A. : 2 25.00 5 62.50 . 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 7 36.80 10  52.60 1 5.30 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 16  48.50 10  30.30 2 6.10 2 6.10 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 2.00 -5 100.00
S.A.C. . 10 41.70 6 25.00 6 25.00 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 180.00
W.A.C. 2 33,30 1 16.70 3 - 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 6 100. 80
Not accredited - 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100, 00
Total - 41 41,40 34  34.30 14 14.10° 2 2.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 7 46.70 4 26.70 2 13.30 O 0.0 - 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 2 13.30 8 53.30 2 13.30 0 1 6.70 2 13.30 15 100.00
State 27 43.50 20 32.30 10  16.10 1 1.60 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
. 2 2.00 8

-Total ’ 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14.10 8.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XL. (Continued)

A* % U % s Z N A NR Z " Total %
Highest Level of Offering :
Master's or Professional 15 26,80 = 23 41.10 10 17.90 2 3.60 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 25 61,00 10 24.40 4 9.80 0 0.0 2 4,90 41 100.00
Others ' 1 50.00 _1 50.00 _0 0.0 [} 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14,10 2 2,00 8 8.10 99 T100.00
Type of Program : )
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 106.60
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 10 38.50 12 46.20 1 3.80 0 0.0 -3 11.50 26- 1006.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 2 20.00 5 50,00 .0 0.0 0 0.0 i0 100.00
Professional Only : 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib., Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 50.00 4 40,00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 21 43.80 14 = 29.20 7 14.60 2 4.20 4 8.30 48 100,00
Total 41 41.40 3 34.30 14 14.10 2 2.00 8 8.10 99  100.00
Enrollment ' ’

..... 500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 5 31.30 7 43.80 2 12,50 0 0.0 2 12,50 16-- 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 6 35.30 6 35.30 2 11.80 1 5.90 2 11,80 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 11 55.00 6 30.00 2 10,00 0 0.0 1 5,00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 4 36.40 4  36.40 2 18,20 1 9.10 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 5 50.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 5 56.60 3 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 3 42,90 3 42,90 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14,30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 _1 . 25.00 _1 25.00 2 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 _4  100.00
Total 41 41.40 34 34,30 14 14,10 2 2,00 8 8.10 99 100.00

. N
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22D, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such as family and home
: enviroment data?

i

A* % U % s 3 N 7 NR % Total = 7
Accreditation :
N.E.A. ' 3 37.50 3 37.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. : 11 57.90 6 31.60 1 5.30 [} 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. ' 22 66.70 7 21.20 1 5.30 1 3.0 3 9.10 . 33 100.00
N.W.AL 3 60.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 - 5 100.00
S.A.C. 16 66.70 5 20.80 1 4.20 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 3  50.00 2 33,30 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 6  100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 60 60.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 2.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1  100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 9 60.00 4 26.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 7 46.70 4 26.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
State 39 62.90 16 25.80 2 3.20 1 1.60 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 60° 60.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 2.00 8 8.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XLI (Continued)

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 29 51.80 18 32.10 2 3.60 1 1.80 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's 30 . 73.20 7 17.10 2 4,90 0 0.0 2 4.40 41 100.00
Others _1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 Y 0.0 2 100.00
Total 60 60.60 25 25.30 4 4,00 2 2.00 8 8.10 99  100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00--
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 14 53.80 9 34,60 0 0.0 U 0.0 3 11.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 80,00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100,00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 G 0.0 i 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0,0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 160.00 1 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 .0 0.0 0 0.0 10 1060.60
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 29 60.40 11 22.90 3 6.30 1 2.10 4 8.30 48 100.0C
Total 60 60.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 2,00 8 8.10 93 100,09
" Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33,30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 9 56.30 5 31,30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 12.50 16. . 10000
2,500 - 5,000 8 47.10 6 35.30 1 5.90 0 0.0 2 11.80 17  1006.00
5,000 - 7,500 13 65.00 4 20.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 20 100.90
7,500 - 10,000 7  63.60 3 27.30 0 0.0 1 9.10 0O 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 8 80.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0,0 0 0.0 10 100,00
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 g 100,00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 Z 100,00
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 = 2 28.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 -2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 60  60.60 25 25.30 4 4.0 2 2.00 8 8.10 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLIT

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22E, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT '

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such as
school and academic progress?

A* A U % S % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. : 4 50.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 13 68.40 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 24 72.70 6 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 17 72.80 5 20.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 3 50.00 3 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 - O 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known . 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 67 67.70 23 23.20 1 1.00 -0 0.0 8 8.10 99 100.00
Control ‘
City 1 100.00 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 9 60.00 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 7 46.70 6 40.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30. 15 100.00
State 46 74.20 11 17.70 1 1.60 0 0.0 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial ’ 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not - known 3 75.00 1 25.00 - O 0.0 0o 0.0 - 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 67 67.70 23 23.30 1 1.00 0 0.0 8 8.10 99 - 100.00

TL¢



TABLE XLII (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering ) ’
Master's or Professional 34 60.70 14 26.80 1 1.80 0 0.0 6 10.70 56 100.00
Doctor's : 32 78.00 7 17.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4,90 41  100.00
Others _1 50.0 1 50.00 0 0,0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 67 67.70 23 23,20 1 1.0 0 0.0 8 8.10 99 T100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General' Term. OCCUP. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 i 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50,00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 16 61,50 7 26.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 11,50 26 10G.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 80.00 1 16.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 160.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 "1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional « 9 90,00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 32 _66.70 12 25.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 8.30 38 100.00
Total 67 67.70 23 23.20 1 1.00 0 0.0 8 8.10 99 100,00
Enrollment
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 -~ 2,500 9 56.30 5 31.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 12,50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 10 58.80 5 29.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 11.80 - 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 15 75.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 7  63.60 4 36.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 9 90.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100.00
20,000 ~ 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.46 1 14,30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.30 7  100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25,00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100,00
Total 67 67.70 23 23.20 1 1.00 0 0.0 8 8.10 99 100.00

%
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF\RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22F, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information such
as correspondence?

A % U % S % N % NR A Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 50.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 3 15.80 7 36.80 4 21.10 1 5.30 4 21.10 19 100.00
N.C.A. 16 48.50 8 24.20 1 3.00 1 3.00 7 21.20 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 10 41.70 5 20.80 3 12.50 1 4.20 5 20.80 24 100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 1 16.70 2 33.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 37 37.40 25 25.30° 10 10.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 99_.. 100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 5 33.30 3 20.00 3 20.00 0 0.0 4 26.70 15 100.00
Religious 2 13.30 5 .33.30 2 13.30 1 6.70 5 33.30 15 100.00
State 37 42.50 13 21.00 5 8.10 4 6.50 13 21.00 62 100.00
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 2 _50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 T 0.0 4 100.00
Total 37 37.40 25 25.30 10 10.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 99 -100.00
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TABLE XLIII ‘(Continued)

A% % o} % ) % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 15 26.80 17 30.40 5 8.90 4 7.10 15 26.80 56 100.00
Doctor's 22 53,70 6 14,60 5 12,20 1 2.40 7 17.10 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 _2 100.00 0 0,0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 37 37.40 25 25,30 10 10.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100,00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 5 19.20 11 42,30 2 7.70 0 0.0 8 30.80 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60,00 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 10G.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 160,08
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 50,00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 19 39.60 _8 16.70 3 12,50 4 8.30 11 22.90 48  100.00
Total 37 37.40 25 25.30 10 10.10 5 5.10 22 22,20 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 5 31.30 4 25.50 2 12,50 0 0.0 5 31.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 7 41.20 6 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 23.50 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 8 40,00 7 35.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 3 15.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 5 45,50 3 27.30 0 0.0 2 18,50 1 9.10 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 2 20.00 2 20,00 0 0.0 2 20.00 10 100,00
15,000 - 20,000 4 44,40 1 11,10 1 11.10 0 0.0 2 33.30 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 2 28.60 1 14.30 2 28.60 0 0.0 2 28.60 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 _1 35.00 O 0.0 [ 0,0 2 50.00 1l 25.00 & 100.00
Total 37 37.40 25 25.30 10 10.10 5  5.10 22 22.20 99  100.00

%
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N -~ Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLIV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 22C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does compile a diary of log, does the clinic gather information such as:
other (remarks). :

1% 4 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 9 % Total ~ %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 7 87.50 8 100.00
M.S5.C. 0 0.0 1 5.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 17 89.50 19 100.00
N.C.A. 1 3.00 1 .300 1 3.00 0 0.0 1 3.00 29 87.90 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 80.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 1 4.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 23 95.80 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 90 90.90 99 100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 14 93.30 15 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 1 6.70 0 0.0 1 6.70 0 0.0 13 86.70 15 100.00
State 2 3.20 1 1.60 2 3.20 0 0.0 1 1.60 56 90.30 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 4 100. 00 4 100.00
Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 . 2.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 90 90.90 99 100.00
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TABLE XLIV (Continued)

1* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 9 % Total %
Highest Level of Offering . .
Master's or Professional 2 3.60 2 3.60 1 1.80 1 1.80 0 0.0 50. 89.30 56 - 100.00
Doctor’'s 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.40 0 0.0 2 4.90 38 92.70 41 100'00
Others 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100'00
Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 90 90.90 99 I65f56
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100. 00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100‘00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 1 3.80 0 0.0 1 3.80 0 0.0 23 88.50 26 100'00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 90.00 10 100'00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100‘00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100'00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10  100.00 io 100'00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 0 0.0 _0___0.0 2 _4.20 0 0.0 2 4.20 44 91.70 48 100.00
Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 90 90.70 99 m
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 -1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 . 0 0.0 1 6.30 0 0.0 15 93.80 16  100.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 1 5.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 88.20 17 100'00
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.00 20 100:00
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100.00 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 9 90.00 10 - 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 0 0.0 1 11.00 7 77.80 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 21 25,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 _75.00 4 100.00
Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 90 90.90 99 100.00

"1
IA
9

noa

no response.

lesson plan forms and evaluation forms; 2 = record of daily accomplishment; 3 = reports from other agences;
record of interests and activities; 5 = reports of neurological, psychological and special examination;
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TAELE XLV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 23A, CHECK LIST

SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: Does the clinic have specified forms provided for case records?
A % U % [ % N % NR % Total %

Accreditation
N.E.A. 3. 37.50 3 37.50 1 12,50 1  12.50 O 0.0 8  100.00
M.5.C. 16 84.20 2 10.50 0 0.0 1 5.30 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 22 66.70 6  18.20 2 6.10 3 9.10 0 0.0 33 . 100.00
N.W.4. 3 60.00 2  40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C. 19  79.20 3 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. . 6 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 - 100.00
Not accredited : 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 71 71.70 18 -18.20 3 3.00 5 5.10 2 2.00 99 " 100.00

Control ]
City 1 100.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 1 100.00. O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00"
Private 11 73.30 3 20.00 1 6.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 15  100.00
Religious 9 60,00 3 20.00 1 .70 2 13.30 0 0.0 15  100.00
State 45  72.60 11 17.70 1 1.60 3 4.80 2 3.20 62  100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 4 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 71 71.70 18  18.20 3 3.00 5 5.10 2 2.00 99  100.00
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TABLE XLV (Continued)

A% 4 U % S %5 N A NR Z Total A
Highest Level of Offering
‘Master's or Professional 36 64.30 13 23,20 1 1.80 4 7.10 2 3.60 56 100.00
Doctor's 33 80.50 5 12.20 2 4.90 1 2,40 0 0.0 41 100,00
Others _2 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 ] 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 71 71.70 18 18.20 3 3.00 5 5.10 2 2.00 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50,00 1 50.00 .0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 18 69.20 6 23.10 0 0.0 2 7.70 0 0.0 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 50.00 5 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 38 79.20 _3 18.20 3 6.30 2 4.20 2 4.20 48  100.00
Total 71 71.70 18 18.20 3 3,00 5 5.10 2 2,00 99  100.00
Enrollment
500~1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 6 37.50 0 0.0 2 12.50 0 0.0 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 13 76.50 2 11.80 1 5.90 0 0.0 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 15 75.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00
. 7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 0.0 1 9.10 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 8 80.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 1 11.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 5 1.40 0 0.0 1 14.30 1 14,30 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 3 75.00 _1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _4 100.00
Total 71 71.70 18 18.20 3 3.00 5 5.10 2 2.00 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLVI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 23B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: Does the clinic have specified forms provided for logs?

A % U % s % N % N % Total 7
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 2 25.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 8 42.10 4 21.10 1 5.30 3 15.80 3 15.80 19 100.00
N.C.A. 9 27.30 13 39.40 5 15.20 3 9.10 3 9.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 8 33.30 9 37.50 2 8.30 2 8.30 3 12.50 24 100.00
W.A.C. 3 50.00 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 1 16.70 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total ' 33 33.30 30 30.30 12 12.10 8 8.10 16 16.20 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 13.30 1 100.00
Private 4 26.70 5 33.30 3 20.00 1 6.70 2 20.00 15 100.00
Religious 3 20.00 4 26.70 4 26.70 1 6.70 3 20.00 15 100.00
State 22 35.50 21 33.90 5 8.10 5 8.10 9 14.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 v} 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 3 75.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 33 33.30 30 30.30 12 12.10 8 8.10 16 16.20 39 100.00
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TABLE XLVI (Continued)

A% % U % s % N % NR % Total %

Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 17 30.40 17 30,40 6 10.70 3 5.40 13 23,20 56 100,00
Doctor's 15 36.60 13 31,70 6 14.60 5 12.20 2 7.90 41 100.00
Others 1 50,00 _O0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 33 33,30 30 30.00 12 12,10 8 8.10 16 16,20 99 100.00

Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 1 50,00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 9 34,60 6 23.10 3 11.50 2 7.70 6 23.10 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 4 40,00 1 10.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 10 100.00
Professional Only : 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 . 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 4 40,00 4 40,00 0 0.0 1 - 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 15 31.30 15 31.30 8 16.70 4 8.30 6 12.50 48  100.00
Total 33 33,30 30 30.30 12 12,10 -8 8,10 16 16.20 99  100.00

Enrollment .
500-1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 6 37.50 1 6.30 0 0.0 5 31.30 16.. 100,00
2,500 - 5,000 6 35.30 6 35.30 2 11.80 0 0.0 3 17.60 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 8 40.00 5 25.00 3 15.00 1 5.00 3  15.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18,20 7 63.60 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 11~ 100.00
10,000 ~ 15,000 2 20,00 3 30.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 1 10,00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 2 22.20 0 0.0 2 22,20 2 22,20 9 100,00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 1  14.30 1 14,30 2 28,60 1 14.30 7 100.00
35,000 -~ 50,000 3 75.00 O 5.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 _4 100.00
Total 33 33,30 30 30.30 12 12.10 3 8.10 16 16.20 99 100.00

%
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom:; N -~ Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLVII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 24, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

" Statement: Is there an attempt to analyze test data for consistent patterns of scores and/or
for profiles?

A % U % S pA N % NR % Total A
Accreditation
N.E.A. 2 25.00 5 62.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C 8 42.10 7 36.80 4 21.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A 22 66.70 7 21.20 3 9.10 0 0.0 1 3.00 33 100.00
N.W.A 4 80.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C 15 62.50 6 25.00 1 4.20 1 4,20 1 4,20 24 100.00
W.A.C 4 66.70 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0- 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 57 57.60 30 30.30 8 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 5 33.30 7 46.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
Religious . . 5 33.30 7 46.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
State ) 44 71.00 12 19.40 4 6.50 1 1.60 1 1.60 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total _ 57 57.60 30 30.30 é; 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00
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TABLE XLVII (Continued)

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total A
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 29 51.80 20 35.70 4 7.10 0 0.0 3 5.40 56 100.00
Doctor's 27 65.90 9 22,00 4 9.80 1 2,40 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 _1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 57 57.60 30 30.30 8 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00

Type of Program

Liberal Arts-~General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100,00 0 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 13 50.00 11 42.30 1 3.80 0 0.0 1 3.80 26 100,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term., Oc., Teach. Prep. 7 70.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional. 6 60.00 4 40,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 30 62.50 10 20.80 6 12.50 1 2.10 1_ 2.10 48  100.00
Total 57 57.60 3 30.30 8 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99  100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50° 8 50.00 1 6.30 0 0.0 1 6.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 6 35.30 1 5.90 0 0.0 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 13 65.00 6 30.00 1 5.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.40 4 36.40 1 9.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 11  100.00
10,000 - 15,000 8 80,00 .1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 0 0.0 2 22.20 1 11.10 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28,60 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 3 75.00 _1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _4 100,00
Total 57 57.60 30 30,30 8 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLVIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 25, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Does the clinic attempt to determine what might generally be classified as a particular learn-

Statement:
ing modality, strength, style, or preference by which the students appears to learn most readily?
A* % U % % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 4 50.00 4 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.00
M.S.C. 10 52.60 8 42.10 1 5.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A 18 54.50 10 30.30 3 9.10 0 0.0 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 4 80.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00
S.A.C 8 33.30 8 33.30 6 25.00 1 4.20 1 4.20 24 100.00
W.A.C. 1 16.70 5 83.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 3 © 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0° 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 43 43.40 42 42,40 10 10.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00
Control :
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 6 40.00 7 46.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 100.00
Religious 10 66.70 2 13.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
State 24 38.70 29 46.80 7 11.30 1 1.60 1 1.60 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 43 43.40 42 42.40 10 10.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00




TABLE XLVIII (Continued)

i

A* % u % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 25 44,60 22 39.30 6 10.70 0 0.0 3 5.40 56 100.00
Doctor's 17 41.50 19 46.30 4 9.80 1 2.40 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 _1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total ' 3 43,40 42 42.40 10 10.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2 110.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 14 53.80 11 42.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.80 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 8 80.00 1 10.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 20 41.70 17  35.40 9 18.80 1 2,10 1 2.10 48 100.00
Total 43 43,40 42 42.40 10 10.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 O 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 9 56.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 4 23,50 3 17.60 O 0.0 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 8 40,00 10 50.00 2 10.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 4 36.40 4 36.40 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 166.00
15,000 -~ 20,000 6 66.70 2 22.20 0 0.0 1 11.10 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.00 5 71.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00- _3 75.00 0 0.0 Q0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 43 43,40 42 42,40 10 10.00 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE XLIX

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

FREQUEN"SY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 26A, CHECK LIST
SECTION; ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

Statement: If the clinic does make an attempt\at identification of learning preference, the attempt
is made by standardized tests. 5
A* % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 4 50.00 1 12.50 1 12.50 1 12.50 1 12.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 7 36.80 7 36.80 2 10.50 2 10.50 1 5.30 19 100.00
N.C.A. 17 51,50 11 33.30 3 9.10 0 0.0 2 6.10 33 100.00
N.W.A. 3 60.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 9 37.50 10 41.70 3 12.50 0 0.0 2 8.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 3. 50.00 2 33.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 45 45.50 33 33.30 11 11.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 1 100.00
National 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 8 53.30 3 20.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00
Religious 5 33.30 7 46.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
State 29 46.80 21 33.90 6 9.70 2 3.20 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 6.0 4 100.00
Total 45 45,50 33 33.30 11 11.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 99 100.00
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TABLE XLIX (Continued)

A% % U % S % N %4 NR % - Total A
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 23 41,10 22 39.30 6 10.70 0 0.0 5 8.90 56 100.00
Doctor's 20 48.80 11 26.80 5 12.20 3 7.30 2 4.90 41 100,00
Others _2 100.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 45 45,50 33 33.30 11 11.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 99  100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts~-General, Teacher Prep. 9 34.60 11 42,30 3 11.50 1 3.80 2 7.70 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 7 70.00 2 120,00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10  100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., 3 or more Professional 20 41.70 17 35.46 6 12.50 2 4.20 3 6.30 48  100.00
Total 45 45.50 33 33.30 11 11.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 99  100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3  100.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 5 31.30 3 18.80 0 0.0 2 12.50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 8 47.10 7 41.20 0 0.0 1 5.90 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 9 45.00 7 35.00 2 10.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 4 36.40 5 45,50 2 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 11  100.00
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 2 77.80 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 1 14.30 2 28.00 1 14,30 1 14.30 7- 100.00
35,000 ~ 50,000 2 50.00 _1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 o 0.0 _4 100.00
Total 45 45,50 33 33.30 11 11.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 99 100,00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE L

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 26B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt
is made by informal tests.

A* A U % s % N % NR A Total 9
Accreditation
N.E.A 4 50.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.
M.S.C 8 42,10 10 52.60 1 5.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.
N.C.A 18 54.50 10 30.30 1 3.00 0 0.0 4 12.10 33 100.
N.W.A 3 60.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.
S.A.C. 5 20.80 11 45.80 4 20.80 0 0.0 3 12.50 24 100.
W.A.C 2 33.30 3 50.00 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.
Total 42 42.40 39 39.40 8 8.10 0 0.0 10 10.10 99 100.
Control

City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.
Private 6 40.00 7 46,70 1 6.70 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.
Religious 6 40.00 7 46.70 1 6.70 0 0.0 1 ~6.70 15 100.
State 27 43.50 22 35.50 6 9.70 0 0.0 7 11.30 62 100.
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 Q 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.
Not known 1 25.00 3 75.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100
Total 42 42,40 39 39.40 8 8.10 0 0.0 10 10.10 99 100,
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TABLE LI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 26C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt is made by
clinical observation.

A* p U A 5 % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 4 . 50,00 3 37,50 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 8  100.00
M.S.C. 8 42,10 10 52.60 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100,00
N.C.A. 19 57.60 10 ° 30.30 . 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 12.10 33 100,00
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00
$.A.C. 9 37.50 9 37.50 1 4.20 0 0.0 5 20.80 24 100,00
W.A.C. 3 50.00 3 50,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33,30 1 33.30 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100,00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Total 48 48.50 36  36.40 2 2.00 0 0.0 13 13,10 99  100.00
Control

City 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 8 53.30 6 40,00 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 15  100.00
Religious 5 33,30 7 46.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 20.00 15 100.00
State 32 51.60 20 32,30 2 3.20 0 0.0 8 12.90 62 100,00
Territorial 1 100.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 '3 75,00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 48 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0.0 13 13.10 49  100.00

48.50

88¢



TABLE LI (Continued)

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 25 44,60 19 33.90 2 3.60 0 0.0 10 17.90 56  100.00
Doctor's ) 22 53.70 17 41.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.90 41 -100.00
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 48 48.50 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0.0 13 13.10 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts~General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 12 46.20 11 42.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 11.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 50.00 2 20.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Professional Ounly 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1  10C.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 60.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., 3 or more Professional 24 50.00 18 37.50 O 0.0 0 0.0 6 12.50 48  100.00
Total 48 48.50 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0.0 13 13.10 99 100.00
Enrollment )

- 500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 7 43,80 8 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 7 41.20 7 41.20 1 5.90 0 0.0 2 11.80 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 9 43,00 6 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 25.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.10 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 7 77.80 2 22.26 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 3 42.90 3 42.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 14.30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0O 0.0 0 0.0 4  100.00

48 48.50 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0.0 13 13.10 99 100.00

Total

%
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPUNSES TO STATEMENT 26D, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATLION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the ¢linic does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt is made by
trial and error. :

A% % U % s % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 2 25,00 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 62.50 8  100.00
M.S.C. 3 15.80 4 21.10 4 21.10 3  15.80 5 26.30 18 100.00
N.C.A. 3 9.10 4  12.10 13 39.40 4 12,10 9 27.30 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 2000 1 20.00 1  20.00 O 0.0 2 40.00 5  100.00
S.A.C. 1 4.20 2 8.30 7 29,20 2 8.30 12 50.00 24  100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 2 33.30 2 33.30 0 0.0 2 33.30 6  100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.00
Not known. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Total 10 10.10 14  14.10 27  27.30 9 9.10 39 35.40 99  100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 - 100.00 1 100.00
Private 1 6.70 © '3 20.00 4  26.70 0 0.0 7 46.70 15  100.00
Religious 1 6.70 2 13,30 2  13.30 5  33.30 5 33.30 15  100.00
State 8 12,90 7  11.30 20 32,30 4 6.50 23 37.10° 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 O 0.0 2 50.00 4 100.00
Total 10 10.10 14 14,10 27  27.30 9 9.10 39 39.40 99  100.00
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TABLE LII (Continued)

A% % U % S % N 2 NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering :
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 7 12.50 13 23.20 5 8.90 27 48,20 56 100.00
Doctor's 6 14,60 6 14.60 14 34,10 4 9.80 11 26.80 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 1 50.00 O 0.0 0O 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 10 10.10 14 14.10 27 27.30 9 9.10 39 39.40 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparaticn 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts—General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 3 11.50 4 15.40 3 11.50 14 53.80 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc,, Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 2 20.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 3 30.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 ©0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen. s 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 2 20.00 3 30.00 1 10,00 3 30.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professiomal 6 12.50 _6 12.50 16 33.30 5 10.40 15 31.30 48 100.00
Total : 10 10.40 14 14.10 27 27.30 9 9.10 39 39.40 - 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1, 000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 = 2,500 0 0.0 2 12.50 2 12.50 3  18.80 9 56.30 16  100.00
2500 ~ 5,000 1 5.90 3 17.60 4  23.50 2  11.80 7 41.20 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.00 2  10.00 4  20.00 O 0.0 9 45.00 20 100.00
77500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2  18.20 5  45.50 1 9.10 2 18.20 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 4  40.00 2 20.00 3 30.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 2 22.20 0 0.0 4 44,40 0 0.0 3 33.90 9 100.00
20,000 - 25.000 0 0.0 1 50.00 C 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 — 35,000 1 1430 1 14.30 2 28.60 O 0.0 3 42.90 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 2 50.00 _1 25.00 _1 25.00 0 _0.0 _4  100.00
Total 10~ 10.10 14 14,10 27 27.30 9 9.10 39 39.40 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENI 26E, CRECK LIST
SECTION ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, RIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt is made by:
others {(remarks)

1* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 6 A 7 % 8 % 9 % Total 9
Accreditation .
N.E.A. o 0.0 o 0.0 1 12.50 o 0.0 o 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 7 87.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. o 0.0 1 .530 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 18 94,70 19 100.00
N.C.A. 3 9.10 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.00 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.00 28 84.80 33 100.00
N.W.A. o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 o 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 4 80.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 1 4.20 1 4.20 0 0.0 1 4.20 0 0.0 o 0.0 1. 4.20 0 0.0 20 83.30 2 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00 6 100.00
Not aceredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 0 . 0.0 0 ©.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 0. 00 o 0.0 0 00 o 0.0 _1_ 100.00 1 100. 00
Total 4 4.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 -1 1.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 86 86.90 99 100. 00
Control .
city 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 13 86.70 15 100.00
Religious 1 6.70 1 6.70 0 0.0 1 6.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 80.00 15 100.00
State 3 4.80 1 1.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.60 1 1.60 2 3.20 0 0.0 54 87.10 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known - 0 0.0 0O 00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0. 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00 4 100.00
Total 4 4.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 0 1.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 86 86.90 99 100.00
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TABLE LIII (Continued)

1% b3 2 z 3 b3 4 Z 5 z 6 % .7 z 8 2 9 z Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 0 0.0 1 1.80 s 0.0 1 18.00 1 18.00 2 3.60 0 0.0 47 83,90 56  100.00
Doctor's 0 0.0 2 4.90 s 0.0 1 2.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2,40 37 90.20 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.9 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 -0.0 2 100.00 . 2 100.00
Total 4 4.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 2 200 1 1.00 86 86.90 99  100.00

Type of Program

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 ) 0.0 ] 0.0 o] 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-Geoeral, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 0 0.0 1 3.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 24 92.30 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term, Oc., Teach. Prep. 0o 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 0.0 1 10.00 1 10.00 o 0.0 8  80.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0o 0.0 o 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 80.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 12,10 2 _4.20 0. 0.0 1 _2.10 12,10 0 00 1 210 1 216 A1  85.40 48 100.00
Total % o0 2 "zoo 1 T31.00 1 "to0 1 T.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 86  86.90 99 - 100.00
Enroliment
500-1,000 1 33.30 0o 0.0 0o 0.0 0o 0.0 0o 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 o 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 o] 0.0 0 0.0 14 87.50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 0 0.0 0 6.0 1 5.90 9 ¢.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 B82.40 17 100.00
5,000 — 7,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.00 0o 0.0 19 95.00 20 100.00
7,500 -~ 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.00 7 63.60 11 100.00 °
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 [ 0.0 0o 0.0 0o 0.0 10 100.00 10 100.00 -
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0o 0.0 0 0.0 6 0.0 1 11.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 0.0 8  88.90 9  100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 ~ 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7  100.00 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 L _0.0 L 20 0 0.0 L 0.0 g9 0.0 1 2500 0 0.0 3 _75.00 4 100.00
Total 4 4.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 86 86.90 99 100.00

* P 5 ; ; . s : : ; .
1 = teacher or clinician interview; 2 = parent interview; 3 = child interview; 4 = psychological evaluation; 5 = school
records; 6 = use of mechanical devices; 7 = diagnostic teaching; B = short period of ‘experimental instruction; 9 = no
response,
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TABLE LIV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: TIs reexamination of active cases a part of diagnosis?

A % U % s % N % NR .7 Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 3 37.50 2 20.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.00
M.S.C. 12 63.20 4 21.10 3 15.80" O 0.0 0. 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 13 39.40 14 42.40 6 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 33 100.00
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 20.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 10 41.70 7 29,20 5 20.80 1 4.20 1 4,20 24 100.00
W.A.C. ) 2 33.30 3 50.00 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 _ 3 100.00
Not known - 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 1 100.00
Total 44 44,40 32 32.30 20 20.20 1 1.00 2 2.00 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 - 100.00
Private 7 46.70 4 26.70 3 20.00 0 0.0 1 6.70 15 100.00
Religious 8 53.30 5 33.30 2 13.30 0o . 0.0 0 0.0 15 100.00
State 23 37.10 23 37.10 14 22.60 1 1.60 1 1.60 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 22.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 4 100.00 0 0.0 0 100.00 0 .0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 44 44.40 32 32.30 20 20.20 1 1.00 2 2.00 99 100.00
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TABLE LIV (Continued)

A% % U % S % N % NR % Total %
nghest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 26 46.40 17 30.40 11 19.60 0 0.0 2 3.60 56 100.00
Doctor's 16 39.00 15 36.60 9 22.00 1 2,40 0 0.0 41 100.00
Others _2 100.00 _0O 0.0 0 0.0 [ 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 44 44.40 32 32.30 20 20.20 1 1.00 2 2.00 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts~Genmeral, Teacher Prep. 11 42.30 12 46,20 2 7.70 0 0.0 1 3.80 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 50.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 60.00 2 20.00 © 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 19  _39.60 14 29.20 13 27.10 1 2.10 1 2.10 48 100.00
Total 44 44.40 32 32.30 20 20.20 1 1.00 2 2.00 99  100.00
Enrollment
500-~1,000 3  100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3  100.00
1,000 -.2,500 6 37.50 7 43.80 2 12.50 0 0.0 1 6.30 16 100.00
2,500 ~ 5,000 10 58.80 4 23,50 2 11.80 0 0.0 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 ’ 7 35.00 9 45.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 20 - 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.50 2 18.20 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 11  100.00
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 2 20.00 - 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 4 44,40 1 11.10 3 33.30 1 11.10 0 0.0 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 - 1 14.30 5 71.40 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 _4 100.00
Total 44 44,40 - 32 32.30 20 20.20 1 1.00 2 2.00- 99  100.00

= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27B,CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statementﬁ If reexamination of active cases is a part of diagnosis, are there specified periods for re-~checking?

A* % U ‘% . S8 % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation’ - B
N.E.A. 0 0.0 2 25.00 -3  37.50 0 0.0. 3 . 37.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 6 31.60 7 36.80 1 5.30 2 10.50 3 15.80 19 100.00. . -
N.C.A. 5 15.20 9 27.30 7 21.20 6 18.20 6 18.20 33 - 100,00
N.W.A. 2 40,00 2  40.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 °5°°..100.00"
S.A.C. 8 33.30 5 20.80 1 4.20 4 16.70 6 '25.00 24 '100.00
W.A.C. 2 33.30 2 33.30 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 6 100.00
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 24 2420 29 "29.30 13 13.10 13 13.10 20 20.20 99 - 100.00
Control

City 0 0.0 1 100.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 1 100.00
National 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 5 33,30 3 20.00 2 13,30 2 13.30 3 20.00° 15 _ 100.00
Religious 4 26.70 7 46.70 0 0.0 1 6.70 3 20.00 15 100.00
State 12 19.40 - 16 25.80 11 17.70 10 16.10 = 13 21.00 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100,00
Not known 2  50.00 2 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 24 24,20 29  29.30 13 - 13.10 13 13.10 20  20.20 90 100.00
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TABLE LV (Continued)

A* 7z U % ‘S % N % NR % Total A
" Highest Level of Offering i . ) : . S
Master's or Professional ©13 23,20 - 20 35.70 6 10.70 4 7.10 13 23.20 56 100.00
Doctor's 10  24.40° 8 19.50 7 17.10 9 - 22.00 7 17.10 41 100.00
Others . ' : 1 50.00 1 50.00 O -0.0 _0 - _0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00
Total 24 24,20 29 - 29.30 .13 13.10 13 13.10 20 20.20 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0- 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation -0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 5 19.20 13 50.00 3 11.50 1 3.80 4 15.40 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 4 40.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 3 30.00 10 100.00
Professional Only : - 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 2 20.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional’ 13 27.10 .8 16.70 _7 14.60 10 20.80 10 20.80 48  100.00
Total 24 24,20 29 29.30 13 13,10 13  13.10 20 20.20 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-~1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 8 50.00 1 6.30 0 0.0 5 31.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 5 - 29.40 7 41,20 2 11.80 1 5.90 2 - 11.80 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.00 5 25,00+ 5 25.00 2 10.00 3 15.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 4 36.40 1 9.10 2 18.20 2 18.20 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 1 10.00. 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 1 11.10 0 0.0 1 11.10 4 44,40 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100,00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 2 28.60 2 28.60 2 28.60 1 14.30 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 O 0.0 1 25.00- _1 25.00° _1 25.00 _4 100.00
Total 24 24,20 29 29,30 13 13 13.10 20 20.20 99 100.00

13.10

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N — Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LVI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27Cy, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

A" % U % s % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.00 0 0.0 6 75.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 21.10 15 78.90 19 100.00
N.C.A. 3 9.10 1 “3.00 1 3.00 1 3.00 27 81.80 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. .0 0.0 1 4.20 1 4.20 2 8.30 20 83.30 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 33.30 4 66.70 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0:0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Total 3 3.00 2 2.00 &4 4,00 9 9.10 81 81.80 99  100.00
Control
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 1 6.70 13 86.70 15 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 1 6.70 1 6.70 3 20.00 10 66.70 15 100.00
State 3 4.80 1 1.60 2 1.60 4 6.50 52 83.90 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 3 75.00 4 100.00
Total 3 3.00 2 2.00 4 4.00 9 9.10 81 81.80 99 100.00
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TABLE LVI (Continued)

A* z 4 Z S % N z NR Z Total p4
Highest Level of Offering
}iaster's or Professional 2 3.60 2 3.60 2 3.60 4 7.10 46 82.10 56 100.00
Doctor's 1 2.40 0 0.0 2 4.90 5 12.20 33 80.50 41  100.00
Others ) 0.0 9 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _2 100.00 _2  100.00
Total 3 3.00 2 2.00 2% £.00 9 9.0 81 81.80 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal A_rts-—(;ep_eral’ Term. Occup_ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.80 2 7.70 23 88.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Cen. R Tern. Oc. , Teach. Prep_ 1 10.Q0 0 0.0 1 10.00 2 20.00 6 60.00 - 10 100.00
Professional Cnly 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professicnal, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.6 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 7 70.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 1 2.10 1 2.10 5 10.40 40 83.30 48 100.00
Total 3 3.00 2 2.00 4 4,00 9 9.10 81 81.80 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 6.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 1 6.30 14 87.50 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 1 5.90 9] 0.0 2 11.80 13 76.50 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.00 3 15.00 16 80.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 0 0.0 1 9.10 0 0.0 9 81.80 11 109.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 .0 0 0.0 0 .0 1 10.00 9 90.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.00 0 0.0 1 11.10 1 11.10 7 77.80 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 G.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 — 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 ¢] 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 e 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 _2 _50.00 4 100.00
Total 3 3.00 2 2.00 4 4.00 9 9.10 1 81.80 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; ¥ - Never; NXR = Ne Returm.
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TABLE LVII

. FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27C;, CHECK LIST

SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

A Z U % s % N % NR % Total - %
- Accreditation -
N.E.A. 2 25.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 9 0.0 5 62.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 0 0.0 1 5.30 3 15.80 14 73.70 19 100.00
N.C.A. 2 -6.10 4 12.10 0 0.0 2 6.10 25 75.80 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 80.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 1 4.20 4 16.70 2 8.30 0 0.9 17 70.80 24 100.00
W.A.C. 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 33.30 3 50.00 6 100,00
Not accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known ' 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Total 9 9.10 9 9.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 71 71.70 99 100.09
Control »

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 - 100.00
Private 0 0.0 2 13.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 12 80.00 15  100.00
Religious 3 20.00 1 6.70 1 6.70 2  13.30 8 53.30 15  100.08
State 4 6.50 6 9.70 - 1 1.60 & 6.50 47 75.80 ~ 62  100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 .0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 2 57.00 4 100.00
Total 9 9.10 " 9 9.10. 3 3.00. 7 7.10 71 71.70 99 100.00
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TABLE LYVII (Continued)

A% Z U % S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 6 10.70 7 12.50 1 1.80 3 5.40 39 69.60 56 100.00
Doctor's 2 4.90 2 4.90 2 4,90 - 4 9.80 31 75.60 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 o 0.0 0 0.0 ] 0.0 =~ _1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 9 9.10 9 9.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 71» 71.70 99  100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 “0.0 ¢] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
"Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 3 11.50 o . 0.0 2 7.70 19 73.10 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc. , Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 6 60.0 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
1ib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professiomal - 2 20.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 5 50.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts—Gen., 3 or more Professional 2 4.20 3 6.30 2 4.20 4 8.30 37 _71.10 48  100.00
Total 9 9.10 9 9.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 71 71.70 - 99 100.00
Enrollment N
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 i 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 1 6.30 3 18.80 0 0.0 1 6.30 11 68.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 3 17.60 1 5.90 0 0.0 12 70.60 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 2 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 15.00 15 75.00 20 106.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 9 81.80 i1 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 3 30.00 O 0.0 1 10,00 1  10.00 5  50.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 1 11.10 1  11.106 0O 0.0 7 77.80 $  100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 2 100.00 2  100.90
25,000 ~ 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 7 108.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 - 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 50,00 2 _356.00 _4&  100.80
Total . 9 9.10 9 9.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 71 71.70 99  100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LVIII

FREQUERCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 2703, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, GONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If there are specified periods for rechecking they are: other (remarks)
1* % 2 % 3 2 4 % 5 % 6 % 7 % 8 % 9 % Total %

Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12,50 1 12.50 i 0.0 0 0.0 5 62.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 i 0.0 0 0.0 7 36.80 0 0.0 1 5.30 10 52.60 19 100.00
N.C.A. 4 12.10 1 30.00 1 30.00 2 6.10 1 3.00 4 12.10 2 6.10 0 0.0 18 54,50 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 2 40,00 5 100.00
5.4.C. . 2 8.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.30 0 0.0 5 20.80 2 8.30 2 8.30 11 45,80 2% 100.00
W.A.C. : 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 33.30 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 33,30 6  100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0. 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 - O 0.0~ 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 1 100.00
Total 8 8.10 1 1.00 1 1.00 - 6 6.10 5 5.10 - 19 19.20 5 5.10 4 4.00 50  50.50 99 100.00

Control .
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.09
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 2 13.30 .0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 3 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 50.00 15 100.00
Religlous 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 0 0.0 4 26.70 2 13.30 0 6.0 6 40.00 15 100.00
State ’ 4 6.50 1 1.60 1 1.60 4 . 6.50 4 6.50 1t 17.70 2 3.20 0 4 6.50 31 50.00 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 i 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 1 2500 0 0.0 1 25,00 L 90 o 00 2. .30.00 A 100.90
Total 8 8.10 1 1.00 1 1.00 6 6.10 5 5.10 - 19 19.20 3 5.10 4 4,00 50 50.50 99 100,00

~
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TABLE LVIII (Continued)

1* % 2 % 3 % 4 Z 5 % 6 % 7 % 8 % 9 4 Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 1 1.80 0 0.0 3 5.40 4 7.10 12 21.40 3 5.40 2 3.
Doctor’'s 4 9.80  © 0.0 1 2.40 3 7.30 1 240 7 17.10  } 340 > 0 27 48.20 56  100.00
Others o g0 O 0.0 O 0.0 0 0.0 "0° 0.0 0 0.0 h 5 00 z 0'90 22 53.70 41 100.00
Total 8 810 T 1.00 1 1.06 6 6.10 5 5.0 I3 15.200 3 % 7 *4'30 5_(1) _gggg % igg.gg
Type of Program .
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 .0 0.0 o} 6.0 0 0.0
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 3;8 g 8:8 ; igg'gg 1 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.80 2 7.70 6 23.10 0 0.0 2 770 13 50,00 e 100.00
Lib. Arts—Gen., Term. Uc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 2 20.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 3 30,00 ; 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 o P 0 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 c.0 [} 0.0 0 0.0 0 c.0 [} 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0‘0 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or. 2 Professional 3 30,00 o] 0.0 o] 0.0 o] 0.0 . 0 0.0 1 10.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 4 40.00 lé 1005
Lib. Arts—Gen., 3 or more Professional 2 4.20 1 2.10 1 2.10 2 4.20 1 2.10 10 _20.80 2 4.20 2 420 27 56730 e 100.00
Total B 8.10 - 1 1.00 - 1 1.00 6 6€.10 S 5.10 19 19.20 % 510 T T = . igg.gg
Enrollment 0 0o
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 [ 0.0 3 100.00 1 6.30 (1) 2:20 g 58'80 12 igg'oo
1,000 - 2,500 3 18.80 © 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.30 1 6.30 1 3 17.60 o 0.0 8 47.10 17 100'80
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 11.80 © 0.0 2 1 5.00 1 5.00 10 50,00 20 mo'og
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 10.00 5 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 54.50 i1 100.0
7,500 - 10,000 1 .10 1 9.10 O 0.0 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 70.00 10 10vo0
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 ) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0 0.0 0. 0.0 7 77.80 ¢ 100, 0
15,000 ~ 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 [ 0.0 1 11,10 1 0 0.0 c 0.0 0 0.0 2 1 0'00
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0 0.0 2 0.0 2 25.60 7 130'00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1436 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0 0.0 9 0.0 2 ’ . 100’0‘0
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 Il 0.0 1 25.00 1 -_— - E— Lo 100,90
: 8 §.10 1 1.00 1 1.00 € .10 B 5.10 19 5 5.10 4 4.00 50 50.50 $3  100.00

Total

tudent request; 3 = at change of clinician; 4 = 2 or 3 times a year;

*] = varies as needed or continuous; 2 = s
= ; 6 = on semester basis and conclusion of instruction; 7 = every six weeks;

5 = after 3 to 6 months of instruction
8 = monthly; 9 = no response.
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TABLE LIX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 28, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTIROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: Does the clinic employ follow up of dismissed cases as a part of diagnosis?

AF % U 7 s % N % NR % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 75.00 1 12.50 1 12,50 8 100,60
M.S.C. 1 5.30 3 15.80 9 47.40° 6 31.60 0 0.0 19 100.00
N.C.A. 1 3.00 3 9.10 21 36.60 6 18.20 2 6.10 33 100:00
N.W.A. 1 .20.00 1 20,00 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 5  160.00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 7 29,20 7 29.20 8 33.30 2 8.30 24 100:.00
W.A.C. ) 0 0.0 1 16.70 2 33.30 3 50.00 0 0.0 6 100,00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 3 100,060
Not known 0 0.0 _1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,60
Total 3 3.00 17 17.20 49 49.50 25 85.30 5 5.10 99 . 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Private 1 6.70 3 20.00 6 40.00 5 33.30 0 0.0 is5 100.60
Religious 1 6.70 1 6.70 6 40.00 1 40,00 1 6.70 15 160.80
State 0 0.0 9 6.70 36 58.10 13 21.00 4 6.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 14,50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 3 75.00 0 0.0 1 . 25.00 0 0.0 & 100,00
Total 3 3.00 17 17.20 49  49.50 25  25.30 5 5.10 99  100.00
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TABLE LIX {Continued)

A% A U Z 5 % N p4 NR z Total 4
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professicnal 1 1.80 9 16.10 29 51.80 13 23.20 4 7.10 56 100.00
Doctor's ) 1 2.40 8 19.50 19 46.30 12 29,30 1 2,40 41 -100.00
Others 1 50,00 o _0.,0 1 50.00 O 0.0 1] 0,0 2 ~100.00
Total 3 3.00 17 7.20 49 49.50 25 25.30 5 5.10 99 100.00
Type of Program -
" Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher  Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 50.00 O 0.0 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 6 23.10 13 50,00 4 15.40. 2 7.70 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 1 10.00 5 50.00 4 40,00 O 0.0 10 100.00
Professional Only ' . o 0.0 1 100.00 o 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation o 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 1 10.00 5 50.00 3 50,00 3 0.0 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2,10 8 16.70 24 50.00 13 27.10 2 4.20 48 100,00
Total : 3 3.00 17 17.20 49 49,50 25 25.30 5 5.10 99 100.00
Enrcllment
500-1,000 _ 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 1  6.30 3 18.80 7 43,80 3 18.80 2 12,50 15 100.09
2,500 - 5,000 1 5,90 6 35.30 4 23.50 5 29.40 1 5.90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 2 10.00 13 65.00 4 20.00 O 0.0 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 3 27.30 7 63.60 1 2,10 O 0.0 11 100.60
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 70.00 3 30.00 -0 0.0 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 .0 0.0 6 66,70 2 22,20 1 11.10 2 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 - 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 O 0.0 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14,30 3 42.90 3 42,90 O 0.0 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 [ 0.0 0__0.0 2 50.00 _2 50.00 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 3. 3.00 17 17.20 49 49.50 25 25,30 5 5.10 39 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE 1X

"OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

'FREQUENCY DISTIRBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29A, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

Statement: if there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by teléphone?

- A 4 i b4 S 4 N 4 NR i 4 Total 7
Accreditation
~N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 1 12.50 6 75.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 2 10.50 2 10.50 3 15.80 11 57.90 19 100.00
N.C.A. 0 0.0 7 21.20 9 27.30 z 6.10 15 45.50 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0. 0.0 2 . 40.40 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 3 12.50 4 16.70 0 0.0 17 70.80 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 5 83.30 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 ©33.30 3 100. 80
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00°
Total 1 1.00 16 16.20 19 19.20 6 6.10 57 57.60 99 100.00
Control
" City 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.C0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Natiomal 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 1 6.70 3 20.00 4 26.70 0o - 0.0 7 46.70 15. 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 3 20.00 1 6.70 1 6.70 10 66.70 15 100.00
State 0 0.0 8 12.90 12 19.40 4 6.50 38 61.30 62 100,00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25,00 4 100.00
Total 1 1.00 16 16.20 19  19.20 6 6.10 57 57.60 99 100,00
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TABLE LX {Continued)}

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total b4
Highest Level of Offering i : :
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 8 14.30 5 8.9C 4 7.10 38 67.90 56 100.00
Doctor's 0 0.0 . 7 17.10 13 31.70 2 4,90 19 46.30 41 100.00
Others 0 0.0 1  50.00 1 50.00 -0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total 1 1.00 16 16.20 19 19.20 6 6.10 57 57.60 99  100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 - 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 0.0 5 19.20 3 11.50 3 11.50 15 57.70 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 7 70.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 2 20.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 6 60.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 1.00 7 14.60 12 25.00 2 4.20 26 54.20 48 100.00
Total 1 1.00 16 16.20 19  19.20 6 6.10 57  57.60 99 100.00
Enrollment
" 500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 3 18.80 - 2  12.50 1 6.30 10  62.50 16  100.00
2,500 - 5,000 0 0.0 4 25.50 4 23.50 0 0.0 9 52,90 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 2 10.00 3 15.00 3 15.00 12 60.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 4 36.40 0 0.0 1 9.10 6 54.50 11~ 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 6 60.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 1 11.10 2 22.20 1 11.10 4 44,40 9 100.00
20,000 -~ 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14.30 3 42.90 0 0.0 3 42,90 7 100,00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 _0.0 3 75.00 4 100.00
Total 1 1.00 16 16.20 19 19.20 6 6.10 57 57.60 99 100.00

N .
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LXI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPSONSES TO STATEMENT 29B, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TC. ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST ELVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: »If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by letters?

A* 2 U z s % N % NR % Total % .
Accreditation .
N.E.A. 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 6 .75.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 0 0.0 4 21.10 3 15.80 1 5.30 11 52.90 19 100.00
N.C.A. 0 0.0 8 24.20 6 18.20 2 6.10 17 51.50 i3 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 3 12.50 3 12.50 0 0.0 18 75.00 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 2 33.33 1 16.70 0 0.0 3 50.00 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 - 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00
Total 1 1.00 22 22,20 14 14.10 3 3.00 59 59.60 99 100.00
Control :

City 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00C
Natiomal 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 3 20.00 3 20.00 0 0.0 9 60.00 15 100.00G
Religious 0 0.0 3 20.00 2 17.30 0 0.0 10 66.70 . 15 - 100.00
State 1 1.60 11 “17.70 9 14.50 2 3.20 139 62.90 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 3 75.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 4 100.00
Total 1 1.00 22 22.20 14  14.10 3 . 3.00 59 59.60 99  100.00
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TABLE LXI (Continued)

A% % U % s . % "N % NR Z Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 0 0.0 10 17.90 4 7.10 2. 3.60 40 71.40 56 100.00
Doctor's 1 2.40. 10 24,40 10 24.40 1 2.40 19 46.30 41 100,00
Others 0 0.0 2 - 100.00 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00
Total T 1.00 22 22,20 14 14.10 3 3.00 59 59.60 99 100.00
Type of Program . :
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 0 0.0 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2. 100.00 2 ©100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 0.0 6 23.10 3 11.50 1 -3.80 16 61.50 26 100.00
Lib. Arts~Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 7 70.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teachér Preparation 0] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 60.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.1 9 18.80 11 22.90 3 0.0 59 56,30 48 100.00
Total 1 1 22 22,20 14 14.10 3 3.00 59 59.60 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 4 25.00 1 6.30 0 0.0 11: 68.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 0 0.0 6 35.30 2 11.80 0 0.0 9 52.90 17 106.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 5 25.00 1 5.00 2 10.00 . 11 55.00 20 160.00
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 3 27.30 1 9.10 1 9.10 6 54.50 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 40.10 0 0.0 6 60.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 1 11.10 2 22.20 0 0.0 6 66.70 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 2 28.60 2 28.60 o 0.0 3 42,90 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 ] 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 8 0.0 3 75.00 4 100.00
Total . 1 1.00 22 22.20 14 14.10 3 3.00 59 59.60 99 106.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N ~ Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LXII

FREQUEXCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29C, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by conferences with school
resresentatives?

A* y4 U % S % N % NR % Total F4
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 87.50 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 3 15.80 6 31.60 1 5.30 8 42.10 19 100.00
N.C.A. 1 3.00 8 24.20 8 24.20 1 3.00 15 45.50 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 4 80.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100. 00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 7 29.20 4 16:70 0 0.0 13 54.20 24 . 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 4 66.70 6 100.00
.Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 . 3 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.900
Total 3 300 26 26.20 19 19.20 2  2.00 51  51.50 99 . 100.00
Control

City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,03
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 3 20.00 4 26.70 - O 0.0 8 53.30 15 100.¢0
Religious 0 0.0 3 20,00 3 20.00 0 0.0 9 60.00 15 100.05
State 2 2.20 16 25.80 12 19.40 1 1.60 31 50.00 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 ° 100.00 1 100.00
Not known 0 0.0 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 4 100.00
Total 3 3.000 24 24,20 19 19,20 2 2.00 51

51.50 99 100.00

0TE



TABLE LXII (Continued) .

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total 4
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 17 30.40 7 12.50 0 0.0 31 55.10 56 100.00
Doctor's 1 2.40 7 17.10 12 29.30 2 4,90 19 46,30 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 3 300 26 24.20 19 19.20 2z 2.00 51  51.50 99 - 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 - 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 7 26.90 4 15.40 1 3.80 13 50.00 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 6 60.00 10 100.00
Professional Only : 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 50.00 10 100.00
Lib., Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 9 18.80 13 27.10 1 2.10 24 50.00 48 100.00
Total 3 3.00 2& 24.20 19  19.20 2 2.00 51  51.90 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 4 25.00 1 6.30 0 0.0 11 68.80 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 6 35.30 1 5.90 -0 0.0 8 47,10 17 . 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 6 30.00 4 20.00 1 5.00 8 40,00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 3 27.30 5 45,50 0 0.0 3 27.30 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 6 60.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 44.40 0 0.0 5 55.00 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 0 0.0 3 42.90 1 14.30 0 0.0 3 42.90 7 100.00
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 o 0.0 3 75.00 4 100.00
Total 3 3.00 24 24,20 19 19.20 2 2,00 51 51.90 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LXIII1

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29D, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

A* Z U % 3 v4 N % NR % Total %
Accreditation .
N.E.A. 1 12.56 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 6 75.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 1 5.30 4 21.10 2 10.50 2 10.50 10 52.60 19 100.00
N.C.A. 1 3.00 8 24.20 7 21.20 2 6.10 . 15 45,50 33 100.00
N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 1 4,20 4 16.70 3 12.50 0 0.0 16 66.70 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 - 1 16.70 2 33,30 0 0.0 3 50.00 6 100,00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.060
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 -
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 16 16.20 & 3.00 54 54.50 99 100.00
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 i 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100-,00 1 100.00
‘Private 0 0.0 5 33.30 2 13.30 0 0.0 8 53.30 15 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 2 13.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 10 66.70 15 100.00
State 4 6.50 9 14.50 11 17.70 3 4.80 35 56.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 4 100.09
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 16 16.20 4 4,00 54 54.50 99 100.00
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TABLE LXITT (Continued)

A% % U % s % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 2 3.60 13 23.20 7 12.50 1 1.80 33 58.90 56 100.00
Doctor's 3 7.30 6 14,60 9 22.00 3 7.30 20 48.80 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total B 6.10 19  19.20 16. 16.20 & 4.00 54  54.50 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 8 30.80 4 15.40 2 7.70 11 47.30 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 30.00 0 0.0 7 70.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0] 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0] 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 50.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 2 4.20 8 16.70 9 18.80 2 4.20 27 56.30 48 100.00
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 16 16.20 4 4,00 54 54.50 99 100.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 5 31.30 2 12.50 0 0.0 9 56.30 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 4 23.50 2 11.80 0 0.0 8 47.10 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 2 10.00 3 15.00 3 15.00 2 10.00 10 50.00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 2 18.20 0 0.0 6 54.50 11 100.00
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 2 20.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 6 60.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 1 11.10 3 33.30 0 0.0 5 55.60 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.090
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14.30 3 42.90 0 0.0 3 42.90 7 100.00
35,000 ~ 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 3 75.00 4 100.00
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 16 16.20 4 4,00 . 54 54,50 99 100.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LXIV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29E, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by testing?

A* % U % s Z N % NR A Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 6 75.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 0 0.0 1 5.30 5 26.30 3 15.80 10 52.60 19 100.00
N.C.A. 2 6.10 3 9.10 7 21.20 3 9.10 18 54.50 - 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 1006.00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 5 20.80 2 8.30 1 4.20 16 66.70 24 100.00
W.A.C. 0 0.0 2 33.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 3 50.00 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 i5 15.20 8 8.10 57 57.60 99 100.60
Control
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.60¢
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 2 13.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 10 66.70 15 100 00C
Religious 1 6.70 0 0.0 2 13.30 2 13.30 10 66.70 15 100.00
State 0 0.0 11 17.70 10 16.10 5 8.10 36 58.10 62 ©100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 4 16C.00
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15.20 8 8.10 57 57.60 89 100.00
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TABLE LXIV (Continued)

A* % U A S % N % NR % Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 0 0.0 13 23,20 5 8.90 3 5.40 35 62.50 56 100.00
Doctor’'s 2 4.90 3 7,30 10 24,40 5 12,20 21 51.20 41 100.00
Others 1 50.00 O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15,20 8 8.10 57 57.60 99 100.00
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 O 0.0 1 50.00 2 100:00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 0.0 8 30.80 3 11,50 4 15.40 11 42,30 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 1 10.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 7 70.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0: 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100,00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 70.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 5 10.40 9 18.80 4 8.30 29  60.40 48 100,40
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15.20 8 8.10 57 57.60 95 1690.00
Enrollment
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 160.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 5 31.30 1 6.30 2 12,50 8 50.00 16 100.00
2,500 - 5,000 2 11,80 2 11.80 1 5.90 0 0.0 12 70.60 17 106.00
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 4 20,00 3 15.00 3 15.00 10 50,00 20 100.00
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 1 9.10 2 18.20 © 0.0 g 72.70 11 106.00
10,000 - 15,000 1 10,00 0 0.0 2 20.00 1 10.00 6 60.00 i6 100.6C
15,000 - 20,000 C 0.0 1 11,10 3 33.30 O 0.0 5 55,60 9 106.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.00 O 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14,30 2 28.60 1 14.30 3 42,90 7 160.060
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25,00 1 25.00 2 50,00 & 100.00
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15.20 8 8.10 57 57.60 99 10¢.00

*
A = Always; U = Usually; S§ = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return.
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TABLE LXV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29F, CHECK LIST
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLIMENT

Statement: If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by: other (remarks)

1% % 2 % 3 4 9 % Total %
Accreditation
N.E.A. 0 0.0 ] 0.0 0 0.0 8 100.00 8 100.00
M.S.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 19 100.00 19 100.00
N.C.A. 0 0.0 2 6.10 0 0.0 31 93.9%0 33 100.00
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 100.00 5 100.00
S.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.50 21 87.50 24 100.00
W.A.C. 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 83.30 6 100.00
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3  100.00 3 100.00
Not known . 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 _1 100.00 _1_ 100.00
Total 1 1.00 2 2.00 3 3.10 93 93.90 99 100.00
Control :
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 14 93.30 15 100.00
Religious 0 0.0 1 6.70 0 0.0 14 93.30 15 100.00
State 1 1.60 1 1.60 2 3.20 58 93.50 62 100.00
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Not known _ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 _4_ 100.00 4  100.00
Total 1 1.00 2 2.00 3 3.10 93 93.90 99 100.00
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TABLE LXV (Continued)

1% Z 2 )3 3 Z 9 pA Total %
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 0 0.0 2 3.60 53 94.60 56 100.
Doctor's 0 0.0 2 4.90 1 2.40 38 92.70 41 100.
Others - 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 1o0.
Total 1 1.00 2 2.00 3 3.10 93 93.90 99 100.
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 0.0 0 0.6 0 0.0 26 100.00 26 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 90.00 10 100.00
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 -1 100.00 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 0 0.0 - O 0.0 10 100.00 10 100.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional -0 0.0 2 4.20 3 6.3 43  _89.60 48 100.00
Total 1 1.00 2 2.00 3 3.10 93 93.90 99 100.00
Enrollment :
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33. 2 66.70 3 100.00
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0. 16  100.00 16 100.06
2,500 - 5,000 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0. 17 100.00 17 100.00
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 0 0.0 1 5. 18 90.00 20 160.00
7,500 ~ 10,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9. 10 90.90 11 100.08
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 2 20.00 0 0. 8 80.00 10 100.00
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0. 9 100.00 9 100.00
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0. 2 100.00 2 100.00
25,000 -~ 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 . 0. 7 100.00 7 100.00
35,000 -~ 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 _C 0. 4 100.00 4 100.00
Total 1 1.00 2 2.00 3 3.10 93 93.90 99 100.00
*]1 = self-evaluation.
2 = parent communication.
3 = tutors.
4 = no response.
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TABLE IXVI

FREQUENCY CLASSIFICATION OF RESPONSES FOR STATEMENT 1 OF THE DATA SHEET SECTION

Statement: What are the duties, other than diagnosis, performed by the reading clinician?

11.
12.
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.

Consultation with schools clients, parents, teachers, and other agencies
Maintenance of records (case studies, etc., report to parents and schools)

. Order materials

General supervision of students

No response

Teach classes of teacher preparation, laboratory operation

Remedial teaching :

Make prescription of remediation procedures

In-service workshops and training graduate students

Teach reading classes to group, such as disadvantaged, as foreign student with
special interest such as study skills, speed and reading improvement

Research

Validate diagnosis

No other duties

Teaching remedial students and part graduate medial seminars

Make appointments

Take complaints

Teach spelling, speaking, or arithmetic

NN O

z,

14.12
11.30
10,73
10.73
9.60
9.03
8.42
7.60
5.60

5.08
3.60
1.15
1.15
0.07
0.07
0.07
0.07
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TABLE LXVII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 2, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: What 1s the number of students actively served by the
diagnostic program annually?

Number Mean
Accreditation
N.E.Av oo, 8 71.50
M.S.C 18 ) 171.11
N.C.A. 31 227.03
N.W.A. ’ . 5 62.20
S.A.C. . 23 : 215,26
W.A.C. 6 109.50
Not accredited 11 500.00
Not known 1 250.00
Total 93 186.66
Control
City 0 0.0
Natienal 0 0.0
Private L4 189.14
Re'ligious 14 207.14
State 60 177.02
Territorial 1 590'00
Not known 4 172.50
Total 93 . 186.66
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 54 190.91
Doctor's . 39 180.77
Others 0 0.9
Total 93 186.66
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 (L]
Teacher Preparation 2 67.50
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 26 158.88
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 9 242.78
Professional Only 1 250.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1- 166.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 8 70.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 46 215.91
Total 93 186.66
Enrollment
500-1,000 3 122.00
1,000 - 2,500 15 171.60
2,500 - 5,000 15 192,07
5,000 - 7,500 i 19 139.74
7,500 ~ 10,000 9 294 .44
10,000 - 15,000 10 179.00
15,000 - 20,000 9 285.78
20,000 -~ 25,000 2 65.00
25,000 ~ 35,000 7 195.86
35,000 - 50,000 4 92.50

Total 93 186.66




TABLE LXVIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 3, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDIKG TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: What is the number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of educational
placement? Elementary. level, Secondary level, College level, Adults.
Elementary Level Secondary Level College Level Adults
No. Means No. Means No. =~ Means No. - Means
Accreditation ’
N.E.A. 5 56.20 4 11.75 3 198.00 1 5.00
M.S.C. 17 . 113.59 18 44,22 11 26.00 10 '11.20
N.C.A. 28 104.79 26 46,42 22 205.95 17 27.41
N.W.A, 3 63.67 3 11.33 3 11.33 2 1.50
S.A.C. 20 124,90 20 24.95 18 57.67 11 31.36
W.A.C, 4 65 4 37.50 4 67.50 -~ 2 15.00
Not accredited : : 1 30 2 65.00 2 331.50 2 160.00
Not known 1 250 1 25.00 0 0 0 0
Total 78 105.70 78 37.60 63 117.71 45 28.58
Control
city 1 500.00 1 500.00 0 0 0 0
National 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 300.900
Private 12 117.50 12 56.00 10 - 71.80 10 31.10
Religious 10 - 169.80 10 62.30 10 51.60 4 17.60
State 52 81.48 50 17.16 39 143.90 27 21.74
Territorial 0 0 1 100.00 1 500.00 0 0
Not knowm 4 126.25 4 33.73 3 23.33 3 6.67
Total 79  105.70 78 37.03 63 117.71 45 28.58
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TABLE LXVIII (Continued)

Elemerntary Level Secondary Level College Level Adults
~ N, Teans NO . MEEns NG. o Means. N6, Meang

Highest Level of Offering : . - . - .
. Master's or Professional 42 91.60 41 - 38.49 39 144.13 20 . 37.05

Doctor's 36 111.19 36 22.50 24 74.79 2 10.21
Others 1 500.00 1 500.00 0 0 1 300.00
Total 79  105.70 78 37.03 63 117.71 45 28.58

Type of Program

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 300.00
Teacher Preparation ) 2 42.50 2 11.00 1 28.00 1 0
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 20 108.65 19 44 .47 18 135.50 12 43.92
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep., 9 102.22 8 25.86 . 8 146.88 3 11.33
Professional Only » 7 225.00 1 25.00 1 166.00 0 0
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 117.57 7 86.43 6 13.00 2 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 40  103.10 41 - 8.88 29 121.10 - 26 16.35
Total 79  105.70 78 37.03 63  117.71 45 28.58

Enrollment . : :
500 - 1,000 - 1 40.00 1 15.00 3 75.33 1 150.00
1,000 - 2,500 11 106.55 - 11 49.36 14 107.79 6 28.17
2,500 - 5,000 - 14 150.71 13 69.85 8 85.13 6 . 12.00
5,000 - 7,500 16 79.06 16 18.06 10 41.10 7 43.51
7,500 - 10,000 7 130.29 7 31.86 6 375.67 4 89.75
10,000 - 15,000 '8 131.63 8 36.75 7 46.14 6 6.83
15,000 - 20,000 9 95.00 9 49.56 8 149.13 18 16.63
20,000 - 25,000 2 45.00 2 20.00 0 0 0 -0
25,000 - 35,000 7 73.57 7 10.43 - 4 -203.00. 5 10.40
35,000 - 50,000 4 7225 4 1425 3 233 2 2250
Total 79 105.70 78 37.03 63

117.71 45  28.58
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TABLE IXIX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT &, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
.OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

What is the number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of achievement?

Statement: Below grade level, at grade level, above grade level.
Below Grade level At Grade Level .Above Grade level
Na, ‘Means No __Means No. Means

.Accreditation : :
N.E.A. 5 58.20 2 .7.50 1 5.00
M.S.C. 13 115.31 14 19.36 9 13.33
N.C.A. 23 120.78 18 40.17 16 20.00
N.W.A. 5 : 42.80 3 14.00 2 4.50
S.A.C. 21 155.81 18 27.50 12 18.00
W.A.C. 4 89.00 5 23.00 2 10.00
Not accredited 1 15.00 0 0 0 0
Not. known 1 230.00 1 15.00 1 5.00
Total . 74 118.64 61 27.48 43 16.16 .

Control .
City 0 0] 0 0 0 O
‘National 0 0 0 0 : 0 -0
Private 10 71.50 9 24,22 4 23.75
Religious 11 ©203.27 8 33.13 7 23.00
State - 48 109.44 40 28.20 28 14.79
Territorial 1 . 15.00 -0 [ 0 ]
Not known - _4 140.00 4 16.25 4 6.25
Total 74 118.64 61 27.48 43

16.16
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TABLE IXIX (Continued)
BEIoW Grade LeveEY - AT Crade_revel AbovE Grade Tevel

No. Means - No, . Means ~Np _ Means
Highest Level of Offering ) : N : ' - . S
. Master's or Professional 43 119.72 32 35.37 . 23 22,87
Doctor's - 31 117.13 29 18.76 20 8.45
Others ' _0o 0 _0 0 - _0 0
Total : 74 - 118.64 61 27.48 43 16.16
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. QOccup. 0 0 0 0 0 0
_ Teacher Preparation 2 55.00 2 12.50 0 0
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 20 89.70 13 29.31 12 18.59
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 7 164.71 7 38.00 3 11.33
Professional Only 1 230.00 1 15.00 1 5.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation L 55.00 0 0 0 -0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 64.67 4 25.25 3 13.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional '1_1. 136.46 __31‘ 26.12 E 16.42
Total 74 118.64 61 27.48 43 16.16
.~ Enrollment : _ -
500 - 1,000 : 3 66.67 1 25.00 2 45,00
1,000 - 2,500 . 13 105.15 9 38.11 7 22.57
2,500 - 5,000 . 11 166.09 9 33.33 7 16.00
5,000 - 7,500 17 114.65 14 20.86 8 - 13.38
7,500 - 10,000 8 209.25 7 51.86 5 28.60
10,000 - 15,000 6 136.67 7 25.29 5 8.60
15,000 - 20,000 5 61.00 5 8.60 5 2.40
20,000 - 25,000 2 52,50 2 12.50 0 0
25,000 - 35,000 7 63.50 5 '18.00 3 6.67
35,000 - 50,000 _2 43.50 __2 9.00 _1_ 10.00
4 "118.64 61 27.48 43 16.16

Total 7
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TABLE LXX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 5, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: What is the number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of ‘intellectual
levels? Above 130; 120-130; 110-120; 90-110; 80-90; 70-80; Below 70.

Above 130 120-130 120-110 110-90 .90-80 . . 80-70 - Below 70
No. Means No. Means No., Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means
Accreditation '
N.E.A. 0 0 0 O 2 7.50 1 5.00 1. 4.00 1 3.00 2 37.00
M.S.C. 9 5.44 13 11.85 13 39.08 12 71.92 12 14.75 9 7.89 4 1.25
N.C.A. .12 13.00 18 22.72 18 55.00 20 108.80 16 14.81 14 7.57 10 4,90
N.W.A. 3 2.67 3 18.67 5 18.00 4 23.50 3 12.00 2 6.50 2 1.50
S.A.C. : 11 8.73 14 13.43 17 23.76 16 116.25 15 17,00 12 9.25 6 2.83
W.A.C. 2 22.00 2 32.50 2 35.00 2 25.00 2 10.50 2 2.50 2 1.50 -
Not accredited . . 2 28.00 2 12.50 2 40.50 2. 4.50 2 92.00 2 30.00 2 2.00
Not known i 1 1.00 1 25.00 1 30.00 1 100.00 1 60.00 1 33.00 1 1.00
Total : . 40 10.25 53 17.40 60 36.53. 58 88.91 52 18.73 43 -9.35 29 5.52
Control .

City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ©0 0 0
National 0 0 o 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Private 6 8.50 8 21.37 10 53.00 10 48.70 10 6.70 7  4.86 0 1.00
Religious . 6 11.33 8 16.87 9 35.56 7 220.71 7 30.71 7 12.86° 5 6.60
State 23 10.70 32 16.78 36 32.69 36 80.89 30 13.67. 24 7.17 14 8.21
Territorial 1 3.00 1 5.00 1. 25.00 1 3.00 1 162.00 1 48.00 1 2,00
Not known 4 10.50 4 18.50 ' 4 35.00 4 52.50 4 30.00 4_14.50 3 1.33
Total 40 10.25. 53 25 5.52

~17.40 60 36.53 58 88.91 52 10.73 43 9.35
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TABLE IXX (Continued)

TR L e L0 L oL g 1 M L TR
Highest Level of Offering i : : : - - :
Master's or Professional 20 15.30 27 22.19. 33 44.94 31 94.55 27 19.93 23 9.52. 14 9.36
Doctor's 20 5.20 26 12.42 27 26.26 27 82.44 25 17.94 20 9.15 15 1.93
Others 0 0 0 0 0 -0 0.0 o 0 0 0 0 0
Total 40 10.25 53 17.40 7- 36.53 58 88.91 52 18.73 43 9.35 29 . 5.52
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 0 -0 0 0. 0 O 0 O 0 © 0 0
Teacher Preparation ) 1 2,00 1 5.00 ‘1 8.00 1 50.00 1 7.00 1 3.00 1 0.0
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. .9 8.44- 13 20.15 18 43.06 18 79.50 18 20.56 14  9.14 7 1l2.14
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 22.60 5 44,00 6 62.00 6.112,67 4 20.50 4 12.50 4 6.75
Professional Only 1 1.00 1 25.00 1 30.00 1 -100.00 1 60.00 1 33.00 1 1.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 O 0 O 0 0 6o o 0 O 0 0 0 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 4 12.50 5 14.80 5 .26.00 3 33.33 2 7.50 2 0 2 0.0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 20 8.40 -EE_ 12.00 29 30.24 29 96.55 26 16.92 21 8.76¢ 14 3.37
Total _ %0 10.25 50 17.40 60 36.53 58 88.91 26 18.73 43 ~9.35 29 5.52
Enrollment . .
500 - 1,000 2 27.50 2 12.50 2 7.50 1 100.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0
1,000 - 2,500 8 14.88 9 20.56. 13 31.92 12 89.92 12 26.84 10 12.50 8 11.25
2,500 - 5,000 6 7.33 9 15.89 9 38.89 10 125.00 9 27.11 7 15.00 5 5.60
5,000 - 7,500 7 9.57 9 13.11 10 23.30 10 55.00 10 13.60 8 7.63 & 6.25
7,500 ~ 10,000 4 16.50 6 33.67 6 82.50 5 224.00 3 13.33 2 10.50 2 3.00
10,000 - 15,000 6 6.17 7 22.86 7 64.28 6 89.17 6 17.50 5 7.00 3 1.66
15,000 - 20,000 3 0.67 &4 6,50 4 27.75 5 33.00 ‘4 5.50 4 3.23 3 0,67
20,000 - 25,000 0 0 1 10.00 1 20.00 1 30.00 1 20.00 0 0 0 0
25,000 - 35,000 2 2.00 5 5.60 6 11.00 6 &44.67 5 13,00 5 6.40 . 3 1.33
35,000 - 50,000 _2 8,00 1 25.00 2 18.50 2z 26.00 __1_ 10.00 _1_ 0 1 0.0
Total 40 10.25 50 17.40 60 36.53 '58 88.91 52 18.73 43 9.35 29  35.82
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TABLE LXXI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 6, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

What is the number of clients per year who are provided the diagnostic services of the following specialists? An.

statement:
optometrist, an opthalmologist, a neurologist, a pediatrician, a psychiatrist, a dentlst, a physician, a social
worker, an audiologist. _
% Optometr. Opthalmo, Neurolog. Pediatri. Psychiat. Dentist Physician Soc.erry Audiolog.
No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means
Accreditation
N.E.A. 2 2.00 1 2.00 1 2.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 0 O 0 O 0 O 1 4.00
M.S.C. 5 14.20 8 6.38 5 4.80 5 9.80 6 6.17 3 3.33 6 12.83 5 30.60 6 31.83
N.C.A, 12 17.50 8 4.13 9 4.55 9 4,44 11 9.64 7 0.71 10 29.00 10 4.00 10 18.00
N.W.A, 3 13.33 4 11.00 3 1.33 2. 0.50 4 10.50 3 13.33 3 13.33 2 1.00 3 15.00
S.A.C, 9 27.33 10 31.90 8 9.75 8 15.63 9 6.89 7 42,71 7 51.14 5 11.00 10 31.90
W.A.C. 1 10.00 1 15.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 O © 1 5.00 0 O . 1 5.00
Not accredited 1 8.00 2 17.50 1 3.00 1 3.00 1 7.00 © 0 1 500.00 1 3.00 1 12.00
Not known _1250.00 _1 _2.50 _1250.00 _1250.00 1 250.00 _1 250.00 _1 250.00 1 250.00 _1 250.00
Total 34 24.68 35 21.40 29 14.21 28 17.11 34 15.15 21 28.76 29 52.41 24 20.96- 33 30.48
Control
City 0 O 0 O 0 © 0 O o O 0 O 0 O 0 © 0 0
National 1 8.00 1 8.00 0 O 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0
Private & 5.00 7 3.85 7 3.57 6 4.83 7 4.29 3 0 5 5.00 3 41.67 6 24.00
Religious 3 27.33 4 56.25 4 18.75 4 30.50 5 12.60 3  4.00 3 30.00 3 18.33 4 36.25
State 22 19.06 21 11.38 16 3.25 16 4.25 20 7.60 14 24.43 18 34.72 16 4.25 20 20.33
Territorial 0 0 0 O 0 O 0 o© 0 O 0 0 1 500.00 & 0 c ¢
Not known 2 150.00 _2125.00 _2 130.00 -_2 130.00° _2 135,00 -_1 250.00 _2 140.00 _2 127.50 2 145.00
-Total 34 24.68 35. 21.40 29 14.21 28 17.11 34 15.15 21 ~28.76 29 52.41 24 20.96 33

30.48
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TABLE LXXI (Continued)

o

Optometr. Opthalmo. Neurolog. Pediatri. Psychiat. entist Physician Soc.Wrkr. Audiolog.
No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 16 17.00 16 10.63 13 4.62 11 3.91 16 8.00 8 8.38 13 65.38 9 5.44 16 22.94
Doctor's 17 32.88 18 31.72 16 22.00 17 25.65 18 21.50 13 41.31 16 41.88 15 30.27 17 37.59
Others 1l 8.00 1 8.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 O
Total 34 24.68 35 21.40 29 14.21 28 17.11 34 15.15 21 128.76 29 52.41 24 20.96 33 30.48
Type of Program
Lib.Arts~General, Term.QOccup. 1 8.00 1 8.00 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o© 0 © 0 o
Teacher Preparation 0 O 1 5 1 5.00 0 0 1 10.00 0 O 0 O 0 0 0 0
Lib.Arts-General, Teach.Prep. 9 12.00 8 6.25 7 4,71 8 4.75 9 4.89 3 6.33 8 73.75 5 6.80 9 11.44
L.Arts-Gen.,Term.Qcc.,Teach.Pr. 5 11.60 5 7.20 3 . 2+40 &4 3.50 5 6.80 3 1.33 3 66.67 4 1.25 3 5.67
Professional Only 1 250.002 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00 1 250.00
Professional, Teacher Prepar. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 O 0 0 0 O
Lib.Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Profess. 3 37.00 3 25.67 10 7.50 1 1.00 2 20.00 3 14.67 2 21.00 0O O 3 47.33
Lib.Arts-Gen., 3 or more Prof. 15 20.27 16 20.19 13 7.46 14 12.57 16 _8.56 11 26.09 15 29.20 14 15.29 17 29.06
Total 3% 74,68 35 21.40 29 14.21 28 17.11 34 15.15 21 28.76 29 52.k1 24 20.96 33 30.48
Enrollment
500 - 1,000 0o O 0 0 0o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1,000 - 2,500 5 18.4C 5 16.80 5 5.20 6 3.00 7 3.43 3 5.00 4 133.25 3 7.00 b6 20.67
2,500 - 5,000 7 46.86 7 62.57 5 64.60 6 63.33 6 55.50 4 65.25 7 53.14 5 58.40 6 55.50
5,000 - 7,500 6 15.67 9 8.11 7 3.86 5 7.20 7 6.57 3 4.00 5 49.40 4 7.75 5 12.00
7,500 ~ 10,000 6 26.00 4 35.50 3 6.67 3 9.00 5 12.20 3 105,00 4 79.50 2 68.50 5 &4.00
10,000 - 15,000 3 40.00 2 3.00 2 5.00 2 2.50 1 0 2 0 2 2.50 3 1.67 2 3.50
15,000 -~ 20,000 3 3.00 3  1.00 2 0.50 3 4.33 3 1.00 3 0.33 3 1.67 3 2.33 4 4,50
20,000 - 25,000 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 O ¢ 0
25,000 ~ 35,000 2 0 2 0.67 3 0.67 2 0 3 13.33 2 O 3 13.33 3 0 4 11.00
35,000 ~.50,000 2 2000 3 0.50 2 1.50 _1 0.0 2 4.00 1 O 1 0-- 1 10.00 1 0
Total 34 24.68 35 21.40 29 14.21 28 17.11 34 15.15 21 28.76 29 52,41 24 20.96 33 30.48
* Optometr. = Optometrist Psychiat. = Psychiatrist
Opthalmo. = Opthalmo}ogist Soc.Wrkr. = Social Worker
Neurolog. = Neurologist Audiolog. = Audiologist
Pediatr. = Pediatrician
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TABLE LXXII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: What is the number of referrals per year received from each of the following referral
sources? Schools, parents, social agencies, voluntary.
' Schools __Parents Social Agencies Voluntary
No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means
Accreditation )
N.E.A. 2 72.00 3 12,66 1 5.00 2 46.00
M.S.C. 13 54.77 15 23.33 12~ 17.33 6 51.67
N.C.A. 22 101.95 20 43.95 15 15.07 14 94.36
N.W.A. 2 31.00 3 49.67 2 3.50 2 22.50
S.A.C. 15 70.60 15 79.73 11 12.73 11 22.37
W.A.C. 4 69.25 4 75.00 3 23.33 1 50.00
Not accredited 2 31.50 0 0 1 12.00 1 100.00
Not known 1 25.00 1 175.00 1 25.00 0. 0
Total 61 7434 61 62.90 L6 15.01 37 58.49
Control
City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Kational 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
Private 8 35.75 9 73.78 9 9.44 4 42,75
Religious 8 80.50 9 154,28 7 30.08 6 26.33
State 40 83.30 39 34.23 26 11.38 25 67.40
Territorial 1 3.00 0 0 4] 0 1 1006.00
Not known 4 67.50 4 111,25 4 25,00 1 50.00
Total 61 74.34 61 62.90 46 15.07 37 58.49
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TABLE LXXII (Continued)

bcﬁdols ~rarents ooclal Agencles voluntary
No, Meaps. No, Means No, Jeans No. Means

Highest Level of Offering :

. Master's or Professional 36 85.25 32 45.59 26 17.15 20 61.00
Doctor's 25 58.64 29 84.21 20 12.35 17 55.53
Qthers Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 61 74,34 61 62.90 46 15.07 37 58.49

Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0
Teacher Preparation ) 1 35.00 2 27.50 1 10.00 0 0
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 19 56.63 16 66.63 14 17.64 9 33.78
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 159.13 6 42.83 5 14.60 3 37.00
Professional Only 1 25.00 1 175.00 1 25.00 0 0
Professional, Teacher Preparation .0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 46.80 5 11.20 b4 7.50 3 31.67
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional _27 70.07 31 71.87 21 14.67 21 78.52
Total : 61 74.34 61 62.90 46 15.07 37 58.49

Enrollment
500 - 1,000 1 30.00 1 100.00 1 3.00 3 43,33
1,000 - 2,500 13 64,23 il 75.45 10 25.10 8 38.75
2,500 - 5,000 10 67.60 10 120.10 9 25.33 2 7.50
5,000 - 7,500 13 64 .08 12 38.67 8 8.38 5 31.00
7,500 - 10,000 6 193.33 5 30.00 4 6.25 5 134.60

© 10,000 - 15,000 4 106.25 6 63.33 2 15.00 3 40.00
15,000 - 20,000 6 43.17 6 50.50 5 7.80 6 28.17
20,000 - 25,000 2 20.00 2 35.00 2 10,00 0 0
25,000 - 35,000 3 45.00 4 40.50 2 4.00 3 194.00
35,000 - 50,000 3 47.33 4 44.50 3 7.33 2 . 5.00
Total 61 74,34 1 62.90 46 15.07 37 58.49

6¢C¢



TABLE IXXTII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 8, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING OT ACCKEDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

What is the number of clients diagnosed annually with the use or the partial use of standardized
tests? If the clinic uses standardized tests, what is the number of cases diagnosed annually with the

Statement: use of informal diagnosis in the following areas: Intelligence, personality, readiness, general
- achievement, interest, reading. .
® Numb er Intel.Test Pers.Test Readi.Test Gen.Ach.T. Int.Test Reading Test
No, Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean

Accreditation )
N.E.A. 6 138.16 2 27.50 1 58.00 0 0 1 110.00 1 110.00 5 65.80
M.S.C. 11 106.09 14 130.86 11 97.00 9 33.00 11 148.73 10 134.00 15 143.47
N.C.A. ' 20 167.50 20 118.10 18 54.61 18 27.33 17 57.00 19 57.02 23 210.65
N.W.A. 3 87.00 4 61.50 3 43.00 1 5.00 4 16.25 2 5.00 4 6%.00
S.A.C. 14 105.86 17 151.18 13 96.00 14 33.14 13 119.38 14 90.86 17 157.65
W.A.C. 2 120.00 2 67.50 1 10.00 3 63.33 1 50.00 1 10.00 3 96.67
Not accredited 0 0 1 500.00 0 0 1 250.00 2 105.00 1 150.00 2 180.00
Not known _1250.00 1 250.00 1 175.00 1 175.00 1 250.00 1 0 1 250.00
Total . © 57 132.96 61 130.31 48 75.46 47 39.85 57 96.84 49 81.14 70 159.74

Control
City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 G 0
National 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 300.00
Private g 202.33 2 115.86 6 126.67 °~ 7 31.29 5 124,690 5 40.00 8 120.30
Religious 6 104.33 9 246.67 8 166.75 6 72.83 6 306.17 8 203.75 10 233.50
State .40 119.80 40 95.0&4 31 44.55 29 24.90 35 48.34 32 56.13 48 146.75
Territorial 0 0 1 500.00 0 0 1 250.G0 1 150.00 1 150.00 0 o
Not known _2170.00 _3 180.00 3 65.00 4 61.25 3 180.00 3 66.67 ;E 180.00
Total 57 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 70 159.74

ote



TABLE LXXIII {(Continued)

* Nuﬁbér_ Tntel.Test Pers.last Readi.Test Gen.Ach.T. Int.Test Reading Tes¢
N, Fezn  NY. —Méan__No, - mean No,. —Mean,. No. NMean_ N0, --Mcal ’TET_EHEEﬁ

c€an

Highest Level of Offering : : . R .
. Master's or Professional 30 147.33 32 122.00 27 53.48 25 44.80 27 90.74 28 89.96 37 145.57

Doctor's : 27 117.00 29 132.48 21 106.00 22 34.23 23 104.00 21 69.38 32 171.75
Others 0 _0 0 _0_ 0 _© 0 0 0 0 _0 _0 _ _1300.00
Total 57 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 7CG 159.74
Type of Program

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 300.00
Teacher Preparation ) 2 67.50 2 52.50 0 0 1 5.00 1 60.00 1 75.000 2 67.50
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 13 141.08 16 151.38 13 68.38 12 64.17 10 136.00 14 124.79 17 123.00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 279.50 5 144.40 4 130:25 4 69.25 6 120.00 4 102.50 8 214.13
Professional Only 1 250.00 - 1 250.00 1 175.00 1 175.00 1 250.00 1 0 1 250.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1166.00 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 © 0 0

Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 8 51.88 7 53.14 6 20.00 5 9.00 6 47.00 7 33.14 7 59.29
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional iﬁn.llg.:il _29-135.93 ﬁ_ 81.86 _gib_ 25.04 E- 83.38 2_2 68.73 34 184.65
Total : 57 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 70 159.74

Enrollment : :

500 - 1,000 2 108.00 1 50.00 1 85.00 1 40.00 'O 0 1 25.00 1. 50.00
1,000 - 2,500 8 154.50 9 224.89 7 120.86 8 90.50 7 162.00 7 163.14 11 147.84
2,500 - 5,000 . 9 117.78 12 171.41 12 75.67 10 32.50 10 154.00 12 66.42 12 184.17
5,000 - 7,500 12 117.08 14 99.29 9 68.11 10 5%.50 11 105.45 11 103.63 16 122.18
7,500 - 10,000 4 231.00 4 131.25 5 87.40 4 6,25 4 21.00 4 100.00 6 324.17
10,000 - 15,000 9 168.00 6 125.33 4 67.50 3 11.87 5 67.00 4 55.00 7 144,57
15,000 - 20,000 5 134.00 7 95.71 7 71,71 6 12.33 5 67.33 6 27.00 7 118,57
20,000 - 25,000 1 80.00 2 47.50 1 10.00 2 '15.00 2 65.00 2 45.00 2 65.0C
25,000 ~ 35,000 5 45.20 4 61.50 2 9.50 2 2.50 3 13.33 1 0 5 232.20
35,000 - 50,0600 _2125.00 2 70.00 0 0 1 2000 2 _7.50 1 O 3 88.33
Total 51 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 70 159.74

* Intel.Test = Intelligence Test
Pers. Test = Personality Test
Readi. Test= Readiness Test
Gen. Ach. Test = General Achievement
Int. Test = Interest Test



TABLE LXXIV

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 9, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

What is the number of clients diagnosed annually with the use or partial use of informal
Statement: ..curements? If the clinic uses informal measurements, what is the number of cases diagnosed annually
i with the use of informal diagnosis in the following areas: Intelligence, personality, readiness, general achievement, interest,
1 reading. . Number Intelligen.Personal. Readiness Gen.Achiev.Interest Reading
: No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean

Accreditation
N.E.A. 4 69.75 0 0 1 110.00 O 0 0 0 2 105.00 &4 79.75
M.S.C. 9 108.33 15 68.00 9 107.78 6 67.50 8 '75.63 10 101.50 10 132.60
N.C.A. : o 14 127.71 11 107.73 11 41.82 9 21.67 12 96.83 17 129.59 16.204.25
N.W.A. . 4 65.25 1 0 2 20.00 2 11.50 3 47.00 '3 77.00 3 87.00
S.A.C. .15 144.00 6 16.67 9 44.44 8 25,38 8 82.50 12 58.17 13 71.54
W.A.C. 2 47.50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 8.00 1. 45.00
Not accredited . 3 197.67 3 153.67 3 152.33 2 151.00 3 100.33 3 170.00 3 191.00
Not' known —_— - - _ _ = _
Total . ) ) 51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41.78 34 89.68 48 101.56 50 134.44

Control
City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
National 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00
Private 5 136.40 1 140.00 6 92.50 5 38.00 4 62.50 3 75.00 6 186.00
Religious 5 193.00 3 16.67 6 68.33 4 72,50 5 157.00 7 78.51 7 137.14
State 38 104.32 16 55.38 20 46.60 17 20.47 22 67.00 34. 98.82 33 118.36
Territorial 1 150.00 1 150.00 1 150.00 ¢ 0 1 150.00 1 150.00 1 150.00
Not known __1_90:.00 0 O 1 90.00 0 O 1 90.00 E_ 145,00 .?. 145.00
Total 51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41.78 34 B89.68 48 101.56 50 134,44
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TABLE LXXIV (Continued)

~ _Number  Intelligen.Personal. Readiness Gen.AChiev.Interest Reading

Highest Level of Offering

No, Mean No. Mean No. Mean. No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean . No. Mean

30

120.23 16 99.13 20 46.35

12 13.58 18

79.48

Master's or Professional 36.28 29 29 -118.00
Doctor's 20 112.20 9 22.22 14 86.43 14 47.50 15 139.73 18 126,11 20 150.00
.. Others 1 300.00 _1 300.00 1 300.00 _1 300.00 _1 300.00 _1 300.00 1 300.00
_ Total - 51 120.61 26 80.23 35 68.63 27 47.78 34 89.68 48 101.56 50 134.44
Type of Program :
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 :300.00
Teacher Preparation ; 1 60.00 2 67.50- 2 55.00 1 10.00 2 35.00 1 60.00 2 $7.50
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 11 77.18 -7 114.29 7 56.14 4 15.75 8 44.63 13 72.46 13 107.62
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. QOc., Teach. Prep. 7 104.29 2 5.50 4 48.00 2 2.50 2 15.50 6 138.83 &4 99.50
Professional Only ' 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 © 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 o 0 0 0 o
1ib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 6 47.50 -2 45.00 5 34.00 2 22.50 4 50.00 6 49.67 6 46.67
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional _25 157.08 12 62.50 16 79.50 17 41.47 17 123.00 21 116.43 24 175.42
Total 51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41.78 34 89.68 48 101.56 50 134.44
Enrollment - .
500 - 1,000 1 50.00 1 0 2 12,50 1 15.00 1 15.00 1 25.00 1 50.00
1,000 - 2,500 8 101.63 5 44,20 5 45,00 3 15.00 5 56.20 7 63.57 8 74.25
2,500 - 5,000 8 170.63 3 158.33 5 41,00 4 27.00 4 137.50 7 75.71 7 200.00
5,000 - 7,500 12 .164.00 ‘6 102.50 10 106,00 5 109.00 8 94.00 12 110.42 13 97.00
7,500 - 10,000 3 243.33 4 56.25 5 50.40 4 32.50 5 34.00 7 120.71 5 163.20
10,000 - 15,000 5 46.60 1 500.00 0 O 1 10.00 3 26.67 3 26.00 4 156.25
15,000 - 20,000 5 104.00 &4 12,50 5 98.00 5 11.00 4 37.50 5 51.20 5 116.30
20,000 - 25,000 2 65.00 0 O 1 80.00 1 80.00 0 O 1 '80.00 1 80.00
25,000 - 35,000 5 446.20 1 O 1 100.00 2 60.00 3 350.00 4 297.75 5 238.20
35,000 - 50,000 _2 62,50 1 0 10 1 2000 .1 -0 1 100.00 1 125,00
Total 51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41.78 34 89.68 48 101.56 50 134.44

* Intelligen. = Intelligence
Personal. = Personality
Gen. Achiev.= General achievement
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TABLE LXXV
1
FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TC STATEMENT 10, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND,ENROLLMENT

Statement; If the clinic provides service to schools, approximately how many school
districts does the clinic serve? .

Number Means
Accreditation
N.E.A. 1 5.00
M.S.C. 9 11,67
N.C.A. 21 13,57
N.W.A. 2 10.00
S.A.C. 13 8.54
W.A.C. 3 8.33
Not accredited 2 33.50
Not known 0 0.0
Total 51 12,12
Control
Cliecy 0 5.00
National 0 0.0
Private 7 5.85
Religious 5 9.40
State v 36 11,81
Territorial 1 60.00
Not known 1 40.00
Total ’ ' 51 12,12
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 31 13.94
Doctor's 19 9,53
Others b o ._3.00
Total 51 12.12
Type of Program
Liberal Arts~General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0
Liberal Arts~General, Teacher Prep. 12 15.42
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 15.00
Professional Only . 0 0.0
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0
Lib. Arts-Gem., 1 or 2 Professional 7 14,14
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 24
Total 51 12,12
Enrollment
500-1,000 1 2.00
1,000 - 2,500 6 13,00
2,500 - 5,000 12 12.93
5,000 - 7,500 10 17.90
7,500 ~ 10,000 4 7.25
10,000 - 15,000 6 15.83
15,000 - 20,000 6 8.83
20,000 - 25,000 2 6.00
25,000 - 35,000 2 5.50
35,000 - 50,000 2 2.50
Total 51 12,12




FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 11, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

TABLE LXXVI

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

335

Statement: What is the total number of hours usually devoted to a diagnosis?

Number Means
Accreditation
N.E.A. 4 4.00
M.S.C. 18 9,44
N.C.A. 29 24,89
" N.W.A, 4 10,00
" S.A.C. 21 6.52
W.A.C. 5 8,60
Not accredited 3 5,33
Not known 1 10,00
Total 85 13.58
Control ,
City 0 0.0
National 1 10.00
Private 11 10.00
Religious 14 6,57
State 54 17.03
Territorial 1 1,00
Not known 4 5,25
‘Total 85 13.58
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 45 18,78
Doctor's 39 7.67
Others 1 10.00
Total 85 13,58
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 10,00. -
Teacher Preparation : 2 7.50
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 21 - 5.6Z
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 9 70.00-
Professional Only | ) ) 1 10,00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0
Lib, Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 9 7.56
Lib. Arts-Cen., 3 or more Professional 42 7.21
Total ) 85 13.58
Enrollment
500-1,000 2 9.50
1,000 - 2,500 13 5.00
2,500 - 5,000 12 7.00 .
5,000 - 7,500 18 8.11
7,500 - 10,000 11 55.64
10,000 - 15,000 9 6.78
15,000 - 20,000 8 12.75
20,000 -~ 25,000 1 4.00
25,000 - 35,000 7 6.43
35,000 = 50,000 A &.00
Total 85 13,58




TABLE LXXVII

FREQUENCY FISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 12, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: The initial diagnosis usually extends over a period of:  Days, weeks, months.

Davys .__Weeks ' __Months

No, . Means No Means No. - Means
Accreditation :
N.E.A. 6 2.00 0 0 0 0
M.S.C. 7 2.00 4 3.00 3 3.33°
N.C.A. 18 1.72 6 2.50 2 3.00
N.W.A. 3 1.66 1 5.00 0 0o
S.A.C. 17 2.23 3 1.67 1 0
W.A.C. 4 2.50 1 10.00 0 .0
Not accredited 2 0.50 1 8.00 0 0
Not known 1 4.00 _0 0 0 0
Total ) , 58 2.05 16 3.44 6 2.67
Control
City 0 0 1 2.00 - 0 0
National 0 0 1 8.00 (o] 0
Private 8 1.50 1 2.00 3 2.00
Religious 9 2.89 4 3.00 0 o -
State 38 1.92 9 3.44 3 3.33
Territorial 1 1.00 0 0 0 0
Not known 2 3.50 0 0 0 0
16 3.44 6 2.67

Total 58 2.05
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TABLE LXXVII (Continued)

DavT - “WeTRT - mETIE—
No, Means . No. _Means No Means

Highest Level of Offering - '

. Master's or Professional 28 2.54 8 3.25 3 3.33
Doctor's 30 1.60 6 3.17 3 2.00
Others : o 0 2 5.00 o 0
Total 58 2.05 16 3.44 6 2.67

Type of Program :

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0] 1 8.00 0 0
Teacher Preparation ) ) 1 3.00 1 2.00 1 3.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 14 1.92 2 1.50 1 4,00
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 2.50 2 2.00 1 0
Professional Only 1 4.00 0 0 0 0
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 - 3.67 3. 3.00 2 3.00
Lib: Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 31 1.74 A 4,14 1 3.00
Total 58 . 2.05 16 3.44 6 2.67

Enrollment
500 - 1,000 2 6.00 0 0 0 0
1,000 - 2,500 11 1,91 2. 2.00 1 o -
2,500 - 5,000 - 5 2.40 3 1.67 2 - 3.50
5,000 - 7,500 12 2.50 5 3.80 1 3.00
7,500 - 10,000 7 -1.86 2 4.00 0 0
10,000 - 15,000 6 1.33 1 4.00 1 3.00
15,000 - 20,000 -5 1.40 1 1.00 1 3.00
20,000 - 25,000 1 1.00 1 10.00 0 4]
25,000 - 35,000 7 1.43 1 4.00 0 0
35,000 - 50,000 2 2.50 o 0 9 o
Total 58 2.05 16 3.44 6 2.67
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TABLE LXXVIIL

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 13, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL
OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement: If the clinic charges for diagnostic services, the fees are assigned according to:
Amount of money per hour, amount of money per day, amount of money per week.

Hour Day Week
No. .___Means No. Means ~ No. Means
Accreditation »
N.E.A. 0 0 0 0 0 0
M.S.C. 0 0 0 0 0 0
N.C.A. 5 11.80 3 31.67 0 0
N.W.A. 0 0 0 0 0 0
S.A.C. 3 295.00 1 25.00 0 0
W.A.C. 0 0 2 5.00 0 0
Not accredited 0 0. 0 0 0 0
Not known 0 0 _0 0 0 0
Total 8 118.00 6 30.00 0 0
Control

City 0 0 0 0 0 0
National 0 0 0 0 0 0
Private 2 5.50 1 65.00 0 0
Religious 3 294,33 2 37.50 0

State 3 16.67 3 13.33 0

Territorial 0 0 0 0 0. 1]
Not known 0 0 0 o 0 0
Total 8 118.00 6 30.00 0 0
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TABLE LXXVIII (Continued)

~Hour * DAy Week
No - Means No. Means No.-- .Means

Highest Level of Offering ;

. Master's or Professional 7 131.29 3 6.67 . 0 0
Doctox's 1 25.00 3 53.33 0 0
Qthers 0 0 0 .0 0 0
Total 8 118.00 6 "30.00 T 0

Type of Program .
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 o . 0] 0 0]
Teacher Preparation . . 0 0 -0 0 -0 0
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep.. 4 - 8.50 0 0 0 - 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep.. 0 0 1 10.00 0. 0
Professional Only : 0 0 0 0 0 0
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0 0 . 0 0 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional -1 875.00 0. 0 0 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional __3 11.67 i 30.00 _0_ 2
Total 8 118.00 76 30.00 0 0

Enrollment
500 - 1,000 1 5.00 0 0 0 0
1,000 - 2,500 3 294.33 0 0 0 0
2,500 - 5,000 0 0. 1 75.00 0 0
5,000 - 7,500 1 20.00 1 0 0 0

- 7,500 - 10,000 1 ~-5.00 1 65.00 -0 0
10,000 - 15,000 1 -6.00 1 10.00 0 o]
15,000 - 20,000 0 Y 2 15.00 ' 0 0
20,000 - 25,000. Y Y 0 0 - 0 0
25,000 - 35,000 1 25.00 Y 0 0 0

' 35,000 - 50,000 D a o 0 o o
“Total 8 118.00 6 30.00 0 0
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FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 14, DATA SHEET
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL

TABLE LXXEX

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT

Statement:

What is the total fee for an individual diagnosis?

Number Means
Accreditation
N.E.A. 4 17.50
M.S.C. 17 23.41
N.C.A. 24 25.04
N.W.A. 3 260.00
S.A.C. 19 31.05
W.A.C. 4 22.50
Not accredited 1 42.00
Not known 1 100.00
Total 73 36.59
Control
City 1 0
National L1 42.00
Private 12 35.83
Religious 12 22.33
State
Territorial 43 43'00
Not known
Total 2 .23
73 3¢.59
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 39 44,13
Doctor's 32 28.38
Others 2 21.00
Total 73 36.59
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 42.00
Teacher Preparation 2 20.00
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 20 18.15
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 28.60
Professional Only 1 100.00
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 9 122.22
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 35 25.23
Total ‘ 73 36.59
Enrollment
500~1,000 2 12,50
1,000 - 2,500 10 17.80
2,500 - 5,000 12 25,00
5,000 -~ 7,500 15 38.00
7,500 - 10,000 9 113.33
10,000 - 15,000 9 19.78
15,000 - 20,000 7 28.57
20,000 - 25,000 1 20.00
25,000 - 35,000 ° 6 25.83
35,000 ~ 50,000 2 12.50
Total 3 36.59
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TABLE LXXX

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR
"PRE-READING LEVEL" TEST LIST

Statement : Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing
at the pre-reading level with an apparent reading difficulty has been

referred to your clinic, please list in order of frequency of use, the

tests, all of which or a portion of which should be administered by
your clinicians and/or consultants.

Name of test or Instrument Fréquency of
S Occurrence
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 24
Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale ' 19
Marrianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perceptlon ‘ 17
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test 17
Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test 16
Metropolitan Achievement Test 16
Audiometer ) 12
Telebinocular 12
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulties 11
Harris Dominance Test . 10
Illinois Test of Psychollngulstlc Abilities 10

Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test » 10
California Test of Mental Maturity '
Gates-Mckillop Reading Diagnostic Test-
Monroe Reading Aptitude Test

Gray Oral Reading Test

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale

Dolch Basic Sight Word List
Gates-MacGinitie Readiness Test

Mills Learning Test

Purdue Reading Test

Spache Diagnostic Reading

Stanford Diagnostic Achievement Test
Benton Visual Retention

Botel Reading Inventory

California Reading Test

Gilmore Oral Reading Test

Harrison Stroud Reading Readiness Proflles
Lee-Clark Readiness Test

Wide Range Achievement Test

Detroit Test of Learning Aptitude
House-Tree Person Projective Technique
Nelson-Denny Reading Tests

Rosenzweig. Picture-Frustration Study
Thematic Apperception Test



TABLE LXXX (Continued)
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Name of test or Instrument

Frequency of
. Occurrence

Betts Mobility®

California Test of Mental Maturity

Healy Pictorial Completion Test

Knox Cubes Test

Murphy-Durrell Readiness Test

Ortho-Rater Test of Vision

Screening Test for Identifying Children With

Specific Language Disability (Slingerland)

Van Alstyne Vocabulary Test
Vineland Social Maturity Test
Asphasic Screening®
Berry-Buktenica

" Boyd Test of Phonetic Skills
California Personality Test
Columbia Mental Maturity Scales
Controlled Projection for Children
Draw A Person

Fry Oral Phonics Survey

. Full-Range Picture Vocabulary Test
Gilliland Visual Memory

Goodenough Intelligence Test

Goth Reading Readiness®

Gross Test of Auditory Discrimination®
Huelsman Word Discrimination¥®:

Informal Test of Potential Teaching Approaches¥*

Kephart-Roach Visual-Motor Survey

McGill Modalities#*

McCullough Word Analysis Test
Memory-For-Designs Test

Monroe-Sherman

Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory
Minnesota Percepto-Diagnostic Test
Oser~-Hand-Face Test*

Otis-Lennon Intelligence Test

Perceptual Forms Test

Pre-reading Inventory of Skills Basic to Beginning

Reading¥

. Primary Reading Profiles
Pinter ~Cunningham Primary Test
Phonics Knowledge Survey

Ray Informal

Roswell-Chall Auditory Blending Test
School Readiness Inventory
Scott-Foresman Readiness Test
Screen-Hearing*

Slosson Intelligence Test
Spencer Sentence Memory
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....... TABLE LXXX (Continued)
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Name of Test or Instrument

Frequency of
Occurrence

SRA Primary Mental Abilities

STS School Readiness

Van Wagenen Reading Readiness Scales
Vineland California Test of Personality
Witmer Cylinder¥*

Word Analysis Tests (Group)*

Writing of the Alphabet*

Zangwell*

*Unable to verify accuracy of the title.
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TABLE LXXXI

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR
"INITIAL'INSTRUCTION LEVEL' TEST LIST '~ '

Statement: Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing at
the initial instruction (grades 1.0-2.5) level with an apparent reading
difficulty, has been referred to your clinic, please list in order of
frequency of use, the tests, all of which or a portion of which would
be administered by your clinicians and/or consultants

Name of Test or Instrument ' Frequency of
Occurrence
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children ‘ 33
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty 22
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test 21
Gray Oral Reading Test 19
Gates~MacGinitie Primary Reading Rest A 18
Gates-McKillop Reading Diagnostic Teses 14
Stanford-Binet Intelligence 13
Audiometer 12
Gilmore Oral Reading Test . 12
Telebinocular 12
Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test 10
Dolch Basic Sight Word Test 10

Metropolitan Achievement Test

Peabody Picture Vocabulary

Spache-Binocular Reading Test

Marrianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception
California Achievement Test

Botel Reading Inventory

Durrell-Sullivan Reading Capacity and Achievement Test
Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities
Thematic Apperception Test

Draw~A~-Person

Detroit Test of Learning Aptitude

Harris Test of Lateral Dominance

Spache Diagnostic Reading Scales

Van Wagenen Analysis Scales

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale
California Reading Test

California Test of Personality

House-Tree Person Projective Technique’
-Lee-Clarke Reading Test

Mills Learning Methods Test

Monroe Standardized Silent Reading Test
Rosenzweig Picture~Frustration Study
Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test

Benton Visual Retention Test
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TABLE LXXXI (Continued)
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Name of Test or Instrument

‘Frequency of
Occurrence

Boyd Test of Phonics Skills

Healy Pictorial Complétion:Test

Huelsman Word Discrimination™ *

Leavell Analytical Oral Reading Test

McCracken Standard Reading Inventory

Morrison McCall Spelling Scale

Murphy-Durrell Diagnostic Reading Readiness Test

Ortho-Rater

Phonics Knowledge Survey

Purdue Pegboard

Rorschach

Roswell-Chall Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Analysis

Screening Tests for Identifying Children With Specific
Language Disability (Slingerland)

Slossen Oral Reading Test

SRA Primary Mental Abilities

Vineland Social Maturity Scale

Berry-Buktenica#

Brown-Holtzman Survey of Study Habits and Attitudes

Burnett Reading Series Tests

Byrne Diagnostic Test

California Test of Mental Maturity

Carter Form Board

Controlled Projection for Children

Danielswood Recognition Inventory

Detroit Silent Reading Test

Diagnostic Reading Test

Doren Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Recognition Skills

Draw~-A-Person

Durost=-Center Word Master Test

Family Relations Test

Fry Oral Phonics Survey

Full Range Picture Vocabulary Test

Gates Primary Reading Test

Gates Reading Readiness Test

Gates Reading Survey

Gilliland Kearning Potential Examination:

Individual Word Analysis Skills

Informal Personality%®

Informal Reading Inventory¥

Iota Word Test

Towa Silent Reading Test

Kottmeyer Spelling Test

Left-Right Discrimination by Charles Shedd¥*

Logopedier Speech Test®

McGrath Test of Reading Skills

McGill Modalities®

McCullough Word Analysis Test
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346

Name of Test or Instrument

Frequency of
Occurrence

Michigan Vocabulary Profile Test
-Minnesota Percepto-Diagnostic Test
Missouri Phonics Test#
Monroe-Sherman#

Nelson-Denny Reading Test
Opthalmograph

Otis Quick-Scoring Mental Ability Tests
Ozer-Hand-Face Test

Primary Reading Profiles

Ray Informal

Sequential Tests of Educational Progress
Spencer Sentence Memory

Stanford Diagnostic Phonics Survey
Stanford Primary I Achievement Test
Titmus Stereotest

T.0, Vision Testers

Van Alstyne Picture Vocabulary Test
Webster.:Clinic Test¥

Winter-Haven Perceptuals Form Test
Witmer Cylinder#®

Zangwell®

*Unable to verify the accuracy of the title.
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“'TABLE LXXXII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR
"RAPID GROWTH LEVEL" TEST LIST

Statement: Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing at
the. level of rapid growth (grades 2.6-3.9) with an apparent reading
difficulty has been referred to your clinic, please list in order of
frequency of use, the tests, all of which or a portion of which would
be administered by your clinicians and/or consultants.

Name of Test or Instrument oo Frequency of

Occurrence

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 26
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty 18
Gray Standardized Oral Reading Test 19
Stanford Binet Intelligence Tests 12.
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests - 12
Wide Range Achievement Test « 12
Telebinocular 12
Gates-McKillop Reading Duagnostic Test 10
Gilmore Oral Readlng Test 10
Audiometer " " a

Bender Visual Motor Gestalt lest

Informal Reading Inventory#
Spache-Binocular Reading Test

Auditory

Developmental Reading Test

Dolch=-Basic Sight Word Test

Draw=-A-Person

Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities
Marrianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception
Botel Reading Inventory

California Reading Test

Diagnostic Reading Test

Informal Phonics Inventory

Metropolitan Achievement Tests
Durrell-Sullivan Reading Capacity and Achievement Tests
Harris Test of Lateral Dominance
House=-Tree Person Projective Technique
Morrison McCall Spelling Scale

Ortho-Rater

Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test

Phonics Knowledge Survey

Spache Diagnostic Reading Scales

Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale
California Test of Personality

Kottmeyer Spelling
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TABLE LXXXII (Continued)

Name of Test or Instrument Frequency of
Occurrence

Memory for Designs Test

Rosenzwelg Picture-Frustration Study

Sequential Test of Educational Progress

Stanford Primary I Achievement

Thematic Apperception Test

Boyd Test of Phonetic Skills

Dominance Test¥*

Doren Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Recognition Skills

Gates Reading Survey

Huelsman Word Discrimination®

Informal Word Recognition Test®

McCullough Word Analysis

Mills Learning Methods Test

Nelson-Denny Reading Test

Otis Lennon Intelligence Test

Roswell-Chall Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Analysis Skills

Screening Tests for Identifying Children With Specific
Learning Disability (Slingerland)

Slosson Oral Reading Test

Vineland Maturity Scale

Adult Basic Learning Exam

American School Reading Readiness Test

Arithmetic Computation: Public School Achievement Tests

Background Form Test®

Berry-Buktenica®

California Achiement Test

Carter Form Board

Controlled Projection For Children

Danielswood Recognition Inventory

Delecato Hand-Eye Coordination#®

Detroit Silent Reading Test

Detroit Test of Learning Aptitude

Directed Reading Activities®

Family Relations Test

Finger Mazes

Free Play Observation, Flint, Michigan®

Fry Phonics

Gates Associative Learning Test

Goodenough-Harris Drawing Test

Gilliland Learning Potential Exam

Gray Oral Reading Test

Handedness

Informal Dominance Test®

Informal Interest Test®

Informal Personality#*

Informal Test of Word Identification Skills¥*

Intelligence®
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Name of Test or Instrument

Frequency of
Occurrence

Interest Inventory#

Lee-Clark Reading Test
Left-Right Discrimination#®
Lorge=~-Thorndike Intelligence Test
McGill Modalities¥®

McCracken Standard Reading Inventory
McGrath Test of Reading Skills
Missouri Phonics Test¥
Monroe~Sherman®

Nelson Silent Reading Test
Opthalmograph

Ozer~Face-Hand Test¥*
Personality®

.Personality Inventory®

Reading Achievement Test®

Reading Eye Camera

Reading Survey Test®

Rorschach

Slosson Intelligence Test
Subjective Reading Inventory¥*
Survey of Primary Reading Development
Upper Primary or Elementary®*

Van Wagenen Reading Scales
Wilson's Functional Vocabulary
Witmer Cylinder#®

Zangwell®

*Unable to verify the accuracy of the title.
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TABLE LXXXIII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR
"' INDEPENDENT APPLICATION.LEVEL'" TEST LIST

Statement: Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing at
the level of independent application (grades 4.0 qnd above) with an ap-
parent reading difficulty, has been referred to your clinic, please
list in order of frequency of use, the tests, all of which or a portion
of which would be administered by your clinicians and/ér consultants.

Name of Test or Instrument Frequency of
' Occurrence
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 21
Gray Oral Reading Tests ' 18
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulties 15
Stanford Binet Intelligence Scale 15
Wide Range Achievement Test 15
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test ' 13
Audiometer ‘ - 11
Gates-McKillop Reading Diagnostic Test E 11
Nelson-Denny Reading Test ' 11
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test ‘ 11
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test : 11
Telebinocular ’ 11
Informal Reading Inventory#* v , 10
Metropolitan Achievement Test 10

Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test

Gilmore Oral Reading Test

Iowa Silent Reading Test

Spache Binocular Reading Test

Botel Reading Inventory

California Phonics Survey

California Reading Test

Diagnostic Reading Test

Dolch Basic Sight Word List

Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities
Ortho~Rater

Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale
Marrianne Fostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception
Spache Diagnostic Reading Scales '
California Test of Personality-
Developmental Reading Test

Harris Test of Laterality
House~-Tree~-Person Projective Technique
Titmus Stereorest

Vineland Social Maturity Scale

Adult Basic Learning Exam
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Spache Binocular Reading Test

Botel Reading Inventory

California Phonics Survey

California Reading Test

Diagnostic Reading Test

Dolch Basic Sight Word List

Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities
Ortho~Rater

Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test

Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale
Marrianne Fostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception
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California Test of Personality-
Developmental Reading Test

Harris Test of Laterality
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Vineland Social Maturity Scale
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Name of Test or Instrument

Frequency of
Occurrence

Associative Learning Test¥*

Boyd Test of Phonetic Skills

California Achievement Test

California Test of Mental Maturity

Durrell Sullivan Reading Capacity And Achievement Test

Draw-A-Person

Gilliland Learning Potential Examination

Goodenough Harris Drawing Test

Gates Reading Survey,

Huelsman Visual Discrimination Test¥®

Kottmeyer Spelling Test

Kuder Preference Record-Vocational & Personal

Iowa Test of Educational Development

Iowa Test of Basic Skills

Left~Right Discrimination®*

McCullough Word Analysis Test

Mills Learning Methods Test

Monroe's Standardized Silent Reading Test

Rate of Compensation

Screening Tests for Identigying Childres With Specific
Learning Disability (Slingerland) ’

Sentence Completion

Sequential Test of Educational Progress

Slossen Intelligence Test

Thematic Apperception Test

The New Developmental Reading Test

Webster Clinic Test®

Achievement Test in Silent Reading

American School Reading

Arithmetic Computation¥®

Background Form Test®

Bender~-Gestalt Test For Young Children

Benton Visual Retention Test

Burnett Reading Series Test

California Study Methods Survey

Carter Form Board

Controlled Projection. for Children

Cooperation Reading Test

Danielswood Recognition Inventory#

Detroit Word Recognition Test

Directed Reading Activities

500 Diagnostic Oral Informal®

Doren Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Recognition Skills

. Diagnostic Survey®

Essentials of English Test

Family Relations Test
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TABLE LXXXIII (Continued)
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Name of Test or Instrument

Frequency of
Occurrence

Free Play Observations%®

Fry Oral Instant Words.

Fry Phonics Test

Huelsman Word Discrimination¥®

Iowa Test of Basic Skills
Kelly-Greene Reading Comprehension Test
Lorge~Thorndike Intelligence Test
McCracken Standard Reading Inventory
McGill Modalities#®

McGrath Test of Reading Skills
Memory for Designs Test
Monroe=Sherman®

Motor Skills#

Opthalmograph

Otis Lennon Intelligence Test

Ozer Face-Hand Test®

Reading Eye Camera

. Reading For Understanding Test
Reading. Survey Test

Rosenzweig Picture-Frustration Study
Spitzer Study Skills

SRA Achievement Series

Study and Reference Skills Test
Study Skills Text#®

Subject Reading Inventory

Test of Academic Progress

Titmus Audiometer

Traxler High School Spelling Test
Van Wagenen Analytical Reading Test

Van Wagenen Diagnostic Examination of Silent Reading

Abilities
Visual Discrimination#®
Wilson's Functional Vocabulary

Zaner-Blosner Handwriting Evaluation Scales

*Unable to verify the accuracy of the title.
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TABLE LXXXIV

éUMMARY TABLE OF DESCRIPTION CF RESPOMDENTS

IN RELATION TO VARIABLES OF THE STUDY

Total
Accreditation
N.E.A, 8
M.S.C. 19
N,C.A, 33
N.W.A, 5
S.A.C. 24
W.A.C, 6
Not accredited 3
Not known 1
Total 99
Control
City 1
National 1
Private 15
Religious 15
State 62
Territorial 1
Not known 4
Total 99
Highest Level of Offering
Master's or Professional 50
Doctor's 41
Others 2
Total 99
Type of Program
Liberal Arts-General, Term, Occup. 1
Teacher Preparation 2
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 26
Lib. Arts-Gen. Term, Oc¢., Teach. Prep. 10
Professional Only 1
Professional Teachesr Preparation 1
Lib, Arts~Gen., 1 or Z Professional 10
Lib, Arts-Gen,, 3 or more Professional 48
Total 99
Enrollment
500 - 1,000 3
1,000 - 2,500 16
2,500 - 5,000 17
5,000 - 7,500 20
7,500 - 10,000 11
10,000 -~ 15,000 10
15,000 - 20,000 9
20,000 -~ 25,000 2
25,000 ~ 35,000 7
35,000 - 50,000 _4
Total 99
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OKLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY o STILLWATER

Reading Center, Department of Education
(405) 372.6211, Exts. 6209, 6210 o

Dear Reading Specialist:

I am undertaking a study at Oklahoma State University whereby I
hope to make a national survey of the diagnostic procedures in college
and university reading clinics. I believe that any findings of the study
will be of interest and valueto directors of reading clinics and clinicians
as well as teachers, principals and superintendents.

The study will-involve those college and university clinics which
are engaged in the diagnosis and remediation of elementary, secondary,
and college students. - You have been selected as a clinic divector who
can make a worthwhile, dependable contribution to the data of the study.

I am interested in a report based on staff clinicians rather than a
report based on student clinicians.

1f additional space is neededto answer any of the questions, please-
continue the answers on the back of the last sheet of the questionnaire.

In addition to responding to the questionnaire, if you are willing
tosenda representative case report of a subject with representative test
scores and other supporting information, please return the case report
with this questionnaire.

All returns willbe treated as confidential material and individual
responses will not be identified.

The checklist and data sheet are self-explanatory. Will you please
answer them carefully and return them to me as soon as possible. I am
enclosing a self-addressed, stamped envelope for your convenience.

I will be most grateful for your help.

Sincerely,

74074

| Q/W %ﬂzzw ﬁmﬁ@z/

Tommye Jones Franklin
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SURVEY OF DIAGNOSTIC PROCEDURES
IN
COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY
READING CLINICS

{. Name and title of respondent,
B

356

2. Name of college or university.

loeation,
CHECK LIST 258 .
g 95 2
F S a2
L B Q0
€ D B A
3. Does your elinic offer diagnostic services for students who are having reading difficulties?..... Wi
(If not, please terminate your response to the survey and return it in the enclosed envelope. )
4. The basie diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who:
ts working in some capacity in the department of education or psychology....... e v e, it nu
i« siudent working toward an advanced degree. . ..c.eiiieiision.. e W
wee woicploted specific courses in the field of veading, ....o.ovnecilanlols I T
Has parficipated in research in reading. .......... P PN Hon i
Holds a Ph.DOr Ed.D .. ...ttt iiniicsetooscinaianaoneonntoonoanne Won o
Holds a rank above that of assistant professor ...... e FER Srenesaocaorraeeenannns W
Other
W oo
=~
ER- -
5. Each examiner handles ‘assigned cases -5 @ %’.

On an individual basis. .. ....ooviveniiiinnnnnn

With the entire clinical staffonateambasis...................... eeaeas e aee e e

6. There is a principal officer or director who is responsible for the formulation of diagnostic

policies and procedures .......o.uiievieiiioensneoiiriieaaanns

7. The director:

Administers the complete diagnosis,....,c.ccveevencernsssn
Administers some of the diagnosis with assistance of staif... s et e e e PR
Serves as advisor and consultant. . ....... ..o iiie i FS N
Delegates total diagnostic responsibilities to staff..... e eic e e
8. The responsibilities of the various clinicians are interchangeable.................. [N

3. 1In accepting referrals or clients, is the students' reading achievement compared
with expected competence for-their:

Mental age.......... ........... .

it

f

i
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10,

11,

12,

13.

14,

15,

16,

17.

18.

19,

20.

21,

22,

)
193

Grade placement, .....cocivvncnnacacenns Ceierarecsones cesneseoncs oo eoarascsanoocsans oo
Chronological age.............. Fedesiiesreeiasererianes ereeo eesseancioaccoeonsno- TSI
Others
. a2 g
Does the clinic attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by: 2 'gf S by
5 = 2
s O @
Relating the student's mental ability tp his reading performance ....................... . Tf :,:,’ (ﬁ ﬁ
Relating the student's grade placement to his reading performance, .. ...... v e e e s TEETER T
Relating the student's chronological age to his reading performance.....,.......vouvvs.s Wi
Considering other factors such as
o B og
> e o K
Dees the clinic provide service to a population of school children within <P @&
a clearly delimited geographic area.......... TS e Wodt o1l
Do the schools receive a report of the diagnosis........ Cereeeirentrerecoiansan cvsesiararennn Woaboar
Do the parents receive a report of the diagnosis.............coc00iieann. Ceeseeiheneseenias oot
Does the clinic make recommendations to the school for remedial reading
instruetion, ...... sevene Geseveeneieiiats vevees Ceeeennas Cevesinreanas e areiaoaesonaieeas oo
Does the clinic make recommendations to the schools!® instructional staff..................... HoH ot
Does the clinic charge for diagnostic services........... . L R T TERTERTET
Does the cliric follow a graduated scale of fees, dependent upon the subject's
ability t0 PaY. .. viv it i b e e sersasiceraeeanannanatoas e ea e . Wi
Does the clinic apply scholarship money toward clinic fees...................00s e rate e . o
Does the ClInIC have & FIXed €. . ... v .. rvsesensnesesssesensneneaeseeereeeenen s oot
Does the clinic operate:
Entirely onfees............. feeisaaereae .................... ni N
Entirely on university financing.................. ..., feeieasea et iaorae e TR
On both university financing and elinic fees................... evse i W
In the process of diagnosis does the clinic compile a diary record or log of )
diagnostic sessions and interviews..............cvn. [ N TR
If the elinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information
such ass
Testresults........ccovvnnnnn. PETRTTIINAN L S TRV A EY
A social history..... feesvrenoranroncsansnsoaraaanes Cersaiioaens L TEETERIIRT



(oL}
LN
e

A medical hiStOry. .. vevveneeivnerairiorenn.nn L
Familyandhomeenvironxﬁentdata‘.....................“..,.,...“.u,“.......,.n. UL

I

CorreSpONdenCe. . . v o vuvussrtcseussssarsoseassrossonsoresosaoeissosnssscsssosssas IR

School and academic Progress, ... it ivisreoreirrrsrooorscsoonasvisasas

Other

23. Does the clinic have specified forms provided for:

Always
Usually
Seldom
Never

Ca8e YECOTAS. . s i ve e vssuiivoraerossasueossooseensasnssesessnscnsnososaossnsnss

LOES..cvvacinannain

I

24, Is there an attempt to analyze test data for consistent patterns of scores and/or
for profiles,,......

25. Does the clinic attempt to detérmine what might generally be classified as a
particular learning modality, strength, style or preference by which the student _
appears £0 learn most Yeadily, .. u ittt iii ittt i e i i e e Il || ]

26, 1f the clinic does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the
attempt is made by:

Standardizedtests...'.................
InfOrmabl tests. . o vt vt vovnr ittt i i e e e aan TRl
Clinical observation.........
I PP TRIRINL

Others

Usually
Seldom

Always
Never

47, Is reexamination of active cases a part of diagnosis,..........

If reexamination of active cascs is a part of diagnosis, are there specified
periods for re-CheCKing. . ... vttt iirereirinesnanasesvirsrosoronrnesaonsresnsa . || || || ||

If there are specified periods for rechecking, they are:
0T T 1 ERININEE
WEEKLY. i v vovevnesaranunnnonisansenaesosstsorspoceasaanossisssessanoosoasanans L || H

Other




‘28. Does the clintc employ follow up of dismissed cases as a part of d2gnosis ......000000use.

29, If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by:

G.

Telephome, . . ovveursverooesurstrrsnesopscsecsseconsosoorcsososaosssosonscoanassssc

Letters.....c.cocvnveenns

DR L R I R R LR )

Conferences with school representatives...,....

Conferences with students..............cvvnee

Testing. eviuseneereorrsoroerornscnoosevsns

Others
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DATA SHEET

What are the duties, other than diagnosis, performed by the reading clinician?

What is the number of students actively served by the diagnostic program annually ?

Number

What is the number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of educational placement ?

What i

Number
Elementary level

Secondary level
College level
Adults

s the number of reading cascs diagnosed annually at the following levels of achievement ?
Number

Below grade level

At grade level

Above grade level

Other

What is the pumber of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following intellectual levels?

Number

Above 130

120 - 130

110 - 120

90 - 110

80 - 90

70 - 80

Below 70

What is the number of clients per year who are provided the diagnostic services of the following specialists?

Number
An Optometrist
An Opthalomologist
A Neurologist
A Pediatrician
A Psyechiatrist
A Dentist




7.

H.

9.

10.

11,

12,

1.

A Physicién
A Social Worker
An Audiologist

Others

What is the number of referrals per year received from each of the follewing referral sources?

Number
Sehools
Parents
Social agencies
Voluntary
Others

What is the number of clients diagnosed annually with the use or the partiol use of standardized tests?
Number

If the clinic uses standardized tests, what is the number of cases diagnosed annually
with the use or the partial use of the following standardized tests:
Number
Intelligence tests
Personality tests
Readiness tests
General Achievement tests
Interests tests
Reading tests
Gthers

What is the number of clients diagnosed annually with!the use or partial use of informal measurements?
Number

II the clinic uses informal measurements, what is the number of cases diagnosed annually

with the use of informal diagnosis in the following areas:
Number

Intelligenee

Personality

Readiness

General Achievement

Interest

Reading

Others

If the schools provide service to schools, approximately how many school districts does the clinie serve?
Number

What is the total number of hours usually devoted to a diagnosis?
) Number

The initial diagnosis usually extends over a period of:

Number
Days
Weeks
Months

I the elinie charges for dingnostic services, the fces are assigned according to:
Amount of Money
per hour
per day
per week
Other

What is the total fee for an individual diagnosis ?
I'ec



Assuming that a child of any age level whois
performing at the pre-reading level with an
apparent reading difficulty, hasbeenreferred
to your clinic, please list in order of fre-
quency of use, the tests, all of whichor a
portion of which would be administered by
your clinicians and/or consultants.

361

Assuming that a child of any age level who
is performing at the level of initial instruc-
tion {grades 1.0 - 2.5) with an apparent

reading difficulty, has been referred to your
clinic, please list in order of frequency of
use, the tests, all of which or a portion of
which would be administered by your clini-
cians and/or consultants,




‘ABBumiing that-a ' child - of 'any ‘age :level who is
‘performing dt'the levél gf rapid;

2.6 - 3.9) with an apparént ‘Feating difficulty
has been referret to .,yr;)lirﬂéliﬂib, ifflease list in
order of frequency of ise, 'the'tedts, ‘&1l of which
or a portion of which would be-aHininistered by
your clinicians and/or consultdnts. .
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Assuming that a child ofany age level who is
performing at the level of independent applica-

tion (grades 4.0 and above) with an apparent

reading difficulty, has been referred to your
clinic, pleaselist inorder of frequency of use,
the tests, all of which or a portion of which
would be administered by your clinicians
and/or consultants.
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READING CENTER -
Departmgﬂi: of Education
OKLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY
Stnllwater,bklahoma 74074
Dear Reading Spec1alist

Recently ‘1 mailed you a questionaire entitled Survey of Diagnostic
Procedures in College and University Reading Clinics.

Could you assist me by completing the form and responding by re-
turn'majl? Your response would be helpful in the completion
of the survey.

If you have already mailed the questionaire, please accept my thanks,

Sincerely yours,

MWZJ .//M,&éz’/

Tommye Jones Franklin
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FOLLOW~-UP CARD

Oklahoma State University

Reading Center

Department of Education

Stillwater, Oklahoma

74074

Recently I mailed you a questionnaire entitled
Survey of Diagnostic Procedures in College and Uni-

versity Reading Clinics. As I received no response
from your institution, will you please check one or
more of the statements on the return card with the

correct response and return the stamped, self-

addressed card to me. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Tommye Jones Franklin

Code

1. Our institution does not have a

reading clinic . . . . . . o « o ..
2. Our ipstitution did not receive a
gquestionnaire . . . ¢ ¢ . o ¢ 0 . o s e

3. The questionnaire was not applicable
to the work our clinic is engaged in . .
4, The questionnaire arrived at an

inconvenient time of the year. . . . . .
5. The questionnaire was too time
consuming. . « o + v ¢ o 2 4 4 6 e s o

6. The questionnaire was too
complicated. ¢ 4 -6 « « ¢ 4 @ o o . .

No.
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Thesis: SURVEY OF DIAGNOSTIC PROCEDURES IN COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY
READING CLINICS

Major Field: Elementary Education
Biogrpahical:

Personal Data: Borm. at Lufkin, Texas, September 27, 1939, the
daughter of Thomas Leon and Lillian Jones. Married to
Carter Lee Franklin and mother of one daughter, Tommye
Caroline Franklin,

Education: Graduated from University of Houston, Houston, Texas,
with Bachelor of Science Degree in 1960; graduated from
University of Houston, Houston, Texas, with Master of Educa-
tion in 1963; attended Oklahoma State University and com-
pleted requirements for the Doctor of Education Degree in
August, 1969.

Professional Experience: Teacher in elementary schools. in
Houston, Texas, from 1961 to 1963; instructor in Department
of Education at Stephen F. Austin State University from
1963 to 1967.

Professional Organizations: A member of Kappa Delta Pi, American
Association of University Women, International Reading
Association and National Education Association.



