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CHA:PTER 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 consumption. 

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 clinical descriptions and diagnosis of children who.ex­

perience difficulties with the reading ~rocess. 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 ~iagnostic procedures, a study of .diag­

nostic procedures employed in the university and college reading cli.n­

ics may provide·ins:i,.ghts 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. 

1 
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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 college 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 
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by an individual who has both· the theoretical background and the prac­

tical experience to know what questions to ask; to select P,rocedures, 

including tests, which can supply the needed facts; to interpret the 

meanings of the findings correctly; and to compreh.end 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 those-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 repprted 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 diagnosis and remedial read­

ing programs as well as a need for liaison between reading clinics. 

Because there is a lack of descriptive studies of the cliagnostic pro­

cedures.employed in university and reading clinics throughout 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 Assumptions 

The proposed study is based on the assumption that there is a 
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professional need for corrnnunication between clinics as well as a need 

for additional insights into the planning and guiding of the diagnostic 

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 Education 

Directory1 issued by the United States Department of Health, Education, 

and Welfare, 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. Although objec­

tivity is desired in the selection of appropriate and significant phases 

of the diagnostic procedure, it is recognized that 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 instrutnent within the same frame of 

reference, the willingness of the respondents to cooperate, and the 

motivating interests of the-respondents. 
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Another limitation of the study·is that only those colleges and 

universities who offer the Master's and/or second prqfessional degree 

· or who offer the Doctor of Philosophy and/or equivalent degree and who 

have reading clinics which· have programs whose· service· is directed t.o­

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 II, a review-of literature which has relevance to the 

study is presented; the methodology of the study is discussed in Chapter 

III. 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 Educat:l.on, u. S. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (Washington, D. C.: _ United States 
Government Printing Office), 1967. 
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CHAPl'ER II 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

Introduction 

According .to Albert J. Harris, a reading clinic is an organi?ed 

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.ef 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.l 

Harris·has suggested that one of iJhe 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 apprepriate diagnostic 

and remedial techniques. 2 

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 clinics. 3 

Develepment 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 

7 
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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 School," or 

the beginning of reading clinics. 

With-increasing interest in the cliniGal movement, Frank W. Parn5 

.reported on his study conducted in1929 at the University of Iowa. His 

study was to determine by questionnaires 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 

of 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 standard practice reported in 

the vari.ous pro'grams and pr.acedures. 

During the thirties Emmett Betts, Earl Taylor, and Stell,;1 Center 

began to estal:>lish informal reading clinics, or programs which developed 

. d" 1· . 6 into rea ing c inics. 

Marion Monroe's 7. 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-

8 ical movement. 
--"-

In 1939··-the u. S. Office of Education issued a bibliography of 

. 9 articles which described clinical practices. 

In 1940, Paul A. WittylO studied the nature' and scope of diagnostic 

and remedial teaching in colleges and universities. Questionnaires 

were sent to 131 universities, colleges, c;1nd normal schools. It was 

revealed that opportunities were-limited to freshmen and sophomores. 
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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 assistant professor. Few institutions offered 

credit for the work in reading. Diagnostic 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 to work with college students. About one-

third gave some help to children in elementary or secondary schools. 

Standardized tests were employed frequently in the selection.of cases, 

while faculty recommendations ranked second among 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 almost half of the schools.had purchased the 

Opthalmo_graph. 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 poor readers was reported by 

. 11 
David Kopel in 1942 at Chicago Teachers College. In view of the _grow-

ing interest in remedial reading, a questionnaire survey of recognized 

psychological and psychiatric clinics was made to obtain specific in-

formation about the clinical services available for the diagnosis 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 sµrvey comprehensive, question-

naires were sent to clinics associated with various types of 



10 

institutions: universities, 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

bility 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 

remedial 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 O. C. Schwiering13 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. 

14 
Bond and Botel, 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. Procedure s in diagnosis varied from 45 min-

ute s to three days . While most f requently used tests were those of 

vision, oral and silent reading, and intelligence, personality and 

social adjustment tests we r e also used. The observed instruction was 

basically t ex tbook-workbook in n ature with little effort to enrich the 

program with experience and t e acher- made materials. On the basis of 

the observations made and the information gathered, Bond suggested the 

need for be tter lia ison among r eading centers to provide an exchange o f 

research information and to e stablish 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. 

B d d S h · · 15 · 1951 d d d i h . oy an c w1.er1ng, 1.n . , con ucte a stu y w t 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-

eluded that the amount and kind of remedial help is on the·increase, 

and that the case study work, 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 remed:i,al instruction after diagnosis, However, these·clinics 

do 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 f-0llow-up prac-

tices prevailed among the clinics which do provide·follow-up service. 

' 16 
Barbe, 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 cUnics 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 programs included 

tests of intell~gence,_ reading, vision, and hearing and personality. 

Also, an.informal reading·inventoryis 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·lO to 1,600. The time in-

valved 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. 

17 . Traxler 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 procedures which he surveyed 

with a committee of the National Association of Remedial Teachers. 18 

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 institutions 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 abnormalities, 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 schools and a fourth of the 

colleges say that they follow up individuals after remedial instruction. 

Trends in Diagnostic Procedures 

19 George Spache 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. 

20 According to Roy Kress, 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, both 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 

historyinformation covering birth, developmental and medical factors, 

family background, environmental conditions, and the records of previ-

ous special examinations and services should obviously be obtained. 

However, 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 interactions 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 
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the child 1 s performance in associative learning tasks, memory span for 

different types of materials, and reaction to various modes of presen­

tation. Visual and auditory functioning, general health, perceptual 

functioning, and emotional status are further suggested as essential 

factors involved in diagnostic procedures, 

Helen K. Smith 21 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 vision, 

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 acct.1rate Wepman 1 s Auditory Discrimi­

nation Test. Smith reasons that because no one pattern is descriptive 

of all who are emotionally disturbed, the clinician needs to be alert to 

different kinds of behavior, such as withdrawal. She advocates the use 

of observations, interviews, questionnaires, information from case his­

tories, and personality tests of the paper-anc:l-pencil type such as the 

California Test of Personality, Roger 1 s Test of Personal Adjustment, 

and sentence completion tests. Smith states that trained clinicians 

may al~o use the Rorschach, Thematic Apperception Test, or Children 1 s 

ApperceptionTest. Case history information is considered extremely 

important in the identification of brain .. impairment--for example, such 
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information as birth history,· prematurity, extreme distractability, 

high body temperatui-es, poor equ:i;librium, and the·like. According to 

Smith, The Train Making Test, available for.older clients, has had e:r.i-

couraging results in the identification of minimal brain.impairment. 

Certainly data from many.sources should be used as a basis.for a 

reading analysis: physical examination, te.sts of vision and hearing' 

standardized test scores, personal history data, and careful observa-
. . . 

tions of pupil performance during an extended reading lessor).. A reading 

problem should be a.sses1:1ed with res,pectto.two factors: (1) the quality 

of understanding which the c.hild reveals and (2) the de.gree of compe­

tency with. which he handl~s word recognition. 22 

. . . · . · . . 23 .... ·. . . . . . ... 
According to H ~ .Alan Rolnns.on; 1.dent1.f1.cat1.on is the screening 

. . . . . 
- . . . 

and selection of>~llpils who are inneecl of, arid can probably profit 
. .· . 

from, treatment of their reading disabilit;ieS. Identification usually 

involves. the analysis of r.esults on standardized reading. tests, informal 

reading tests' teacher observations·, and. intelligence. tests. 

Robinson 23 holds the fdea that. identification "announce.a" the 

existence of a ptoblemor disability, and that diagnosis follows ideµ.-

tification and involves a '.'trend toward greater depth in analyzing test 

results." Robinson also maintains the importance of assessing strong 

points so that treatment may qipitalize on specific strengths whUe 

attempting to correct specific weaknesses. 

.. 24 · · 
According to Kress, t.oo frequently· clinical diagnosis .of a 

child's reacl,ing 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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d . . . 1125 1.st1.nct1.ons. 

Lillian Fletcher 26 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 different 

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 Rroblem of gathering this-information, it is also possible to ob-

t1:1:i,n 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 to determine not only the score obtained but also the child's 

type of performance. 

Many research studies and clinical. insights from .other <:lisciplines 

offer significant research ramifications for the reading specialist. 

27 Ketchum 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 presented no single acceptable rationale regarding reading diag-

nosis. For example, a number of investigators have been concerned spe-

cifically with visual and auditory perceptton 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. 

Similarly, Frostig, 29 supporting the contention that there is a 

relationship between visual perception and reading, has developed mate-

rials for improving the five aspects of visual perception measured by 

her test. 

Harris30 also has suggested that there is a relation.ship between 

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

Wepman31 contends that auditory discrimination and blending are 

positively related to reading achievement. According to Wepman, visual 

and auditory learners should be grouped separately for·reading instruc-

tion. 

In addition to 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, 

goals, and procedures. 



The first milestone in the development of reading clinics was 

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

clinic school. In the 1940's, Paul Witty, 10 David Kopel, 11 Robert L. 
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1 12 d B d 13 d O C S h ' . 13 1 d . McCau , Gertru e oy , an . • c w1.er1.ng exp ore . various ap-

proaches to diagnosis and remediation, and in the l950 1s, Bond and 

14 Botel surveyed reading clinics and subsequently suggested a need for 

better liason among reaqing centers to P,rovide an exchange of research 

information. 
. 17 16 

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-

s~lts of research studies emanating from other disciplines which offer 

significant research ramifications for the reading specialist. 

Kephart 28 and Frostig29 have been concerned with the visual per-

ception and its relationship to reading. 
· 31 

Wepman has contended that 

there is a relationship between auditory discrimination 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 Questionnaire Technique 

The questionnaire is an instrument that is widely used by educa­

tional workers to obtain facts about current conditions and practices,, 

and to make inquiries concerning attitudes and opinions. 1 For the pur­

pose of the present study the questionnaire was chosen as the most 

practical device with which to obtain the desired data from a large 

geographically scattered 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 no particular reason to see 

3 
the respondent personally. 

Because of the nature and scope of the current study, the use of 

an instrument for securing many kinds of information 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. 

23 
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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-

eringcommon 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. 

1. 

STATEMENTS 

Does your clinic offer diagnostic 
services for students who are 
having reading difficulties? ••• • (I •• 

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

Is working in some capacity in the 
department of education or 
psychology •••••••. 

Is a student working toward an 
advanced degree •••••••• 

Has completed specific courses in 
the field of readirig ••.••• 

Has participated in research in 
reading ••••••• 

Holds a Ph.D. or Ed.D .• 
Holds a rank above that of 

assistant professor • 

---

RESPONSES 

s 
0 

't:I 
,-.I 
(I) 

Cl) 

1-1 
(I) 
::,. 
(I) 

z 

A tentative questionnaire was developed and revised in accordance 

with the suggestions of several reading clinic.ians. 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 

procedures. 

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 1, 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. Fo~ weeks after the original mailing of the questionnaire, 

292 returns were received, This represented a 39.40% 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 

76.6% of the postcard respondents failed to return the questionnaire 

because their institutions do not have a reading 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 re.served 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 W?S 

developed from pertinent literature. These items concerned areas about 

which the respondents were presumed to have knowledge and skill relevant 

to readil;lg diagnosis. The check list was to be used as the data gath~ 

e.ring instrument of the study. 

The tentative questionnaire was revised in accordance with recom­

mendations and criticisms made by the investigator 1 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 replied 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 re.turns accepted for analysis, 

Return double postcards were sent to t:he clinic directors of insti­

tutions which had failed to respond to ascertain the reasons for failure 

of response. 

The responses to the questionnaires accepted for analysis and the 

findings from these returns are presented in Chapter IV. 



FOOTNOTES 

1Deobold B. Van Dalen and William J, Meyer, Understanding Educa­
tional Research (New York, 1962), 252. 

2 Carter V. Good and Douglass E. Scates, Methods of Research (New 
York, 1954), 612. 

3 Good and Scates, p. 606. 
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CHAPTER IV 

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 Se~ondary 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 clinics 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 not accredited or 

approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting association (re­

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

30 
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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 government (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 governments (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 control 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 Doctor's), and 2 clin­

ics were of institutions who have been authorized 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 offers a program which.is professional and teacher 

preparatory (referred to in the tables as Professional, Teacher Prepa-

ration) •. Ten 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 clinics 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 

LXXXIII 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 

designated as "seldom" and "never" were considered negative responses. 

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 

classified as "others," constituted a small number. Although all data 

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 to 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 

so 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 reve;=als 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 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, 3% 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 

88.9% responded positively, 3% responded negatively, 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 ins ti tu­

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 controlled 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 whose 

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, teacher preparatory, and termi­

nal-occupational 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 responseso 
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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 (11.1%) of negative re­

sponses. 

In general, Table I shows that clinics whose institutions are ac­

credited by Northwest Association of Schools and Colleges, whose con­

trol is religious groups, whose highest level of offering is Masterus 

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 instituti,ons controlled 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 

$Orne capacity in the department of education or psychology. 11 

A study of the data shown in Table II reveals that the number of 

clinics who answer affirmatively is proportionally greater than those 

who answer negatively. 

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the 



frequency distribution in Table II, in the columns totals for the ac­

creditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and 

enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 66.7% responded positively, 18.2% responqed 

negatively, while 15.2% gave no answer. 
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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 relk 

gious group and private contr.olled 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 

preparatory report the largest percent (50%) of negative responses. 

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose e.n­

rollment is 15 ,000 to 20 ,000 report the largest percent (77. 80%) 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 re-

sponses. 

In general, Table II shows that clinics whose instit.utions are ac-

credited by Southern Association of Colleges and 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, 

. 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 Schools, whose control is religious 

group, whose highest level of offering is.Doctor of Philosophy and 

equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily teacher prepare-

tory, and whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest per-
1 

cent of negative responses. 

Table III 

Data in Table III are related to the statement: iuThe basic diag-

nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who is a student 

working toward an advanced degree. 11 

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. 

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

quency distribution in Table·III, in the·columns totals for the ac-

creditation, control, highest le.vel of offering, type of program, and 

enrollment.classifications. 



The data reveal that 51.5% responded positively, 21.2% responded 

negatively, while 27.30% gave no answer. 
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Further study of the data shown in Table III indicates that insti­

tutions accredited by Middle St~tes 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 institutions 

report the largest percent (61.3%) of posit.i ve 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 1 s amd/or second professional degree 

constitute the largest percent (25.0%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table III indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is Liberal Arts-General-3 or more Professional de&rees 

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 report the largest percent (40%) 

of negative responses, 

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

rollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent (100%) of 

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment 

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

In general, Table III 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 whose institutions are 

accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, 

whose control is religious 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 those who 

answer negatively. 

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

quency distribution in Table IV, in the columns totals for the accred­

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en­

rollment classifications. 

The data re.veal that 80.9% responded positively, 6.1% responded 
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negatively, while 1301% gave no answer, 

Further study of the data showri 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 responseso 

With respect to control, clinics of religious group.controlled 

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 (90o1%) of positive responses, while·institutions whose 

highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees 

constitute 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 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, 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 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 (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: nThe 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 proportionally 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 52.5% 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 not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accred­

iting association, constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive 

responses, while institutions accredited by Northwest Association of 

Secondary and Highest Schools constitute the largest percent (40%) of 

negative responses. 

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled 

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 Masterus or professional degrees constitute the largest percent 

(607~) of positive responses, while ins ti tut ions 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 Vindicates that institutions whose type 

of program is liberal arts and genera 1, 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 responseis. 

With respect to enrollment the clinics of institutions whose en­

rollment is 1,000 to 2,500report 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 Northwest 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 pri.marily 

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 holds a Ph.D. 

or Ed.D, 11 

A study of the data shown in Table VI reveals that the number of 

clinics who answer positive.ly 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 (66.7%) 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 1 s and/or second professional degree constitute the largest 

percent (5 0%) of positive responses, while institutions whose highest 

level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent de grees 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 l e vel 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 positive 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 Philosophy 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: · liThe basic diag­

nostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who holds a rank 

above that of assistant professor, 11 

A study of the data shown in Table VII reveals that the number of 

clinics who answer negatively i.s 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 en­

rollment classifications, 

The data reveal that 34.4% responded positively, 43.4% 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 constitute the largest percent (60%) 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 controlled 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 Philosophy and equivalent de-

grees constitute the largest percent (63,4%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table VII indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and 

terminal-occupational report the largest percent (70%).of positve re-

sponses, while institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher 
\ 

preparatory report the largest percent (100%) of negative response. 
\ 

With respect to enrollment, the cli.nics of institutions whose en-

rollment is 7,500 to 10,000 report the largest percent (45.5%) of posi-

ti.ve responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 

25,000 to 35,000 repart the largest percent (85.70%) af negative re-

sponses. 

In general, Table VII 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 af 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 whose institutions 
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are accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and Secondary 

Schools, whose control 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: uThe 

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 who 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 distributian in Table VIII, in the columns tatals 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 on an individual basis.n 

A study of the data shown in Table IX reveals that the number of 

clinics who answer positively is proportionally 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 totals for the accred­

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en­

rollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 71.7?o responded positively, 17,2% responded 

negatively, while 1L1% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown in Table IX 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 (40%) df 

negative responses, 

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controlled 

institutions 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 constitute the largest percent 

(24.4%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table IX 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 and general, teacher preparatory and terminal­

occupational, report the largest percent (50%) 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 institutions whose enrollment 

is 20,000-25,000 report the largest percent (50%) of negative responses. 

In general, Table IX shows that clinics wh0se institutions are not 

accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting associ­

ation, whose control is religious group, whose highest level of offering 

is Master 0 s and/or second professional degree, whose type·of program is 

primarily teacher preparatory, 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 control is state, whose highest 

level of offering .is Doctor of Philosophy, 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. 11 

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 noticeable in an analysis of the fre­

quency distribution in Table X, in the columns totals for the accred­

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and en­

rollment classifications. 
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negatively, while 22.2% gave no answero 
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Further study of the data shown in Table X indicates that institu­

tions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schooli con­

stitute the largest percent (62 .50%) of positive responses, while :i.nsti­

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 controlled 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 institutions whose 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 Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees 

constitute the largest percent (67.9%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table X indicates 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 ac­

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 largest percent of posi­

tive 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 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 o II 

A study of the data shown in Table XI 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 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, 0% responded neg­

atively, while·2% gave no answero 

Further study of the data shown in Table XI indicates that 
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institutions accredited by the Southern Association of Colleges and 

Schools, Western Association of Schools and Colleges, Northwest Associ­

ation of Secondary and Higher Schools, Middle State Association of 

Colleges and Secondary Schools, and institutions not accredited, con­

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

were no negative responses. 

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (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 (l) 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 p~rcent (100%) 

of positive responses, while there were no negative responses" 

With respect to enrollment, all clinics reported positively (100%) 1 

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 genera 1, Table· XI shows that clinics whose institutions are ac­

credited by the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, the 

Western Association of Schools and Colleges, the Northwest Association 

of Secondary and Higher Schools, Middle State Association of Colleges 

and Secondary Schools, and institutions not accredited whose control is 
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state, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy a.nd 

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 teacher preparatory, 

reported positively. 

With respect to enrollment, all cli.nics 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. 11 

A study of the data shown in Table XII 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 XII, in the columns totals for the accred­

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and e.n­

rollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 24.2% responded positively, 49.5% responded 

negatively, while·26.3% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown 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 to control, clinics of private, independent of church 

or state controlled institutions report the largest percent (33.4%) 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 instituti.ons 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 i-,ihose 

type of program is liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory report 

the largest percent (38.5%) of positive responses, while institutio.ns 

whose type of program is liberal arts and general with three or more 

professional schools report the largest percent (64.60%) of negative 

responses. 

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en­

rollment is 1,000 to 2 1 500 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 We.stern Association of Schools and Colleges,, whose con­

trol is private, independent of church or state, whose highest level 

of offering is Masteris and/or second professional degree, whose type 

of program i.s liberal arts-general, 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 ac~ 

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 schools, and whose enrollment is 10,000 

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

Table XIII 

Data in Table XIII are related to the statement: ·"The director 

administers some of the diagnosis with assistance of staff. 11 

A study of the data shown in Table XIII reveals that the number of 

clin:i,cs 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 36.4% 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 

constltute the highest percent (47.3%) of negative responses. 

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (40.3%) of positive responses, while private, 

independent of church or state, controlled institutions report the 

largest percent (46.7%) of negative responsef;. 

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

largest percent (46.4%) of positive responses, while institutions whose 

highest level of offering is 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 institutions whose type of program is (1) liberal arts 

with one or two professional 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 institutions whose institutions are ac­

credited by Middle States Association of Colleges and 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 with one or two professional schools, and 
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whose enrollment is 25 ,000 to 35 ,000 report the largest percent of nega-

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 notice.able 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 17.2% 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 (90.9%) 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 or 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 (90.3%) of positive responses, while institutions whose 

highest level 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

tutic.ms 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 enrollment, 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 institutions 

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 controlled, 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 Doctor 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: HThe director dele­

gates total diagnostic responsibilities to staff," 

A study of the data shown in Table XV reveals·that the number of 

clinics who answer negatively is pr0portionally greater than those. who 

answer positively. 

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

quency distribution in Table XV, in the columns totals for the accred­

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program~ and e.n­

rollment classifications, 

The data reveal that 28.3% responded positively, 37 ,4% responded 

negatively, while 34.3% gave no answer, 

Further study of the data shown in Table XV indicates that insti­

tutions accredited by North Central Association of Secondary and Higher 

Schools constitute the largest percent (39.4%) of positive respenses 1 

while institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges 

and Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (57.9%) of nega­

tive responses, 

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (.30,7%) of positive responses,, while reli­

gious group controlled institutions report the largest percent (46.7%) 

of negative responses. 

Table XV also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer­

ing is Doctor of Philosophy and equiva.lent 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 analysis of Table XV indicates that instituti0ns &e 

type of program is liberal arts with three or more professional schools 

report the largest percent (35 ,5%) of positive responses, while insti 0
• 

tutions whose type of program is primarily teacher preparatory report 

the largest percent (100%) of negative responses. 

With respect to 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 North Central 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 liberal 

arts with three or 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 Middle 

State Association of Colleges a.nd Secondary Schools, whose control is 

religious group, whose highest level of of:f.ering is Doctor of Philosophy 

and equivalent degrees, whose type of program is primarily teacher 

preparatory, and whose enrollment is 7 1 500 to 10,000, report the largest 

percent of negative responses. 

Table XVI 

Data in Table XVI are related to the statement; 11 'l'he responsi­

bilities of the various clinicians are interchangeable, 11 

A study of the data shown 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 insti­

tutions accredited by North 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 

Schools 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 posi.tive 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 positive responses, whi.le·institutions whose 

highest level of offering is Master 1 s and/or second professional degree 

constitute the largest percent (25%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table XVI 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 11 general, teacher preparatory and terminal~ 

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

2-0 ,-000 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 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 high­

est level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, 

whose type of program 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·XVII are related to the question: "In accepting re­

ferrals or clients,· is the students u 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 clas$i.fications. 

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 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, controlled institutions 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 liberal 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 

responsel:l, 

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 Schpols, whose control is state, whose highest level of 

offering is Doctor 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 XVIII 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 clas~ifications. 



The data reveal that 65.6% responded positively, 16.2% responded 

negatively, while 18.2% gave no answer. 
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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 larg­

est percent (80% and 80% respectively) of positive responses, while 

state controlled institutions report the largest percent (21%) of 

negative responses. 

Table XVIII also shows that institutions whosehighest level of 

offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees constitute the 

largest percent (68.2%) of positive responses, while institutions 

whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Phi.losophy and equivalent 

degrees constitute the largest percent (24.4%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table XVIII indicates that institutions whosc 

type of program is liberal arts and general, teacher preparatory, and 

terminal-occupational report the largest percent (70%) of positive 

responses, while institutions whose type crf 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 



67 

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? 11 

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 data 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 (40%) of negative responses. 

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 (33.3%) 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 (7010) of p0sitive 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. 

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, whil.e, the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 

25,GOO to 35,000 report the largest pe:i;:cerit (57o2) 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 

arts with 1 or·2 professional schools, 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 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 i$ 25,000 to 35,000 1 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 competence for their: other (remarks), 11 

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 chat the 

studentsu reading achievement is compared with expected competence fox: 

their language abilities. Two respondents indicated that the studentsu 

reading achievement is compared with expe.cted compe.tence of other 

students. Four respondents indi~ated that the studentsu reading 

achievement is compared with expected competence of a combination of 
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previous environmental experience and language and mental abilities. 

Two respondents indicated that the studentsg reading achievement is 

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 rela,ting 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 accred-

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and 

enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 80.8% responded positively, 11.2% fesponded 
I 

negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer. 

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

tutions accredited by Middle State Association .of Co.11-ege:s and Second-

ary Schools constitute the largest percent (94.7%) of positive re-

sponses, while institutions accredited by Western Association of 
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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 (93.4%) of 

positive 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.l!a) 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 general, 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 arts, general, with 3 or 



more professional schools, and whose enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500 

report the largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics 
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of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Western Associa­

tion of Sc;: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 2,?,000 to 35,000, report the largest 

percent of negative responses. 

Table XXII 

Data in Table XXII .are related to the question: "])oes the clinic 

attempt 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 Tabie XXlI 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 XXII, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program,· 

and enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 61.6% responded positively, 20.2% responded 

negatively, while 18.2% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown in Table XXII ind;i.cates that in­

stitutions not accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional 

accrediting association constitute the largest percent (100%) of 

positive responses, while institutions.cl.ccredited by Northwest Associa­

tion of Secondary ~nd 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 (ij6.6%) 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 equi,valent degrees constitute the 

largest percent (65.9%) of positive responses, while institutions whose 

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 institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts, general, 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 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 



74 

largest percent of pc)sitive 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: '1Does 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 40~4% responded positively, 33.3% 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 .470) of positive responses, while 

institutions accredited 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 group controlled institutions re­

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

whose highest level 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 teacher preparatory, report the largest percent (4.5.9%) of 

positive responses, while institutions whose type of program is liberal 

arts and general with 3 or more professiortal schools report the largest 

percent (41.7%) of negative responses. 

With respect to·enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose 

enrollment is 15,000 to 20,000 re.port the largest percent (77.8%) of 

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose.enrollment 

is 25,000 to 3.5,000 report the largest percent (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 or 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 the 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 clinic 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 r~veal 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. factor_s_ ass.language., deveLopment- .Fourteen r,es,ponder:i.ts· indi-· 

cated .that the clinic .attempts to .. compµte the. ~o.unt .oL.read.ing retard­

ation by considering such factors·as·a combination of previous 
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environmental e~periences, emotional and personality problems, auditory 

. and listening functioning, 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 1 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 service 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 0£ Colleges and 

Secondary Schools constitute the largest percent (47.4%) of negative 

responses. 
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With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (71%) of positive responses, while religious 

group controlled ins ti tut ions 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 respect 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 (71.4%) 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 Sec;ondary Schools, whose·control is 

religious group, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philoso­

phy and equivalent degrees, whose type of progra!ll is liberal arts and 

genetal 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·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 XXVI, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type 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 controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (82.3%) of positive responses, while private, 

independent of church or state controlled institutions report the 

largest percent (26.7%) of negative responses. 

Table XXVI also shows _that ir).stitutions 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 1 s and/or second professional 

degree constitute the largest percent (14.3%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table XXVI indicates that 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 (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, and terminal-occupational, and whose 

enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest percent of positive 

responses, while the clinic;s 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 arerelated to the question: "Do the parents 

receive a report of the diagnosis?" 

A study of the data shown in Table 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 fre­

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 indicates 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 (93~4%) of positive responses, 
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while st,ate controlled institutions report the largest percent (14.6'70 ) 

of negative responses. 

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 responses, 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 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 

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 25,000 to·35,000, 

report the largest percent of negative responses. 

Table XXVIII 

Data in Table XXVIII are related to·the question: "Does the 

clinic make recommendations to theschool for remedial reading instruc-

tion?" 

A study of the data shown in Table XXVIII reveals that the number 

of clini~s·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 column.s totals for the 

,accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, 

and enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 76.8% responded positively, 17.1% .responded 

negatively, wh:ile 6.1% gave no·answer. 
··, 

Further study of the data shown in Table XXVIIJ; indicates that 

institutions no accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional 

accrediting association constitute the largest percent (100%) of posi-

tiveresponses, 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 (82.9%) 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

tiveresponses, while the·clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 

10,000 to 15,000 report the largest percent (40%) 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 h.ighest 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·clinic 

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 proportionally·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 

accreditation, 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 in Table 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 Vestern Assoication of 

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

-responses. 

With·respect to-control, clinics of state cofitrolled 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 institutionswhose 

highest level of offering is Master 1 s and/or second professional degree 

constitute the largest percent (23.2%) 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 -0f 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 reportfthe largest percent (85.7%) of 

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment 

is 15,000 to 20,000 report the largest percent (33~30%) 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 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 progra~ is liberal arts, general, terminal~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 
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Schools and Colleges, whose control is religious group, whose highest 

level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose 

type of program is ltberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools, and 

whose enrollment is +5,000 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 fre­

quency distribution in Table XXX, in the columns·total-s for the -accred­

itation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and 

enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 64.7% 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 controlled 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 equivalent degrees constitute the 

largest percent (70. 7%) 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 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 clinicswhose 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 Qr 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 responseso 

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 the 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 36.4% responded positively, 47.5% responded 

negatively, while 16.2% 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 positive responses, 

while state controlled 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 
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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 ter~inal­

occupational report the largest percent (70%) of negative response. 

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose en­

rollment is 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 XXXII 

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 61.6% 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 regional 

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 Oegative responses. 

With respect to control, 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 p.ercent .(65..9%} .0£ ... p.ositiv.e. :r::esponses, .while_in.s.tit.ntLons .. whose . 

.. . h,ighest level of .offer.ing .is .. D.o.ctor .of.. .. Ph.il.os.ophy . .and.equivalen.t degrees 
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constitute the largest percent (26.96%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table XXXII indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and 

terminal-occupational report the l~rgest 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 negative 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 largest percent (30%) of negative 

·responses. 

In general, Table XXXII shows that clinics whose institutions are 

·not accredited or approved 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 positi~e responses, while the 

clinics of institutions whose institutions 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 XXXIII, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, 

and enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 53.6% respondeo positively, 36,4% 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 Colleges 

constitute the largest percent (83.4%) of positive responses, while 

institutions accredited by Southern Association of Colleges and Schools 

constitute the largest percent (35.8%) 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%) 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%) of posi­

tive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment is 

25,000 to 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 X.XXIV 

Data in Table XXXIV are related to the question: "Does the clinic 

operate entirely on fees? 11 

A study of the data shown in Table XX.XIV 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 XX.XIV, 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, 39.4% responded 

negatively, while 37.4% 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 (60%) 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 profess.ional 

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 enrollment, 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-

spouses. 

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 highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent 

degrees, whos~ 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 T~ble 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 35.4% responded positively, 27.3% responded 

negatively, while 37.4% 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 con trolled ins titu t;i.ons 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 9 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 percerit (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 40.4% 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 (26.7%) of negative responses. 

Table XXXVI also shows that institutions whose highest level of 

offering is Doctor of Phil0sophy 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 (30.0%) 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 accrediting 

association, whose control is private,. independent of church or state, 

whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent 

degree, whose type 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 15,000 report 

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 diagnosttc 

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 9 in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, and 

enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 86.9% responded positively, 7.1% responded 

negatively, while 6.1% 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%) 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 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 
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degrees constitute the largest percent (9o7%) 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, occµpational, 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

roll~ent 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 relat.ed to the question: "If the clinic 

does compile a diary or log, does 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 are noticeable in an analysis of the fre­

quency distribution in Table XXXVIII, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, 

and enrollment classifications, 

The data reveal that 92.9% responded positively, 0% responded 

negatively, while 7.1% 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, clinic~ 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 Philosophy 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 
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were no institutions who responded negatively. 

· With respe~t 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 positive 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 (86.7%) 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 (8,9%) 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 liberal 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 is 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 largest percent of negative responses. 

'I:able 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. 

Further analysis of Table XL indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools report 

the largest percent (90%) 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 largest 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 enrollment is 

7,500 to 10,000 report the largest 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 family and home environment data?" 

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 fre­

quency distribution in Table XL!, 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, 6% responded 

negatively, while 8.1% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown in Table XL! indicates that 

institutions accredited by Middle States Association of Colleges and 

Secon4ary Schools, constitute the largest percent (89.5%) of positive 

responses, while institutions not 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 contrdlled 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 XL! 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 XL! indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is primarily teacher preparatory and institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts, general, 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 responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enrollment 

is 5,000 to 7,500 report the largest percent (10%) 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, private, independent of state or 

church, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy or 

equivalent degree, whose type of program is teacher preparatory, liberal 

arts, general, and whose enrollment ~d 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 XLII 

Data in Table XLII are related to the question: "If 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 (20%) 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 XLII 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 degree 

constitute the largest percent (1.8%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis 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 terminal-:occupational 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 



112 

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 XLIII 

Data in Table XLIII are related to the question: "If the cl.inic 

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 cl;inics 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. 

T4e data reveal that 62.7% responded positively, 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 approved by any nationwide or regional 

accrediting association, constitute the largest percent (100%) of 

positive responses, while institutions accredited by Western Associa.., 

tion 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 (64.5%) 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 negative 

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 respons~s. 

Further analysis of.Table XLIII 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 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 negative 

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 religious-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 les$on 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 from other agencies. 

One respondent indicated that tl).e clinic 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 facts are noticeable in an analysis of the 

frequency distribution in Table XLIV, in the colu111;ns 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 degr!=e 

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 general 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 ~esponse. 

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 Colleses, whose con­

trol is private; independent of church and state, whose highest level 

of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees, whose type 

of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 profess.ional schools; 

liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and terminal-occupational, 

and primary teacher preparatory, anq. whose enrollment is 15,000 to 

20,000 report the largest .percent of positive response$, 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 Maste~'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 clin;i.c 
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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 63.6% 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 Colleges 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 (80%) of positive responses, while institutiqns 

whose.type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more pro­

fessional schools report the largest pe;rcent (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 (42.9%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, Table XLVI, shows that clinics whose institutions are 

accredited by Southern Association of Coll;eges 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 

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 New England 

Association of Colleges and Schools, whose control is religious groups, 

whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent 

degrees, whose type of program is liberal arts with 3 or more pro~ 

fessional schools, and whose enroll711ent is 25,000 to 35,000,;report 

the largest percent of negative responses. 

Table XLVII 

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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·Of clinics who answer positively, ia proportionally greater than those 

who answer negatively. 

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

quency distribution in Table XLVIl, in the colunms totals for the 

accreditations, control, highest level of offering, type o.f program, and 

enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 87.9% responded positively, 9.1% responded 

negatively, while 3% 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 (90.4%) 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 degrees constitute the 

largest percent (87.9%) 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 indi.cates that institutions whose 
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type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professional 

schools and liberal arts and general teacher preparatory and terminal­

occupational report the largest percent (100%) 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· 

enrollment is 5,000 to 7 ,500, report the largest percent (95%) o.f 

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose enroliment 

is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent (33.3%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, lable 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} institutions 

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 whose enrollment is 

15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent of negative responses. 
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Data in Table XLVlII are related to the statement: "Does the 

clinic attempt to determine what might generally be clas.sified 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, control, highest level of offering, type of program,. 

ap.d enrollment class.ifications. 

Thedata reveal that 85% responded positively, 11.1% responded 

negatively, while 3% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown in Table XLVIII indicates that 

institutions accredited by New England Association of Colleges and 

Secondary Schools, Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher 
I . 

Schools, and Western Association of Colleges and institutions not 

accredited or approved by any nationwide or regional accrediting 

association, constitute the largest percent (100%) of positive re-

sponses, while institutions accredited by Southern Association of 

Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (Z9.2%) 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 private; independent of church or 

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



122 

negative responses. 

'.['able XLVIII also shows that tnstitutions 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 XLVITI indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts and general with l or 2 professional 

schools and institutions whose type of program is primarily teacher 

preparatory report the largest pe~cent (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 (20.9%) 

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, 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 XLVIII, shows that clinics whose institutions 

are accredited by I>Jew England Assoc;i.ation of Colleges and Secondary 

Schools, Northwest Association of Secondary and Higher Schools, Western 

Association of Colleges, and institutions not accredited or approveq 

by any nationwide or regional accrediting association, whose control 

is private; independent of church and 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 and 25,000 to 35,000 
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· report the largest percent of positive respcmses, while the clinics 

of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Southern Associa­

tion of Scho.ols and-., Colleges, whose control is private; independent of 

church or state, whose highest level of offe:i;:ing is Doctor of Philosophy 

and equivalent degrees whose type of program is l,i~eral arts and$eneral 

with 3 or more professional schools, and whose enrb1lment is 7,500 to 

10,000,- report the largest percent of negative responses. 

Table XLIX 

Data in Table XLIX are related to the statement: "If the 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 t_hose 

sho answer negatively. 

Indication of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the 

frequency distribution in Table XL:J;X, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, 

and enrollment classifications. 

'J;'he d.ata revealed that 78_.8% responded posi_tively, 14.1% respcmded 

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, constitute the largest percent (84.8%) of positive 

responses, while institutions not 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 respeGt. to control, clinics of state; independent o:l; church 

or state controlled institutions report the largest percent· (83. 3%) of 

positive responses, while religious groups controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (13.3%) respectively of negative respo:g.ses. 

T~ble XLIX also shows that institutions whose highest level of 

offering is Master's and/or secc;md professional degree constitute the 

largest percent (80.4%) of positive responees, while institutions.whose 

highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent clegrees 

constitute the largest percent (19.5%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table XLIX indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is libera;I. 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 of program 

is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional schools report; 

the largest percent (16. 7%) of negative ;l;'espcms'es. 

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose 

enrollment if 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 (42.9%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, Table XLIX, shows that clinics whose institutions are. 

accredited by North Central 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 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 posit:l,ve responses~ while the clinics of 

institutions whose institutions are not accredited or approved by any 

nationwide or regional accrediting association, whc;,se control is pri-
. . 

vate, independent of church or state and· religious groups, whos.e h:i,ghest 

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 :if 25,000 to 35,000,. report the largest 

percent of negative responses, 

Table L 

Data in Table Lare related to. the statement: "If the .clinic does 

make an attempt at identification of learning preference,_the attempt 

is made by informal tee ts,''. 

A study of the data shown in Table L, reveals that the numbe:t." 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 i,n Table L, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of progra~, and 

enrollment classifications •. 

The data reveal that 81. 8% responded positively, 8, 1% responded 

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%). of positive 

responses, while institutions.accredited by Southern Association of 



Colleges . and Schools., constitute the largest percent (20. 8%) 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 (86. 7%) of posit;l.ve responses, while state con:t:rolled institu­

tions repott th~ largest percent (21%) of negaiive responses •. 

Table L also shows that institutions whose highest level of offer­

ing is Master's and/or second profeseional degree constitute the largest 

percent (85.7%) of positive responses, while institut:i,ons whose highest 

leve,l of offering is Doctor of :Philosophy and equivalet1t degrees con.,­

stitute the largest percent (14.6%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table L indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional schools.repo:i:,-t 

the largest percent (100%) of positive responses, while· institutions 

whose type of program is liberal arts and generi!!-1 with 3or more pro­

fessional schools report the largest percent (10. 4%) of negative . 

responses. 

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of it1sti~utions whose, 

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. 

accred,ited by Middle States Assoc.iation of Colleges and Secondary 

Schools, whose control is private; independent of church or state and 

religious groups, whose highest level of offer;i.ng is Master's and/or 

second professional degree, whose type of program is liberal ai;:ts with 
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1 or 2 professional schooll?,.and wh9se enrollment is 2,500 to 5,000 

report the largest percent of positive responses; while the clinics of 

institutions whose institutions are accredited by Soutbern 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 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 LI 

Data in Table LI are related to the statement: •iu the clinic 

does make an attempt at identification of learning preferen~e, 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 greater than those 

who answer negatively. 

Indications of this.fact .are noticeable in an analysis; of tl:J.e. 

frequency distribution iri Table LI, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of progra~; 

and enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 84.9% responded positively, 2% respondec:l 

negatively, while 13,1% gave no answe:i::-, 

Further study of the data shown in Table LI indicates that i~sti­

tutions accredited by.Western Assoc:i.ation 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 (3,6%) of negative respon$es. 

Further analysis of Table LI indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts and general with 3 or more professional 

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 LII 

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. 11 

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 24.2% responded positively, 36.4% responded 

negatively, while 39.4% 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, while religious groups controlled institutions report the 

largest percent (46.6%) 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 (29.2%) 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 LI! 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 instituti.ons 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 l>y North Central Association, whose control is religious 

groups, whose highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose 

type of program is liperal 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 LII-I 

Data in Table LIU 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 preference 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 0ffering, 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, 21.2% responded 

negatively, while 2% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown in Table LIV indicates that insti­

tutions accredited by Middle States 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 (37,5%) 

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 (24.2%) 

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 (50%) of negative response. 

With respect to enrol.lment, 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 (44.4%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, Table LIV, shows that clinics whose institutions are 

accredited by Middle State Association 0£ Colleges and Secondary 

Schools, whose control is religious groups, whose highest level of 

offering is Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program i~ liberal 

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 New 

England Association of Colleges and Schools, whose control is state, 

whose highest level of offering 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 proportionally greater than those 

who answer negatively. 

Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis of the 

frequency distribution in Table LV, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of program, 

and enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 53.5% 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 Association of Secondary 

and Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (39.4%) of negative 

responses. 

With respect to control, clinics of religious group controll~d 

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 

largest percent (58.9%) of positive responses, while institutions whose 

highest level of offering is Doctor o:I: Philosophy and equival.ent degrees 

constitute the largest percent (39.1%) of negative responses. 

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 negat;i.ye 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 cliri;i.cs of institutions whose enrollment 

is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (57.2%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, Table LV, shows that clinics whose institut;i.ons are 

accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary Schools, whose control 

is religious groups, whose highest level of offering is.Master's and/or 

secondary professional degrees, whose.type of program is liberal arts, 

general t~acner 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 .ezirollment is 25,000 to 35,000, report 

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 



frequency distribution in Table LVI, in the columns totals for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, ty!)e of program, 

and enrollment classifications. 

'l'he data reveal that 5% responded positively, 13.1%responded 

negatively, while 81,8% gave no answer. 

l.36. 

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 (33,3%) of negative responses, 

With respect to control, clinics of state controlled institutions 

report the largest percent (6. 4%) of positive response!:l, while 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 equivalent degrees 

constitute the largest percent (17.1%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of Table LVI indic,;1.tes that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts and general with 1 or 2 professional 

schools report the largest percent (20%) of positive responses, while 

institutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher 

preparatory and terminal-occupational report the largest percent (30%) 

of negative responses. 

With res_pect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose 

enrollment is 1,000 to 2,500, report the' largest percent(l8,80%) of 
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positive responses, while the clinics of institutions.whQse,enrollment 

is 15,000 to 20,000, report the largest percent (22.1%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, Table LVI, shows that clinics whose :institutions are 

accredit~d by North Central Association, whose control is state, whose_ 

highest level of o:l;fering is Master's and/or second professional degree; 

whose type of program is liberal arts, general with 3 or more profes,:­

sional schools, and whose enrollment is 1,000 to 2.,500,: repot'.(: t:he:> -

largest percent of positive responses, while the clinics of institut:i.cn:1s 

whose institutions are accredited by Western Association of Schools, 

whose conti;-ol is religious groups, whose h;i.ghest level_ of off~ring ;Ls 

Doctor of Philosophy, whose type of program is liberal arts, general 

teacher preparatory, terminal~occupational, and whose enrollment _is 

15, 000 to 20, 000, report the largest percent _of negative 1;esponses. , 

Table LVIII 

Data in Ta,ble 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 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 LVII, in the columns total for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offerip.g, type of program; and 

enrollment classifications. 

The data reveal that 18.2% responded positively, 10,1% responded_ 

negatively, while 71.7% gave no answer. 



Further study of the data shown in Table LVII indicates that 

institutions accredited by New England Association of Colleges and 

Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent (37.5%) of positive 

responses, while institutions accredited by Western Association of 

Schools and Colleges, constitute the largest percent (33~3%)of poedtive 

responses,.while religious group controlled institutions report the 

largest percent (20%) of negative responses. 

Table LVII also shows, that institutions. whose highe'sf level of 
.. . '· .· . 

offering is Master's and/or second professional degree co'nst;tutethe 

largest percent (23.2%) of positive responses, while institutions whose 

highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent degrees 

constitute the largest percent (14.7%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis· of Table LVII indicates that i'nstitutions whose .. 

type of program is libera:J,. arts with 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 mote pro-

fessio'O,al sc'hools report. the largest percent (12. 5%) of negat;i.ve 

response·s ~. 

With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institut:iQns whose 
' .. 

enrollment is 10~000 to 15,000, report the latg~st ,percent (30%) of .. 

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose em;cillment . ·. 

is 10,000 to 15,000, report the largest percent (20%) of ~egat~ve 

responses. . . 
' ' 

In general, Table LVU, shows that ctirtics whose institutfoµ~ are 

accredited by New England Association of Colleges; whose corttr.ol i:s 

religious group, whose highest level of offering is Master's and/or 

second professional degree, whose type of program is li~eral artsw;ith 



1 or 2 professional schools, and whose enrollment ts 10,000 ,to 15,000, ', 

report the largest percent of positive responses, wJ;iile the clin:ics.of 

insti.tutions .whose institutions are accredited by .Western Associaticm of. 
. . 

Colleges, whose control is religious. group, 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, report the largest percent of negative resp,~nses. 

Table LVIII 

Data in Table LVIII are related to the open,;,.ended statement: <0 ::i;f 

there are specified periods for re-<checking, t:hey are: (other re ... \-·: 

marks)." 

A study of the data in Table LVIII reveals that t~~:i::e .are nil.'l:.e · 

cqded.categories of.responses, 

The data reveal that eight· respondents indica.ted J:l;iat:': the :sJ>ecifi~d ·, 
. ·l. - ·.· ·., 

periods for re-checking vary as needed ·. or are .coriti~uous, · One· respon-- .. 
. . . - .. . ~ . . . 

dent indicated that t:he specified period for re-checking is IJPOll student. 

request~ One respondent indicated that the ~pecified P~fiod for re~-.. ' 
checking is at the time of change in.clinician. Sixrespondents. in-

. \ . 
dicated that the specified period for re-check±n~·--w,,,two lor three times 

a year. Five respondents indicated that the specified period for re-, 

checking is aft.er three to six months of instruct:i.on •. · Nineteen respon­

dents indicated that< the. specified period for re~·,checking are on ~ 

semester basis and at the coticlusion of instructioti, :Ftve respoP:dents 

indicated that the specified periods for re-checking are every s;t;x 

weeks. Four respondents indicated that the specified periods for 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 program, 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 

c:\.inics who answer negatively, is proportionally greater tha11. 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 classifications. 

The data reveal that 20.2% responded positively, 74,8% responded 

negatively, while 5.1% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data sh,own in Table LIX iridicates .that insti­

tutions accredited by Northwest Association.of Secondary and Righer 

Schools, constitute the largest percent (40%) of positive resp.onse$, 

while institutions accredited by.Western Association of.Schoqls and 

Colleges, constitute the largest percent (83.3%) of negative responses. 

Wi.th respect to control, clinics of private; independent of church 

or state control controlled institutions report.the largest percent 

(26.7%) of positive responses, while religious controlled institutions. 

report the largest percent (80%) of negative responses. 

-Table LIX also shows that institutions whose highest level 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 secon.d professional degree 

constitute the largest percent (75. 0%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of '!'.able LIX indicates that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts, general, teacher preparatoJ:y, schools 

report the largest percent (29.9%) ot positive responses, while insti­

stutions whose type of program is liberal arts, general, and teacher 

preparatory and terminal-occupational report the 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 enrollment 

is 5,000 to 7,500 and 7,500 to 10,000 and 10,000 to 15,000 report the 

.largest percent (100%) of negat;i.ve responses. 

In general, Table LUC, shows that clinics whose institutions are 

accredited by Northwest Assoc;.iation of Secondary and Higher Schools, 

w):l.ose control is private, independent of church or state, whose highest 

level of offering is Doctor of Philosphy, 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 responses, while 

the clinics of institutions whose institutions are accredited by Western 

Association of Schools, whose control is religious, whose high~st 

level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose 

t;ype of program is liberal arts with 1 or 2 professional scho.ols ,. 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. 



Table LX 

. ' . . 

.· Pata in• Table LX are r¢1ated .to the .question: ''If there is follow 

.. up of dismissed c:.ases, is follow up .. done. by telephone?'' 

A study of the data shown in Table LX, reveal$. that the numQer of 

.. clini<=:s 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 LX, in the columns fot.als for the 

accreditation, control, highest level of offering, type of ,pregram, 

and enrollme'P,t classificationi;. 

The data reveal that 17 .• 2% resp~'!lded. positively; 2,5.3% r.esponded 

negatively, while ;:,7.6% .gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shqwrt in tabl;e LX :i.i:,.dic:.ates t;hat insti­

tutions accredited by Northwest Associat:io'n of.Secpn.dary.andHigh.er 

Schools, constitute the largest per~~ri.t .(40%): of, .Posit:ive fespc:mses, 

while institutions accredited by North CenttalAssociation, constitute 

the largest percent (33.4%) of nesati.ve responses, 

With respect to control, clinics of private; :i.ndependent; of church 
', . · .. · .· : 

or state controlled iP.Stit\ltipns report.the. lai'gestpercent (2q.7%) of 

positive responses, while private; independent of_ church :.or state con­

trolled institutions report the laJ;"gest percent. (26. 7%) ·. ~f negative 

responses. 

Table. LX also shows tliat institutions w:hose highest level of 

.offering is Mast.el;"' s and/or seqc:>nd pi;:ofessionaLdegree constitute the 

largest percent (16. liO of positive res.ponses, while in·stitUtions whose 

highest. level of offering is Doctor. of Philosophy arid equivalent . degrees 

constitute the largest percent (36.6%) of neg,ative responses. 
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Further analysis of Table LX indicates that: institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts and one or t'Wo professional schools 

report the largest percent (20%) of posit;ive responses, while institu­

tions whose 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, the clinics of institutions whose 

enrollment is 7,500 to 10,000, report the largest percent (36,4%) of 

positive response, 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 LX, 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 highe$t 

level of offering is Master's and/or second professional degree, whose 

type of program is liberal arts and l or 2 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 North Cent!t'al, 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 schoo.ls, and whose·enrollment 

is 25,000 to 35,000, !report the largest_percent of negative responses. 

Table LXI 

Data in Tabl~ 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, reveal.a that the number of 
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Glinics who answer positively, is propor~ionally greater than those 
' 

who answer negatively. 

Inclications of this fact are noticeable 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 23.2% 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 (24.3%) 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 (20%) of positive responses, 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 institutiorts 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 percent (22.9%) of negative 

responses, 
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With respect to enrollment, the clinics of institutions whose 

enrollment is 5,000 to 7,500, report the large$t percent (30%) of 

positive 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 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 1evel 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 LXU 

Data in Table LXII are related to the question: "lf there is 

follow up of dismissed cases, i$ follow up done by conferences with 

school representation?" 

A study of the data shown in lable 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 27.2% responded positively, 21.2% responded 

negatively, while 51.5% gave no answer. 

Further study of the data shown;in Table LXII indicates that 

institutions 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 highest level of 

offering is Master's and/or second professional degree constitute the 

largest percent (32.2%) 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 pro~essional schools 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 or institutions whose 
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enrollment 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 (45.5%) of negative 

responses. 

In general, Table LXII, shows.that clinics whose institutions are 

accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and Uigher 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 is primarily teacher preparatory, and whose enrollment is 

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

Table LXIII 

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 clinics who answer positively, is proportionally greater than those 

who answer negaiively. 

,Indications of this fact are noticeable in an analysis 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, 20,2% responded 

negatively, while 54.5% gave no answer, 

Further study of the data shown in Table LXIII. indicates that 

institutions ac~redited 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 LXIll also shows that institutions whose highest level of 

offering is Master's and/or second professional 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 (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 institutions 

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 



is 25,000 to 35,000, report the largest percent (42.9%) of negative 

responses. 
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In general, Table LXIII, shows that clinics whose institutions ar¢ 

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, ,:-eport the largest percent of 

positive responses, while the clinics of institutions whose institutions 

are a~credited by Western Association of Schools and Colleges, whose 

cont:c:ol 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: "H 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 tl;lis fact are noticefl.ble in an analysis of the fre-,­

quency distribution in Table LXlV, 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 indic.ates that 

;i.nst;i.tutions accredited by Northwest Association of Secondary and 

Higher Schools, constitute the largest percent (60%) of positive . . 

responses, while institutions accredited by Mid41e State Association 

of Cqlleges and Secondary Schools, constitute the largest percent 

(42.1%) of negative responses. 

With respect to contl;'ol, clinic~ of state controlled institut;i.ons 

report the largest percent (17.7%) of positive responses, while 

religious group controlled institutions report the largest percent 

(26.6%) of negative responses. 

Table LXIV 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 whose 

highest level of offering is Doctor of Philosophy and equivalent 

degrees constitute the largest percent (36.6%) of negative responses. 

Further analysis of l'~ble LXIV indicate~ that institutions whose 

type of program is liberal arts, general and teacher preparatory report 

the largest percent (30.8%) of positive responses, while institutions 

whose type of program is primarily teacher px~paratory report the 

~argest 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 

;i.E;i 25,000 to 35,000, rel'ort 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 Higher Schools, 

whose control is state, whose highest level of offering is.Masteris 

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 teacher 

preparatory, whose enrollment is 25,000 to 35,000 report the largest 

~ercent of negative responses. 

Table LXV 

Data 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 the~e 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 LXvr·are relate<;l 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, :t;'eveals that there were 

seventeen categories of responses. 

The data reveal that eighty-two respondents answered the question 

and seventeen respondents g~ve no answers. There was a total of one 

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 frequently reported response was vvconsultation with schools, 

clients, parents, teachers, and other agenc:i,es. 11 · This response 

occurred twenty-five times and constituted 14.12% of the responses. 

The second most frequently repprted response was "m~intenance of 

recqrds." ';Chis response occurred twenty times and constituted 11.30% 

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 :i,s the 

number of students act:i,vely 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 186.66. With respect to the control classification, 

responses ranged from 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 

respons~s 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 of 

educational placement: Elementary level; Secondary level; College 

level; and Adults". 

A study of the data shown in Table LXVIII reveals that seventy­

nine respondents responded to the question of the "elementary level of 

educational placement" and that the mean response was 105.70. Further 

study of the data shown in Table LXVIII, reveals that the accreditation 

classification responses 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 'of the "secondary level of educational placement," and 

that the mean responses was 37.06. The accreditation classification 

responses ranged from 1],,33 to 65.00, with a mean of 37,03, With 

respect td the control classification.responses, responses ranged from 

lf,16 to 500.00, with a mean of 37 .06. Th.e highest level of offering 

classification responses ranged from 22.50 to 500.00, with a mean of 

37.07, and the type of program classification responses ranged froJ11 

8.88 to 86.43, with a mean of 37.03, Further analysis of tabie 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 educa­

tional placement," and thc!,t 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 clas.sification 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 117,71. 

Forty-five respondents respom.ded to the question of the "adult 

level of educational placement" with a mean response of 28.58. The 

accreditation classification responses i:.-anged from 1. 50 to 160, QO with 

a mean response of 28,57. With respect to the control c],assification, 

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 ann.ua;I.ly at the :!;allowing 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 responses ranged from 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 clas~ification 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 respect 

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 45.0Q. 

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 that 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 

.students who are reading below their level of reading ex;pectations are 

also diagnosed. 

Table LXX 

Data in Table LXX are related to the question: "What is the number 

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 forty 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 LU, 

reveals that the accreditation classification responses ranged from 

1.00 to 28.00, the control classification responses ranged from 3.QO 

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, anq 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 rang~a from 5.00 to 21.37, the 

highest level of offering clasi;dfication responses ranged from 12, 42 

to 22.19, the type of program classification responses ranged from 5.00 

to 44,00, and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 5.60 

to 33.67. 

Si~ty 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 ranged from 3,00 

to 220, 71, the highest level of offering classification responses 

ranged from 26.26 to 44.94, the type of program clas1;1ification 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 statement "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 classification 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 11 , w;i..th a mean of 9,35, The 
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accreditation 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 enroll,ment 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 rap.ged from 

1.00 to 8.21, the highest level, of offering classification responses 

ranged from 1. 93 to 9. ~6, the type of p;rogram classification responses 

ranged from 0.00 to 12.14, and the enJ;"ollment classification responses 

ranged from 1~33 to 11.25. 

l'able ·· LXXI 

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 quest:i,on 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 responses 

ranged from 8.00 to 32.88, the type of program classification responses 

ranged from 8.00 to 250.00, and the enrollment classficiati.on responses 
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ranged from 0.0 to 46.86. 

Thirty-five respondeµts responded to the statement "optha.lomolo­

gist", with a mean of 21.40. The accreditation classification responses 

ranged from 2.00 to 31,90, the control classification respo11ses ranged 

from 8.00 to 125.00, 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 ZS0.00, and the enrollment classifications 

ranged from a.so 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 I;'anged from 4.62 to 22,00, the type of progl;'am classification 

responses ranged from 2.40 to 250.00, and the enrollment classification 

.responses ranged from O. 50 to 64, 60, 

Further analysis of Table LXXI reveals that 28 respondents re­

sponded to the statement "pediatriciap.", with a mean of 17,11, The 

accreditation classification responses ranged from 0.50 to 250.00, 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.so to 63.33. 

Thirty-four respondents responded to the statement "psycl;iologist", 

with a mean of 15,15. The accreditation classification responses ranged 

from 1.00 to 250,00, the control classification responses rap.ged 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 responses ranged 

from 0.0 to 55,50. 

Table LXXI also reveals that twenty-one 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 to 250.00, the highest 

leyel of offering classification responses ranged from 8. 38 to 41. 31, 

the type of program classification responses ranged from 1.33 to 250.QO, 

and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 105.00., 

Twenty-nine respondents responded to the statement ''.physician"~ 

with a mean of 52.11. The accreditation classiftcation 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 accredita­

tion classification responses ranged from 1.00 to 250.00, the control 

classification responses ranged from 4.25 to 127.50, the highest level 

of offering classification responses ranged from 5.44 to 30.27, the 

type of program classification responses ranged from 1.25 to 250~00, 

and the enrollment classification responses 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.QO to 250,00, 
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the control classification responses ranged from 20.33 to 145.00, the 

highest level of offering classification response$ ranged 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 respondenti;; were 

classified into four categories. An analysis of the respondents' 

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, voluI).tary." 

A study of the data shown in Table LXXII reveals that 61 respon­

dents i;-esponded to the statement, "schools", and that the mean 

response was 74.34. Further study of the data.shown in Table.LXXII 

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 classificaj:ions 
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responses ra11ged from. 20.00 t;o 193.33. 

Sixty-one respondents responded to the statement, "parents", with 

a mean of 6i.90. The accreditation classification respo11ses ranged 

from l2.66 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, 11 £:!0CiGLl agen­

cies", with a mean of l5.07. 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 Glassification responses ranged from 5.00 

to 194.00. 

There were sixteen respondents who made 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 referral 

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 )7 respon­

dents responded to the statement, "number of cases diagnosed annually 

with the use or the partial use of standardized tests", and that the 

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 eni:-ollment classification responses 

ranged from 45.00 to 231,00, 

Sixty-one respondents responded to the statement, "intelligence", 
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with a mean 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.QO 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 enrolllllent classification 

responses ranged__ from 9.50 to 120.86. 

Further analysis of Tabie LXXIII reveals that 47 respondents 

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 classification responses ranged from 31.29 to 250.00, the 

highest level of offering classification responses ranged from 34.23 

to 44.80, the type of program classification responses ranged from 

5,00 to 175.00, and the enrollment classification responses 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 classif:ication· 

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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enrollment clas13ification responses ranged from 7.,50 to 162.00. 

Table LXXIII also reveals 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 respon$eS from 69.38 to 89.96, the type of 

program classification responses ranged from O.O to 124.79, and the 

enrollment classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 163.14, 

Seventy re13pondents responded to the statement, "reading", with 

a mean of 159.74. The accreditation. classification respon13es ranged 

from 65.80 to 250.00, the control classification responses ranged from 

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 indicated 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 re$pondents 

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 diagnosed annually with the use of informal diagnosis 

in the following areas: Intelligence, personality, readiness, general 

achievement, interest, re,;1ding." 

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 shown 

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 respondent$ responded to the statement, "intelligencell, 

with a mean of 80.23. The.accreditation classification responses 

nmged frotn,9.Q :to 15'3,~:67? tij:e tqnt.rol classification responses ranged 

froui 16,6.7 tq 1no.oo .. , tn~. ~i.ghe$t ·+~vef'or offering classification 

responses rangeq., :from 2.2,22, to 300.00, the type of program classifica.,. 

tion responses ranged from 5.50 to 300.00, and the enrollment 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 responses ranged from 46.35 to 300.00, the type of program 

classification responses ranged from 34.00 to 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 respondents responded to the statement "general 

achievement", with a mean of 89.68. The accreditation classification 

responses ranged from 47,00 to 100.37, the control classification 

responses ranged from 62.50 to ~00.00, the highest level of offering 

classification responses ranged from 36.28 to 300.QO, the type of 

program classification responses ranged from 15.50 to 300,00, and the 

enro!lment classification responses ranged from 0.0 to 350.00. 

Table LXXIV also reveals that forty-eight respondents r~sponded 

to the statement "interests", with a mean of 101.52. The accreditation 

classification responses ranged from 8.00 to 170.00, the control 

classification responses r~€d from 75,00 to 300.QO, 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 
I 
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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 

responses 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 respondents', 

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 o;r 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 :Jrn response o~ 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 from 5,00 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 f:rom 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 date!, 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 fJ;"om 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 LOO to 

6.00. 
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Sixteen respondents responded to the statements "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 related to the statement: ":If the cl:i,nic 

charges for diagnostic services, the fees are assigned according to: 

Amount of money per hour, amount of money per day, amount of money p1;r 

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 accred:itation 

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 respf)rtses ranged from 25. 00 to 131. 29, the 

type of program class:ification responses ranged from 8.50 to 875,00, 
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294.33. 

ill .. 

Six respondents responded to the statement, "days"; with a mean 

response of 30.00. 'l'he accreditation classif:i.cation responses ranged 

from 5.00 to 31.67, the control classification responses ranged from 

13.30 to 65.00, the highest level 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 respOn$e$ 

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 iri 

the space provided for "other" commep.ts. These forty-three resp0nses· 

were classified into seven categories. An analysis of the respondents' 

comments revealed that twenty-eight respondents indicated that that 

there is no set fee for diagnosis. Five respondents indipated that 

there was no fee, three respondents indicated that the clinics charge 

on the basis of the extent of testiIJ.g, four respondents indicated that 

the clinics charge for diagnosis on the ability to pay, one respondent 

indicated the fees are based upon g:roup rates, semi-private rates, 

and private rates, while one respondent indicated that the clin:i.c 

charged by the semester and one clinic ip.dicated 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?" 



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 leyel 

of offering classification responses ranged from 21.00 to 44.13, the 

type of program classif:i,cation responses ranged from 18 .• 15 to t2i. 22, 

and the enrollment classification responses ranged from 12.50 to 

113.33. 

Table LXXX 

Data in Table LXXX are rela.ted to the statement: "Assuming that 

a child of any age level who is performing at the pre-readi,ng lf.!vel 

with an apparent re.!;lding difficulty, has been referred to your clinic; 

please list the ord.er of frequency of use, the tests, all of which or 

a portion of which would be administered by your clinicians a~Q./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 of occurrences. 

The data reveal the most .. frequentl,y cited instrument for the 

"pre-reading level" was the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children,. 

with twenty-four clinics report;i.ng the use of the instrument. Further. 

study of the data shown in Table LXXX indicates that the second most 

frequently cited instrument for tqe "pre-reading level," ~as the , 

Stanford-IUnett Intelligence Scale, with nineteen clinics reporting 
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the use of the instrument. 

Table LXXXI 

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 beeri 

referred to your clinic, please list in qrder 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 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 :l;requency 

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 instrument. 

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. LXXXII 

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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clin:i,cians an:d}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 occl,lrrence. 

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 <;:linic reporting the use of the instrument. 

l'able · LXXXIII 

Data in Table LXXXIII are related to the stat~ent: "Aasuming 

that a child of any age level who is performing at the level of 
.,/ 

independent application (grades.4.0 and above) 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 y~ur clinicians and/ or consl,lltants. ':' 

There .were 6 7 clinics who responded tq: ;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 frequency 

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 foi- Children, with twenty-one clinics 
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reporting the use of the instrument. Further study of the data shown 

;i.n ~able LXXXIII indicates that the second most frequently cited 
' ,,·, 

trt~ttument for the "level of independent application" was the Gray Oral 

Reading Tests, with eighteen clinics reporting the use of the 

instrument. 

Summary 

Responses to statements of diagnostic procedures in college and 

university read:;i.ng cl;inics are presented in table.form and an analysis 

of the responses of each table is given. 

The computer-analyzed responses of the check list ~re reported 

with respect to accreditation, control, highest level of offering, 

type of program,· and enrollment classifications. 

The computer-analyzed responses of tQe data sheet were reported 

with the mean of the total responses to each ite~. 

Comments relative to the questions which had space reserved fqr 

"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 suimnary of the study, the conclusions drawn, and recommenda--. 

tions for further study are given in Chapter V. 



C.HAPTER V 

. SUMMARY, CONCLUSlONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Introduqtion 

The focus upon reading handicaps, diagnosis and reill.edial reading 

has become one of the major objectiye~ of educational agencies. How­

ever, at the same tiill.e, the availabil':ity of such resources has not '5een 

suU:i.ciently tempered with scientific c\1.arity, There have been: many 

divergent theories a.s to the basic causEis of reading disabilities ai;; 

well as many theories of analysis and di~gnosis of reading disabilities~ 

Problem of the Study 

The current study is concerned with the diagnosti,c procedures of 

college and university reading clinics. 

The major purpose 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' 

1 for gathering data for the study which was national in. scope. A check 

list and data sheet were prepared and submitted to sev:eral clini.cians 

for evaltiation and for suggestions for improvement, 

176 
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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, Questionnaires. 

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 
•.• ·.Y. 

for proce~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 questionnaii;:es 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 frequency 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 c9nclusJons are reported in 

percentages of positive and negative responses, sOiil.e conclusions are 

reported in general statements resulting from analysis of the mean . 

response to each item, and some of the conclusions are r1=ported in 

numbers which represent the mean response to each item. 

The first question is: "What type of cases are admitted?'' 

1. The mean number of students actively sen,ed by the 
diagnostic program annually is 186.66. 
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2. There are more.reading cases diagnosed from the elementary 
and college levels than from the secondary an,d adult levels 
of educational placement. 

3. !nformationrelating to achievement levels indicates that 
the clinics diagnose,more reading cases which are below 
grade level than reading cases at or above grade level. 

4. There are more reading cases diagnosed from the intellectual 
level of 90-110 than from any other intellectual level. 

The second question is: "What are the methods of case referrals~'' 

There are more referrals from schools than from other 
referral sources. 

The.third question is: What is the experience and·training of 

the staff?" 

1. The basic cliagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons whO 
are working in some capacity iri the department of education. 
or psychology. 

2. The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons 
who are students working toward advanced degrees. 

3. The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons 
who have completed specific courses in the field of reading. 

4. The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by persons 
who hold a Ph.D. or Ed.D. 

5. The diagnostic services of a physician are provided for 
a greater number of clients (52.41%) than·are the 
services of other specialists. 

The fourth question is: "What fees are charged?" 

1. The number of clinics ( 64. 70%) which report .a charge for 
diagnostic services is greater than those clinics which 
do not report a charge for diagnostic services • 

. 2. The number of clinics (47.50%) which report that they do 
not follow a graduated scale of feei 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. 

3. The number of cl,inics ( 61. 60%) 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 (53,60%) 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, b.y relating the student's 
grade placement to his reading performance, and by relating 
the student's c:hronological age to his reading performance. 

3. The number of clinics (78.70%) which provide the ElChools 
with a report of the diagcinosis is greater than those clinics 
which do not prov:J_de the school with a repdrt of the.diag­
nosis. 

4. The number of clin~cs (81.80%) which provide the parents 
with a report of the. d:i:c1,gnosis is greater than those clinics 
which do not provide the parents with a report df the d;iag­
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 number of clinics (73,70%) which make recommendations. 
to the schools' instructional staff is greater than those 
clinics which do not make recommendations to the school.s' 
instructional staff. 

7. The number of clinics (86.90%) which compile a dia:ry 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 



those clinics which do not gather information for 
eiocial histories. 

10. The number of clinica (75. 70%) which gather information 
for medical histories for t;he diary or log is greater 
than those clinics which do not gather information for 
medical histories. 

11. The number of clinics (85. 90%) which gather information 
for family and home environment data for the diary or 
log is greater than those clinics which do not gather 
information for family and home environment data. 

12. 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. 

13, The number of clinics (62. 70%) which gather information 
from correspondence is greater than those clinics.which· 
do not gather information for c9rrespon~ep.ce. 

14. The number of clinics (88.90%) which have speciUed 
forms for case records is greater than those clinics 
which do not have specified forms for case records. 
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15. 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 •. 

16. 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. . 

17. The number of clinics (85.80%) which attempt to determine 
what might generally be classified as a particub.r le~rning 
modality, strength, style or preference by which the student 
appears to learn most read,ily is.greater than the number of 
clinics wh;i.ch do not attempt to determine a particular · 
learning modal;i.ty, style or preference by which the stu.dent 
appears to learn most readily. · 

18. 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 tes tS,, informal tests., 
and clinical observation. 

19. The num&er of clinics (36.40%) which do not mq.ke an attempt. 
at identification of learning preference by trial and error 



is greater than the number of clinics which do make an 
attempt at identification of learning preferences by 
trial and error (24.20%). 

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 act;i.ve cases 
as a part of diagnosis with specified periods for re­
checking. 
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21. The number of clinics (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~ 

22. The number of clinics (74.80%) which do not report fo;J,low up· 
of dis.missed cases as a p<1rt of diagnosis is greater tha:n 
the number of clinics (20.20%) which report follow up of 
dismissed cases. 

23, For those clinics which do repo;rt follow up of dismissei: . 
cases as a part of diagnosis, the number of clinics which 
report foll.ow up by letters (23.20%), conferences with 
school representative (27.20%), and conferences with 
students (25.30%) is proportionately greater than the 
number of cJ,.inics which report follow up by telephone 
and testing. 

24. The average number of clients diagnosed annually with the 
use or the partial use of standardized tests is 132~96. 

25. 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. 

26. The average number of clients diagnosed annually wit;h the 
use or partial use of informal measurements is 120.61. .. · 

27. Reading tests are the most frequently administered info~l 
tests, foll()wed by interest measurements as the second, most 
frequently administered measurements, followed.bygenetal· 
achievement tests, followed by intelligence tests, followed 
by personality tests, followed by readiness .tests. 

28. The average number of t()tal hours· usually devoted to a 
diagnosis is 13.58. 

29. 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.os. 

30. The five most frequently dted instruments which were listed 
as being used at the "Pre-reading Level" were the Wechsler 
Intelligence Scale for Children~ the· Stanford-~inet Int.elli .... ·.· 
gence Scale, the Marrianne Frosting Developmental Test of.· 
Visual Perception, the Wepman Auditory Descritnination Test,. 
and the Bender-Gestalt Test,. 

31. The five most frequently cited instrument~ which were liste¢1. 
as being used at the ''Init;i.al Instruction Level" were the 
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children, the Durrell Analysis. 
of Reading Difficulty, the Wepm,an Auditory Discrimination 
Test, the Gray Oral Reading Test, and the Gates-MacGinitie 
Primary Reading Te.st, , · 

32, The five most frequently cited instruments which were listed 
as being used at the "Rapid Growt;h Level'.' were the Wechsler 
Intelligence Scale for Children, the Dµrrell Analysis of 
Reading Difficulty, the Gray Standardized dral Reading Test, 
the Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale, and the. Gates-· 
MacGip.itie Reading Test. 

33, The five most frequently cited ill,struments which were listed. 
as being used at the "Independent Application Leveln 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 Rarige 
Achievement Test. 

Recommendations 

The conclusions and implications suggest that more refined and 

extensive investigations are required in this ar'ea .• 

1, Further study s.hould be undertaken· to see if the findings of · 

this study with respect .to the procedures of the college and 

university reading clinics surveyed in. this study are u:niq~e ·· 

or uni versa!. 
.· .· .' ': 

2, Factors considered in selecting diagnostic instruments shouid' 

be investigated to determine how; and why indivi¢lual cliniciaI).s 

select particular instruments. 

3, There should be further investigation of the relationship 
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between instruments which measure intelligence, specific 

capacities in sensory-,-development, visual-motor skills, 

language development, developmental readiness, motivation, 

and amenabilities to certain kinds of instruction, 

4, Similar studies should be conducted to determine if individual. 

clinics utilize diagnostic tec;:hniques which are related to a 

personal bias such as a perception emphasis, a psychological 

emphasis, or a cultural emphasis, 

5, Further study should be conducted to determine if there is 

agreement between clinics in diagnosis, prognosis, and remedial 

direction when identical tests are administered to a single 

individual. 

6. 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. 

7. 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 I 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO &'!'ATEMENT 3, CHECK LIS'r 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL~ HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, ·JmO l?ffil~ 

Statemeat.! l)o;e,s your clinic offer ,dta.gncnrtic services foi" students who .!ltll:'\!! h.aving reading difficulties? 

A* % u % s % N % NF. 

Accreditation 

N~E •• A .• 4 50 •. 00 3 37.5-0 1 12.SO 0 0.0 0 

M.£~C .•. HJ 52-.60 6 31.60 . 1 5.30 0 0.0 2 

N.C.A. 31 63.60 9 27.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 
Jll.W .• A.; 4 . ao.ou l 20.00 0 0.0 0 o~o 0 

S.A~c~ 14 58.30 7 29.20 l 4.20 0 0.0 2 

w:.a.c. 5 B3.30 0 0.0 0 .0.:0 0 0.0 l 

Nat . ac~r~ited 2 66. 70 l 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Nat 1too1m l 100.:00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 

-· ·---·. - --· - -·--· -· --· -
Total -·-· 61 61.6:0 .27 27 .30 3 . 3.QO 0 0.0 8 

--· 

--~-"---
Control 

Ci:t:y 0 {).:0 {J: 0.0 0 {LO 0 0.0 l 
Nati:~ l 100.00 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 
l"rivate .g s:3.:m 3 2'9.00 1 6. 70 0 0.0 3. 
Religious 9 60.00 5 33.30 l 6.7-0 0 0.0 0 
State· 3'8 61.30 19 30.60 l L60 0 0.0 4 
Terri t:orial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not known. 4 100 .• 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

- ~ - -·-.·- - ---- - - -· 
Tptal f>l 61.60 'l.7 27.30 3 3 .. 00 -0 0.0 8 

, .-- •-··-r-•Y•--• 

% 

0.0 
1.05 
9.10 
0.0 
8.30 

16.70 
0.0 
0.0 

--·-
ILl 

Hl0.00 
0.0 

:w.oo 
o.o 
6.60 
0.0 
0.0 

·--
8 •. 10 

Total 

8 
19 
33 

5 
24 

6 
3 
l 
-

~9 

1 
l 

15i 
15 
62 

l 
4 
-

~9 

% 

100.00 
100;00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
lOiLOI[] 
IO(UliQJ 
lOCUl;(l 
~~ 

lOli'lo (ji[j 

11'1~. rQi,) 

HJJ!J.O(l 

10().(%) 

10((1, ((})(j 
10\'Ll}O 
HI0.00 
-=.~ 

!'-' 
00 
',D 



TABLE I (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 32 57.10 19 33.90 1 1.80 0 o.o 4 7.10 50 · 100.00 
Doctor's· 28 68.30 8 19.50 2 4.90 0 0.0 3 7.30 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 O· 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00. 
Total -·-··-

61 61.60 · 27 27.30 3 3.00 0 o.o 8 8.10 99 100;00 

T:ype of Program 
}'f'iiberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 

Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 o.o l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 3 30.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts.;.Gen., 3 or more ·Professional 30 62.50 13 13.10 2 4.20 0 o.o 3 6.30 48 100.00 
Total bl oT:'bU' 27 27.30 3 "'.'T.oo 0 o.o 8 :8.10 99 Too:oo 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 2 66.70 l 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 3 100.00. 
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 6 37.50 1 6.30 0 o~o 1 6.30 16 - · 100.00 
2,500 - s,ooo 6 35.30 8 47.10 1 5.90 0 0.0 2 11.80 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 14 70.00 5 25.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 10.10 10 100 • .00 
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 0.0. 1 11.00 9 1-00.00 
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 14 .3-0 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 4 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00 
Total ---'--

3.00 cur- 8 s":10" 99 100.00 61 61.60 27 27.30 3 0 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

I-' 
I..O 
0 



TABLE II 

FREQUENCY DISTRI~ffi9N OF RESPONSES TO S~ 4A,C:HECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDJ~::'lO ACCREDITATION, CO~Q;I.., HIG:HEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERIN~:,. TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND :E;Jffl..QI,.LMENT 

Statement: The basic d.iagnostic ·endeavor is underta],t,~:by a .person .or persons wbo is working in some 
capacity in the department of education 0.1;·:. p,sychology. 

Accreditation 

N.E.A. 
M.s.c. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A~C. 
W.A.C. 
Not accredited 

A* %; 

2 25:,A_e 
.8 42;.J:P. 

16 48.5:9 
2 40.Pst 

16 66. lt>· 
2 33.~ 
3 100~®' 
O O,Q· 

--~--=-· 

u % 

2 25.00 
5~. 26,30 
~ 18.20 
1 W.00 
2 8.30· 
1 16.70 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

s 

1 
2 
7 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 

% 

12.50 
10.50 
21.20 
20.QQ· 

8.~_.<i): 
O.Q 
Q •. o 
0: •. 0_: 

N 

0 
1 
1 
\ 
~ 
Q 
It 
l, 

% 

0.0 
5.30 
3.00 

io.oo 
4,io 
O.Q 
O.Q 

10.0.~Q 

NR 

3 
3 
3 
0 
3 
3 
0 
0 Not known 

Total 49 ~9~-~ 17 17.20 l3 n-.)o 5. s.19· l~ 

Control 
-City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 

O 0:;9, 0 
1 19,{(.~0J O 
4 2flslflj 4 
8 5j3,;3"_Q) 2 

33 Ss33 ?;9} 1:0 
1 lP~hAO-, o 
2 5_-0:; O:Q: 1 

-----=· ~ 

0.0 
0.0 

26.70 
13.30 
16.10 
0.0 

25.00 

O o.o 
O O.Q; 
3 20.00. 
3 20.0Q: 
7 . 11.J:O 
O 0.0 
O 0.0 

Q 
~ 
t 
~ 
3. 

~ 
~ 

Q~Q, 
fl.~ 
6.7~ 
o.o.-
4~§~ 
0.0 

??.·°'~ 

l 
{), 
! 
£ 
~ 
o. 
0. 

. % 

l7 .50 
15.80 

9.10 
o.o 

12.50 
50.00 

O.Q 
0.0 

15.20 

!00.00 
0.0 

·ui,oo 
u.~o 
lit,)() 
g,g 
~.Q 
~ 

Total 

8 
19 
33 

5 
24 

6 
3 
l 

99 

1 
l 

15 
15 
62 

l 
4 ..,. 

% 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 

100.00 
100.1()()) 
100.00 
ll.00.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.(if,) 
~ 

Total 49 49~?:Q"j ~7 17.20 12 13.10 S 5~1Q !?. l~:19 H l@@,@() 
. ~-- . -· - - - . 5LiZZ£0~ 

I-' 
\.0 
I-' 



TARLE II (C'ont:inue:d) 

A* % iU % S: %· 'N % NR % 

)3 JJS.'90 ',6·· 10.:¥0 ,4 ·7.10 ? 3 •. 60 n 19 .• ,60 
I:5 3,6 .,"60 ' lt 26.,SO g 22.00 3 7.30 3 1 •. 10 

;~~~~:1::::.1 
. ~1a:it's;. .. . . . 

l . 5'0.00 . :0. o.:o @ 0.0 0 o_cr l 50.'00 
,; ·· • 49;so·. · iv -~ ii .· ·1:LUl J ·. · s.10 ·1J ~ lt~2fl·. .15.20· ····~· 

·~~~=r~1.Tena~ Oocnp~ . . l .1.00.00. 0 . 19 .. 0 0 D.O O @.O O ·. o~o 
Tucher·~atl9tt · @ o .. .Q .. l 50.00 O 0.'0 .1 so.oo o o.o 

~li~-1~.l Tl 1 j~ !·~ l J~ 
· ·· .4'1: ~;9.~'Q. .. 11. n.io 11. u.::t'O s s .. 10. 15 1s.~o 

~l;:Ime;nt . 
. 5.QO.-l;!OOO· .. i· 33~:MJ . ·it o..o. 1 33,~JO 0 0.'.0 l 33..JD 

1.foon ..; ~.- :u. 68.$'0 l :6.30 l .6 .• 30 0 o~o 3 lB.30 
. 2,:5$1 - I~ · '1 41.;:_m 4 :23,.50 2 11.$0 l 5.90 3 l7. 60. 

~Jli.· 
11. '5'5-00 .· · "3 U.00 z 10.:00 · 1 5.00 j USO 

'6. 54.S'D 2 1$.2,!)' 1 9.l.!O l 9.10 l '9.;l{j 
u 6-0.,oo 1 rn~oo 2 2'0Aill 1 10.00 iO o .. o 
5 j$~60. :? .· ,12,.28. 1 u .. 11;) ·. G ·O~.·O 1 U.iO 

~,g:."."'.'· .;$;Qi'm tr e.:0 ·~. 0~9 °' .. :CCLO ·i;;'· fl;:{} 2 100.:00. 
~~1100' - )%,~ ,0. G.tO .. 3 4;2~• :2 28,,.;,at 1 lA~l:O l · 14 •. 30 
.»;1000 ... ··M~- ,:% '50' •. 0:~ 1 . · :2.3.lffl· 1. u ..• :o·· ltU.l -0 0 .• 9 
'f.oi~.1 49: .· •A~ksi · .u r; .. 21:> . 15 -.~·-:--·.-·.--~ ~- ·.~ 

lJ.lO . 5. . 5.LO: ·15. .15.20 .· .. 

. ~A:;.. ~·'U ,;,,.~l'Y:; ~:"" !Sel:dolt; j\J ~· ~ .;, ..... ~,JI.. 

Totai % 

56 lOtLoo 
41 100.00 

2 ioo.oo 
.99· -100.00 

·1 100;00 
2 100.00 

26 100.00 
10 100.00 

l 100.00 
l 100.00 

· 10 100.00 
48 100.00 
~ 

99 100.00 

3 100.00 
16 100.00 
17 100.'00 
i-0 100.00 
11 ·. 100.0G 
10 100.00 

' L00 •. 00 
2 ·· lO!LOfl 
'I 100~00 

.4 .100.00 

·99' -~ 
100.00 

I-' 
\0 
N 



TABLE III 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4B, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF ~OGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: The. basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by.a person or persons who is a student working 
toward an advanced degree. 

A* % u % s % N % ~ .% Total % 

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 9.10 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 

------~· -- .. S.A.C. 6 25.00 9 37.50 3 12.SO 0 o.o 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 . o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.33 2 66.70 3 100.00 
Not kno.wn 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 13 13.10 8 8.10 27 27.30 99 100.00 

Control 
City 0 o.o 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 
Religious 1 6.70 3 20.00 3 20.00 3 20.00 5 33.30 15 100.00 
State 17 27 .40 21 33.90 7 11.30 3 4.80 14 22.60 62 100,00 
Territorial 0 o.o 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 o.o 4 100.00 I-' - - -- - - - ·\O - . 

Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 13 13.10 g 8.10 27 27.30 99 100.00-' !.,.) 



TABLE III (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 9 16.10 10 17.90 a 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 41 100.00 
Others Q -9.:..Q.... Q _(hQ_ 0 _Q,JL 0 ...2.:..Q.... 2 ~ I 100.00 
Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 13 13 .10 8 8.10 27 27 .30 99 "ioo":cio 
--

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 

Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 

Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 0 o.o l 100.00 

Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 1 10.00 3 30.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen. , 3 or .more Professional .!l 27.10 lQ. il:.1Q .§. 12.50 l ..1..:1.Q ~ ~ 48 1Q.Q.&Q. 
Total 21 21.20 30 30.30 13 13.10 8 8.10 27 27.30 99 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 0.0 l 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 16 100.00 

2,500 - 5,000 4 23.50 4 23.50 3 17.60 1 5.90 5 29.40 17 lOCLOO 

5,000 - 7 ,500 6 30.00 7 35.00 1 5.00 0 0.0 6 30.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 ,2 18.20 l 9.10 5 45.50 11 lOCUlO 

10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 4 40.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 l 10.00 10 100.00 

15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 3 33.33 1 11.10 0 o.o 2 22.20 9 100.00 

20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50;00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 

25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 5 71.40 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 7 100.00 

35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25.00 0 o.o 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 Too:o5 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR =No.Return. 

l-' 
\.0 
.,:-



·TABLE IV 

F~QUENCY·DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4C, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING.TO ACCREDITAT;I:ON, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

.. OF OFFERING, TYPE. OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: The basic diagnostic _endeavor is under,takeri by a person or persons who has completed specific course in 
the field of reading. 

A* % u % s % N % :NR % Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 5 62.50 1 12.50 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 25.00 8 100.00 
M.S.C. 13 68.40 3 15.80 0 o.o 0 0.0 3 15.80 19 100.00 
N.C.A. 21 63.60 6 18.20 2 6.1 0 0.0 4 12.10 33 100.00 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 i 100.00 5 100.00 
S.A.C. 17 70.80 3 12.50 2 8.30 1 4.20 1 4.20 24 100.00 
W.A.C. 2 33.33 2 33.33 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 33.33 6 100.00 
Not accredited 3 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 3 100.00 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 

- --- - -- - -- - -- - -- - -== 
Total 65 65.70 15 15.20 5 5.10 1 1.00 13 13.10 99 lOCU)O 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Nationai 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 1 100.00 
Private 11 73.30 1 6.70 2 13.30 0 o.o 1 6.70 15 100.00 
Religious 9 60.00 4 26.70 5 0.0 0 0.0 2 13.30 15 100.00 
State 40 64.50 9 14.50 3 4.80 l 1.60 9 14.50 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 65 65.70 15 15.20 5· 5.10 1 1.00 13 13.10 99 100.00 I-' 

\0 
V1 



TABLE IV (Cbntinued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % 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 1 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 1 50.00 2 100.00 
Total 65.70 15.20 5 13 13.10 

..... 
"'ioo.oo 65 15 5.10 1 .1.00 99 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 - o.o 2 20.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 33 68.80 7 14.60 2 4.20 1 2.10 5 10.40 48 100.00 
Total ~5 65.70 15 15.20 5 5.10 1 1.00 13 13.10 99 Tiio.oo 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 3 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 4 25.00 1 6.30 0 o.o 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 ,.S.00 0 0.0 2 10.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 8 72.70 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 o.o 1 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 10.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 5 55.60 2 22.00 1 11.10 0 o.o 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 o.o 1 14.30 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 4 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 4 100.00 
Total ~5 65.70 15 15.20 5 5.10 1 1.00 13 13.10 99 100.00 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

!--' 
\.0 
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TABLE V 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBJJTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4D, CHECKLIST 
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* % u % s % N % NR .% 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 2 25.00 2 25.00 l 12 .. 50 0 0.0 3 37. 50 
M,S,C, 2 10.50 7 36.80 6 31.60 0 0.0 4 21.11 
1Lc.A. 3 . 15 .20 10 30.30 11 33.30 l 3.00 6 18.20 
N,W,fL 2 40.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 
S,A.G, & 25.bo 9 37.50 3 12.50 1 4.20 5 20.80 
W.A.G. 2 33.33 1 16.70 1 16. 70 0 0.0 2 33.30 
Not accredited 2 66.70 0 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known l 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 22 22.20 30 To-:3-0 23 23.20 3 3.00 21 21.20 
- ·"> -,C .. -~-- ' •w••'~ - -~-- -'-'~-,.,_ .,,. ·--~ 

t'.:ontroi 
City 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Nati6nal. 0 o.o l 100.00 {) 00.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 4 .26. 70 4 26.70 2 13.30 l 6.70 4 26.70 
Relig1oiM, 3 20.00 6 40.00 3 20 .• 00 :0 0.0 3 20.00 
S'U:Cte 1'2 19,40 19 30.6:0 17 27.40 3 3.20 12 19.40 
Terri t&riai l 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Net known 1 5:0.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 
""""' ..... 

Tot:ai 22 22,20 30 30.30 23 23.20 3 3.00 21 21.20 
~-..Z~~~--J,c,-,~·->--i,'--r-··r·"·.;,_e•"'~ ··,.-.-= .. ?-~~,;..;7{_-··;,,.· --·-~--n,.; -~·~::c" - '"'""""" 

Total % 

8 100.00 
19 100.00 
33 100.00 

5 100.00 
24 100.00 

6 100.00 
3 100.00 
l 100.00 

99 100.00 

' 100.00 L 

l 100.00 
15 100.00 
15 100.00 
62 100.00 

1 100.0{l 
4 ioo.oo 

99 100.00 
-~ l--' 

"° " 



llighesct: · Level Cl'f Of feting 
~ster •s or Professional 
:Dottor'ii 
Otbe·rs 
Total 

Typ,e of Prograin 
Liberal :Arr.~..-.General. Tenn .. Q:l!::ct1-p •. 
Teacher J?,repar~ion 
Libeurlttrr~.,:Gajtetal, 'J:eacher Pre-p. 
I:.i:b, Arts+~ •• Terllh Oc;. • Teac{t.. Prep. 
Professional• Only . · · 
Profes.$d.o.nal;. teadie,r Preparation 
Lib. Arts--6-e.n .• , 1 er .2 Ptofessiona)L 
Lib. A.rts:-,G:e;t. • . l or n,ore Pr:ofessional. 
T,O'·tal 

Enrollment: .... 
.su:G,-1~:000 
1.~000, - 2.Joo 
2., 5,QO .. .5'" .. 009 
S ,,(}'00- .... 7.5:00 
1 .. suo-10.000 
10 ,ooo . - l5,000 
15,00GJ - 20,~0:00 
20.,.-0:no ca: 25 ,.0&1l · 
25,000.- J.5.,QO.(i 
35,000 - :5'0,000 
Total 

TABLE V (Continued) 

A* % u % 

15 26.SO 13 33.20 
7 17.10 L6 39.00 

.....Q -9.:.Q.._ .J. so.m, 
22 22.20 30 30.30 

0 o.O 1 100 .• 00 
0 o.o 1 ·so. oo 
7 26 •. 90 4 .15.40 · 
3 30.00 4 40.00 
l 1.00~00 0 o.o 
!.} o.o 0 o.o 
3 30.00 I 10 • .00 

...2 16.70 19 39.60 
22 22.20 30 30.30 

1 33.3'0 1 33.50 
5 31.3'0 5 31.30 
6: 35 •. 31',} 3 17.&0 
3 15.00 ,S 40.00 
5 45.50 1 9.10 
l 10.00 4 40.00 
Q o.o 4 44.40 
l) o.o 0 o.o 
1 14.30 .i 28.60 
0-· CLO .. 2 ... 50.00 
~ 

'.10~30. 12 22.20 30 

·* .. ··. . .· .. ·• .. . .... · .. 
A "' Nlw.ays.; lJ '"" 'llsually; S "" Seldom; el\!, '"" Never; NR = No R-eturn. 

s 

10 
13 
_Q. 

23 

0 
1 
5 
2 
0 
1 
2 

1..2 
23 

1 
0 
5 
6 
l 
4 
2 
0 
3 
l· 

23 

% N % 

17.90 l 1.80 
31.70 2 4.90 
o.o Q o.o 

23.20 3 3.00 

o.o 0 o.o 
50.00 0 o.o 
19.20 Q o.o 
20.00 I 10.00 
o.o 0 o.o 

100.00 0 o.o 
w.oo 1 10.00 
25.00 l 2.10 
23 •. 20 3 3,00 

33.30 0 o.o 
o.o 0 o.o 

29.40 0 o.o 
30.00 0 o.o 

9.10 .l 9.10 
40.JJO 0 0.0 
22.20 Q o.o 

O~O '(} o .. o 
42 .. 9-0 l 1;4.30 

~ l 25.CO 
"'1":oo 23.20 3 

NR % 

17 · 30.40 
3 7.30 

....!. 50.00 
21 21.20 

0 0.0 
0 o.o 

10 38.50 
0 o.o 
0 o.o 
0 o.o 
3 30.00 

_..§. 16.70 
21 21.20 

0 0.0 
6 37.50 
3 i7~60 
3 15.00 
3 27.30 
l 10.00 
3 33.30 
2 lfi0,~00 
0 o~o 
c, o.o 

21 2LW 

Total 

56 
41 
~ 
00 

l 
2 

26 
10 

1 
l 

10 
48 
99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11 

. 10 
9. 
2 
7 
l; 

99 

%" 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00; 
100,00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.DO 

I-" 
I.O 
00 



TABLE VI 

FRE.QUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4E, CHECK LIS"T 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST.LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF . PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Stateme!).t: The ,b.a;isic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a: person or persons who holds a Ph.D. or Ed •. D. 

A* % u % s % N % NR 

·Accredi-tation 
.N.E.:A •... 2 25 .. 00 · 0 o.o 2 25.00 l 12 •. 50 3 
M~s.:c. 2 15.80 4 21.10 7 36.80 2 10 • .50 3 
N.c;.A,. IO 30.30 5 15 .. 20 11 33.30 4 12.10 3 
N.W.A. ·O · 0.0 l 20.60 1 20.00 2 40.0:0 l 
:S.A.£. 5 20.80. ,6 25.00 4 16.70 3 12.50 6 

W.A.C. 3 50.00 · l 16.70 l 16.70 0 o.o 1 

Not accredi•ted 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 
Not known I 100.00 0 0.0 0 o;o 0 0.0 0 

- 26.30 12.10 19 Total 25 25.30 17 17.20 26 12 

---
Control 

City 1 I0;0.00 0 0.0 0 o.o ·O 0.0 0. 
National. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 
Private 3 20.00 2 13.30 4 26.70 .1 6.70 5 
ll:e.li.gi:ous . 4 26.70 . 2 U.30 4 2'6 .• 70 2 13.30 3 
St.ate . 14 27,60 13 21.H) I7 27~40 9 14.50 9 
Territor~l 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 
Not known 3 75.00 .. 0 0.0 l 25.00 0 o.o 0 

- - - =- - -- -
Total · ZS 25.30 17 17.20 26 2'6.30 12 12 .• l'O 19 

% Total % 

37.50 8 100.Cc' 
15.80 19 100.00 
9.10 33 100.00 

20.00 5 100.00 
25.00 24 100.00 
16.70 6 100.00 
66. 70 3 100.00 
o.o l 100.00 

19.20 99 'ioo.oo 

0 .• 0 l 100.00 
100.00 l 100.00 
33.30 1.5 100.00 
.20.00 15 100.00 
14 • .50 62 100.00 

rno.oo l 100.00 
0.0 4 100.00 -~ - ~ 

19.20 99 100.00 ~ 
\0 
\0 



TABLE VI {Continued) 

A* % " % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Prof~ssional 16 i8 .. 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 ' 50.00 0 o.o a a.a 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 

T?pe c,f F:r.ogram 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o a 0.0 0 a.a 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 0 o.a 0 a.a 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 o.o 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o a 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Lib, Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 0 o.o 2 20.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 10 20.80 ..1. 14.60 1L 35.40 _.£ 12.50 ~ 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 
500-1,000 0 o.o 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 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 a.a 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 l 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 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100,00 
15,000- 20,000 0 o.o . 2 22.20 3 33.30 0 o.o 4 44.40 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 0 a.a 4 57.10 2 28.60 0 a.a 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 _Q, ...Q.JL --1. 25.00 L 50.00 ...l 25.00 _Q o.o ~ .lQQ,QQ 
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. 
N 
0 

--------· 
0 



TABLE VII 

FREQUENCY.DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT ~F,.CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL~ HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF_ PROGRAM,_ AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement:- The basic diagnostic edneavor is undertaken by a person or p.ersons 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 8 24.20 1 20.00 5 100.00 
S.A.C. 4 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 l 16.70 0 0.0 2 33.30 6 100.00 
No_t accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 66.70 3 100.00 
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 . I'oo.'oo 
-

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 l 100.00 
National 0 0.0 0 o.o 0- 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Private 2 13.30 2 13.30 5 33.3-0 2 i3.30 4 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 i7 17.20 i7 17.20 24 24.20 19 19.20 22 22.20 99 100.00 

N 
0 
I-' 



TABLE VII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 12 21.40 11 19.60 11 19.60 6 10. 70 l.6 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 2 100.00 
Total TI 17.20 TI 17.20 24 24.20 19 19.20 22 22.20 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 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. 5 19.30 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 o,o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 l 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 
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 ]_L, 29.40 8 16.70 ,,s 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 l 33.30 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 2 12.50 3 18.80 0 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 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 3 15.06 5 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 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 l 10.00 5 50.00 l 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 0 o.o 2 22.22 2 22.22 2 22.22 3 33.30 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 0 o.o 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 l 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 22 22.20 99 100.00 

-
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR ~ No Return. 

N 
0 
N 



TABLE VIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4G, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

S.tatement: The basic diagnostic endeavor is undertaken by a person or persons who: other (remarks) 

l* % 9 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 8 100.00 
M.S.C. 0 0.0 19 100.00 
N.C.A. 0 0.0 33 100.00 
N.W.A. 0 0.0 5 100.00 
S.A.C. 0 o.o 24 100.00 
W.A.C. 0 0.0 6 100.00 
Not accredited 1 3.33 2 66.70 
Not known -·- -- ..Q_ ~ -·- 1 100.00 -- -.- -
Total 1 1.00 98 99.00 

Control 
City 0 0.0 l 100.00 
National 0 0.0 l 100.00 
Private 0 0.0 15 100.00 
Religious 0 0.0 15 100.00 
State 0 o.o 62 100.00 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 
Not known _Q_ ...Jh.Q_ - --· _4_ 100.00 -
Total 1 1.00 .98 99.00 

Total % 

8 100.00 
19 100 .. 00 
33 100.00 
5 10:.:.00 

24 100.00 
6 100.00 
3 100.00 
1 100.00 --

99 100.00 

1 100.00 
1 100.00 

15 100.00 
15 100.00 
62 100.00 

1 100.00 

-.- ...:..!L.. lQQ.:..Q.Q. 

99 100.00 

N 
0 
uJ 



Highest ~vel :o:f ,Offering 
H.lster's o-r Prafessi.enal 
Doc:tar.' s 
Others 
Total 

Typ¢of Plf"OiTIIBt 
L±beral.Arts-General, Term. Occup, 
'1'.eacher Preparation · 
Lj:beral Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term~ Oe., Teach. Prep~ 
Professional Only 
Profess:i~~:. l'eacher Pr-e.paratiou 
Lib. A.rts,-Gea. • l or 2 Pro£essional 

. Lib. A.rts"'6en. ,. l or .more P:r:ofess;ional. 
'lbtal . 

:l!lar.o~ 
soo-1.000. 
1"000 - i.soo 
%~ ...;5:,..000 
5,:.000 --· 7~500 
7 .s-oo - 10.000 
Ul.~ - 1' ,006 
ll,000...; 11>;000 
20 •. 000 - .25.,.000 . 
zs.ooo - »~600 
~;BOO- -- SW.,000. 
T'at:al · 

'*r .. Pers-~. in ·Tfixt:i-ng .Bm:aau. 
,~) .,.. No re.apons~ (,oo: n:o.t appl::icable) . 

TABLE VIU. (Continued) 

l* % 

l 1.80 
0 0 .. 0 
0 0.0 .· 

-1- 1.00 
--

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
1· 3.no 
-0 0.,0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

-1- 1.00 --
0 0.0 
l 6.30 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0: ,0. 0 
0 Q.O 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

- -0 _ 0.0 
l l.00 

9 % 

55 9:S. 20 
41 100.00 

2 100.00 
g'.s 99.00 - ----

l 10:{l.00 
2 · 100.00 

25 96.20 
10 100.00 

l 100.00 
1 lOQ.00 

10 100.00 
48 100.00 

---- """'g'"a 99 . Ob - --

3 100.00 
15 93 .. 80 
17 100.00 

. 20 1()0.-00 
11 100.00 
10 100.00 
9 100.00 
2 100.00 
7 100.00 
4 100.00 - --·-__,.,... 98 "'T9.":'oo 

Total % 

56 100.00 
41 100.00 

2 100.00 
99 .. Ioo.oo 

1 100.00 
2 100.00 

26 100.00. 
10 100.00 

l 100.00 
1 100.00 

10 100.00 
·43 i00.00 
99 100.00 

3 100.00 
16 100.0-0 
17 100 00 
20 100.00 
11 100.00 
10 100.00 

9 100.00 
2 100.00 
7 100.00 
4 100.00 

99 Ioo:i5o· 

N 
0 
.i::-



. :.:.~ ~ .. ~~-~-.-.: 

TABLE IX 

·FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF REPONSES TO STATEMENT SA, CHECK LIST 
SECTION~ ACCOlU>WG TO ACCREDITATION,. CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLUIE!ff . 

.c,:: Statement:<: Each examiner handles. a11signed cases on an individual basis. 

' Accreditation· 
. N.E.A. 

M.S~C. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A.' 

- S~A.c.· 
. W.A.c •. · 

Private 
Religious. 
State 
Teqi.torial ... 
Not known 

A* 

3 
6 

11 
2 
4 
s 
1 
0 

32 

0 
0 
4 
7 

19 
0 
.2 ... 

32 

% 

37.50 
31.60 
3.3.30 
40.00 
16.70 
83.30 
33.30 
0.0 -32.30 

0.0 
0.0 

26.70 
46.70 
30.60 
0.0 

50.00 -.32.30 

u % 

4 50.00 
12 63.20 
13 39.40 

1 20.00 .. 

7· 29.20 
0 0.0 
2 66.70 
0 0.0 - -.·-.. 

39 39.40 

0 0.0 
1 100.00 
8 53,.30 
.8 53.30 

20. 32.30 
1 100.00 
1 25.00 
- ~-

39 39.40 

s % N .% 

0 0.0 1 12.50 
0 0.0 o· 0.0 
3 9.10 1 3.00 
1 2<LOO 1 . 20;00 
6 25.00 2 8 .• 30 
l 1,.10 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o.o 
1 100.00 0 0.0 
- - - -12 12.10 s 5.10 

0 o.o 0 o,o 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
.1 6.70 1 .6.70 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

10 16.10 4 6.50 
0 0.0 0 · o~o 
l 25.;00 0 o.o 
- ~ - -~ 

12 ·· 12.10. 5 5.10 

NR % Total % 

0 0.0 8 100.00 
1 5.30 19 100.00 
5 15.20 33 100.00 
0 0.0 s 100 •. 00 · 
s · 20.80 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6. 100.00 
0 0.0 3 10.0.00 
0 0.0 l 100.00 - - ..........--.. 

11 11.10 99 100.00 

1 100.00 i 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
1 6.70 15 .100.00 

. 0. 0.0 15 100.00 
9 14.50 62 100.00 
0 o.o 1 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 
- - - -~ 

u .. 11.10 99 100.00. 

·N 

~ 



TABLE IX (CONTINUED) 

A* i. u % s % N % ·. NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 22 39.30 21 37.50 6 10. 70 l 1.80 6 10. 7-0 56 100.00 
Doctor's 10 24.40 17 41.50 6 14.60 4 9.80 4 9.80 41 100.00 
Others _Q 0.0 ...1. 50.00 0 .JLQ._ 0 2.:..Q_ 1 50.00 ..1. 100.00 
Total 32 32.30 39 39.40 12 12.10 5 5.10 11 1T.Tci 99 f60:06 

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 l 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 ..1. 6.30 6 12.25 48 100.00 
Total 32 32.30 39 39.40 IT 12.10 5 5.10 11 TiTo 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 5 37.30 8 50.00 l 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 10 100.00 
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 0.0 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 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00 
Total 32 32.30 39 39.40 5 F.10 5 s::To 11 lLlO 99 Ioo.oo 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR= No Return. N 
0 

°' 



TABLE X 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT SB, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCRED1TATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: Each examiner handles assigned cases with the entire clinical staff on team ha.sis. 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 2 25 00 1 12.50 
M. S. C. 2 10.50 3 15.80 11 57.90 1 5.30 
N.C .A. 6 18.20 7 21. 20 13 39.40 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 6 25.00 9 37.50 4 16. 70 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 0 0.0 1 16. 70 2 33.30 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 l 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 
Not known l 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 13 18. 20 24 24To 33 33.30 2 2.00 
-

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 
Private 3 20.00 2 13.30 5 33.30 l 6. 70 
Religious 2 13.30 4 26.70 6 !10.00 0 0.0 
State 11 17.70 17 27.40 19 30.60 1 1. 60 
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 

· Not known 1 25.00 0 0.0 2 50.00 0 0.0 
- -- - --- -: -- - ----

Total 18 18. 20 24 24.20 33 33.30 2 2.00 

NR % Total % 

2 25.00 8 100.00 
2 10.50 19 100.00 
7 21. 20 33 100.00 
2 40.00 5 100.00 
5 20.80 24 100.00 
3 50.00 6 100.00 
1 33.30 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

22 22.20° 99 Ioo'7oo 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
4 26.70 15 100.00 
3 20.00 15 100.00 

14 27.60 62 100.00 
0 0.0 . 1 100.00 
1 25.00 4 100.00 - - - -

22 22. 20 99 100.00 
N 
0 
-..J 



TABLE X (CONTINUED) 

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 lS 43.90 1 24.00 3 7.30 41 100.00 
Others ..l 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 _Q 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 18 Ta.To 24 24.20 33 33.30 2 2.00 22 ETD 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 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. l 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 Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 30.00 2 20.00 l 10.00 0 0.0 4 40.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 10 20.80 10 20.80 20 41. 70 _Q ~ 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 l 33.30 0 o.o 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 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 5 29.40 3 17.60 5 29.40 0 0.0 4 23.50 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 3 15.00 5 25.00 7 35.00 2 10.00 3 15.00 20 100.00 

7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 4 36.40 3 27.30 0 0.0 3 27.30 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 2 20.00 3 30.00 3 30.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 1 11.10 4 44.40 0 0.0 1 11.10 9 100.0() 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 -0. 0 1 50.00 2 100.90 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 0 0.0 4 57.10 0 0.0 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 1 25.00 3 75.00 0 0 0 0 0.0 .. 4 . 100;00 
Total 18 18.20 24 24.20 33 33.30 2 "Too 22 22To 99 Hl0.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
N 
0 
00 



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 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 6 75.00 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
M.S.C. 14 73.70 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
N.C.A. 29 83.90 3 9.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
N.W.A. 4 80.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
S.A.C. 21 87.50 3 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
W.A.C. 6 100.00 0 0.0 0 0;0 0 0.0 0 
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

- - - -- - --. -
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
".:.tional 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Private 10 66.70 l 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
Religious 12 80.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
State 55 88.70 7 · 11.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
'territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not known 4 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 --·- -
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 

% Total % 

12.50 8 100.00 
0.0 19 100.00 
3.00 33 100.00 
0.0 5 100.00 
0.0 24 100000 
0.0 6 100.00 
0.0 3 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 -- - -~-
2.00 99 100.00 

0.0 1 100.00 
o.o 1 100.00 
6. 70 15 100.00 
6. 70 15 100.00 
0.0 62 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 
o.o 4 100.00 - . 
2.00 99 100.00 N 

0 
\0 



TABLE XI (CONTINUED) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 49 87.50 5 8.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.60 56 100.00 
Doctor's 33 80.50 8 19.50 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 41 100.00 
Others -1. 50.00 1 50.00 0 .Q.;_Q _Q 0.0 0 Q...Q._ 2 1QQ..&Q 
Total 83 83.80 14 14.10 0 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 o.o 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 _Q 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 
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 16 100.00 
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, 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 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 4 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 ...Q 0.0 ...!!. 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. N ..... 
0 



TABLE XII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7A, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: The d·irecto.r administers the complete diagnosis. 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accredi-ta:tion 

N.E.A. l 12.50 4 50~00 1 12.50 1 12.50 
M.s.c. I 5.30 4 21.10 7 36.80 2 · 10. 50 

N.C.A. l 3.00 2 6.10 15 45.50 7 21;20 

N .'IJ • .A. I 20.00 0 0.0 I 20.00 0 0.0 

S • .A.C .• 2 8.30 2 8.30 9 37 .50 5 20.80 
'i,l.A.C. 4 66. 70 0 0.0 l . 16,70 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33 • .30 l 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not kt.own 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 11 . 11.10 12 13.10 34 34.30 15 15, 20 

--·-

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 ,o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

· Private 1 n.7o 4 2.6. 70 5 33.30 2 13..30 
1\.el:Lgi,0!.l'S 3 20.80 2 13.30 6 40.00 2 13.30 
State 6 9. 70 6 9. 70 23 37 .10 10 16.10 
Ter.:ito:1rial 0 o.o 1. 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
liot kn0vm 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 25.00 

-- .- -·-.- - -·-- - ·~·-
':ClTtal 11. 11.10. 13 13.10 34 34.3-0 15 15.20 

NR % Total 7o 

l 12.50 8 100.00 
5 26.50 19 100.00 
8 24.20 33 100.00 
3 60.00 5 100.00 
6 . 25.00 24 1.00.00 
0 16.70 6 100.00 
1 33.30 3 100.00 
l 100.00 1 - 100.00 

26 26.30 99 100.00 

1 100.00 l 100.00 
l lC0.00 i 100.00 
3 20.00 1r _., 100.0G 
2 13.30 15 100.00 

17 27.40 62 100. 
0 0.0 1 100 
2 50.00 4 100. GO - =---~ ~ ~--=-~~ 

26 26.30 99 100.00 
~~ N 

...... 
I-' 



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 4 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 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 2 100.00 
Total 11 11.10 13 13.10 34 34.30 15 15.20 26 26.30 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 2 . i00.00 
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 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l 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 ~ 13 ·13.10 34 34.30 15 15.20 26 26.30 99 Ioo:oo 
-

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 16 100 .• 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 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 6 60.00 2 20;00 l 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 o.o 0 0.0 l 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 0 o~o 0 o.o 2 50.00 1 25.00 l · 25.00 4 100.00·. 
Total 11 11.10 13 13.10 34 34.30 15 15.20 26 t6.30 99 100.00 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. N 
·f-,1 
N 



.TABLE XIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 7B, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT. 

Statemen.t: The director administers some of the diagnosis with assistance of staff. 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 1 12.50 3 37.50 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 2 10.50 7 36.80 3 15.80 2 10.50 
N.C.A. 2 6.10 9 27 .30 13 39.40 2 6~ 10 

· N.W.A. 1 20.00 · 1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 
S.A.C. 5 20.80 · 5 20.80 8 33.30 2 8.30 
W.A.C. 0 0.0 1 16.70 2 33.30 0 0.0 
Not accredited. 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o;o 0 0.0 

Total 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30~0 7 7 .10 
-

Control 
City 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 1 6.70 2 13.30 6 40.00 1 6.70 
Ri!ligious 2 13.30 3 20.00 4 26. 70 1 6. 70 
State 6 9.70 19 30.60 20 32 .. 30 4 6.50 
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 

- -- - -- - -·.-.-. - - --· -
Total 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30.30 7 7.10 

~ .% Total %: ;..-

4 50.00 8 -100.00 
5 26.30 19 100.00 
7 21.20 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
4 16.70 24 100.00 
3 50.00 6 100.00 
0 66.70 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

26 26.30 99 100.00 

1 100.00 1 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 
5 33.30 15 100.00 
5 33.30 15 100.00 

13 21.00 62 100.00 
0 o.o l ·. 100.00 
1 25.00 4 .100.00 - ---.,;... - --26 26 30 99 100.00 ·N ..... 

l,.) 



TABLE XIII (Continued) 

A* % u % s .% N % NR % Total · % 

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 o.o 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 l 3.80 11 42.30 26 100.00 
Lib •. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 4 40.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 .o 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 l 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 99 100.00 
-

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 4 25.00 4 25.00 0 0.0 7 43.80 16 100.00 
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 9.10 4 36.40 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 3 30.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 l 10.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 2 22.20 4 44.40 0 o.o 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 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00 
Total 10 10.10 26 26.30 30 30.30 7 7 .10 26 26.30 99 100.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
N 

·--....:.___ I-' 
+"' 



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. 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 4 50.00 1 12.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 14 73.70 3 15.80 0 0.0 0 o.o 
N.C.A. 17 51.50 13 39.40 0 o.o 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 13 54.20 6 25.00 1 4.20 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 3 50.00 (j 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _1_ !QQ.&Q. ...Q_ Jh.Q... ...Q_ ...Q.JL. .JL. 0.0 

Total· 54 54.50 26 26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 o;o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 7 46. 70 5 33;30 1 6.70 0 0.0 
Religious 8 53.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 
State 36 58.10 16 25.80 1 1.60 0 0.0 
Territoria;L 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not.known ...!... 2Q.;_Q.Q, ...Q_ 0.0 ...Q_ ...Q.JL. 0 0.0 - - -
Total 54 54.50 26 26.30 2 2.00 0 0.0 

NR .% Total % 

2 25.00 8 100.00 
2 10.50 19 100.00 
3 9.10 33 100.00 
2 40.00 5 100.00 
4. 16.70 24 100-:00 
3 50.00 6 100.00 
1 33.30 3 100.00 

...Q_ ..&.JL. 1 lQQ.:.QQ. 
17 17 .20 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
4 26. 70 15 100.00 
9 14.50 62 100.00 • 
0 o.o 1 100.00 
2 Sci.OD .....L i00.00 - -17 17.20 99 i00,00 

N ...... 
VI 



TABLE XIV (Continued) 

A* .% u % s % N % NR % Total % 

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 o.o 2 4.90 14 100.00 
Others l 50.00 l 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o .0 o.o 2 100.00 
Total 54 ~ 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 l 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 . 0.0 2· 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 11 42.30 6 23.10 0 o.o 0 0.0 9 34.60 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60.00 l 10.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 3 30.00 10. 100.00 
Professional Only l 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
Professi•:>nal, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 100.00 l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 5 50.00 3 30.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 2. 20.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more· Professional 31. 64.60 l3 27.10 2 4.20 0 o.o 2 4.20 48 100.00 
Total 54 54.50 26 26.30 2 2.00. 0 o.o 17. 17,20 99 100.00 
-

Enro.llment 
500-1,000 l 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 ioo.oo 
1,000 - 2,500 5 3L30 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 o.o 0 o.o 3 17.60 i7 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 12 60.00 5 25.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 3 .15,00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 3 27.30 6 54.50 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 lB,20 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 9 90.00 l 10.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 3 33.00. 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 Cl,O 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 2 · 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o,p 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 3 42.90 2. 28.60 2 28.60 0 o.o 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 ... 50,000 .· 3 75.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o l 25.00 4 100.00 
Total 54 54.50 2.6 26.30 2 2.00 0 o.o 17 11:20 99 100.00 ;· 

-
* A= Always; U = Usually; S"' Seldom; N-" Never; NR = No Return. N 

f-l .. °' ·.· 



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 reponsibilities to staff. 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E •. A. 0 0.0 2 25,00 2 25.00 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 1 5.30 4 21.10 6 31.60 ·5 26 .. 30 
N.C.A. 4 12.10 9 27 .30 2 6.10 9 27 .30 
N.W.A •. 1 20.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 20.00 
S.A.C. 0 0.0 5 20 .. 80 7 29.20 3. 12.50 
W.A.C. 1 16.70 1 16.70 l 16.70 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 33.3() 

.. 

Not:.known .JL. ....<l.JL .JL. .JhQ.... .JL. ...Q.JL. .JL. .JhQ.... 
Total 7 7.10 21 21.20 18 18.20 .19 19. 20 

--.-
Control 

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 .o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 0 0.0 4 26.70 4 26.n 2 13.30 
Religious l 6.70 3 20.00 3 · 20.00. 4 26.70 
State 5 8.10 14 

.. 

22.60 11 17.70 12 19.40 
Territorial 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Not known ._1_ 25.00 .JL. . 0.0 .JL ..JWL .JL. .. --9,;JL 

Total 
7 7.10 21 21.20" 18 18.20 19 19,20 

·~ ~ ... ~i:.: 

.· NR .% Total ,1. 

4 50.00 8 lOOitfo 
3 15.80 19 lOOi:00 
9 27.30 33 100;'00 
3 60.00 5 100;.00 
9 37.50 24 100.00. 
3 50.00 6 100.00· 
2 66.70 3 100.00 

_l_ .!QQ:.Q.Q. _L- 100.00 

34 34.30 99 100.00 

1 100.00 1 100.00 
1 ·100.00 1 · 100.00 
5 33.30 15 too.oo 
4 26.70 15 100.00 

20 32.30 62 100.00 
0 o.o 1 100.100 

-L 75.00 ;..!!_ 100.00 

34 34,.30 99 100.00 

"" 1,-l 
-..J 

·--



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 l:3 31.70 7 17.10 6 14.60 41 100.00 
Others 0 o.o 0 {l,O 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
'teacher Preparation 0. o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 2 20.00 1 10.00 3 30.00 4 40.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 

_Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 o.o 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 iO 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 so,oo 0 ·o.o 1. 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 l.00.00 
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 0 o.o 1 25.00 1 25.00 4 100.00 
Total 7 --rn. 21 21.20 18 18.20 19 19.20 34 34.30 n 100.00 
-

* . .. . . 
A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR =No.Return. N 

I-'· 
00 



TABLE XVI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 8, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, liIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: The responsibilities of the various· clinicians are interchangeable. 

A* % U. % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 1 12.50 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 7 36.80 7 36.80 3 15.80 2. 10.50 
N.C.A. 6 18.20 20 60.60 .5 15.20 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 2 40.00 
S.A.C. 2 8.30 16 66. 70 2 8.30 1 4.20 
W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 66.70 0 0.0 
·Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 33.30 0 0.0 
Not known _Q_ 0.0 _Q_ ....Q.JL. 1 !QhQ.Q. _Q_ ....Q.JL. 

Total 17 17.20 46 46.50 17 17 .20 6 6.10 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Private 4 26.70 6 40.00 2 13.30 1 6.70 
Religious 3 20.00 4 26. 70 4 26. 70 0 0.0 
State 9 14.50 .35 56.50 8 12.90 5 8.10 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 -0. 0 1 100.00 0 0.0 
Not known ..L &&Q. _l_ 25.00 ..L ~ _Q_ _Jh9_ 

Total 17 17 .20 46 46.50 17 17 .20 6 6.10 

-·,. 

mt % Total .,. 

3 37.50 8 100.00 
0 0.0 19 100.00 
2 6.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
3 12.50 24 100.09 
2 33.30 6 100.00 
2 66.70 3 100.00 

_Q_ ....Q.JL. l 100.00 
~ 

13 13.10 99 100;00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
l 100.00 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
4 26. 70 15 100.00 
5 8.10 62 100.0.0 
0 o.o 1 100.00 

_1 _ ~ . ..!!.._ 1.00.00 

13 13.iO 99 lOOiqO 

N ..... 
\0 



TABLE XVI (Continued) 

A* % u % 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 o.o 0 o.o ..1. 50.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 2 100.00 
Total 17 17.20 46 46.50 17 17.20 6 6.10 13 13.10 99 · 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen •• 1 or 2 Professional 0 o.o 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 ...§. 16.70 1 4.20 ...l. 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 o.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 66.70 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 6 37.50 3 18.80 0 o.o 5 31.30 16 100.00 
2.500 - 5,ooo 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 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 8 72.70 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 o.o 11 rno.oo 
10,000 - 15,000 l 10.00 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 s 55.60 2 22.20 1 11.10 0 o.o 1 11.10 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 ioo.oo 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 2 28.60 1 14.30 2 28.60 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 0 o.o 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 17 17.20 46 46.50 17 17 .20 6 6.10 13 TI:10 99 100.00 
-

* N A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. N 
.0 



·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* % 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 3 100.00 
Not known 1 100.00 ...9..... ....2..:.Q_ .JL .Jh.Q_ _Q_ ....2..:.Q_ _Q_ .Jh.Q... _l_ !Q5hQQ,, 

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 o.o l 100.00 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 l 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 5 33.30 1 6.70 2 13.3-0 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 1 100.0-0 0 0.0 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Not known ...L ..1Q:.QQ. _L ~ _Q_ .J!.:.Q_ _Q_ --2.:..Q_ _Q_ ..Q.JL _ _i_ lQQ..&Q 

Total 49 49.50 28 28.30 11 11.10 6 6.10 5 5.10 99 100.00 
N 
N 
1-' 



TABLE XVII (Gontinued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 25 44.60 18 32.10 6 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 o.o 41 100.00 
Others 0 o.o 0 _Q:_9-... 0 o.o 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 ~ 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 12 46.20 9 34.60 l 3.80 1 3.80 3 11.50. 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 5 50.00 l 10.00 0 o.o 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o. 0 - 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 50.00 3 30.00 l 10.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 27 56.30 10 20.80 8 16.70 3 6.30 0 o.o 48 100.00 
Total 49 49.50 28 28.30 11 11.10 6 6To 5 5.10 99 100.00 
--

Enrollment 
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 4 25.00 1 6.30 0 o.o 3 18.80 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 7 41.20 5 29.40 3 17.60 2 11.80 0 o.o 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 11 55.00 8 40.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.50 3 27.30 2 18.20 0 O.J 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 5 50.00 4 40.00 l 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 1 11.10 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 o.o 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 l 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 

25,000 .... 35,000 3 42.90 2 28.60 1 14.30 l 14.30 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 -1. 25.00 0 o.o 2 50.00 0 o.o 1 25.00 4 100.00 
Total 49 49.50 28 28.30 11 11.10 6 6.10 5 5.10 99 100.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
N 
N 
N 



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 % N % NR % Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 5 62.50 l 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 66.7-0 3 100.00 

Not known 1 lQQ.:..QQ. 0 .J2.:..Q_ _Q_ _9.:..Q_ _Q_ ~ 0 0.0 _1_ 100.00 

Total 34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 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 0 o.o 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 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 0 .J2.:..Q_ _Q_ .J2.:..Q_ 1 25.00 4 rno.oo 
34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 18 18. 20 99 100,00 

Total 

'"' ,:-,.:> 
w 



TABLE XVIII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 19 33.90 17 30.40 2 3.60 4 7.10 14 25.00 56 lOG,00 
Doctor's 14 34.10 14 34.10 8 19.50 2 4.90 3 7.30 41 100,00 
Others l 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 l 100.00 
Teacher Preparation l 50.00 l 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 8 30.80 8 30.80 l 3.80 1 3.8 8 30.80 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 4 40.00 3 30.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 3 30.00 10 100>90 ·. 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l ·100.00. 
Professional, Teacher Preparation l 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100;00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 4 40.00 4 40.00 0 o.o l 10.00 l 10.00 10 100.0o 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 15 31.30 15 31.30 .2. 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 99 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 2 66.70 l 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 7 43.80 4 25.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 5 31.30 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 4 23.50 5 29.40 0 o.o 3 17.60 5 29.l·O 11 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 5 25.00 8 40.00 3 15.00 0 o.o 4 20.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.50 3 27.30 l 9.10 l 9.10 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 3 30.00 4 40.00 3 30,00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 4 44.40 2 22.20 0 o.o 0 o.o 3 33.30 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 0 o.o l 50.00 l 50.00 0 o.o {) o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 3 42.90 1 14.30 l 14.30 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 ..1. 25.00 ...Q .Jh.Q_ l 25.00 l 25.00 -1. 25.00 ~ 100.00 
To.tal 34 34.30 31 31.30 10 10.10 6 6.10 18 18.20 99 Too:'oo 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. N 
N 
J::' 



TABLE X!X 

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 c.ompared with 
.expected co.mpetence for their chronological age? 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A •. 0 0.0 4. 50.00 2 25.00 0 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 
S .• A.C. 4 16.70 10 41. 70 3 12.50 0 0.0 7 29.20 24 100.00 
W..A.C. 2 33.30 3 50.00 0 0.0 l 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 ...L 100.00 0 ...Q.JL 0 0.0 _Q_ ...Q.JL _Q_ ...Q.JL _1_ lQQ.&Q. _,......,.. - -'l'otal. 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 O~O 0 0.0 1 100.00 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 1 100;00. 
Private 7 46.70 5 JJ.30 0 0.0 0 ·o.o .. 3 ·. 20.00 15 100.00 
Religious 5 33.30 5 33.30 3 20~00 2 13.30 0 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. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o~o l 100.00 
Not known .1 25.00 l 50.00 0 0.0 _Q_ 0.0 ....L 25.00 4· 100.QO - ---- -- - -- -- -- -
Total 28 28.30 28 28.30 15- 15.20 9 9.10-19 19.20 99 100.00 

N 
N 
VI 



TABLE XIX (Continued) 

.. 

A* % u % s % N % Nll % Total % 

Highest Level of Of.f.ering 
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 n 26.80 11 26 .• 80 3 7.30 3 7.30 41 100.00 

·Others 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.oo 2 100.00 
Total 28 28.30 28 28.30 15 - 15.20 ~ 9.10 19 19.20 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts.-General, Term .• Occup. 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 · 100.00 1 100.00 

. Teacher Preparation l 50.00 1 5e .. oo 0 o.o 0 o.-o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Art.s-General, Teacher Prep •. 8 30.80 8 30.80 0 o.o 2 1.10 8 30.80 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc.; Teach.· Pi::ep. 2 20.00 4 40.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 3 30.00 10 100.00 
Frofessional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o .0 0.0 0 o.o 0 . o.o 1 100.00 
Professional; Teacher Preparatio.n 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100~00 
Lib.· Arts'-Gen., 1 or 2 Pro:fessional 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 i0.40 6 12.50 48 100.00 
Total 28 ·. 28.30 28 28~30 15 TsYo: 9 ~ 19 ""l9:2o 99 . 100.00 
---

Enrollment 
500-1,00'0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 · 0 37.50 6 37.50 0 .o.o 0 . o.o 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.iO 0 o.o l 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000:.... 15,000 3 30.00 3 30.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 4 44.40 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 o.o 3 33.30 _ 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 -0 0.0 0 . o.o 1 50.00 - 1 50.00 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 1 14-.30 2 28.60 2 28.60 2 28.60 0 0.0 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50~000 1 25.00 0 . o.o 1 i~:~g 1 25.00 1 25.00 4 100.00 
Total 28 .. 28.30 28 28.30 15 9 9.10 19 ·19.20 99. 100.00 

* . . . . . . 
· A = Always; U = Usually; · S · = Seldom; N ·-' Never_; NB,· = No· Return. 

N. 
N 
0\ 



TABLE XX 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 90, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement; In accepting referrals or clinent:s, is the student's reading achievement compared with· expected 
competence f-0r their: other (remarks). 

l* % 2 % 3 % 4 '% 5 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 
M.S.C. 1 5.30 2 10.50 0 0.0 1 5.30 1 
N.C.A. 1 3.00 0 0.0 1 3.00 2 6.10 0 
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 o;o 0 o~o 0 0.0 0 
S.A.C. 1 4.20 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 4.20 l 
W.A.C. 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not accredited 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 
Not known 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

Total 5 Tio 2 2.00 2 ""T.oo 4 4°:oo 2 

Control 
City 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
National 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
Private 1 6.70 0 0.0 1 6.70 2 13.30 1 
Religious 0 0.0 l 6.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
State 3 4.80. 1 1.00 l 1.60 2 · 3.20 l 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not known 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 

Total 5 5.10 2 2.00 2 2.00 4 4.00 2 

% 9 % Total % 

o.o 7· 87.50 8 100.00. 
5.30 14 73.50 19 100.00· 
o.o 29 82.90 33 100.00 
0.0 5 100.00 s 100.00 
4.20 21 87.50 24 100.00 
0.0 4 66. 7ff 6. 100.00 
0.0 3 100.00 3 100.00 
o.o l 100.00 1 100.00 

,-----

"T.oo 84 84.80 99 100.00 

0.0 l 100.00 1 . 100.00 
o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
6.70 10 · 66.70 15 100.00 
o.o 14 93.30 15 100.00 
1.60 54 82.10 62 100.00 
0.0 l 100.00 l 100.00 
o.o: 3 75.00 4 100.00 

""T.oo 84 84:To 99 . 100.00 

N 
N ....., 



TABLE XX (Continued) 

l* % 2 % 3 % 4 % .5 % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 4 7.10 1 1.80 2 3.60 3 5.40 · 1 1.80 
Doctor's 1 2.40 1 2.40 0 0.0 l 2.40 1 2.40 
Others 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.'0 0 0.0 
Total 5 s.Tci 2 27oo 2 2.00 4 4.00 2 Z:00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 1 3.80 1 3.80 1 3.80 1 3.80 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 10.00 0 o.o 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 l 2.10 l 2.10 2 4.20 1 2.10 
Total 5 5.10 2 2.00 2 2.00 4 . 4.00 2 2.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 33.30 0 o.o 
1,000 - 2,500 l 6.30 0 o.o 1 6.30 0 o.o l 6.30 
2,500 - 5,000 l 5.90 1 5.90 0 0.0 l 5.90 0 0.0 
5,000 - 7,500 2 10.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
7,500 - 10,000 l 9.10 0 0.0 1 9.10 l 9.10 0 0.0 
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 11.10 1 11.10 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 1 25.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total - -- - - -- - -- - --

!i !i JQ 2 2 QQ 2 22.00 4 4,00 2 2,QQ 
* 1 = previous environmental experiences; 2 = language abilities; 3 =_expected competence of other students; 

4 = combination of previous environmental experience, language, and mental abilities; S = ability to do 
computational arithmetic problems; 9 = no response. 

9 % 

45 80.40 
37 90.20 

2 100.00 
84 "T47so 

1 100.00 
2 100.00 

20 76.90 
9 90.00 
1 100.00 
1 100.00 
8 80.00 

42 87.50 
84 84To 

2 66. 70 
13 81.30 
14 82.40 
18 90.00 
8 72.70 

10 100.00 
7 77.80 
2 100.00 
7 100.00 
3 75.00 -

Ba 84,80 

Total 

56 
41 

2 

99 

1 
2 

26 
10 

1 
1 

10 
48 
99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11 
10 

9 
2 
7 
4 -22 

% 

100.00 
100,00 
100.00 

Too.oo 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.0() 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

l.Q.Q..00 

N 
N 
00 



TABLE XXI· 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT lOA, '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 
stude.nt' s metal ability to his reading performance? 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Accreditatio.n 
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 1 5.30 0 0.0 19 100.00 
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 i 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 6 100.00 
Not accredited 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00 
Not known l.~ .JL ...Q.:.Q_ .JL ...Q.:.Q_ ...Q... ...Q.:.Q_ .JL ...Q.:.Q_ 1 Hi0.00 

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 ·1 100.00 
Private 7 46.70 7 46. 70 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 6.70 15 100.00 
Religious 5 33.30 7 46. 70 1 6. 70 2 13.30 0 0.0 15 100.00 

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 ...1.... .2Q.&Q. _2_ 12..:..QQ_ .JL ...Q.:.Q_ .JL ...Q.:.Q_ .JL _Q_JL_ ...!!,,;. lQQ.JlQ. 

Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8 8,10 99 100.00 

N 
N 
\.0 



TABLE XXI {Continued) 

A* % u % s % 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 0.0 · 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00 
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 5.10 6 6.10 8 aTo 99 Too.oo 

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 l 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 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 ..1. 4.20 3 6.30 1 2.10 48 100.00 
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 sTo 6 ~ 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 16 100.00 
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 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 2 18.20 7 63.20 2 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 100,00 
10,000 - 15,000 5 50.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 1 1.0.-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 l 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 3 42.90 0 0.0 2 28.60 0 o.o 7 100,00 
35,000 - 50,000 ...1 50.00 2 50.00 .Jl 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 42 42.40 38 38.40 5 sTo 6 6.10 8 s:To 99 100.00 

-~-------
* A = Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
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TABLE XXII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATENENT lOB, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND E~'ROLLMENT 

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by relating the 
student's grade placement to his reading performance? 

A* % 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 6 33.30 3 12.50 l 4.20 7 29.20 24 100.00 

W.A.C. 1 16.70 4 66.70 l 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 Hl0.00 

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_ ..2..:.Q_ 0 .J!..:.Q._ _Q__ ...2.:..Q... 0 ...!?.JL l 1filhQ.Q. 

Total 23 23. 20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 ].!()!LOO 

-
Control 

City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 W0.00 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l rno.oo 
Private 3 26.00 8 53.30 2 0.0 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 10'0.00 
State 12 19.40 23 37 .10 7 11.30 6 9.70 14 22.60 62 rno.oo 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 rno.oo 
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 2J.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 g Hl(LOO --- - -- - -- - -- - ~ ·-.. ~.~.-.-
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 9~ }@!').00 

• •d-~ -~.,, .... -·,~-- .... 
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TABLE XXII {Cont_inue-d) 

A* % u % s % N 
., 

NR % Total % /o 

Hig:h-e-st Leve:l of Offering 
Master' s, or -Pr-of·ess:i.onal 13 23.3-0 19 33.90_ 3 5.40 6 10.70 15 26.86 56 100.00 
~to·r's 9 22:. 00 18 43.90 9 22. 0:0 2 4.90 3 7.30 41 100.00. 
Ott.i:ers · l 50.00 1 50.00 .Jl: 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
·Iotal 23 n'.'20 38 38.40 12 12.10- 8 8.10 18 lB.20 99 100.00 

Typ-e _ of hogram 
Lib-eral Ar-ts-General., Tem; ,0.ccup, Cl o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 
Tea.c.ner P~paration l S0.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
-Lib.er.al ·Art-s-G-eneral, Jeacher hep. 3 11.50 HJ 38.50 2. 7. 70 i 3.80 10 38.50 26 100,00 
L±b. Arts-G-en •• Term. Oc., T-ea,ch~ Pre:p. 3 :m.-oo 5 50.00 1 10 .. 06 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Pr:ofe8$"ipnal Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 i00.00 
hof:e.s.si~nal~ _Teache,r Frepara-tion 1 100,00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Lib-. Art:s.-Qe-ri., -1 c:ir 2 Professional 3 30.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 2 20.00 3 30.00 10 100;00 
Lib. Arti.-Gen, , J or more Profession.;1 11 22.90 19 39.60 9 18.80 5 10.40 4 8.30 48 100,00 
Total - 23 23.20 38 3B.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 

En:r,o<Ll:meo;t 
soo-1,,:oot> 2 h6. 70 l 33.3-0 0 0.0 0 {l.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 
l~ 000' - 2,560 4 25.00 7 43.80 2 12.50 0 0.0 3 18.80 16 100.00 
2'.,500 ,,- 5:,.(100 3 n.~o 4 .25.50 1 5.90 4 23. S-0 5 29.40 i7 100.00 
s,:ooo- - ,1.,suo 5- 25.00 6 30.00 J 15.00 0 0.0 6 30.00 20 100.00 
7 ;,$:00 - :Hl'.00'0 2 18.20 5 45 .5-0 2 18.20 l 9.10 1 9.1() 11 100.00 
lfl ,tJtl,O - 15.,000 0 0.0 .6 . 60.00 2 20.00 1 100.00 1 10.00 10 100.00 
is,ooo - io.ooo 6 66.70 2 22.20 0 o.o 0 0 .. 0 1 11.10 9 1.00.00 
2:0, O.OtJ ·- -25 .-01:m ti :0.0-- I 50.00 t S-0.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35-,trOO 1 14.30 3 42.90 l 14.30 l 14.30 l 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 of- so.ouo- 0 0.0 3 75:00 0 ..l!.JL. l 25.00 (j 0.0 4 100.0Q 
Total E 23.2:.0 rs 38 .. 40 12 12.10 8 "'""a.To 18 18.20 ~ 100.00 

·,Ir 

A_=· Alr,mys.; U "' Us.ua.Uy; S -~ Seldbrt!; Ill - -Nfi!_vt.r; l,\1R "' No Return. 

N 
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TABLE *XIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRUIUTION OF RESPONSES TO .STATEMENT lOC, CHECK LIST 
SECTION,· ACCORD:ENG TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF. OFFERING, TYPE OF. PB.OGRAM, . AND ENROLLMENT. 

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to compu:i:e the amount of. ;re-arli.ng retardation byrelating the stud-ent's 
chio>rmlogieal age to his reading performance.? 

A* % tJ % s % N % NR 

kc:reditastion 

N.E.A. 0 o.·o 2 2.5. 00 3 37;50 0 0.0 3 
M.S,.C. 4 21.10 6 31.60 3 15.80 l 5.30 5 
N.c;A. 5 1s,.:w 8 24,20 · 6 18.20 8 24.20 6 
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20 .. 00 I 20.00 3 
S.A.C. 3 12.50 6 25.00 4 16.70 3 12.50 8 

'.W.A.C. 1 1.6. 70 4 66. 70 l 16.70 0 0.0 0 
Not accr.e.dH:ed 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 33;30 l 

No.t known 0 -5hQ... 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 _.......... - -- - ---.. -.--· - --· -
Toctal 14 14,10 26 2'6. 30 19 19 .. 20 14 14.10 . 26 

--
Control 

City l 100.0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 
Nati9nal 0 0.0 0 0,0 0 0.0 .o 0.0 1 
Private 3 20 •. 00 6 40.00 3 20.00 0 0.0 .3 
Rel;lgious 3 20.00 4 26SO 3 2().00 3 i0.00 2 
State 7 13.30 u 24.20 11 17. Jt)· ro .Hi~lO 10 
Territorial 0 0.0 •O .o.p 0 :o.o 0 100.00 0 
Not known ...Q... ,.....QJL. _1_ 25.'°(;) L ~ ..:L ' o.o ...l.. . 

·-rot:al 14 14.10 26 26.30 19. 19.20 . 14 14.10 26 

% Total % 

37.50 8 100.00 
26 .. 30 .. 19 100.00 
18.20 33 100.00 
60.00 5 100.00 
33.30 24 100.00 

0.0 - 6 100.00 
33.30 3 . 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 -- - ---

26,30 99 100.00 

o.o 1 100.00 
100.00 1 100.00 

20.00 is 100.00 
13.30 15 100.00 

· .30.60 62 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 

25,0~ .J!,... 100.00 

29,30 99 100.00 
... _,..._ ·*. -5 ·= -

!'-.) 
w 
w 



TABLE XXIII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % 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 
Doc.tor's 6 14.60 15 36.60 13 31.70 3 7.30 4 9.80 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 ...Q.&.. ...! 50.00 2 100.00 
T.otal 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 ioo.oo 1 100.00 
Teacher _Preparati·on l 50.00 l 50.00 0 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. Ar.ts-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 Q.O 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 2 20.00 2 20.00 l 10.00 2 20.00 3 30,00 10 100;00 
Lib. Art·s-Gen., 3 or more Professional 8 16.70 14 24.20 13 27.10 7 14.60 6 12.50 48 · 100.00 
To.tal 14 14, 10 26 26.30 19 l9To 14 14.10 26 26.30 99 100.00 

Enro.llment 
500-1,000 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 3 rno.oo 
1,000 - 2,500 2 1.2,50 6 37.50 2 12.50 · 1 6.30 5 31.30 16 ll.00.00 
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 20 100.00 
7,500.~ 10,000 1 9.10 4 36.40 3 27.30 1 9.10 2 18.20 11 100.00 
10.000 - 15,000 0 0.0 5 50.00 2 20.00 1 10.00 2 20.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 5 55.60. 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 22.20 9 rno;oo 
20,000 ~ 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 0 o.o 2 28.60 2 28.60 2 28.60 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 -50,000 0 0.0 .i 50.00 _Q 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 4 l!.00.00 

Total 14 14.10 26 26.30 19 19.20 14 14.10 26 26.30 99 1o1r:"oo 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return; 

N 
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TABLE XXIV 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT lOD, CHECK LIST 
SEC'.t!ON, 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: Consider.ing other 

factors suc·h as {other comments). 

1-* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.30 
N.C.A. 2 6;10 1 3.00 0 o.<i 1 3.00 
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 -0.0 
S.A.C. 2 8.30 1 4.20 1 4.20 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known -2_ .J1.:.2..... -2_ .J1.:.2..... -2_ .J1.:.2..... -2_ .J1.:.2..... 
Total 6 6.10 2 2.00 1 1.00 3 3.00 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Religious 1 6.70 1 6.70 0 0.0 3 13.30 
State 3 4.80 1 1. 60 1. 1.60 1 1. 60 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _ 1_ ..&:..QQ -2_ .J1.:.2..... -2_ .J1.:.2..... -~ .J1.:.2..... 
Total 6 6.10 2 2.00 l 1.00 3 3.00 

5 % 9 

0 0.0 7 
4 21.10 14 
4 12.10 25 
1 20.00 4 
4 16.70 16 
0 o.o 5 
1 33.30 1 

-2_ .J1.:.2..... _1_ 

14 14.10 23 

0 0.0 1 
0 0.0 1 
1 6.70 14 
2 13.30 9 

11 17. 70 45 
0 0.0 0 

-2_ .J1.:.2..... _3 _ 

14 14.10 73 

% Total 

87.50 8 
73.70 19 
75.80 33 
80.00 5 
66. 70 24 
83.30 6 
33.30 3 

.!QQ.,.Q.Q._ _1_ 

73.70 99 

100.00 1 
100.00 1 

93.30 15 
60.00 15 
72.60 62 
0.0 1 

...21.&Q. ...!!._ 

73.70 99 

% 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
.!QQ.,.Q.Q. 
100.00 

100.00 
100;00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 

N 
w 
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TABLE xxrv·(continued) 

l* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 9 % Total % 

Highest Levei 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 10.0.00 
Others 0 0.0 . 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00 
Total -6- 6To T 2.00 -1- 1.00 -3- 3.00 14 14:Tci 73 "T3To· 99 Tiio.oo 

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-Gerierai, 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 o.o 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 o:o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib~ Arts-Genq 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 Professional 4 8.30 . _1_ 3.10 l 3.10 0 o.o 6 12.50 36 . 75.00 48 100.00 
Total -6- 6To 2 2.00 -1- 1.00 · -3- 3.00 14 14:Tci 73 73.70 99 I'oo.oo 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.00 
l..,000 - 2,500 2 12.50 0 0.0 0 o:o 1 6.30 3 18.80 10 62.50 16 1.00.00 
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 I 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 o.o 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 o;o 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 ioo.oo 
35,000 .. 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 3 75.00 4 100.00 
Total -6- "Tio T 2.00 -1- I.DO -3- . 3.00 14 14:Tci 73 "T3To 99'" I'oo.oo 

*1 = previous enviromnental experiences; .2 "':emoti.onal and personality problems;- 3 = ·auditory ·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, ACCORD.ING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF. OFFE!llNG, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: Does the clinic provide· service to a population of school children within a clearly 
.delimited geographic area? 

. A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 o.o 5 83.30 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 o.o 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 _ o_ ...2..:..Q_ _Q_ -2..:.Q.... _o _ -2..:.Q.... _1_ 100.00 _Q_ -2..:.Q.... _l_ .!QQ.:.QQ 

Total 11 11.10 48 4.8.50 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 o.o 1 100.00 

Nationl!,l 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 

Private 0 0.0 5 33.30 2 1.3.30 6 40.00 2 13.30 15 100.0.0 

Religious 0 o.o 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 62 100.00 

Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00. 

Not known 0 ___Q_&_ _1_ .~ _Q_ 0.0 _3_ 75.00 . _Q_ -2..:.Q.... ....L 100.00 

Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24 24.20 7 7.10 99 100.00 

N 
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T?,BI,E 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. so 5 i2.20 13 31. 70 1 2.40 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.20 _Q 0.0 0 . 0.0 1 50. Ou .Q. 0.0 2 100.-00 
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9:-io 24 24.20 7 7 .10 99 100 .• 00 

Type of Pi:ogratn 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 50.00 l 50.00 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 14 53.80 3 11. so 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 l 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 .Q 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 100.00 1 100.00 

· Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 6 60 .. 00 1 10.00 l 10.00 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional .§. 12.50 22 45.80 2. 10.40 13 27.10 l ~ 48 100.00 
Total 11 11.10 48 48.50 9 9.10 24 24.20 7 7.10 99 100.00 

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 10 100.00 
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 10 100.00 
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 1 50.00 ..1. 25.00 ..1. 25.00 _Q 0.0 0 0.0 ...!!.. 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? 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

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 o.o 3 12.50 24 100.00. 
W.A~C. 4 66.70 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 o.o 6 100.00 
Not accredited 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 o.o 3 100.00 
Not known _ 1_ 100.00 _o _ --2..:..Q_ _Q_ --2..:..Q_ 0 --2..:..Q_ 0 --2..:..Q_ J_ 100. OO: 

Total 44 44.40 34 34.30 9 9.10 4 4.00 8 8.10 99 100.00 
-

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
National 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 Hi 25.80 5 8.10 2 3.20 4 6.50 62 100.00 
Territorial 1 100~00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o l 100.00 
Not known _3_ 75.00 _1_ 25.00 0 --2..:..Q_ _Q_ ~ _JL 0.0 ..L 100.00 - -
Total 44 44.40 34 34.30 9 9.10 4 4.00 8 s.io 99 100.00 
----· 

-• R -- • 
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TABLE XXVI (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 22 39.30 18 32.10 5 8.90 3 5.40 8 14.30 56 100.00 
Doctor's 21 51.20 16 39.00 4 9.80 0 o.o 0 o.o 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 i 50.00 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Total 44 44.40 34 34.30 9 ·9.10 4 4.00 9 8.10 99 100.00· 

Type of Program 
Liberal Art.s-General; Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 .1 100.00 
Teache·r Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 2· 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 9 34.60 12 46.20 1 3.80 1 3.80 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 o.o 0 0.0 0. .. 0.0 l 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., i or 2 Professional 6 60.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 .. 1 HJ.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 21 43.80 16 33.30 7 14.60 1 2.10 3 6.30 48 100.00 
Total 44 44.40 34 34.30 9 9.10 4 ~ a·-rn 99 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 5 31.30 1 6.30 1 6.30 3 18.80 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 6 35.30 1 5.90 0 o.o 1 5.40 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 10 20.00 6 30.00 2 10.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 7 63.60 0 0.0 2 18.20 1 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 4 40.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 4 44.40 3 33.30 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 o,o 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 100.oo 
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 2 28.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 44 44. 40 ... .34 34;30 9 9.10 4 . 4.00 8 8.10 99 100.00 

* 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 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 5 62.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 o.o 
M.S.C. 14 73.70 3 15.80 2 10.50 0 0.0 
N.C;A. 26 78.80 1 3.00 2 6.10 2 6.10 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 40.00 
S.A.C. 14 58.30 6 25.00 1 4.20 1 4.20 
W.A.C. 5 83.30 1 16.70 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 1 33.30 
Not known _1_ .lQQ&Q _o_ ....Q.:.Q_ _Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ _Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ 

Total 68 68.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 
National 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Private 13 86.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 
Religious 10 66.79 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 o.o 
State 40 64.50 8 12.90 5 8.10 4 6.50 
Territorial 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 4 lQQ.&Q __Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ _Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ _Q_ .Jh.Q_ 

Total 68 ti8.70 13 13.10 5 5.10 6 6.10 

NR .% Total % 

2 25.00 8 ·100.0ci 
0 0.0 19 100.00 
2 6.10 33 100.00· 
0 0.0 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 o.o 6 100.00 
1 33.30 - 3 100.00 

_Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ _1_ lQQ&Q 

7 7.10 99 -· 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
1 6.70 15 100.00 
1 6.70 15 100.00 
5 8.10 62 100.00 
0 o.o 1 100.00 

....Q... ....Q.:.Q_ ..!!...... 100.00 

7 7.10 99 100 •. 00 

N 
.i:,-
I-' 



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 o.o 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 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. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 SO.OD 1 50.00 0 o.o 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 o.o 1 10.00 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 8 80.00 1 10.00 0 o~o 1 10.00 0 o.o 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 6To 7 """""T.Tci 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 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.SQ 1 5.90 0 o.o 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 o.o 4 36.40 1 9.10. 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 8 80.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 1 11.10 0 o.o 0 o.o 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 SO.OD 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 0 o.o 2 28.60 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 4 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 68 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. 

N 
.p. 

------- N 



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 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 4 50.00 1 12 .50 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 6 31.60 9 47 .40 4 21.10 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 22 66.70 4 12.10 4 12.10 2 6.10 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 20.00 
S.A.C. 11 45.80 9 37.50 2 8.30 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 3 50.00 0 0.0 3 50.00 0 o.o 
Not accredited 2 66.70 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Not known _1_ ~ _Q_ ....Q.J1_ _o_ ....Q.J1_ _Q_ 0.0 

Total 49 . 49.50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 
--

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 
National 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 3 20.00 6 40.00 4 26.70 0 0.0 
Religious 4 26.70 6 40.00 3 20.00 1 6.70 
State 37 59.70 13 21.00 7 11.30 2 3.20 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 '0.0 
Not known _3_ ...1iJ!Q _1_ 25.00 _Q_ .....Q.:.Q_ _Q_ .....Q.:.Q_ 

Total 49 49.50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3.00 

NR % Total '7. 

2 25.00 8 100.00 
0 0.0 19 100.00 
1 3.00 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100.00 

_Q_ __Q;_Q_ _1_ l.QQ..:.QQ 
6 6.10 99 100.00 

0 o.o l 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
1 6.70 15 100.00 
3 4.80 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

_Q_ .....Q.:.Q_ ...!L. 100.00 

6 6.10 99 100.00 

N 
.p,. 
w 



TABLE XXVIII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Mas.ter' 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 l 2.40 0 0.0 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 49 49.50 27 27.30 14 14.10 3 3 •. oo 6 6.10 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o .o 0.0. 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 · 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 11 42.30 8 30.80 4 15.40 0 o.o 3 11.50 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 60.00 3 ·30.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0. O 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0 . .0 0 o. 0 l 100.00 l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 2 20.00 0 . .0.0 i 10.00 0 0.0 10 l.D0.00 
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 -rn 99 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 .33. 30 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 33.30 3 .100.00 
1,000- i,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 o.o 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 o.o 0 0 •. 0 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
.25,000.,;. 35,000 4 57.1.D 2 · 28.00 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 4 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 

.. - -
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return-

N 
~ 
~ 



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 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 3 37.50 2· 25.00 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 4 21.10 10 52.60 5 26.30 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 19 57.60 . 7 21.20 3 9.10 2 6.10 
N.W.A. 2 40.00 2 40.00 .1 20.00 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 8 33.30 9 37.50 5 20.08 0 o. 0 
W.A.C. 3 50.00 1 16.70 2 33.30 0 0.0 
Not accred:Lted 1 33.30. .2 66.70 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 39 39.40 34 343o· 18 .18.20. 2 "T.'10 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 · 0 0.0·. 

National 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 
Private 3 20.00 5 33.30 5 33.30 1 0.0 

Religious 1 6.70 7 46.70 5 . 33.30 1 6.70 
State . 31. 50.00 19 30.60 8 12.90 0 1.60 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o - - - -- -.· - - -
Total 39 39.40 34 34.30 18 18.20 .. 2 2.00 

ml . %. Total % 

·3 25.00 8 100.00 
0 0.0 19 100.00 
2 6.10 33 100.00 
0 o.o 5 100.00 
2 8.30 25 100.00 
0 0.0 ·6 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100-.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

b ~ 9-g .'ioo.To 

0 o.o 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
1 6.70 15 100.00 
3 4.80 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 
- -- - ---
6 6.10 99 100.-00 

N 
.i:,-
I.JI 



TABLE XXIX (Continu.ed) 

A* % u % s % N % 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. 
Dc;,ctor'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 ...Q..:.Q_ 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 39 39.40 34 34.30 18 18.20 -2- """'f.oo -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 o.o 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Professional Only l 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 o~o 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- 6To 99 100.00 

F.nrollment 
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 35.3Q' 7 41.20 2 11.80 1 5.90 1 5.90 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 6 30.CO 9 45.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7 ,500 - 10,000 5 45.50 4 36.40 2 18.20 0 0.0 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 3 30.00 l 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 - so, 000 3 75.00 0 0.0 1 ~ 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 

' * A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
~ 

°' 



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 % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 3 37.50 0 0.0 3 37.50 

M.S.C. 5 26.30 8 42.10 1 5.30 5 26.30 

N.C.A. 4 12.10 15 45.50 0 0.0 14 42.40 

N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 

S.A.C. 4 16.70 15 62.50 0 ,0.0 3 12.50 

W.A.C. -3 50.00 2 33.30 0 o.o 1 16.70 

Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33;30 0 o.o 1 33.30 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 ·0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 1 1.00 28 28.30 
-

Control 
City 0 o.o 0 0.0 o- o.o 1 100.00 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 6 40.00 6 40.00 0 0.0 1 6.70 
Religious 5 33.30 8 53.30 0 o.o 2 13.30 
State 7 11.30 29 46.80 0 0.0 23 37;10 
Territorial 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 

- - - -- - -- - --
Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 1 1.00 28 28.30 

NR % Total % 

2 25.00 8 100.00 
0 0.0 19 100.00 
0 0.0 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 o.o 6 100.00 
1 .33.30 - 3 100.00 
0 - o.o 1 100.00 

6 6. J_O 99 --- ioo.oo 

0 0.0 1 100:00 
0 o.o 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
0 o.o 15 100.00 
3 4.80 62 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 
0 o.o 4 100.00 
- -- - ---
6 6.10 99 100.00 

N 
.i:,-
-..J 



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 ...Q.J!_ _1_ 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 19 19.20 45 45.50 -1- 1.00 28 28.30 -6- "6.To 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 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 o.o 3 30.00 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 9 18.80 23 47.90 _o_ ..Q.JL 14 29.20 2 i:1.9- 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 0.0 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 o.o 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 "i9.2'o" 45 45.50 -1- "Too 28 28.30 -6- 6.10 99 100.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
~ 
00 



.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 % N % NR 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 0 0.0 2 25.00 3 
M.S.C. 2 10.50 6 31.60 1 5.30 9 47 .40 1 
N.C.A. 4 12.10 6 18.20 3 · 9.10 14 42.40 6 

N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 ,20.00 2 40.00 1 

S.A.C. 7 29.20 4 16.70 3 12.50 6 25.00 4 

W.A.C. 0 0.0 2 33.30 1 16.70 3 50.00 0 

Not accredited 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.70 1 

Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
'-

16.20 20 20.20 9 38 16 Total 16 9.10 38.40 
-

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 

National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 

Private 4 26.70 2 13 30 3 20.00 3 20.00 3 

Religious 4 26.70 6 40.00 0 o.o 3 20.00 2 

State 7 11.30 11 i7.70 6 9.70 28 45.20 10 

Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 

Not known 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 2 50.00 0 

- -- - -- - -- - -- -
Total 16 16.20 20 20.20 9 9.10 38 38.40 16 · 

% Total % 

37.50 8 100.00 
5.30 19 100.00 

18.20 33 100.00 
20.00 5 100.00 
16.70 24 100.00 
0.0 6 100.00 

33.30 3 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 

16.20 99 100.00 

o.o 1 100.00 
o.o 1 100.00 

20.00 15 100.00 
13.30 15 100.00 
16.10 62 100.00 

100.00 1 100.00 
0.0 4 100.00 

-
16.20 99 100.00 

N 
.i:-, 
I.O 



TABLE XXXI (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

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 ""'}a 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 o.o 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 20 20. 20 -9- '"gTo ""3fi""" 28.40 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 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 2 11.80 1 5.90 10 58.80 2 11.80 17 100.00. 
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 3 27 . .en 2 18.20 4 36.40 1 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000. - 15,000 1 10.00 2 20, (<: 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 o.o 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- '"gTo ""'}a 38.40 16 16.20 99 100.00 

-
* A·= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
Ln 
0 



TABLE XXXIl 

FREQUENCY DI~TRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 18, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACC~DING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERIN~, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 
\ 

'\.,. 
-' 

Statement: Does the clinic apply scholarship money towa1c clinic f~es? 

A* % u % s % N % :NR ' .% Total '% 

· Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 3 100.00 
Not known 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 

- --- - -- - -- .- -- - -- - .. ___ 
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 8.10 18 18.20 99 __ . 100.00 
--

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Natio.nal 0 0.0 1 · 100. 00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 

N 
Vl 
I-' 



TABLE XXXII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

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 a:To 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 
Pro.fessional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 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 5 10.40 4 8.30 48 100.00 
Total 23 23.20 38 38.40 12 12.10 8 's."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.lO -8- """a.lo Ia 18.20 99 100.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
Vl 
N 



TABLE XXXIII 

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 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 2 25.00 0 o.o 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 7 36.80 4 21.10 5 10.50 5 26.30 
N.C.A. 7 21.20 11 33.30 1 3.00 12 36.40 
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 
S.A.C. 5 20.80 6 25.00 3 12.50 8 33.30 
W.A.C. 4 66.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 1 16.70 
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 2 66.70 
Not known 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 

- -- - -- - -- - --
Total 27 27 .30 26 26.30 6 6.10 20 20.20 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 6.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
National 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 5 33.30 4 26.70 3 20.00 1 6. 70 
Religious 4 26.70 7 46.60 1 6.70 1 6. 70 
State 17 27 .40 12 19.40 2 3.20 25 40.30 
Territorial 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Not known 1 25.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 

- -- - -- - -
Total 27 27.30 26 26.30 6 6.10 20 20.20 

NR % Total % 

4 50.00 8 100.00 
1 5.30 19 100.00 
2 6.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
- -- - ---

10 10.10 99 100.00 

0 0.0 l 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
6 9.70 62 100.00 
0 0.0 l 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 

10 10.10 99 100.00 

[',;> 
u, 
w 



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 56 100.00 
Doctor's 13 31. 70 10 24.40 4 9.80 11 26.80 3 7.30 41 100.00 
Others _o_ 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 27 27 .30 "'T6""" 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 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 2 100.00 
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 lQQ.:.QQ 
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 3 100.00 
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 0 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 9.10 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 o.o 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 Io lD.00 99 100.00 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N u, 
al-' 



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* % u % s % ,. ,, % NR % Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 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 l 100.00 1 100~00 
National 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o·.o 0 o.o 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 5.70 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 o.o 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 9.10 4 4.00 35 35.40 37 37 .40 . 99 100.00 

N 
u, 
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TABLE XXXIV (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

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 _L 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00 
Total 14 14.10 9 9.10 4 4.00 35 35.40 37 37.40 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 ,l . 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 o.o 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 o.o 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 14 14.10 -9- 9;10 4 4.00 35 35.40 37 37.40 99 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 2 66.70 o. 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 o.o 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 0 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 

_:.s-----

Statement: Does the clinic operate entirely on university financing? } 

J 

·. -l----
A* 

... 
% u % s % N % NR % Total '7. 

·--

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 3 37.50 2 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 37 .50 8 100.00 
M.S.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.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 o.o 1 20.00 1 20.00 5 100.00 · 
S.A.C. 6 25.00 0 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 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o·.o 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 24 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 o.o 1 100.00 
Not known 1 25.00 0 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 10.0.00 

N 
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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- 6To 5 sTo 22 22.20 37 37.40 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 O.Q 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 0 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 6To 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- 6To -5- sTo 22 22.20 37 37.40 99 100.00 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
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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 % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 5 26.30 4 21.10 0 0.0 6 31.50 
N.C.A. 13 39.40 2 6.10 1 3.00 8 24.20 
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 
S.A.C. 7 29. 20 3 12.50 2 8.30 3 12.50 
W.A.C. 2 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 16.70 
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.30 
Not known 1 100.00 0 _Q_,_Q_ ....Q_ _Q.JL 0 _Q_,_Q_ 
Total 30 30.30 10 10.10 3 3.00 21 21.50 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 {). 0 
Private 4 26.70 3 20.00 1 6.70 3 20.00 
Religious 6 40.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 
State 18 29.00 5 8.10 2 3.20 14 22.60 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Not known 2 50.00 _Q_ _Q_,_Q_ 0 _Q_,_Q_ 1 25.00 

Total 30 30.30 10 10.10 3 3.00 21 21.30 

NR % Total % 

5 62.50 8 100.00 
4 21.10 19 100.00 
9 27.30 33 100.00 
3 60.00 5 100.00 
9 37.50 24 100.00 
3 50.00 6 100.00 
2 66.70 3 100.00 

....Q_ _Q_,_Q_ _1_ 100.00 

35 35.40 99 100.00 

1 100.00 1 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 
4 26.70 15 100.00 
5 33.30 15 100.00 

23 37.10 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
1 25.00 4. lQ.Q.:.QQ 

35 35.40 99 100.00 
N 
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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 _Q ~ _Q_ o.o _Q_ o.o 0 o.o ..l. i00.00 2 100 
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 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 1 50,00 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o 2 100 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 9 34.60 2 7.70 0 o.o 2 7.70 13 50,00 26 100 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30,00 0 o.o 0 o.o 3 30,00 4 40.00 10 100 
Professional Only 1 100,00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 2 20.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 3 30.00 3 30,00 10 100 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional _!L 31.30 5 10.40 3 6.30 11 22.90 14 29.20 48 100 

. Total 30 30.30 Io 10.10 3 3.00 21 21.20 35 35.40 99 100 
--

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 3 100 
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 2 12,50 0 o.o l 6.30 9 56.30 16 100 
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 2 11.80 0 o.o 6 35.30 6 35.30 17 100 
5,000 - 7,500 7 35.00 3 15,06 0 o.o 3 15.00 7 35.00 20 100 
7,500 - 10,000 3 27.30 2 18.20 0 o.o 1 9.10 5 45.50 11 100 
10,000 - 15,000 6 60,00 0 o.o 1 10.00 3 30.00 0 o.o 10 100 
15,000 - 20,000 3 33.30 1 11.10 0 o.o 3 33.30 2 22.20 9 100 
20,000 - 25,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 10.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 2 100 
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 14.30 2 28.60 7 100 
35,000 - 50,000 _Q_ _Q,&_ _Q_ _Q,&_ _Q_ 0.0 _2_ 50.00 ..1.... -~ 4 ...1QQ 
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. 

N 
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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 
sessions and interviews? 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 2 25.00 5 62.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 11 57.90 7 36.80 1 5.30 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 20 60.60 9 27 .30 1 3.00 1 3.00 
N.W.A. 4 80.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 12 50.00 8 33.30 2 8.30 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 4 66.70 0 0.0 2 33.30 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 _Q_ ...Q.:_Q_ 0 . 0.0 

Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 7 46. 70 5 33.30 1 6.70 0 0.0 
Religious 7 46. 70 5 33.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 
State 36 58.10 19 30.60 2 3.20 1 1.60 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _3_ 75.00 1 25.00 _Q_ ...Q.:_Q_ _Q_ ...Q.:_Q_ 

Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.00 1 1.00 

NR % Total % 

1 12.50 8 100.00 
-0 0.0 19 100.00 
2 6.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100.00 
0 ...Q.:_Q_ _1_ 100.00 

6 6.10 99~ 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
0 0.0 15 100.00 
4 6.50 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

_Q_ ...Q.:_Q_ 4 100.00 

6 6.10 99 100.00 

N 
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TABLE XXXVII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highe_st Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 31 55.40 17 30.40 3 5.-40 0 o.o 5 8.90 56 100.00 
Doctor's 23 56.10 13 31.70 3 7.30 l 2.40 l 2.40 41 100.00 
Others ..1. 50.00 l 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100~00 
Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.10 T 1.00 6 6.10 99 Too:oo 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o l 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
Teacher Preparation l 50.00 l 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 12 46.20 9 34.60 2 3.70 0 o.o 3 ll,50 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term~ Oc., Teach. Prep. 9 90.00 l 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Professional Only l 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation l 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100 .• 00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 6 60.00 3 30.00 l 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 25 52.10 16 33.30 3 6.30 l 2.10 3 6.30 48 100.00 
Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.10 -1- 1.00 6 6.10 99 100.00 
--

Enrollment 
500-1,000 2 66.70 l 33.30 0 o.o 0 O.;O 0 o.o 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 5 31.30 l 6.30 0 o.o 2 12.50 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 4 23.50 2 11.80 0 o.o 2 ll.80 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7 ,500 10 5C.OO 8 40.00 1 5.00 0 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.50 5 45.50 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o ll 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 3 40.00 l 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 7 77.80 1 11.10 0 o.o 0 o.o l ll,10 9 100.00 
20,000 .;_ 25,000 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 3 42.90 l 14.30 l 14.30 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 3 75,00 1 25.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 4 100.00 
Total 55 55.60 31 31.30 6 6.10 --1- 1.00 6 6.10 99 100.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 

"' N 



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 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 4 50.00 3 37.SO 0 0.0 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 13 68.40 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 25 75.80 6 18.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 4 8-0.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 20 83.30 2 8.30 0 D.O 0 · 0.0 
W.A.C. 5 83.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 Q.O 0 0.0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 ·_Q,JL ...Q_ ...Q.JL 0 0.0 

Total 73 73.70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 
-

Control 
City· 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 ci 0.0 
Private 11 73.30 2 13.30 Q 0.0 0 0.0 
Religious 10 66.70 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
State 47 75.80 11 17. 70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _3_ ...1.1:..QQ. 1 ~ .JL. ...Q.JL ...Q_ ...2..:..Q_ 

Total 73 73.70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 o.o 

NR % Total '7o 

1 12.50 8 100.00 
1 5.30 19 100.00 
2 6.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
0 -0.0 3 100.00 
0 __Q.JL 1 100.00 

7 7.10 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
1 6. 70 15 100.00 
4 6.50 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 __Q.JL 4 lQQ.:.QQ. 

7 7.10 99 100.00 

N 

°' w 



TABLE XXXVIII- (Continued) 

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total · % 

ijighest 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 O.O O 0.0 2 4.90 41 100:00 
Other.s -1 12.:.QQ: -1 . .22..:..QQ _Q_ .Q.& _Q_ ....Q.& _Q_ .Q.JL 2 100.00 
Total 73 73.70 19 19.020 0 O.O O 0.0 7 · 7.10 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term .• Occup. 0 O.O 1 100.00 0 O~O O 0.0 · 0 0.0 1 100.00 . 
Teacher Preparat.ion 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 O.O 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 O.O O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Pr~paration 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 O.O O 0.0 0 O.O 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts..:Gen~, 1 or 2 Professional 8 80.00 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100·.oo 
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 10Q.OO 
-· 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 3 100.00 0 o.o O o.o O o.o O o.o 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 9 56.30 5 31.30 0 o.o O o.o . 2 12.50 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 12 70.60 3 17.60 0 o.o O o.o 2 11.80 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 15 75.00 4 20.00 0 0.-0 0 o.o 1 s.oo 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 4 36.40 0 o.o O o.o O o.o 11 160.00 
10,000 - 15,000 9 90.00 1 100.00 0 o.o O o.o O o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 o.o Cl o.o O o.o 1 11.10 9 100.00 
20,000 .,.. 25,000 2 100.00 . 0 o.o O o.o O o.o O o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 1 14.30 0 o.o O o.o 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,-000 - 50,.000 3 75.00 1 . 25.00 · 0 o.o _ 0 o.o O o.o 4 100.00 
Total 73 73.70 19 19.20 0 0.0 0 O.O 7 7.10 99 100.00 

* . A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
N 
O'\ 
~ 



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 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 3 37 .so 3 37.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 12 63.20 5 26.30 1 5.30 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 21 63.60 8 24.20 0 0.0 1 3.00 
N.W.A. 2 40;00 2 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 15 62.50 6 25.00 1 4.20 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 2 33.30 1 16. 70 3 50.00 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 3 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Not.known _1_· 1Q!h.QQ. ...Q_ ---2.JL. ...Q_ ...Q.JL ...Q_ ...Q.JL 
Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 

CQntrol 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 9 60.00 4 26.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Religious 5 33.30 6 40.00 2 13.30 0 0.0 
State 38 61.30 15- 24.20 4 6.50 1 1.60 
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 3 ..11.:..QQ. _1_ ~ ...Q_ ...Q.JL ...Q_ .,.Q.:.Q_ 

Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 

NR % Total "' ,. 

1 12.50 8 100.00 
1 5.30 19 100.00 
3 9.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 s 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6. 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100.00 

...Q_ ...Q.JL _1_ !Q!hQQ. 
8 8.10 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 i 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
4 6.50 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

...Q_ ...Q.JL ...!±_ 1Q.Q.&.Q. 

8 8.10 99 100.00 -
N 

°' lJ1 



TABLE XXXIX (Continued) 

A* % U % S % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 26 46.40 19 33.90 4 7.10 l 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 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 Q 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 ~ 1 LOO 8 s:To 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Tenn. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 O.O O 0.0 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 O.O O 0.0 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 13 50.00 10 38.50 0 O.O O 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 O.O 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 O.O O 0.0 0 O.O 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation O 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 O.O O O.O 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 29 60.40 10 20.80 4 8.30 l 2.10 i 8.30 48 100.00 
Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100 .. 00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 1 33,30 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 s 50.00 o o.o o o.o 3 · 12.50 10 . 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 5 29.40 1 5.90 0 o.o 2 11.80 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 13 65.00 5 25.00 1 5.00 0 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.00 3 27.30 0 o.o 1 9.10 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 7 70.00 2 .20.00 1 10.00 0 o.o O o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 o.o O o.o O o.o 1 11.10 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o O o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28.00 0 o.o O o.o 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 l 25.00 2 50.00 1 25.00 0 o.o O o.o 4 100.00 
Total 56 56.60 28 28.30 6 6.10 1 1.00 8 8.10 99 100.00 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
(J'\ 
(J'\ 



TABLE XL 

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 or log, does the clinic gather information such as 
a medical history? 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 2 25.00 5 62.50 0 0.0 0 o.o 
M.S.C. 7 36.80 10 52.60 1 5.30 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 16 48.50 10 30.30 2 6.10 2 6.10 
N.W.A. 2 40.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 10 41. 70 6 25.00 6 25.00 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 2 33.30 1 16.70 3 50.00 0 0.0 
Not accredited . 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 
Not known _1_ 100.00 ....Q_ .Jh.Q._ 0 .Jh.Q._ ....Q_ .Jh.Q._ 

Total 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14.10- 2 2.00 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
National 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 7 46.70 4 26.70 2 13.30 0 o.o 
Religious 2 13.30 8 53.30 2 13.30 1 6;70 
State 27 43.50 20 32.30 10 16.10 1 1.60 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Not known _3_ ..ll:..QQ. 1 ll:2Q 0 ...2..:.Q.._ _Q_ .Jh.Q._ 

· Total 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14.10 2 2.00 

NR % Total % 

1 12.50 8 100.00 
1 5.30 19 100.00 
3 9.10 33 100.00 
1 2.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100000 
0 0.0 3 100.00 

....Q_ .Jh.Q._ _1_ !.QQ.:_QQ 

8 8.10 99 100.00 

0 0.0 l 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
4 6.50 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 ...2..:.Q.._ ...L !Q.Q.Jl.Q. 

8 8.10 99. 100.00 
N 

°' -....] 



TABLE XL. (Continued) 

A*. %" u % s % N % NR % 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 o.o 2 4.90 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Total 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14.10 2 2.00 8 8.10 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o l 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.60 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 10 38.50 12 46.20 1 3.80 0 o.o 3 11.50 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 3 30.00 2 20.00 5 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 21 43.80 14 29.20 7 14.60 f. 4.20 4 8.30 48 100.00 
Total 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14.10 2 2.00 8 8.10 99 100.00 

-
Enrollment 

500-1,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 66.70 0 o.o 1 33.30 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 5 31.30 7 43.80 2 12.50 0 o.o 2 12.50 lb 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 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 4 36.40 4 36.40 2 18.20 1 9.10 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 5. 50.00 3 30.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,ooq - 20,000 5 56.60 3 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 11.10 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 3 42.90 3 42.90 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 1 25.00 2 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 41 41.40 34 34.30 14 14.10 2 Z:Oo 8 8.10 99 Too.oo 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S == Seldom; N - Never; NR == No Return. 

N 

°' Ct) 



TABLE XI.I 

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?. 

A* % u % s % N· % NR .% 

. Accreditation 
N. E • .A. 3 37.50 3 37.50 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 11 57.90 6 31.60 1 5.30 0 o.o 1 5.30 
N.C.A. 22 66.70 7 21.20 1 5.30 1 3.0 3 9.10 
N.W.A~ 3 60.00 1 20.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 20.00 · 
S.A.C. 16 66.70 5 20.80 1 4.20 0 o.o 2 8.30 
W.A.C. 3 50.00 2 33.30 1 i6.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 1 . 33~30 0 o.o 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o - - - --- -- - - - --
Total 60 60.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 ·2.00 8 8.10 
--

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 
National 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 
Private 9 60.00 4 26.50 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 13.30 
ReligiOU$ 7 46.70 4 26.70 2 13.30 0 0.0 2 13.30 
State 39 62.90 16 25.80 2 3.20 1 1.60 4 6.50 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 
Not known 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 

-
Total 60 • 60.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 2.00 8 8.10 

Total % . 

8 100.00 
19 100.00 
33 100.00 

5 100.00 
24 100.00 

6 100.00 
3 100.00 
1 100.00 
- -99 100.00 

1 100.00 
1 100.00 

15 100.00 
15 100.00 
62 100.00 

1 100.00 
4 100.00 

99 100.00 

N 

°' I.O 



TABLE XLI (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total '7. 

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 o.o 2 4.40 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Total 60 60.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 2.00 8 s:Io 99 105:oo 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 -
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 O n .u 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 14 53.80 9 34.60 0 0;0 0 0.0 3 11.50 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 80.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o:o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o l 100.co l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen. , 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 2 20.00 l 10.00 .o o.o 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 29 60.40 11 22.90 3 6.30 1 2.10 4 8.30 48 100.00 
Total 60 GD.60 25 25.30 4 4.00 2 -r:oo 8 s":'10 99 100,00 

· Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 2 12.50 16- - :i.OD.00 
2,500 - 5,000 8 47.10 6 35.'.30 1 5.90 0 o.o 2 11.80 17 100,00 
5,000 - 7,500 13 65.00 4 20.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 o.o 1 9.10 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000,... 15,000 8 80.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 11.10 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28.60 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 60 60.60 is 25.30 4 T.o" 2 Z:Oo 8 s:ro 99 roo:oo 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
"-J 
0 



TABLE XLII 

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* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 4 50.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 
M. S.C. 13 68.40 5 26.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 24 72. 70 6 18. 20 0 0.0 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 17 72.80 5 20.80 0 0.0 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 3 50.00 3 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredited 2 66. 70 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 ....2..:.Q_ ...Q... ....Q.:..Q_ ...Q... ....Q.:.Q._ 

Total 67 67.70 23 23.20 1 1.00 0 0.0 
-

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 9 60.00 4 26. 70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Religious 7 46.70 6 40. 70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
State 46 74.20 11 17.70 1 1.60 0 0.0 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _3_ ...12.:.QQ 1 ll:..QQ. .JL. ....Q.:.Q._ 0 ....2..:.Q_ 

Total 67 67. 70 23 23.30 1 1.00 0 0.0 

NR .% Total % 

1 12.50 8 100.00 
1 5.30 19 100.00 
3 9.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100.00 

...Q... ....2..:.Q_ _1_ 1QQ.:..QQ 
8 8.10 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 1· 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
2 13.30 15 100.00 
4 6.50 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

...Q.... ....Q.:.Q._ ...!±... 100.00 

8 8.10 99 100.00 

N 
'-l 
...... 



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 o.o 6 10.70 56 100.00 
Doctor's 32 78.00 7 17.10 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 4.90 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Total 67 67. 70 23 23.20 1 1.() 0 0.0 8 8.10 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100,00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 16 6L50 7 26.40 0 o.o 0 o.o 3 11.50 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 80.00 1 16.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100,00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 32 66.70 12 25.20 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 8.30 38 100,00 
Total 67 67.70 23 23.20 1 1.00 0 0.0 8 s:io 99 100.00 
-

Enrollment 
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00 
1,000"" 2,500 9 56.30 5 31.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 12.50 16 . 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 10 58.80 5 29.40 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 11.80 17 100,00 
5, 000 - 7, 500 15 75.00 4 20.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 4 36.40 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 11 100:00 
10,000 - 15,000 9 90.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 11.10 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 5 71.46 1 14.30 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 14.30 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 2 50.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 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. 

N 
'-.J 
N 



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 .% Total ,, 
lo 

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 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 

Not known 1 100.00 0 ~ 0 0.0 0 ....Q.:.Q_ _Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ 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 o.o 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 _Q_ ....Q.:.Q_ 0 ...Q.:.Q... _Q_ -- ....Q.:.Q_ 4 .!.QQ.&Q. 

Total 37 37.40 25 25.30 10 10.10 5 5.10 22 22.20 99 100.00 

N 
-..J 

~ 
w 



TABLE XLIII •(Continued) 

A* % u % s % 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 _Q ~ .i 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o _Q o.o ...l. 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 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 5 19.20 11 42.30 2 7.70 0 o.o 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 l 10.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 5 50.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 12 39.60 8 16.70 §. 12.50 ~ 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 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 5 31.30 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 7 41.20 6 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 2 18.50 1 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 2 20.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 2 20.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 4 44.40 1 11.10 1 11.10 0 o.o 2 33.30 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 1 14.30 2 28.60 0 o.o 2 28.60 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 1 35.00 0 ....Q:_Q_ 0 ....Q:_Q_ 1 50.00 1 25.00 ..!t... 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. 

N 
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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* % 2 % 3 % 4. % 5 % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 12.50 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 0 0.0 l 5.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 5.30 
N.C.A. l 3.00 l .300 l 3.00 0 0.0 l 3.00 
N.W.A. 1 20.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 4.20 0 0.0 0 0.0 
W.A.C, 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not; accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _o_ .....9.:..Q_ ....Q_ .....9.:..Q_ ....Q_ .....9.:..Q_ ....Q_ .....9.:..Q_ ....Q_ .....9.:..Q_ 
Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 l l.00 2 2.00 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 6. 70 
Religious 0 0.0 l 6.70 0 0.0 l 6.70 0 0.0 
State 2 3. 20 l l. 60 2 3.20 0 0.0 l l. 60 
Territorial 0 0.0 ci 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _o_ .....9.:..Q_ .JL. ..2...:..Q_ _o_ ..2...:..Q_ ....Q_. ..2...:..Q_ 0 ..2...:..Q_ 

Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 l 1.00 2 2.00 

9 % 

7 87.50 
17 89.50 
29 87.90 
4 80.00 

23 95.80 
6 100.00 
l 100.00 

_l_ 100.00 

90 90.90 

l 100.00 
l 100.00 

14 93.30 
13 86. 70 
56 90.30 

l 100.00 
4 ~ 

90 90.90 

Total· % 

8 100.00 
19 100.00 
33 100.00 

5 100.00 
24 100.00 

6 100.00 
3 100.00 

.1. ~ 
99 100.00 

l 100.00 
l 100.00 

15 100.00 
15 100.00 
62 100.00 

l 100.00 
..!:_ ~ 

99 100.00 

N 
'-.! 
\JI 



TABLE XLIV (Continued) 

1* % 2 % 3 .% 4 % 5 % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's ·or Professional 2 3.60 2 3.60 1 1.80 1 1.80 0 0.0 
Doctor's 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.40 0 0.0 2 4.90 
Othe.rs 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total -2- 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 1 1.00 -2- 2.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, ·Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher· Prep. 1 3.80 1 3.80 0 ;O.O l 3.80 0 0.0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. · 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.20 0 o.o 2 4.20 
Total -2- 2.00 -2- --r:oo T 2.00 -1- 1.00 2 2.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 6.30 0 0.0 
2,500 - 5,000 l 5.90 1 5.90 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.00 

15,000 ~ 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 0 0.0 l 11.00 

20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 

25~000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

35,000 ~ 50,000 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 .o 0.0 

Total 2 2.00 2 2.00 2 2.00 -1- 1.00 T 2.00 
_* ___ 

1 = lessori plan forms and evaluation forms; 2 = record of daily accomplishment; 3 = reports from other agences; 
4 = record of interests and activities; 5 = reports of neurological, psychological and special examination; 
9 =·no response. 

9 % 

5.0 89.30 
38 92. 70 

2 100.00 
90 9D.90 

1 100.00 
2 100.00 

23 88.50 
9 90.00 
1 100.00 
0 o.o 

10 100.00 
44 91.70 

90 ~ 

2 66.70 
15 93.80 
15 88. 20 
20 100.00 
11 100.00 
9 90.00 
7 77.80 
1 50.00 
7 100.00 
3 75.00 

90 9D.90 

. Total % 

56 100.00 
41 100.00 

2 100.00 
99 ioo.oii 

1 100.00 
2 100.00 

26 100.00 
. 10 100.00 

l 100.00 
l 100.00 

10 100.00 
48 100.00 

99 ioo.oii, 

3 100.00 
16 100.00 
17 100.00 
20 100.00 
11 100.00 
10 100.00 

9 100.00 
2 100.00 
7 100.00 
4 !.QQ.:..QQ. 

99 100.00 

N 
........ 

°' 



TABLE 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 % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 3 37.50 3 37.50 1 12.50 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 16 84.20 2 10.50 0 0.0 1 5.30 
N.C.A. 22 66. 70 6 18.20 2 6.10 3 9.10 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 2 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 19 79.20 3 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 6 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known _1_ 100.00 ....Q_ 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ 
Total 71 71. 70 18 18.20 3 3.00 5 5.10 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Private 11 73.30 3 20.00 1 6. 70 0 0.0 
Religious 9 60.00 3 20.00 1 6.70 2 13.30 
State 45 72.60 11 17. 70 1 1.60 3 4.80 
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 4 100.00 _o_ 0.0 ....Q_ ~ 0 ~ 

Total 71 71. 70 18 18.20 3 3.00 5 5.10 

NR % Total '!.. 

0 o.o 8 100.00 
0 0.0 19 

.. 
100.00 

0 0.0 33 100.00 
0 0.0 5 100.00 
2 8.30 24 100.-00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
0 0.0 3 100.00 
0 ~ 1 !QQ.:_QQ. 
2 2.00 99 - 100.00 

0 0.0 l 100.00 
0 0.0 1 1-00.00 
0 0.0 15 100.00 
0 0.0 15 100.00 
2 3.20 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 ~ 4 100;00 

2 2.00 99 100.00 

N 
-..J 
--..J 



TABLE XLV (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

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 o.o 41 100.00 
Others ...1. 100.00 _Q ~ Q o.o 0 o.o 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 
--

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 18 69.20 6 23.10 0 o.o 2 7.70 0 o.o 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 5 50.00 5 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 3 30.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 38 79.20 2 18.20 L 6.30 2 4.20 2 4.20 48 100.00 

Total 71 71. 70 18 18.20 3 3.00 5 s:To 2 2.00 99 100.00 

-
Enrollment 

500-1,000 2 66.70 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 3 100.00 

1,000 - 2,500 8 50.00 6 37.50 0 o.o 2 12.50 0 o.o 16 100.00 

2,500 - 5,000 13 76.50 2 11.80 1 5.90 0 o.o 1 5.90 17 100.00 

5,000 - 7,500 15 75.00 4 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 5.00 20 100.00 

7,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 o.o 1 9.10 0 0.0 11 100.00 

10, 000 - 15, 000 8 80.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 

15,000 - 20,000 8 88.90 1 11.10 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 9 100.00 

20,000 - 25,000 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 

25,000 - 35,000 5 71.40 0 0.0 1 14.30 1 14.30 0 o.o 7 100.00 

35,000 - 50,000 2 75.00 1 25.00 0 ~ 0 o.o 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. 

l'.J 
-...! 
00 



TABLE XLVI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTJ;ON OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 23B, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLl11ENT 

Statement: Does the clinic have specified forms provided for logs? 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. l 12.50 2 25.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 8 42.10 4 21.10 1 5.30 3 15.80 
N.C.A. 9 27 .30 13 39.40 5 15. 20 3 9.10 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 8 33.30 9 37.50 2 8.30 2 8.30 
W.A.C. 3 50.00 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 . ...Q.JL_ 0 0.0 0 -2..,.Q_ 

Total 33 33.30 30 30.30 12 12.10 8 8.1-0 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 4 26.70 5 33.30 3 20.00 1 6.70 
Religious 3 20.00 4 26. 70 4 26.70 1 6.70 
State 22 35.50 21 33.90 5 8.10 5 8.10 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 3 75.00 ~ -2.:..Q_ 0 0.0 1 0.0 

Total 33 33.30 30 30.30 12 12.10 8 8.10 

NR % Total % 

2 25.00 8 100.00 
3 15.80 19 100 .. 00 
3 9.10 33 100.00 
2 40.00 5 100.00 
3 12.50 24 100.00 
1 16.70 6 100.00 
2 66.70 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

16 16.20 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
1 13.30 1 100.00 
2 20.00 15 100.00 
3 20.00 15 100.00 
9 14.50 62 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 

16 16.20 99 100.00 

N 
........ 
\0 



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 __Q_ o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 2 20.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 4 40.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 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 -rn 16 16.20 99 100.00 
--

Enrollment 
500-1,000 2 66.70 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 0.0 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 4 25.00 6 37.50 1 6.30 0 o.o 5 31.30 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 6 35.30 6 35.30 2 11.80 0 o.o 3 l'i.60 17 100.00 

5,000 - 7 ,500 8 40.00 5 25.00 3 15.00 l 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 o.o 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 o.o 2 22.20 2 22.20 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 1 50.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 

25,000 - 35,000 2 28.60 1 14.30 1 14.30 2 28.60 l 14.30 7 100.00 

35,000 - 50,000 _l 75.00 0 .2..!..Q_ 0 ~ 0 0.0 1 25.00 4 100.00 

Total 33 33.30 30 30.30 12 12.10 8 8.10 16 16.20 99 100.00 

--
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
00 

·-----· 
0 



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 % 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. 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 o.o 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 _Q_ _Q.&._ 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 o.o 0 o.o 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 8 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00 

N 
00 
!-' 



TABLE XLVII (Continued) 

I 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 29 51.80 20 35.70 4 7;10 0 o.o 3 5.40 56 100.00 
Doctor's 27 65.90 9 22.00 4 9.80 1 2.40 0 o.o 41 100.00 
Others 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o Q o.o 0 o.o ..1. 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 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 13 50.00 11 42.30 1 3.80 0 o.o 1 3.80 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 7 70.00 3 30.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib •. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional. 6 60.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 30 30.30 8 8.10 1 1.00 3 3.00 99 100.00 
--

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 2 66.70 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 33.30 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 6 37 .so· 8 50.00 1 6.30 0 o.o 1 6.30 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 6 35.30 1 5.90 0 o.o 1 · 5.90 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 13 65.00 6 30.00 1 5.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.40 4 36.40 1 9.10 0 o.o 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 8 80.00 .1 10.00 1 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 6 66.70 0 o.o 2 22.20 1 11.10 0 o.o 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000. 2 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 4 57.10 2 28.60 1 14.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35~000 - 50,000 ..1... 75.00 1 25.00 0 __Q&_ Q o.o 0 o.o .!!. 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. 

N 
00 
N 



TABLE XI.VIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 25, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: Does the clinic attempt to determine what might generally be classified as a particular learn-
ing modality, strength, style,. or preference by which the students appears to learn most readily? 

A* % u % s % N % NR 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 4 50.00 4 50.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
M.S.C. 10 52.60 8 42.10 1 5.30 0 0.0 0 
N.C.A. 18 54.50 10 30.30 3 9.10 0 0.0 2 
N.W.A. 1 20.00 4 80.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
S.A.C. 8 33.30 8 33.30 6 25.00 1. 4. 20 1 
W.A.C. 1 16.70 5 83.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 3 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not known _1_ 100.00 0 __Q_JL _Q_ ~ _Q_ ~ _Q_ 

Total 43 43.40 42 42.40 10 10.10 1 1.00 3 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Private 6 40.00 7 46. 70 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 
Religious 10 66. 70 2 13.30 1 6. 70 0 0.0 2 
State 24 38.70 29 46.80 7 11.30 1 1.60 1 
Territorial 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Not known ...1.... ..1Q:.QQ. ...1.... ..1Q:.QQ. 0 0.0 0 ~ 0 

Total 43 43.40 42 42.40 10 10.10 1 1.00 3 

.% Total % 

o.o 8 100.00 
0.0 19 100.00 
6.10 33 100.00 
0.0 ·5 100.00 
4.20 24 100.00 
0.0 6 100.00 
0.0 3 100.00 

...Q.JL 1 100,00 

3.00 99 100.00 

0.0 1 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 
o.o 15 100.00 

13.30 15 100.00 
1.60 62 100.00 
0.0 1 100.00 
~ 4 100.00 

3.00 99 100.00 

N 
00 

--------· 
!..,.) 



TABLE XLVIII (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 25 44.60 22 39.30' 6 10.70 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 2 100.00 
Total 43 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 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 2 11)0.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 14 53.80 11 42.30 0 o.o 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 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 7 70.00 3 30.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 20 41. 70 17 35.40 2. 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 
-

Enroll!itent 
500-1,000 1 33.30 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 1 33.30 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 9 56.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 6.30 16 100.00. 
2,500 - 5,000 9 52.90 4 23.50 3 17.60 0 o.o 1 5.90 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7,500 8 40.00 10 50.00 2 10.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 4 36.40 4 36.40 3 27.30 0 o.o 0 O n 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 10 100.00 
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 o.o 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 2 28.00 5 71.40 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 2 75.00 0 o.o 0 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. 

N 
00 
~ 



TABLE XLIX 

FREQUENt'i,:¥ DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 26A, CHECK LIST 
SECTION:,., ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: If i:he clinic does make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt 
is made by standardized tests. 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Totai % 

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 kno'wn _1_ 100.00 0 _Q_JL 0 .....Q.:.Q_ 0 _Q_JL 0 _Q_JL 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 ~ ...L 50.00 __Q_ _Q_&_ 1 ll.:.QQ. __Q_ ....Q.JL 4 100.00 

Total 45 45.50 33 33.30 11 11.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 99 100.00 

N 
00 
Ln 



TABLE XLIX (Continued) 

> 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of .Offering 
Master's or Professional 23 41.10 22 39.30 6 10.70 0 o.o 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 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 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~ 99 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 33.30 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 6 37.50 5 31.30 3 18.80 0 o.o 2 12.50 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5;000 8 47.10 7 41.20 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 3 30.00 1 10.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 2 77.80 2 22.20 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 0 o.o 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. 

N 
00 
0\ 



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* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 4 50.00 3 37.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 
M.S.C. 8 42.10 10 52. 60 1 5.30 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 18 54.50 10 30.30 l 3.00 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 3 60.00 1 20. 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 5 20.80 11 45.80 4 20.80 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 2 33.30 3 50.00 1 16. 70 0 0.0 
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 42 42.40 39 39.40 8 8.10 0 0.0 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 6 40.00 7 46. 70 1 6. 70 0 0.0 
Religious 6 40.00 7 46. 70 1 6. 70 0 0.0 
State 27 43.50 22 35.50 6 9.70 0 0.0 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Not known 1 25.00 _3_ 75.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 42 42.40 39 39.40 8 8.10 0 0.0 

---------
NR % Total % 

··-----~----· 

1 12.50 8 100.00 
0 0.0 19 100.00 
4 12.10 33 100.00 
1 20.00 5 100.00 
3 12.50 24 100.00 
0 0.0 6 100.00 
1 33.30 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

10 10.10 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
l 100.00 1 100.00 
1 6. 70 15 100.00 
1 6.70 15 100.00 
7 11.30 62 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 

10 10.10 99 100.00 --
N 
00 
'1 



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* % u % s % N % ml .% Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A, 4 50.00 3 37.50 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 12.50 8 100.00 
M.s.c. 8 42.10 10 52.60 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 5.30 19 100.00 
N.C,A. 19 57.60 10 30.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 12.10 33 100.00 
N.W,A. 3 60.00 0 o.o 1 20.00 0 0.0 1 20.00 5 100.00 
S,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 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 6 100.00 
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 33.30 3 100.00 
Not known 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 .100.00 
Total 48 "Ts:so 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 o':o' 13 IT:To 99 Too.oo 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 

. National 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Private 8 53.30 6 40.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 6.70 15 100.00 
Religious 5 33.30 7 46.70 0 o.o 0 0.0 3 20.00 15 100.00 
State 32 51.60 20 32.30 2 3.20 0 o.o 8 12.90 62 100.00 
Territorial 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Not known 1 25.00 3 75.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 100.00 

...,. - - -- - -- - -
Total 48 48.50 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0.0 13 13.10 49 100.00 

N 
00 
00 



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 o.o 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 4.2. 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 Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 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 3 30.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 10.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 24 50.00 18 37.50 0 o.o 0 0.0 6 12.50 48 100.00 
Total 48 48.50 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0:0- TI 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 o.o 0 0.0 5 25.00 20 100.00 
.7 ,500 - 10,000 7 63.60 3 27.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 9.10 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 6 60.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 7 77 .80 2 22.20 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 3 42.90 3 42.90 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 48 48.50 36 36.40 2 2.00 0 0:0- 13 13.10 99 100.00 

--
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
00 
\.0 --. 



TABLE LII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSE~; TO STATEMENT 26D, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATLON, 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 

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 19 100.00 
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 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 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 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 

Total 10 10.10 14 14 .10 27 27 .30 9 9.10 39 39.40 99 100.00 

-
Control 

City 0 o.o 1 100..00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
National 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Not known 0 o.o 1 25.00 1 25.00 0 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 

N 
\.D 
0 



TABLE LI! (Continued) 

-
A* % u % s % N % 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 0 0.0 0 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 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 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. 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 o.o 3 30.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 0 · 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o l 100.00 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o l 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 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 Professional 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 

2,500 - 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 0 0.0 9 45.00 20 100.00 

7,500 - 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 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 50.00 2 100:00 

25,000 - 35,000 1 14.30 1 14.30 2 28.60 0 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 Yi 27.30 9 9.10 39 39.40 99 100.00 

--
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 

"' I-' 



TABLE LIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 26E, CHECK LIST 
SECTION ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLNENT 

Statement: If the clinic doe·s make an attempt at identification of learning preference, the attempt is made by: 
others (remarks) 

1* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 6 % 

Accreditation 

N.E.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 {l.O 

M.S.C. 0 0.0 1 .530 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
N.C.A. 3 9 .10 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 3.00 0 0.0 
N.W.A. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. I 4. 20 I 4. 20 0 0.0 I 4. 20 0 0.0 0 0.0 
W.A.C. 0 0. 0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not accredi_ted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0. 0 0 0.0 I 33. 30 
Not known ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... 
Total 4 4.00 2 2.00 l 1.00 I 1. 00 I I. 00 I I. 00 

Control 
City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 0 0.0 0 0 .0 I 6. 70 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Religious I 6. 70 I 6. 70 0 0.0 I 6. 70 0 0.0 0 0.0 
State 3 4. BO I I. 60 0 0.0 0 0.0 I I. 60 I 1. 60 
Territorial 0 0 .0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ ~ ...Q_ .JLl!... 

To.tal 4 4.00 2 2.00 I 1.00 l 1.00 0 I. 00 l 1. 00 

7 % 8 % 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 I 3.00 
I 20.00 0 0.0 
I 4. 20 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

...Q_ .JLl!... ...Q_ .JLl!... 
2 2.00 l l.00 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 l 6. 70 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
2 3. 20 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o;o 

...Q_ ...!hQ_ ...Q_ ...!hQ_ 

2 2.00 l l.00 

9 7. 

7 87. 50 
18 94. 70 
28 84.80 

4 80.00 
20 83. 30 

6 100.00 
2 66. 70 

_!_ 100.00 

86 86.90 

I 100.00 
1 100. 00 

13 86. 70 
12 80.00 
54 87 .10 

l 100.00 
...!;_ !.QQJ2Q. 

86 86. 90 

Total 

8 
19 
33 

5 
24 

6 
3 

_!_ 

"99 

I 
l 

15 
15 
62 

l 
...!;_ 

99 

% 

100. 00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
!.QQJ2Q. 
100. 00 

100;00 
100. 00 
100. 00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

.!QQ..Q.Q. 

100.00 

N 

"° N 



% 

,if:: 

TABLE LIII (Continued} 

l* % % % 3 % 4 % 5 % 6 % 

Highest Level of· Offering 
Master's or Professional 4 7 .10 0 0.0 l 1.80 0 0.0 l 18.00 l 18.00 
Doc.tor's 0 0.0 2 4.90 0 o.o l 2.40 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Others 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total. 4 4.00 2 2.00 1 Too 1 1.00 1 1.00 1 1.00 

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 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. l 3.80 0 o.o l J. 80 0 0.0 0 0.0 ·.o 0.0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. De., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.iJ 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 10.00 
Prof.essional Only 0 0.0 0 0.0 "O o.o 0 o-.·o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Prof~ssional, T~cher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 0 0.0 0 _o.o 0 0.0 0 ·o.o 0 0.0 
Lib~ Arts-Geo: .. , 3 or .more Professional . l 2.10 2 4. 20 0 . o.o l 2.10 l 2.10 0 .0.0 
Total T 4.00 T 2.00 1 1.00 T 1.00 T Too T Too 

Enrollment 
500-l,OOO l 33 .30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 -o.o 0 o.o 
l,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 6.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 6.30 

2,500 - 5-,000 2 ll. 80 0 0.0 0 o.o l 5.90 9 c.o 0 o.o 
5,000 - 7,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 Q.O 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 ,500 - 10,000 l 9.10 2 18. 20 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o_.o 0 o.o 
10,000 - 15,000 0 o.o 0 ·o.o 0 0.0 -0 0.0 0 0.0 o- 0.0 

15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 l U.80 0 0.0 

20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 -o.o 0 0.0 

25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

35,000 - S0,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 4 4To 2~ T l.00 T 1.00 T Too T 1.00 
--

*1 • teacher or clinician inter·view; 2 .,..· parent interview; 3 • child intervi_ew; 4 :z psychological evaluation; S "' school 
records; 6 D use of mechanical devices; 7 = diagnostic teaching; 8 = short period of ·experimental instruction; 9 .. no 
response. 

.7 % 8 % 

2 3.60 0 0.0 
0 0.0 l 2.40 
0 ...2..:.Q... ....!!.... ...2..:.Q... 
2 2.00 l l.00 

0 0.0 0 o.o 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o.o 
l -10.00 0 0.-0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 .0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
l 2.10 l 2.10 

2 2.00 1 l.00 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
l 5.00 0 0.0 
0 0.0 l 5.00 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o.o 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 o_ 0.0 
l 25 .00 0 0.0 

2 2.00 T 1.00 

9 % 

47 83.90 
37 90.20 

_2_ !22.:..Q.Q._ 
86 86.90 

l 100.00 
2 100.00 

24 92.JO 
8 BO.OD 
l 100.00 
l 100.00 
8 80.00 

41 85.40 
86 86.90 

2 66. 70 
14 87 .50 
14 82.40 
19 95.00 

7 6"3.60 
10 100.00 

8 88.90 
2 100.00 
7 100.00 
J 75.00 

86 86.90 

Total 

56 
41 

_2_ 
99 

l 
2 

26 
lO 

l 
l 

10 
48 
99 

J 
16 
17 
20 
11 
10 

9 
2 
7 
4 

99 

,:, 

100.00 
100.00 

!QQ.:.QQ. 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
"iiio.oo 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00· 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.0Q 

N 

'° !.,.) 



TABLE LIV 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27A, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, «i;:OiiTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFE_RING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement.: Is reexamination of active cases a part of diagnosis? 

A* % u % s % N % ~ .% 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' 0 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 o.o 0 0.0 6 100.00 

Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 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 ~ 32 32To 20 To":20 T ""T.oo 2 27oo 99 Too:oo 
-

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 o.o ): 100.00 
Private 7 46. 70 4 26.70 3 20.00 0 o.o 1 6.70 15 100.00 
Religious 8 53.30 5 33.30 2 13.30 0 - 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 o.o 1 22.60 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
No.t known 4 100.00 0 o.o 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 

N 

··--.. 
~ 
.i:,-



TABLE LIV (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest 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 41 106.00 
Others 2 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 o.o 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 ~ 2 Z:00 99 100.00 
--

Enrollment 
500-1,000 3 100.00 0 o.o 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 o.o 1 5.90 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7 ,500 7 35.00 9 45.00 4 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 6 54.50 2 18.20 3 27.30 0 0.0 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 4 40.00 2 20.00 4 40.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.00 
Total 44 44.40 32 32.30 20 20.20 1 1.00 2 "'T.oo 99 100.00 

-
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
I.O 
\J1 



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 

Statement: If reexamination of active cases is a part of diagnosis, are there specified periods for re-checking? 

A* % u % s % N % ~ .% 

Accredi tatio.n 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 2 25.00 3 37 .50 0 o.o' 3 37.50 
M.S.C. 6 31.60 7 36.80 1 5.30 2 10.50 3 .15.80 
N.C.A. 5 15.20 9. 27 .30 7 21.20 6 18.20 6 1.8.20. 
N.W.A. 2 40.00 2 40.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 20.00 
S.A.C. 8 33.30 5 20.80 1 4.20 4 ,16.70 6 . 25 •. 00 
W.A.C. 2 33.30 2 33.30 1 16.70 1 16.70 0 o.o 
Not accredited 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 33.30' -
Not known 0 0.0 1 100.00' 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

24 ~ 29 -·-- 13 ITTo 13 20 20;20 Total 29.30 13.10 

Control 
City 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0. Q.O 
National 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 5 33.30 3 20.00 2 13.30 2 13.30 3 20.00' 
Religious 4 26.70 7 46.70 0 o.o 1 6.70 3 20.00 
State 12 19.40 16 25.80 11 17.70 10 16.10. i3 21.00 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Not known 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 

- -- - -- - -- - -- - --
Total 24 24.20 29 29.30 13 13.10 13 13.10 20 20.20 

Total % 

8 100.00 
19 100.00 .. 
33 100/00.J 

· .. ·. 5 < ., 10(>. oo-
24 100.00 

6 100.00 
3 100.00 
1 100.00 
- ---99 ._,, 100.00 

1 100.00 
1 100.00 

15 100.00 
15 100.00 
62 100.00 

1 100.00 
4 100.00 
- -

90 100.00 

N 
\0 --.. 
CJ\' 



TABLELV {Continued) 

A* %. u •% s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level.of Offering 
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 l 50.00 0 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 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 25,00a' 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 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o 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 0 0.0 1 25.00 · 1 25.00· 1 25.00 4 100.00 
Total 24 24.20 29 29.30 13 · 13.10 13 13.10 20 20.20 99 100.00 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

N 
\0 
-....J 



Accreditation 
N.E.A. 
M.S.C. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A.C. 
W.A.C. 
Not accredited 
Not known 

Total 

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 

Total 

TABLE LVI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27C1, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

A* % u % s % N % 

0 o.o 0 o;o 2 25.00 0 o.o 
0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 4 21.10 
3 9.10 1 3.00 1 3.00 1 3.00 
0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 o.o 1 4.20 1 4.20 2 8.30 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 33.30 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o;o 
3 "T.oo 2 2.00 4 4.00 9 9.10 

0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6.70 1 6.70 
0 0.0 1 6.70 1 6.70 3 20.00 
3 4.80 1 l.60 2 1.60 4 6.50 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 
- -- - -- -- - ----

3 3.00 2 2.00 4 4.00 9 9.10 

NR .% Total % 

6 75.00 8 100.00 
15 78.90 19 100.00 
27 81.80 33 100.00 
5 100.00 5 100.00 -

20 83.30 24 100.00 
4 66.70 6 100.00 
3 100.00 3 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 

81 81.80 99 100.00 

1 100.00 1 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 

13 86.70 15 100.00 
10 66.70 15 100.00 
52 83.90 62 100.00 

1 100.00 1 100.00 
3 75.00 4 100.00 
- --- -

81 81.80 99 100.00 

N 
\.0 
00 



TABLE Lvl (Continued) 

A* % u ., s % N 7. NR % Total % ,. 

Highest Level of Offering 
!-laster'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 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00 
Total 3 3.00 2 2.00 4 4.00 9 9.10 81 81.80 99 100.00 
--

Type of Program 
Liberal ltrts-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. 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 3.80 2 7.70 23 88.50 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 1 10.00 0 0.0 l 10.00 2 20.00 6 60.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 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 er ~ore Professional 1 2.10 1 2.10 1 2.10 5 10.40 40 83.30 48 100.00 
Total 3 ~ 2 2.00 4 4.00 9 9. IO 81 81.80 99 100.00 

--
Enrollment 

500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 66.70 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 6.30 1 6.30 14 87.50 1-6 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 1 5.90 1 5.90 0 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 o.o 1 9.10 0 0.0 9 81.80 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 10.00 9 90.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 0 o.oo 0 0.0 l 11.10 1 11.10 7 77 .80 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 7 100.00 7 100.00 

35,000 - 50,000 1 25.00 0 o.o 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 81 81.80 99 100.00 

--
* A = 1'-1ways; U = Usually; S = Seldom; 1~ - Never; ~"R = }ki Return. 

N 
\.0 
\.0 



Accreditation 
N.E.A. 
M.S.C. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A.C. 
W.A.C. 
Not accredited 
Not known 

Total 
-

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 

Total 

TABLE LVII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27Cz, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

A* % u % s % N % 

2 25.00 1 12.50 0 o.o 9 0.0 
1 5.30 0 o.o 1 5.30 3 15.80 
2 6.10 4 12.10 0 0.0 2 6.10 
1 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 
1 4.20 4 16.70 2 8.30 0 0.0 
1 16.70 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 33.30 
1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 

9 9.10 9 97io 3 3.00 7 '""T."io 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 
1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 2 13.30 l 6.70 0 o.o 
3 20.00 1 6.70 1 6. 70 2 13.30 
4 6.50 6 9.70 1 1.60 4 6.50 
0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 
l 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 25.00 
- -- - -- -
9 9.10 9 9.10. 3 3.00 7 7.10 

NR % Total ~ % 

5 62.50 8 100.00 
14 73.70 19 100.00 
25 75.80 33 100.00 
4 80.00 5 100.00 

17 70.80 24 100.00 
3 50.00 6 100.00 
2 66.70 3 100.00 
1 100.00 l 100.00 

71 71. 70 99 1oo.oo 

l 100.00 l 100.00 
0 0.0 1 · 100.00 

12 80.00 15 100.00 
8 53.30 15 100.00 

47 75.80 62 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 
2 57.00 4 100.00 

. 71 71. 70 99 100.00 

w 
0 
0 



TABLE LVII (.Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 6 10. 70 7 12.50 1 LBO 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 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 ·o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7.70 3 11.50 0 o.o 2 7.70 19 73.10 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen.• Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 2 20.00 1 10.00 0 o.o , 10.00 6 60.0 10 100.00 ... 
Professional Only 0 0.0 1 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 l 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 l 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 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 

500-1,000 1 33.30 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 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 11 100.00 

5,000 - 7,500 2 10.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 15.00 15 75.00 20 100.00 

7,500 - 10,000 l 9.10 1 9.10 0 o.o 0 0.0 9 81.80 11 100.00 

10,000 - 15,000 3 30.00 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 10.00 5 50.00 10 100.00 

15,000 - 20,000 0 o.o l 11.10 l 11.10 0 o.o 7 77 .80 9 100.00 

20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 100.00 ·2 100.00 

25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 7 100. 00 7 100.00 

35,000 - 50,000 0 0.-0 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 50.00 2 50.00 4 100.00 

Total 9 "'Do 9 9.10 3 3.00 7 7.10 ii 71.70 99 100.00 

--
* A = Always.; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 
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0 
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TABLE LVIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 27C3, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL. 

OF OFFERING, TYPE 0:' PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

---

Statement: If there are specified periods for rechecking they are: other (remarks) 

1* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 6 

Accreditation 

N.E.A. 1 12. 50 0 0.0 0 n.o 0 0.0 1 12. 50 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 1 5, 30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 36.80 
N.C.A. 4 12.10 1 30.00 1 30.00 2 6.10 1 3.00 4 12. 10 
N.W;A, 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 20.00 0 0.0 

S.A.C. 2 8 .30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.30 ·o o.o 5 20.80 

W.A.C. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 33 .30 2 33. 30 

Not accredited 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 33. 30 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Not known ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..L 100.00 ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..Q_ ...Q:,_Q_ 

Total 8 8.10 1 1. 00 1 1.00 6 h, 10 5 5.10 19 19. 20 

---
Control 

City 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 l 6. 70 3 20.00 
Religious 2 13.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 6. 70 0 0.0 4 26. 70 
State 4 6. 50 1 1. 60 l 1.60 4 6. 50 4 6. 50 11 17. 70 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..Q_ ...Q:,_Q_ ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..L 25 .00 ..Q_ __.Q.JL ..L 25.00 

Total 8 8.10 1 1. 00 1 1.00 6 6.10 5 5 .10 19 19. 20 

7 % 8 % 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 1 5. 30 
2 6.10 0 0.0 
l 20.00 l 20.00 
2 8.30 2 8. 30 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

..Q_ __.Q.JL ..Q_ __.Q.JL 

5 5 .10 4 4.00 

l 100. 00 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
2 13.30 0 0.0 
2 3. 20 4 6. 50 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

..Q_ __.Q.JL ..Q_ -9.Jl._ 

5 5 .10 " 4.00 

9 % 

5 62. 50 
10 52. 60 
18 54.50 

2 40,00 
11 45.80 

2 33. 30 
2 66. 70 

..Q_ __.Q.JL 

50 50.50 

0 0.0 
1 100.00 
8 60.00 
6 40.00 

31 50.00 
l 100.00 

_L 50.00 

50 50,50 

Total 

8 
19 
33 

5 
24 

6 
3 

_L 

99 

l 
15 
15 
62 

~ 

99 

7. 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
lQQ..:.QQ. 
100.00 

100. 00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

~ 

100.00 

w 
0 
N 



TABLE .LVIII (Continued) 

l* % 2 % 3 % 4 % 5 % 6 

Highest Level of Offering 
MaSter_' s or Professionai 4 7.10 1 1.80 0 0.0 3 5.40 4 7 .10 12 
Doctor's 4 9.80 0 0.0 l 2.40 ·3 7 .30 l 2,40 7 
Others 0 0-.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Total 8 8.10 l 1.00 l 1.00 6 6.10 5 5.10 19 

Type of. Program 
Liberal Arts-Generai, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 .0 o.o 0 0.0 0. 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 2 7. 70 0 0.0 0 ·o.o 1 3.80 2 7. 70 6 

Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep~ ·1 10.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 20.00 2 20,00 1 
Professional Only ·O 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 
Professional, Teacher Prepara.tion 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
Lib. Arts-Gen .. , 1 or. 2 Professional 3 30.00 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
Lib .. Arts-Gen .• 3 or more Professional .2 4.20 l 2.10 1 2.10 2 4.20 1 2.10 10 

Total a 8.10 l 1.00 l 1.00 6 -z.Tcj 5 5.10 19 

Enrollment o·.a 500-1,000 0 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 3 

1,000 - 2,500 3 18.80 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 6.30 l 6.30 1 

2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 11.80 0 0.0 t 
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 2 10.00 5 

7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 1 9.10 0 0.0 3 27. 30 0 o.o 0 

10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 0 o.o· 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 3. 

15,000 - 20,000 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.10 l 

20,000 - 25·,ooo 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 

25,000 - 35,000 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 14. 30 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 

35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 

Total 8 8.10 l 1.00 l 1.00 6 6.10 5 5.10 19 

*1 = varies as needed oi continuous; 2 = student request; 3 = at change of clinician; 4 = 2 or 3 times a year; 
5 - after 3 to 6 months of instruction; 6 = on semester basis and conclusion of instruction; 7 = every six weeks; 
8 = monthly; 9 = no response. 

% 1 % 8' 

21.40 3 
17.10 

5.40 2 

o.o. 
l 2.40 2 

19.20. 
l .. 5.00 0 
5 ·5.00 4 

0.0 0 0.0 0 
0.0 0 o.o 0 

23.10 0 o.o 2 
10.00 1 10.00 0 
o.o 0 0.0 0 

100.00 0 o.o 0 
10.00 2 20.00 0 
20.80 2 4.20 2 
.19.20 5 . 5.10 4 

0 0 0 0 
100.00 .1 6.30 1 

6.30 3 17. 60 0 
. 11.80 I 5.00 l 
25.00 0 0.0 0 
0.0 0 0.0 0 

30.00 0 0.0 0 
11.10 0 0.0 0 
50,00 0 0.0 2 
28.60 0 0.0 0 
25.00 - -- -
19. 20 5 5. 10 4 

% 9 

3.60 27 
4.90 22 
o.o 1 
4.00 so 

o.o l 
o.o 2 
7. 70 13 
0.0 3 
o.o 0 
0.0 (i 
o.o 4 
4.20 27 
4.00 . 50 

0.0 0 
6.30 B 
o.o 8 
5.00 10 
0.0 6 
0.0 7 
0.0 7 
0.0 0 
o.o 2 

..Q.,_Q_ .l 
4.00 50 

% 

48.20 
53.70 
50.00 
50.50 

ioo.oo 
100.00 
50.00 
30.00 
o.o 
o.o 

40.00 
56.30 

30:To 

0.0 
50.00 
47.10 
50;00 
54.50 
70.,)0 
77 .80 
o.o 

28.60 

--
50.50 

Total ·%· 

56 100.00 
41 100,00 

2 100.00 
99 100.00 

l l.00.00 
2 100.00 

26 100.00 
10 100.00 
l 100.00 
l 100.00 

10 · 100:00 
48 100.00 
99 Ioo.oo 

3 100.00 
16 100.00 
l7 100.00 
20 100.00 
H 100.00 
10 100.00 

9 100.00 
2 100.00 
7 100.00 

...!!_ 100.00 

99 100.00. 

w 
0 
y.) 



TABLE LIX 

FREQUENCY DJ:STRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO .STATEMENT 28, CHECK LIST 
SECT ION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: Does the clinic employ follow up of dismissed,cases as a part of diagnosis? 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Tot.al % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 o.o 0 o.o 6 75.00 1 12.50 1 12.50 8 100.00 
M.S.C. 1 5.30 3 15.80 9 47 .40 . 6 31.60 0 o.o 19 100.00 
N.C~A; 1 3~00 3 9.10 21 36.60 6 18.20 2 6.10 33 100:QO 
N.W.A. 1 . 20.00 1 20.00 2 40.00 1 20.00 0 o.o 5 100.00 
S.A.C. 0 o.o 7 29.20 7 29.20 8 33.30 2 8.30 24 100;00 
W.A.C. 0 o.o 1 16.70 2 33.30 3 50.00 0 o.o 6 100.00 
Not accredited 0 o.o 1 33.30 2 66.70 0 o.o 0 o.o 3 100.00 
Not known 0 ...Q&_ 1 100.00 0 ...Q.&.. 0 ...Q&_ __Q_ ...Q&_ _1_ 100,00 
Total 3 3.00 17 17.20 49 49.50 25 85.30 5 5.10 99- i00.00 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100.00 
National 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Private 1 (j.70 3 20.00 6 40.00 5 33.30 0 o.o 15 100.00 
Religious 1 6. 70 1 6.70 6 40.00 1 40.00 1 6.70 15 100.00 
State 0 o.o 9 6.70 36 58.10 13 21.00 4 6.50 62 100.00 
Territorial 0 o.o 1 14.50 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o l 100;00 
Not known .JL ...Q&_ 2... 75.00 0 ...Q&_ _1_ . 25.00 _Q_ -2.:..Q_ . .!L 100.00 

Total 3 3.00 17 17.20 49 49.50 25 25.30 5 5.10 99 100.00 

l.,.) 
0 
+:"' 



TABLE LIX (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional l 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 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 · 100.00 
Total 3 3.00 17 17.20 49 49.50 25 E3o 5 5.10 99 100.00 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.00 1 50.00 0 o.o 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 o.o 1 10.00 5 50.00 4 40.00 0 o.o 10 100.00 
Professional Only · 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 0. o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 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 o.o 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen:., 3 c;,r inore Professional 1 . 2.10 ~ 16.70 24 50.00 . 13 27.10 ! 4.20 48 !OQ.00 

. Total 3 Too 17 17.20 49 49.50 25 25.30 5 .5.10 · 9.9 100.00 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 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 16 100.00 
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 0 o.o 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 0 o.o 3 27.30 7 63.60 1 9.10 0 o.o 11 100.00 
10,000-' 15,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 7 70.00 3 30.00 .o o.o 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 6 66.70 2 22.20 1 11.10 9 100.00 
20.000 - 25,000 0 o.o . 1 50.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 0 o.-o 1 14.30 3 42~90 3 42.90 0 o.o 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 Q o.o 0 o.o 2 50.00 2 50.00 0 o.o 4 100.00 
Total 3. 3.00 17 17.20 49 49,50 25 25Yo 5 5.10 99 100.00 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

w 
0 
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TABLE LX 

FREQUENCY DISTIRBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29A, CHECK LIST 
. SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

·op OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: · if there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by telephone? 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreclitation 
R.E.A. 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 12.50 1 12.50 
H.S.C. 1 5.30 2 10.50 2 10.50 3 15.80 
R.C.A. 0 o.o 7· 21.20 9 27.30 2 6.10 
R.W.A. 0 o.o 2 . 40.40 1 20.00 0 o.o 
S.A.C. 0 o~o 3 12.50 4 16.70 0 o.o 
W.A.C. 0 o.o 0 0.0 1 16.70 0 0.0 
Rot accredited 0 o.o 2 66.70 0 o.o 0 o.o 

.Rot known 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 
Total 1 . ~ 16 16.20 19 19.20 6 6.10 
-

Control 
City () o.o 0 0.0 -1 100.00 0 o.o 
Rational. 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 
Private 1 6.70 3 20.00 4 26.70 0 0.0 
lteligious 0 0.0 3 20.00 1 6. 70 · 1 6.70 
.State 0 0.0 8. 12.90 12 19.40 4 6.50 
Territorial 0 o.o o. o.o 0 o.o 0 o~o 
Rot known 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 1 25.00 

- - - -- - --·---
Total 1 1.00 16 16.20 19 19;20 6 6.10 

NR % Total % 

6 75.00 8 100.00 
11 57.90 19 100.00 
15 45.50 33 100.00 

2 40.00 5 100.00 
17 70.80 24 100.00 

5 83.30 6 100.00 
1 33.30 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 

57 . s'7'":60 99 100.00 

0 o.o 1 100 .• 00 
0. 0.0 1 100.00 
7 46.70 15. 100.00 

10 66.70 15 100.00 
38 61.30 62 100.00 

1 100.00 1 100.00 
1 25.00 4 100.00 

57 57.60 99 100.00 

V> 
0 

°' 



TABLE LX (Continued) 

A* % u % s 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 8 14.30 5 
Doctor's 0 0.0 . 7 17.10 13 
Others 0 0.0 1 50.00 1 
Total 1 -r:oo 16 16.20 19 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o l 100.00 0 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 o.o 5 19.20 3 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 1 10.00 1 
Professional Only 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 
Professional, Teacher Preparat~on 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 0 o.o 2 20.00 2 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 1.00 7 14.60 12 
Total 1 1.00 i6 16.20 19 

Enrollment 
. 500-'-I,OOO 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 

1,000 - 2,500 0 o.o 3 18.80 2 
2,500 - 5,000 0 0.0 4 25.50 4 

5,000 - 7,500 0 o.o 2 10.00 3 
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 4 36.40 0 
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 3 
15,000 - 20,000 1 11.10 1 11.10 2 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 O;O .. 0 
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14.30 3 
35,000 - 50,000 Q ...Q:,Q_ 0 ...Q:,Q_ l 
Total l 1.00 16 16.20 19 

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

% N % 

8.90 4 7.10 
31. 70 2 4.90 
50.00 .o o.o 
19.20 6 6.10 

o.o i) o.o 
o.o 0 o.o 

11.50 3 11.50 
10.00 1 10.00 

100.00 0 0.0 
0.0 0 o.o 

20.00 0 0.0 
25.00 2 4.20 
19.20 6 6.10 

33.30. 0 o.o 
12.50 l 6.30 
23.50 0 o.o 
15 .. 00 3 15.00 
o.o 1 9.10 

30.00 0 0.0 
22.20 1 11.10 
0.0 0 0.0 

42.90 0 0.0 
25.00 0 ...Q:,Q_ 
19.20 6 6.10 

NR % 

38 67.90 
19 46.30 
Q 0.0 

57 57.60 

0 0.0 
2 100.00 

15 57.70 
7 70.00 
0 o.o 
1 100.00 
6 60.00 

26 54.20 
57 57.60 

2 66.70 
10 62.50 

9 52.90 
12 60.00 

6 54.50 
6 60.00 
4 44.40 
2 100.00 
3 42.90 
l 75.00 

57 57.60 

Total 

56 
41 

2 
99 

1 
2 . 

26 
10 

1 
1 

10 
48 
99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11 
10 

9 
2 
7· 
i 

99 

% 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
Ioo.oo 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100 .• 00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

<.,..) 
0 
--.J 



TABLE LXI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPSONSES TO STATEMENT 29B, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO.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* % u % s % N % . NR % Total % , 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 0 o.o 1 12.50 0 0.0 6 ·. 75.00 8 100.00 
M.S.C. 0 o.o 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 33 100.00 
N.W.A. 0 0.0 3 60.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 2 40.00 5 100.00 
S.A.C. () 0.0 3. 12.50 3 12.50 0 o.o 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 o·.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 66.70 3 100.0-0 
-Not known 0 o.o 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 l 100.00 

1.00 22 22.20 14 14.10 3 --- 59 59.60 100.00 Total 1 3.00 99 
---

Control 
City {l o.o 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o l 100.00 
National 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 100.00 
Private 0 o.o 3 20.00 3 20.00 0 0.0 9 60.00 15 100.00 
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 39 62.90 62 100.00 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Not mown 0 0.0 .3 75.00 0 o.o 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 

w 
0 
00 



TABLE LXI (Continued) 

A* % u % s 

Highest Level o.f Offering 
Master's or Professional 0 0.0 10 17.90 4 
Doctor's l 2.40 10 24.40 10 
Others 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 
Total l "1.00 22 22To 14 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 
.Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 0.0 6 23.10 3 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 o.o l 10.00 0 
Professional Only 0 o.o l 100.00 0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Profes-sional 0 0.0 4 40.00 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 9 18.80 11 
Tot1;1l 1 1.00 22 22.20 14 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 0.0 0 o.o l 
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 4 25.00 1 
2,500 - 5,000 0 o.o 6 35.30 2 
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 5 25.00 1 
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 3 27.JO 1 
10,000 - 15,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 4 
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 1 11.10 2. 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 2 28.60 2 
35,000 - 50,000 Q 0.0 l 25.00 .Q. 
Total 1 1.00 22 22.20 14 
-

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

% N % 

7.10 2- 3.60 
24.40 l 2.40 
0.0 -0 o:o 

14.10 3- - 3.00 

o.o 0 0.0 
0.0 0 o.o 

11.50 1 3.80 
o.o 2 20.00 
o.o 0 0.0 
0.0 0 o.o 
0.0 0 o.o 

22.90 3 o.o 
14.10 3 3.00 

33.30 0 o.o 
6.30 0 0.0 

11.80 0 o.o 
5.00 2 10.00 
9.10 1 9.10 

40.10 0 0.0 
22.20 0 0.0 
0.0 0 o.o 

28.60 0 0.0 
0.0 .Q. 0.0 

14.10 3 3.00 

NR % 

40 71.40 
i9 46.30 

0 o.o 
59 59.60. 

0 o.o 
2 100.00 

16 61.50 
7 70.00 
0 0.0 
l 100.00 
6 60.00 

59 56,30 

59 59.60 

2 66.70 
11• 68.80 

9 52.90 
11 55.00 

6 54.50 
6 60.00 
6 66.70 
2 100.00 
3 42.90 
3 75 .• 00 

59 59.60 

Total 

56 
41 

2 
99 

l 
2 

26 
10 

l 
1 

10. 
48 
99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11 
10 

9 
2 
7 
!!. 

99 

% 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

w 
0 

'° 



TABLE LXII 

FREQUENCY 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* % u % s % N % NR .% Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 1 12.50 0 o.o 0 o.o 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. l 3.00 8 24.20 8 24.20 1 3.00 15 45.50 33 100.00 
N.W.A. 0 o.o 4 80.00 0 o.o. 0 o.o 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100000 
Not known 0 o.o l 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100000 

- -- - --- - -- - -- - -- - ---Total 3 3.00 24 24.20 19 19.20 2 2.00 51 51.50 99 - 100.00 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 OoO 1 100.00 
National 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Private 0 0.0 3 20.00 4 26.70 0 o.o 8 53.30 15 100.00 
Religious 0 0.0 3 20.00 3 20.00 0 0.0 9 60.00 15 100.00 
State 2 2.20 16 25.80 12 19.40 1 1.60 31 50.00 62 100.00 
Territorial 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 1 100.00 l 100.00 
Not known 0 0.0 2 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 1 25.00 4 100.00 

- -- - -- - -- - --- - -- - --
Total 3 3.00 24 --24.20 19 19.20 2 2.00 51 51.50 99 100.00 ~-

w 
. .._. 
0 



A* % u % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 17 30.40 
Doctor's 1 2.40 7 17.10 
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 
Total 3 3.00 24 24.20 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 7 26.90 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 3 30.00 
Professional Only 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 4 40.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 1 2.10 9 18.80 
Total 3 3.00 24 24.20 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 4 25.00 
2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 6 35.30 
5,000 - 7,500 1 5.00 6 30.00 
7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 3 27.30 
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 1 10.00 
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 
25,000 - 35,000 0 o.o 3 42.90 
35,000 - 50,000 0 --9..:..Q_ 0 0.0 
Total 3 3.00 24 24.20 
--

* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

TABLE LXII (Continued) 

s % N % 

7 12.50 0 0.0 
12 29.30 2 4. 90 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

19 19.20 2 2.00 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
1 50.00 0 o.o 
4 15.40 1 3.80 
1 10.00 0 o.o 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o.o 
0 o.o 0 0.0 

13 27.10 l 2.10 

19 19.20 2 2.00 

0 o.o 0 0.0 
1 6.30 0 o.o 
1 5.90 0 0.0 
4 20.00 1 5.00 
5 45.50 0 o.o 
2 20.00 1 10.00 
4 44.40 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
1 14.30 0 o.o 
1. 25.00 0 0.0 

19 19.20 2 2.00 

NR % 

31 55.10 
19 46.30 

1 50.00 

51 51.50 

1 100.00 
1 50.00 

13 50.00 
6 60.00 
0 o.o 
1 100.00 
5 so.co 

24 50.00 

51 51.90 

2 66.70 
11 68.80 

8 47 .10 
8 40.00 
3 27.30 
6 60.00 
5 55.00 
2 100.00 
3 42.90 
3 75.00 

51 51. 90 

Total 

56 
41 

2 

99 

1 
2 

26 
10 

1 
1 

10 
48 

99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11 
10 

9 
2 
7 
4 

99 

% 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

(..,.) 

I-' 
I-' 



Accredi.tation 
N.E.A. 
M.S.C. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A.C. 
W.A.C. 
Not .accredited 
Not known 

Total 
-

Control 
City 
National 
·Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 

Total 

TABLE LXIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29D, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

A* % u % s % N % 

1 12.50 0 o.o 1 12.50 0 0.0 
1 5.30 4 21.10 2 10.50 i 10.50 
1 3.00 8 24.20 7 21.20 2 6.10 
1 20.00 1 20.00 1 20.00 0 0.0 
1 4.20 4 16.70 3 12~50 0 o.o 
0 0.0 1 16.70 2 33.30 0 0.0 
0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 o.o 
1 100.00 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 

6 6:To 19 19.20 16 16.20 4 LOO 

1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 0 o.o 
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 o.o 5 33.30 2 13.30 0 o.o 
0 0.0 2 13.30 3 20.00 0 o.o 
4 6.50 9 14.50 11 17.70 3 4.80 
0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 
1 25.00 2 50.00 0 o.o 1 25.00 
- -- - -- - --· - --
6 6.10 19 19.20 16 16.20 4 4.00 

NR % Total % 

6 75.00 8 100.00 
10 52.60 19 100.00 
15 45.50 33 100.00 

2 40.00 5 100.00 
16 66.70 24 100.00 
3 50.00 6 ioo.oo 
2 66.70 3 100.00 
0 0.0 1 100.00 · 

54 54.50 99 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 
8 53.30 15 100.00 

10 66.70 15 100.00 
35 56.50 62 100.00 

0 0.0 1 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 
- -

54 54.50 99 100.00 

I.,.) 

:I--' 
N 



A* % u % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 2 3.60 13 23.20 
Doctor's 3 7.30 6 14.60 
Others 1 50.00 0 0.0 
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 o.o 0 o.o 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 1 3.80 8 30.80 
Lib. Arts-,Gen., Term .. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 0.0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0.0 0 o.o 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 2 20.00 3 30.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 2 4.20 8 16.70 
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 0 0.0 1 33.30 
1,000 - 2,500 0 o.o 5 31.30 
2,500 - 5,000 3 17.60 4 23.50 
5,000 - 7 ,500 2 10.00 3 15.00 
7,500 - 10,000 1 9.10 2 18.20 
10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 2 20.00 
15,000 - 20,000 0 0.0 1 11.10 
20,000 - 25,000 0 0.0 0 o.o 
25,000 - 35,000 0 0.0 1 14.30 
35,000 - 50,000 0 0.0 0 _2.:..Q... 
Total 6 6.10 19 19.20 

-
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

TABLE LXIII (Continued) 

s % N % 

7 12.50 1 1.80 
9 22.00 3 7.30 
0 o.o 0 0.0 

16. 16.20 4 4.00 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 o.o 0 0.0 
4 15.40 2 7.70 
3 30.00 0 0.0 
0 o.o 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o.o 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
9 18.80 2 4.20 

16 16.20 4 ·4.00 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
2 12.50 0 0.0 
2 11.80 0 o.o 
3 15.00 2 10.00 
2 18.20 0 0.0 
1 10.00 1 10.00 
3 33.30 0 o.o 
0 o.o 0 o.o 
3 42.90 0 o.o 
0 o.o l 25.00 

16 16.20 4 4.00 

NR % 

33 58.90 
20 48.80 
1 50.00 

54 54.50 

1 100.00 
2 100.00 

11 47 .30 
7 70.00 
0 0.0 

1 100.00 
5 50.00 

27 56.30 
54 54.50 

2 66.70 
9 56.30 
8 47.10 

10 50.00 
6 54.50 
6 60.00 
5 55.60 
2 100.00 
3 42.90 
3 75.00 

54 54.50 

Total 

56 
41 

2 

99 

1 
2 

26 
10 

1 
1 

10 
48 
99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11. 

10 
9 
2 
7 
4 

99 

% 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

·---·-· 

w, 
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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 ENROLU!ENT 

Statemert t: If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by testing? 

A* % u % s % N % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0.0 1 12.50 0 0.0 1 12.50 
M.S.C. 0 0.0 1 5.30 5 26.30 3 15.80 
N.C.A. 2 6.10 3 9.10 7 21.20 3 9 .10 
N.W.A. 0 o.o 3 60.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 
S.A.C. 0 0.0 5 20.80 2 8.30 1 4. 20 
W.A.C. 0 0.0 2 33.30 1 16.70 0 0.0 
Not accredited 0 0.0 1 33.30 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Not known 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total 3 3.00 16 16. 20 15 15.20 8 8 .10 

Control 
City 1 100.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
National 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Private 0 0.0 2 13.30 3 20.00 0 0.0 
Religious 1 6. 70 0 0.0 2 13.30 2 13.30 
State 0 0.0 11 17.70 10 16.10 5 8.10 
Territorial 0 0.0 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 0.0 
Not known 1 25.00 _2_ 50.00 0 0.0 1 25.00 --.-
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15.20 8 8.10 

NR % Total % 

6 75.00 8 100.00 
10 52.60 19 100.00 
18 54.50 . 33 100.00 

2 40.00 5 100.00 
16 66.70 24 100.00 
3 50.00 6 100.00 
2 66.70 3 100.00 
0 ...Q.JL.. 1 100.00 

57 57.60 99 100.00 

0 0.0 l 100.00 
1 100.00 1 100.00 

10 66.70 15 100 00 
10 66. 70 15 100.00 
36 58.10 62 100.00 

0 0.0 l 100.00 
0 0.0 4 100.00 

57 57.60 99 100.00 
(.,..) 
...... 
..p-. 



TABLE LXIV (Continued) 

A* % u % s % N % NR % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 0 o.o 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 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.00 -1. 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 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.o 1 50.00 2 100;00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 0 o.o 8 30.80 3 11.50 4 15.40 11 42.30 26 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 o.o 1 10.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 7 70.00 10 100.00 
Professional Only 1 100.00 0 o.o 0 o.o o: o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 100.00 1 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 10.00 2 20.00 0 o.o 0 o.o 7 70.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional l 2.10 .2 10.40 ..2 18.80 £!. 8.30 29 60.40 48 100.00 
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15.20 8 8.10 57 57.60 99 160.00 

-
Enrollment 

500-1,000 0 o.o 1 33.30 0 o.o 0 o.o 2 66.70 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 0 o.o 5 31.30 , 6.30 2 12.50 8 50.00 16 100.00 J. 

2,500 - 5,000 2 11.80 2 11.80 1 5.90 0 o.o 12 70.60 17 100.00 
5,000 - 7 ,500 0 o.o 4 20.00 3 15.00 3 15.00 10 50.00 20 100.00 
7,500 - 10,000 0 o.o 1 9.10 2 18.20 0 o.o 8 72.70 11 100.00 
10,000 - 15,000 1 10.00 0 o.o 2 20.00 1 10.00 6 60.00 10 100.00 
15,000 - 20,000 0 o.o 1 11.10 3 33.30 0 o.o 5 55.60 9 100.00 
20,000 - 25,000 0 o.o 1 50.00 0 o.oo 0 o.o l 50.00 2 100.00 
25,000 - 35,000 0 o.o 1 14.30 2 28.60 1 14.30 3 42.90 7 100.00 
35,000 - 50,000 0 o.o 0 o.o ...l 25.00 1 25.00 -1. 50.00 4 100.00 
Total 3 3.00 16 16.20 15 15.20 8 8.10 57 57.60 99 100.00 

-
* A= Always; U = Usually; S = Seldom; N - Never; NR = No Return. 

w 
!-,-' 
Ul 



'l:ABLE I.XV 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 29F, CHECK LIST 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND Er-"'ROLLMENT 

Statement: If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by: other (remarks) 

l* % 2 % 3 % 9 % Total % 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 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 93.90 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 o.o 0 0.0 5 83.30 6 100.00 
Not accredited 0 0.0 0 o.o 0 0.0 3 100.00 3 100.00 
Not known -- ..Q.._ ....Q..:..Q_ ...Q_ ....Q..:..Q_ 0 ....Q..:..Q_ 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 o.o 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 o.o 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 l 100.00 
Not known ...Q_ ....Q..:..Q_ 0 ....Q..:..Q_ ...Q_ 0.0 ~ 100.00 4 .!QQ.:.QQ. - --
Total l 1.00 2 2.00 3 3.10 93 93.90 99 100.00 

\..,.) 

~ 



TABLE LXV (Continued) 

l* % 2 % 3 % 9 % Total % 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 1 1.80 0 o:o 2 3.60 53 94.60 56 100.00 

Doctor's 0 0.0 2 4.90 1 2.40 38 92. 70 41 100.00 
Others 0 ~ 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00 - -- -1- 2 2.00 3 ~ 93 93.90 99 100.00 Total . 1.00 
-

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 ·l 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 0 o.o 10 100.00 10 100.00 
Lib. Arts-Gen •• 3 or more Professional 0 0.0 2 4. 20 3 6.30 43 89.60 48 100.00 
Total - -- -1- 1.00 2 2.00 3 ~ 93 93.90 99 100.00 

-
Enrolllllent 

500-1,000 0 o.o 0 o.o 1 33.30 2 66. 70 3 100.00 
1,000 - 2,500 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 16 100.00 16 100.00 
2,500 - 5,000 0 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 5.00 18 90.00 20 100.00 

7,500 - 10,000 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.10 10 90.90 11 100.00 

10,000 - 15,000 0 0.0 2 20.00 0 0.0 8 80.00 10 100.00 

15,000 - 20,000 0 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 0.0 2 100.00 2 100.00 

25,000 - 35,000 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 4 100.00 4 100.00 - -- -1- 1.00 -2- 2.00 3 ~ 93 93.90 99 100.00 Total 

*l = self-evaluation. 
2 =-parent connnunication. l,.) 

3 = tutors. I-' 

4 = no response. 
-..J 



TABLE I.XVI 

FREQUENCY CLASSIFICATION OF RESPONSES FOR STATEMENT 1 OF THE DATA SHEET S!CTION 

Statement: What are the duties, othe.r than diagnosis, performed by the reading clinician? 

i. Consultation with schools clients, parents, teachers, and other agencies 
2. Maintenance of records (case studies, etc., report to parents and schools) 
3. . Order materials · 
4. General supervision of students 
5. No response 
6. Teach classes of teacher preparation, laboratory operation 
7. Remedial teaching 
8. Make prescription of remediation procedures 
9. In~service workshops and training graduate students 

10. Teach reading classes to group, such as disadvantaged, as foreign student 
special interest such as study skills, speed and reading improvement 

11. Research 
12. Validate diagnosis 
13. No other duties 
14. Teaching remedial students and part graduate medial seminars 
15. Make appointments 
16. Take complaints 
17. Teach spelling, speaki,;1g, or ari.thmetic. · 

with 

~ 

25 
20 
19 
19 
17 
16 
15 
13 
10 

9 
6 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 

:;_ 

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 

l,J 
I-' 
00 



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 is the number of students actively served by the 
diagnostic program annually? 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 
M.S.C; 
N;C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A.C. 
W.A.C, 
Not accredited 
Not known 
Total 

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 
Total 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 
Doctor's 
Others 
Total 

Number 

8 
J.8 
31 

5 
23 

6 
11 

1 
93 

0 
0 

14 
14 
60 

1 
4 

93 

54 
39 

0 
93 

--------------------'-----------------
Type of Program 

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 
Teacher Preparation 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 
Professional Only 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 
Total 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 
1,000 - 2,500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000 - 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20,000 - 25,000 
25,000 - 35,000 
35,000 - 50,000 
Total 

0 
2 

26 
9 
1 
1-
8 

46 
93 

3 
15 
15 
19 

9 
10 

9 
2 
7 
4 

93 

Mean 

71.50 
171.11 
227 .03 
62.20 

215.26 
109.50 
500.00 
250.00 
186.66 

o.o 
o.o 

189.14 
207.14 
177. 02 
500.00 
172.50 
186.66 

190.91 
180. 77 
~ 
186.66 

i.}·_i.J 

bi. 50 
158.88 
242.78 
250.00 
166.00 

70.00 
215.91 
186.66 

122.00 
171. 60 
192. 07 
139.74 
294.44 
179.00 
285.78 
65.00 

195.86 
92.50 

186.66 

319 



TABLE I.XVIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 3, DATA SHEET 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE .OF PROGRA..'1>1, 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. Mearis · No. Mean·s 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 ;I.05.70 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 1 300.00 
Private 12 117 .50 12 56.00 10 71.80 10 31.10 

ReUgious 10 169.80 10 62.30 10 · 51.60 4 17.00 

State 52 81.48 50 17.16 39 143.90 27 21. 74 

Territorial 0 0 l 100.00 1 500.00 0 0 

Not known 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 

w 
N 
0 



TABLE LXVIII (Continued) 

:E:Iemen.tari LeveI 
No • . lvmD:i'i!t. 

~econaari LeveI 
Nl5. ma:n~ _CoIIe8e LeveI 

N~ . . ... l~m~rm:. 
Aauits 

Eo. · · .:Me:mts 

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 24 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 l 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., l 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 l 15.00 3 75.33 l 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 .o 
25,000 - 35,000 7 73.57 7 10.43 4 203.00 5 10.40 
35,000 - 50,000 4 72.25 4 14.25 3 2.33 2 2:~50 - - --- - - --Total 79 105.70 78 37.03 63 117. 71 45 28.58 

(,;,.) 
N 
I-' 



TABLE LXIX 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 4, 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 achievement? 
· • Be~ow grade level, at grade level; above grade level. 

Below Grade Level At .Grade Level Above.Grade Level 
No "Means No. Means · No_._- M~ans 

Accreditation 
N.E.A, 5 58 •. 20 2 7.50 
M.S.C. 13 115.31 14 i9.36 

l 5.00 
9 13.33 

N.C.A. 23 120.78 18 40.17 
N.W.A. 5 42.80 3 14.00 

16, 20.00 
2 4.50 

S.A.C~ 21 155.81 18 27.50 
W.A.C. 4 89.00 5 23.00 

12 18.00 
2 10.00 

.Not accredited 1 15.00 0 0 0 0 
Not known 1 230.00 l 15.00 1 5.00 - - ·--· - ·-
Total" 74 118.64 61 27 •. 48 43 16.16 
--

Control 
City 0 0 0 0 0 0 
·National· 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pl:'ivate 10 n.so·· 9 . 24.22 4 . 23. 75 
Religious 11 203.27_ 8 33.13 
State 48 109.44 40 28.20 

7 23.00 
28 14. 79 

Territorial l 15.00 0 0 0 0 
Not known- 4. 140.00 4· 16.25 - ---·- 4 6.25 - -
Total 74 118.64 61 27.48 43 16.16 

w 
N 
N. 



TABLE LXIX (Continued) 

Be!oW ·Gt«d@.tl!vel At Grade Level Xbooe Gtade Level 
No .Means No,,, :r:teans -+'lo,- Means 

Highest Level of Offering 
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 0 0 0 0 0 _Q -Total 74 · 118.64 61 27.48 43 16.16 

Type of Program 
Lib.eral Arts-General, Term. Occup. 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. ()c., Teach.~ Prep_. 7 164.71 7 38.00 3 11.33 
Professional Only 1 230.00 1 15.00. l 5.00 . 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 1. 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 11 136.46 34 26.12 11 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 l 10.00 
Total 74 - ''i'6."16 118.64 61 27.48 43 

w 

·------
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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 El\'ROLLMENT 

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 
No~ Means _No._ ~eans No. Means No. Means No.· Mearis No. Means 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0 0 0 2 7 .so 1 5.00 1 4.00 1 3.00 
M.S.C. 9 5.44 13 11.85 13 39.08 12 71.92 12 14. 75 9 7.89 
N.C.A. 12 13.00 18 22.72 18 55.00 20 108.80 16 14.81 14 7 .57 
N.W.A. 3 2.67 3 18.67 5 18.00 4 23.50 3 12.00 2 6.50 
S.A.C. 11 8.73 14 13.43 17 23.76 16 116.25 15 17.00 12 9.25 
W .A.C. 2 22.00 2 32.50 2 35.00 2 25.00 2 10.50 2 2.50 
Not accredited 2 28.00 2 12.50 2 40.50 2 4.50 2 92.00 2 30.00 
Not known 1 1.00 1 25.00 1 30.00 1 100.00 1 60.00 1 33.00 - --- . --- -- --- - --- -- ---.- ---
Total 40 10.25 53 17 .40 60 36.53 58 88.91 52 18. 73 43 9.35 

--
Control 

City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
National 0 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 
Religious 6 11.33 8 16.87 9 35.56 7 220. 71 7 30.71 7 12.86 
State 23 10.70 32 16.78 36 32.69 36 80.89 30 13.67 24 7.17 
Territorial 1 3.00 1 5.00 1 25.00 1 3.00 l 162.00 1 48.00 
Not known 4 10.50 4 18.50 4 35.00 4 52.50 4 30.00 4 14.50 ------ . ------· ---------
Total 40 10.25 53 17.40 60 36.53 58 88.91 52 10.73 43 9.35 

Below 70 
No. Means 

2 37.00 
4 1.25 

10 4 .• 90 
2 1.50 
6 2.83 
2 1.50 
2 2.00 
1 1.00 

29 5.52 

0 0 
0 0 
0 LOO 
5 6.60 

14 8.21 
1 2.00 

...1 1.33 

25 5,52 

w 
N --. ~ 



Highest Level of Offering 
}!aster's or Professional 
Doctor's 
Others 
Total 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 
Teacher Preparation 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term, Oc., Teach. Prep. 
Professional Only 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 
Total 

Enrollment 
500 - 1, 000 
1,000 - 2,500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000 - 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20,000 - 25,000 
25, 000 - 35, 000 
35,000 - 50,000 
Total 

TABLE LXX (Continued) 

Above-130 120-130 ·120-l!Q 110-90 S0-80 80-70 Below 70 
No. Means No. Means No. Means No. Means No .. Means No __ Meant, Na Mean 

20 15.30 27 22.19. 33 44.94 31 94.55 27 19.93 23 
20 5.20 26 12.42 27 26.26 27 82.44 25 17.94 20 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - --- -- --- - --- -- --- - --- --40 10.25 53 - 17.40 7- 36.53 58 88.91 52 18.73 43 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 2.00 l 5.00 1 8.00 1 50.00 1 7.00 1 
9 8.44 13 20.15 18 43.06 18 79.50 18 20.56 14 
5 22.60 5 44.00 6 62.00 6 112.67 4 20.50 4 
1 1.00 1 25 .00 1 30.00 1 100.00 1 60.00 l 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
4 12.50 5 14.80 5 26.00 3 33.33 2 7.50 2 

20 8.40 28 12.00 29 30.24 29 96.55 26 16~92 21 
40 10.25 50 17.40 60 36.53 58 88.91 26 18.73 43 

9.52 
9.15 
0 
9.35 

14 
15 

0 
29 

9.36 
1.93 
0 
5.52 

0 0 0 
3.00 1 o.o 
9 .14 7 12.14 

12.50 4 6.75 
33.00 1 1.00 

0 0 0 
0 2 0.0 
8.76 14 3.37 
9 .35 29 5.52 

2 27 .50 2 12.50 2 7 .50 1 100.00 1 10.00 1 10.00 0 0 
8 14.88 9 20.56 13 31.92 12 89.92 12 26.84 10 12.50 8 11.25 
6 7.33 9 15.89 9 38.89 10 125.00 9 27.11 7 15.00 5 5.60 
7 9.57 9 13.11 10 23.30 10 55 .00 10 13.60 8 7 .63 4 6.25 
4 16.50 6 33.67 6 82.50 5 224.00 3 13.33 2 10.50 2 3.00 
6 6.17 7 22.86 7 64.28 6 89 .17 6 17 .50 5 7 .00 3 1.66 
3 0.67 4 6.50 4 27.75 5 33.00 4 5.50 4 3.23 3 0.67 
0 0 1 10.00 1 20.00 1 30.00 1 20.00 0 0 0 0 
2 2.00 5 5.60 -6 11.00 6 44.67 5 13.00 5 6.40 3 1.33 
2 3~00 1 25.oo 2 18.50 2 26.oo 1 10.00 1 o 1 o.o 

40 10.25 50 17.40 60 36.53 58 88.91 52 18. 73 43 9.35 29 5.82 

w 
N 
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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 

statement: What is the number of clients per year who are provided the diagnostic services of the following specialists? An. 
optometrist, an opthalmologist, a neurologist, a pediatrician, a psychiatrist, a dentist, a physician, a social 
worker, an audiologist. 

;, Optometr. Opthalmo. Neurolog. Pediatri. Psychiat. Dentist Physician Soc.Wrkr .. 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 0 0 0 0 0 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 0 0 1 5.00 0 0 1 5.00 
Not accredited 1 8.00 2 17 .50 1 3.00 1 3.00 1 7.00 0 0 1 500.00 1 3.00 1 12.00 
Not known 1 250.00 1 2.50 1 250.00 1 250.00 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 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0- 0 0 0 0 0 0 
National 1 8.00 1 8.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Private 6 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 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 500.00 0 0 0 0 
Not known 2 150.00 2 125.00 2 130 .oo 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~ 28 """'T7."IT 34 15, 15 21 28.76 29 52.41 24 20.96 33 30.48 

Cu 
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TABLE LXXI (Continued) 

* Optometr. Opthalmo. Neurolo!ii. Pedi.atri. Psichiat. Dentist Phisician Soc.Wrkr. Audiolos. 
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 1 8.00 1 8.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 34 24Ts 35 21.40 29 14.21 28 IT:TI 34 15.15 21 28.76. 29 52.41 24 20.96 33 30.48 

Type of Program 
Lib.Arts-General, Term.Occup. 1 8.00 1 8.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Teacher Preparation 0 0 1 5 1 5.00 0 0 1 10.00 0 0 0 0 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.Occ. ,Teach .Pr. 5 11.60 5 7.20 3 ~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 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lib.Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Profess. 3 37.00 3 25.67 10 7 .so 1 1.00 2 20.00 3 14.67 2 21.00 0 0 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 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 

Enrollment 
500 - 1,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1,000 - 2,500 5 18.40 5 16.80 5 5.20 6 3.00 7 3.43 3 5.00 4 133.25 3 7.00 6 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 84.00 
10,000 - 15,000 3 40.00 2 3.00 2 s.oo 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 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
25,000 - 35,000 2 0 2 0.67 3 0.67 2 0 3 13.33 2 0 3 13.33 3 0 4 11.00 
35,000 -.50,000 2 2-0 .00 3 0.50 2 1.50 1 0.0 2 4.00 1 0 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 30Ts" 

* Optometr. = Optometrist Psychiat. = Psychiatrist 
Opthalmo. = Opthalmologist Soc.Wrkr. = Social Worker 
Neurolog. = Neurologist Audiolog. = Audiologist 
Pediatr. = Pediatrician 

t.i.) 
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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 

··- -•··~-··- •• ~ ......... ___,_._. -~~ •. • •• L••.........__.--.. 

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 Voluntarx 
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 74.34 61 62.90 46 15 .01 37 58.49 
--

Control 
City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
National 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 0 0 1 100.00 
Not known 4 67 .,50 4 111.25 4 2s.oo 1 50.00 

- - - -- - --
Total 61 74.34 61 62.90 46 15.07 37 58.49 

w 
N 
00 

--------· 



TABLE LXXII (Continued) 

Scfioois Parents Socia! Agencies IJoiunl:a!x 
Ng, ~i!IJ.S- ~Q. liei!JJ& -Ng, ;-1eans Ng 1 Means 

-
Highest Level of Offering 

Master's or Professional 36 85.25 32 43.59 26 17 .15 20 61.00 
Doctor's 25 58.64 29 84.21 20 12.35 17 55.53 
Others 0 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 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Teacher Preparation 1 35 .oo 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 l 175 .oo 1 25.00 0 0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.0Q 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 5 46.80 5 11.20 4 7.50 3 31.67 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional _l:!_ 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 l 100.00 1 3.00 3 43.33 
1,000 - .2,500 13 64.23 11 75 .45 10 25.10 8 38. 75 
2, 5 00 - 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 61 62.90 46 15.07 37 58.49 

:-::1 
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TABLE LXXIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 8, DATA SHEET 
SECTION, ACCORDING OT ACCREDITATION, 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 standardize_d 

Statement: 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. 

* Number 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 69.00 
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 1 250.00 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 0 0 
National 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l 300.00 
Private 9 202.33 8 115.86 6 126.67 7 31.29 5 124.60 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 95.04 31 44.55 29' 24.90 35 48.34 32 56.13 48 146.75 
Territorial 0 0 1 500.00 0 0 1 250.00 1 150.00 l 150. 00 0 0 
Not known -2~ ..1~ .1._ 65.00 _!!. 61. 25 _l 180.00 3 66.67 3 180.00 --- - ---
Total 57 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 70 159. 74 

--
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TABLELXXIII (Continued) 

* Number. Intel.Test Pers.Test Read1.Test Gen.Ach.T. Int.Tes~ Reading Tes£ 
No Mean No Mean No Mean N"o. ffean No. f).ean No -~Mean No. Mean 

Highest Le•Ie:i.. of Offering 
Master's or Professional 
Doctor's 

30 147.33 32 122.00 
27 117.00 29 132.48 

....Q. _o_ -2. _o_ 

27 53.48 
21 106.00 

0 0 

25 
22 

_Q_ 

44.80 27 90.74 28 89.96 37 145.57 
34.23 23 104.00 21 69.38 32 171.75 

Others 0 0 0 0 0 l 300.00 
Total 

-.-
57 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 70 159.74 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5.00 
64.17 
69.25 

175.00 

0 0 0 0 
Teacher Preparation 2 67.50 2 52.50 0 0 1 1 60.00 1 75.00 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 13 141.08 16 151.38 13 68.38 12 10 136.00 

6 120.00 
1 250.00 
0. · 0 

14 124. 79 
4 102.50 
1 0 

Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 6 279.50 5 144.40 4 130;25 4 
Professional Only · l 250.00 l 250.00 l 175.00 l 
Professional, Teacher Preparation l 166. 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 

9.00 
25.04 

0 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., l or 2 Professional 8 51.88 7 53.14 6 20.00 5 6 47.00 

26 83.38 
7 33.14 

22 68.73 Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 26 119.31 30 135.93 24 81.86 24 
Total 57~ TiiJo.'n' 48 76.46 47 39 • 85 50 9 6 . 84 49 sI:"'i4 

Enrollment 
500 - 1,000 
1,000 - 2,500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000 - 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20, 000 - 25, 000 
25,000 - 35,000 
35,000 - 50,000 
Total 

*Intel.Test= Intelligence Test 
Pers. Test= Personality Test 
Readi. Test= Readiness Test 
Gen. Ach. Test = General Achievement 
Int. Test= Interest Test 

.2 108.00 1 50.00 1 65.00 1 40.00 0 0 1 25.00 
8 154.50 9 224.89 7 120.86 8 90.50 7 162.00 7 163.14 
9 117.78 12 171.41 12 75.67 10 32.50 10 154.00 12 66.42 

12 117.08 14 99.29 9 68.11 10 59.50 11105.45 11103.63 
4 231.00 4 131.25 5 87 .40 4 6.25 4 21.00 4 100.00 
9 168.00 6 125.33 4 67.50 3 11.67 5 67.00 4 55.00 
5 134.00 . 7 95.}l 7 71.71 6 12.33 6 67.33 6 27.00 
1 80.00 2 47.50 1 10.00 2 ·15.oo 2 65.oo 2 45.oo 
5 45.20 4 61.50 2 9.50 2 2.50 3 13.33 1 0 
2 125.00 2 70.00 . 0 0 1 20.00 2 7.50 1 0 

51 132.96 61 130.31 48 76.46 47 39.85 50 96.84 49 81.14 

1 300.00 
2 67 .50 

17 123.00 
8 214.13 

. 1 250.00 
0 0 
7 59.29 

34 18.!:.65 
70 159. 74 

1- 50.00 
11 147 .64 
12 184.17 
16 122.18 
6 324.17 
7 144.57 
7 118.57 
2 65.00 
5 232.20 
3 88.33 

70 159 0 74 

w 
w 
f-' 



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: measurements? If the clinic uses informal measurements, what is the number of cases diagnosed annually 

: with the use of informal diagnosis in the following areas: Intel.ligence, personality, readiness, general achievement, interest, 

,! readillg. ·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. 
M.S.C. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A.C. 
W.A.C. 
Not accredited 
Not·known 

Total 

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Ncit known 

Total 

4 69. 75 0 0 1 110.00 0 0 0 0 2 105.00 4 79. 75 
9 108.33 15 68.00 9 107. 78 6 67.50 8 75.63 10 101.50 10 132.60 

14 127.71 11 107.73 11 41.82 9 21.67 12 96.83 17 129.59 16.204.25 
4 65.25 1 0 2 20.00 2 11.50 3 47 .00 3 77.00 3 87.00 

15 144.00 6 16.67 9 44.44 8 25.38 8 82.50 12 58.17 13 71.54 
2 47.50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 8.00 1 45.00 
3 197 .67 3 153.67 3 152.33 2 151.00 3 100.33 3 170.00 3 191.00 

----- -- --- - ------
51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41. 78 34 89.68 48 101.56 50 134.44 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 
5 136~40 1 140.00 6 92.50 5 38.00 4 62.50 3 75.00 6 186.00 
5 193.00 3 16.67 6 68.33 4 72.50 5 157.00 7 78.51 7 137.14 

38 104.32 16 55.38 20 46.60 17 20.47 22 67.00 34 98.82 33 118.36 
1 150.00 1 150.00 1 15CLOO O O 1 150.00 1 150.00 1 150.00 
1 90.00 0 0 1 90.00 0 0 1 90.00 2 145.00 2 145.00 ----- --- . --- ------

51120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41.78 34 89.68 48 101.56 50 134.44 

l,J 
l,J 
N 



Highest Level cif Offering 
Master's or Professional 
Doct:.!)r} s -· 
Others 
Total 

Type of Program 

* 

TABLE LXXIV (Continued) 

30 120.23 16 99.13 20 46.35 12 13.58 18 36.28 29 _79.48 29 118.00 
20 112.20 9 22.22 14 86.43 14 47.50 15 139.73 18 126.11 20 150.00 

1 300.00 1 ~ 1 300.00 1_300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 
51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 47.78 34 89.68 .48 101.56 50 134.44 

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occi.ip. 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300.00 1 300 •. 00 1 300.00 1 300.00 
Teacher Preparation l 60.00 2 67.50 2 55.00 l 10.00 2 35.00 1 60.00 2 67.50 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 11 77.18 7 114.29 7 56.14 4 15.75 8 44.63 13 72.46 13 i°07.62 
Li_b. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. P-rep. 7 104.29 2 5.50 4 48.00 2 2.50 2 15.50 6 138.83 4 99.50 
Professional Only O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 
Profel';lsional,. Teacher Preparation O O O O O O · 0 ·o _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lib. 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 62.5016 79.50 17 41.47 17 i23.00 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 SO 134.44 

Enrollment 
500 - 1,000 
1, 000 - 2, 500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000.- 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20, 000 - 25, 000 
25,000 - 35,000 
35,000 • 50,000 
Total 

* Intelligen. = Intelligence 
Personal. = Personality 
Gen. Achiev.= General achievement - · 

1 50.00 1 0 2 12.50 1 15.00 1 15.00 1 25.00 1 50.00 
8 101.63 5 44.20 5 45.00 3 15.00 5 56.20 7 63.57 8 74.25 
8 170.63 3 158.33 5 41. 00 4 27.00 4 137.50 7 75. 71 7 200.00 

12 164.00 6 102.50 10 106.00 5 109.00 8 94.00 12 110.42 13 97.00 
3 243.33 4 56.25 5 50.40 4 32.50 5 34.00 7 120. 71 5 163.20 
5 46.60 1 500.00 0 0 l 10.00 3 26.67 3 26.00 4 156.25 
5 104.00 4 i2.5-0 5 98.00 5 11.00 4 37 .50 5 51.20 5 116.30 
2 65.00 0 0 1 80.00 1 80.00 0 0 1 -so.oo 1 80.00 
5 44.20 1 0 1 100.00 2 60.00 3 350.00 4 297. 75 5 238.20 
2 62.50 1 0 1 0 l 20.00 1 0 1 100.00 1 125.00 -------- -----------

51 120.61 26 80.23 35 69.63 27 41. 78 34 89 ,68 48 101.56 50 134.44 

l,.) 
l,.) 
l,.) 



TABLE LXXV 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 10, DATA SHEET 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND.ENROLLMENT . 

334 

Statement: If the clinic provides service to schools, approximately how many school 
districts does the clinic serve? 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 
M.S.C. 
N.C.A. 
N.W.A. 
S.A.C. 
W.A.C. 
Not accredited 
Not known 
Total 

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 
Total 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professtonal 
Doctor's 
Others 
Total 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup, 
Teacher Preparation 
Liberal Arcs-General, Teacher Prep. 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach, Prep. 
Professional Only 
Professional, Teacher Preparati"on 
Lib .. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 l>rofessional 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 
Total 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 
1,000 - 2,500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000 - 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20,000 - 25,000 
25,000 - 35,000 
35,000 - 50,000 
Total 

Number 

1 
9 

21 
2 

13 
3' 
2 

_o_ 
51 

0 
0 
7 
5 

36 
1 
1 

51 

31 
19 

.:;...!... 
51 

0 
0 

12 
8 
0 
0 
7 

24 sr 

1 
6 

12 
10 
4 
6 
6 
2 
2 
2 

51 

Means 

5.00 
11.67 
13,57 
10,00 
8.54 
8,33 

33.50 
~ 
12:12 

5.00 
-O;O 
5,85 
9,40 

11.81 
60.00 
40.00 
IT:T2 

13.94 
9.53 

.2.:.Q.Q_ 
12.12 

o.o 
0.0 

15.42 
15.00 
o.o 
o.o 

14.14 
_B.....91.... 
12 .12 

2,00 
13.00 
12 .93 
17.90 

7.25 
15,83 
8.83 
6.00 
5.50 
2.50 

12.12 



TABLE LXXVI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATEMENT 11, DATA SHEET 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, .CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: What is the total number of hours usually devoted to a diagnosis? 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 
M.s.c. 
N.C.A, 
N.W,A, 
S.A,C, 
W.A.C, 
Not accredited 
Not known 
Total 

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 
Total 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 
Doctor's 
Others 
Total 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup, 
Teacher Preparation 
Liberal Arts~General, Teacher Prep, 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach, Prep. 
Professional Only · 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 
Lib, Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 
Lib, Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 
Total 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 
1,000 - 2,500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000 - 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20,000 - 25,000 
25,000 - 35,000 
35,000 - 50,000 
Total 

Number 

4 
18 
29 

4 
21 

5 
3 
1 
~ 

0 
1 

11 
14 
54 

1 
_4_ 
85 

45 
39 
_1_ 
85 

1 
2 

21 
9 
1 
0 
9 

42 ss· 

2 
13 
12 
18 
11 

9 
8 
1 
7 
4 

85 

335 

Means 

4.00 
9;44 

24.89 
10,00 
6.52 
8,60 
5.33 

10,00 
13.58 

o.o 
10.00 
10.00 
6.57 

17.03 
1,00 

.2.:&. 
U.58 

18,78 
7,67 

10.00 
13,58 

10,00 · 
7 .so 
5.62 

70,00 
10.00 
o.o 
7.56 
7,21 

13.58 

9.50 
5.00 
7,00 
8.11 

55.64 
6,78 

12.75 
4.00 
6.43 
4.00 

13.58 



TABLE LXXVII 

FREQUENCY FISTRIB1JTION 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. 

· Days Weeks Months 
No, Means No. -Meane 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 0 
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 
Nati.onal 0 0 1 8.00 0 0 
Private 8 1.50 1 2.00 3 2.00 
Religious 9 2.89 4 3.00 0 0 
State 38 1.92 9 3.44 3 3.33 -
Territorial l 1.00 0 0 0 0 
Not known 2 3.50 0 0 0 0 

- - - -
Total 58 2.05 16 3.44 6 2.67 

<..,., 
<..,., 
0\ 



TABLE LXXVII (Continued) 

11!!Z5 -

N2, li~sw.~ lie, 
Highest Level of Offering 

Master 1 s or Professional 28 2.54 8 
Doctor's 30 1.60 6 
Others 0 ...Q__ . ...L 
Total 58 2.05 16 

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 1 
Teacher Preparation 1 3.00 1 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep. 14 1.92 2 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 8 2.50 2 
Professional Only 1 4.00 0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation · 0 0 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 3 3.67 3 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 31 l:Et. .L 
Total 58 2.05 16 

Enrollment 
500 - 1,000 2 6.00 0 
1,000 - 2,500 11 ],. 91 2-
;2:,500 - 5, 000 5 2.40 3 
5, 000 - 7, 500 12 2.50 5 
7 ,500 - 10, 000 7 1.86 2 
10,000 - 15,000 6 - L33 1 
15,000 - 20,000 5 1.40 1 
20, 000 " -25 ,000 1 LOO 1 
25,000 - 35,000 7 1.43 1 
35,000 .. 50,000 2 2.50 0 - - -total 58 2.05 16 

we:e:ics_ 

~eia.D& tiC 

3.25 3 
3.17 3 
2..:QQ. .Q.. 
3.44 6 

8.00 0 
_ 2.00 1 
- 1.50 1 

2.00 1 
0 0 
0 0 
3.00 2 
~ .l. 
3.44 6 

0 0 
2.00 1 
1.67 2 
3.80 1 
4.00 0 
4.00 1 
1.00 1 

10.00 0 
4.00 0 
0 0 -3.44 6 

l."lcncn:s 
!:1,aans 

3.33 
2.00 
.!L... 
-2.67 

0 
3.00 
4.00 
0 
0 
0 
3.00 

1..:..QQ 
2.67 

0 
0 

-~- 3.50 
3.00 
0 
3.00 
3.00 
0 
0 
0 -2.6_7 

I.,..) - -

t,.) 
-..J 



TABLE LXXVIII 

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 
No. Means No. Means No. 

Accreditation 
N.E.A. 0 0 0 0 0 
M.S.C. 0 0 0 0 0 
N.C.A. 5 11.80 3 31.67 0 
N.W.A. 0 0 0 0 0 
S.A.C. 3 295.00 1 25.00 0 
W.A.C. 0 0 2 5.00 0 
Not accredited 0 0 0 0 0 
Not known 0 0 0 0 0 -
Total 8 118.00 6 30.00 0 

Control 
City 0 0 0 0 0 
National 0 0 0 0 0 
Private 2 5.50 1 65 .00 0 
Religious 3 294.33 2 37.50 0 
State 3 ·16.67 3 13.33 0 
Territorial 0 0 0 0 0 
Not known 0 0 __Q_ _o_· - - _Q -
Total 8 118.00 6 30.00 0 

Week 
Means 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
.Q._ 

0 

w 
w 
00 



TABLE LXXVIII (Continued) 

Hour 
-------------~-- Ne HeaIIS lie -

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 7 131.29 3 
Doctor's 1 25.00 3 
Others 0 0 0 -Total 8 118.00 6 
--

Type of Program 
Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 0 0 0 
Teacher Preparation 0 0 0 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep .. 4 8.50 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc., Teach. Prep. 0 0 1 
Professional Only 0 0 0 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 0 0 0 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 1 875.00 0. 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 2 11.67 _5 

Total 8 118.00 6 

Enrollment 
500 - 1,000 l 5.00 0 
1,000 - 2,500 3 294.33 0 
2,500 - 5,000 0 0 l 

5,000 - 7,500 1 20.00 1 
7,500 - 10,000 l 5.00 1 
10,000 - 15,000 1 6.00 1 

15,000 - 20,000 0 0 2 

20,000 - 25,000 0 0 0 

25,000 - 35,000 1 25.00 0 

35,000 - 50,000 1. 0 0 -Total 8 118.00 6 

nn::2: 
Means 

6.67 
53.33 

0 
30.00 

0 
0 
0 

10.00 
0 
0 
0 

30.00 
30.00 

0 
0 

75.00 
0 

65.00 
10.00 
15.00 

0 
0 
0 

30.00 

Week: 
· No --

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

M.eans 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

W. 
(.,.) 
\0 



TABLE LXX:E-X 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES TO STATF.MENT 14, DATA SHEET 
SECTION, ACCORDING TO ACCREDITATION, CONTROL, HIGHEST LEVEL 

OF OFFERING, TYPE OF PROGRAM, AND ENROLLMENT 

Statement: What :ls the total fee l;or an individual diagnos:1,s? 

Accreditation 
N,E,A. 
M.s.c. 
N.C.A. 
N,W,A. 
S,A,C, 
W,A,C, 
Not accredited 
Not known 
total 

Control 
City 
National 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 
Total 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 
Doctor's 
Others 
Total 

Number 

4 
17 
24 

3 
19 
4 
1 

_l 
73 

1 
1 

12 
12 
43 

0 
4 

73 

39 
32 

2 
73 

Means 

17.5.0 
23.41 
25.04 

260.00 
31.05 
22.50 
42.00 

100.00 
.36.59 

0 
42,00 
35.83 
22.33, 
42.00 

0 
31.25 
36,59 

44.13 
28.38 
21.00 
36.59 

----·---------
Type of Program 

Liberal Arts-General, Term. Occup. 
Teacher Preparation 
Liberal Arts-General, Teacher Prep, 
Lib. Arts-Gen., Term. Oc,, Teach. Prep. 
Professional Only 
Professional, Teacher Preparation 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 1 or 2 Professional 
Lib. Arts-Gen., 3 or more Professional 
Total 

Enrollment 
500-1,000 
1,000 - 2;500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10,000 - 15,000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20,000 "'. 25,000 
25,000 - 35,000 • 
35,MO - 50,000 
Total 

1 
2 

20 
5 
i 
0 
9 

35 
73 

2 
10 
12 
15 

9 
9 
7 
1 
6 
2 

73 

42.00 
20.00 
18.15 
28.60 

100.00 
0 

122.22 
25.23 
36.59 

12.50 
17 .• 80 
25.00 

. 38.00 
113.33 

19. 78 
28.57 
20.00 
25.83 
12.50 
36.59 

340 



.TABLE LXXX 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR 
"PRE-READING LEVEL" TEST LIST 

341 

Statement : Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing 
at the p,r'e-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 Frequency of 
Occu.rrence 

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 24 
Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale · 19 
Marrianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception 17 
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test 17 
Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test 16 
Metropolitan Achievement Test 16 
Audiometer 12 
Telebinocular 12 
Durrell Analysis of .Reading Difficuities 11 
Harris Dominance Test 10 
Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities 10 
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 10 
California Test of Mental Maturity 8 
GS:tes-Mckillop Reading Diagnostic Test, 8 
Monroe Reading Aptitude Test 7 
Gtay Oral Reading Test 6 
Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale 6 
Dolch Basic SightWord List 5 
Gates-MacGinitie Readiness Test 5 
Mills Learning Test 5 
Purdue Reading Test 5 
Spache Diagnostic Reading 5 
Stanford Diagnostic Achievement '.rest 5 
Benton Visual Retention 4 
Botel Reading Inventory 4 
California Reading Test 4. 
Gilmore Oral Reading Test 4 
Harrison Stroud Reading Readiness Profiles 4 
Lee-Clark Readiness Test 4 
Wide Range Achievement Test 4 
Detroit Test of Learning Aptitude 3 ' 
House-Tree Person Projective Technique 3 
Nelson-Denny Reading '.rests . 3~ ·. 
Rosenzweig .. Picture-Frustration Study 3 · 
Thematic Apperception Test 3 



TABLE LXXX (Continued) 

Name o.f test or Instrument 

Betts Mobility* 
California .Test of Mental Maturity 
Healy Pd:ctorial 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-Lenn@n 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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Ftequency:of 
Occurrence 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
i 
1 
1 
1 

.1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

.1 
1. 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



, .TABLE ,LXXX -(Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument 

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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Frequency of 
Occurrence· 

1 
1 
1 

.1 
i 
r:\·:'._:'. 
,1 
l 
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TABLE LXXXI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUl'ION OF RESPONSES FOR 
"INITIAL': 'INSTRUCTION' 'LEVEL'': .TEST' >J:;JST 

344 

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 whi6h or a portion .of which would 
be administered by your clinicians and/or consultant~. 

Name of Test or Instrument 

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty 
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test 
Gray Oral Reading Test 
Gates-MacGinitie Primary Reading Rest 
Gates-McKillop Reading Diagnostic Teses 
Stanford-Binet Intelligence 
Audiometer 
Gilmore Oral Reading Test 
Telebinocular 
Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test 
Dolch Basic Sight Word Test 
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 Domin.ance 
Spache Diagnostic Reading Stales 
Van Wagenen Analysis Scales 
Wechsler Adult Intellige.nce 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 ... Frtistration Study 
Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test 
Benton Visual Retention Test 

Frequency of 
·Occurrence 

33 
22 
21 
19 
18 
14 
13 
12 
12 
12 
10 
10 

9 
9 
8 
8 
7 
7 
7 
7 
7 
6 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3-
3 
3 
2 



TABLE LXXXI (Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument 

Boyd Test of Phonics Skills 
HealyPic.torial Completiori:Test 
Hctelsman Word Discrimination~'<: 
tesvell 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-Buktenicai< 
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 Skilli 
Informal Personality* 
Informal Reading Inventory* 
Iota Word Test 
Iowa 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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Freq~e,i;wy qf 
O~curtence .. 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

.1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



TABLE LXXXI (Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument 

Michigan Vocabulary Profile Test 
Minnesota Percepto-Diagnostic Test 
Missouri Phonics Test* 
Monroe-Sherman* 
Nelson-Denny Reading Test 
Opthalmograph 
Otis Quick-Scoring Men,tal Ability Tests 
Ozer-Hand-Face Test 
Primary Reading Profiles 
Ray Informa 1 
Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 
Spencer Sentence Memory 
Stanford Diagnostic Phonics Survey 
Stanford Primary I Achievement Test, 
Titmus Stereotest 
T.O. 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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Frequency oif 
Occurrence 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



: , 'TABLE LXXXI I 

FREQUENCY ·DISTRIBUT:tmi 'oF, 'RESPdNSES FOR 
"RAPID GROWTH LEVEL" TEST LIST 

347 

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 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 
Tele binocular 12 
Gates-McKillop Reading Duagnostic Test 10 
Gilmore Oral Reading Test 10 
Audiometer ·. , 9 
Bender Visual Motor Gestalt Test 9 
Informal Reading Inventory* 9 
Spache-Binocular Reading Test 8 
Auditory 6 
Developmental Reading Test 6 
Dolch~Basic Sight Word Test 6 
Draw-A-Person 6 
Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities 6 
Marrianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception 6 
Botel Reading Inventory 5 
California Reading Test 5 
Diagnostic Reading Test 5 
Informal Phonics Inventory 5 
Metropolitan Achievement Tests 5 
Durrell-Sullivan Reading Capacity and Achievement Tests 4 
Harris Te$t of Lateral Dominance 4 
House-Tree Person Projective Technique 4 
Morrison McCall Spelling Scale 4 
Ortho-Rater 4 
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 4 
Phonics Knowledge Survey 4 
Spache Diagnostic Reading Scales 4 
Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test 4 
Wechsler ~dult Intelligence Scale 4 
California Test of Personality . 3 
Kottmeyer Spelling 3 
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TABLE LXXXII (Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument Frequency 9f 
Occurrence 

Memory for Designs Test 3 
Rosenzweig Picture-Frustration Study 3 
Sequential Test of Educational Progress 3 
Stanford Primary I Achievement 3 
Thematic Apperception Test 3 
Boyd Test of Phonetic Skills 2 
Dominance Test* 2 
Doren Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Recognition Skills 2 
Gates Reading Survey 2 
Huelsman Word Discrimination* 2 
Informal Word Recognition Test* 2 
McCullough Word Analysis 2 
Mills Learning Methods Test 2 
Nelson-Denny Reading Test 2 
Otis Lennon Intelligence Test 2 
Roswell-Chall Diagnostic Reading Test of Word Analysis Skills 2 
Screening Tests for Identifying Children With Specific 

Learning Disability (Slingerland) 2 
Slosson Oral Reading Test 2 
Vineland Matur1ty Sc~le 2 
Adult Basic Learning Exam 1 
American School Reading Readiness Test 1 
Arithmetic Computation: Public School Achievement rests 1 
Background Form Test* 1 
Berry-Buktenica* 1 
California Achiement Test 1 
Carter Form Board 1 
Controlled Projection For Children 1 
Danielswood Recognition Inventory 1 
Delecato Hand~Eye Coordination* 1 
Detroit Silent Reading Test 1 
Detroit Test of Learning Aptitude 1 
Directed Reading Activities* 1 
Family Relations Test 1 
Finger Mazes --1 
Free Play Observation, Flint, Michigan* 1 
Fry Phonics 1 
Gates Associative Learning Test 1 
Goodenough-Harris Drawing Test .1 
Gilliland Learning Potential Exam 1 
Gray Oral Reading Test 1 
Handedness 1 
Informal Dominance Test* 1 
Informal Interest Test* 1 
Informal Personality* 1 
Informal Test of Word Identification Skills* 1 
Intelligence* 1· 



TABLE LXXXII (Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument 

Interest Inventory* 
Lee-Clark Reading Test 
Left-Right Discrimination* 
Lorge-Thorndtke 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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Frequency of 
Occurrence 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
i 
1 
1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

.r· 
1 
1 
1 



TABLE LXXX!I I . 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR 
"INDEPENDENT APPLICA'XIONLEVEL" TEST LIST 

350 

Statement: Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing at 
the level of independent applicati9n (grades 4.0 qnd above) with an ap­
parent reading difficulty, has been raf~rred 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 

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 
Gray Oral Reading Tests 
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulties 
Stanford Binet Intelligence Scale 
Wide Range Achievement Test 
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test 
Audiometer 
Gates-McKillop R.ead:ilng Diagnostic Test ,{ 
Nelson-Denny Reading Test 
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test 
Telebinocular 
Informal Reading Inventory* 
Metropolitan Achievement Test 
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 )?sycholinguistic 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 

,,1,.. ::..1. 

Frequency of 
Occurrence 

21 
18 
15 
15 
15 
13 
11 
11 
11 

· lt 
11 
11 
10 
10 

9 
8 
7 
7 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
4 
3 
3. 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 



TABLE LXXX!I I . 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES FOR 
"INDEPENDENT APPLICA'XIONLEVEL" TEST LIST 

350 

Statement: Assuming that a child of any age level who is performing at 
the level of independent applicati9n (grades 4.0 qnd above) with an ap­
parent reading difficulty, has been raf~rred 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 

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children 
Gray Oral Reading Tests 
Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulties 
Stanford Binet Intelligence Scale 
Wide Range Achievement Test 
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test 
Audiometer 
Gates-McKillop R.ead:ilng Diagnostic Test ,{ 
Nelson-Denny Reading Test 
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 
Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test 
Telebinocular 
Informal Reading Inventory* 
Metropolitan Achievement Test 
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 )?sycholinguistic 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 

,,1,.. ::..1. 

Frequency of 
Occurrence 

21 
18 
15 
15 
15 
13 
11 
11 
11 

· lt 
11 
11 
10 
10 

9 
8 
7 
7 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
4 
3 
3. 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 



TABLE LXXXIII (Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument 

Associative Learning Test* 
Boyd Test of Phonetic Skills 
Califo:r;nia Achievement l'est 
California Test of Mental ¥aturity 
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 l'est 
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 
Ca~ter Form Board 
Controlled Projection for Children 
Cooperation Reading Test 
Danielswood Recognition Inventory* 
Detroit Word Recognition Te~t 
Directed Reading Activities 

.500 Diagnostic Oral Informal* 
Doren Diagnostic Reading Test of Wovd Recognition Skills 
Diagnostic Survey* 
Essentials of English Test 
Family Relations Test 
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Frequency of 
Occurrence 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2_ 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



TABLE LXXXIII (Continued) 

Name of Test or Instrument 

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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Frequency of 
Occurrence 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
l. 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 

.1 
1 

., .. 



TABLE LXXXIV 

SUMMARY TABLE·OF DESCRIPTION OF RESPONDENTS 
IN RELATION TO VARIABLES OF THE STUDY 

Accreditation 
N,E,A, 
M,S,C, 
N,C,A, 
N,W,A, 
S,A,C, 
w.A.c. 
Not accredited 
Not known 

Total 

Control 
City 
Nationa 1 
Private 
Religious 
State 
Territorial 
Not known 

Total 

Highest Level of Offering 
Master's or Professional 
Doctor's 
Others 

Total 

Type of Program 
Libera 1 Arts-Genera 1, Term, Occup, . 
Teacher Preparation 
Liberal Ar.ts-General, Teacher Prep, 
Lib, Arts-Gen, Term, Oc., Teach, Prep, 
Professional Only 
Professional Teacher Preparation 
Lib, Arts-Gen,, 1 or 2 Professional 
Lib, Arts-Gen,, 3 or more Professional 

Total 

Enrollment 
500 - 1,000 
1,000 - 2,500 
2,500 - 5,000 
5,000 - 7,500 
7,500 - 10,000 
10, 000 - 15 , 000 
15,000 - 20,000 
20,000 - 25,000 
25,000 - 35,000 
35,000 - 50,000 

Total 

T«;>tal 

8 
19 
33 

5 
24 

6 
3 

....1 
99 

1 
1 

15 
15 
62 

1 

..!!: 
99 

50 
41 
-l 
99 

1 
2 

26 
10 

I 
I 

10 
48 

99 

3 
16 
17 
20 
11 
10 

9 
2 
7 

.Ji 
99 
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OKLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY ~ STILLWATER 
Reading Center, Deporlmenl of Education 
(405) 372-6211, bis. 6209, 6210 

Dear Reading Specialist: 

l am undertaking a study at Oklahoma State University whereby l 
hope to make a national· survey of the diagnostic procedures i n college 
and university reading clinics. I believe that any findings of the study 
will be of interest and value to directors of reading clinics and clinicians 
as well as teachers, principals and Superintendents. 

The study willinvolve those college and university clinics which 
are engaged in the diagnosis and remediation of elementary, secondary, 
ind coUege students. · You have been selected as a clinic director who 
can make a worthwhill:l, 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. 

If additional space is needed to 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 
to send a representative case report of a subject with representative test 
scores .and other supportirg information, please return the case report 
with this questionnaire. 

All returns will be treated as confidential m.aterial and individual 
responses will not be identified. 

The check Ii stand 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 conve.nience. 

I will be most grateful for your help. 

Sincerely, 

74074 
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CY~f~~&<it~ 
Tommye Jones Franklin 



SURVEY OF DIAGNOSTIC PROCEDURES 

lN 

COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY 

READING CLINICS 

356 

1. Name and title of respondent~---------------------------------

2. Name of college or university-.----...... ----------------------------

CHECK LIST 

3. Does your clinic offer.diagnostic services for students who are having reading difficulties? ..... 
(If not, please terminate your response to the S\lrv.ey and return It In the enclosed envelope.) 

4. The basic diagnostic endeavor Is undertaken by a person or persons who: 

ls working In some capacity In the department of education or psychology; ...........•.....• ; .. 

s,, ., .-itudent working toward an advanced degree.,, .. , ....... , ..•••.•. ,',,,; .................. . 

'"' ·. ·.,m,,pleted specific courses In the field of reading,., ...• ,., .••.... ; •...... , ...... , ....... . 

Ha~ p:., n'lGipated in research In reading ..• · .. , ....• , ... , ..• , ............................ , •... 

Holds a Ph. D or Ed. D ... ' ..................... , ....•.. , .................................... . 

Hold.s a rank above that of assistant professor ... , ., ........................................ . 

Other 

~B a "' t<I t<I 0 ., 
ii< :, ::s I> .... "' Ql ~ ..,: :::> 00 

II II II 

II II II II 

II II II 

II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

------~~---------------~------------------~ 

5, Each examiner handles a11signed cases 

On an.Individual basis ....•...•..••.. , ..•.•.. , .... ; ..• , •..•••.•.... · ................. .. 

With the entire clinical staff on a team basis ..... , .................................... .. 

6. Tiiere is a principal otncer or director who Is responsible for the formulation of diagnostic 
policies and procedure.s ..•..•.........•.....•••.• , .•.•••.•••...•...... , •.......• , ....... . 

7. The director: 

Administers the complete diagnos.ls; ..•. , .......... , •...• , .•.•.•• ·• , ............. , •.... 

Administers SOJlle of the diagnosis with assistance of staff.. ..................... , .... . 

Serves as advisor and· consultant, ............ , •... , •...•......•..... , .•........... 

Delegates total diagnostic responsibilities to staff .......... , . , ...................... . 

8. The responsibilities of the various clinicians are- interchangeable ... ;, ...•. '.' .............. , .. . 

9. In accepting referrals or clients, is the students• reading achievement compared 
with expected competence for.their: 

Mental age .. .- : · .•.. : ...•. .- . ·, . , , .••..•.. ;:, .• , . , .•............................••..... 

"' '"' a :>, ~ "' "' :§ Qj 

i :, I> 
UJ Qj 

~ ..-. :::> 00 

II II II II 

II II II 11 

II II II II 

II II II 

II II II 

II II II 

II II II 

II II II 

II II II 11 
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Grade placement ........ , .. , , , ........ , .. , .............. , ...... , . , , ..••.. , .......... . II II II II 

Chronological age ........ ' .. , .• ,;, ..... ,, •.• ·, ...... ,, ••. , .. , .. · •.. , •.• , ............. . 11 11 I! 11 

10. Does the clinic attempt to compute the amount of reading retardation by: 

Relating the student• s mental ablllty to his reading performance ....................... . 

Relating the 11tudent• s grad!l placement to his reading performance, ........ " ....... , ... . II II II II 

Relating the student's chronological age to his reading perform;mce ..• ,., ............. .. II II II II 

Considering other factors such as---,-.---------------------------

U. DQea tile cltnlc provi(le service to a popillation · of school children within 
a ciearly delimited geographic area, . , . ; •.•• , , , •••• , •. , ...... , ..... , •. , ... , ... , .......... .. 

12, Do the schools receive a report of the diagnosis •.•.•.•• , ................ , ....... , .......... . 

13. Do the parents receive a report of the diagnosis ....................................... , , .•. 

14. Does the clinic make recommendations to the school for remedial reading 
· instruction ..... , , , .. , ... , .... · ... , . , .. , , . , ... ,'. , ...... ; ...... , ... , , . ·• , ..• , .. ; • , ........... . 

15, Does the clinic make recommendations to the schools' Instructional staff ..•...••.•. , .•••..• , •. 

16. Does.the clinic charge for diagnostic servioes ..•••.. , .•.. · •••• , ..... , .•.•.• ,, .•• , ........... . 

17. Does the clinic follow a graduated· scale of feee, dependent upon the subject• s 
ability to pay ..• , ••. , ..•.• , ............ , •.. ·, •• , . , , , , ............. , ....• , , ..• , , ... , , , , , . . 

18. Does the clinic apply· scholarship money toward clinic fees ................... , .• ,,,., .. , ... , 

19. Does the clinic have a fixed fee .. ,,,:, •.. ,.,,,.,.,, .. , ••. , •.• ,, .•...•.. , ... ,,.,,,., ..... · .. 

20. Does the clinic operate: 

Entirely on fees .. , • ; , . , •.. , . , , , , , •.• , , , . ,·, , , .•••.• , ••.. , •.•• ; ........ ; . ; ........ , 

Entirely on uniyerslty financing .• , .•.••• , . , ... • . , .... , , .. , . , . · .... , ................ .. 

On both university financing and clinic fees ........ , . , ..... , • , .......... , .... , . , ... . 

21. In the process of diagnosis does the clinic compile a diary record or log of 
diagnostic sessions ·and interviews, .••. , . , •. , , . , .••. , ..•. , .. , ...... , •.... , ..••..... , ....• 

22. · If the clinic does compile a diary or log, does the clinic gather information 
such as: 

Test results .• , ..••••....•. , .• , •.•.•..•.••..• , ...•.• , •. , ..••.• , .••..• ,, ...•.... ,, .. , 

A social history ..•.. , •••. , •..•.•. , •..• , .•....•.....•. , , ......... , , ...... , ..•..... , . , 

tll .::, 

I ,... 
f 1i " I> ..... "' ~ < :=> Cl) 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II 11 11 II 

II II ii II 

11 II II 11 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II II II 

II II 11 II 



A medical history ....••.....•..•..•.....•.........••........•.••.....•.....•..•.. 

Family and home environment data ................................................ . 

School and academic progress ..... , , .......• , ............................ , ........ .. 

Correspondence ...................... , ......... , ..... , ................. , . , .. , •... 

23. Does the clinic have specified forms provided for: 

Case records ............ , ... ,., .... ,, •...•..... , ...•...••. , .......•. , , . , ...••.... 

Logs ...•••..••• ,,., .••••••••••••••••••.••• ,., •••••••••.••.• , .••• , •• ;, ••• ,, •••... 

24. Is there an attempt to analyze test data for consistent patterns of scores a11d/or 
for profiles .•......•. , .• , .... , .. , .. , • , , , ••.... , ..•... , ......... , ....•..•. , , ........... . 

25. Does the c.linic attempt to determine what might generally be classified as a 
pmrtlculnir lea1·nlng modality, stl!"ength, style or preference by which tile student 
appears to learn most readily. , . , ..•. , .... , ..• , .••...• , .............•........•.••• , .... 

26. If the clinic does mnko an attempt at identification of learning preference, the 
attempt is made by: 

Standardized tests ....... , .. , ..... , ...•........ , ... , , • , ...••. , ....•. , ... , .....•... 

Informal tests ..........•.... , ...•........................... , .................. . 

Clinical observation .....• , .. , .....•...... , .....•.. , ............................ .. 

Trial and error ...•......... , ..... , ......... , . , ....................... , ......... . 
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11 11 1111 

11 11 1111 
11 11 II II 

11 11 II II 

11 II 11 11 

11 1111 11 

11 11 11 11 

11 11 11 11 

11 11 11 11 

11 11 11 11 

11 11 11 11 

11 11 11 11 

Others.~----------------------------------

i7. Is reexamination of active cases a part of diagnosis, ................................. , .. .. 

"' a s .... 
~ "' .g !'; 
i " "' .l "' -,: ::, "' z 
11 11 11 11 

If reexamination of active cases is a part of diagnosis, are there specified 
periods for re-checking ...•...•..... , ... , .•. , ...•. , •. , ........... , .. , •...... , .... . II 11 11 11 

If there are specified periods for rechecking, they are: 

Daily ... ;., ....... , ..... , ....... , •... , ......•. ,., .. , .. , .. , ..••.•. · ............ . 11 1111 11 
Weekly ..•..••. , •.•••• ,., .. ,., ... , .• ,,, .. ,,,,.,,., ......••.•..••• , .•.. , ...... . 11 1111 11 

other _________________ ~-------------------



·28. Does the clinic employ follow up of dismissed cases as a part of diagnosis .. , , • , •••. , ••.•• , . 

29. If there is follow up of dismissed cases, is follow up done by: 

Telephone. , .••••. , ••• , , •••. , , , •• , , ••.••••••• , ••• , •. , •• , , • , , , ••. , , , • , •••.••. , •. , , 

Letters .••••••• , ••••••• , •••.••••• , •• , ••••• ,., .•••• , ••• ,, ••• , .• ,.,, ••••.•.•••.... 

Conferences with school representatives .. , ........... , ......... , .... , . , ... , •.• , •. , . 

Conferences with students .•..•••. , •.•• , . , .•..•..• , •. , .•.•.. , . , •. , •.••. , , , •• , • , ••. 

Te11ting .••• , ••.•• , •••..••.• , •••••••• , •••.• , .••.•••••••• ,, ••. ,., •••. , ••..•••.•... 

DATA SHEET 

1-. What are the duties, other than diagnosis, performed by the reading clinician? 

2. What is the number of students actively served by the diagnostic program annually? 
Number 

3. What is the number of reading oases diagnosed annually at the following levels of educational placement? 

Elementary level 
Secondary level 
College level 
Adults 

Number 

4. What is the number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following levels of achievement? 

Below grade level 
At grade level 
Above grade level 

Number 

359 

11 11 11 II 

II 11 11 11 

II II II 11 

II 111111 

II 111111 

II 1111 II 

Other,~~~~~~~~~~,--~~~,--~~~~~~~~~~~,--,--,--,--,--~,--~~~~~ 

5. What ts the number of reading cases diagnosed annually at the following Intellectual levels? 

Above 130 
120 - 130 
110 - 120 
90 - 110 
80 - 90 
70 - 80 
Below 70 

~ 

6. What ts the number of clients per year who are provided the diagnostic services of the following specialists? 

An Optometrist 
An Opthalomologlst 
A Neurologist 
A Pediatrician 
A Psychiatrist 
A Dentist 

~ 



A Physician 
A Social Worker 
An Audiologist 
Others 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~· 

7. What is the number of referrals per year received from each of the following refe,-ral sources? 

Schools 
P~n·cnts 
Social agencies 
Voluntary 
Others 

~~~~~~~~~~~~-

~ 

~- What is the number of clients diagnosed annually with the use or the partial 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: 

Intelligence tests 
Personality tests 
Readiness tests 
General A chievemcnt tests 
Interests tests 
f{eading tests 
O!hmrs 

Number 

9. What is the number of clients diagnosed annually with the use or partial use of informal measurements? 
NumiJcr 

If the clinic uses informal measurements, what is the number of cases diagnosed annually 
with the use of informal diagnosis in the following areas: 

Intelligence 
Personality 
Headiness 
General Achievement 
Interest 
Heading 

Number 

360 

Others ____________ ·-----------------'------------------

10. If the schools provide service to schools, approximately how many school districts docs the clinic serve'! 
Number 

ll. Wh.1t is the total number of hours usually devoted to a diagnosis? 
Number 

l~. The initial diaA·nosis usunlly exicnds over a period of: 

Days 
\\"eeks 
~lonths 

Number 

l:l. lf tlw clinic charg-es for diaµ;nostic services. the fees arc assigned according to: 
:\ mount of :\lone.\ 
_______ p_cr hour 
_______ p,l'r day 
________ per \\'(.'t'k 

Other 
~~~--~--~~~~~~~~~~-

l·L \\'hat i.s the total fc.•c for an indiviclunl clingnosis? 

_!':££__ 



Assuming that a child of any age level who is 
performing at the pre-reading level with an 
apparent reading difficulty, has beeu referred 
to your clinic, please list in order of fre-, 
quency 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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Assuming that a child of an.y age level who 
is performing at the level of initial instruc­
tion {grades U) - 2Ji) 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, 



i~ssumitlgifh'ij.Ul ! <mHil . fif •. any ; a,ge : level who is 
:performing· a~ifhe •lev:Ell. ~f ·.r.~I!~.~1.:ru.rowth (~ades 
2 . 6 - 3. 9) with an a!)pa.i:e.nt !teil. ing difficulty 
has been referretl'toy('/Ur'd'tirifo, !tJiease list in 
order of frequency oftise, lthe ;te$fs, · ·an of which 
or a portion of which wotill:l be·al:tfuinistered by 
your clinicians and/or consultants. 
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Assuming that a child ofany age level who is 
performing at the level of independent applica­
tion (grades 4.0 and above) with an apparent 
reading difficulty, ha$ been referred to your 
clinic, pleaselistinorderoffrequency of use, 
the tests, all of which or a portion of which 
would be administered by your clinicians 
and/or consultants. 



APPENDIX C 

REMINDER CARD 
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READING CENTER 
Departm~i· ?f Education 

OKLAHOMA ~TATE UNIVERSITY 
Stillwater, ~klahom.a '1407 4 

Dear Reading Specialist: 

Recently · I mailed you a questionaire entitled Survey of Diagnostic 
Procedures in College and University Reading Clinics. 

Could y~u assist me by completing the form and responding by re­
turn·mail? Your response would be helpful in the completion 
of the survey. . · 
U you have already mailed the questionaire, please accept my thanks. 

Sincerely yours, 

~~_ft/ ~4,d ~~& 
. . V" ,;;;e Jones Franklin . 
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FOLLOW-UP CARD 
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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. 

Sin~erely, 

Toµi.mye Jones Franklin 

1. Our institution does not have a 
reading clinic • , • • • • • . • • • 

2. Our institution did not receive a 
questionnaire .•••••••••. 

Code No. 

3. The questionnaire was not applicable 
to the work our clinic is engaged in. 

4. The questionnaire arrived at an 
inconvenient time .of the yefir. 

5. The questionnaire was too time 
consuming. • • • • • • • • • 

6. The questionnaire was too 
complicated. • • • • • • • • 
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