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) {NTRODUCTION ) . ) , '
M 7 .’ / : cor ’ . b Y ’ . ’ Lo
After conductlng a statewide sur&%y-of Floruda res1dents, Dobson and

Edwards (137] 889 reported that the general adult population in Florida é

- . 'y

. . had not acquired a base of knowledge about vocatidnal and technlcal educat%on .

- >

- ¢ R

¢ -

. It was true on every. varlab!e analyzed in this section -*
- 2 that far moré than a majority of our sample failed to pas% even
’ the most-basnc/test.regardlng informatjon about vocational

PG

g
4
-
f
.
\‘L.._‘%‘ f- il

-
s

nd 2

¢ ‘ -
N [y —_—

education. *

The Dobson and Edwards survey ﬁorther revealed that pefsons in Iower

6’

f» status groups - those most likely to beneft\\T?om vocationai and techn:caf
- . M

.
- ¥

. : educatlon -- had sugnificantly less information about vocational and ‘ -

% N - o
T

" techn!ca) educatlon than .other groups. S
' - . M ! 7 . *
In dsscussnng standard publ:c relations “methods used by hlgher-ﬁ,

‘a A R N ’, R P

. educatlon |nst1tutions,-Marston (1963:10#)°was eritical:. . .- :”f
s / 3 N 4 .- i .
* ! Af1 too often educators bask .in the delusion that they S
are communieattn wjth important publics when, in fact, > L B
L they are on1y ta 'ktng to other ‘educators. .. . > . .

- at

X
Marston said effective publtc Epdatzons approaches might inc1ude

“greater concentratlon upon the specsfnc publics of whnch the general ... .

A ) Y. . . ’ ) e

blic of her ed d...." . o 3 ) .
pu c of higher e ueat:?n is compose ) \ . - .

Wrttlng about Medicare program informatlon, StOJanOVlC«(1972 253 ) ‘

discussed what she cailed an ”ldeal“ approach for disseminating program

. .

Informatnon.‘, . 7o )

-
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© o, { e &

. the media use patberns indicated which hedia should be used in .

WIth»respect tO“Medicgre as ‘well as pfher programs, ;
It would be idéal if information could be’sent ‘through- "o
the chanpeis mostilikely to* be uséd by those for: “Whom
! partlcular programs are designed, so that the Teast,'effort
o expense Will bé wasted and the<1argesb réturns, gained....v0

/ The sdéntlfscation of the socfal .and demographic. charac-' *
’ ter:sttcs of the us&rs of certain media would be'a step

ih the direct:on of facilltating planning for the-¢rans--

mission of specific messages to ﬁartncular publlcs. i 3'/. .
ThlS study applned the approach djscussed by Stbjanovic to . :
A}
vocatcona) and’ technncal educatioﬁ{//;:thods were deCeloped and

-~y -

lmplemented to convey essenttal ln?ormat:on about vocatnonal and

.

technica} educatton programs i order to serve 1ndividuals who could
profit by enrolling |nfthose programs. - o . R

.
- » -
s .

®

S THE PROBLEM ’ ’ o

The gurﬁose of this study was to develop a, mode? for determintng

N

. information levels and media use patterns of populat:on subgroups~

(population segments) ln the service area of Central Florida Communfty

——

College (Marion, CitrusﬁLand Levy count{es) The tnformation levels :

Were uspd to determlne which population groups should be targets for an
. ’ < " -
lnformatlon campatgn oh ﬁocationa} and technica] educatlon. Further, ,

’ -

’

N * < . ' c. .
disseminating the information. ‘ -

a . °. .

A second purpose of the study was to measure and evaluate the

“ ’ o

effectivenessof‘varlous medna materials, conveying |n¥ormatlon about

vocational and technical educat1on progrq@s, in changsng leyels of4\}for-
A
mation Jheld by def:ned target population groups. Specsf;gal]y, this

-~

. -

study was ‘to provide answers to the following questions: ¢




3 i
.

Vhat existing media are most a 'ropriate for conveying voca ational and )

A

technxcal program Informatlon ‘to target p;khlation groups? .

3. Does vocationdl and technica! educatlon program information

-
%

conueyed to target populatlon groups viarappropriate media raisé the

levels of ‘information held by those groups?

& PROCEDURES
. - . . 1 . \ ’ i
Study Design T .

. " The study was conducted'on a p:iot scale- inathe se:vice Area ‘of
. . ]

Central Florida Communlty Qo!lege, whuch is designated as a state Area
‘ s
Vocatlona!-Technncal School. - The co]lege,"ﬂocated in Oca}a, serveﬁ

.

Marion, sltrus, and Levy counties. .

-

The study adhered to a-separate sample pre-treatment~post4treatment
’ ‘ - / .
//quasl-experlmental designa, The pre-treatment survey JEterm!ned the

. '] .
followfng: L ‘ : D /. e .
' T. Levels of information held by the populatlon aboutﬁvocatlona]

and technical educataon. N it

-
. 1

. ’ . . < \
2, Demographic and social characteristics of respondents (occubation, |
x . % ‘i . .
_?ﬁucatioh level, age grouping, rage, income, sékt and urban/non-urban
residency). ’ . : .

3. Media use patterns of respondents. - . oy
Y "
ThUS, the pre-treatment slrvey revealed which populataon subgroups
- ,
had the lowest levels 6T information about-vocétional and,techni;gl




<

educatlon.

a media information camﬂ/,;n axmed at increasing leve!s of nformatlon
abouf vocat lonal” and technicat educatibn. j'n‘ P .

DemOQréph:c informat:on allowed determination of\;lr inenq‘charac-

\ The 7 med;a u;e patterns suggested whlch m@zla should/be used
: presenting the tnfo:mat:on. .
' “The post treatment surVe; determined the fo{}owing.
. Change Ln jeVels o;k;nfofhation.—l /

.technical education.
0‘.‘«' 1';
Selecticn of fhe Sampie
The pre-treatment sample was a S%ﬂsystemattc saniple,. beglnntnq at
. /
randomly selected items, drawn from Zélephone dicectorces covering the

J

3

service area .of Cehtral Florlda COZ?Gn'tY Colllege, except in the City

of Ocala. ‘A dlfferent, mor?4gepre entative sampltng method was used :n

L 4

draYlng the sampie from the ‘tele hone directory for the C:ty of Ocala. ;

. ¢
‘l

Thls wij/done to lnéhre that m7dor populataon Income gnd racnal subgroups

were represented |n the sampléd from Oca]a which is,the ]argﬁft and most ﬁ-%\
heterogeneous city In the service area of Central Florida Communify
zColiege ln drawing the 0 ala sample, seveﬁél Central F?orzda Cmmnunlty

College addln(strators %7é were’ long~time resadents of Ocala blocked out




areas -on._a map of the-Cxty of Ocarat ,To assure that the sample would include

. 1 M ¥ -

5 .

Y aqhquate numbers of cases for both- black and-White redes and low~income- groups,.
/ ; those areas were bdocked out which could be defined. accurately as resldeptial
* ) V )
' - : o

areas of five ificome and raclal ‘groyps:- hlgh—lncome white, middle~income

' -

whlte, low-Income whlte, mlddle-lncome black, and IOW—income black. After

» N
5 . 22

.the cidy map was blocked out, a 1970 Census Tract Map of the City ‘of Ocala was

) used to determine the number of householdsfln Ocala (7, 933) Then, usifg 5% *

- samples from the Ocala telephon dlrectory, telephone llstl sewere.checked
n

agalnst the flve income aqd racl 1 resxdentlal areas llstlngs were drawn’from-

‘the directory yntll 120 were taken from each of the flve-areas;'lls ings that
. - i’ N T

did not fit withid those areas were not‘lncluded an the sample. , The 120 llstlngf‘ .

-
from each area’ vncluded__,ZD%/ﬁllowance for respondent loss. Taking this ,._)\

/ v ¥
“@

*t e

3 allowance into consxderatlon, the resultant sample of 600,Jlstlngs approx:mated

- 9

o a 5% sample-of houstholds in the Cjty of‘Ocala. . . e

»
‘ -

L ' : After the sampleswas drawn, the pre-treatment questlonnaires were adminis-

tered- by telephone in, November\and December, 1974, and danuary, 1975. _
v \“. . ‘t

’ ¢ The po t treatment sample was drawn from telephone dlrectorles covering,

. the servlce area qf Cen%ral Florida Communlty College. The’ same sampling

S methods were used as in the first sampllng. 'However, the second sample was
drawn beglnnlng at randomly selected telephone drlectory |{ems that dld not
correspond wuth items selected ln "the pre-treatment survex\sample' thus, the

™~ o

second sample did not contain any person included in the first sample. .
. \ \

. The post-treatment suﬁ%stlonnalres’. weré"ad‘inl‘stered by telepﬁone

4 . the last week of March, 1975.. . ’

LY.
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In" administering both the prevtreatmént and post-treatmerit questionnaires,

the Interviewers were. Instructed to talk with whoever’ancwered the telephone '

e L)

provided that persdn was 16 years oF age or older. Intervlewers also were‘j

v

Ynstructed to make up to three callbacks should the ‘phone not be answeredé?

AN . 3 + x
lnstrumentatlon K . > > .7 . . .

- r . ‘- .

The pre-treatment questionnaire was developed using the questionnaire

P . [y

from the Dobson and Edwards (1971) study as‘a base and drawtng on questionnaires
‘ o ' '
from media use studies reported Tn the literature, ' The pre-treatmsnt question-
. \. ?. - . ) d *
naire Is, included as Appendix A. . T - P

_— N - . ' U o
- . The *post-treatment questionnaire (see Appendix B) was developed draw!ng

from the pee-treatment questlonnalre. The only dlfferences betwsen the

questtonnaires were (1) the. questlons on, medla use were not lncluded in the <
post-g{eatment questtonnaire and (2) the post~treatment questionnalre had two

*

r‘,questilons about the re5pondentst educat!onal plans. .. .

»
-

The 'panel of experts“ method was, used to ~st?bllsh valldlty of the

)

pre~treatment and post-treatment questionnaires. This included using the
advisory committee to evaluate the quéstlonnaires content for appropriateness

to thé study. The structure of the questionnaires was validatedbyy\or ~James L.

Vattenhprger, Professor of Education and Chairman of the Department of

Educatlonai Admlnlstratlon, Unfversity of Florida‘ Dr. John Nlckens, Associate

-~ Director, Florida Community Junior Col]egg.!nter-lnstituttonal Researéh Councll,

. . .

=~

UnIVersfty of Florida, Dr. Benjamin L. Gorman, Professor of Sociology,

Unlversity of.Flortfa; and Dr, Harry H. Griggs, Professor of Journalism and

Conmun}cations;-Universkﬁonf Florida. :

- N s

¢ - The Information Campa[gn

>

The media usage results revg;led'ihat the target population groups pere

extensive consumers of newspapers, televlslon, radio, and to a much ]ess 4
i
extent, movies. Therefore, atl four of thesaﬁ%edla were used in. the Information

campalgn whlch was conducted during March, 1975.

\.“ , B = L




i
1 *
*

Bgiggke &f the increasing nezed for educational institutions to hold

:/ x & to
down costs, thé information campaign was planned as a low-cost public

. o | .
service announcement (PSA) and public relations venture; paid space.or time

in the vagious~me&ié was not used, except for a small advertisement placed

1 .

ia the clasﬁifféd advertisement sectidn of the Ocala Stér-Banner; the media
] " \ *

materialis prepared for the Information éampatgn were distributed to the

-

channels used %fequently by carget groups with the materiails to be run .

>

\ * M \
at the discretion of media officials.

N RS bt v
" The media materials were prepared and distributed as follows (see

Appendix C for texts of these materials): o . ) K
. L N -

e

s

. § i. A 55-second-long commercially made voice-over color movie showing

.

and discussing aspects of'vocétional‘ané technical cduggtlon programéhwas

';jﬂiqed ét}Central Florida Community College; lﬁ-mi}!imegéf and 35~

fft mill imeter prints were made from the film. A 16-millimeter print was

- . . .
taken to television station WESH in Daytona Beach In'the middle of February,,
v . : -

1975. _ ’ w0 ~ .,

2. The Springs, Ocala Twin, and Florida movie theaters (al{.owhed

. (d -

3

by separate companies) Th Ocala were contacted and raquested to run a

35-millimeter priht during their regular movie seguences. Officials of

* the Springs‘and Ocala Twin theaters refused because of their ﬁolitizs
Végé!n;t showing any kind of advertisenents other than thelr own film
preylews.J The Florida Theater cooperated and “showed the 55-second, ,
.- 35-mﬁlfimetgr film for the last three beeég of Mar;h; the film was
shawn repeatedly each time a featured movie wa; shéwn, as part of‘th;T\_

.-, . " theater's regular movie cycle. ) ’j\‘ g’




-

~

~ . columas (on hﬁarch: 6, 11,

3.

|
1.
i
1

)

' vocational and teehnical educat]on

the editor'of‘the Ocala StarnBanne'J

12, .ahdfis);

. | [N ¢

advertisement on vocat fonal and technlcal educat!on ‘programs-, was

placed In the "Help wanted" ‘column of the-Ocala S;ar-Banniqﬁ;nd run for

‘e -
The cutllnes and the text of the c]assufled advertnsement T

two weeks-

are in Agpendix c. . .

b

audfo tapes (the Iength conmonly used by ‘radio statcons for public .

g

dellvered to radlo stations°WTMC and’ HMOP.
Y P

agreed to use the tapes as public servlce announcements Whenever pq&sible

dur!ng March

same ownership as NMOP) agreed to run the tapes as pdhl!c service

announcements seven times&a day, in )u@jng during the 6:00710:00 AN,

1975.

period which was reqﬁesteq, every dayj
. "' \}.\ .

.
.

iData Collection

LA

\ i

o +
K
S

-

o

of two important advantages of that method of éontact.
Nunnery and Knmbrough (1971), major advantages of the teiephgne survey

include a low refusal rate among persons successful]y contacte

-

N

during March,

..__‘13-\\ e -‘ N
& - .

.

/,

~

\

1

The &anagemet at WIMC |

Photographs were ‘taken of persqns and act?ons ‘connected with .
rograms .and given with cutlines to
Four of them.were uséd In he news

A!so, a flve-]lne classifled . R

) . A . s
The last week -of Fébruany, lS75,-30*sécond—long ree -to-reelt
&

g

servlce annogncements) on vocationa! and techntchl‘prdgrams were

The management of WMOP and wFUZ FM, (which is _under the

“ \“QM

5 cw
v

X

-

-

Accordlng to ..

A .
Data were collected through the use of telephone surveys because

L4

‘/y

&

*

G

1

*a

-

\
(assuming




gFoups,

T

-the interviewerg are capable), and the teihphone survey Is economical in

terms of achieving compjeted Interviews. ’ -

~ . a o
| order to determine g¢):overage of the teiephone samples and, therefore,

A

. -

the ektent of generalizability among the popuiation a door-to-door survey

’ .
-

was: conducted to iearn the percentége of people with teiephones. The
» o

door~to-doo:4%urvey was conductéd In the low-income black area of Ocala

"* because prevc us’ research (Debsén and® Edwards, 1971) Indicatéd that persons*

r

most PFike to benefit From vocatlonal *and technica! education - those

status groups - had significantly less information than other
/ \
/ l' .

. B | - ® v N . v
M

-

The intervsewer contacted members of 157 hdhseholds in the iow-income

-

Lo black area of Ocala and found that rso (95. 52) had teiephones. ’

Executives of the two teiephone corporations {Florida Telephone'

Corporation and Southern Bell Telephone Corporation) serving houséholds ot

in the Central Florida Community College ?ervice area were contacted to '
} k2

determine telephone coverage throughout™ the service area. informat!on

given by the telephone company ekegutives indicated that approximately

”

80% of. the househoids in the servrce area of the coliege had telephones
Thus, for alh practical'purposes the Scope of households with
teiephdhe; was suffncientiy large to merit !imiting gene‘glizabili;y of

the resuits of this study té mempers of households with telephones.

S U

)
ats Treatment )

5
The data collected‘were keypunched and analysis performed by the

»

computer program Statistlcal Package for the Socca!15c|ences (sPss) -

y
Nl *
/-\ -




- v &
,

(N!e, Bent, and Hull, 1970). Pre-treatment and post-treatment responses
were compared for each popu}atxon subgroup totdetermine -change {n lnformation

-

1evels. Media to which\respondenfs attributed their informat:on sources

were tabu]ated for each population subgroup in .order to evaluate the SR As

-

'medla s efrectiveness in communicating information. .

-
»

REVIEW OF RELATED STUDIES B .. '

r . -

» , . o

- . * -

lnformatton Leve]s . R , R
. . “ . Bl

.- L

Dobson and Edwards (1971) reported on s 1971 statewide survey 4

- /q,,44‘

R Florida resxdents, the study atmed at assessxng levels of information

*

[y

about and perceptions of vocational, technical, and adult- educatnon |n .

- .

} .Florida The study was an attempt to det rMXne how much 1nformat!on
FIorlda residents possessed about the content of vocational education ad-
vertls;db, about opportunities for vocattonal education in the areas.

where they laved and in Florida generally, ‘and the ability of the respon-
dents to name youth. organizations concefned with vocationdl educat:on.
i . : -
Those ;nformation variab%es were studied in relation to several
\

xndependent variables: whether or not the respondent had taken part in

a vocatlonal educatxon program; where he had seen, or heard advertisnng

-

about vocational education; sex, age; race; occupation; education; and

) .7 . ! ) ) . / !
. income, ) K -t ’ , .~ ‘

‘ Results of the Dobson and Edwards study included: Only 28% of the

-

898 respondents said they had Seen or heard .adyertising about vocational

. - - educatidn and were able to recall anything that was stressed in the ‘ad-
| N

vertising; 43% (386) of the respondents were able to answer when they




were asked to name some specific opportunitles for vocational education in -

their area, but 112 of these respondeﬁts we#k able only to geve some kind

, ~ ’
of program (| e., '"You can,tgarn to be,a mechanic.') without any refergnce
as to where or how a person mlght take such a program' only 24% of

¢

respondents who sa:d there were opportunitres for vocational education in
. SO e
e F}orida‘were able to give any response at all to the.questton of what these ’

T -

opportunlties might be, and only 16.4% of the total sample said they had

-

,heard of youth organlzations conce;ned with VOcatiOhal educat:on and
. were correctly able to name~at 1east ocne. -
. -, The primary findings of the Dobson and'Edwards stu&y‘were that Iege7sﬂi

. - of specnfic information abaut vocattonal opportunities weré‘extremely low, 1

and persons in lower status groups were less |nformed than persons {n_

t . 5
~ . -

> hlgher status groups. . ]

Stating that it is wel) established that the blue-col?ar worker is

less likely than the white-collar worker to partlc!pate in adu]t educatton,

~London and Wenkert (l96h) identified obs{acles that inhibit greater . )
: i
part:cipatlon by blue-coLlar workers tn adult education. These oFstacles

are of two types:. (1) myths about the nature of que—co!tar Iife, about «

the learning process, about the. blue-collar worker's snterest i educatiod, .
< -4 /
ete.; and (2) obstacles inherent in the soctal conditions of tnF b}ue~co!!ar

' &
;]' world. . Lo ;

| - g ' ,,\e/ .
, : Obstaclel of tHe second type were identified in an empirical study

. conterned wnth the relations between soclal class and adult educatton,

‘ "and cond'ucted in_Oakland, Cal ifornia, The sample consisted of men between

the ages of 20 and 60. Resu!ts_reveaied that a major obstacie.was a lack

jL{; . -




, of information about adult educatlon possessed by Blue-collar workers,

;/:

13

partlcularly the unski!!ed and the semi-skllled

o

é}t'
London and wenkert als& examined how blue-collar workers already

* . >

.partdcipatlng in adu!t education learned about their courses. Ihey found

that personal sources (fr!ends,oneighbors, and acquafutances) were a major

source of such informat!on for the unskllled and semi-sk!!led blue-collar “

., -

' workers.' The skii!ed‘blue-collar and Tower. whlte-col]ar, profess!onal )

b

~

s

and managerlal respondents relled much more frequently on the mass media,
employersx;supervlsors, or being ona malliing list and receiv!ng an

announcement bz;matl. o e

“

. Other findings of Loodonfand,wenkert,were fhét meofrend‘to participate
in adult education wlth.their friends? bul‘the blue;cojlar worker ls_fess
1ikely than the white~collar worker to have friends or dcquaintances who

are enrolled in adult educatlon courses, Thus, the blue-collar worker

N
is less llkely than the white-collar worker to have a source of information

.

_ about adult educatlon. - : - : .
. - ‘ i ~
$ "';| ‘ « .
Media Use D . o =

H

v 3

Numerous studles ha?e been conducted'on media .use patterns and

preferences of varlous populat!on groups and subgroups. .
The Dobson and Edwards (]971) study reported above also found that

fhe snngle most frequently mentioned sourcé/of anformation about

’ [

vocationa education in Florida was television (34.8% of the respondents)

L]

followed by newspapers' (22.8%).  Radio was reported-as a primary source

of information by only 3.2% of the respondents.




Anderson (]973) investxgated dlfferences ‘In uses of mass medna by
urban and non-urban resldents In Southeastern Ohio ’ He found that tele- - .

g vns:on was ranﬁ:d highest as a, med!a source of- entertalhment by both urban ;

>

and non<urban ;espondents. Urban respondents generally favoced _television,

- Y

first, and print media, second for entertannment,‘news, and {nformat:on.
. ﬁon\urban respondents relied ,heavily on, television fSF'éal three functions

Tentertalnmgnt, news, and information) but a@so favored radio.as a source -

A}

of\entertaxnment and news. ’ _ * . .. LT .

A

\ellen‘(]968) surveyed black ghetto resldenfsxln Pitfsburgh to determine

the use_ patterns and effects of mass media on the ﬁgs:dents of a: metro-'/

1

pol:tan black ghettg, The studg showed that these ghetto res:dzgts ‘were

almost entu%ely depeﬂdent on television for news and viewed tel Vision.

3 ‘.
L : ‘ 4

exﬁensfve!y ?or’entertainmént' they also spent a consideréb!e amount of .
time listenlng to radio (an averége of five-ana~a-half hours75 day), - ' S
Greenberg and Derv(n (1970) studged mass media behavnor; (media use, \

‘ ayailabillty, content preferences, funct&ons and atfltudes) of poor Ve

children, ado)escents, and adu!ts. Among the results’ was that” members of

loW-xncome groups (especial!y blacks) watched televisnon more than the

general population. ‘ ' . t.

" The above studies suggest thEt telbv;slon and radio would be prime
channels for d:strlbutlng informatlon to low-!ncome groups. However, another
“study (Stojanovic, 1972) found otherwise, Stojanovic determined spurces

| from which rural low-income women in the Southeastern Un?ted.States }
(Alabama, MississfppiL~No§th Caroiina and Tennessee) had he?rd about

i 4 N
Medicare. The popularityiof television and radio was -again established.

?

Ll

1[53 " R m"

A P o i i an b e
~
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-
-
.




- \
© economic status were least likely ‘to have been reached by radio and

* medla use habits and attltudes varied far more as a function of social

stratlffcatton than of respondent ethnfclty Y

‘coverage is extremely -broad in the United States) and thus medta use

_Bogart also ‘stated that many studies have supported the, observatﬁon

H
. ' -
N . - . ., N

However,,the results also showed that persons of extremely low. socio- Lo

A

+

2
television. \ L " - B s

" After surveying low~lncome persons in St. Louls, Blocb/’iS?O) found ,;

that television and newspapers were the most effective modes of communication '

. %

for reachang the urban poor.

o N
Murdoff\$1967) surveyed househo!ders in Napa, Calffornta ‘to dégermine

v

L. » »

what,commun:ty members understood -about the local junior college and its
s LA |
functlons. ,The results revea]ed that the newspapen was the’ best sing!e

~ i

N
source of Information for all grOups surVeyed ‘. "

in studytng social class and ethnic differences relatIvL to readership
« \ ) .
of a war on Poverty news}etter, W|lliams and Lindsay (}¢71) found that.

. o .

7 [

*

1. 4

-
A

Bogart (1964) reviewed and disaussed’findlngs from' varlous studies

F

relating to media use by blue-cbllar wockers. He posnted out that medja L

. +

Y

L KRN .ty b

¥

patterns are generally related to sex, ethnic, age, avocational, or .occu=

N o »

pational groupings whieh may be only Indir ctly re%ated to social class.

that pepple of lower income and educationwere driented’ to the Neasier

to abSOrb“ broadcast-media while those of hlgher income and educat10n

grayttated toward print media. Other results mentnoned include: Peop]e

with leSs education look to televisiop for entertainment rather than

£

*

information; and daily newspaper reading among blue—collaf/worgers is almost




£l

: dnfferences among q?oups

‘ ''most dntertalnlng“ of the four medla studled

s’ . ~
)
¢

*
\ N

.
- e Lt f

readlng lncreases wlth educatlo‘

. R

Jn a national study conducted primarlly to determsne the attatudes

-

A . 2 -

.

compared the use of television wlth the use of radlo, magaznnes, and
§newspapers. He found that the level of educatlon of the respondent was

:the»factor that made the greatest difference in the relative capaé&tles

and limitations attributed to the four media by the respondent. Where

. -

as unlversal as in the populatlon-as a whole, but regularity of newspaper

and reellngs of Americans toward televislon and its content, Steiner (1963)

-

dlfferences did exist accordlng to such‘other chaq’cteristlcs as age, sex,

* v

famlly composition, urban-rural residency, and ~income, they were Jess 1

’
-t

pronounced and were always ln a dnrectlon consistent wnth educational .-

'
te&evlslon to new5papers or magazines for "lntell:gent d “educat!onal“
L 4

matersal However, all educational levels found televlsion to be the

.
g a

$
Rees and Palsley (1967) studned 25.media and lnformatlon-seeklng

P

behav:ors, ussng data from a study in Fresno, California. Results showed

G

‘that lncome and, educatlon were strong predxctors}of newspapér use; ?

s

-\newspaper readfhg doubled from Tow to hlgh‘fncome levels; and the more

eﬁucatlon, the hlgher the perhentage who read newspapers.

1

Case studles Conducted by. MacLean (l952) suggest that a number of

factors may be smportant Yo varlatlons in communications behavlor in

I

dlfferent types of communities (city, small clty, vnllage, &nd farm).

*

tn this study,’ results indicated that persons wlth\a nlgh‘scﬁool level

of education were the strongest radio fans; alsoé women 1lstened to radio

* » -4

. e

As education |ncreased HESpondents turned from




o - EERE '
' x much more than men. How manyfhagazines a person read was c}eariy related

-

- to his jncome, occupatnon, education, ‘and levels of SOCIal activity.. The
v

proportion of people attendfng to all five medla i HacLean’s studies il
h

© .  newspapers, radlo, magazines,. movles, ‘and books -~ docreased consistent1y
> . from metrogolrs through small clty and village to the farms. ‘Samuelson,

Carter, and Ruggels (1963) also found that sadlo use was at a peak with

. . . " persons who were-at the h;gh’schqo} graduate level of eduqat!on, as did
< - « , . £, . S .
7 * . - o3 ™ )
s the MaclLean research. X ) l'* . . PN
’ ) ' » He
4 \} N §

Conclusléns from Literature-Review

- Ly

>

lx Is obvious from the studies thatlmethods for disseminating | .
’ “ vocatnonal and technical information: have had iitt!e success. Botggthe )
b . Dobson aﬂd Edwards (1971) study and the Ldn'don and Wenkert (1964) study
revealed that not only have Tevels of Infqrmatlon about vo;a?angl\, .
education been~found to be extremely low, but individuals most in need |
‘of such lnformatlch -= persons in lgwer status groups such as unskiIled
" and semi-sk:lled blue-collar workersif are least likely to have information

essentfa! for enrolling in vocational programs. ) .

Research on media preference and use patterns indicates that such

4 . ’ T ’
. patterns can vary according to such factors as urban or non-urban

v

fal

residenby, social stratificatioh, education,.income and race. Thus, \\

media usewpatterns cannot be easvly géneral lzed from.one populat:on to
another. T o N
‘ t
T From the review of research and literature, it was apparent that

. an ap%roach Is needed that determines the Information sources of those

’
3 -
-
. *

- - . 3
- ¥




. . x ‘ N
PR % . . » "

’

.t ‘.
f

‘*popuiatlon subgrcups havlng the lowest Ieve)%‘wj:ation about.

Zz
g:j:tional and techntca! educat!on. Hedta use patterns should be

termined in each area' before disseminat!ng lnfcrmationfmaterials on ",
’ . | fu -
vocational and technical education programs. Xnow i ng which media .

-

are P!‘edommarft&\sed by population subgroups will Sndlcate the ' '

oy

) apbropriate media :to be used as channels for comnunfcatf'ng informatlm
LN . ~ 2

‘' to thos@ groups.. S - S . .
: _The r_e{;‘:iey: of related studies reveé;lec; that prevtoLs‘{esearch f;a‘s
foc’used o§ ekth'er determining t;he‘lnformation hedld by "pop'u.lation gréups .
o ‘about vocational and techrﬁc\al education or.the medla use-papterns of ) .
_' ‘ population groups. Howe\)er, thi»s' .;.tudy d;termtned both informat'lon lev;!.f ;
- ' and media use partterns of pOpulatIon subgTouPs in order‘ to lea.‘n which .

¢4

. : med.la should be gsed for channel ing vocatlona.[gnd té’ct(nfc&}. ‘education

N
&

. l_nforgnation to those groups gavlng low levels of Inﬂz’:;matlon.

L3

»
b . - v’ r




C . ; / -RESULTS AND DlSCUSSION

. b ‘

. " Response Aate,to Teiﬁphone Surveys '

: ;//'@ ' Rel txvel high response rates Were reay(EZd on the telephene 9.' ,

L \ . surveys This wag in Line with the Nunnery and Kimbrough (1971) ) .
.. \\ —vz . ' *

/-
statement that telephone sufveys yteId low refusal rates among persons

o Y e

conta ted. " . - . T o
Cof ’ ) .
ﬁhe drawn cases for the pqutreatment surVey consisted of 1,917 <
I
telephone Ilstnngskc,OF this, number, I 204 (62 82) persons. were successfully

*

contacted; the remalning 713 were not cOntacted due to disconnected numbers

N -

Qr no answers. Of the 1 204 persons contacted, only. )70 (14 l%) refused

to cooperate. Thus, the cooperatlng 1 ,034 pensons comprlsed a response y

“rate of 85,93, o - A e,

- ' *  The drawn cases for the post-treatment survey*consfs’te’d of 1,915

télephone !istings. Of this number, 1,165 (60. 82) persons were successfully

. contacted the remaining 750 were not contacted due to dlsconnected numbers Y.
,or no answers. Of the },16§ respondents contacted, 157 (13.52) ﬁefused
to coooerate. Thus, the 1,008 coo;erating persons comprised a resoonse

rate of 86.5%. -

) N -4

T Target Groups and- Their Medla Use . . ’ -

This study was Inteﬁded -as a model for !dentifylng target groups to be

. ~ the recipients of lnfbrmation about vocatlonal and technical education

.

~ programs and for(determining if the information levels of target groups -
) T [ 4

- Could be raised. The mode¥ entails the fdentjrfcation of Informationlneeds
. - . Y’ * [ s.-

]




'used tncome andﬁyactal groups as. population subgroups for study, the target

to an annualLF‘ amily income of below $7,000.

0 - 13 . ~e

of populat;on Subgroups as ldentif!abie by demographic characteristlcs of

c!t:zens in an: instltution s servlce area. Because the lgcerature has frequently

)

R -

groups In this study were defined in terms of thesé anracterist?cs Specificaily

the target groqps of study were "low-?ncome biaak" and "}ow"lncome white."

-«

Although the hcgh—lncome black and h.9h~income whlte categories were pnot con-

sidered to be target groups,_data on ,them were available and, therefore, they-

wers included in the study to determine if they also showed change in levels of

!nfoﬁhation. A dIvudlng Iine of. %7, 000 a year was used to separate the

' categories of "high" and ”low” incomes becau e about half of the cases in both

A surveys fell below that figure and half fell gbove It. Thus;'"high fncome?

,
refers to an annual family income of $7, 000 or fore, and "low income' refers

S

A
The dnstributlons of respondents in both surveys‘are ‘shown ‘in Table I.

3

1

The table shows that’ 107 (}0.32)_of the pre-treatment respondents

were low-income blacks, 381 (36.8%) were low-income w%ltef; 125 (12.42) .

of the pbst-treatment respondents w;rendow-income blacks,‘and 395 (39.2%)

wore low-incofle whitgégg The percentages In the income/racial group ~

categor:os wére Sims;RY:¥oc both tﬂo pre-treatment and post-treatment surveys.
N P2l

IS

TABLE/! ' T

* income/Racial Groups of Pre-Tre7tmont and Post~Treatment Respondents

S T . Toﬁj“PreﬁTreétqpnt —Post-Treatment
_Absolute  Relative- Absclute  Relative ' ’
v Frequency Frequency Frequency ~ Frquency
(%) . (9)
Low=Income Black 107 . 10.3 - 125 - - 12,4, '
Low-Income White 381 36.8 395 39.2
High-Income Black + 50 ¢ 4.8 Ly | 4.1
-High=Income White hes - us5.0 429 VN
Missing 31 - 3.0 18 1.8
Total v 1,034 100.0 1,008 100.0
o 2

.

-




N ~ . ’ .t N . .
‘In order to determihe what existing media would be most appropriate

for conveying vocational and teghnical education program information to

target population grbugs, data on media use were“cgglected and categorized

+according to incowe/racial groups. The most’ appropriate media were
ysgd”most/by e target popul?tion groups. \

. Televisiff&hsag__? The croestabuiafidﬁ of\lncome/recia! groups by the
time,reepbndeﬁvz>sa!d hey spent dally watching eievnzion Is sbo&n in

?».\.

Table 2. According to that table, 43, 0% of Iow~tncome b]acks and 3h 6%

f;“ of Ioﬁ“tncome whites said they watched television four or more hours a

. day. Also, Table 2 revealed ghat 88. 8% of,lbw-income blacksgpnﬁ 91.5%

-

of low-income whites indlcated thev viewed at- 1Last some television \ia:ly “ \

- v
These televns'on vlewing patterns of low~income groups;ﬂﬂ?ee with

. B ‘ results of prevnous medla use reSearch, particularily studl,es" by Allen

(1968) and by Greéhberg and Dervin (1970). Allen found that black ghettd

~-

, residents In P}ttﬁburgh V%ewed tetevision ExtensTVely,; nd Greenberg and

. Dervin found that Iow-fncome groups, part:cular!y b}acks, devoted

consxderable ttme to televlsion viewing ‘ . : 'v'

* . . - M

* ' j The crosstabu]atfon of xnccme/racial groups by time of day respondents

watch television most is showp,:n Table 3 in a}{ ingbme/racia] categot:es,
the majority of respondents who 3ndicated thay were, te‘evision viewers said

they watched televislon most during the 6:00- 10 00 P.M. period.
v oo . - .
. ’ Tabie 4 presents data on the preferred telev:snon channels of those
- I » F ) \
respondents who indicated they watched telev;s:on"he table reveals a

(S LY

_strong preference for WESH, Channel 2, in Qaytona Béach, Florida; 72. O%

of the low-income blacks and 47.7% of the low-income whites said they

N \ P
-
- -
. .
- . -
.
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TABLE 4
Groups of Pré-Treatment Resppndents

By Preferred Television Channel
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b . ' \
preferred WESH. One reagnn for the high preference for NESH, according to
res?bndents, is that many residents of this area receive the best video and

\ audno signa!s on this channel. In addttion to'wESH the Qpithsuogiftatfons

mentzoned by respondents were: NFTV Channel 9, Orlando; WTLV, Channel 12,

.

Jacksonville; WDBO, Channel 6, Or!ando, WIXT, channel #,\Jacksonvilie, wJKS

T

Channel 17, Jacksonviile; WUFT, .Channel 5, Gainesville; WLCY, Channel ID{
Largo; WCJB, Channell 20, Sainesville; WFLA, Channel 8, Tampa; and WEDU,
Channel 3, Tarmpa. 2. T\ . ‘ .

]

Radio (usage. The croéstabulaiion of income/raclal groups with the time
\

respondents spent daily listening to, the radio IS shown in Tab!e 5 It can
be observed from this table that 62, 62 of the low-income blacks and 61.1%
of the low=income whites l;stened to the radio at least some daily. Further,

54.2% of the IOWnincome blacks and 46, 9% of the Sow-income whitgs Tistened to

ra&io at least one hour or more daaly. . . TN !

These fundings on radio listenership suggested less radio‘&sage<by
low-!ncome blacks than reported In the study by Allen (]968) Allen found
that black ghetto residents in Pittsburgh spent an average of five*and~a-half
hours a day Ilstenlng to radio. However, Table 5 shows tbat only I& 0%

of the !ow»sncome blacks in thls study said they spent four or more hours a
-

day Iistensng to the rad!o.

i

Table 6 presents the results of crosstabulation of income/racial groups
¥ x

“ by time of day respondents Jisten to the radto The highest number of
\

responses fell in the 6:00-70: 00 A.M. period, with the Sjcond highest
. Percentages occurring in the fall day'' category. Of the low-income blacks

whq, answered the quesf!on; 70.0% said they were most likely to listen to
d B A ]

the radio in the 6:00-10:00.A.M. pefiod, and 10.0% indicated “all day".

&
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0f the low=-income-whites who answered the question on the tlme of day they

Tisten to the radlo, 4o 4%, responded in .the 6: 00-!0 00 A.M. category and
30.1% answeted in the "all day"! eategory. A s b
.The preferred radlo statigps»of rad!o-llstenlng respondents are glven

in Table 7. The radio\stations mentioned by respondents as stations they
: preferred were: WMOP, Ocala, WTHC, Ocala WAPE, Jacksonville; WPDQ,
Jacksonvil]e, wwxs Ocala, WSLC, Clermont; WORJ, Oriando; NTRS Dunnellon,_
‘NFUZ FM, Ocala NOKB Winter Gardeh WDBO, Or!ando, W2ST, Leesburg; WDVH,
Ga!nesville, WLQH, Chlefland WGVL, Gainesville; WFAM-FM, Jacksonville; WRUF,
Galnesgllle; WQXM-FE: Clearwater; WYSE, Inverness; WHO0O, Orlando; wLey, .

St. Pﬁfebeu;g; WQIK, Jacksonville; WGTO, Cypress Gardens; WWJB, Brooksvllze.

+

Table 7 showy That two_stations. (WMOP, 16.0%, and WTMC, 46.0%) ‘were

. Achesen as "preferred radio stations" by the highest percentages of low-Income

black respoﬁaents'who'answered,the question. Five radio sfations recelved
the highest number of responses froqilow-lncome whites who answereé‘the .
,question° WMOP, 23‘0%; UTMC 12.5%; NT&S 15 12,'NFUZ;FM, 14.5%; and WYZE,
12. 52 Twc radio statlons -~ WMOP and WTMC -- appear to have been the most

pular with all income/raclal groups.’ ' s

/Newspaper usage. The daily amounts of time respondents said they spent

) . B ) . ,\ . ." Fy
) reading newspapers are shown in Table 8. Thi's table shows .that 77.5%
ojflncome blacks and 79.5% of !ow-income whites said they read newspapers

daily, 92 0% of hlgh income b!acks and 88.7% of hugr income whites said they

read newspapers daily. ‘ , o : . o
These results are somewhat similar to andiﬁgs in"a previous media
use study. Rees and Paisley (1967) found that income was a strong predictor

of newspaper use with newspaper reading doubling from low- to high-income

-
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TABLE 7 (cont.)
Income/Racial Groups of Pre-Tréatment Respondents

3
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Tevels, The pne-treatment survey showed ai average of 1, 8% dIf.erence

between the. percentages ofi Iow~£n ome respondents who said*they read .

,

newspapers dally and the high-inccme respondents who gave sumilar responses’ .

’ .
- s

with the high-income respondents reporting the higher percentages of

. newspaper da!ly readersh]p } : y,’ e };. 3 ‘ ‘

The newspapers that newspaper~reading respondents said they read most

?

-
are shown in Table 9 which is a crosstabulatson ofiincome/tgcial‘groups
wlth newspapers read most. The newspapers respondedts mentioned when asked ,

/
Y i

-ghat newspépers they read most were: the Ocala Stdr-Bannerv the Orlando

vﬁknxlnel, the Tam a Trtbune, the Florida TImes-Union, the Miami Hera!d

theJkuﬂsuLﬁazettg the St. Petersbur Tig » the Lake County Lake News, \ ’
ﬂ .

the Voice gf §gg;h Mari on, the Gainesville Sun, the Jacksonvllle Journal,

the Wxiliston Sun, the Levy County Journal, the Chiefland Citizen, the

-z. / re

Citrus County Chronicie, the Crystal RIver Suncoast Sentlnei The Poster In

Homosassa Springs, the Beverly Hills |nqulrer, the {nverness Advertiser,

” 'Y

and the Tamga Times, : Sty T '

i

Table 9 shows that the Ocala Star-Banner was the most frequently

ment {oned qewspager; 73.3% of the tow-income blacks and 38.3% of the .

low-income whites sald they read the Ocala Star-Banner more than any other
. ‘. g -

newspaper. . .. ' o

i

Movie usage, Table 10 shows the frequency of movie attendance by

, Income/racial groups. The tahle reveals that 25.1% of the low-income blacks
and 15.7% of the Tow-income whites said they attend movies; 50.0% of the

high-nncome blacks and 39. 72 of the high-{ncome whites said that they attend

z

‘movies. .
. ~ . .

e i r
Data on respondents' favorite nights for attending movies are presented .

-

A3

* .
. ]
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_ lh Tabfe 11. The highest percentage (s. 62)‘\F low-income black respondents

( sald they had no feggrite hight or nights for attending movies. However,

K7 indlcated "Sunday", .9% said “Saturday“, and 4.7% indlcated tweekehd s

thus, 10. 32 of the low-income black respondents favored movle attendance

t

on weekends.\ The hlghest percentage of low—income whites (7 6%) sald
i \

’they had no. favorlte night or nights.for movie attenﬁance.A ’

The movie theaters that movie-going respondents sald they prererred to

‘ attend are shown ‘in Table 12. The theaters that the respondenta said they

\J

referred to attehd were.

*

the F}orlda Theater in i)cela.t the Ocala Twin
v ff‘},\ N

e 'Yhedier, the Ocala Drlve In Theater, the Skylark Drive In Theater in Ocala)
.L" ‘ :

~
¢ .

the Springs Theater in Ocala, the Plaza Theater in Euﬂt‘s,‘the Vista Theater

. . in Leesburg, the Suburbla Drive In Theater in Gainesv!ﬂe, he Arcade Theater

-~ *
L v

. in Vil]iston, the Chief Theater In Chiefland, the inverne&s ‘Theater, and

¢

the Springs Theater in Crystal River. -

Tahle 12 indicates movie-go!ng\ﬁow-lncome blacks primarily preferred two

.

theaters; the Florida Theater was mentioned'by 42.9%° end the Gcala Twin was

., mentioned by 28.6%, Movte-golng low-income whites primartly preferved two

-

theaters: the OEaia Twin (37.0%) and the Springs Theater (22.2%).

- .
¥

S Conclusions on medla use. - Findings from the pre~treatment survey on the

N

med{g}ose habits of respondents i!lqstrate that different populat(dn groups

have /tfferent media‘use patterns. These patterns shéuld be considered wnen

destgning an information campaign to dlssehtnate vecational and technical

education program information to target population groups.
~ .

Comparison of Pre-Treatment and Post Treatment
. Samp]e Charactenstlcs
.

-

It Is possible that random variation could have resuited In differcaces
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County. In the post-treatment survey, 660. (65.5%) were from Marton

in the demdgraphic gbaracter!stlcs of Iﬁdlvlduais in the pre- reatment?

.

. : . f
survey and the post-treatment survey. Although the same sampling procedures

were used ln the poqt~treatment survey as in the pre-treatment survey,'
"

* comparison of ~the samp!es‘ demographic data was made In order to assure their

.. similarity. The comparISOn showed that any varfations were very minor and

thus could not account for possible differences in pre-treatment and post-

treatment’ Information levels. ) s

¢ County of residence. Findings from the pre-treatment survey show

that 633 (61.2%) were from Marion County (of which 406 were from Ocala),

286 (27.7%) were from Citrus County, and 115 (11.1%) were from Levy

B . . b .o
County {of which 394 were from Ocala), 226 (22.4%) were From Citrus

Caunty, 122 (12, 1%) were from Levy County. o

Urban/non-urbah residency. For the purpose of this study, ''urban"

was considered to be any Inéorporated,grea of 2,506 or more. According .

to the Chambers. of Commerce in the service area of the co!ieée, five

13
.

‘incorporated areas were urban according to this definition. in .

Marion County,30ca1a was the only area considered urban. (n Citrus County,

Crystal River and anerness were c!assified as urban; and In Levy County,

‘

Wiltliston and Chlefland were classified urban.

In the pre-tre;tment sdfvgy, 626 (60%) of the respondents were
consider;d urban, and thefrematnﬁng L4 (40%) were considered non-urban.
In the post-treatment survey, 578 (57.3%) were considered urban and the

rema1n3ng 430 (42.73) were considered non-urban.

I R '\ N
« - % N
.
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Length of area reetdqpc§ The pre-treatment furéey.:esuits revealed Va
!

thdt 658 (63.63%) of the respo?dents sald rhe, had

?
967 (93.5%) of the 1,034 pref%reatment respon érits had llved in the area over

a year. The post~treatme resu!ts showed/éhat 673 (66.8%) of the J’SPondentS
sald they had itved In/yhe area more t an fiva years, and 280 (27. 8%)

- - sald between “one and ﬁfve years. Tnyé/ 953 (94 52) of the 1 008 po?t-
treatment responden(é had 1ived in/the area over a year.: These hlgh

/
percentages In both surveys Indicate that any lack of luformat!on the

/ . N
respondents had about vocatlofial and technlcal education could not jbe -

.‘w-..,_....__.._«

-

attrlbuted to the respondents‘ living In the area only a short whl’e. .

~

»

|
Occugation. The pf?mary reason for asking respondents both t?elr

occupatlons and lncome levels was to asslst in determ!nfhg thelr income
|

1evels If they refused to state their annual family incames. Howe’er,
these data may be of va!ue in ptanning.vocational and technical education '
programs and’'in identifying target popylatlon groups. Clearly, the
Jlarge percentages of housewives in both surveys reveal potentlal fgr .
improvfng famlly }ncome through vocatlonal and technical education{
Results of the pre-treatment survey show that 28] (27.2%) of khe ' -

1,034 respondents sald they were housewlves and 271 (26.22) said th;y - .

, were retired; 87 (8.4%) salid they were professiqnal or technical workers,’

59 (5.7%) sa!d they were service workers; 52 (5 0%) sald they were 1

> .salesworkers; and 52 (5.0%) said they were non-farm laborero. ‘Less than 5. 02

) of respondents classlf%ed their oceupations In any of the other
- . ] ‘ \

. occupation categownies.
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In thédpost~treatment survey; 277 (27.5%) of the 1,008 respondents ‘
sa!d they were ret!red and 226 (22. kz) “sald they were housewtves, 81
(8 0%2) said they were professional or technlcal workers: 60 (6. 02) sald
they were service workers; 57 g5=7z) sald they.were unemployed; 55 (5.5%)
said they were.studentsé'and 52 (5.2%) said they were clerical wo}kers;ALess

than 5i9¥ of respondents classified thelr occupations In any of the other '

~5

ogcupation categories. ' .
Education; The~pre-treatment survey results show that 4!5 (39.9%)

of the 1% 03& respondents sald completion of hlgh schoo! was thelr -educa~ o
tional 1eve]. However, 287 (27 8%{ sald they had comp!eted less than a

hIgh school educat!on.{ The remaln!ng 334 (32.3%) respondents sald they .

-~

had completed at ieast one to three years of college. fn.the post-treatment ’
sufvey, 342 (34.0%) of the 1,008 respondents sa!d compidtibn of h!gh school
‘was theIr edhcatlonal level} 319 (31 6%) ‘sald they had less than a high
school education;’ and the remaining 295 (29.3%) of the respondents said
they had completed at least one to three years of college.

. Age. The pre-treatment survey results indicated that 984 (27.5%)

~ of the | 034 respondents said they were 65 or older: 389 (37 6%) were
between 45 and 64.years of. age; 65.1% of the respondents were 45 years or
older. Another 266 (25.7%) were between 25 and 44 years of age. In the
post-treatment survey, 341 (33:8%) of the 1,008 resﬁgndents reported they
were between 45 and 64 years old; 280 (27.8%) said they were 65 years or .
older; 61.62 were 45 years.or older. Also, 257 (25.5&) said they were

between 25 and LYy years of age.-
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.Seilu ln the pre—tteatment survey 705 (68.2%) of the 1,034 respondents
were fema!e.and 326 (31.5%) were male. In the post- treatment survey 699
. (69. 32) of the 1,008 respondents were female and 30& (30.2%) were ‘male.
//, Race. Because of the smal} number of non-black and non-whlte respon-
dents {nina in the‘pre~treatment-surve§ and 12 in the postltreatmentvsurvey)
this study used on!y the wh!te and.black races. “In the pre-treatment survey
846 (81.8%) said they were wh!te and 157 (15.2%) said they were black in
the post-treatment survey 824 (81. 72) of the 1,008 respondents sald they
. : '

were white and !66 (16. 5%) sald they were black.

Family,income. in the pre-treatment survey 502 (48 5%) of the 1,034

) respondep reported (or Tt was estimated) they had annual family incomes

dents reporté or it was estlmated) they had annual famlly !ncomes of less

than $7,000 and 476 (ﬁ7 2%) had annual family incomes of 47,000 or more.

‘Anpual family cncoggs Informatlon.was not avai)ab!g in bb cases In the

pre-treatment survey and 39 cases in the post-treatment survey. >

3 ¢

Compartson of Pre-Treatment and Post-Treatment i
lnformatton Levels

7
1

Description of the leveJq.,‘Four levels of information were designated In

this study. The four levels of information were as follows: o A
. LEVELJI' Respondents did not know that vocational and technlcal education -, w
_courses were offered In the area, where such courses were offered or why such’
courses were offered. ' '

LEVFL 2% §ESpondents knew that vocational and technical education courses

-~

were offered In the‘area, but did net know where or why they were offered.

e

b‘ 45
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LEVEL 3:. Respondsnts kneu that vocatlional and technical education courses

|
|
: 5

weré offered in the area and were able to name some places in the area where

such courses were offered. They did .not know why such courses were offered.
LEVEL L Respondents knew that vocational and technical education courses
were offered tn the area, were able to"nams some places in the area where such -

courses were offered, and gave acceptabie reasons as to why such courses were

~

w

offered. o S —e .

-,

The.reiationships of the levels of information tc the questions asked In

the pre-treatment survey and post-treatment surVey questionnaires were
straightforward except fcg on Levei 4 (why the courses were offered) destion 4. %
(*'Do you think tax mOney ought ‘to be used to pay for job training courses for
peopie?") and Question 5 (“th do you think so?") were used as indirect means

of determining if respondents knew why vocational and technlcal education courses
. L . Id ". A
: ?
were offered. «

-~

The following were deemed acceptable reasons why vocational and technical-

1

education courses are offered: Vocational and technical education "
, -'-'ﬁeipfs people find jobs. . ‘
-~ gives beoﬁle entry~ievei skiiis ’ C ; R
~= provides peopie with skilis for promotion in their jobs.
-~ helps improve job productivity by providing job skitls.
—-.heips.provide,more tax revenue (moré-skilled people would pay higher:
taxes than they would without such s%iils). 4
- heips the community by generating more tax redenue and/or training
paopie for- Jobs. L o

-- heips the ccuntry/state/community by providing Job skills for pbrsons

3

recelving welfare assistance and thus helping those people find Jobs, °

S
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Findings on information levels, Table 13 shows the classif!cation of

: . the target. groups accordi‘ng to 3nformation level for the pr‘e-t.reatment and

- s

', . \ ; . .
. Income white and ]ow—Income black target groups had a loss in percentage in

) post-trﬁggment surveys. tt can be observed froim this table that both the lowr
the "No Information'' level-(-8.3% and -15.3% respectively). These losses In
perceptage each were statistlcally slgnfficant at the,,OS'level‘. rt also
.shouio be noted that theyne§t‘3evei (knew that courses were offered ) each In-

" ‘creased in perceotage; only the Increase for tﬁe‘lou-ﬁncoue whjte group was

s?bniflcant at the .05 level. However, the inciease.ln percentage at the oext

level (knew where courses were offered) for the,low~Income.blaok group increased

5|gnificantly (.05 level)cv There were Increases In both groups at the Hwhy!

level but the‘jncreases were not statistically significant at the .05 level. *

Appareqtly, the loss of percentages in the 'No Informatlon' level resulted in

. :. - increases In percentages in higher ‘levels, - PR

-

b

.ﬁhlle higﬁ-income white and high=income black were not target groups of

prime- Interest In this study, It was of interest to include them as information

. h 1 * I d

on them was available as a result of the sampling procedure. {t can be observed

that In toe '"No )nformation' level rhere';as,a loss -in the h!go-income white .
group of'6 1% (significant at the .05 fevel) An increase In percentage (8.8%)
can be noted in this group at the “wherqr level (slgntficant at the .05 level),
However, no other statlstlcaily signlficant Increase or decrease in percentage

for the hlgh-nncome groups occurred. - q

Istatistical signiflcance was defermined from the fornuia:

(p1 - pz) M Z“A/ qu #p pzqz o

Where p1 is-proportion in post-treatment survey

A . o . :
. "' Py is proportion in pre-treatment survey.
/// . i zop2 is percentage under Z curve. distribution at .05% level or 1.96
nt and n2 are samples of the post-treatment and pre-treatment surveys,
Q . ‘“42:5respectiVely
ERIC . ‘
== N a8 ., .
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-TABLE 13

‘Selected Target Groups 'Classified

by Vocational and Technical Education

Information. Levels Prior Té and After

L]

Information Dissemination!

No .
. Information That Where. “Why. NG
Group "+ (3) _ @ . @) @
-Low- | ncome Priof ' 63.0° 3.3 - 31.2 2.5 365
White s After ’ 54.7 7.3. 33.7 ¢ - 4.3 395
N )7 ' ;D4ffer§ncg ) -8.3% 4. 0% 2.5 1.8 -
Low-Income ~  Plor "8h.9 1.9 12.3 5 106 .
’ Difference ~15.3* 2.9 10.1% . 2.3
" High“Income  Prior 2.0 . 3.9 MY 12,9 457
- .White After 35.5. L.4 . 4839 9.8 429
. -Difference ~6.1% - 8.8% -3,
" High-Incoine = Prior | 5%.1 6.1 22.5 163 49
. Black, After . 61.0% 0.0 34,1 k.9 4
. . 9Ifferehce . 3.9, =6..] 11.7 -9. 4 R

o \ -
-+ *Significant at.the .05 level.

-~

I1he negative n

RO

\

.\t
AN

N

]

Qthrs in the "No lnformation“.category indicate that

subjects gained informat{oq'about vocational and technical education between
the pre-treatment survey and the post-treatment survey.

1

¥
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Sources of vocationa!.and teahnical educatlon (nformation Table "4 shows
e

the sources to which respondents attr!bute} thelr know‘ﬁfge of vocational and

. A

>

.

- . technical educatian information. The_slpg!e gurce cited by the mbst

respondents was "persopal contact'; this source\ggmprised 20.0% of the®
7

-~ . \
. respondents. The newspaper was mentioned by 12.7% of the respondents, and

7.3% mentioned multiple sources. The other sources were mentioned less

i

: . frequently. L *ﬁﬁ L ' .
‘ While a media effect may operate through personal ¢ ntact, the reason for
the .comparatively high frequency of persénal conty t may be due to the lack of

organlzed effort to disseminate information ig/{;:#past. .Since little organlzed

¢ , effort had been made prev:ously, the percentage cited for the newspaper and

;vf . radio most likely were related to efforts of .this prgject. Therefore, the
- ‘ L newspaper and the radio are t'he mos t ;;rocni;s;ing media to eff,ectivély raise the

level of vocational and technlcal education information in this area.
- . - h .

.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS .

1 .

L

14

R Y This study determined the levels of information aﬁout‘vocational and

S - . - Y .

technical educatfon held by persons in the service area of Central Florida
.- ’
Community College. The numbers of persons In income/racial groups at each

level were determined prior to and after an information dissemination campaign

was conducted to raise information levels.

¥

An analysis- of the’results revealed that significant change occurred in
" numbers of persons at the various levgls for both low-income white and
‘[ow-income black groups. Specifically, fewer persons were at the '"No

& ) Information" level and more persons were Jn the higher levels after the

. Information campaign.
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Summing the percentage of Increase for each information level (exclud

n

- $No lnformataon") resulted in a total of 23. 62. Applylng thts percentage to

-

7

the total low~ income white and black target groups in the informatlon campalgh

area gives an estimated 12,500 of such persons who had Increased'levels of

Informatlon. T ’ i ,i o

Lt

The results of the pre-treatment surrsy on levels of information
substantiate flndlngs reported by Dobson and Edwards (1871) on their 1971
statewide survey of Elorida.residents. Dobson and Edwards found that levela
of speciric information about vbcational and technical educatlor opportunities
were eutre@ely low, éhd persons in,1owerustatus groups == those host I'tkely “to

benefit from uocational and technical education colrses --"had less Informatlon

»

about vocational agd techn <al educatlon than other groups

This study clearly shows that the vocatlonal and techntcal education

»

information levels of the iower income groups can be significantly raiaed

v

through appropriate Lse of media. If the condition of having basic information,

©

about vocational and technical educatlon is a prerequisite for desire of

c!tizens tc improve their economlc situaﬁjon and/or to adequately support
* L4
vocatignal and techhical educat.ion through the tax structure, the ;mplementat!on
. ' -
of sim;lar lnformation projects to raise information’ Jevels throughout Florida

‘s

£t
x

-

would be worthwhile.
- N R . * ) N - i

) . _ « “RECOMMENDAT ONS _ TR U

: o . S e ! '
That vocational and technical eddcation can proviﬂé:gponomic mobility for
g r
Indivzduals as well as economtc development for communlttes is beyond questlon.
: 5 ot

However, the Isterature and the results of thxs study Ind;cate that the persons

v -~ 5 - .

-~ who could profit most from VOcet:onal and technlca] educatnon programs know .

' - ~

very little about such programs. " %
e : '
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\ -

lf knowledge cf program 7nformation Ls a,prerequisi:e for enrnl!ment in

educational programs, it is questlonable ‘that equal access is being provided

"

currently by public vocatlonal and technicatl educational institutions when

2 R

discrepancies exist in levels of 3nformatnon be?ween inuome/raclal groups. .
‘Fyrther, 1t should be noted that pubiic support for vocational and
technical education may relate to the levels of information of c{tizens. . \\\\\
Far these ceasons, vogatiodal and technical education ;ﬁstitut!qnsAshould
assume responsfbiiity for assesstng.and attempting to raise infdrmation levkls
:of citizens in thefr service areii The purpose of this study was to assist
institutions which aYe .assuming thls responsibillity; specifically, multi-media
mater!;ls were dovefoped and eva!uated in order to present Informatcon about
vocational and technical edUcation to Specific target groups. These mater!a!s_
are Enc!uded in the Appendices of this report. The Fo]lowbng,a(e recommendations
on the use of’these materials: " B ,‘

ne

1. Appenaices A and B contain the questionnaires ‘used in this study. it

- LAY

-

"Is reczommended that vogationa! and.technical education institutions cohstruct

i . . oy

simiJar qugstibnnaires for asséssiﬁé levels ofgInformation and media use
- . A . -

s et N oL e .
patterns of citlzeis'in their service areas. Data collected with these instru-
Jments will facilitate the identification of target groups to be recipients of

" vocatlonal and technical educatnon.program information.
. ’

2. Appendix C contains media materials used in the |nformatson campaign
" ‘ L]

in this study.‘ These are recommended as ﬁypes of cutlines, radio and film

scripts, and newspader advertisement copy, that can be used in information.
o - . ..o
campaigns. v LY
- « ‘ ‘
3. Appendix D shows comparative costs of paid advertising time or space

and free public service announcements of media considered for this study. It

‘can be bbserved from this Appendix that the cost of prime television time is;

L 9 * .
0. >t . .

R . T * ~
.
% -
. S -
- Y
. - -

e
©w
£
.i
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' D T . .
prohibitive for most vocational and technical educational institutlons. Furthe?,

the few free public service announceménts that are avallable are run at times

5

’ when- few persons {n the target groups are watching television. However, radio

and newspaper time and space are welatively Inexpenslve, and useful public

*

service time and‘space can- he obtaliped. ance the results of this study were

%

attr!byteg_to radio and newépapet, these media are recommended as effective

channels for Qissem{nating~vocational and technical prpgrah {?formatlon.

Only one movie theater of three appraaéﬁed would provlde{f}ee~or paid | j‘-
advertisement iime'becauee of prohibielve~polieies. Movie theatefs in the
servnee area of vocat;onal and technncal educatnonal institutions should be ‘
contacted before any movies are made to be shown In theaters. Should it be
‘ ascertained that theaters will run mes about vocational and techntcal educattor .'
’ programs,. the movie script in Appendix C could bé used as. a movte scr#pt~wrlting

‘QUIdE._ Also, the actual £11m used iIn thls study couid be borrowed from the,

)
P

; ~ Florida State Advisory Councll on Vochtdonal and: Techn[galﬁEducaticn.
- o s &7
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APPENDIX A :
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PRE-TREATMENT SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE o

-
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Case Number

. .

. 51
N |
PRE~TREATMENT INTERVIEW GUIDE
Respondent's Name B ‘
Addrusé : ;
. Streaet and Number ) ‘
City/Town - L. . :

Hello! Im

Interview Starting Time

e

{(INTERVIEWER, WRITE VOUR WANE 1

N BLANK]} with tHeKMé}fon, Citrus, and tevy County

vocational education research project. We're trylng to find out what people in thi-

i'd apprectate you answeiing a few questions to he!g‘_
. ]

us.

area think about job training.

* -

1) Do ysu know i? any vocational and technical edocation courses such as Job
training in agriculture, electricity,” and mechanics aredgffered in, this area?

Y

1 Yes . "

2 No‘(SKIP:QUESISONS 2~3)

JRNIVEGNNIPIEIEEE PSS S A

3 No answer (SKIP QUESTIONS-2-3)— — - —

2} “there are tﬁey offersd? .

..

i Mentioned one training center g Mentioned programs, but don't
: know where
2 Mentioned two-tralning centers
) 6 No answer
3 Mentiored threa training centers -
) 7 Not applicable

e

4 Mentiored four or more tralning

&

centers .

. ' o6




.t ot ]
. x | 52
. :1
g ,—
» 3) How did you happen to. kncw about this job tralming?
l - Television B ) 6__ | Persona! contact
2 Radls | 7___ Other (gmms IN?) , o
f- 3 Newspapcr : "‘ ,
4 - Billboard ' | 8. Den't know A
5 _____ Combination of media . 9. Not applicable X
i &) Do you think .tax money ought to be used:to pay for job training courses for ‘
‘. people?. .
o i: VYes '
) 2 . N N ) ' :
® 3__ . Ho answer (SKIP QUESTION 5)
. R » ! ¢
5) Why do you think so? N
. . T
I - L S N
oo mmeemees i bt bty Rt et et i el .
‘ -, tle would like to get information abdut job 'training to peaple !fkg-you by
using. newspapers, televicion, radlo, and movies.
Lﬁ
-~ . = / *
6) How much time do you usuaHy spend a day watchlna telev:s/dn?
¥
1 _lLess than one hour (, 5 Four or mrre hcurs
o Lo o -~
2___One tour - - C 6> | Nom. (skip QUEST(ONS 7-9) o
® Two hours ) N onse
: 3 Tw 7 _No respons: \
l‘ _ 4 Thiee hours ‘ r~
» . L1 . « v’
[ F ! - 5’?




0

o

5
e e e )

-

7 Generally, what hours do you watch:televj;ldn most?. . ... - .

»

]

8) If you could watch only one televislon channel, which one would you chocse?

* .
. \: ‘ t

-

9) Is that on cable TV?

I_:___;Yes
2 Ko '

3____Don't know ) . '75
h_____Ho answer .
5 'Nof’%ppficgble ‘ N . ] ‘. )_ ) “

10) chug'ﬁcw many hours a day do you Speéd listening to thﬁlépdlo?, ~
!a;:;_}ess than one hour " 5____Four or more hours ,
2____One hour ' © "6 Nene (SKlP QUESTIONS ll-lZ)
3. _Two haur, w1 ____No respense \
A Three hours o ' co

? -

17) General!y,iwhat hours would yuu most I;kely be listenlnq to the radio?

P .- e e = - —_—— = ¥

A

]

.

12) Tf you éould listen to only one radto'staqibn, which one woulé you choose?

-

13) What nehspapers do you read reguiarly? (/

. 2§~

a8




.
‘% ’
x
. .
-

14)  What one newspaper do you read ‘the most?

N 15) .. How much. time do you spend a day reading nswspapers?
. ¢ 4 *

i ' Les's. than i'hour"‘ 5 . Three hours

Four or more Hours

2 Less tham one hour but over 6|
% hour B T .
. oo S 7 None
3 . About one hour - - )
, > » 8 _____No response
R h_ - Two hours . ‘
3 - 16)- Abo‘ut how often g you gq o =the‘ m,ov.tes?{ . ) > ‘
P /1____ Several times a week © 5 Less than once a month
: @ 2 Avout once a week | 6 Never (SKIP QUESTIONS 17-18)
| 3____ Several times a month ° o 7____Noanswer
X I About ance a month - S k )
17) What movie theater do you go to most often?
'y . . . )

-

1

!8) Mhat nfght or nights are Jyour favorites for going to the movies? -

. - 3-

_~03___.__.;___.Sundayi ‘ . 05___ Friday
Dzmﬁonday . 07____Saturday:
| N 03 Tuesday . ,I 08___ Mo favorites
- 0 MWednesday . ‘ 02___ No enswer
65___ Thursday - - 10___ Not applicable

29
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nnn.gﬁn-n-qu-o-_-.“.b--o-u:o-eu-.-u-,-‘---ov“ﬂﬂ-uoo---u---n---‘—-----\-»o--ﬁ—‘-lﬂ—-"-;-"-'.‘

. - Finally; | need to ask you a few wore questions ‘that will help us offer - -
job training courses to'mqn".dﬁffarent kinds of people. . .
--." ...... . v ---;.:...--.u-—é’----ao-g—-ii D LD D N % W 0 4D TP 90 A T Ll Lodd it dal el

.k ) V/ . .- $:

19). How long have you lived in thls drea? :

1..' tess than 6 months . . .

" 2___% months. - 1-year _ ‘ C . /‘
315 years : L e ., . .
"h___More than 5 years: '

: - o
. 20) What kind of work do' you do? "
. N /e
s . . . ] B :
’ White-Collar Workers ' Blua-Coliar Workers ' “
01 Professional and technical 05 Craftsmen and kindred workers
workers ' . :
S . 06 Operatives
02 Managers and administrators " s
~ (except'farm) - 07 Nonfarm laborers
03 Salesworkers " 08_.__Service workers
04' Clerical workers . 63_ __Farm Workers
’ ' )
Other
" 10__® Housewife (WHAT IS YOUR HUSBAND'S OCCUPATION? . -
o _ : N
1 Student g 7,

12 Unemployed

——p—————

13 Retired (WHAT DID YOU DO FOR A LIVING BEFORE RETIREMENT? ____ _

v

- ’ )




-
NS

R ) s
- S - 56
-
. . | R
21) What was the h‘!s;hest grade }{du completed in school? ’ . s
Elémentéi*y Sc'hool i _\ PR . Coﬂege o )
Imi!nder 5 years. ) 6_!____ -3 years ‘
- 2____5-7 years 7____h years or more ' ",’
3______8@\,;e.ars . K 8____ No answer , . ~
., Highscheol ' |
) b 1-3 years . - l )
5 & years el ’
- ='22)  (INTERVIEWER, fa‘v T0 GUESS AT AGE GROUP AND ASK“ABOUT THAT GROUP?)
A Are you? ' o S ‘ - P
1 Undér 16 years ‘A . . 5___ li5-6h ;iar,s‘
2 ____16-19 years 6 - 65 years or ovel: ) ‘
3 20-24 years o 7. No shswer ’ ‘
4 25-% years T \
23) Your race? ’ ’ , )
1" " White: | 5. Spanish-American
2 Black . " 6____ Other (WRITE IN!) . :
7’73‘_.;7__0rtenta\f-'-American‘ S
& American indian 7____ No answer :%% S
T R

61
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' END OF INTERVIEW . '

( ' l O - »

‘ﬁ\ provnpnpsgsysprpmpsppe e YR YT TR Y T RTEE L L L DL Lol ol dedaled diad A u-@:-n--\—-- VS PO G TR A5 W WP =b WO Wb AP S 5

Interview Complet!on Time . - \

24} And finally, Is your family income? (NTERVIEWER, TRY TO GUESS INCOME AND
ASK RBOUT THAT INCOME GROUP!)

(S

___Under $3000 o s
- ‘Betwaen $3 000 and $4,999

Between $5 000 and-$6, 999
‘Between $7,000 and $9,999 7

515,000 and aver  _ ' .

No answer ' : . .

2
.
h
S Bagyé&n £10,000 and §14, 399
6
71
8~

Doesn't know annual income, but makea WEEKLY
’ . ’ -
- ) or . MONTHLY.
) r

---------------- oa-----n-u-u---a---u--mn------o--c-a--adunum-n-------aa-o-a-mnp-

Thank .you for cooperat!ng with us. Your answers will help us in trying to
provide. job training courses and programs for more people in this area.

iS) (-NTERV!ENER WHAT 1S THE RESPOMDENT'S SEX?)

1 Male

g} \
2 female

rid
.
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e
I
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* -

i T \~TelephoneuNumber'+_ A ! s
{ ‘ . 4 . T LY
5 g [ - EOSI:'[REAI’HENLINIERW—EH—'GUIDE~——— -
Case llumber . Respondent's Mame ' ‘
e T ‘Address_ L
‘ ’ Street ‘and Number
s ' ‘ City/Tomn  _____ _ _ *. . ’
; Date of Interview . : Interview Starting Time
“‘-6-?-~-‘*-~--,.'--------‘---.--DQU---l.i.---i.-‘.D..ﬁ--!--*ﬁ--%.-.--.‘-‘-.‘---'.'---,-- -
Hello! t'm . L S . S .
(INTERVIEWER, WRITE YOUR IN BLANK} with the Marion, Cltrus, and Levy County
vocational -education research project.. We're trying to find out what people In this
area think about job training. 1I'd appreciate your answering a few questions to
help us. . . . ‘ :
. 1) Do you know if any vocational and technica?l education courses such as jéb
tralning In agriculture, electricity, and mechanics are offered in_this area?
; i Yes :
-/ 2____ No (SKIP QUESTIONS 2-3) = -
. - 3___ Mo nswer (SRIP QUESTIONS 2-3)" D W
. 2) ‘Where are they offered? i L . c
hY : 7 il - R
. , . 7 P . ;- e
) M i ’ ! i ; \‘ﬁ\;'f
" ‘\ { . 1 )
=T
. 01 Menticned one training center 05 Mentioned programs, but don't
A ' . ‘ ) N know where .
%02 Mentlioned two training centers N .
= . o ’ a2 N N&Yanswer
03 Mentioned three tralning centers -
' . ) 12 Not applicable
. - 04 Mentioned four or more tralning

(‘ﬂ\\\\\~ centers
~ N




B) Do you think tax woney -ought to be used to pay for Job tqalning courses for

people? - _ - . . . L
‘l Y%s - Y, ‘ ‘ -
. 2 ¢ ’Jo - Ac
® R . . . <
3 o answer (SKIP QUESTION 5) .' .
’ | L. ’ . < :
5) thy do you think so?. . _ ‘ i
.‘ £
N 9 M N

A3

6) Do you plan to enreil in any vocational and technical education courses? °

~

1 Yes

7__¥a - : - e

3, No answer N\i

7) Wou!d\you Tike to have ‘tnformation about Central Florida Commun!ty Col!ege s
vocational and technical ‘education courses sent.to you?

a

N\

O | Yes I N ' '
2 No

3 No answer ’ - o :

L Yoo . ' 60
- \
o - . ® 5 .
" » , ’ - -
3) How "did you ‘happen to know about this job-training?
o 701‘ Tele tx!on r + " 11___Personad contact -
02 _Radlo | ) 12___Other (MAUTE IN!)____ |
03__) Newspaper | _ |
ok ___'_,Lﬂnlboa‘rd» ~ N - . . Don't keow
‘ 05 \Combtnatlon of ma&lé ;' ) W____Not appglcab!e




< .
« ‘ '\q 5 ¥ * \'1{; '61
° s . * [ ™ ..
At Central 'Flor:lda't:onmunity College, we have been trying 'to publicize our .
vocational and technical education courses ‘through such media as television,
- radio, and newspapers. We are trying to help people prepare themselves to get
jobs, to get’promoted in .their present jobs, or to get better jobs. | need to
ask you a few more questions that wiTl he'p us offer job training courses to
many different kinds of people. S :
’ . LT, T T trm T T e s e e e
8) What kind of work do'you do? _
.'\ . ’ ’ 4 ) " B3 .u" o
‘White=Collar Morkers . Blue-Collar Workers . ° N\ .. 7
. O = . a '
01 . ‘Professional and technical ™. 05 Craftsmen dnd kindred workers
workers’ - i . )
. 11 Mperatives: .
02 Hanagers and administrators . .t s
T (except farm) L2 Monfarm laborers :
03 Salesworkers - ’ ; 13__ - Service Workers
04 Clerlcal workers . 14 Farm tlorkers . °,
Other o
15 Housewife {WHAT IS YOUR HUSBAND'S OCCUPATION? ‘ BT
) .
2} Student . \
22 .« Unemployed . '
23 Retired (WHAT DID YOU DO FOR A LIVING BEFORE RETIREMEMT? :
- )
———t
9) How tong have you Vived in this area? ’
1 __ less than 6 months
2 6 months - 1 year . '
_____1=5 years ) '
___More than 5 years .




‘that was the Mghest"gradé\ydu completed in school?’

< 0F

/'/ >
) Y ]

School
A;I g

Elementary Collsge

-

k] 1~3 years

12)

03

. Y .
0k 1-3 years T, , ,

0} Under 16 years °

Undor'5 years °

Y2___ U years or more

8 years ’ . 13____lNo answer

<A

02_~__§575y¢ars" .

High School -

05__ "k years . .o e
(INTERVIEWER, TRY TO GUESS AT AGE GROUP AMD ASK ASOUT THAT GROUP!)
Are yéu? '

05 . b5-6h years"
R

02____16-19 years® 65 years or over

03 . - 20-2k years ! 12 No answer

o4 25-hk years - v,

Your race?
¥

]| White ¢ _ ' ‘ B

02 Black . ' )

Oriental-american
*

_American indian T

03
3hy.

At

05 " “Spanish-American : i . N

1 _"_ Other {WRITE iINl) - . '

+

r— o — sy e apha et cad e o ntibend i -

12

.No answer

1]




p g ‘ 63
‘ !3) And fina!ly, Is your family {ncoma? (lNTCRVlEWFR Y TO GUESS INCOMF AND - -
w ASK ABOUT THAT INCOME 6R0UP1) : o L }
" ot __ Under $3,000 - S / | | 1
””” . 02 Between. §$3,000 and $4%,999 o T ”“'"*”“’“’
. 03___ Between $5,0;)D‘aud 56,999 g ' . :
| 0h___ Between $7,000 and 9,999 ’ o
05__ & Between §10,705 and $14,999 . '_ | :
li;_;___$!5,000 and ov}er ! ‘
12 ___glo answer . . .,
‘ . i3______Doesn t know -annual Income, but makes* e ‘ WEEKLY
. or _____ NONTALY.
- » t
cmmremeeniene oo e——.— cmmmomne——— Nemmmsemnanase ""'"""""""f ...............
‘\ o ‘Thankz- you for cooperating with us,. Your answers will help us !n trying to
provide job training courses and ‘prograns for more people in thfs area.
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' SCRIPT FOR MOVIE Y
) ON VOCATIONAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCAT{ON » >

A +

Vocational eaucatlon‘could mean somethling to youl Are you:

~~ a high school graduate seeking a vocation? B ’ "

a housewife with no recent trasning wanting to work? '
—  "-a return!ng veteran facing a tlght Job market? . : T e

-~ an adult temporarfly out of work?

-= employed but seeking advancement on the Job or a pew opportunity? '

The State of Florida supportsrepeortunlty for personf with these and
:other goals through high school; erea voeatlohal centers; and community l
gollegee. . ‘ . oo 0! ] N ' ) *
in this’area, th!é opportunity Is provided by Ce;}rai Floriﬁa.gfmmunItQ

‘ Co!]ege where modern trainmg programs are offered which lead tb

steady-paying jobs with a future. Examples of such rongP; are law enforcement,
radfological health technology, nursing, cosmetology, and machine tool and

radio~TV repair. - Complet!on of high school Is no; required for admlss!on to. .

-~
* s

many of these programs.. N _— —
. ' For further information, phode college'adm ssions,

P 1

( - (20 ’ ]
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‘ o SCRIPT FOR RADIO PUBLIC SERVICE ANNOUNCEMENT -

R . ON VOCATIONAL AMD TECHNICAL_ EDUCATION ° «
. Vocational education cguld mean e; lot .to you! Are you: ¢ k
. ~- g highqscho’o.l graduate looking for a‘ career? '&& NA
' 4 == a housewife with no recent fralning Who wants to work?
o - - e

. EXY . ’ /
a returning veteran facing a tight joh market?

*

-- out, of work?

.
- . - s
. .
.-
o~ ~

eﬁnp!oyed but seeking a/'pfromoéion or a better Job? .

H

’

Central Florida Community College: offers training pr_ogram;s which lead to .
stéady*payihg jobs. These programs Include nursing, law enforgement, and

radio-TV repair. A high school diploma is not requlred.'for many proérams.h
s vy L ) N ]
For more informatign, call Central Florida_Community College at 237-2111..
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. 'SCRIPT FOR RADIO PUBLIC SERVICE ANNOUNCEMENT
g - * 0N VOCATIOMAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATLON

— - [y

Vocational education could mean a lot to you!

-~

Centra! Florida Comnunity College In Ocala offers a wide variety of
trai»nmg programs wh]ch lead to steady~paylng jobs. These programs include

Taw enforcement, rad(ologncai health techno!ogy, nursing, cosmetology, and

. - - *

machine tool and radio-TV repair. Many programs do ;\ft require a high school
J?p,\oma., - L ¢ . - ' '
. e L3 s

‘For more Information, call Central Florida Community College at

‘ ' 237;2111, Extension 86. * ' )
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. - SCRIPT FOR RAD!O PUBLIC SERVICE ANNOUNCEHENT
. . ON VOCAT[OHAL AND TECHH!CAL "EDUCATION ‘
. ) ’ ) ‘ .

-

! Are you jooking for a job or are you seeking advancement in your present
» - » )

) job? lf_53§ vocatlcnal and technical education could be-a great he!p to you,

Central Florida COmmunity College in‘Ocata offers many trainlng programs

whlch lead to steady-payfng ]obs. Among these programs are nurslng,

radlologlcal healtﬁ technology, and law enforcement. A ngh gchool diploma

»

is not required for gany programs. . .

' - o . S
. For more informatlion, ¢all Lentral Florida Community College at

hY

237-2111, Extension 86.
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NEWSPAPER CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENT : |
ON VOCATIONAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION
\ -

1

> P

Want a Job? Central Flo}ida Community College offers -vocatiénal and

.

éechntcat courses leading to steady:bayipg Jobs. fali 237-2111, Ext. 86.
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* CUTLINES FOR NEWSPAPER PHOTOGRAPH .
ON VOCATIONAL AHD TECHNICAL -EDUCATION :

Hammer Traded For T~Square

a

James éolqmey of ‘Ocala has been conélnbd to a wheelchalr since he fell

off a roof gﬁile worklng as-a carpenter. Now’ha is retra!niﬁg In a related
fleld -~ building cqn%tructfon téchnpiogy -3 at CentraI‘F]o}i?a Commun [ty
Coilege. That vocational education program.érépargs students for careers as
supervisors or contractors gf,;mai[-.to medium~-size rgsident{bl ahd’commerctal

buildings. Additional informatlon é?ngernlng vocational education program Is

. \ : .
avallable by contacting the coliege In Ocala.

‘ L/

o

l!’
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CUTLINES FOR NEWSPAPER PHOTOGRAPH
ON VOE&I{ONAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION:

" Clockwork . ] .

Pete Buford, a student'tﬂ the’machlne shop vocational educét!on ﬁr?gram
at Central Florida Community College, Is spending an awful lot of time now so
that he can te!! ttme later. Buford is maktng his own grandfather clock from

scratch, metal’ gears and all. information concernlng the vocatlonal educatlon

ﬁrogram Is avallable by contacting the coliege,




72

1

S 'CUTLINES FOR NEWSPAPER PHOTOGRARH .
. ON VOCAT[ONAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION

Students Aid 'Mu§g$§ Patient

Marsia Dyer, left, and Diane Schomburg are learning to bathe bedridden
patients as part of ‘their trainlng in Céntra! Florlda Community Coliege's

nufsing program. The manikin I5.a pract!ce pattent In this CFCC vocatienat

education program. !nformation concerning vocational educatton program¥ is
’ t

available by cqntacttng the college,

~

1
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CUTLINES FOR NEWSPAPER PHOTOGRAPH
ON VOCATIONAL AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION

’

» Eggplant _
, Dbr, W W McMillen (far right), agribusiness techiology irfStructor at

Cé;tral Florida Community College, and three students In that vocatlonal
pf%gram are qhecktng the effects of dlfferent frrigation syspéms on gtowth‘lf
eégplgnts. The Students are (left to right) Bob Craft, Jack' Cook, afd Nick

Hall. Agribusiness technology prepares students for careers, in such areas as
farm ménagément, horse and cattle fgrmlﬁg, farm equipment sales work, and feed

or seed and fertillizer sales work. Addiqlonal information concerning vogaélpnal

education prograﬁs is avallable by contacting the college.

AN
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APPENDIX .D
COMPARATVE COSTS OF MEDIA TIME/SPACE
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Media Considered _ ‘ .
. ’/;;/_’,,/‘ for Information Campaign S
o . . i .
" Hedia Time/Space ) Cost PSA
. Television - . Prime $145-$400/30 seconds Unllkely
. , ‘ ,
Station Discretion Free : Avaliable
‘ ‘ But
‘ o ' Infrequent
Radic . 6:00-10:00 AM _ $3.65/30 seconds Agal!aﬁle
: . ' And Likely
Néwspaper News Columns . Free - Avallable T

1

Classified Advertisement . .
(five lines) .. $23.80/two weeks . Available

£
Movie. A Regular Cycle Free ‘ Available

)
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