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ABSTRACT - . .

_ A survey was conducted among fcur area high schools.
participating in the John Wood ComnunitgkCollege (Illinois)} Escrow
Program, which extends-®ollege credit t&high schocl semicrs taking
specific courses offered by the high schocl, in order te determine
the extent of student interest in the program. Administered to 52
Escrovw students and 53 non-Escrow students, the gquesticnnaire results
indicated that: the high school students generally supported the’
Escrow coneept, wita over 71% of the Escrow participants and 65% of ' S
the non<participants wanting more ccllege-level courses'available ‘
during the senior year; the transferability cf Escrow credit hours to >
colleges and universities was a concern of students uncertain about
Escrow participation; non-participants atteénding classes offered for
both high school and college credit wtre unawar& that participants
vere subject to more difficult requirements; ‘and, the typical $36 fee
for a three-credit Escrow course was felt.reaschable, and it appeared
that a-scholarship program aimed at those students whc listed cost as
a reason for not participating would not effectively inc:ease‘studént
enrollment in the program. The survey instrument is appended. (LH)

‘

4

)/ . -
ﬂf‘
] 17
. ) ) 1
. o . \
? . . ' ’ |
. -7 ) |
**t*.**#..*#*..*..#.#*.##*.’*...#.##.p#...*....#*#..".."*.*##...*".. ‘
*+ 7 Reproductions supplied by\EDES are the best that car Le made *
* . v -from the briginal dccument. . . *

########*##*#**###############t########################################
] -

4
-~

)




S DA - .. ,
v a1 PERMISSION TO REPROLULE THIS
M/\TEH!F\.L HAS BEEN GRANTED By " 9
i - ’ ‘
.
Y e) Daniel J. Hayes

" . v
w TO THE EDUC ATIOAL RESDLRUES
o\ INFORMATION (ENTE ERIC AND

LOHERS OF THE ERIC SYSTEM .
a j : < ,
\_C:; ATT{TUDES OF HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS
| TOWARD THE ESCROW PROGRA!M AT
[ e i , _ JOHN-WOGD COMMUNITY COLLEGE
, L]
: - ~ QUINCY, ILLINOIS
"' a~ -

B e—w

by

Daniel Y. Héyqs

- Fd

.

’February, 1978

.

Je ve’o ORS.

ERIC .

s - S

Institutional Research Report No.

US DEPARTMENT OF MEALTH
EDUCATION & WELPARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EDUCATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO-
OUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN
ATING IT POINTS OF vIEW OR ORINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE N
SENTOFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF -

EDUZATION POSITION OR POLICY




4 . . *
. . - /
]
Co | ey
v 7/
'h . - ' . . rl
- ATTITUDES OF HIGH SCHQDL-STUDENTSTOWARD
' : T THE JWCC ESCROW PROGRAM \
by‘Dan Hayes - .
» “ o

C - Rationale # BN f<\v/// . ,

Although. the John Wood Community Collegé Escréw‘Progfam that
was impleménted nearly two yedrs agg représénts a unique; innova-
tive conpep& for‘twe participating high ;chool%‘throﬁghOut'Distéict

' 539, the notion to extend college credit to high school students
. during the senior year 1s not new. Many such opportunities are

. a

now being made availgdble to high school students througheut post-

» ! -
secondary educatighal institutions. For example, City Wide Gollege--
. . . *
” \ .
s . 4
vears ago initiated the College Acceleratlon Pro-»

~ -

*Chicago~severa
- . . - ¢ . y
ﬁram\ a program whereby Cicy Wide facui;y members travel into area
s .

o high schools to teach.college céurses to college-bound seniors.
‘ . ' )

versity has a nationally recognized program called

4

Syracuse Unt

Projéct'AdVanCQ in which“the instruction for college credit is

. . N 4 )
provided bv high school teachers during the regylar school day.

/ .
Project Advance has been dn existen® over five yea

, involves
A

some 'sixty ilew York high schools, and has extended wllege credit
! ' .
. to over four-thousand high school seniors.
. - Y .
. : g . .. .
] ® Because the JUCC Escrow Program has been in exigtence only two
- s ) . Yol '

' years, thecre has been only a very limited opportunity to collect =
. ¥ . - . 71 ' L3}
(data‘about the program. It was believed that a quesfionnaire
g Prog q :
. \// . ) .
completedypy Escrow participants and non-participants would Ep

. helpful.+in détermining the extent of student interest in the pro-
: ) : , ; : :
%

L 3 ) _
g%amvwévaluating and improving the concept, and maintaining greater
~'Y ’? A
> . . . A
s

-
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o

i ¢ > -«

-
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.control over the preogram. In addition, ,it was assuhed, the
w ’ { ’ N ' ' , -
., instrument could provide negged answers to questions such as:
: 14 1
<

(1) Why do students elect or not choose to partjicipate? o

P

< - (2). Do participating aqd non-participating Jstudents have different
y - “ attitudes’ tdward the concept of maklng college credit avail-
e able to high\school seniors? )
- -
[ ’
(3) Are Escr students subject to stiffer course requlrements
" in order td earn college credit? ; ' '

e

(4) 1Is tHe costd of the program reasonablé for the high school
“ ’ -senior? an N ‘ o 7 .

(5) Are students generally aware of the program, and if given
more informgtion, would more students enroll?
’

. ' ' , ) ‘ |
.o Firally, it was believed that the regults, when shared with

L]

* principals and counseclors of "area hifh schde}s that did not
. : - . !
participate 1In the program, might assi in the det¢tision as to

. . s,
whether to implement new Escrow course# thraughout non-participat-

-ing high schools.

|

3

a4

/

o N . .1 . R .

Irercfore, a questionhaire” was designed to be administered ,
Al . s
througholt the four participating area high schools to two groups-

i . ¢

‘of students (a) those persons currently enrolled for one or morg

.
EschW‘%ourses for JWEC credit, and'(b) those 1ndrv1duals nqp

0re§5ntl/ enrolled, in any *high school course fon Fscrow credit.
-t s .. A
. Once permi551on was given by the cooperatiﬁgwhigh school principals,
. ‘ v '

A . N
questionnalres-were mailed to Escrow teachers. Each Escrowe

“
-

R - . 1
~f‘$ ‘ instructor was asked to administer the surveys to as many Escrow

M '

students as postsible plus an approximately equal amount of ran-
h‘ J ; - : .
- domly sclected non—paqticipants. Completed Surveys ‘werg.then
w - - |

O . » .
LA S - N i " »

v Sy . .
' lA copy of the q¢estionnaire appears in the appendix.
- 'i i
. | ~ 2a- '
" ,: t. 4"

»
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X L
for particlpation among students enrolled-for at:least one ‘Escrow

) v B S

4 . - .
returned to JWCC or collected bv a JWCC representative.

L

0fs52 Escrow students complettd the questionnaire, while

-

Escrow students completed the surveys. ’

R R
. .o J g
+

-~ . !

. : Results

Table~l_incluaes a summary of the most fraquently l#sted reasons

.
e °

.. “ . . .
course. As the data 4ndicate, fost students who participated

E]

J

' \ .
recognized the advantage of obmmining a ‘headsta’rt at college,/énd
»

(3

. 3 - . . .
nearly as many students believed that the low cost of taking a

o
* .
courLe contributcd to their decision to enroll.
\ l .. . ' . e
JTABLE 1 ~ ‘
"+~ REXSOUS FOR PARTICIPATION :
[] . PO .
Lumber Students )
‘it“ng r Reason N
43 Tna Escrow Program gives me a chance_to get a "head-
: start' at college. R
39-° The cost of taking an Escrowjcourse was reasonable.
35 I.plan to attend a-college ofher than JWGC and
wanted the credit.
33 The Escrow Program enables me to complete general,
. required courses that I would have to take at =
' ) college anyway. ; : N -,
. . v
. L3 I plan to attend JWCGQ. / ‘
c 12 I merely wanted the ekperience of havm%‘ Caked¥a
: college-level course for credit.
N Others ‘
, \
. #
. .
>
- A\ 3
- ‘ ! ‘
1 -3 ma-
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Table 2 includes a summary of the most frequentlyacited
[ ’-“‘ Y ,‘ ' . ' . ) ) : .
reasons fpr non-participation among the high Schogl studerMs.
r w» _' A . !
surveyed. o '

,TABLE 2 .

REASOﬁé‘FOR NON-PARTICIPATION

Number Students

Citing " ' ) Reason

. . Y
23 I plan to atsend a college other than JWCC.

20 1 was uncgrtain as to whether the credit would
transfer. . -

TiEven though I could affprd it, I did not want to
pay for-the .course to get college credit. . .

’

I was not given enough information to kncw what
“he program was really abeut. ¢

The courses were not of Interest to me; they did
not fit my needs.

I do not nlan to attend college.
; g

I cpuld not afford to take a course ($36 for a
tvpical course). ‘ ’

Others

o

] - »

Students who plan to attend institutions other than JWCC indicated :
¢ . .
some concern about the transferability of Escrow credit, and this

»

concern appeared to contribute to their non-participation. The'

\ ’ .
cost of taking a course did not appe&r to be prohibitive for most
. e ’ ) ‘ » :
of the non-participants. . - : . : . N
1€ | , o .

A second major portion of the questiondaire ’Volved student
. " . . be .
attitudes toward’thc\Escrow concepts Students were asked to (1)

strongly agree, (2) agrece, (3) indicate indecision, (4) disagree,

. N . . . )
or (5) sé?ongly disagree with g series of statements about the

iy . . N
Escrow ?gzgramn Table 3 presents each'statement that was resporf®ed

-

statement listed, the numbers

‘to by Escrow participants. For each

- ~

A

‘ L ) N )
in parentheses represent the mean, standard deviation, -gnd number

~




-

of students who responabd (as some students elected not to _answer

~f . ) t 3 ..

all ttems). ‘ : o

A ; TABLE 3

~

. ¥ -
- . . ’ AETITUDES OF PARTICIPANTS . ¥-
- 1

-

I believe the Escrow Program is a worthwhlle concept because ft.
- gives a high school sdénior a "headstart" toward completing a ’
college education. '(1.440,-.540, h=50) . 3

The imstruction I am gettlng in the Escrow course(s) I am taklng
is just as challenging and/or worthwhile as the type of instruc-
tion I believe I would get in a fggn}ar college course.

~

—  (1.961, .739% n=52) ,
= I believe that tHe cost of taking a course through the Escrow
Program is reasonable. (1.725«4 750 n=51)
" # e
-1 am not expec;ed to do more work, than the regular high school
. studénts attending the Escrow ciass _(3.178, 1.339, n=51) f

-

would "like more idformation relatlve to JWCC activities and
events, librarv privileges, etc. $2.380, .923, n=50) ~

-

am dissatisfied with the instruyction'I am getting through the
Bscrow courses;-in my opinion, .the material is not ''college-
leve™ 1w terms of difficulty. (#4.265, .784, m=49) o

1 wish more courses could have. been offered at my high school -
through the Escrow/Program. (1.980, .336, n= '51).

Persons wnhoe receive college credit faor courses througnh the
Escrow Program should, be required tp do more work thar the
. regulat high school student in ordeg to receive credit.
(3.117, 1,142, n=51)

JWCC should cshﬁlesH an Lscrovy Scholarshlv Program to help

situdents with the cost of taking a college-level course.
- {2.540, .952, n=50)

- , - - |
. . i
. * . \

~

Table 4 presents #ach statement that the non-Escrow students’
were asked to resgbnd to.  Again, for each statement, the mean,

standard devia;i%n, and number of cases on:which the statistics
are based arce provided within parentheses.
. L

. TABLE &

. 1 3
Y -
~

ATTITUDES OF NON-PARTICIPANTS

’) . Once I find out what Escrow courses will be offer¢d next scmester, .
I will seriously consider enrolling- ‘(3.153, 1.036, n=52) °

I would enroll in an Escorw course if I could qualify for some type
of \a JWCC Escrow Scholarship. (2.943, 1.133, n=53)

To Le cont'd.




// . Table & cont'd
)

!

I feel as though I'm laﬁgely unlnformed abbut the Escrow Program
(3.526, 1.097, n=52)

“In those classes attended by regular high school and Escrow

students, the regular student does just as much work as the ‘-
person getting college credit. (2.961,,1.327, n=52)

Persons who rcceive college”credit for taking certain advanced .
courses through the Esciow Ptogram should be required to,do more

work than the regular high school student in order to recelve
credit, (2.576, 1.143, n=52) g

- The cost of taking an Escrow course is reasonable.

(2 019 .874, n=52)

The hscroy Program is worthwhile because it can give a high school
1 1

senior a '"hecadstart' toward completing *a college education.
«(1.846, .801, n=52)

I wish more courses could have bcen offered at my:high! Schocl
thrbugh the Zscrow Program. (2.096, .975, n=52) / .

. g
. b

-
.

N , - ®
As _can be noted from Tahleé 3 and 4, several of the attitudinal

~ . . 7. -.
statements that wefe responded to by the twd groups wegje similar.
- ' . .
Therefore, in oncder to.cletermine if there was a difference among
i ) X

the two groups for similar or identical Atems, statistical tests

were applied. Specifically, an independent t test was eﬁployed to .

determihe if the two groups had significantly-different attitudes

on each of four statements presented, to both sample groups.
[ 3

Table 5 presents cach statement that was administered to both the

Escrov gnd non-Escrow studénts. The figures in parentheses
. s, . . .
include the means for the two groups as well as the t value .
associated with the difference. Significantly different means -~
* / .

~

(two-tailed test) 'are noted with am ‘asterisk. - ' '
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' . ,\ . % . ,‘\' \‘ . I."
X ™

X ' TABLE 5 / L _
‘\ . LY
DIH‘LRLNCES AMONG ESCROW A¥D NOW ESCROU GROUPS ~

The Escrow Program is a worthwhile~ concept: because-lt gives a high

school senior a " dé¢tart" toward completnng a college educa-
tion. (L.440," 1.84%6, t=.94)

"I wikh.more courses could have been offered at my. high SSPOOL
thtough the Escrow Program. (1 980 2.096, t=.63)

I believe tHe cost of taking an Escrow ‘course ($36 for a typlcaf :
' cours$g) 1is reasonable. (l 725, 2.019, t=.57)

.
Persons )who receive college credlt for Escrow courses ihould be

* )

* required to do moré work tham the regular high school student
in order te receive credit. (3.117, 2.576, t=2. ‘!ﬁ)
PN i; . .- P . . . ‘- ‘
» ¥
“sig. at .05 (df = 101) -~ ‘ , ‘ r
, > . ' .
~ - . ‘ /

As can be seen from the data in Table 5, both ggoupé believed the
contept is worthwhile, that the costs are reasonable,”and they
’ 1]

expressed a desire For more Escrow courses through the high s'chool.
N =
The orfly.significant difference between the two groups. involved the .
WwOorx mgequirements that the "two groups beliéved should be imposed
. 3 i e . . LX)
» . . ‘ -~

upon Escruw students. _ o !

Another consideration lnvolved the need to’determlne Wh;ther

“

studerits who arc enrolled for high school ‘credit in courses wx;b

Escrow students believe the Esirow students are subject to stiffer
- - ‘ ‘ . . <t
requirements. Of the total number of 53 non-Escrow students, only

/

43 repgrted that they weTe currently taking a high school course
. Pt <} ‘ ;

kbeing taken by an Escrow student forfcollege credit. Generally,

-~

the non-Lscrow students believed that Escrow students do no mogxe -

¢ . ‘ - l

work for college credit than the regular ‘high school student

- . . J -
(mean = 2.683. standard deviation = 1.430), although there was -so -
\ .

much variability in the scores that the results seemed inconclusive .

on the issue.




. - t ’
. Anpthe;’burpose'pf the investigation involved the cost of -
’ . * [ ' ' ' ¢
the program to the studént and whether JWCC should consider
- *
establlshlng some type of scholarshlp brogram to cover the cost
/ ry

for some students. Generally the two sample wroups believed the’

‘costs ($36 for a typical course) were justified; less”than 5 bef-

cent of the total number of students surveyed disagreéd or sﬁronggr_

. <.
. . r
dlsagrecd with the statement, ”...the cest of taking an Escrow

- . . )
cours¢ is reasonable." In ordcr to determine whether cost served .

as a p%ohibi*ive factdr for some students a‘d whether some type o
) | of scholarshlp would remeve the cost barrigr, the responses of

non.participants who indicated tost as a primary reason for non-
. participation werce analyced. This group represented only 30 percent” !
o : ,

of the non-Escrow saﬁﬁle. &hen asked whefher JWCC should establish

!

a scholarship to assist with theécost of taking,a course, the sub-

group kzelcﬂted neither agreement nor dliigreement (2.937, §D }.1815.

-~ .

3
re

- uoreover, only 36 percent of the tdtal sample of non-pa c1pants

1nd1ca{ca they would enroll for an Escrow cour&e if JWCC established

' s

, .
some type ol scholarship. Thus, it appeared that even though \

. ¢ .
some student® viewed cost as a barrier, rwemoval of the cost barrier

' . -

in the form of'h‘JgCC scholarship would not necessarily lead to

- . N
‘ -

inecreased participation. , : N

°

< ' S Foo Conclusions .
¥ ‘ 1 \\.' —’
2 , Based on the limited data that - was collected Lhrdﬁgh thls fl st

evaluatlon of studenL attitudes Loward the Escrow Progrdm several

e conclusions can be regched. First, the high school students sur-

veyed clearly support the Escrow concept, the students like the

® " ' . » ‘




A I I . . \ - 4
¢ P T B ] .
: ' . Vg
notion of being.able to combine high scfool and college studies
) ”»

-~ during the senibr year. Over 71 pelcent of the .Escrow partiéipants ¢

o L \ . .
expressed a desirec to seec more college-level courses become avail-

able duking the senior ycar of high scdool, and 65 percent of the

. ‘ . . . 3
non-participants wished more Escrow coursés could-have been b

'present JWCC cfficials krow of no instances where JWCC Escrow '

N ’

i 4

) . ' ' .
.offered during the senior vyear. - .

Secoﬁd,hthe transferability of Escrow credit hours needs to

“

be 'stressed to highe schdol students,.particularly insdfar as the

student ‘'wro is uncertain aboutﬁparticipation is concerned. At

i

»

credlt was rejected solely on the basis that the student completed

5 | 1 : -
the credit as a high school gtnlor and did not atteqd ctlasses on-a

college campus. On the contrary, if school offieials at the

. . 8 . O
institution the student desires to attend are willing to accept
i

» ALY o . . ) N "
resolve student apprehensions about transferability of Escrow

- gboug the program.

other tqrms 'of JwCC ereolt it would appear® that students would
\q 2 [
bave no dlftltultv in Lransferrlng the credit hours. In any event,

a piecc of rescarch eurrently in progress, at JWCC will help to

credit hours. ~Admissions persomnel at over fifty four-year colleges
' ° -
' . ! . :
and universities throughout Illinois are being cdntacted relative
» ~ { " i
to tne transferability of coklege éredit earned durlng the senior
’

'

vedr Results of the invegtlgatlon will provide information about
each four-yecar collegt s policy concerning college credit accumulated
during high- school artd w1l('be made avallable to high school

counselor( and r1nc1 als withi onmmunit colle e district 539.
p p Q‘F y g

I
This information should serve.to allOVLatC studeny apprehen51ons

‘ . , »




N T . R .
b . Thlrd lkscrow teachers should smress the notlon in those

- .

’

classes atteﬁded by botﬁ'Escrow part1c1pants and’ non- part1c1pants

]

that students ettlng college credit for thé class- wlll be,éxpected
ve, v / * g ‘. N
4 to perform at R higher ltvel in order‘to recelve credlt In other
»\“-\\‘ g&_ —— 4 [ "

-\,/ word51~&aﬁce -some students agjtndlng Lhe class may be rece1v1ng T

college credit while otber students elect to earn high sthool ®

s v . - [
L . . M

credit, The instructdn sfoprld make it clear to all ‘students that
Escrow partlclpants will be s jeet, to slmghtly more dlfflcult

requiremehts. For example, while the rebular high school student

*
would®not-be eypected to compfete certain types of assignments in,
Al ) . ' .:_ ‘-- -

a course (é}gh as writing a term paper), the ESerow g tudent would-

be requfred to!Ho SO. \ . .- - -~

- - . .
; ‘e .

N
Flnaf;y, cdosts of the! program for the hlgh school student

—

A -

. aﬁpear reasocmable and JUStlfled; most can afford the typdical $36

fq; a tatce creditc course. In addltlop it does.not appear tirat a

scholarship program aimed 4t the student who currentlv lists cost

-

as a reason f£of non- ;art1c1patlon would-be effectlve in ﬂnfreaslng

[
4

.studgnt enroflment” There appear to be ‘other reasons bes 1des cost

thaf’pfe respo&%ible_for'the sthdent's decision not to enroll;

and a JWCC Lscrow Scholarship probably would not remove such factors

,-u.,__.—‘-——o» . P

.
el - - -




T L. -~ o o S
- ta « : e 5
. - . B
. o , X
. - o . - o . ‘a
»! . . . .
bl . .
[ N \ « ' ‘ . . ' v s i . .
“ Lt V . . .
. - ' - ~ N
. . : . * @ s , . —
. @ 3 . . .
. . ¢ .- y .
. ‘4 ] s * M . i
- . 1 ~ - . - . ‘
- v . P . - | ‘ . 1
M ‘ - p] ~
* . ’ .
- | . }
. » N . 5 . . - .
N . . . . . . "
' i
N e ‘ - e R . .- q e, 0
v * . : .
N . -t . K - L |
» a4 ’* f . X v .
. ’ ' . . ' , .
. . B * . ' \ . + -
' -~ v . . . A . .
v - .
4 . . - ‘. . .
. - - 3 r ’ .. N
. . . ’ . 4 N
s I - . . -
. ~ . N . * ' N '
' " . b . >
. ) ‘ - . ¢ .
i . ' . - - - N . Lg v
M . - ,
A * K 4 . ° [ L
- . - . "
[ P - . .
: , ¢ . '
¥ . - - .
- : . ¢ . 1
. -
A . e |
Al 3 N - ‘ 1
* i
. . . / . }
. . - .
- M . -
. .
! . - . . |
* ‘. - .
N ’ .
- )
- . T .. \
‘ . .. 4 - .o . ¢ -
. . : . . , ” R ] . X
g R . . ‘ ) .
, . .
- . > ' ' \ M - ¢ LT -
. . -
N - N « . < . N
. ° - M -
. . - Y ., . ) N
. . ’ A -
- Al . ' g . .
b - - . ‘ . , . . . v
4 .
I3 : . M .
o . . -
: . \ ) ' -
Py .
. ' n B .
) RN : S {
. ’ . . ‘ o
L . i -
PO )4 L . ,
. ] g -
’ > L , ¢ .t ; .
« .
.~ “
. . f ¢ 4 ’ .
. }, N .
. - [ "\ . . .
. ~ “ . -
. . =P . RN
. . N ’
. ~ . - '
’ .
- R .
. N ‘ » - . : ! s .
- t . - . LN
. - - - \. .
- . s . N - . » N
- ‘ 4 i .
N .
oo , : ) S : . o
) - “ - »
¢ ' - - .
o , N
. V. N - , -
. - . .o\ R . T -
3 ‘ PO .
. . .
- ’ . . .
. ‘ L . . }
N . < R . i s
. . . - . . L
b . - . - .
\ . .
- - i - -
. N \ . [odd
f - ¥ - R L4 .
N ’ - / , [] Py ‘b-J”' N L
. - . . .
~ . ' -
- ’ - _ - -~
. o4 . g -
N 1 . v
- S TN ae Y .
> ﬁ “ P ‘ . . .
v . , - -~ - « - .
’ ; )
- . “\ -
. - s .y [ ’ 1
- N . - . N N
. [ -
8 ‘ ) . . ) A
. . . -
o . . ,
~ N . - * » Pt ¥ .
. N . . . - ) » N
. - -
P ~ - L3 ‘ LR
e ~ ' . . « ”
M . . \ -« ? .
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JWCC ESCROW QUESTIONNAIRE e

g . ' %
' High School Attending N -

. Are &ou'aware thét your high school offers tselected courses for
seniors through the John Wood-Community College Escrow Program?’
Yes .~ No : o ~

-
.

N .
{

2. Are yéu currently taking ‘an adyanced high school course for college

credit thrdugh the' Escrow Program?  Yeés No
«  If 30, what_ course(s)? F N R : e
c o .
N\\\ , l
4
T
4 - '

3 Are you currently enrolleg in any course for high school credit that

* is attended by Escrow students who re®ive JWCC credit for the course?-
Yes No ‘Don't know

. . N PR

-] ’ \‘~ - o - .
4 If you answered 'no'' on question 2, please indicate with a check
mark br marks the_reason(sf why you did not enroll in a JWCC Escrow
. course during the fgrst semester. You may indicate as many wreasogs
as you wisk, W ¥ ‘ .
Y I was not given eﬁ%ugh information to know what tha Escrow
: .« Program is really about.
The Escrow courses available at my highschool were not of.
Interest to me, none of the Escrow courses appealed to me and
" the program did not fit my needs.

LR &

I could not afford the cost ($36 for a typical couréé), \

—— ’ T .
Even though I could have affprded the cost of taking a course
for. Escrow credit, I did not,want to pay approximately $36 for,

L a course and did not enroll. ' . Y

. I plan to attend a college other than JWCC. ”VE
& ;_ " 1 was uncertain whether the JWCC Bgcrow credit would transfer
o — to the college I plan to attend. <

y !

RN

.- I do-not plan to attend college.

.I‘didnft.feel as thoughs I could do the work(require@1}p'a'conrsé>
offered for college credit. . 2

.

I am against the Egcrow toncept; high schools should .only, offer
courses  for high “school credit, and colleg.i should notesoffer
credit to some seniors for taking advance igh school courses. -

/

I\‘l‘ . . . i - 1_4 - \ ’ , :

\




s o i o o T - o o - EE
. T ) -~ y
.‘ e . .
.t
\

; A

JWCC ESCROW QUESTIONNAI
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. .
LS ) v
/ ¢ ) ! v - -

Other, Reasons? ° : . o

s
M t

> 14

. . -

—— v Ay
- c ' -
A} t

_ 5. If+you énswered ‘mo" on question 2; please respond to the following
‘statements by indicating whether you (1) stongly agree, (2) agree,

(3) are undecided, (4) disagree, or (5) strongly disagree

Once I find out~Qﬁ£t Escrow courses will be offered at my

high schood during the Speopy semester, I'will seriously con-
&

sider enrolling.

-

-

I would enroll in an Escrod,eofirse if I could-qualify for some

tygg of a JWCC Escrow Scholarship. ' N

/

I feel as though I'm largely uninformed

. t )
In my opinion, in those high school classes attended by regular

-~ high school students and Escrow students receiving college credi
~ fotr ‘the clkass, the regular high school student does just as much
work as the person getting college credit. K -

v - ' , !
Persons who receive college credit for. taking certain advanced

courses through the Esc§ow Program should be required to «do

. more work than the regular high echool student in order to re-

ceive c¢redit. )

» ' . .

I believe the cost of taking an Escrow course ($36 for a tyPical
course) is reasonable. ; .

senior a "head star®' toward completing a college education.

I wish more courses could have been.offered at my high school ¥
through the Escrow Program. :

',

If you answered ''yes'" on question 2, please indicate with a check mark
or marks the reason(s) why you enrolled .in a JRCC. Escrow course during
the first semester. You may indicate as many r®asons as you wish.

)

I planutb attend‘iWCC., ‘ 4
E plﬁs to attend. a cp}lege‘other than JWCC and wanted the credit

' Fhe\cqét of taking gn Esc;owtcoufse was reasonable. '

I merely.Qanted Ehé experience of having takeﬁ~atpoiiege4level

course for credit.

. The,Escrow Program gives me a chance to.get a "headstart" at ®
college. o ‘ ‘

' ’ ST ) " 4\
R 15 | «.

.’) .
.
N ‘

t

about the Escrow Progaja.

-

The Eécrow Program is worthwhile because it can give a high school

/|

(-/ ,
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JUNIOR COLLEGES

The Escrow Program edables me to complete general, requdred
3 courses that 1 wowkd have to take at college_anyway. =
’ 5 i . : ] ’
Othér Reasons? T 7 '
A‘ ] - P hnd ( i ) .
7
. , - \
. 7. If you'answered '"ye's" on Question 2, please respond to the following
.items. - Inficate your response by specifying whether you (1) strongiy,
o agree, (2) agree, (3) are undeciggd, (4) disagree, or (5) strongly
) disagree.’ 0 : , c
. , . . )

I believe the Escrow Program #s 'a worthwhfle:concept because
. ie gives a high school senior a "head start" toward completing
“a college educatiof-

-

. . 3
\

Thq:}ﬁ%gruction I am getting in the Escrow coufse(s) I am-tak- =z* .
"+ " 1ng l}sijust as challenging and/or worthwhile as’ the type of I
inmstruction I believe I would get in a,regulaf college course. Y.

I 'belicve chat the cost of takinges course th¥ough' the Escrow
is reasonabie o ’ : . :

. e N 3

2 e ) S . ) :
Even, theuth T receive college credit through Escrow for a -
course peing attended by regular high school,students, I -
an pot exvected tc do more WorK than regular high school
students attendipg thé class. =~ , . t
_‘ o ’ ’ - . - R !
Since .my enrollment in an Lscrow course makes me a part-time
JWCC xudent, T would like more information relative to JWCC ..
. . I . . . . ¢
/ activicies a?d events, library privileges, etc. 4
. : g T ) .
I am dissatisfied with tRe instruction I am gettinhg through the
. Escrow course(s) I am taking; in my opinion, <he.materfial is

B "college-level" in terms of difficulty.q . e .

-1 wish more courses could have been;offer?&qat my high schooly
~, through ‘the Escrow Program. "\ P s

\ ' o N o
Per;lms‘who receive college credit for taking ‘certain-advanced
courses thropgh the Escrow Program should required to do more
: work’ than the regular high school student/in order tp rdceive
g ., "credit. ‘ ’ ;o

f . . . [ )

»

v

JWCC~should establish an, Escrow Scholarship Progr to help . .
students with the cost of taking a college-level oburse. ’

.
- . R N

M L . ’




