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A PROFILE OF . AGRICULTURE STUDENFS

. ( AT wESTERN KENTUCKY UNIVERSITY
' Introductfon’ o o S S " ';_'

rtments of agr1quture in U.S. co]]eges and universities have been

', exper1enc1ng phenomena] growth in enro]]ment 1n recent.years A matter of \

cons1derab1e interest to the adm1n1strators “and the fasult/ of agricu]tura]

schoo]s bes1des the shéer 1ncrease in enrot%ment 'is the fact that the new-
v \a

agr1cu]ture students are in. some~s1gn1f1cant ways different‘from agr1 ItUre -
a students of the past. Inereas1ngly, -a much hlgher proportion of the '

students are felhale and urban bbrn and they appear to be prepar1ng themselves
\ oL

to enter into agr1cu1ture ref&ted occupa+1ons rather than preparing themse]ves

© to enter11nto agr1cu]ture a5 a way ofa]1fe o L R ;{_..’ .

ey

- The shift in the k1nd of stpdents com1ng to—the f1e1d of agr1cu1ture s

bound to have 1mportant 1mp11cat1ons not on]y for the schools where they are

*

. to be'tralned but also for 1arger 1ssues of manpower and food production The
 farm popu]ation in the U.S. had been dec]1n{ng stead11y in number~s1nce WOrld ;

+

War II But -our. need or ob]lgat1on to- produce 1arger a ‘larger amounts of

food has not been dec11n1ng but 1ncreas1ng a]] a]ong Therefore; the changes\\~

ta1k1ng p]ace in schoo]s of agr1cu1ture are not only of s1gn1facance to the -
' schoo] 1tse1f or the state 1n wh1ch the schoo] is 1ocated but they are t1ed
to the future we]] be1ng of the nation- and the world. : f ' ”'
~In this changed context, it is a ‘matten of theoret1ca1 and soc1aJ policy ”
E re]evance to know who are the new agr1cd‘!§re students, what are their charac-
terTStics, and what are_their asp1rat1ons for the future Further,.the .

\ %

(8



. ! . -

» 2 , . . ] . .
3 . v . . .

s . ‘e L~

) S : -..' . PREE A

- tra1n1ng of agr1cu1ture students 1n th LS. has been trad1t1ona]1y a respor o
L.

“”‘TV ;" s1b111ty of ‘the land grant coTTeges However hPeggona] state univers1t1es" i‘d;‘
. and pr1vate 1nst1'tut'|ons :f h1gher educat1on are a]soémvo]ved in prov1d1ng |
QLT‘,‘ agriculture related education to. the1r studenfs Th1s shared respons1b111ty\\
B of edUcat1ng agr1cu]ture students may also hzve 1mp]1cat1ons for the k1nd

J
of students the two systems of 1nstruction attract

-

_ The purp0se of th1s paper 1s to. report in broad out11ne the f1nd1ngs ~J~w‘;;:u

.§'=.7‘. of a study of agn1cu11ure students at Nestern Kentucky Un1vers1ty”-*Th15cstu
| “was. carr1ed oat as part.of a Targer research effort. by‘the southern land grant
1nst1tut1ons under, the t1t1e "Sdhthern Reséarch Proqect\S 114" ("Defﬁning .
and Ach1ev1ng Life Goa]s .Y Process of Human Resourcp;DeveTopment") The Sﬁ
major obaect1ve ofgth1s research was to"obtain a better understﬂnd1ng of the
. : vreasons ‘why' students se]ect agr1cu1tdre as the1r maJor as well as to studyh
| 'gthe factors related to the1r career chdxces " This report presents the- resu]ts;"'
- of that port1on of the general survey wh1ch descr1be the charadter1st1cs of
‘_agr1cu1ture students atQLestern Kentuckv Un1vers1ty In add1t1on, th1s report
;'&:' o attempts to show*some of the s1m1far1t1es and d1fferences between agr1cu1ture';

o students at Western Kentucky University, a non Tand grant reg1ona] state

un1vers1ty, and the1r counterparts attend:ng the 1862 Tand grant un1vers1t1esp
¢ -of the south* ' ’ . T | ﬁ , .'.. e \

F ' _
‘Data ?br th1s study were coTTected dur1ng the\spr1ng and ‘summer- of 1977 {
through‘a ma11ed quest1onna1re The samp]e'for the Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty
- agr1cu1ture students was drawn from a T1st of aTT students maJor1ng “in agr1-
] v

' cu]tﬁ’/ dur1ng the 1977: spr1ng semester To ensure a reasonab]e samp]e s1ze,

".150 students were random]y p1cked from the Tist. The_samp]e for the land-

.

_ }*1862 Land‘granC.Colleges:"Arkansas, Auburn, Clemson, Florj orgia,
ya - . Kentucky, Lou1s1ana Mi Sippi, arolina,
R oot : Oklahoma., Tennessee, Texas ASM, Texas ch,
o o : '-V1rg1n1a . . . :

L) N . r. ., . { .

|
. -
Q T . o e /‘ _ L L, R ’ o S _ . ,




grant 1nst1tut1ons was drawn from s1m1]ar 11sts of agr1cu1ture ‘stude n%s .7

\_the d;fferent un1vers1t1es From theSe 11sts a f1fteen percent random ,ample .

was drawn. Two mail follow-ups and’ one d1rect contact were used to 1mp*ove

-

'resppnse Mates. The overa]] response rate for agr1cu1ture students at western
:Kentucky Univers1ty.was.78 percent (N= 116), a somewhat. h1gher response Fiée .
than that for'thelland grant’schools The quest1onna1re conta1ned a var1ety

of questions related to theistudents soc1a1 background educat1ona1 exper1ences,

and career or1entat1ons o . .

In this report compar1sons are made between the Western Kentucky samp]e

and the 1862 land grant schoo]s samp]e (N-2535) 'The areas of interest. covered

<

in this report are: \1) genera] background characterist1cs of the respondents,,

9

2) h1gh schoo] character1st1cs, 3) work exper1ences, 4) geop]e deemed influ-

"ential 1n respondents select1on of h1s/her major, 5) th1ngs deemed 1mpértant
<)

by thé’respondent in choos1ng h1ther co]]ege maJor, 6) goa]s and expectat1ons.|

'.and/7) se]ected agr18u1tuVe re]ated att\\udes of thé’respondent@ ngU]ts are

. . . ~kl

presented in percentage form. ‘ . T ‘ 0
N ¢ . . . .

59
=~

. ‘ b ~ . . » . ‘s’ ‘ ’ - )
;ﬁeneral Background Charatteristics=(Tabﬂe 1)*

< : An examination of the ‘general character1st1cs of the: stUdy poﬁu]at1on

shows that’ Western Kentucky University agricu]ture students,'wh11e shar1ng

. certajn character1stjc;/u1th the1r counterparts 1n the outhern land grant

:institutions, differ: fyom the 1atter s1gn1ficant1y i@ _number of other

character1st1cs In rac1a] compOS1t1on and c1t1zensh1p,

L3

Un1vers1ty students are very s1m11ar to the students in the 1and’grant schoo]sm

-

c/About 95 percent of Western Kentucky Un1versity agr1cu1ture st ents are

| A Y citizens of the Un1ted States. The prnportion of fema]e student at Western

. .
. -
PR . . ‘

3

estern_Kentucky S

» -

Y
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fKentucky Un1vers1ty is slightly 1ower than. that of the 1and grant schoo]s
' 0n1y one in four Western Kentucky University students is a fema]e Add1t1ona11y,ﬂ'k

a 1ower proportion of Western Kentucky University students are marr1ed§ about

-

6 percent less than agr1cu]ture gtudents in the land grant un1verS]t1es
“ c .
Some s1gn1f1cant d1fferences exist between the\two groups - of students in

o their res1dence background and types of commun1t1es in wh1ch the1r parents were

o~

ra1sed Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students,and the1r parents are far more

PN -

__rura] than the1r counterparts in the <land: grant un1vers1t1es Farm or open

" 'country res1dence was‘cTa1med by approx1mate]y 57 percent of the Western

[

Kentucky Un1vers1ty students, aBprqportion twice as, great as that of the 1and
| grant schoo]s Equa]]y sngn1fﬁcant 15 the fact that the number of Western
| tucky Ungver51ty students whose parents Were. ra1sed on the farm or in the
open country was a1most/22*ﬁ§rcent greacer than students ‘in the land grant

1nst1tut1ons Western KentUcky Un1vers1ty students reported that well over

..
i o ~ l ¥

. 65- percént of their fathers and.mothers were ra1sed on a farm or in the open
countr_/ Current res1dence of parents pf Western Kentucky Un1vers ty students '
has réma1ned more rural. F1fty s1x percent of the parents of Western Kentucky' 'b‘

V

: .Un1verS1ty students . 11ve on a farm Compared 11th 24 percent of-¢he parents of

he students attend1ng land grant un1vers1t1es 1,'f'
On fhe po1nt of parents’ average year]y income and_the1r educational 'J
\ - .
representation. at ‘the 1ower-ends of the sca]es than do their counterparts\1n 7

;the study popu]at1on.. About 24 percent of the WeSfern Keniucky Un1vers1ty Y

22/ .atta1nment Western Kentucky University students have a s1gn1f1c;nt1y greater )

;students report the1r parents ‘income to be below $10 000 per year, and the. ,E/'v‘
_range'of income of about 24 percent.of th1s group.1s,between $10,000 and $15,000
‘.»per yearul Also, noteworthy is the'factl hat aimgst-27'perceht of‘the father
. and 28 percent of the mothers. of Western Kentucky Un1VErS1ty students ha(e had

s 1ess than 12 years of schoo]1ng.
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On po]1t1cal or1entat1on Western Kentucky Unlvers1ty students and“fhe1r
parents are somewhat Teds 11berg] than their counterparts in the 1and grant ‘
schoo]s It 1s 1nterest1ng to note however; that Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty
students are s1gn1f1cant1y more liberal than the1r parents About 25 percent ‘
of Western Kentucky Un1versity students cons1der themse]ves-l1bera]s but on]y
seven percent of the1r parents are. cons1dered to be 11bera] by. their .

' o v

ch1'ldren C e L B o

L2

-

.;High;SchooT~Background3(fabTe*é))

: Vo
o . .
s . . e
. . . :

G

Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty sf§dents shared w1th the1r counterparts in 'S__J.
s f v o
Tt e land grant Un1ver51t1es a number of characterlstvcs with respect to

secondaryaeducat1on However, in some argas of 1nterest Weftern Kentuéky

Un1Vers1ty students appear tp vary frqq.the stﬂdpnts 1n the 1and grant schoo]s .

.4

(\;A much h1gher Jproportion of Western Kentucﬁ, Un1Vers1ty students rgported that
the h1ghjschoo]s from wh1ch they»graduated offered courses 1n agricu]ture ' ﬁ‘LT;

g
w1ce as many Western Kentucky Unﬁvers1ty students as 1and grant school students

reported tak1ng these courses. Among the Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students -
| ‘1who sa1d that the1r dec1s1on to maJor in agricu]ture was 1nf1uenced by soue

'\t + course offered in h1gh schoo], approx1mate1y 70 percent sa1d it was an

»

agr1cu1ture course A 1ower proportwon of 1and grant un1verS1ty students were - -

LN ’ -

- s1m11ar1y influenced.
- . .,'_ In genera] part1c1pat1on rates;ﬂn h1gh schoo] act1vpt1es were s1m11ar :

: for Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students and the land grant schoo] students
' J
. L However, 1n certa:n categor1es of act1V1t1es, Western Kentucky Unfvers1t+

~

students had a s]1ght1y.h1gher part1c1pat1on-rate \Jhe d1fference between the o
\ -

o two groups of students is part1cuTar1y not1ceab]e in agr1cu1ture reﬂated
. . . o . v “ .. 4 . ‘ ‘ »
b ) . . . . . ° . . \ . . ~ - ? . y . N
> L




A 5-f act1v1ty groups such as’ 4- H FFA FHA and o;h/r vocat1ona] c]ubs

Work Exper1ence (TaB]e 3) ‘;jK;Jf-r", .7 ’\\' ; 8 T Vo

»

A The f1gures show that western Kentucky Un1vers1ty had a sign1f1cant1y )

‘ 1arger percentage of students report1ng work exper1ence ona fanm, however, -
the proport1on of Western Kentucky Un1versity students report1ng nonfarm work'
:exper1ence‘was s11ght1y 1ower than that of the,]and grant schools. Near]y 80
percent of the western Kentucky Un1vers1ty agr1cu1ture ma jors stated that
they worked on the1r parents farm Seventy percent of the students als%

: ¥
§a1d that they workJZ{as hined emp]oyees on other farms or ranches

¢ . o

/, i . , ) .
People Deemed Important 1n Infjuenc1ng Cho1ce of Ma;or (Tab]e 4) d
ParEnts were’ ; 1nf]uent1a1 dn the respondents Choosing agriculture,

-

(/ L .
‘as® their maJor for both groups of studen in this study Slightly more than

. -70 percent of Western Kentucky, 1versTt;'students ment1oned‘b!?enti. 1nf1uence
"-A h1gher percentage of‘gesterfggfntucky Un1versﬁty students c1ted tne 1nf1uencer ’ -
of other 1nd1v1duals,, co]]ege teacher or adv1sor o percent) other re]at1ve
.(42 percentf vocat1ona1 agr1cu1ture teacher (39 percent%igatnd college fr1end l'
t

.}(38 percent) Among other _persons deemed 1nf1uent1a1 by s nts 1n this

' ,survey were h1gh school fr1ends, h1ghcschoo1 teachers veter1nar1ans, and
/“ " . - / . : ) ..

o former std%ents S e e -

. . : L

-

§

- ". Thé prlmary reason that both Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students and ,:f N

e K :
T the other stugents in the study chqse Heir present maJor ‘Was {o prepare for*

a careeri Over 98 percent of the respondents ment1oned career preparat1on - -

[ 3
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;'as l"very important" or of "some importance " The second most 1mportanatzeason
1nd1cated by both groups of students was "preference for country 11fe " E1ghty

~

o~ four percent of Western Kentucky un1vers1ty students checked th1s 1tem whereas -
' . .77 percent of the land grant un+vers1ty students gave “preference for cqgnt Yy '
) Tife" as a reason for choos1ng th1s maJor The proste of a good 1ncome p]ayed
“an 1mportant part in the students ch01ce of maJor ééVE%ty eaghtepercenf of
" the Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students ‘and 58 percent ofothe other‘students
_1nd1cated "t

,rheip others a‘s

1nsure good 1ncome" as a factor in-their dec1s1on A des1re to _

,‘.A

fngured pr nent]y in their dec1s1on to choose agr1cu1ture

xikflvw“ as a maJor both for Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty and the other students ﬁ& ,-

‘j much h1gher proport1on of Wéstern Kentucky Uﬁqvers1ty students cred1ted their ,
"successfu1 exper1eqhe in agr1cu1ture as "1mportant" or very 1mportant" ? :

‘},select1ng agr1cu1ture as their maJor Other chtOrs, such as. "had A course
vrelated to this. in co]]ege," “had a course re]ated to th1s Jn h1gh schovll; ‘
" and "my, family thought it wou]d be best" were 11sted by both groups of students
:as ha;§ng some, but 1ess, 4mportance in the1r cho1ce of maJor Forty -ning -

n .percent of “the WEstern Un1vers1ty students and 43 percent of e other students -

in the survey cons1d ed § factor or factors not Hsted in the quest1onna1re

-

as: very 1mport “Win the cho1ce of- the1r present maJor ;~_" ‘ ;_ _ -5,

o , n ) . l oo .l | :
B | MeMbership in Co]]ege"Orgénfzat{ons (Table 6) | SR tyz'
o R : S

e _ An exam1nat1on,of the organ1zat1ona1 membersh1p of agr1cu1tare students .

'1nd1cated that 1nd1v1dua1s in both study popu]ations part1c1pate in numeroué
Y -

co]]ege organizat1ons A h1gher proport1on'of Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty
students have membersh1p in agr1cu1ture-re1ated organ1zat1ons than do students

*\\,from the other schgo]s Twenty three percent of Western Kentucky Un1versity

R g




@ .
. -
’ . K

'figstudents partTc1pate on jng1ng teams compared to dh]y 13 percent of the
7':other students, and 19 percen};of éestern Kentucky UN1V9rS1t¥ students have S

‘f.membersh1p in co11ege 4-H, FF A and or FHA compared to on]y 9 percent of the

: 5
.students,from 1and grant un1vers1t1es

s ' <oy B . ' S S0
iSources of‘Funds for Coi]egefEducation (Table 8)' y” N SRR
Students in the survey reported a number of sources of fund1ng for their o

g {»!college 4ducat)on The maJor sources of f1nanc1a1 support cited by Western

T Kentucky Un1vers1ty students are the1r sav1ngs, parents 4ﬂ5v1ngs, siIMer jobs,
-and gﬁrt t1me work while in co]]ege, 1n that orde Students from the other

\

,"1nst1tut1ons 1nd1cate parents sav1ngs, summe JObS, the1r own sav1ngs, and -
R z ﬁ"
f“pan% ~time work 1n co]]ege, 1n that order -as th&\maJo sources of- financaal !

J:’:support Interest1ng]y, a. higher proport1on of Weste;n Kentucky Universntyv
students depend on scho]arsh1ps and student loans a'dugrants for the1r educa-f.;.ff. 7
”,lt1on than do- the1r counterparts in the other schooTs Th1rty f1ve percent of.

;'uestern Kentucky Un1vers1ty students 1ist scho]arsh1ps as a source of their " Lo

&

qunds A somewhat equa] proport1on 11st student lq@ns and grant% as sources i a
. 4 ‘”?.‘y a - ‘ B :
of the1r f1nanc1a1 support for co]]ege educat1on ' %

ggéf% anduAspdrations e fi-jv~ : }u,;;).ﬁwaf;-: -

/‘-'q I A

Educat1onaTLgoa1s of Western Kentucky Un1Vers1ty students are somewhat

e P
hrgher than that of the other]students 1n-the study ,A s]1ght1y h1gher propor-s

S

i t1on of Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students w1sh tovobta1n profess1ona1 *y'“

Y

dégrees and a doctora] degree ‘than do s?udents in the 1and grant schoo]s When . o

T

asked how much educat1on they expect to obta1n; the response of both groups )

of studehts suggest that théy may, of necess1ty, have ‘to sett]e for less than

._‘A"a
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what they wl!h to have' Ten percent of the western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students

. surveyed expect to d1scont1nue the1r schooJ1ng before obta1n1ng a bache]or s L
degree 0n1y‘14 percent béﬁ1eve 1t possLble for them to obta1n a profess1ona1 f//c

degree, and: 1ess than four percent expect to earn a dgctora] degree A h1gher

proport1on of western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students expect to comp]ete a master s ,ig

..

degree than do students from the other schoo]s Twentggnfne~percent;of - _}a”“ o
S 3 - c MLV
v Western Kentucky Un:vers1ty students expect a master S degree (Tab]e 10), and

77 percent of them hope -to do the1r graduate work in agr1cu]ture Furthermore,

~

about ha]f of those p]ann1ng on graduate work expect t\ rema1n ‘at the1r présent,

a7 un1vers1ty to comp]ete their’ stud1es

_ A , h . -
- , e . - ‘,' .

: E ' e : . ‘3 S . -t EEE
' P " . - AR

-FarhingrP}anszand Res1dent1a1_Preferehcec(Table 11) :

ol S e .
e . . T

S ﬂ<;”:;f western Kentucky u

RN

n1vers1ty students whb expec%-or foresee the poss1b111ty

-

’.,

. : of 1nher1t1ng a fg/mrrepresent a somewhat h1gher proport1on than the1r
".,;_: counterparts 1n the land grant 1nst1tut1ons 4‘ .rly one- ﬁafth of ‘the samg}e . - ¢
expect to 1nher1t a farm and #H percent fors'se the poss1b111"ty of 1nher1t1ng E

: f{~{yj‘fone:' More s1gn1f1cant however, 15 the d1fference between the two groups in .

;Aj‘ the1r expectat:ons to own a farm a]one 1n the future The percentage of - \\J/)
";'§7i’ Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty students expect1ng to "OWn a farm a]one" is more R

B thap tw1ce as great as that of the Tland grant yn1vers1ty students Sﬁxty -Seven '
percent of the western Kent/Fky Un1vers1ty»;tudents expect to own’q farm a]one

T

!

Se]ected-Att1tudes ,} 'x T i-"‘ e
n ‘ IR . I‘,. 4:77;’.. o s ,“" C - " J ._ o ,&\'—-'\'

Respondents were g1ven seven statements on women’'s 1ssues 1n order to :

. ’ 3
determ1ne C:e1r v1ews on that subJect The Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty ;> .
en |, v g

students a s]1ght1y more trad1t1ona1 1n thelr v1ews of the ro]es of WO

. . PR . S \ . .
v ~ . ) -s_,“ » » o . . . o ] .
h L R . N - . L. B
- -, Ce . o N o
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~ than'are ‘the. other St“de"ts in the study. The view tiﬁt "it {3 alright for I

‘ija woman to’ work»but her rea] fb4f111ment in Tife comes‘W1th motherhood"7"-' o R
he]d by 39 percen%)of Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty”§tudents as cohpared to

. L8y .
34 percent of .the Tand. grant univers1ty students A sT1ghtTy hir, '} “artion

‘_.Tof*WGstern-Kentucky Un1versity students expressed 3greement w - :ementi_;v _"
' ~;7I Mmuld feed uncomfo}tab]e 1f'my superv1sor at~work wer’/h yoman. ! . ;gt.: 2 kt)
g . The study groups in_the survey share s1m11ar att1tudes concerning eco-i, . o
7‘-Togica1 1ssues - Only a smaTT proport1on (15. percent) of Western Keltucky o
Univers1tgstudents feel'a greater 1mportance in str1p m1n1ng prov1d1ng energy
. fthan 1n keeping the counthy side 1n 1ts naturaT cond1t1o }‘ The rolgﬂoth. '

&
government inwecoTog1caT issues is accepted by a much " 1¢ rger percentage of
"-'the students 1n the sample (Tab]e TAB | ,, v [“ [
jf>“"‘ The respogdents percept1on about the f1e1d of agr1cu1ture is posttive*f

one. They beT]eve that good career opportun1t1es exist n. agr1cu1ture and
that agr1cu1ture~1s not a dec11n1ng industry. They dlsagree tbat most work ;' v
| An agr1cu]ture can be done by peopTe*w1th - very ]1tt1e education (Tab]e 15) -
F1na]1y, Western Kentucky Un1vers1ty agr1cu1ture students percelve them- ’
selves as more sure of what they want in Tife and more w11k~ng to accept new’
.andvunusaT 1deas than their coun‘lrparts in the Tand grant séhizls and aTT
+  non- agr1cu1tura1 students In add1t1on the-view that agr1cu1 re students
are more fr1end1y and heTpfuT to other peopTe than non- agr1cuTturaT students"
-"1s shared by 59 percent of ﬂggtern Kentucky Un1vers1ty students and 55 percent.
"of the others in the study (TabTe 16) S - |

v

B e
4
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Ta 1e-~1_‘."".GenePa'{ background‘character/istics+of respondents fPercentag\es).
/‘V:vll ) P . .-" \ "‘ o ' ‘ '. /
- 4. : "’ . . e " »
2 ™ 3 o AL . . Western a
/0 BN lr 11862 fchools ¢ KentucﬂUnivers*ﬁty ..
e ' . . ., .
el Sex— Ly CN=2835 ., N6,
. B . . .‘_". - . ) " . . ) " ) .r'
L. o hale oo 72,8~ P 741
SN Female ) ¢ -
. i.a - . . v .,Al‘ . “‘l
T Rac1a1/Ethn1c 1dent1ty A | N=2519< N=1 1o
S Wh1te/Ar(g1o IR s s X qag
- :u Other . . T 8.2 - 5.2 - ~
; 3. Ceuntr_y‘ of,céenshi‘p' Sy R N=2526- ' v CINE114
« 7 USA T e~y 97~4~ [ 100.0
. Other, -~ /\ . 2.6 -
" 4, College Classification © Ne2525 K=l
S N A
- Freshman o 18.2 N 27 .6 »
. Sophomore , L2158 o 24.1 '
Cdunior .. 26.5 23.3
- Senior L 1 35 22.4
‘ - Graduate/other : LT 22 _ _ : 2“L6
5. Mamta] Status ’ 7 S 25'1~6 SN 115A
g Sing]e ‘ v 85,2 SR 91 3
Married S ~13.5 _ 8.7 .
Separated/Dworced , a 2 \1.3 e -~ !
6. Place where respondent 11vé& R l R
v (most of ‘his/her Tife . N=2525 y  N=115
Farm/ranch - | 19.8 49.6
- Open country N - 8.4 . 7.0
Small  town- . 13.8 9.6 -
~.City, 10, 000-49, 999 ©20.9- 25.2 o
- Metro . . 1.37.2_ : _'8_.6 B ¥
- 7.- Place where respondent s - o Q -
- father was raised 2o " N=2505 N=T16 .,
>’ - . . . . v v ) . . ( 3
~ Farm/ranch 33.4 . 60.3
- Open Country 10.7 : v 6.0 .
Small -town = ° 19.3 lese
City, 10,000- 49 999 %43 - . 19.9
' Metro ' _ 22. 3 . 4.3
: . (contTnued) ‘
o - e
Q ~ " ) . ' /
ERIC . = 14 -




') Tabie 1. (Continued) ‘Genera\‘backd}euna éneracgerj§t19§’6f-iesponaenys. 7'

3

11. Parents' average year]y 1ncome

v

oN=2215 T ( - N=I00

Less than $10, 000 S 23.7
~$10,000.to $14»999 . 16.4 e - 23.8
$15,000 to $19,999 . 16,47 . - .,. 19.8
$20,000 to $49,999 .- 7.8 . - 21.7
'$50,000~and over 94 5.0
2. _Father s educat1ona] atta1nm§nt “"N:§491 o A3
' 1t§:-" hgss than 12 yrs. B ]252,<‘ - 26.6 .
T gh ‘School- graduate ‘LA ) 27.4 .
Post-secondary training . 2 . 17.7 ..
; College graduate. N 5.9 - 13.3
~ . Graduate work . - 1R Y 15.0
13. _Motheras;edUCational"ettainment "~ N=2477 - . R=113
) "+ _Less'than 12 yrs: . .82 T 28.3
= "*High School graduate . 33.2 - : 34.5
). ..x - Post-secondary training Sy 28,8 L T 213 -
T ~College graduate = _ 214 ...8.8
"~ - Graduate work : L T Y
- ) . ‘\ ‘4! . B ) . o E
214, Respondent 's po]1t1ca1 orientat1on \ /k=2416 . . N=97
T4 . g T -

Conservative 31. g 32.0

Moderate 40 g’%?.g oo, 433

Liberal 28.2 . - 24.7 -
[ ) - ‘ . !

4 : , A (continued)
©_Ihcludes don't know, = : _

.
-~

15

s ¢ L - .
. I N : A]] B e \ WQster ‘
NS o e ;§62 Schoals Kentucky UniverS1§Y
o ‘ . N ‘ SN\ _ .
| Y'_B. Place where respondent s w" Y > o N )
N - mother was raised T, \ ‘N=2487 . - N=114 -
R a .- . . - f ( E PR A .
‘ Fari/ranch * At ﬁgqf“ . .- - 50.9
5 Oper cruntry W, - 10.7 . ! A
)3 “ wigi. OWN , *23.0 ‘C~\ . X ¥4
s \“sty, 10,000-49,999 o 293 a4 > 08
N tro "," S ]0,2 : e Al.7
% 9. Parents' Current Pgsidence - °N=2518 = . ~ N=115 .
. t o ) ~ ' ) . s . .
“Farm . s = 20% 55.6
" ‘Non-farm '75.4 44.4-
.Jd.uuParents farm1ng statUs | R N4N¥f907‘- N= 69"
| Full-time farmers — S 333 435
_ Part-time farmers ‘ /jﬁ 48.4. :: 49.3
.: Non-farmers e .18.3 7.2.
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Tab_%é/’l. (Continued[ General background -characteristics, of rspondents.
- ,r — ) - “i’ ~ - N -~ s v =Y - : . 6‘ e “"_‘;":
_ . AR R ¥ i . -‘. - ! N o [ S : .
' . L Bt T Al w . - Mestern.
) q\f— . T -~ 1862 Schools '~ . Kentucky University

15. father's political orientation . N=2384 v N& O
/ q ’ Cons}ervat‘jve_ > .+ 56.0 .+ 5 g T {'
-'\‘ Moderate .. 37.0 o o I . ,44 .8* . \_
' . —

1 1- - . .‘4-"‘?\‘. ) . s ) "~-
Liberal S ST 7.0 o . w oo 5.5,

N=2397,  F ., N=88 -

e : - . .

16. Mother's political .rientatfion .
A ‘ConserVatiVe L e | 50.6 S :
- ~  Moderate. - N ’ 40.6 - - 46 .6*

Libera? A O B - 684 - .

i - . X ] R ) ) H '
. *Includes don't know. ™~ . . S LN
- ' l . - . i 1 . ) ‘ B .
- . . . ' A .“ v : . .
’ .I;, . S '... . ' o \
. . = .
N X SRR
« “ ~...x, ( v
. ¢ R ' \ g :
. Y
) I
. -"]q, N
3 L A -
S . v \
. .- B , *
o
¥ C *
-

. _ . R , o o ‘
. N v -
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A L g
t . N
\ o * a
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_ : C& -
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~ Table 2. High School background characteristics of ‘respondei@ici¥ " .
-, » : A A . A ’ .« 7 N Aol Y !

' ‘. B . . . . . - ’ .

. . Ct - Al] oot . Western . .
‘ / ‘ o i 1862 Schdols - ‘Kentucky University
1., High.school @A - . <. 35 NE115
f\\ SRR e :23.' . oy TN 274 3 23.5

B T Vo 54 - . 53.4
. Cor be]og; . v 8.5 | , 2.6 .
': ¢ : -~ - BN & .
v 2. Were agr1culture coyrses offer- - . U . e o
roo ed 1nﬁrespondent s high school?~ . WN=2505 = }A N=113 7,
, S ) \ ._.1_ o R
. vesJ Tl L 476 e ©66.4
' n o L B . 133.6 -
. ..’«. ‘\ e . '_~ ‘\‘ L . ) .‘ ..
3. . Did respondent take any agr1- , Lo oy
/ ' cuTture coursg§‘1n thh school? - Nf249\3;_;s : N=115
Nt , » ' 5 I » ’ . .- -
Yes . - . .. L 23.2 ¢« . _ 45.2
. - " No- S o 76.8 54.8 T
4. Were home economics co ' : A - ‘
' of fered in responden&Zs high ot
school?- S AR . N=2494 N=114
’ > . . . . * [ . o .
Yes _ B '90.3 . 94.7 .
No - . ' 1.6 - - 5.3
5. Did reSpondent'take any home o
* .~ -economics courses in high - - -~ . o -
«school? o L N=2488 - N=T15
Yes, . . - we - - 43,
po No pe o ,-e__”f_.: . 84 - - 75T L
z"6; D1d one course in’ h1gh schoo] . ';f'm-' h o _'6 o
- more than any other coutse, in- - . o Ao g
“fluence respondent's decision to _ _5\\\
ajor in agricutture or home e et
- _economigs? - o N=2531 . _ N=115 T
CoYes o v\ - T a0
~roe \\ O
© 7. .If "yes," was this course'in . - N=579 . . . N=4g ~ .
" Agriculture 6.1 < . 633 |
¢ Home Economics , - . N
- Biological Sciences - 54.8 .. . 30.4
. Physical Scignce I S ) | = 3.
) . .Other  ° . , 9.1 ) . j
A ' ’ . . L o~ S
E i v ~(c0ntiqyed) W R
\;1 ‘5 ‘. . ‘ 170 S ' .
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Table 2. (Continued) High School background ghar‘acbefis_tics of respondents.

- —

Al ‘ T Weste'Fn

-,' - . 1862 Schools / : Kentuc_ky Un1vers1ty

" 8. H1gh 'schoo'lla:(.:tﬂ/it'nés 1; -
g X which respondent participated: * ~
« Ueric team. - N=zhyy vy 0 N2105 0 37.1
A R ".Inframufals  “ );V N N=2147 404 . " N '9§ i./?-36.7v
R _C7eerlgad1ng ,“_j T o I 7.9 N 9 jl‘, 31.

-3
N

Debate, Dvama Chorus,

Band - - S Y NE2100 0 34 * N=89

-N=88 \-4 20.

=91 Vas.

w
zfm

" Hobby clubs - .. n=2067 . 21.
~ Honorary clubs C N=2160.  33.

Newspaper/yearbook - N=2125,  20.  N=90 - 20,

W o R W Ny N
=
T

J‘. . . - o ) ] v . '
5 Subject matter clubs - N=2157 . 36. ~N=96 . 40.
Student Government - N- 2167.’A 20, N=92 - 32

Cw e 2045 2.
\ - FFA T e - N=207'l L 9. ) o
R Ne1937 . 3.9 o N=82° 0 ST0

TN 9T 22,

O oo o O » O . w .

¢ - Other Vocatiomal clubs~ - Tfe2008" 105 N=8T 7.2 o

. . .
‘ o : ‘
— I
.y : . .
@«
Rl >
- K
- "
-
" v . ) v N
. - [ . . v
. . - .
) - .
. ' . -, ~ = J
- L = :
. . . 4
. . . - .. N >
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Table 3. Agr1cu1tural qu non- agr1cu1tura] work exper1euces of respond.nts
N (Percentage) SN \ ‘ -

\

‘ A ' ) N Wes - .

86 oLnoois ’//////)kentucky University

'Y o . B ' N

- Type of werk}experie;Ee:

2
Y

Farms or ranch work . o ' . - I
on heigl farm . N33 470, Neligy . 795\
- B SO D e B
_arm or\ranch work else-- " . . .7 o - .
~ » where as'a hired employee - N=2285 .- " 47.2¢7 N=107 5 - 70.7,

Other agr1cu1ture re]ated e : L ':r{»
work - ~ N=2263 58.2° - N=101- 63.4 -
. Home economibs re]afed_wéik T e ' B
- as a hired employee - -~ " N=2089 - 5.1 -N= 95 1 1
K _ Other work experiences ﬂsm;ej;381f ~88.2. . N=102/ 7 775




Table4 People deened "very mf]uent]/al" or of/"some influence” -~ ~

wwndint o

' her - .
. maJor (Percentages) ,
o ,{ — —_ e _ .
AH 1862 Schools Nes,{ern Kentucky, Umvers1ty
' . v,
Very Some ~ Total Very Some Total »
| Influential + Influence = Tnfluence Inﬂuenha] +“Iﬁf1uenc!' Inf]uence
 Mother.. A ovag Cone o wd J 04 NI BY 5T e
p o B T : ! l . ‘ v
- Father . R LI A 65'.€ RN RS BS 463
brour - I SR M 132 19.8.- 3.0
Sister 20 207 W5 15 ke 13 e W
. Othwrrelative o NuE Rs 2,1.4_"0'- ~289 At 8y Ry
ol friel has of g ‘,_‘251 LI A Y
High School counse]or'“'. R 6 BE 62 B 93 ) g
“ tunty Ext&swn N R T A Y | ST 3 2
Vocatwnal Ag Teacher 2408, 65 A4 e 0 273 * nsg 92
Mo Eoonnics Teacher WZB 05 19 24 W18 18T
W_?Otﬁér.'téacher or principe] A 57 6] s N107‘ 03 ' . n4 5‘2?A o
cllleefred WAz owb w4 WS w6 w2 as wal
;.CoHege tea”che‘ o R o R
CaddsrT Y. AU T NN 2 S TR R N
,”’Former studrt - v"i‘n~z403s . ‘.6,:7---" BTN N R S S g
" Dean or Associate‘Dean of“’ L e D L BV
fo. o b Eonics. N-za%’ 3.3 CBE T 6 09 47 56l
et U 85 129” '21‘.8 H8 93 W ms
"clergyman '-:-. st98 0 \106 Cw 57



; Tab]e‘S:;'Thtnqe deened of "very important” or "some importance” in choosingsrespondent's present major (Rercentages) |

—,

'/_S ."

ey Sme

AT 1862 Schools ¢

| lgportant + Importance = Impartance

Tota1

Thtngs Deemed Important 67 “ |

‘

Very.

Western Kentucky University- s

Soe

. ‘iTotat_"-“
. Important + Importance = Importance

‘ o :j | : ) . ' ‘o .
. Scholarship an@/or o . t“ L T, ///// T
x*ﬁmmwluﬂnmm o W38, 6.6 0.6 | WQJ TN T8 ) 2oo~~;,me ‘
'HfTo prepare fir 4 gareer - N30 1 i Q1 WE N0 4 "',18.7 N 8.1 ¥
VMMMMs,“p,”wm;n‘lms Jr LI U (1
1 e = . e T
A preference of ountry, LT . R T :
:hﬁtomWh& N0 44 %3 7oof>rﬂ%'iwo~v ¥t8 8.8
|:‘Successfu1 prror :ééerr- et . Co o ,’ '\‘Q Cme T
-ence in agricultue . Ne238 B3 ‘25.2_\ RS N=T04 - 19 3.8 67,7
Successful prtor experr- Y . : R TN D
ence in home economtcs | ,N=2%é%; 0.7 - 3.2 090 N5 . M9 T2 - 5]
N Y e R A
Wﬁm&wumm [;' L o | S
mjor | W26 19 JH'1MM/~. BN AERRER X'}
My familj thought 1t LT R T ““ R -
 Would be best N9 246 20 .N=]035e /1.9 #0 . kS
Htgh school teacher or o . v / | ff./'n s / Lo
advrsor suggested 1t | =230 24 %0 - Nk he0g/ 6.7 . 19.0. 5.7
Co]lege toacher ot~ \+ o » R .-‘-/ 3';)’/’fh\fff\ - . o ?ui
advrsor suggested 1t L | Y 1 LTS X I /A BN A 5
Had 2 oourse retated (- N T S
tmmmwmmx\ kBT 58 . 134 200021 T Bs %6 4
‘ . o h o P :
Had a course related to} ~. | B | AR e
mummm“" W19 N9 95 WS WG 162 20 %2
CWWWMMMNWM-‘HM 28 BE R4 WOhC 29 @y - 08
Tt wuld fsure 2 gud fncone X RN g, w2y %2 BY
Lt R~ "5 Y 3 "r% By = B
— — . 0
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‘Table 6. Membersh1p in agr1cu1ture or home\econom1cs related organ1zat1ons wh11e

o —

3

Qv

}jg. |

»

L Tabiet7 Pos1t1on as a 1eader or off1cer in agricu]ture or home *conom1cs re]ated

organ1zat1ons while -in co]1ege (Percentages) —
¥ Af]'” ' Western ;

i 1862 Schools . Kentucky Un1verstq’

g . =m0 X s
Departmenta] C]ubS | N=714 = 33.3 ° iy N‘125 " 40.0 ‘
Judgmg team - .. .. N= 217  50.7 '»Ttm "50.0

N - . . . P .
Hdnors fratern1ties/soror1t1es N= 284 22.9 N="7 57.1°
CoHege 4-H/FFA/FHA- Y N=186 55,1 ‘N=13. .. 76.9
tudent agriculture.or hore - T . C
$conomic council 5 ~N= 100 40.0 N= 6 7 66 7
'_3ISoc1a1 fraternities/sororities Ns 291 61.9 N=10 T 90.0
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e ST 4. CAN Western
. ‘V\\' oo B - , 1862 Schoo]s : Kentucky Un1versitx .
n ;'-*Depar‘tme,nt c]ubs | N 2309 39.8 M98 ‘31 6
 Judging ggams B N=2269 ;o2 | N=99 g 23.2
Honor fratern1t1es/soror1t1es N=2255 7 ;[97' . 9f3;‘";_,
. y . X T / ' : . . L
‘, »CoHege 4- -H/FFAJFHA TN=2336 . % 9.4 N=97  <38.6 7
| 'Student 9r1cu1ture or S - J I o ‘_.;,“ f" e
"« home ec nom1cs council -, \ N= 2229 .y 5.8 . o N=98 - 7.
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7\ Table 8, Spugges of funds for coTege educatior (Percentages) LT -
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ST e e A1l - - .t . Western
: . e _' _ 1862 Schools _Kentucky Universijty. -
- ¢ T B . . P
SchUTg¢,;1ps o L . S N 2331'ﬁ 267 N=100 -7  35.0

--“Studenﬁ: loankg or grants S— N 2318, 24.8 - N=102° 33.3. F
~Own savingg _:,, St aNe2std 755 wNelos 82.7
V/ Part-tme work whﬂe a+ coﬂege N=2356 58,7 - N= 102 '49 0

: V\ - ’_"d" Cl i _ o 3/ \7?/ ‘
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" Other re]atwe on fr1ends | ( s-‘ | \N=2291~_‘ ' 399 S 100 120 ‘
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';Table 97 ‘Eduifejonaijasg;retions (Pereentegeé).
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: T % - —
[T 1862 Schiols

© . 1. Educational goal 4f'i' . _"; ‘va_2448
o - “Quit ‘school before o |
" s " bachelor's degree" B s -

o o Comp]ete work for . o
o a bache]or s  degree . S T 31,7

Comp]euéﬁprogram fon R 4ﬂ§§-
Y] master S degree PR c . 271.2

L , {fCombTete3program‘for‘" e , i
e a doctora]‘degree C, v - W4 - o
. N S R ..‘ .L.- . N .. ) .4\ ‘. .- . Nl . . 4

graduate work:

,\"“"" Percent expecting to - o 5Iﬁf N=1260 - -~ L

. remain in an agriculture
.. or home economics re]ated o R
e concentrat1on SR .- 82.5

el Percent expecting to re- - N=1227
_ - main-at their present N R S
- un1vers1ty/ ' e

4y

4

Nestern

Profess1ona1 degree N o

2. -For those expect1ng to do f",‘ e" 'd' . .j

8

Kentucky Univer$1ty
Nel07,

N= 66

N= 64
50.0
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Tab]e 10. Educationa) expectations (Percentages)
S _ :; | : ) . -
= _ R o . AN Western
. o - . -7+ 1862 Schools ) Kentucky University
Lo N=2443 ©N=107
‘Quit school before if . .
. [bachelor's degree BRI 2.9 - 10.3
Complete work for v - _
a bachelor's degree - . - 57,1 _ 3.0 .
Complete program for. . : _ - ‘
' .a master's degree - o - 21.7. . 29.0
. . . B . ° o f
Professional degree - - 13.3 - : 4.0
~ . Complete program.for /, . :
- .a doctoral degree - . - 5.0 - 3.7
. . B rd
L, o ( . ' ¢ B . ’ ¥
. {
) A
o » ~
L 4
9 A,
' . U
T
\ . %
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Table 11. Farming plans /énd residential ,prefgence'(Pencentages). SRS
. i ) "/ — . - ) : - — . ;* ) 1
Y I Western
. _ 1862 Schools “  _Kentucky University
1." Expectation of inheriting N=2492 ) N=116
a farm or ranch ' . . _
Definitely expect to.,” - \\\_ 15.9 . 20.7
: L
Some possibility of it ¢« N5 v 414
Definitely won't . 518 36.2
Already inherited one | _ 0.8 1.7 '
" ) . | : (
2. .Egpectation of owning a N=2472 ‘N=114
rm or ranch B ' : -
. Yes, own alone = oh
“ " Yes, own with others -
E Nvo. | | k
3. Rest ehtia] preference
. : " Farm/ranch
v .Open country . T ST oo

10,000) - LY

o .. City, 10,000 ta: 49,999 0
Metro o |
el I
[N ’ -
7 o
. YA ¢
* .
‘ AN o -
. .-‘ : -
' ’- I4 , , i
: -~ : ’
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. V\},"Tab']e 12. Income expectation on.respondents' first job (Percenmtages).
Al % Western
: 1862 Schools Kentucky University
& . . N = o - ' :
‘ | - N=2384 SN2
. Under $10,000 S 3% T 315
N $10,000 - 14,999 517 ~ sle
o . ¢
$15,000 -j9,999»- L 7.6 . 7.2
$20,000 ard over ‘ 4.0 3.5
3
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N
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Table 13, Selected attitudes of respondents on Honen's Issues (Percent "strongly agreeing® or igreging’|

.

]
L

T A8 Schools  Western Kentucky University
R TH Strongly {  Total Strongly " Total
R - hgree + Agree = Agreenent Mgree + Agree = Agreenent
.1, Homen in college are more concerned | Ny ! ‘
. with getting a fusband than with e \ : 3
» " preparing for a career, - N=2487 Ly 173 2.2 N6 1.7 129 14.6

) The husband ‘arid wife should be - ; | , | | | t oy |
© o equl partoers in the narriage. £ N8 534/ %8 02 W6 9] M&\V¢%J

f . )
[
¢ . . v N .
B

© 3 Tt s alvight for a worn to work o S - N P
but her real fulfillnent in 1ife = , Y S |
coles with motherhood,. N=2489 107 29 36 . NN6 - 138 5.0 3.8

A \g}o‘m‘an who-does the same work-as - o o |
a man should r,e“ceiye the same pay. . Ne2502  59.6 3.9 955  Nelle M43 A4 %7

‘*?f<\:;'-‘ -

5. T would feel ug‘l'chomfbrtable.if o A P
gupervisoratworkwereawoman 2502 56 1.0 176 NI 1T 183 20

. 6. women are dapable of perfonnmg - SR | . - -
o as well asjmén at work outsile . o | | o o
i the horhez _ N LA U N T I W S KR R I A 4
7 | It § allnght for women to Work ,‘ C | | | n
.« full-tine even though their ' ‘ , g o

| hﬂdren are in schoo] . - Ne299 122 AT 499 N6 12 B8 500

B, '=Most agmcultural occuga*twns ] o o s . '

Cardwsiited forwnen, BT 34 W1 mS W 43 0, o

.:.9.-WOmenshou1dworkqu t1me Lo o B
~only before they have chlldren N0 6T 196 B0 K6 69 155 2.4
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 ' Tabie.M. Selected-atti.tu‘?le56f respondents-on ecological fssues. - (Percent "sthongly agreeing" or “agreeing.")

e - AT1.1862 Schoots . Wﬂmmeww}MWWﬁw.
e - e IR
o S . - Stroggly - Total - Strongly Total
§ T ST Aggge‘ + Agree = Agregment - ~ Agree  + Agree = Agreement
1. The government should be able to : 3 ; |
force farmers to adopt soil con- - ) -
servation practices if they have . { |
erosion problems. S0 By B3 NN 86 M5 4]
© . 2. Greater requlation is needed on | | S
~“the use of chemicals in agricul- - ‘ | ,
Lo ture, ) 20.6 o .4 570 M6 147 B8 535
.A3.EWMMCW®m$fMtNWHS o o L |
. in the dektruction of places . . | e
) of natuna beauty needs to be L x | . T
Cstopped, ook B3 02 W5 ke k3 ®7 o e
4, Strip mining coal to provide - N | Ly
energy for our:country is move | ‘
important than keeping the |
‘countryside inf i%s natural | . : - ) o
condition. : N=2480 2.1 123 ¢ 4L W6 34 20 155
— / |
v ‘ P J
. '\ j . n / , ‘ “
S ’ 5 ' [ ;oo 1
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© Table 15, Respondents' perception about the field

g

o

of agriculture 1Percentages); |

{

Y
b}

]
- 1. There are good career 0pportUnitiés
o inagriculture,

T

- K11 1862 Schools

-+~

\Westérn Kentucky University:

‘Strohg]y

Total | Stron§1y Tota]

Agree  + Agree = Agreement

- hgree + Agree = Agreenent

NN W4 W5 859 N6 00 Mg 98

. Most work in agricu}turebcan‘bé
- done by people with little | T KN '
| educati : . N=2496 1.2 7 13.9 TS 0.9 87 9.6
. Agriculture is a declining - o : : ¢ S
industry, N=497 3.0 51 &k M6 1T 34 B
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‘Table 16.. Respondentsf“perceptiOn abbut agrieu]ture_studeﬁts Cﬁercentages)'

* AN " Western |
B ~+ 1862 Schools 'Kentucky,University:
1. Agricu]ture'students are sure ' ’
of what they want to do in . , S R "
L life | - N=2435 N=113
L L o :
o Mone,than noniag.,students; . 42.5 = . 51.3
: 1. ! o - : . . N .
Same as non-ag students - 55.0 . TS B
Less than non-ag. students o250 S 3.6
. - : /
2. Agr1cu1ture 'students are
.~ interested in compet1ng for ¢ L o o T,
*~ high'grades S . N=2438 - . | N=112 =
More than.ndh-ag.vstudents. 7.1 .A, .. 9.8
. \f;§ame,as non-ag. students': . 73.8 i;t~5. 75.9
E Less than non-ag. students'i . ©19.2 o 1823
$ . 3. Agriculture students are | | o |
: interested in classical music : lT
. and-good_literature = 7 N=2418 c N=113
o A More than non- ag studen}sr .. 2.9 - :'h.v 4.4
Lo Same as n7n-ag students ' L %9 . 425
o . Less than non- ag. students : 50.2 = - : /53.1
. J_ Agriculture students are : T
B ,  friendly and helpful to S . o
- . other people N=2431 ~- o N=113
More than non-ag. s\hdents | - 55.0 o 55:3
e ; Same as\pga-ag. students ' 43.2 - '39.8
’ Less than non-ag. students 1.8 o 0.9
. 5 ‘\Rgr1cu1ture students are - | . o
willing to accept new and ) - :
unusa] 1deas L. - N=2420 , ' N=113
More-than non-ag.-students - 1620 ' - 212
. o . . R »
. Same as non ag. students - . 66.7 : ‘ 70 8
Less than non-ag. students . 17.3 . . ?8.0' -
— — (continued) | BRI T
N v
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. - ‘Table 16. (Contﬁnued) Responoents' percept{on about: agricultUne studehts (Percentages).
;% o AN |  Western
1862 Schoo]s- Kentucky University . -
‘ . \ 4 . - : T
. 6. Agriculture students are-
S interested in making a lot
5:" ' of money N=2432 N=113
;f;? ”c More than non- ag. students R VSJZ -12.4
‘L - Same as non-ag. students 69.7 -77.0 o
Less thdn non-ag. students 24.6 10.6
L4 * .
ST Agr1cu1ture students are * ‘
tolerant of people who y 2
come from a d1fferent .
~ background ‘ ‘ N=2432 N=113
+ ©% ° More than non-ag. students 19.8 31.0 o
. ) .v,.“ s
?,v' Same as non<ag. students 59.2 ) 56 6 . _
"~ Less than non-ag. stgdents.* - 71.0 12 4
‘ 8;‘ A§r1cu1ture students ‘are. ALY : ( »
ﬂ seriously ‘concerned about , . :
- the state of the nation = v oo ' K
v -and ‘'of the world . N=2440 - . N=113 .
More'than‘non-ag. students 291 33.6;
1\ . Same as non-ag. students 62.1° - 57.4 . e
Less than non-ag students 8.8 . 'i;“ 8.9
Agr1cu]ture students are _ .
- interested ip having a e
good time at cpllege N=2432 N=112
More than ‘non-ag. students 10.9 . 8.0
Same as non-ag.. students 81.6 85.7
_Less than nonrag; students 7.5/ __‘§'4 6.3
— -
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