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Introduction 7 )
OnJune3 1977, our Nation's

‘colleges i and uniyersrties began :
meeting the challehge mandated by

.- .Section 504 of the Rehabilitation -

N e -

_ Actot 1973. This challenge calls for -

to higher educatlon for
individuals. Overa year

Iege
at approxrmately 2.6% of aII
beginning .eollege freshmen were
hysically idisabled. :
Estlmates tells us that

mately 8.1%™of the

jon' between the ages of 16
and 25 (the age range of the college

- freshmen surveyed) are physically - -

dssabled. When we compare the

-.prevalBnce rate, we can see that

handicapped youth are seriously

underrepresented in higher

. education. ' * .
The. purposéotthns publmtron is

to report data'whlch willhelpto ~/

" describe and’ compare the situation.

7ot disabled college freshmen in

/- higher eduication,-and hopefully, -

. pravide some.clues and insights as

to whatbroblems‘remain to be -

% resotved in this area.

."‘

/;/ . e

"Dus ﬁgpre represents the expected -

. prevalence rate of those conditions .

7

“dafined in the 1978 college freshmen

“ " survey as constituting a physical

handicap. That is'to say, appro:amately‘_

/ 8.1% of the population of the United

-.** probably.have the physical handicaps "
- ... listed in the survey. The 8.1% expected

. States between the.ages 6f 16.and 25 .

- - prevalence rate is the expected -

. e

prevalence rate offered by the Bureau -

. of Education for the Handicapped. .
. U.S.0.E. for similar handicaps i the5 - -

drrough 17, age category

i

o Each. tall students entenng
" \college are ‘surveyed by the .
Cooperative: Institutional Research

'Program (GIRP) of, the Unwersity of -
Los Angeles (UCLA)in

“California a
cooperatron ‘with the American

. "Council on,Education. This survey

proeess was firstaccomplished in’

. 1966. Since then, thirteen annual .-
" reports have been pubkshed

. containing the resu’lts of each year 'S
. survey. '

The purpose of these surveys is

" to collect data on income, funding, -
- academtc achnevement academic

goal career asp_lratrons. politicai
views and: a variety of other areas.

" This informpation helps- educators, .
1 2.6% ﬁgure 'with the-8.1% expected :

-administratos ardothers better -« X

understand the year's crop of

. college freshmen, a@nd provides a,_ -

- basis for.com nsons ‘from one °
year to the ne

For the'first trme. in 1978 the

" college freshmen survey asked -

questions regarding dnsability Three
questions were asked of all.
responding freshmen. They were .
(1) Do you consider yourself -
physically handicapped? (2) If yes,

. what type of handicap do you have? ‘
) and (3) Does your handicap require -
 architectural accommodations? ¢

The purpose of this pubhmtron is

_ to make available the responses of

‘the college freshmen who indicated -

that they were handrcapped The
results of the entire survey, -

"including the fesponsesito the three

questlons on dlsablhty mentloned

b



above are reported inthe
publlcauan The American
Freshma.n ‘National Norms for Fall
‘1978, by Astm ng and .
- _Rnchardson -

" 1978 CIRP college freshmen survey

Please note, the CIRP publncahon

-does not mc!udethe responseés of’
handicapped students to questions

+ onincome, funding, academic -

. achievement, academic goals,

* career aspirations, ‘etc. It contains
the responses-of all college
freshmen to these questions. This

_publication has much of this

, unpublished data, and offers

compensons of this deta to the .

nat|ena| norm. -

Data
What follows is much of the
unpublished data collected by the

concerning disabled college
freshmen. If,-after reviewing this
information. you have questions

regarding the methodology used or -

. the survey instrument, we suggest

"you consult the CIRP publication .
The American College Freshmen:
Nauonal Norms for Fall of 1978 .
lantioned eartier. .
If you're interested in doing

- ‘Statistical research or a detailed .

' 'It costs. $6 do and may be abtained by

writing-to the Cooperative Institutional

. Research Program, Graduate School of

_ Education, University of, California, Los
',Angeles, CA90024. ' »

-analysis on these data and would

like it in its complete form, you can-
contact Dr. Alexander Astin at the
UCLA"address for a copy of the :
computer print-out. Thereisa
charge fonthis service. . .

" Also, we at the President’s -
Committee would be interested in-
hearirig your reactions to these
data. Forward your comments to
Paul Hippolitus, President’s

- Committee on Employment of the -
Handicapped, Washmgton DC N

20210
- Before we eprre the

. unpublished data, let's first look at B

the responses of all responding
“college’ freshmen to the three
"questions in the survey conceming

Ve

v

disability. The first question was “Do
You consider yourself physically

- handicapped?” 2.6% sald yes. (See

- -introduction.) ~ .

-~

S

. Type of handicap
§ Reagng -
| - Speech Cos
* Visual '

The next.question regardlng
disability was “If yes, what type of
.handic@o you have?" The -
response rdte was:

~10.3
s 29
. S N7
-Orthopedic. -+ -, 15.2
Leammg dlsabllmy L e 34
Other . 127

Percentage

o
v/

;



./ “accomimodations?” 95.1% said no

*- .variations. Co

- expected prevalerice rate, the total

e

: ‘_‘ - ) e .'
The thlrd and last quesnon asked

rega'rdmg%isablllty was “Does your -
/' handicap. requnre architectural-

*'.;f:And'4 9% said yes.. . .

.- Whem. consrdenngthe data a

: generated by these three questions
/. and'the’entire survey, it's important

~i' 10 realizéthat these data are

. sample data and subject to

' uently, they

e should not be taken 100 Ilterally *
* Also, the identification  process was
‘through "selt-ldentrﬁcatlon and did

~ Age

_The data is dlvrded lnto six areas. ,
They are (1) age, (2) preparatton for

i college, (3) admissions.experience, -

' (4) funding sources, ' (5) academic
-aspirations, and (6) career .

; asplratlons : '

-

.Those.individuals who tdentrﬁed—\.'.,
themselves asbeing physically
handicapped tended tobeboth -
older and younger than the national

. The national norm is'the
ave age for all college treshmen

¢ not offer any reference: to duration . surveyed. ’
" or degre® of disability. " - o R
These facts may explain why: 7y Age by ‘Handi-  National
. '31.2% of those who identified ~« . \Dec. 31, 1978 “DDUd (%) norm (%)
‘ themsetvesasphys:caﬂy : 17 or y0unger- 43 3.1 ;
_handicapped indicated thatthey 18 . 69.5 78.7 ‘
- .were visually impaired. Or, this high 19 ‘ . 188 - 173
incidence of visual impairment may, 20 - '3.0 . 14
in part, be due to the occupatlonal 21 1.0 - 04 .
‘demands of a higher education. - 227 T 06.. 03:-
" Whatever the reasons, it is 23orolder . . 29 . 08.
- suspected that many persons ého T ,- -
wear eye counted: . Preparation for College

themselyes into mefhandlcapped
populatign..As a result, it:would -

- - seem fainto conclude: that if we

" were to brin§ the visual impairment
. figure downto a rea$onable

- percentage of college freshmen-
. who were physically handncapped
would Brop significantly.

The remainder of the data
_appearing in this booklet compares .
the responses of handicapped

students (as identified by
" responding “yes” to the:first *
.question “Do you consider yourself -
. physically handicapped?”) with the
responses of all 1978 college -

- freshmen participating in the surl{ey. -

x

When asked if the respondent

* attended a high school program that’

was a college’ preparatdry program
or other (such as vocational high . ~ »

]

"“school), a lower percentage of - )
. handicapped respondents indicated . -
" that they came from a college

preparatory program than the norm.

High school “Handi- Nauonal
program’ capped (%) norm (%)
College prep .881 . 91.1

.-

Other . 119 89 "

*,

ge



- Whenaskedgtherespondent
o hashad»any remedial work, .
' handicapped respondents indicated o
. “a higher percentgget who have had -
. .- remedial work. o '

‘Handi- .

B . Havehad ,lhtlml':.'
~ nmdlal;um ln“nmd l%) norm.(%);
English 1147 100
Reading 12.8 -7 109
“ ..., Mathematics 12.8°°" 10.8
'+ Social studies - 16 105
" . Sciefice 9.8 -, 9.2
'Forergn Ianguages 75 6.7_7
" When asked it the student -
expectsheorshewrllneed R
- remedial work, a lugher percentage’
: . of handicapped students indicated - )
L . anexpechon_forremedralwork._ o
Willnged *. - Handi- . National ' SN EEEEE——
) o remedhlvortluv capped (%) nom.(%) . Whenasked how.many other-
‘. English 189 140, colleges they had applied tofor .
", . Reading . 11.8 .j, 86" -, admissions, handicapped o=
-, Mathematics . 299 " 239 "t regpondents.tended to apply to
Social studies 63, 44 L. more-schools than the natronal -
o SClence '\182 142 ) norrn B . .
. Forelgn languages ’ 19 7‘ o 18 " Number of other Y -
C " colieges applied: | S
R Admlsslons Experlences ‘g toloradmlsslon Handi-  National  _
_ \ " Entering college freshmen were o ‘this year .- _ capped (%) norm (%)
* - asked if the college they: bave .o ' Y
" .- enrolled in was the college of their’ ggge ?g g ?gg '
. .-ﬁl'St ChOIOG. SGOONd*ChOICO. &Ill’d _ Two 17.0 1 18.7
o choice, ete. Handicapped freshmen Three br more 32 9 2Z 7.
« . . wereless likely to'have gotten the. - :
- e college otﬁrstorsecond ehorce . '
" thanthe national nomm. - Funding

_ ° “When asked aboutthe problem of
Natlonal-

' This ailege . H'l!‘“' financing a college education,
1 ‘Is student's - “l'l“ (%) norm (%) - handicapped respondents indicated
‘ First choice 74 5. . 755 7. ahigher percentage who had a —
... . Second choice " ©19.3 .- major concern aboutfr.‘iﬁdmg than
2 - Third Choice - . - - 48 3.7 . the natronal norm.
-7 Lesstham . -7 o . R C

Cthird choice, 0 23 14 R

. . L M *

4 ' ; :




When asked about loans fo help
. finarice the cost of a college -
edumuon handicapped students

: the nat:onal norm.

. loam: . Hand- ' Natignal
* program - capped (%) nomnf (%)

teed student - 124 - 11.0 -
7 loan . I
Natldefense _ S

. college expenses, handicapped

to'be usmg it than the nauonal

"-Concern-about . Handi- . National .-

concemn. . 0 315 342 . - Paretal "_‘!,  capped (%) nom (%)
. Someconcern - 485 . 49.3- - None 27.0- .7 265
- Major concern - - 20.0 185 Some . 180- 75

'When asKed about grants and When asked if they planned to '

'-scholarshlps as‘a source of funding ' sdpplement theéir financial resources
- acollege education, handicapped = through part-time employment,
.- respondents seemed more likely to -, - handicapped students were less

. .'studentloan . 10.4 87.
‘ .-'COIIege loans . “41. ° 37
- Otherloans "y 4.0+ . 3.8 :

* When asked about parental ald o,
as a source of income to help pay-.‘

respondents were slightly less'hkely .

nancing college capped (%) norm (%) - ' Handl- Nauonat

LT
4were more- dependent on-them than o

: bedependentonthemthanthe - l'kelytobedmngsothanthe
national porm. . x| - national norm. > & _
' Bnntsand v Handl- ’Uaﬂoual Pan-tlme . Handi- National
“scholarships  capped (%) nom (%) - employment * capped (%) norm (%)
Basuceduc op- S oyes L0 196 2420
rtunity grant © 255 7 23.9 . S
.-s.,‘;&émé" ‘S I Am’emic Aspirations .
S edue 0:3 8.6. 69 * ' When asked why respondent was
. lunity g S 4 ‘going to college, handicapped
State scholar- | K coliege freshmen more oftén™had
ship or degit. 1877 161 S :
Collpge-grant . 184 174 S R %
o Otherprvate .-~ T e e
. gmmt - 112 077



PY

‘. nmnsnotodn :
. veryimportant ~ . .
¢, s indeciding to Handi-  National -
goto college - capped (%) norm (%)
“metogo . -..29:8. 301
COuld nqtﬁnd T .
“ajob «_*5.8' 38
Getawayfrom o T
home ~~ .. - 10.6 = 8.0
Ge_t_abetter job™ - 733" 727 .
Gain a gerieral . . '
" education . - 728 - 714
Improve reading-. . - -
. .study'skills ‘- 417 405
- Nothing better S I .
.., -todo - - ;6 1.8
.Becomeamore - - :
" cultured person.. . 40.4 ~ ~ 36.6
.".Make more
‘ ney . - 570 . -56.7
Leanmore ‘
about things 775 7153 &
_+Meet new and-in- N
 teresting people. . 59.7 588
"~ Prepare for - . :
% graduateschool 540  45.8
When-asked what degree the
~ respondent sought at the college in. :
which they were presently enrolied,
_\ hartdicapped freshmen displayed a

';2

* . thanthe natlonal norm.

gredua&e school ambmons than the <
nat:onal norm.

\ higher percentage who wanted

-either Associate of Arts degrees, or

, ‘ 'None
‘ A_ssoeia

:Qreq

Baelo
iy

Master’

‘professional or advanced degrees L




When asked about degree
: ambmans atany other school, - .

busmess and educahon than the
nanonal norm, but more mterested

handi upped college freshmen “inthe scsences than the national -
- again demonstrated a higher . ~norm. ., ~0
-percentage Who sought either AA.
degrees, or professional and,. - - mft’:ﬂ:r Haudb Nauonal '

" “advanced degrees than the national capped (%)-norm (%)

and - N
- nom. . " humarites: 137 112
" Highest degm Handi- Naﬂﬂ“ﬂ Biological science 62 . 48
.. - Planned here  capped (%) norm (%) Business - : 187 2.2
.~ 'None . . . ' 25 .18 " “Education . .79 115
“Assatiate (A.A. : - Engineering - - 85 8.9
- . ‘or equivalent) 310 1.9  Physicalscience ~ 4.6 4.0
. Bachelor's . - St 0. Professienal .
» . (B.A,BS) 28.1 36 4 . (medicine, - .

- Master's: B o . Chealth,therapy, -

oo (MALMS) 31.5 346, " -architecture, = .

- 'Ph.D. orEd.D.. 14.4 10. 7,- - - other S :

. M.D.,D.0O., B professional - 154 " 137
- DDS,or: ~ .92 65 Social science .~ - 11.0 9.8
. DVM..or © . Technical (build- s
“:lL.B.ord.D. - s .- ingtrades,

o (law) ot 7.3 5.3 . computer : .
. BD.or M. Dw ’; ‘ : programming, ., - - . -
o (divirity) - 1.0 05 _drafting, et¢.).. .~ 2.5 . rA
.".;fEOther S 29‘_'22 - . = '

'When asked' about their’ probable )é\ o

o majorﬁeldofstudy handlcapped -

"“f,-freshmen were Iess mterested in R

40



Career Aaplrauons * -7 . Interordecorator - - 0.6 . 06
When asked about their robable Interpreter < .
aspirations; handichpped | {mnsaon. 03, 03
respondents were léss intérested in . bab technician or -
business and military service than - . - _ygienist M s
" the.nationalnorm; btit more. . Law enforcement . "~ :
. interested in careers intawand - Officer . .= 09 18
; medicmethanthe national norm.. Lawyerorjudge ' - 67 . - 53
. Military-service N :
. .thhllam: © Hand- lmloual_ I-(career). - - 06 23
occupation - cappad (%) nomm (%) . Musician - 19 19
-Amuntant_ _ 51 .62 . Kurse - ~132, .87
. Acoror - ' ~ - Optometrist 02 -, .02
. - entertainer .. - 15 1.1 Pharmacist - 05 * "05
= Architestor .. . - L Physician - 58 38
~planner. * - 147 1.0 " Schbolcounsélor 02 ." 03
. Artist-—" 7 2.1 ‘1'..99\ .-Scientific . . LT
Business: (denml) 127 researcher 33 . 22
- Business - - _ ~ Social, welfare or T
(executive) _ 8. .95 . recreation: . o
. Business owner -, - 21 7 21 ‘worker- 27 29
. Business sales- . - Statistician S 0.2, - 01
“personor’ .. - : .- . Therapist
buyer) £06 - 10 . . (physical, _ -
“Clergy (ministeror <" .~ . .= occupational, SO
> priest) . 050 05 - Btc.) 25 25 .
_ Clergy(other ST ) ._Teacher o
.+ réligion). 0.2 0.3 (elementary) - = 3.6 54
» Clinical - o ' Teacher S
psychologlst - 16 1.3 .(secondary) 28 .4.0
[College teacher . - 0.5  ~.0.4  Vetefnaian. ~ 1.2, 0.9
~.College, . - ~Writer or journalist 3.3 3.0
programmer or, S . Skilled trades - -~ 0.9 .06 -
analyst ¢ : 29 . Other’ T 6.6 .59
Conservationistor ©- -~ = - Undecided -10.8 1.6
.- - forester .09 .. 08 - _ S
" Dentist (induding  ~ : L
. ‘orthodontist) 1.3 0.9 - :
- Dietician or home P RV .
economist .04 03 0
_Engmeer o 7.8 73 -
Famlerorrand\er 06 * 05 - - . oo
Foreign service . 3 A e
worker: : . 10 . .06 . '
Homemaker -~ = . - N ;
* (fuli-me) - 0.2 02 .



