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S um m ary

This study examines  the geograp h ica l  distr ibution of var ious  

jun ior  c o l l e g e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  S c o r e s  f o r  s ix  f a c to r s  or  c a te g o r ie s  

of  c o l l e g e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s ,  identi fied in e a r l i e r  A C T  r e s e a r c h ,  w e re  

com puted  f o r  each  of 581 a c c r e d i t e d  jun ior  c o l l e g e s .  When these 

jun ior  c o l l e g e s  w e re  c la s s i f i e d  and analyzed  by geograp h ica l  reg ion ,  

s ignif icant d i f f e re n ce s  w e re  found among reg ions  on all s ix  f a c to r s  - -  

Cultural A f f luence  {o r  P r iv a te  Contro l ) ,  T ech n o log ica l  Specia l izat ion,  

Size ,  A ge  ( o r  Convent ional ism ) ,  T r a n s fe r  E m p has is ,  and Business  

Orientation (o r  High C os t ) .  The reg iona l  d i f f e r e n c e s  are  d i s c u s s e d  

and im pl ica t ions  are  suggested  f o r  r e s e a r c h  and counse l ing  as w el l  

as f o r  jun ior  c o l l e g e  planning.
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Regional  D i f f e re n ce s  in Junior C o l le g e s  

Jam es  M. R ich a rd s ,  Jr.

Le o n ard  P .  Rand 

L o r r a in e  M. Rand

The junior  c o l l e g e  is a la rge  and important segm ent  of  higher e d u ­

cat ion  in the United States,  and it shows signs of  b e c o m in g  the la r g e s t  

and, in som e  r e s p e c t s ,  the m o s t  important.  The increas in g  im portance  

of  junior  c o l l e g e s  em p h a s ize s  the need f o r  c o m p r e h e n s iv e  in formation  

about these institutions.  The in terests  o f  students,  of  c o l l e g e s ,  and of  

s o c ie ty  demand that plans fo r  the future growth of  jun ior  c o l l e g e s  be as 

rational  as p o ss ib le ,  and based  on accurate  knowledge about such 

c o l l e g e s .

The p urp ose  of  the p re se n t  study is to examine the geograph ica l  

d istr ibution  of var ious  jun ior  c o l l e g e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Such in form ation  

may prov ide  c lues  to the in f luences  that m old  and shape the s tructures  

o f  jun ior  c o l l e g e s ,  and to the m a jo r  adaptive r e sp o n s e s  of  the co l l e g e  

as an organ izat ion ,  M o r e  important,  it may prov ide  i l luminating i n f o r ­

mation  about the a lternatives  f o r  the o r d e r l y  deve lopm ent  of  junior  

c o l l e g e s .

The bas is  f o r  this r e s e a r c h  is the study by R ich a rd s ,  Rand, and 

Rand (1965) o f  jun ior  c o l l e g e  env ironm ents ,  in which 36 d i f ferent  c h a r ­

a c t e r i s t i c s  of  jun ior  c o l l e g e s  w e re  identi fied.  Through use of  fa c tor  

ana lys is ,  the c o m p le x  re lat ionships  among these 36 co l l e g e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s



w e re  reduced  to a l im ited  number of c a te g o r ie s  that can be in terpreted  

in t e r m s  of their  under ly ing nature.

Six such c a t e g o r i e s ,  o r  f a c to r s ,  w e re  obtained and g iven  nam es  

which s e e m e d  to r e f l e c t  their  genera l  meaning. These  fa c to r s  w e re  

Cultural  A f f luence ,  T e ch n o lo g i ca l  Spec ia l izat ion ,  Size ,  Age ,  T r a n s fe r  

Em phas is ,  and B us iness  Orientation.  These  fa c to r s  o rga n ize  the i n f o r ­

mation  c u rre n t ly  avai lable about jun ior  c o l l e g e s  into a b r i e f  p r o f i l e .

This b r ie f  p ro f i le  can be used  to c h a r a c t e r i z e  individual jun ior  c o l l e g e s  

o r  groups of  junior  c o l l e g e s .  In the present  study, the p r o f i l e  was  used  

to d e s c r ib e  junior  c o l l e g e s  grouped  ac c o r d in g  to their  lo cat ion .

Method

E st im at ion  of  F a c t o r  S c o r e s .  Using the data in A m e r i c a n  Junior 

C o l le g e s  (G le a z e r ,  1963), the f i r s t  step in the present  r e s e a r c h  was to 

est im ate  s ix  fa c to r  s c o r e s  f o r  each  of  581 a c c r e d i t e d  jun ior  c o l l e g e s .

F o r  each fac tor ,  three  or  four  va r ia b les  with high loadings  on that fac tor  

and low loadings on all  other f a c to r s  w e re  s e le c ted .  Each  var iab le  was 

used  in est imating only a single  fa c to r .  Using the Dool i tt le  p r o c e d u r e ,  

mult ip le  c o r r e la t i o n s  w e re  com puted  between va r ia b le s  and f a c t o r s .

The fa c to r  loadings s e r v e d  as va l id ity  c o e f f i c i e n ts ;  i . e . ,  as the c o r r e ­

lations  between va r ia b les  and fa c t o r s .  The va r ia b le s  chosen  to r e p r e ­

sent each  fa c tor ,  the beta weight f o r  each  var iab le ,  and the multiple  

c o r r e la t i o n  between each group of va r ia b les  and the c o r re s p o n d in g  fa c tor  

a r e  shown in Table 1.
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Table 1

Institutional V a r ia b les ,  Beta Weights ,  and Multiple C o rre la t io n s

fo r  Est imating F a c t o r  S c o r e s  f o r  Junior C o l leg es

F a c to r F actor  
Loading

Beta

Cultural A f f lu e n ce  (mult ip le  c o r re la t io n
with fa c to r  = .85 )

1. Relat ive  L i b r a r y  Size .69 . 3775
2. % of F o r e i g n  Students .6 4 . 4022
3. Faculty /Student  Ratio . 50 . 2241
4. P r iv a te  vs .  P u b l i c  Contro l .47 00 t—>

T e c h n o lo g i c a l  Spec ia l izat ion  (R = .83 )
1. R e a l i s t i c  Orientation .7 3 . 4044
2. T e c h n o lo g i c a l  Em phasis • 67 .3351
3. % of M ales  in the Student Body . 64 . 2741

Size  (R = . 89)
1. Total  E n ro l lm ent .83 . 5149
2. V a r ie t y  of  C u rr i c u lu m .66 . 2931
3. L i b r a r y  Size .67 . 2614

A g e  (R = .87 )
1. A g e .67 . 4700
2. % of F acu t ly  which  is F u l l - T i m e .6 0 . 3715
3. % of P a r t - T i m e  Students - . 6 4 - . 3 3 8 0

T r a n s f e r  E m p ha s is  (R = .8 9 )
1. T e a ch e r  Training Em phasis .68 . 5924
2. % of Graduates  going to

F o u r - Y e a r  C o l leges .60 .4084
3. L ib e r a l  A r t s  Em phasis .49 . 2938

B u s iness  Orientation (R = .82 )
1. E n terp r is in g  Orientation . 57 .4582
2. % of Facu t ly  with D o c t o r a l  D e gre e . 53 .4156
3. Tuition .49 . 3806

The multiple  r e g r e s s i o n  f o rm u la  f o r  each fa c to r  was d e term ined  

f r o m  these beta weights ,  and was  used  to est im ate  a s ca led  fa c to r  s c o r e



(with mean = 50 and standard deviat ion = 10) f o r  each c o l l e g e .  In c o m ­

puting the es t im ated  fa c to r  s c o r e s ,  the m ean was substituted for  a m iss in g  

s c o r e  on any var iab le .  Inspection of the s c o r e  distr ibutions  suggested ,  

how ever ,  that a norm al iz ing  t rans form at ion  would be d es irab le ,  and 

that the p r e c i s i o n  of the fa c to r  s c o r e s  would just i fy  only a sm al l  range 

of t ra n s fo rm e d  s c o r e s .  A c c o r d in g ly ,  the es t im ated  fac tor  s c o r e s  w e re  

conver ted  to stanines (Guilford, 1952, p, 503),  ̂ which are  n o r m a l iz e d  

standard s c o r e s  with a mean of 5 and a standard deviat ion of 1. 96.

R e interpretat ion  of F a c t o r s .  Inspection of the h ig h - s c o r in g  and 

l o w - s c o r i n g  c o l l e g e s  on each fa c to r  suggested  that the interpretat ion  of 

three of  the six fa c to rs  should be m od i f ied .  The fact  that the fac tor  

s c o r e s  suggested  re interpretat ion  of s o m e  fa c to rs  c o n f i r m s  the c o n c l u ­

sion that this fac tor  solution should be c o n s id e r e d  only a f i r s t  a p p r o x i ­

mation to the o rd e r in g  of c o m p le x  phenomena,  and that the titles given 

the fa c to rs  should not be taken too l i tera l ly .

F i r s t ,  on the Cultural A f f luence  fa c tor ,  c o l l e g e s  which tradit ional ly  

have been c o n s id e r e d  highly affluent (Pine Manor,  Gulf Park ,  e tc .  ) do, 

f o r  the m ost  part, have high s c o r e s  on this fa c tor .  Th ere  are  a lso  many 

c o l l e g e s  which have high s c o r e s  which  could not be c o n s id e r e d  affluent 

by any reasonable  c r i t e r i o n .  These  c o l l e g e s  are  typ ica l ly  v e r y  sm a l l

^A X e r o x  co p y  of the table showing the stanine s c o r e  f o r  each  c o l ­
lege  on each fac tor  is available  fo r  $1 f r o m  the R e s e a r c h  and D eve lopm ent  
Divis ion,  A m e r i c a n  C o l lege  Testing P r o g r a m ,  B ox  168, Iowa City,  Iowa 
52240. P le a s e  r e m it  payment with o r d e r .  Make checks  payable  to: 
A m e r i c a n  C o l lege  Test ing P r o g r a m .
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c o l l e g e s  under  private  or  r e l ig ious  co n tro l .  B e c a u se  many of the v a r i a ­

b les  with high loadings on this f a c to r  w e r e  e x p r e s s e d  in " p e r - s tu d e n t "  

t e r m s ,  it is p o ss ib le  f o r  a c o l l e g e  with an e x t r e m e ly  sm a l l  l i b r a r y  and 

an e x t r e m e ly  sm a l l  faculty  to obtain a high s c o r e  on this fa c to r  if it a lso  

has an e x t r e m e ly  sm a l l  student body.  M o r e o v e r ,  publ ic  c o l l e g e s  with 

gen era l ly  la r g e r  student bodies  tended to obtain low  s c o r e s  on this fac tor ,  

even those (such  as  Foothi l l )  which appear  quite affluent in the usual 

sense  o f  the w ord .  A  better  title f o r  this fa c tor ,  th e re fo re ,  might be 

P r iv a te  Contro l .

Second, the A ge  fa c to r  appears  to r e q u ire  re in terpretat ion .  In a 

r e c e n t  a r t i c le ,  Stanley (1965) attempts to identify the o ldest  jun ior  c o l l e g e  

in the country .  S e ve ra l  candidates f o r  this dist inction are  mentioned.  

Unfortunately,  the leading candidates have an av era ge  s c o r e  on this 

f a c to r  which is only m o d e ra te ly  high. This suggests  that Convent ional ism  

might  be a better  title f o r  this fa c to r  s ince  age alone without m o r e  t r a ­

dit ional c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  c o l l e g e s  such as a high p ropor t ion  of fu l l - t im e  

facu lty  and fu l l - t im e  students,  does  not produce  a high s c o r e .

Final ly ,  the B us iness  Orientation fac tor  should be re in terpre ted .  

S p e c i f i c a l ly  the E n te rp r is in g  Orientation var iable  (the p e rce n t  of  s tu ­

dents spec ia l iz ing  in such f ie lds  as bus iness  administrat ion ,  marketing,  

e tc .  ) s e e m s  l e s s  important  in producing  a high s c o r e  on this var iab le  

than Tuition and the P e r c e n t  of  Facu l ty  with P h . D .  ’ s .  While these two 

va r ia b le s  give s o m e  suggest ion  of a f fluence,  such an interpretat ion  would 

be incons istent  with the low loadings on such var iab les  as Endowment
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and Relat ive  L i b r a r y  Size  obtained in the e a r l i e r  study of jun ior  c o l l e g e s  

(R ichard s  et al . , 1965).  T h e re fo r e ,  a better  title f o r  this fa c to r  might 

be High C o s t . ^

A n a lys is  o f  R eg iona l  D i f f e r e n c e s .  Seventeen c o l l e g e s  of  the o r i g i ­

nal 581 have b e c o m e  f o u r - y e a r  c o l l e g e s  or  have c l o s e d  s ince  A m e r i c a n  

Junior C o l le g e s  (G le a z e r ,  1963) was published.  These  17 c o l l e g e s  w e re  

exc luded  f r o m  the analys is  o f  reg iona l  d i f f e r e n c e s .  The rem ain ing  564 

c o l l e g e s  w e re  grouped  into seven reg ions :  New England, Mideast ,  Great  

Lakes ,  P la ins ,  Southeast,  Southwest and R o c k y  Mountains ,  and F a r  W e st .  

The states included m these reg ions  are  shown in Table  2.

Table 2

States included  in Reg ions  fo r  Study of R eg ional  D i f f e r e n ce s  

in Junior C o l lege  C h a r a c te r i s t i c s

-6 -

New England includes :
Connecticut ,  Maine, M assachuse t ts ,  New H am psh ire ,  Rhode 
Island, V erm on t

M ideast  includes :
De law are ,  D is t r i c t  of  Columbia ,  Maryland,  New J e r s e y ,  New 
Y ork ,  Pennsy lvania

G reat  Lakes  includes:
Il l ino is ,  Indiana, Michigan,  Ohio, W is c o n s in

Pla ins  inc ludes :
V

Iowa, Kansas,  Minnesota ,  M is s o u r i ,  N ebraska ,  North Dakota, 
South Dakota

^It should be noted, how ever ,  that Deep Springs  C o l leg e ,  which  has 
no tuition s ince  all  students r e c e i v e  full s ch o la rsh ip s ,  obtained the highest  
p o s s ib l e  s c o r e  (9) on this fa c to r .  This appears  to be a resu lt  o f  a v e r y  
high p ropor t ion  of P h . D .  ‘ s on the faculty  (3 of 6) com b ined  with s u b s t i ­
tuting the m ean fo r  the m iss in g  E n terpr is in g  Orientat ion  s c o r e .
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Southeast includes :
A labam a,  A rk ansas ,  F lo r id a ,  Georg ia ,  Kentucky, Louisiana,  
M is s i s s ip p i ,  North Carol ina,  South Carol ina,  T ennessee ,  
V irg in ia ,  W est  Virg in ia

Southwest and R o ck y  Mountains includes :
A r izo n a ,  C o lo rad o ,  Idaho, Montana, New M e x ic o ,  Oklahoma, 
T exas ,  Utah, Wyoming

F a r  West  inc ludes :
A laska ,  Cal i fornia ,  Hawaii,  Nevada, Oregon,  Washington

Table 2 (cont. )

The next step was to compute  the m ean and standard deviat ion 

on each  fa c to r  fo r  each  re g io n  and fo r  the total sam ple .  Results  are  s u m ­

m a r iz e d  in Table 3,

Table 3

Means and Standard Deviat ions  of  Junior Col lege

C h a r a c te r i s t i c s  by Reg ions

Reg ion
Cult ' l
A f f l .
(Pvt .
Cont ' l )

Tech .
S p ec l 'n Size

Age  
( C o n v e n ­

t ion a l ­
ism )

T r s f  r . 
Emph.

Busn 's  
Or ien. 
(High 
Cost)

New England 
(N = 41) 

Mean 5. 56 4. 07 4. 07 5. 02 3. 54 7. 17
S .D . 1.98 2. 65 1.58 1. 88 1 .43 1. 62

M ideast  
(N = 80) 

Mean 5 .0 4 5. 40 4. 54 4. 28 3 .88 6 .4 8
S .D . 1.96 2 .47 1. 59 1. 94 2. 05 1. 48

G reat  Lakes  
(N = 60) 

Mean 4. 30 5. 55 5. 33 4. 22 5. 32 5. 58
S .D . 2. 15 1 .75 1.99 1 .86 1 .75 1.41
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Cult ' l  Tech .  A g e  T r s f r .  B u sn 's
R e g io n  A f f l .  S p e c l ’n Size (C o n v e n -  Em ph.  Orien .

(Pvt .  t ional -  (High
C on t ’ l) i s m )  Cost )

Table 3 ( c o n t . )

Plains  
(N = 74)

Mean 5 .07  4 .8 8  4 .6 8  5 .8 0  5 .6 6  3 .9 5
S . D .  1 .76  1 .64  1 .53  1 .33  1 .56  1.71

Southeast 
(N = 134)

Mean 5 .42  4 . 2 0  4 .2 9  5 .7 5  4 .9 7  4 .6 2
S . D .  1 .68  1. 86 1 .59  1 .95  1 .77  1. 71

Southwest  &
R o c k y  Mountains 
(N = 77)

Mean 5 .22  5 .1 4  5 .38  5 .3 9  5 .61  4 . 4 8
S .D .  1.81 1 .43  1 .6 4  1 .6 4  1.67 1 .53

F a r  West  
(N = 98)

Mean 4 . 4 4  5.61 6 .7 9  4 .0 2  4 . 8 3  4 .1 7
S . D .  1 .58  1.17 1 .94  1 .80  1 .70  1 .46

Total 
(N = 564)

Mean 5 .01  4 .9 7  5 .0 5  4 .9 8  4 . 9 0  4 . 9 9
S . D .  1 .86  1 .93  1 .92  1 .94  1 .86  1.87

One could  make a s trong  ca se  f o r  the propos i t ion  that the total 

group  of jun ior  c o l l e g e s  f o r  this study is the population, and that t h e r e ­

f o r e  statis t ical tests  o f  the s ign i f i cance  of  d i f f e re n ce s  a r e  both u n n e c e s s a r y  

and m ean in g le ss .  T h ere  is a lso  s o m e  doubt as to the a p p ro p r ia te n e ss  of  

analyzing group d i f f e re n ce s  on n o r m a l i z e d  s c o r e s  using the s a m e  group  

on which the t ran s form at ion  was based ,  s ince  the between va r ia n ce  depends 

on the within va r ia n ce .  N e ve r th e le ss ,  an o b je c t iv e  way was needed f o r



dec id ing  which d i f fe ren ces  wil l  be c o n s id e r e d  important and fo r  e s t i ­

mating which d i f fe ren ces  are  grea ter  than might be expected  fo r  groups 

o f  the sam e s ize  chosen  at random  f r o m  the total populat ion of jun ior  

c o l l e g e s .  T h e re fo r e ,  standard statis t ical  ana lyses  w e re  made of the 

m ean  d i f f e r e n c e s .  A  s imple  analysis  of  var iance  was com puted  a c r o s s  

the seven  reg ions  on each  of the s ix  v a r ia b le s .  Results  a r e  shown in 

Table  4.

Table 4
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Analys is  of Variance  of  Regional  D i f f e r e n ce s  

in Junior C o l lege  C h a r a c te r i s t i c s

F a c t o r
M .S .  f o r  
Groups

M .S .  fo r  
E r r o r s F

Cultural A f f luence
(P r iva te  Contro l ) 16. 89 3. 32 5 .0 9 * *

T e ch n o lo g i ca l
Spec ia l izat ion 31 .85 3.47 9 .1 8 * *

Size 76. 12 2 .9 3 2 5. 98**

A g e  (Convent iona l ism ) 50. 87 3 .26 15. 61**

T r a n s fe r  E m phasis 4 2 .4 0 3. 06 13 .86**

Bu siness  Orientation 
(High Cost) 96. 24 2. 52 3 8 .1 9 * *

* p < . 0 5  
**  P < .01

d e g r e e s  of  f r e e d o m  = 6 /557

The last  step in the analys is  was to make c o m p a r i s o n s  among the 

reg iona l  m eans .  On each  fac tor  the N ew m an-K euls  method (Winer ,  1962)



was used  to c o m p a re  all  p o ss ib le  pairs  of m eans .  This  p r o c e d u r e  

s e e m s  to be the m o s t  sa t i s fa c to ry  method c u rre n t ly  available  fo r  making 

" p o s t - h o c "  c o m p a r i s o n s ,  such as w e re  made in this study. The c o m ­

p ar ison s  of means are  s u m m a r iz e d  in Table 5.

D iscu s  s ion

The resu lts  shown in Tables  4 and 5 revea l  that there are  reg iona l  

d i f f e re n ce s  am ong junior  c o l l e g e s  on all s ix  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  These  d i f ­

f e r e n c e s  m a y  have important  im pl ica t ions  fo r  counsel ing,  f o r  r e s e a r c h ,  

and f o r  planning fo r  future jun ior  c o l l e g e s .   ̂ The d i f f e r e n c e s ,  and som e  

of  their  im pl ica t ions ,  a re  s u m m a r iz e d  be low .

On the Cultural A f f lu e n c e , o r  P r iv a te  Contro l  f a c to r  the m ain  trend 

s e e m s  to be f o r  c o l l e g e s  in the Great  Lakes  states  and in the F a r  W est  to 

be l o w e r  than c o l l e g e s  in other re g io n s .  No doubt this resu lts  in part 

f r o m  a genera l  em phasis  in these  states on public educat ion.  It is a lso  

p o s s ib l e  that junior  c o l l e g e s  in these  reg ions  have m od e le d  t h e m se lv e s  

after  state un iv ers i t ie s ,  o r  have sought an identity of  their  own, rather  

than imitating private  l ib e r a l  arts  c o l l e g e s .

The m a jo r  trend on the T e c h n o lo g i c a l  Spec ia l izat ion  fa c to r  is fo r  

c o l l e g e s  in New England and in the Southeast to be l o w e r  than c o l l e g e s  in 

other  re g io n s .  This trend m a y  be re lated  to d i f ferent  concept ions  of  the 

r o le  of  the junior  c o l l e g e ,  and a d e -e m p h a s i s  of  vocat iona l  training

^In this connect ion,  it should be noted that a p p rox im ate ly  200 junior  
c o l l e g e s  have been  estab l ished  s ince  A m e r i c a n  Junior C o l le g e s  (G le a z e r ,  
1963) was published.  At the p re se n t  t ime, no s o u r c e  of  c o m p r e h e n s iv e  i n ­
fo rm at io n  about the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of  these c o l l e g e s  is ava i lab le .
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S u m m a ry  of Statist ical Analys is  of Reg ional

Table 5

D if f e r e n c e s  in Junior Col lege  C h a r a c te r i s t i c s

Cultural
C o m p a r i s o n  A f f luence

(Pvt .  Contro l )

T ech .
Spec ia l . Size A ge

(C o n v ' l s m )

T r a n s fe r
Em phasis

Busine s s 
O r ient 'n  

(High Cost )

1. New England C o l leg es  
c o m p a r e d  to: 
a. M ideast  C o l leg es n. s.  d. l o w e r * * n. s . d. h igher* n. s . d. highe r**
b. Great  Lakes  C o l leg es h igher** l o w e r * * lo w e r * * h igher* l o w e r * * h ig h er**
c .  P la ins  C o l le g e s n. s . d. l o w e r* n. s . d. l o w e r * l o w e r * * h ig h e r* *
d. Southeast C o l l e g e s n. s . d. n, s.  d. n, s. d. l o w e r * l o w e r * * h igher**
e.  Southwest & R o c k y  

Mountains C o l leg es n . s . d. l o w e r * * l o w e r * * n. s.  d. l o w e r * * h ig h er**
f.  F a r  W est  C o l leg es h ig h er** lo w e r * * l o w e r * * h ig h er** lo w e r * * h igher**

2. M ideast  C o l leges
c o m p a r e d  to:
a.  New England C o l leg es n. s . d. h igher** n. s.  d. l o w e r * n. s . d. l o w e r * *
b. Great  Lakes  C o l le g e s n. s.  d. 1 n. s.  d. l o w e r * n. s.  d. l o w e r * * h ig h er**
c .  P la ins  C o l leg es n. s.  d. n.  s.  d. n.  s . d. l o w e r * * lo w e r * * highe r**
d. Southeast  C o l l e g e s n. s.  d. h igher** n. s . d. l o w e r * * lo w e r * * h ig h er**
e.  Southwest & R o c k y  

Mountains C o l le g e s n. s.  d. n.  s . d. l o w e r * l o w e r * * l o w e r * * h ig h er**
f.  F a r  W est  C o l leg es n. s.  d. 1 n. s.  d. l o w e r * * n. s . d. l o w e r * * h ig h er**

3. Great  Lakes  C o l leg es
c o m p a r e d  to:
a.  New England C o l leg es lo w e r * * h igher** h igher** l o w e r * h igher** lo w e  r**
b. M ideast  C o l leg es n. s . d. 1 n. s.  d. h igher* n. s . d. highe r** lo w e r * *
c .  P la ins  C o l leg es n. s.  d. n. s.  d. h igher* lo w e r * * n. s . d. h ig h er**
d. Southeast C o l l e g e s l o w e r * h igher** h igher** l o w e r * * n. s . d. h ig h e r* *
e .  Southwest  &: R ock y  

Mountains C o l leg es l o w e r * n. s . d. n . s . d . l o w e r * * n. s . d. h ig h er**



Table 5 ( c o n t . )

Cultural T e ch .  
C o m p a r i s o n  A f f luence  Spec ia l .  Size

(Pvt .  Contro l )

f .  F a r  W est  C o l le g e s n. s . d. n. s . d. lowe r * :

P la ins  C o l le g e s
c o m p a r e d  to:
a. New England C o l leg es n. s . d. higher* n. s. d.
b. M ideast  C o l leges n. s . d. n. s . d. n.  s . d.
c .  Great  Lakes  C o l leges n. s . d n. s . d l o w e r*
d. Southeast  C o l leg es n. s . d higher* n. s . d
e.  Southwest & R o c k y

Mountains C o l leg es n. s . d. n. s . d. l o w e r *
f.  F a r  W est  C o l le g e s n. s . d. n. s . d. l o w e r * 1

Southeast C o l l e g e s
c o m p a r e d  to:
a. New England C o l leg es n. s . d. n. s . d. n . s . d.
b.  M ideast  C o l leg es n. s . d lowe r** n . s . d.
c .  Great  Lakes  C o l leg es h igher* lo w e r * * l o w e r * 1
d. P la ins  C o l le g e s n. s . d. l o w e r * n. s. d.
e.  Southwest & R o c k y

Mountains C o l le g e s n. s . d. l o w e r * l o w e r * :
f.  F a r  W est  C o l le g e s h igher* lowe r** l o w e r * :

6. Southwest  R o c k y  
Mountains C o l leg es  
c o m p a r e d  to:
a.  New England C o l leg es n. s . d. h igher** h ig her1
b. M ideast  C o l leg es n . s . d. n. s . d. h ig h e r ;
c .  Great  Lakes  C o l le g e s h igher* n. s . d. n. s . d.
d. P la ins  C o l le g e s n . s . d. n. s . d. h ig h e r1
e. Southeast  C o l l e g e s n. s . d. higher* h ig h e r :
f .  F a r  W est  C o l le g e s h igher* n. s. d. lowe r*

T r a n s fe r  Business  
A g e  E m phas is  O rient 'n

( C o n v ' l s m )  (High Cost  )

n, s . d. n. s . d. higher*^

highe r* 
h igher**  
h igher**  
n. s . d

highe r** 
highe r**  
n. s . d 
n. s . d

lo w e r * *  
l o w e r * *  
l o w e r * *  
n. s . d

n. s . d,
highe r**

n. s . d.
h igher*

n. s. d. 
n. s . d.

h igher*  
h igher**  
h igher**  
n. s. d.

h igher**  
h igher**  
n. s . d. 
n. s . d.

l o w e r * *  
l o w e r * *  
l o w e r * *  
n. s . d.

n. s . d 
h igher**

n. s . d.
n. s . d.

n. s .  d. 
n. s . d.

n. s.  d. h igher** lowe r*
h ig h er** higher** lo w e r *
h igher** n. s . d. lo w e r *
n. s . d. n. s . d. n. s . d.
n. s. d. n. s . d. n.  s. d.
h igher** highe r** n. s . d.



Table 5 { cont. )

C o m p ar is  on
Cultural 

A f f luence  
(Pvt .  Contro l )

T ech .
Spec ia l . Size Age 

( C o n v ' l s m )

T ra n s fe r
Em phasis

Busines  s 
Orient  'n 

(High Cost

F a r  W est  C o l le g e s
c o m p a r e d  to:
a.  New England C o l leg es l o w e r ’''* 

n. s . d.^
h ig h er** highe r** l o w e r * * h igher** l o w e r * *

b.  M ideast  C o l leg es n. s.  d. h igher** n. s . d. h igher** lo w e r * *
c .  Great  Lakes  C o l le g e s n. s . d. n. s . d. h igher** n. s . d. n. s . d. l o w e r * *
d. P la ins  C o l le g e s n. s.  d. n.  s.  d. h igher** l o w e r * * l o w e r * n. s.  d.
e.  Southeast C o l l e g e s l o w e r * h igher** higher** l o w e r * * n. s.  d. n. s . d.
f .  Southwest &: R o c k y  

Mountains C o l leg es lo w e r * n, s.  d. h igher** l o w e r * * lo w e r * * n. s.  d.

* p < . 0 5
**  p 01

^These d i f f e r e n c e s  e x c e e d  the c r i t i c a l  N eum an-K euls  value,  but s ince  the next l a r g e r  value was 
not signif icant,  they are  not c o n s id e r e d  s ignif icant.
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related  to com munity  occupational needs,  o r  to genera l  s o c ia l  condit ions  

such as a predom inance  of agr icu lture  o ve r  industry in much of the South. 

This general  p icture  may change, there fo re ,  as a resu lt  of  such changes 

in A m e r i c a n  s oc ie ty  as increas in g  industria l izat ion of  the South.

The m a jo r  trend on the Size  fac tor  is for  c o l l e g e s  in the Far  West  

to be l a r g e r  than c o l l e g e s  in other reg ions .  C o l le g e s  in the Great  Lakes 

states and in the Southwest and Rock y  Mountains states a lso  tend to be 

re la t ive ly  large .  It is interest ing that this pattern does  not fo l low  v e r y  

c l o s e l y  the distribut ion of population in the country.  This suggests  that 

s o c i o l o g i c a l  or  po l i t i ca l  fa c to r s ,  rather than need, m ay  have produ ced  

this pattern with the resu lt  that the var ious  reg ions  of  the country  m ay  not 

o f fe r  students equal opportunity fo r  jun ior  co l le ge  educat ion. The strong 

tendency f o r  c o l l e g e s  in the Far  West  to be v e r y  la rg e  resu lts  m ain ly  f r o m  

the pattern of higher education in Cal i fornia ,  which, of  c o u r s e ,  resu lts  in 

turn f r o m  a care fu l ly  thought-out plan fo r  coordinat ing  junior  c o l l e g e s  

with other institutions of  higher education.

On the Age  or Convent ional ism  fac tor ,  c o l l e g e s  in the Southeast,  

Southwest and R o ck ie s ,  and Plains states are  high while  c o l l e g e s  in the 

F a r  W est  are  low.  A  number of trends,  no doubt, p ro d u ce d  this pattern.  

Many of the N egro  junior  c o l l e ge s  in the South are  quite old (as jun ior  c o l ­

leges  go), although in many case s  they w e re  not es tab l ished  as t w o -y e a r  

c o l l e g e s .  Such c o l l e g e s  are  a lso  unlikely  to be  v e r y  innovative because  

of s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l  condit ions  in the South. S im i lar ly ,  many of the jun ior  

c o l l e g e s  in Cal i forn ia  have been establ ished  v e r y  recent ly .  In New England,
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the re g io n  where  many of the o ldest  and m ost  tradit ional  f o u r - y e a r - c o l ­

le g e s  are  located ,  the jun ior  c o l le ge s  are  only average  on this f a c to r .

On T r a n s fe r  E m p h a s i s , c o l l e g e s  in New England and in the M ideast  

a r e  e x t r e m e l y  low, with few s ignif icant d i f f e re n ce s  among other  reg ions .  

This trend no doubt resu lts  f r o m  the fact  that higher  educat ion in these 

two reg ions  is dominanted by a few private,  affluent,  and prest ig ious  

f o u r - y e a r  c o l l e g e s  and u n iv e r s i t i e s .  These institutions are  highly s e l e c ­

tive in admitting f re sh m e n ,  and in genera l  have little interest  in admitting 

t ra n s fe r  students at the jun ior  leve l .  A ls o ,  it may be that other reg ions  

o f  the country  (pa rt i cu lar ly  the Midwest)  o f fer  much teacher  training in 

jun ior  c o l l e g e s ,  while in New England and the M ideast  such training is 

m o r e  r e s t r i c t e d  to f o u r - y e a r  teachers  c o l l e g e s .  Such di f ferent  patterns 

o f  teacher  educat ion and a cc red i ta t ion  may,  in part, produce  the re la t ive ly  

low  s c o r e  on T r a n s fe r  Em phas is  f o r  New England and the Mideast .

The m a jo r  trend on the B us iness  Orientation, or  High Cost  f a c to r  is 

f o r  c o l l e g e s  in New England, the Mideast ,  and the Great  Lakes  to be 

m uch  higher  than c o l l e g e s  in other  re g io n s .  It is probable  that High Cost  

is a better  title f o r  this pattern than is Bus iness  Orientation.  It is a lso  

p robab le  that these d i f fe ren ces  m e r e l y  re f l e c t  a genera l  pattern in higher 

education in the var ious  re g io n s ,  and that m uch  the sam e  pattern would 

have been  obtained if the c o s t  of  attending f o u r - y e a r  co l leges  had been 

c o n s id e r e d .

The im pl ica t ions  of this study f o r  r e s e a r c h  appear  obv ious .  If a 

r e s e a r c h e r  w ishes  to investigate  genera l  trends in jun ior  co l le ge  education,
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he should be care fu l  to sam ple  r e p re se n ta t ive ly  f r o m  the var ious  r e ­

gions of  the country .  It appears  that obtaining a sam ple  in only one 

reg ion  is not a convenient  shortcut  to o v e r c o m e  the d i f f icu lt ies  o f  o b ­

taining a national sam ple ,  s ince  d i fferent resu lts  would p robab ly  be 

obtained f r o m  a sample  of  New England c o l l e g e s  than would  be obtained 

f r o m  a sam ple  of  F a r  W est  c o l l e g e s .

S im i lar  im plica t ions  f o r  student counse l ing  can be drawn f r o m  

these re su l t s .  Such counse l ing  should, o f  c o u r s e ,  be b a s e d  on the 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  the part icu lar  jun ior  c o l l e g e  under co n s id e ra t io n .  The 

resu lts  of  this study, how ever ,  do prov ide  a use fu l  genera l  or ientat ion,  

and do suggest  important  m atters  that should  be c o n s id e r e d  in the c o u n ­

sel ing p r o c e s s .  F o r  exam ple ,  i f  a student w ishes  to obtain t e ch n o lo g ica l  

training, the co u n s e lo r  p robab ly  should give h im  di f ferent  adv ice  if he 

l ives  in the Southeast  than if he l ives  in the F a r  W e s t .  S im i la r ly  a s tu ­

dent asp ir ing  to the b a c h e lo r ' s  d egree  but wishing to e c o n o m iz e  by 

attending a l o c a l  junior  c o l l e g e  fo r  the f i r s t  two ye a rs  while continuing to 

l ive  with his parents  p robab ly  should r e c e i v e  d i f ferent  adv ice  depending 

on whether he l ives  in New England or  in the Plains  states .

Final ly ,  these resu lts  m a y  prov ide  c lues  to needs  of  students or 

of  s o c ie ty  that are  not being ful ly  met  by exist ing junior  c o l l e g e s  in any 

given r e g io n  of the country .  Such needs might  be given spec ia l  c o n s i d e r a ­

tion in planning fo r  new jun ior  c o l l e g e s  in that reg ion .
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