COURSE have you taken a course for credit at

oceC?
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 207 J1.8 223 J2.3
Valid 1 yes 189 47.3 47.7 100.0
Total 396 99.0 100.0

7 2 3
- 8 ! 3
Missing 9 7 3
Total 4 1.0
Total 400 100.0
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Frequencies

Statistics Ll/////
N
Valid | Missing
NEWSX1
name of 65 335
paper
NEWSX2
| paper (2) | ¥ ' 2 € (LA «\ ‘ ;1
./.‘& - w ‘O / 4_,1).
-7 \ ’L’) R |
NEWSX1 name of paper # ff
it 7
Valid | Cumulative § B A
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent = = e
1 Oakland Press 24 6.0 36.9 36.9 ¢ .o r,
2 Detroit News 8 2.0 12.3 49.2 neans X | TS
3 Daily Tribune 4 1.0 6.2 55.4 .
4
Observer/Eccemtric 4 - i P
Valid 5 Royal Oak 2 ] 3.1 75.4
6 Free Press 13 3 20.0 95.4
7 OCC News I .3 1.5 96.9
i Sy I 3 L5 98.5 2 G
12 Ferndale Mirror i 3 1.5 100.0 S e f & ey
Total 65 16.3 | 100.0 - !
8 314 78.5 - _ Nja
Missing {07 21 53 R
Total 335 | 838 — L@ !
Total 400 | 100.0 ) - o
Ir o/
NEWSX2 which news paper (2)
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
1 Oakland Press 2 o 20.0 20.0
2 Detroit News ) 3 10.0 30.0
3 Daily Tribune ! k.| 10.0 40.0
Valid 4ObserVerfEcccntric ’ ™ 0 a0
5 Royal Oak ! 23 10.0 70.0
6 Free Press 3 8 30.0 100.0
Total 10 2.5 100.0
8 389 97.3
Missing | 9 1 A
Total 390 975
Total 400 100.0

Page 1




PUBOCCX2 which occ publication?

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
31 Class and Event 5
Schedule 2 2 28.6 28.6
32 Mailing (unspecified) 3 8 42.9 71.4
Valid i‘f Flyers (unspecified) 1 3 14.3 85.7
5
Booklet/brochures/bulleti 1 3 14.3 100.0
ns (unspecified)
Total 7 1.8 100.0
Missin 8 393 98.3
"8 Total 393 983
Total 400 100.0
PUBOCCX1 which occ publication?
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
10 1 3 1.0 1.0
30 Registration Mailing 1 =) 1.0 2.0
31 Class and Event 4% 4 5
Schedule 22 5.5 22.2 24.2
32 Mailing (unspecified) 23 5.8 23.2 47.5
33 Library Catalog 4 1.0 4.0 51.5
Valid 34 Flyers (unspecified) 29 7.3 29.3 80.8
35
Booklets/brochures/bulle 17 4.3 17.2 98.0
tins (unspecified)
36 Student Handbook 1 3 1.0 99.0
37 Alumni Information 1 .3 1.0 100.0
Total 99 24.8 100.0
8 281 70.3
Missing | 9 20 50
Total 301 75.3
Total 400 100.0
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MOUTHX1 word of mouth -- who?

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
50 high
school 3 .8 2.3 23
counselor
51 former
3 v,
S S 1.3 3.9 6.2
52 relatives 50 12.5 38.8 45.0
53 friends 635 16.3 50.4 95.3
Valid 54
overheard 2 5 1.6 96.9
in public
places
53 3 8 2.3 99.2
co-workers
61 ol 3 .8 100.0
Total /129 4 323 | 100.0
8 —52 63.0
Missing | 9 19 4.8
Total 271 67.8
Total 400 100.0
MOUTHX2 word of mouth -- who?
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
51 former
stuident 1 = ] 8.3 8.3
52 relatives 2 - 16.7 25.0
53 friends 7 1.8 58.3 83.3
) 54
Valid | overheard 1 3 8.3 91.7
in public
places
3 ] 3 8.3 100.0
co-workers
Total 12 3.0 100.0
8 386 96.5
Missing | 9 2 5
Total 388 97.0
Total 400 100.0
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PUBOCC occ publications

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 279 0Y.8 6Y.8 6%.8
Valid | 1 yes 121 30.3 303 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
EMPOCC occ employees
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
U no 386 96.5 96.5 96.5
Valid | | yes 14 35 3.5 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
STUOCC occ students
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 346 86.5 86.5 80.5
: 1 ves 53 133 4318 99.8
VR Iy 7 3 3 700.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
MOUTH other word of mouth
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 230 02.5 62.5 02.5
Valid | 1 yes 150 37.5 275 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0

SELF own observation, personal involvement

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 296 4.0 /4.0 /4.0
Valid | 1 yes 104 26.0 26.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
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O

COMMA aware community service

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
U no 126 313 32.6 32.6
1 yes 255 63.8 63.9 98.4
. 7
L (8 6 15 16 100.0
know
Total 387 96.8 100.0
- 9 13 3.3
Missing. traem] 3 33
Total 400 100.0

@ TECHA aware occupational/technical education

't

Valid Cumulative f
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent i /{ o
U no 110 27.3 28.4 284 (9
1 yes 267 66.8 69.0 07.4
. T
vaild: | i 10 25 26 100.0
know
Total 387 96.8 100.0
el 9 13 3.3
Missing [ 3 33
Total 400 100.0 =N

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 313 /8.3 /8.4 /8.4
Valid 1 ves 86 215 21.6 100.0
Total 399 99.8 100.0
- 9 I 3
Missing Total ; 3
Total 400 100.0
RADIO radio main source of info.
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 291 97.8 97.8 97.8
Valid | 1 yes 9 2:3 i 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
TV tv main source of info.
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no I8 97.0 Q7.0 97.0
Valid | 1 yes 12 3.0 3.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0




TRANSA aware transfer

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent

0 no 33 83 8.3 8.3

: l ves 358 89.5 202 985

Yot 6 75 75 700.0

Total 397 993 100.0

o 9 3 8
Missing Totl 3 3
Total 400 100.0

WKFRCA aware workforce development

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 115 295 301 0.1
1 yes 261 65.3 66.6 96.7
2 1 B 3 96.9
Valid 7]
don't 12 3.0 3.1 100.0
know
Total 392 98.0 100.0
o 9 8 2.0
Missing Total 3 >0
Total 400 100.0)
GENEDA aware general education
Valid | Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 103 238 20.5 20.2
1 yes 275 68.8 70.7 97.2
: 7
V
olid | dont 11 2.8 28 100.0
know
Total 389 97.3 100.0
- 9 1 28
Missing | 77 28
Total 400 100.0

DEVEDA aware developmental education

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 not 120 30.0 30).7 30.7
1 ves 257 64.3 63.7 96.4
4 / 3 i 96.7
Valid 7
don't 13 3.3 33 100.0
know
Total 391 97.8 100.0
- 9 9 23
Missing ol g 23
Total 400 100.0
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Statistics

at OCC?

N
: Valid | Missing
TRANSA aware 397 3
transfer
WKFRCA aware
workforce development 392 8
GENEDA aware 389 1]
general education
DEVEDA aware
developmental 391 9
education
COMMA aware 387 13
community service
TECHA aware
occupational/technical 387 13
education
If\IEWS info about OCC 399 ]
Tom newspaper

RADIO r?dlo main 400 0
source of info.
TV tv main source of 400 0
info.
PUBOCC occ
publications 400 0
EMPOCC occ 400 0
employees
STUOCC occ students 400
MOUTH other word of 400 0
mouth
SELF own observation, 400 0
personal involvement
QTHZ other source of 390 ]
info
ATTENDL1 college -
attended (1) 318 82
ATTEND2 college
attended (2) 149 251
ATTEND3 college
attended (3) 42 338
ATTEND4 college

T attendéd (4) 7 393
ENROLLI currently
enrolled 1 41 339
ENROLL?2 currently
enrolled 2 4 396
ENROLLS3 currently
enrolled 3 1 399
COURSE have you
taken a course for credit 396 4
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. ] ] =5 ‘{ A
LOCATION convenience of OCC's location — O \% ek

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
] ! A3 3 |
1
strongly 30 7.5 7.6 7.9
disagree
g. ! 3 3 8.1
isagree
Valid 3 neutral 5 £3 13 9.4
4 agree 159 39.8 40.5 49.9
5
strongly 187 46.8 47.6 97.5
agree
7 don't 10 25 2.5 100.0
know
Total 393 98.3 100.0
- 9 7 1.8
Missing [—romal 7 78
Total 400 100.0
Frequencies

-

ones Colmpodd

7. o4

frak

& Jocodedd -

) SMLW’%Q;J wf“u

ac Qﬁwtuehu""“(
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ORIDGE identified orchard ridge campus

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 106 20.5 28.3 283
Valid 1 yes 269 67.3 71.7 100.0
Total 375 93.8 100.0
8 24 6.0
Missing | 9 1 3
Total 25 6.3
Total 400 100.0
RO idenitified royal oak campus
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 189 47.3 30.4 0.4
Valid 1 yes 186 46.5 49.6 100.0
Total 375 93.8 100.0
8 24 6.0
Missing | 9 I 3
Total 25 6.3
Total 400 100.0
SF identified southfield campus
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
U no 277 6Y.5 73.9 /3.9
Valid 1 yes 98 24.5 26.1 100.0
Total 375 93.8 100.0
8 24 6.0
Missing | 9 1 3
Total 25 6.3
Total 400 100.0
OTHI1 identified non-location
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 36/ 978 97.9 97.9
Valid 1 yes 8 2.0 2.7 100.0
Total 375 93.8 100.0
8 24 6.0
Missing | 9 / 3
Total 25 6.3
Total 400 100.0

e

’ ]mc‘;‘-‘/" LJ"‘""(‘% N
w(‘/,bkﬁ Lot

v (eant e JLQCM,LJ’] luw
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. Aworeness of Gee

MENTION how was OCC mentioned?

Valid W |
Frequency | Percent | Percent |- Percent
0 2z ] U 1.0
1 -
Negative e 2"// Al &l
Valid § Neutral 4 | _~110 22.4 28.6
s ) 34.8 70.9 99.5
Positive /
7 & 1 3 | 100.0
Total 196 49.0 100.0
B 202 30.5
Missing [ 2 5
/| Total 204 51.0
Total 400 100.0
CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1
campus?
Valid Cumulative ) AH,t o "«({ (O
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent e M C)\[A{Jﬂ ) J
T 1o 7 53 53 1< Ay O}
1 yes 373 933 93.3 995 i
7 CD\:, '@ N1 H
Valid | don't I 3 e 99.8
know
8 ! 3 3 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0 SCC's & Cc Uqbocuu 2

lﬂ% AHle

VL& upLiLCudwn (2? vu/\cb\ f{

ntified auburn hills campus

vtk LM

- Qve

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 145 370 393 395
Valid 1 yes 227 36.8 60.3 100.0
Total 375 938 100.0
8 24 6.0
Missing | 9 ! 3
Total 25 6.3
Total 400 100.0
HL identified highland lakes
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 222 XD 9.2 5157
Valid 1 yes 153 38.3 40.8 100.0
Total 375 93.8 100.0
8 24 6.0
Missing | 9 ! 3
Total 25 6.3
Total 400 100.0
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CONVERSE was OCC mentioned in past 3

months?
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
U no 196 49.0 49.9 49.9
Valid 1 yes 197 49.3 50.1 100.0
Total 393 98.3 100.0
7 4 1.0
Missing | 9 3 8
Total 7 1.8
Total 400 100.0
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1997 Public Opinion Poll

Sample Breakdown - Area of Residence in Oakland County

Northern O.C.
Central O.C.
7.9%
17.8%
Eastern O.C.
Western O.C.
21.6%
4.8%

Southern O.C.
47.8%
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ZIPRES Residence

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
367
Leonard/Addison Twp. I 3 3 85.9
371 Oxford 6 15 1.5 87.4
374  Novi 8 2.0 2.0 89.4
380  Milford 5 13 1.3 90.7
382  Commerce Twp. 8 2.0 2.0 92.7
Valid 383  White Lake 8 2.0 2.0 94.7
390  Walled Lake 5 1.3 1.3 96.0
393  Wixom 5 13 1.3 97.2
442  Holly 7 18 1.8 99.0
462  Ortonville 3 .8 .8 -99.7
816  Livingston
N.(Cohoctah)g 1 3 3 100.0
Total 398 99.5 100.0
. . 9 2 5
Missing 1t 2 3
Total 400 100.0




- .

_- Frequencies
Statistics
N
Valid | Missing
ZIPRES 398 2
Residence

ZIPRES Residence

45.2 |} il

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent

735 1 3 3 .3
009  Birmingham 8 2.0 2.0 2.3
017 Clawson 4 1.0 1.0 3.3
025  Beverly Hills 8 2.0 2.0 5.3
030  Hazel Park 6 1.5 15 6.8
034 )
Southfield/Southfield 29 7.3 7.3 14.1
Twp.
063 1 .3 .3 14.3
067  Royal Oak 23 5.8 5.8 20.1
069  Pleasant Ridge 1 .3 3 20.4
070 Huntington
Woods gt 4 1.0 1.0 214
071  Madison Heights 11 2.8 2.8 24.1
072  Berkley 7 1.8 1.8 25.9
083  Troy 28 7.0 7.0 32.9
165 New Hudson 3 8 8 33.7
167  Northville
(Wayne County) 4 1.0 1.0 34.7
178 South Lyon 2 .5 5 35.2
220  Ferndale 7 1.8 1.8 36.9 }
237  Oak Park 10 2.5 2.5 39.4

Valid 248 T. ] ] 39.7
274 o Ji 3 .3 39.9

R 301  Bloomfield Hills' - 21 TU503 5.3
: 306 ’ "

Rochester/Rochester Hills 33. - 83 8.3 53.5
312 ' 1 .3 .3 53.8
320 Keego
Harbor/Sylv%m Lake 2 3 3 34.3
322 West
Bloomfield/Orchard Lake 1 28 2.8 37.0
323 West Bloomfield 12 3.0 3.0 60.1
326  Auburn Hills 3 .8 8 60.8
327  Waterford Twp. 24 6.0 6.0 66.8
331
Farmington/Farmington 31 7.8 7.8 74.6
Hills
340 Pontiac 12 3.0 3.0 77.6
346  Clarkston 13 3.3 33 80.9
350 Davisburg 2 5 .5 814
356  Highland 5 13 1.3 82.7
359  Lake Orion 10 2.5 2.5 85.2
363 Oakland 1 .3 .3 85.4
366 Lakeville 1 .3 .3

85.7
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Frequencies

Statistics
N
Valid | Missing | Mode
RESDNCEZ
Residence =
inOakland | %3 ’ 4
County

RESDNCE2 Residence in Oakland County

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
1
Northern = 2
Oakland 31 7.8 7.9 7.9
County
2
Eastern 5 5 20 5
Oakland 85 21.3 21.6 29.5
County
3
valid | gouther 188 47.0 47.8 77.4
County
4 Western
Qalkland 19 4.8 4.8 82.2
County
5
Central =
Oakland 70 17.5 17.8 100.0
County
Total 393 98.3 100.0
System - 1.8
Missing | Missing ’ .
Total 7 1.8
Total 400 100.0
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1997 Public Opinion Poll

Sample Breakdown - Race

White
86.9%

Visible Minority
13.1%
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1997 Public. Opinion Poll

Sample Breakdown - Gender

Male
37%

Female
63%
1997 Public Opinion Poll
Sample Breakdown - Age
80-89 years 18-19 years
4.0% 3.0%
70-79 years © 20-29 years
11.8% 11.6%
60-69 years
0.3% 30-39 years
19.6%
50-59 years
15.1%
40-49 years
25.4%
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1997 Public Opinion Poll

Sample Breakdown - Household Income

less than $20,000
$80,000 or more 8.9%
27.5%

$20,000 to $40,000
23.9%

$60,000 to $80,000\ :
18.3% $40,000 to $60,000
21.4%

1997 Public Opinion Poll

Sample Breakdown - Education
140

1204
»100-
80-
60+
40

20
0

Frequency

Highest level of education completed

Page 1




Frequencies

Statistics
N
Valid | Missing | Mode
EDU
highest
level of 397 3 6
education
completed
EDU highest level of education completed
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
1 eigth grade or less 1 3 .3 3
2 some high school 8 2.0 2.0 2.3
3 high school 65 163 164 18.6
graduate
3
Valid vocational/technical 15 3.8 38 22.4
school
5 some college 101 25.3 25.4 47.9
6 college graduate 118 29.5 29.7 . 77.6
7 post-graduate 89 22.3 22.4 100.0
Total 397 99.3 100.0
. . 9 3 .8
Missing  |=r 3 3
Total 400 100.0
~
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WH white

P N

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0
not 52 13.0 13.1 13.1
hit
valid T
. 344 86.0 86.9 100.0
white
Total 396 99.0 100.0
. 8 -] 3
Missing | 9 3 8
Total 4 1.0
Total 400 100.0
(,J o
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EDU highest level of education completed

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
1 eigth grade or less 1 3 .3 3
2 some high school 8 2.0 2.0 2.3
‘3 high school 65 163 164 186
graduate ’ ) )
4
Valid vocational/technical 15 3.8 3.8 22.4 !
school
5 some college 101 253 25.4 47.9
6 college graduate - 118 29.5 29.7 77.6
7 post-graduate 89 22.3 22,4 100.0
Total 397 99.3 100.0
- 9 3 .8
Missing ol 3 8
Total 400 100.0
GENDER gender
: Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
4]
Vaiid female 254 63.5 63.5 63.5
¢ T male 146 36.5 36.5 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
AGEGROUP Age Group
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
18 i : O ' ) - B
18-19 12 3.0 " 30 ’ 07 7
- years - . . .. evg - :‘ - B B : -
20 S SIS N et
20-29 46 11.5 11.6 - 146 00 oy
(R} iyears . ES .. B N =
=30 ) . . 1
30-39 78 19.5 19.6 34.3
) years .
40
40-49 101 25.3 254 59.7
years
Valid 50 .
50-59 60 15.0 15.1 74.8
years
60 .
60-69 37 9.3 9.3 84.1
years
70 )
70-79 47 11.8 11.8 96.0
years
80
80-89 16 4.0 4.0 100.0
years
Total 397 99.3 100.0
System
Missing | Missing 3 -8
Total 3 8
Total 400 100.0
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Frequencies /
Statistics :
N
Valid | Missing | Mean | Median | Mode

INCOME
income group | 327 73 332 3.00 5
of household
EDU
highest level - :
et idupation 397 3 331 6.00 6
completed
GuhER 400 0| .37 00 0
gender
AGERROUR | 509 3 | 4359 | 4000 | 40
Age Group
WH white 396 4 .87 1.00 /)

INCOME income group of household

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
I less
than 29 7.3 8.9 8.9
$20.000
2
SN0 78 19.5 23.9 327
$40,000
3
$40,000 . =
Valid o 0 I75 214 54.1
$60,000
4
360:000 60 15.0 18.3 72.5
$80.000
5
$80,000 90 22.5 27.5 100.0
or more
Total 327 81.8 100.0
Missin 2 7 18.3
SSINE I Total 73 183
Total 400 100.0
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Sheetl

Awareness of OCC's Declared Purposes

Transfer

Workforce Development

General Education

Developmental Education }

Community Service =

Technical/ Occupational
Education

0.0% 20.0% 40.0% 60.0% 80.0% 100.
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ST NETE R

1997 Marketing Survey Report Outline

College attendance

Comparing OCC to other institutions
Awareness and knowledge of OCC
Utilization of OCC

. Satisfaction with and perceptions of OCC

OCC purposes



LIBRARY use of library

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 297 /4.3 | i d g
Valid 1 yes 88 22.0 22,9 100.0
Total 385 96.3 100.0
TA K 3 33
Missing | 9 2 5
Total i 3.8
Total 400 100.0

CONCERT attended concert, play, art show

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 31T /7.8 51.4 514
Valid 1 yes 71 17.8 18.6 100.0
Total 382 95.5 100.0
7{“¢ 16 4.0
Missing | 9 2 )
Total 18 4.5
Total 400 100.0

WORKSHOP attended workshop, short course,
seminar

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 340 8.0 85.3 88,3
Valid 1 yes 45 i3 7 100.0
Total 385 96.3 100.0
74 b i} 28
Missing | 9 4 L0
Total 13 3.8
Total 400 100.0
RECFAC use of recreational facilities
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 336 54.0 50.8 56.8
Valid 1 yes 51 12.8 13.2 100.0
Total 387 96.8 100.0
7T di 10 235
Missing | 9 3 8
Total 13 3.5
Total 400 100.0
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y \v . |

Frequencies N : ‘
q ',\_/ - N % )
—— W M
Statistics / I
N D
Valid | Missing ", \
CURRLOCC
currently ¥
enrolled at o d
Occ

CURRLOCC currently enrolled at OCC

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
| %OMSS]NG 387 96.8 96.8 96.8
Valid |55°VES 13 3.3 3.3 100.0
Total 400 | 1000 | 100.0 D/l
Total 400 | 100.0 "

W\

Vb
O 4

\
¥

N
N
o 7

W
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P

*

Frequencies
Statistics
N

Valid | Missing
ENRLOCC1
currently
enrolled at 400 0
0CC (1)
ENRLOCC2
currently
enrolled in 400 0
0oCcC
ENRLOCC3
currently
enrolled in 400 0
OCC (3)

ENRLOCC1 currently enrolled at OCC @)

: Valid | Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 389 97.3 97.3 97.3
Valid |1 11 2.8 2.8 100.0 -
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
ENRLOCC?2 currently enrolled in OCC
Valid | Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
398 99.5 99.5 99.5
Valid | 1 2 5 .5 100.0 | ~
Total 400 100.0 100.0 |
Total 400 | . 100.0

ENRLOCC3 currently enrblled in OCC 3)

<\

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent .
Valid 0 400 100.0 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0
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ENROLLI1 currently enrolled 1

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
1230 1 5 2.4 24
1990 2 ) 4.9 7.3
2019 ] | 2.4 9.8
2020 1 3 2.4 12.2
2032 6 L5 14.6 26.8
2033 3 8 7.3 34.1
2043 I 2.8 26.8 61.0
: 2054 2 ) 4.9 63.9
Valid 560 2 3 79 70.7
2062 ] 3 24 73.2
2064 E) 1.3 12.2 85.4
2065 ] 3 2.4 87.8
2074 3 8 7.3 95.1
3656 1 3 2.4 97.6
5570 1 -3 2.4 100.0
Total 41 10.3 100.0
Misditig 8888 33:9 89.8
Total 359 89.8
Total 400 100.0
ENROLL2 currently enrolled 2
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
2043 2 gl 0.0 20.0
Valid 2064 2 ) 50.0 100.0
Total 4 1.0 100.0
Missitic 8888 396 99.0
= | Total 396 99.0
Total 400 100.0
ENROLL3 currently enrolled 3
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
Valid 1841 ! .3 100.0 100.0
Total 1 -3 100.0
Wiy 8888 399 99.8
Total 399 99.8
Total 400 100.0
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>

Frequencies

Statistics (
N
Valid Missing_
EVEROCC
ever
attended e ™
QCC \
EVEROCC ever attended OCC
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent

0NO/on 303 75.8 75.8 75.8
Valid | 1 yps 97 243 24.3 100.0

Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0

O

Page 1




ATTEND3 college attended (3)

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
354 1 3 2.4 2.4
470 I 3 24 4.8
532 1 3 2.4 7.1
1106 J 3 2.4 9.3
1916 i 3 2.4 11.9
1958 / 3 2.4 14.3
1994 1 3 24 16.7
2006 2 ] 4.8 214
2008 2 3 4.8 26.2
2024 ! 3 2.4 28.6
2032 / 3 2.4 3.0
2033 3 8 7.1 38.1
2043 3 8 el 45.2
2046 ! 3 2.4 47.6
Valid 2054 1 3 2.4 50.0
2062 1 3 2.4 524
2064 3 8 7.1 59.5
2066 s .5 4.8 64.3
2067 ! 3 2.4 66.7
2068 ! ] 2.4 69.0
2070 FJ i 4.8 73.8
2664 1 3 2.4 76.2
2718 I ] 2.4 78.6
3240 ! o3 2.4 81.0
4274 I 3 2.4 83.3
5570 I 3 2.4 85.7
7085 Ji 3 2.4 88.1
9999 5 132 11.9 100.0
Total 42 10.5 100.0
Missing 8888 338 89.5
Total 338 895
Total 400 100.0
ATTENDA4 college attended (4)
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
2022 g 3 14.3 14.3
2043 ] o3 14.3 28.6
i 2064 3 8 42.9 71.4
Valid 568 ] 3 143 85.7
9999 ] 3 14.3 100.0
Total 7 1.8 100.0
Missing 8888 393 98.3
Total 393 98.3
Total 400 100.0

Page 11



ATTEND2 college attended (2)

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
398 ! 3 o 7
444 / 3 ¥ 1.3
872 ] b 7 2.0
1015 / 3 T 2.7
1042 / 3 ¥4 34
1244 / .3 7 4.0
1256 / = | ¥ 4.7
1554 / 3 3 54
1591 ! 3 7 6.0
1731 1 3 ) 6.7
1986 1 PE | ) 7.4
1987 I 3 ¥ | 8.1
1996 2 5 I3 9.4
2006 2 3 1.3 10.7
2019 ] .3 3 114
2022 1 g ok 12.1
2024 2 5 I3 13.4
2032 8 2.0 54 18.8
2033 4 1.0 T 205
2042 1 3 7 22.1
2043 39 9.8 26.2 483
2054 4 1.0 Lz 310
2060 7 1.8 4.7 55.7
2062 4 1.0 2.7 38.4
2063 1 3 B 59.1
: 2064 25 6.3 16.8 75.8
Valid =063 7 3 7 76.5
2066 4 1.0 2.7 79.2
2067 1 % =) 79.9
2068 2 3 I3 81.2
2070 2 3 1.3 82.6
2074 1 3 i 83.2
2156 1 i 7 83.9
2292 1 8 i 84.6
2358 I . N 85.2
2788 1 3 T 85.9
2878 Fj 3 7 86.6
3064 1 3 T 87.2
3148 ) 3 7 87.9
3171 1 3 7 88.6
3270 1 o o7 89.3
3282 1 IE| N7 89.9
3314 1 3 7 90.6
3342 2 3 1.3 91.9
3368 / 2 7 92.6
3461 1 3 7 93.3
3732 / 3 7 94.0
5570 I L F 94.6
7022 2 35 1.3 96.0
7025 Fj 3 T 96.6
9999 5 i3 3.4 100.0
Total 149 373 100.0
Missi 8888 2351 62.8
SSIE ol 731 528
Total 400 100.0
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ATTEND1 college attended (1)

Valid

Cumulative

Total

Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent

2268 1 3 3 87.4
2358 1 3 3 87.7
2370 1 .3 3 88.1
2380 1 .3 3 88.4
2386 1 3 3 88.7
2664 1 3 3 89.0
2725 1 3 .3 89.3
2838 1 3 .3 89.6
2989 1 3 .3 89.9
3277 1 3 3 90.3
3284 1 3 3 90.6
3312 1 .3 3 90.9
3316 1 3 3 91.2
. 3319 1 3 3 915
Valid 333 7 3 3 918
3534 1 3 3 92.1
3710 1 3 .3 92.5
3734 1 .3 3 92.8
3765 1 .3 3 93.1
4026 1 3 3 93.4
4656 2 S .6 94.0
7004 1 3 3 94.3
7020 1 3 .3 94.7
7022 2 J .6 95.3
7026 1 .3 3 95.6
7150 1 3 3 95.9
9999 13 3.3 4.1 100.0

Total 318 79.5 100.0

. Missing 8888 82 20.5 -

: Total 82 205 ;
400 100.0 ;




Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?

0 no 1 yes

Total

SELF own observation,

personal involvement

0 no

Count

181 111

292

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

87.4% 58.7%

73.7%

1 yes

Count

104

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

12.6% 41.3%

26.3%

Total

Count

207 189

396

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

100.0%% | 100.0%

100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

df

Asymp.
Sig
(2-sided)

Exact
3 Sig.
(2-sided) | (1-sided)

Exact
Sig.

Pearson
Chi-Square

42,050

.000

Continuity
Correction

40.580

000

Likelihood Ratio

43.336

.000

Fisher's Exact Test

000 000

Linear-by-Linear
Association

41.943

.000

N of Valid Cases

396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 49.64.
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Crosstab

EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 233 4] 296
% within
0 no | EVEROCC
ever 84.2% 42.3% 74.0%
attended
SELF own observation, 0CC
personal involvement Count 48 56 104
% within
I yes EVEROCC
ever 15.8% 57.7% 26.0%
attended
ocCcC
Count 303 97 400
% within
EVEROCC
T .
ol ever 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
attended
[, &
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson o )
Chi-Square 67.016 1 000
Continuity 64856 | I 000
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 61.462 i 000
Fisher's Exact Test 000 000
Linear-by-Linear | cc 048 | | 000
Association
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 25.22.

SELF own observation, personal involvement * COURSE have you taken a
course for credit at OCC?
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Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?
0 no 1 yes Total
Count 122 126 248
% within
COURSE
0 no | haveyou
taken a 58.9% 66.7% 62.6%
course
for credit
MOUTH other at OCC?
word of mouth Count 85 63 148
% within
COURSE
1 yes have you
taken a 41.1% 33.3% 37.4%
course
for credit
at OCC?
Count 207 189 396
% within
COURSE
have you
Total takena | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
course
for credit
at OCC?
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
L Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson = bl T ; £
Chi-Square 2.522 1 12 o
| Continuity o
.Correction 2.202 1 B .133
.} Likelihood Ratio 2.528 1 112 A B Ve
] Fisher's Exact Test -.120 | 1069 .
_Linear-by-Linear 2515 | 1 113 SR
Association ' )
N of Valid Cases 396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 70.64.

SELF own observation, personal involvement * EVEROCC ever attended OCC
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Crosstab
EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 172 /8 23()
% within
G 1o EVEROCC
ever 56.8% 80.4% 2.5%
attended
MOUTH other ocCc
word of mouth Count 131 19 150
% within
I yes EVEROCC
ever 43.2% 19.6% 37.5%
attended
occ
Count 303 97 400
% within
Total EVEROCC
ever 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
attended
occ
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson - capnh
Chi-Square 17.530 1 .000
Continuity, 16536 | 1 000
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 18.810 I .000
Fisher's Exact Test 000 000
Lmear‘-bfv-Lmear 17 486 / 000
Association
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 36.38.

MOUTH other word of mouth * COURSE have you taken a course for credit at
OoCccC?
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Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?

0 no 1 yes

Total

STUOCC
occ students

0 no

Count

153 139

342

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

88.4% 84.1%

86.4%

1 yes

Count

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

11.6% 15.3%

13.4%

Count

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit

at OCC?

Total

Count

207 189

396

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

100.0% 100.0%

100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value | df

Asymp.
Sig.
(2-sided)

Pearson
Chi-Square

2343% | 2

310

Likelihood Ratio

b
)

26 | 2

.236

Association

Linear-by-Linear

9]
Lo

311 /

N of Valid Cases

396

a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .48.

MOUTH other word of mouth * EVEROCC ever attended OCC
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Crosstab

EVEROCC ever
attended OCC

0
no/missing

1 yes

Total

STUOCC
occ students

0 no

Count

264

82

346

% within
EVEROCC
ever
attended
OCC

84.5%

86.5%

1 yes

Count

14

53

% within
EVEROCC
ever
attended
ocCcC

14.4%

13.3%

Count

% within
EVEROCC
ever
attended
ocCcC

3%

Total

Count

303

400

% within
EVEROCC
ever
attended
0CC

100.0%

100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value | df

Asymp.
Sig.
(2-sided)

Pearson
Chi-Square

3.316" | 2

A91

Likelihood Ratio

3.024 | 2

221

Association

Linear-by-Linear

2.619 i

06

N of Valid Cases

400

a. 2 cells (33.3%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .24.

STUOCC occ students * COURSE have you taken a course for credit at OCC?
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Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?
0 no 1 yes Total
Count 195 184 382
% within
COURSE
0 16 have you
taken a 95.7% 97.4% 96.5%
course
for credit
EMPOCC at OCC?
occ employees Count 9 3 4
% within
COURSE
I yes have you
taken a 43% 2.6% 3.5%
course
for credit
at OCC?
Count 207 189 396
% within
COURSE
have you
ol taken a 100.0% | 100.02% | 100.0%
course
for credit
at OCC?
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b
Chi-Square .839 1 360
Continuity, A5 | & 520
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 854 / 336
Fisher's Exact Test 422 261
l,ln.car‘-by-Lmear 837 ] 360
Association
N of Valid Cases 396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6.68.

STUOCC occ students * EVEROCC ever attended OCC
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Crosstab

EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 292 94 386
% within
0 no | EVEROCC

ever 96.4% 96.9% 96.5%

attended
EMPOCC OCC
occ employees Count 1] 3 14

% within

I yes EVEROCC

ever 3.6% 3.1% 3.5%

attended

occC

Count 303 97 400

% within
Total EVEROCC

ever 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

attended

ocCcC

Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)

Pearson b
Chi-Square 063 / 802
Conlinuil:,'a 000 / 1.000
Correction i "
Likelihood Ratio 065 1 .799
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 547
Linear-by-Linear 063 ] 802
Association ’ —
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.40.

EMPOCC occ employees * COURSE have you taken a course for credit at

OCC?
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Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?

0 no 1 yes Total

PUBOCC occ publications

0 no

Count

IEE; 737 777

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit

at OCC?

69.1% 70.9% 69.9%

1 yes

Count

64 59 119

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

30.9% 29.1% 30.1%

Total

Count

207 189 396

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

df

Asymp.
Sig.

Exact Exact
Sig. Sig.
(2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)

Pearson b
Chi-Square e

694

Continuity 081
Correction

776

Likelihood Ratio 35

693

Fisher's Exact Test

742 388

Linear-by-Linear 55
e 153
Association

694

N of Valid Cases 396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 56.80.

EMPOCC occ employees * EVEROCC ever attended OCC
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Crosstab

EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 212 6/ 279
% within
Gt EVEROCC
ever 70.0% 69.1% 69.8%
attended
_— Fire occC
PUBOCC occ publications T 77 £ 757
% within
1 ves | EVEROCC
- ever 30.0% 30.9% 30.3%
attended
0CC
Count 303 97 400
% within
Total EVEROCC
ever 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
attended
OCC
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b -
Chi-Square 028 I 867
Continuity, 002 | 1 968
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 028 / 868
Fisher's Exact Test .899 481
mear_—by-Lmear 028 ] 868
Association
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 29.34.

PUBOCC occ publications * COURSE have you taken a course for credit at

OCC?
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Crosstab

COURSE have you

taken a course for
credit at OCC?

0 no

1 yes

Total

TV tv main
source of info.

0 no

Count

197

187

384

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

95.2%

98.9%

97.0%

1 yes

Count

10

t-_)-'

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit

at OCC?

4.8%

1.1%

3.0%

Total

Count

207

189

396

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

Asymp.
Sig.

df | (2-sided)

Exact
Sig.
(2-sided)

Exact
Sig.
(1-sided)

Pearson
Chi-Square

4,785

/ 029

Continuity
Correction

3.588

1 058

Likelihood Ratio

5.264

! 022

Fisher's Exact Test

038

026

Linear-by-Linear
Association

4.773

1 .029

N of Valid Cases

396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.73.

PUBOCC occ publications * EVEROCC ever attended OCC
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Crosstab

EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 292 96 388
% within
& 0o EVEROCC
ever 96.4% 99.0% 97.0%
attended
TV tv main oce
source of info. Count 11 ] 12
% within
1 yes EVEROCC
ever 3.6% 1.0% 3.0%
attended
occ
Count 303 97 400
% within
Total EVEROCC
ever 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
attended
OCC
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson "
Chi-Square 1.706" | 1 ik
Continuity, 930 | 1 335
Correction ’ G
Likelihood Ratio 2.110 ! 146
Fisher's Exact Test 308 169
Linear-by-Linear 1702 ! 192
Association e R
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.91.

TV tv main source of info. * COURSE have you taken a course for credit at
OCC?
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RADIO radio main source of info. * COURSE have you taken a course for
credit at OCC?

Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?

0 no 1 yes Total
Count 200 IE] 387
% within
COURSE
have you
taken a 96.6% 98.9% 97.7%
course

for credit
RADIO radio at OCC?
main source of info. Count 7 > 0

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a 3.4% 1.1% 2.3%
course
for credit
at OCC?
Count 207 189 396
% within
COURSE
have you
R taken a 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
course
for credit
at OCC?

0 no

1 yes

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (I-sided)

Pearson 5 407°
Chi-Square 2401° | 1 w2y

Coms | e [ 12

Likelihood Ratio 2.560 I 10
Fisher's Exact Test 179 A2

l,inea{-by-Linear 2395 / 122
Association

N of Valid Cases 396
a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 2 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 4.30.

TV tv main source of info. * EVEROCC ever attended OCC
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson )
oo Somre 9.645° | 1 002
g 8899 | 1 003
orrection
Likelihood Ratio 9.828 ] 002
Fisher's Exact Test 002 001
Linear-by-Linear 9620 ] 002
Association = e
N of Valid Cases 395

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 40.67.

RADIO radio main source of info. * EVEROCC ever attended OCC

Crosstab
EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 294 9/ 9]
% within
O ne EVEROCC
ever 97.0% 100.0% 97.8%
attended
RADIO radio OCcC
main source of info. Count 9 9
% within
| ves | EVEROCC
: ever 3.0% 2.3%
attended
OCC
Count 303 97 400
% within
Total EVEROCC
ever 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
attended
ocC
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson :
Chi-Square 2948 | 1 086
Continuity, s | i 186
Correction A" ’
Likelihood Ratio 3.065 I 024
Fisher's Exact Test A21 080
Linear-by-Linear 2940 ) 086
Association ’ "
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.18.
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Chi-Square Tests

Association

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson & b
Chi-Square 15.580 I 000
g""“m!“?a 14.480 | 1 000
‘orrection
Likelihood Ratio 18.508 Jj .000
Fisher's Exact Test .000 .000
Linear-by-Linear 15.541 ] 000

N of Valid Cases 399

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 20.91.

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper * COURSE have you taken a course

for credit at OCC?

Crosstab

COURSE have you
taken a course for
credit at OCC?

0 no

1 yes

Total

0 no

NEWS info about

Count

149

161

310

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

72.3%

85.2%

OCC from newspaper

1 yes

Count

28

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

27.7%

14.8%

21.5%

Total

Count

189

395

% within
COURSE
have you
taken a
course
for credit
at OCC?

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%
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Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent

SELF own
observation,
personal
involvement 400 100.0% 0 0% | 400 100.0%
* EVEROCC
ever attended
OCC

SELF own
observation,
personal
involvement
" COURSE | 395 | 09.0% 4 1.0% | 400 | 100.0%
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
OCC?

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper * EVEROCC ever attended OCC

Crosstab
EVEROCC ever
attended OCC
0
no/missing 1 yes Total
Count 223 91 313
% within
e EVEROCC
ever 73.8% 92.8% 78.4%
attended
NEWS info about oCC
OCC from newspaper Count 70 7 86
% within
1 ves | EVEROCC
. ever 26.2% 7.2% 21.6%
attended
occ
Count 302 97 399
% within
Total EVEROCC
ever 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
attended
OCC

Page 3



Case Processing Summary

Cases

Valid

Missing

Total

N Percent

N

Percent

N

[ PUBOCC
oce
publications
* COURSE
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
oce?

396 | 99.0%

1.0%

400

Percent

100.0%

EMPOCC
occ
employees *
EVEROCC
ever attended
0CC

400 | 100.0%

.0%

400

100.0%

EMPOCC
occ
employees *
COURSE
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
oce?

396 99.0%

1.0%

400

100.0%

STUOCC
occ students
* EVEROCC
ever attended
OoCC

400 | 100.0%

.0%

400

100. O%w

STUOCC
occ students
* COURSE
have you
taken a
course for

. credit at -
oce?

396 99.0%

1.0% -

400

100.0%

MOUTH
other word of
mouth *

‘1 EVEROCC
ever attended
ocCcC

400 | 100.0%

f

0%

- 400

100.0%

MOUTH
other word of
mouth *
COURSE
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
0oCcC?

396 99.0%

1.0%

400

100.0%
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Case Processing Summary

Cases

Valid

M iss'.i_ng

Total

N Percent

N

Percent

N

Percent

-ﬁ\l EWS nfo

about OCC
from
newspaper *
EVEROCC
ever attended
ocCC

399 99.8%

3%

400

100.0%

EWS info

out OCC
from
newspaper *
COURSE
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
QCC?

395 98.8%

1.3%

400

100.0%

RADIO
radio main
source of
info. *
EVEROCC
ever attended
OCC

400 | 100.0%

0%

400

100.0%

RADIO
radio main
source of
info. *
COURSE
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
oce?

396 99.0%

1.0%

400

100.0%

TV tv main
source of
info. *
EVEROCC
ever attended

OcC

400 | 100.0%

0%

400

100.0%

TV tv main
source of
info. *
COURSE
have you
taken a
course for
credit at
0oCeC?

396 99.0%

1.0%

400

100.0%

Qi_’UBOCC
oce
publications
* EVEROCC
ever attended
0cc

400 | 100.0%

0%

400

100.0%

sl
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Value Label

0 female
1 male

AGE  respondent's age
Format: F8

128



WH white
Format: F1

AA african american
Format: F1

CA caldian
Format: F1

HI hispanic
Format: F1

AS asian american
Format: F1

OTH6  another racial/ethnic group
Format: F1

RACE  which other racial/ethnic group
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00

INCOME income group of household
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

Value Label

less than $20,000
$20,000 to $40,000
$40,000 to $60,000
$60,000 to $80,000
$80,000 or more

W W=

ZIP  zip code
Format: F3

GENDER gender
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8

118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127



. MOUTHX2 * No label * .
Format: 8.2

SELF  own observation, personal involvement
Format: F8.2

-OTH2  other source of info
Format: F8.2

OTH2X1 which sources of information
Format: F8.2
- Missing Values: 8.00

OTH2X2 * No label *
Format; F8.2

YEAR  birth year
Format: F2

EDU  highest level of education completed
Format: F8.2 '
Missing Values: 9.00

Value Label

1.00 eigth grade or less

2.00 some high school

3.00 high school graduate

4.00 vocational/technical school
5.00 some college

6.00 college graduate

7.00 post-graduate

EMPLOYED current employment status
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

Value Label
.00 not employed

1.00 less than or = to 20 hrs/wk
2.00 more than 20 hrs/wk

110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117




NEWSX2 * No label *
Format: F8.2

RADIO * No label *
Format: F8.2

RADIOX1 * No label *
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00

RADIOX2 * No label *
Format: F8.2

TV * No label *
Format: F8.2

TVX1  *No label *
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00

TVX2  *Nolabel *
Format: F8.2

PUBOCC occ publications
Format: F8.2

PUBOCCX1 * No label *
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00

PUBOCCX2 * No label *
Format: F8.2

EMPOCC occ employees
Format: F8.2

STUOCC occ students
Format: F8.2

MOUTH other word of mouth
Format: F8.2

MOUTHX1 * No label *
Format: F8.2 '
Missing Values: 8.00

96
97

98

99
100

101

102
103

- 104

105
- 106
107
108

109




Missing Values: '8' .

VALUE good value to students
Format: F8.2

Value Label

1.00 Strongly disagree
2.00 Disagree

3.00 Neutral

4.00 Agree

5.00 Strongly Agree
7.00 Don't know

PRIDE source of community pride
Format: F8.2

PRICE reasonable tuition and rates
Format: F8.2

TIME  programs/services at convenient times
Format: F8.2

TAX  good value to taxpayers
Format: F8.2

COUNTY meet needs of county residents over others
Format: F8.2

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper
Format: F8.2

Value Label

00 no
1.00 yes

NEWSX1 name of paper
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00

88

89
90
91
92 |

93

94

95



COMMB importance community service
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

COMMC quality community service
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

TECHA  aware occupational/technical education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

TECHB importance occupational/technical education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

TECHC quality occupational/technical education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

PURPOSE most important purpose
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Value Label

transfer education

workforce development

general education
developmental education
community service
occupational/technical education
9 M unable to respond

N AW =

RECOMMEN recommend to friend or family
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

WHYREC reason would recommend to others
Format: A8

30

81

82

83

84

85

86

87



1.00 terrible

2.00 poor
3.00 ok

4.00 good
5.00 great

WKFRCA aware workforce development
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

WKFRCB importance workforce development
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

WKFRCC quality workforce development
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

GENEDA aware general education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

GENEDB importance general education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

GENEDC quality general education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

DEVEDA aware developmental education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

DEVEDB importance developmental education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

DEVEDC quality developmental education
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

COMMA aware community service
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79




Value Label ,

terrible
poor
ok
good
great

LU R S ' R S

LIBRARY use of library
Format: F1

CONCERT attended concert, play, art show
Format: F1

WORKSHOP attended workshop, short course, seminar
Format: F1

RECFAC use of recreational facilities
Format: F1

TRANSA aware transfer
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00

Value Label

.00 no
1.00 yes

TRANSB importance transfer
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

Value Label

1.00  not important
2.00 somewhat important
3.00 very important

TRANSC quality transfer
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

Value Label

63

64

65

66

67

69

68



Missing Values: 8, 9
Vaiue Label

1 Negative

2 Neutral

3 Positive

\
1
Format: F1, : . .
., /
CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1 campus? 52

Format: F1

AH identified auburn hills campus 53 |
Format: F1

HL identified highland lakes 54
Format: F1 ‘

ORIDGE identified orchard ridge campus 55
Format: F1

RO idenitified royal oak campus 56
Format: F1

- SF identified southfield campus 57

Format: F1

OTH! identified non-location 58
Format: F1

CAMPLOC non-location of campus 59
Format: A8 ‘

LOCATION convenience of OCC's location , 60
Format: F1

Missing Values: 8, 9

COURSE have you taken a course for credit at OCC? ' 61
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

RATE  how was the course you took? 62
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9



Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

PROGRAM quality of degree programs 45
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

DEGLEV highest degree level offered 46
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

OVERALL overall impression of OCC compared to other schools - 47
Format: F1 :
Missing Values: 8, 9

Value Label

terrible
poor
ok
good
great

oW e

COMPARE schools compare to occ impression 48
Format: F1
Missing Values: 9

Value Label

None

Same Type
Same Area
Other schools

W N = O

DIFFS differences between OCC and other schools 49
Format: A8

CONVERSE was OCC mentioned in past 3 months? 50

Format: F1
Missing Values: 7, 8, 9

MENTION how was OCC mentioned? 51



Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

FACULTY reputation of the faculty
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

REP  reputation of the college
Format: 8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

INSTRUCT quality of the instruction
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

ATTENT amount of personal attentién
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

EMPLOY élbility to get a job after attending
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 9.00, 8.00

SOCIAL social life
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

STUDENT the students
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

CULTURE cultural atmosphere
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

DISTANCE distance from home
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

INTELL intellectual atmosphere
Format: F8.2
Missing Values: 8.00, 9.00

EVENING availability of evening/weekend programs

Format: F8.2

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44



TWOYR2 * No label *
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

FOURYR2 * No label *
Format: F1 ‘
Missing Values: 8, 9

REASON?2 other reason to attend
Format: A8
Missing Values: '8'

WOULDGO!1 college would attend 1
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

Value Label
7777 Undecided

WOULDGO?2 college would attend 2
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

WOULDGO3 college would attend 3
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

WOULDGO4 college would attend 4
Format: F4
Missing Values: 9999, 8888

COST  cost
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

Value Label
1 not important
2 somewhat important

3 very important

AID  availability of financial aid

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33



MOVE! attend to move up in company
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9
JOB1 attend to get new job
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

ENRICHI1 attend for personal enrichment
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

TWOYRI1 attend to earn 2yr degree
Format: F1 ‘
Missing Values: 8, 9

FOURYRI1 attend to get 4yr or higher degree
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8,9

REASONT1 other reason you attend(ed) college
Format: A8
Missing Values: '8'

CONSIDER would you consider attending college?
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8

DIPLOMA?2 * No label *
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

MOVE2 * No labe] *
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

JOB2  * No label *
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

ENRICH2 * No label *°
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

14
15
16
17
18
19
20 -
21
22
23
24



0 no
1 yes
8 M skip

ENROLL1 currently enrolled 1 -
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8, 8888, 88

ENROLL?2 currently enrolled 2
Format: F4

ENROLL3 currently enrolled 3
Format: F4

SAT1  satisfaction at college 1
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

Value Label

very dissatisfied
dissatisfied

satisfied
very satisfied

W B W N -

SAT2  satisfaction at college 2
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

SAT3  satisfaction at college 3
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

DIPLOMA1 attended to get h.s. diploma
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8, 9

Value Label

0 no
1 yes

neither satisfied nor dissatisfied

10

11

12

13



Co DETO0IL.

File i:\market\marketingteam\pol197.sav
Created: 06 Aug 97 10:57:23 - 128 variables and 0 cases

File Type: SPSS Data File

Total # of Defined Variable Elements: 128
Variable Information:

Name Position

EVER  Have you ever attended college?
Format: F1 '
Missing Values: 8, 9

Value Label

0 No
1 Yes

ATTENDI1 college attended (1)
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

ATTEND2 college attended (2)
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

ATTEND?; college attended (3)
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

ATTEND4 college attended (4)
Format: F4
Missing Values: 8

CURRENT are you currently enrolled?
Format: F1
Missing Values: 8

Value Label



- Credibility ~

Satisfaction
Of those respondents currently enrolled at OCC (3% of the sample) 54% were satisfied
with their experience and 46% were very satisfied with their experience.

Choosing OCC ‘
Respondents who were not currently enrolled in a colﬁ}épunity i

or university were asked if they would ever consider atte
if so, which schools they would attend. Respondents we

&ur year college,
hinstitution, and

of Michigan (3.4%). About 19% of the respondents wer ;
A large majority of residents (87 5%) would rec% to a friend or family

Importance of OCC’s Declared Purposes
A large maj ority of respondents felt th ;

Se.is very/; ortant. The most
&d the most important) was

sewige‘g%vas thegfhos important purpose. - The table

1d the p C%fnt of respondents who felt each

purpose was “very important.”

VERY
IMPORTANT

93.3% -
85.8%
85.6%
84.2%
82.3%
60.5%




OTH2 other source of info

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 376 94.0 94.2 94.2
Valid 1 yes 23 5.8 3.8 100.0
Total 399 99.8 100.0
. 9 ! -3
Missing o 7 3
Total 400 100.0
ATTENDI1 college attended (1)
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
43 ! F 25 &
206 / =3 3 6
320 ! 3 3 9
337 ! 3 ] I3
404 I 3 3 1.6
435 ] 3 i3 1.9
444 I 3 %) 2.2
654 ! 3 3 2.5
728 I 42 3 2.8
826 ! o7 3 3.4
1034 ! 33 3 3.5
1160 ! i3 3 3.8
1176 ! % ] .3 4.1
1230 2 3 .0 4.7
1346 ! 3 3 5.0
1972 13 3.3 4.1 9.1
1980 ! 3 3 9.4
1990 16 4.0 3.0 14.5
1992 ! 3 3 14.8
1994 ! 3 3 15.1
1996 ! ¢35 3 15.4
Valid 2000 / W3 ] 15.7
2006 5 1.3 1.6 173
2008 ! 3 3 17.6
2016 ! ] i3 17.9
2020 9 2.3 2.8 20.8
2030 I 3 .3 21
2032 34 85 10.7 31.8
2033 24 6.0 75 39.3
2038 2 B .6 39.9
2043 34 13.5 17.0 36.9
2046 2 D .6 3
2054 10 25 3.4 60.7
2060 13 33 4.1 64.8
2062 19 4.8 6.0 70.8
2063 3 8 9 i
2064 29 7.3 9.4 80.8
2065 ! ) 3 81.1
2066 11 2.8 3.5 84.6
2068 / 3 3 584.9
2070 ! 3 i3 85.2
2074 5 1.3 1.6 86.8
2224 ! 3 3 87.1
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Frequencies

Statistics

N
Valid | Missing

EVER
Have you
ever 400 0
attended
college?
CURRENT
are you 318 82
currently ) .
enrolled?

EVER Have you ever attended college?

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 No & 21.3 213 21.3
Valid [ 1 Yes 315 78.8 78.8 100.0
Total 400 100.0 100.0
Total 400 100.0

CURRENT are you currently enrolled?

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent

0 no 277 69.3 87.1 8.1
Valid 1 yes 41 10.3 12,9 100.0
Total 318 79.5 100.0
8 82 20.5
Total 82 20.5
Total 400 100.0

Missing

Frequencies

Statistics

N
Valid | Missing

CONSIDER
would you
consider 361 39
attending
college?
WOULDGOI
college 176 224
would attend 1
WOULDGO2
college 23 377
would attend 2
WOULDGO3
college 7 393
would attend 3
WOULDGO4

college 0 400
would attend 4

Page 1



WOULDGO2 college would attend 2

Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
2022 ! .3 4.3 4.3
2024 I 3 43 8.7
2032 I 3 43 13.0
2033 3 8 13.0 26.1
2043 i/ 8) 2.0 34.8 60.9
Valid 2060 =4 A 4.3 65.2
2062 I 3 43 69.6
2063 3 8 13.0 82.6
2064 3 8 3.0 95.7
2074 / ] 4.3 100.0
Total 23 3.8 100.0
Miissing 8888 377 94.3
Total 77 94.3
Total 400 100.0
WOULDGO3 college would attend 3
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
2033 P 3 4.3 4.5
2043 /A 1.0 57.1 71.4
Valid 2062 { ¥ 3 14.3 85.7
THTT / =] 4.3 100.0
Total 7 1.8 100.0
Missine 8888 35_'{3 98.3
= | Total 393 98.3
Total 400 100.0
WOULDGO4 college would
attend 4
Frequency | Percent
— 8888 400 100.0 o
Missing |=roml 700 | 7000 = 525
Total 400 100.0
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CONSIDER would you consider attending college?

Yalid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
0 no 154 46.0 10 1.0
Valid 1 yes 177 44.3 49.0 100.0
Total 361 90.3 100.0
g 0 8 39 9.8
Missing ] 39 05
Total 400 100.0
WOULDGOT1 college would attend 1
Valid Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Percent Percent
88 T E | .0 .6
137 ] 3 .6 L
207 ! 3 .6 1.7
1210 i 3 6 23
1244 ] 3 .6 2.8
1840 I 3 .6 3.4
1972 2 ] 1.1 4.3
1987 2 ] 1.1 5.7
1990 1 3 .6 6.3
1996 ! 3 .6 6.8
1998 I 3 .6 7.4
2020 4 1.0 2.3 9.7
2024 ! K .6 10.2
2030 i I .6 10.8
2032 4 1.0 2 3.1
2033 [ 7.5 17.0 30.1
Valid 2043 = 10.5 23.9 34.0
2054 i 8 17 55.7
2060 i 3 .6 36.3
2062 > 13 2.8 39.1
2063 I 3 6 39.7
2064 10 2.5 37 63.3
2065 3 .8 L7 67.0
2068 i 3 6 67.6
2070 ! 3 .6 68.2
2074 2 i) 1.1 69.3
3256 ! 3 G 69.9
5570 ! 3 6 70.5
7022 2 b} 1.1 71.6
7777
Undecided 38 9.5 21.6 93.2
9999 12 30 6.8 100.0
Total 176 44.0 100.0
Missing 8888 224 56.0
Total 224 56.0
Total 400 100.0
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Case Processing Summary

Cases

Valid

Missing

Total

N

Percent

N

Percent

N

Percent

EMPOCC

occ employees
* CAMPUS
are you

aware OCC
has more

than 1
campus?

398

99.5%

5%

400

100.0%

EMPOCC

occ employees
* LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383

95.8%

17

4.3%

400

100.0%

STUOCC occ
students *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

<398

99.5%

400

100.0%

STUOCC occ
students *
LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383

95.8%

17

4.3%

400

100.0%

MOUTH
other word

of mouth *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

398

99.5%

5%

400

100.0%

I MOUTH

"] other word
of mouth *
LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383

95.8%

17

4.3% -

400 .

SELF own
observation,
personal
involvement *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

398

99.5%

5%

400

100.0%

SELF own
observation,
personal
involvement *
-LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383

95.8%

17

4.3%

400

100.0%

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper CAMPUS are you aware OCC has

more than 1 campus?
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-~

Crosstabs

Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent

NEWS mto
about OCC
from
newspaper *
CAMPUS are | 397 99.3% 3 8% | 400 | 100.0%
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?
NEWS info
about OCC
from
newspaper™ | ss2 | 95.5% | 18 | 4.5% | 400 | 100.0%
Convenience
of OCC's
Location
RADIO radio
main source
of info. *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?
RAPIO radio
main source
of info. *
LOCATN2 383 95.8% 17 4.3% | 400 | 100.0%
Convenience
of OCC's
Location
TV tvmain
source of info.
* CAMPUS SR
are you 398 | 99.5% 2 5% | 400 | 100.0%
aware OCC RGN
has more 2o
than 1
campus?
TV tv main
source of info.
ZLOC".‘TNz 383 | 958% | 17 43% | 400 | 100.0%
onvenience .
of OCC's
Location

PUBOCC occ
publications *
CAMPUS are
you aware 398 | 99.5% 2 5% | 400 | 100.0%
OCC has more
than 1
campus?
PUBOCC occ
publications *
EOCAT_NZ 383 | 958% | 17 | 43% | 400 | 100.0%
onvenience
of OCC's
Location

398 99.5% 2 5% | 400 | 100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig..
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson
Chi-Square 997° | 3 802
Likelihood Ratio 1.241 3 .743
Linear-by-Linear 1 258 | 1 611
ssociation
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .27.
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Crosstab

Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes Total
SELF own observation, Ono |25 | 271 204
personal involvement 1 yes 2 | 102 104
Total 25 | 373 398
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson —
Chi-Square 4.543 1 033
Continuity 359 | 1 058
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 5.644 / 018
Fisher's Exact Test 034 021
Lmea.r‘-b}'—Llnear 4531 ] 033
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6.53.

SELF own observation, personal involvement * LOCATN2 Convenience of
OCC's Location

Crosstab
Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly

0 disagree neutral agree Total
SELF own observation, 0 no ! 21 4 233 201
personal involvement 1 yes 10 ! 91 102
Total 7y 31 5 346 383
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b
Chi-Squate 061 i 805
Continuity 001 | 1 974
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 060 1 806
Fisher's Exact Test 833 481
Lmem:—by-Lmear 061 / 806
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 9.42.

MOUTH other word of mouth * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location

Crosstab
Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
MOUTH other 0 no ! 20 4 215 240
word of mouth 1 yes 11 ] 131 143
Total I 31 5 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson o 4 o
Chi-Square 1324 | 3 S8
Likelihood Ratio L.727 3 .631
Linear'-bfv-l‘mear 302 ! 582
Assoclation
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 3. The minimum expected count is .37.

SELF own observation, personal involvement * CAMPUS are you aware OCC
has more than 1 campus?
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Crosstab

Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
0 1 24 > . 302 332
STUOCC 17— 7 3 | 30
occ students Y
8 1 1
Total 1 31 5 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 3593 | 6 732
Likelihood Ratio 4.090 | 6 .664
Linear-by-Linear 358 | 1 550
Association : )
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 9 cells (75.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .00.

MOUTH other word of mouth * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1
campus?

Crosstab

Count

CAMPUS
are you
aware A

OCC has . e s T

* more . : ) Lot

. than 1
campus?

0 1 ’

no yes | Total

MOUTH other Ono |15 | 233 248

word of mouth Tyes | 10 | 140 | 150

Total 25 | 373 398

Page 10



.

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
~Pearson a
Chi-Square 254 3 .968
Likelihood Ratio 474 3 925
Linear-by-Linear | ;67 795
Association
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 5 cells (62.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .04.

STUOCC occ students * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

campus?
Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes | Total
0 22 | 323 | 3%
STUOCC 1 > 3 49 52
occ students yes
8 1 !
Total 25 | 373 | 398
* Chi-Square Tests
i .Asymp.
1 ;:,—}.Sig‘.»'
Value | df | (2-sided)
1 Pearson
Chi-Square 096" | 2 253
Likelihood Ratio 159 | 2 924
Linear-by-Linear 094 | 1 760
Association ) i
N of Valid Cases 398

a. 3 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .06.

STUOCC occ students * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
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EMPOCC occ employees * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1
campus'?

Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes | Total
EMPOCC Ono [25 | 359 384
occ employees [ 1 yes 14 14
Total 25 | 373 398
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson 5
Chi-Square 9737 | 1 324
Continuity 181 ] 670
Correction ) :
Likelihood Ratio 1.850 | 1 174
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .397:
Linear-by-Linear 970 ] 325 '
Association ) ) 1 -
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table . _
b 1 cells (25 0%) have expected count less than 5. The m1n1mum expected

im't-' is .88. B

EMPOCC occ employees LOCATN2 Convemence of OCC's Location -

L e

_ Crosstab :
Count ... -
LOCATNZ2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
EMPOCC Ono [/ 30 5 333 369
occ employees [ 1 yes 1 ' 13 14
Total 1 31 5 ' 346 383
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Crosstab

Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes | Total
. . 0 no 20 | 257 27
PUBOCC occ publications Tyes 51776 777
Total 25 | 373 398
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson '
Ch Samare 1368 | 1 243
Continuity, 890 | 1 345
Correction ’ )
Likelihood Ratio 1.469 1 225
Fisher's Exact Test .368 174
Linear-by-Linear | ; 35, | ; 243 '
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table . .
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7.60.

- PUBOCC occ publications * LOCATN2: Convenience:of OCC's Location. ;.. ... =« =

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .31.

Crosstab
_ Count 4 Gapee '
A LOCATN2 Conveni,encle of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly :
0 disagree neutral agree Total
. . Ono |/ 17 4 - 244 | 260
PUBOCC occ publications Tyes 7 7 07 777
Total 1 31 K 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson
Chi-Square 4.008" | 3 261
Likelihood Ratio 4115 | 3 249
Linear-by-Linear 2314 | 1 128
Association ) :
N of Valid Cases 383
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.

Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson E
Coi Somare 2267 | 1 132
Continuity 813 ] 367
Correction’ ) ’
Likelihood Ratio 1.624 1 .203
Fisher's Exact Test 170 170
kinea’:b.y'uneaf 2261 | I 133 ‘

ssociation

N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .75.

TV( tv main source of info. * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location

Crosstab
Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
TV tvmain Ono [/ 30 4 337 372
source of info. 1 yes 1 I 9 11
Total 1 31 5 346 383
- Chi-Square Tests
» Asymp.
] - . Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson. , a . g
Chi-Square . 5393 |3 .;'-145
Likelihood Ratio 2495 | 3 476
Linear-by-Linear .
Association 294 . I 988
N of Valid Cases 383

PUBOCC occ publications * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

campus?

a. 5 cells (62.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum cxpeéted count is .03.
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Crosstab

Count
LOCATNZ Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
RADIO radio 0 no ! 29 4 341 37
main source of info. [T yes 2 i 5 8
Total Jj 3l 5 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson < a
Chi-Square 11.451 3 010
Likelihood Ratio 5.596 3 133
Linear.-b:v—Linear 5007 ! 025
Association
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 5 cells (62.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .02.

TV tv main source of info. * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

campus?
Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes | Total
TV tv main 0 no 23 363 386
source of info. 1 yes 2 10 12
Total 25 | 373 398
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 303 3 960
Likelihood Ratio 512 3 916
Lmear.-b.)'-Lmear 000 ] 986
Association
N of Valid Cases 382

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .21.

RADIO radio main source of info. * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more
than 1 campus?

Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0| 1
/6- “yes | Total
RADIO radio Ono /] 22 | 367 389
main source of info. [T yeg 5 Gl 7]
Total / 25 |/373 398
LS /
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (I-sided)
Pearson b
Chi-Square 11447 | 1 001
Continuity 2228 | 1 007
Correction - ’
Likelihood Ratio 6.194 i 013
Fisher's Exact Test 014 014
Linear-by-Linear | ;; 4;8 | ; 001
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .57.

RADIO radio main source of info. * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
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Crosstab ﬂ ARy il
¥ O g (EAA LT ct (L\_LJCL({ N

Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1 ;
no ves | Total N~ 'S
NEWS info about Ono |27 | 292 | 313 .\\L ™
OCC from newspaper 1 yes 4 80 84 "
Total 25 | 372 397 I
| \'P"J
Chi-Square Tests 4
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson " ; N
Chi-Squére 426 1 514
Continuity, 160 ] 690
Correction : :
Likelihood Ratio 453 / 501
Fisher's Exact Test 621 359
Linear-by-Linear 25 | 1 515
Association s ’
N of Valid Cases 307

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.29.

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's
Location

Crosstab
Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
NEWS info about 0 no ! 24 4 271 300
OCC from newspaper 1 ves 7 ] 74 5
Total 1 31/ 5 345 382
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RADIO radio main source of info. * GENDER gender

Crosstab
GENDER gender
0
female 1 male Total
Count 251 140 397
0 no % within
GENDER 98.8% 95.9% 97.8%
RADIO radio gender
main source of info. Count 3 =1 9
1 yes % within f i
GENDER 1.2% 4.1% 2.3%
gender
Count 254 146 400
, % within
T GENDER | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
gendcr
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (l1-sided)
Pearson b ‘
Chi-Square el & ’05;7
Continuity
Coatniy, 2406 | 1 .:1/§1
Likelihood Ratio 3.443 ] 64
Fisher's Exact Test 079 063
Linear-by-Linear 3.606 / 058
Association ’ ’
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.29.
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PUBOCC occ publications * WH white

Crosstab
WH white
0 not
white 1 white Total
Count 28 248 276
0/0- -
0 e ‘\{,‘EI““ 538% | 721% | 69.7%
P white
PUBOCC occ publications
Count 2T 96 120
I o/n' . / ’
¥ w;‘l"“/ 462%/| 27.9% | 303%
white /
Count =0 344 396
Total A
o within {100 005 | 100.0% | 100.0%
WH
white
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b ’
Chi-Square 71217 | 1 <.008
Continuity, 6283 | I 012
Correction ’ ’
Likelihood Ratio 6.695 Fi 010
Fisher's Exact Test 010 007
Linear-by-Linear | - ;.5 | 008
Association - ‘
N of Valid Cases 396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 15.76.

2701
"/?_-"' i c
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Crosstab

AGEGROUFP Age

70 TP go
70-79 80-89
years years

Total

PUBOCC occ publications

0 no

Count

34 1o

277

% within
AGEGROUP
Age Group

72.3% 62.5%

69.8%

1 yes

Count

13 6

120

% within
AGEGROUP
Age Group

27.7% 37.5%

30.2%

Total

Count

47 16

397

% within
AGEGROUP
Age Group

100.0% 100.0%

100.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Value

df

Asymp.
Sig.
(2-sided)

Pearson o aad
Chi-Square 17,383

015

Likelihood Ratio 19.667

006

Linear_-by-Linear 385
Association

535

N of Valid Cases 397

a. 2 cells (12.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.63.
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PUBOCC occ publications * AGEGROUP Age Group

Crosstab
AGEGROUP Age Group
18 20 30 40 50 60
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69
years years years years years years
Count 7 7 70 80 76 pr
0 no % within “:‘ ] 7
AGEGROUP | 50.0% 91.3% 62.8%) | |1653% | 76.7% 64.9%
PUBOCC occ publications Age Group k 4 :
p Count 7 7 29 35 IZ] 73
I yes % within e Y s
AGEGROUP | 50.0% 8.7% 37.2% 34.7% 23.3% 5.1%
Age Group !
Count 12 46 78 10 60 37
Total % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
40 y AS
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Crosstab
AGLEG
RYY
80-89
years Total
Count 12 311
0 no | % within
AGEGROUP 75.0% 78.5%
NEWS info about Age Group
OCC from newspaper Count 4 85
1 yes % within
AGEGROUP 25.0% 21.5%
Age Group
Count 16 396
% within
Total AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
» Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 21.255% | 7 .003
Likelihood Ratio 25.707 7 .001
Linear-by-Linear
Association 14.172 1 -000
N of Valid Cases 396

a. 2 cells (12.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.58.
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NEWS info about OCC from newspaper * AGEGROUP Age Group

Crosstab
AGEGROUP Age Group
18 20 30 40 50 60 70
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79
years years years years years years years
Count 12 44 64 7 47 23 32
0 no | % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% 95.7% 82.1% 76.2% 79.7% 62.2% 68.1%
NEWS info about Age Group
OCC from newspaper Count 2 14 24 | 12 14 15
1 yes % within s
AGEGROUP 4.3% 17.9% Y 23.8% 20.3% 37.8% 31.9%
Age Group o = o i
Count 12 46 78 101 59 37 47
Total % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
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Crosstab

AGEG
_RW_
80-89
years Total
Count ] REE]
0 no % ‘.\'i.lhin
AGEGROUP 93.8% 96.5%
EMPOCC Age Group
occ employees Count 1 4
1 yes % within
AGEGROUP 6.3% 3.5%
Age Group
Count 16 397
‘ % within
o AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson al - 7"
Chi-Square 23490 Y r}}
Likelihood Ratio [23.438 | 7 ~".00I
Linear-by-Linear 495] ] 026
Association =i y
N of Valid Cases 397

a. 8 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .42,
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EMPOCC occ employees * AGEGROUP Age Group

Crosstab
AGEGROUP Age Group
18 20 30 40 50 60 70
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79
years years years years years years years
Count 12 46 77 100 >4 3o 47
Ono | % within n"'—’ a '!
AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0% 98.7% 99.0% || ©0.0% 86.5%| | 100.0%
EMPOCC Age Group ‘( ir—;'-'j—‘
occ employees Count 7 7 61 3
| yes % within L~
AGEGROUP 1.3% 1.0% 10.0% 13.5%
Age Group B
Count 12 46 78 101 T O— 37 47
Total % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Age Group
7

\
\
1
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Crosstab
EDU highest level ol
[ educatign completed |
6 college T
graduate | post-graduate Total
Count 90 62 294
% within
E.DU
0 no f highest 76.3% 69.7% | 74.1%
level of
education 1o (v
SELF own observation, completed
personal involvement Count 28 27 103
% within
l EDU
yes | highest 23.7% 303% | 25.9%
level of
education
completed
Count 118 89 397
% within
ok EDU
i highest 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0%
level of
education
completed
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a ’-’
S 45 7
Chtoonare s’ | 6 | .(u)
Likelihood Ratio 16.000 6 | ~—0T14
Loeny et 1 a4z | 4 029
Association
N of Valid Cases 397

a. 4 cells (28.6%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .26.
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SELF own observation, personal involvement * EDU highest level of;
education completed '

Crosstab

EDU highest level of education completed

1 eigth
grade or
less

2 some
high
school

3 high
school
graduate

4
vocational/technical
school

5 some
college

SELF own observation,

0 no

Count

/

[i]

38

12

6)

% within
EDU
highest
level of
education
completed

100.0%

89.2%

80.0%

64.4%

personal involvement

Count

% within
EDU
highest
level of
education
completed

10.8%

20.0%

Total

Count

% within
EDU
highest
level of
education
completed

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%




Case Processing Summary

Cases
Valid Missing Total
N Percent N Percent N Percent

EMPOCC
acc employees
* CAMPUS :
are you o o o
awa>;e oce 398 99.5% 2 5% | 400 100.0/9
has more
than 1
campus?
EMPOCC
occ employees
ELOCI’.*TNz 383 | 958% | 17 | 43% | 400 | 100.0%
onvenience
of OCC's
Location
STUOCC occ
students *
CAMPUS are : -
you aware 398 99.5% 2 5% | 400 | 100.0%
OCC has more
than 1
campus?
STUOCC occ
students *
IéOCATNZ 383 | 958% | 17 43% | 400 | 100.0%
onvenience
of OCC's
Location

MOUTH
other word
of mouth *
CAMPUS are | 390 | 99505 | 2 5% | 400 | 100.0%
you aware -
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

' | MOUTH

"} other word

of mouth * .
LOCATN2 383 1| 95.8% 17 4.3% | 400 .
Convenience : . :

of OCC's Lo
Location ' |
SELF own
observation,
personal
involvement *
CAMPUS are | 398 99.5% 2 5% | 400 | 100.0%
you aware .
OCC has more
than 1
campus?
SELF own
observation,
personal :
involvement * o o o
LOCATN2 383 95.8% 17 4.3% | 400 | 100. 0/9
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

NEWS info about OCC from newspaper CAMPUS are you aware OCC has
more than 1 campus?
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Crosstabs

Case Processing Summary

Cases

Valid

Missing

Total

N Percent

N Percent

Percent

‘NEWS 1nto
about OCC
from
newspaper *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

397 99.3%

400

100.0%

NEWS info
about OCC
from
newspaper *
LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

382 95.5%

18 4.5%

400

100.0%

RADIO radio
main source
of info. *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

398 99.5%

400

100.0%

RADIO radio
main source
of info. *
LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383 95.8%

17 4.3%

400

100.0%

TV tvmain
source of info.
* CAMPUS
are you

aware OCC
has more
than 1
campus?

398 99.5%

400

100.0%"

TV tv main
source of info.
* LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383 95.8%

17 4.3%

400

100.0%

PUBOCC occ
publications *
CAMPUS are
you aware
OCC has more
than 1
campus?

398 99.5%

400

100.0%

PUBOCC occ
publications *
LOCATN2
Convenience
of OCC's
Location

383 95.8%

17 43%

400

100.0%
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig..
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson
Chi-Square 997° | 3 802
Likelihood Ratio 1.241 | 3 .743
Lineat-by-Linear 1~ 258 | 1 611
ssoclation
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .27.
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Crosstab

Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no | yes | Total
SELF own observation, 0 no 23 | 280 294
personal involvement 1 yes 2 | 102 104
Total 25 || 373 398
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson < q29
Chi-Square 4.543 ! 033
Continuity 3.596 | 1 058
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 5.644 ] 018
Fisher's Exact Test 034 021
Linear-by-Linear 4531 | 1 033

Association

N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 6.53.

SELF own observation, personal involvement * LOCATN2 Convenience of

OCC's Location

Count

Crosstab

LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location

1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
SELF own observation, 0 no 7 L 2d 4 295 281
personal involvement 1 ves 10 1 9] 102
Total ] 37 2 346 383
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b &
Chi-Square 061" | 1 805
Continuity 001 | 1 974
Correction : i
Likelithood Ratio 060 i 806
Fisher's Exact Test 833 481
Linear-by-Linear | 5, | ; 806
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 9.42.

MOUTH other word of mouth * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location

Count

Crosstab

LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location

1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
1] disagree neutral agree Total
MOUTH other Ono |7 20 7 213 230
word of mouth 1 yes 11 7 131 143
Total / 37 3 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson 3 72
Chi-Square 1324 | 3 543
Likelihood Ratio 1.727 3 631
Llnear_-brv-mear 302 / 582
Association
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .37.

SELF own observation, personal involvement * CAMPUS are you aware OCC
has more than 1 campus?
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Crosstab

Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
J 2
sTooce 7™ I —
occ students yes
8 1 1
Total Ji 31 5 346 383

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
earson a
Chi-Square 3.593 .732
Likelihood Ratio 4.090 .664
Linear-by-Linear | = 3¢ 550
Association
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 9 cells (75.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .00.

MOUTH other word of mouth * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

campus?
Crosstab
Count
, CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
| © more
.‘than 1
campus?
0 1 '
no | yes | Total
MOUTH other 0 no 15 1 233 248 |
word of mouth Tyes | 10 | 140 | 150
Total 25 | 373 398
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
“Pearson a

Chi-Square 254 3 .968
Likelihood Ratio 474 3 925
Lmear.-by-Lmear .067 795
Association
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 5 cells (62.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .04.

STUOCC occ students * CAMPUS are you aware OC

campus?
Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes | Total
0 22 323 345
STUOCC et 175 ;’2
occ students yes
8 1 1.
Total 25 | 373 398
Chi-Square Tests -
Asymp.
S| e fe -t Sig.-
Value | df | (2-sided)
‘| Pearson
Chi-Square .096° | 2 953
Likelihood Ratio 159 | 2 924
Linear-by-Linear
Association 094 760
N of Valid Cases 398

a. 3 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .06.

C has more than 1

STUOCC occ students * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
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EMPOCC occ employees * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

campus?
Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no | yes | Total
EMPOCC 0 no 20 359 384
occ employees [ 1 yes 14 14
Total 25 | 373 398
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. ig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b :
Chi-Square 9737 | 1 .324
Continuitya 181 ] 670
Correction ) :
Likelihood Ratio 1.850 | 1 174
Fisher's Exact Test 1.000 .397:
Linear-by-Linear 970 | 1 325
Association ) ’
N of Valid Cases 398

a Computed only for a 2x2 table ) . . .
b 1 cells (25 0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected unt is 88

EMPOCC occ employees LOCATN2 Convemence of OCC's Location -

S Bt teak e

Crosstab ©
Count .. -
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
EMPOCC Ono |/ 30 5 333 369
occ employees |1 yes 1 13 14
Total 1 31 5 346 383




Crosstab

Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes | Total
. . Ono |20 [ 257 277
PUBOCC occ publications Tyes 51716 777
Total 25 | 373 398
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson :
Chi-Soare 1368 | 1 243
Continuity, 890 | 1 345
Correction
Likelihood Ratio 1.469 | 1 225
Fisher's Exact Test .368 174
Linear-by-Linear | ; 35, | ; 243 '
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table .
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 7.60.

.-~ PUBOCC bcc-_«publications * LOCATN2: Convenience-of OCC's Location. ... ... =i

- _Count .

Crosstab

- S f t-

LOCATN2 Convenienc‘e of OCC's Lbcétion

1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
. . Ono [/ 17 4 244 266
PUBOCC occ publications Tyes 77 7 7 777
Total 1 31 i 5 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson
Chi-Square 4.008" | 3 261
Likelihood Ratio 4115 | 3 .249
Linear-by-Linear 2314 | 1 128
Association ) )
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .31.
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TV/ tv main source of info. * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location

PUBOCC occ publications * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.

Value | df (2-snded) (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson :
ChiSumware 2267 | 1 132
Continuity, 813 | 1 367
Correction’
Likelihood Ratio 1.624 | 1 .203
Fisher's Exact Test 170 170
Linear-by-Linear | 267 | 1 133 !
Association
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .75.

Crosstab
Count
LOCATNZ Convenience of OCC's Location
1
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral Total
TV tv main Ono [/ 30 4 337 37.
source of info. |1 yes 1 1 9 11
Total 1 31 5 346 383
-Chi-Square Tests
‘ Asymp. i
K AR BN 'Sig- R
- | Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson- i B 2 . i
Chi-Square ~.- | 33| 3| 1%
Likelihood Ratio 2495 | 3 476
Linear-by-Linear 204 ] . 588
Association ’ . )
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 5 cells (62.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeéted count is .03.

campus?
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Crosstab

Count
LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
RADIO radio Ono |7 20 r L 373
main source of info. [T yes [ 2 ) 5 8
Total I 3 ] 346 383
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 11.451 3 010
Likelihood Ratio 5596 | 3 433
Linear-by-Linear s007 | 1 025
Association : '
N of Valid Cases 383

a. 5 cells (62.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .02.

TV tv main source of info. * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more than 1

campus?
Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes Total
TV tv main 0 no 23| 3063 380
source of info. 1 yes 2 10 12
Total 25 | 373 398
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Chi-Square Tests

Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 303 3 960
Likelihood Ratio 512 3 916
I;\mear_-b}*—Lmear 000 ] 086
ssociation
N of Valid Cases 382

a. 4 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .21.

RADIO radio main source of info. * CAMPUS are you aware OCC has more
than 1 campus?

Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0.} 1
o |‘yes | Total
RADIO radio 0 no /] 221 367 380
main source of info. [T yed 3 /6 0
Total / 25 /373 398
,‘ 23 /
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson b
ChiSquaie 11.44; 1 001
Continuity 7228 J 007
Correction” == s
Likelihood Ratio 6.194 ) 013
Fisher's Exact Test 014 014
Linear-by-Linear 11418 ] 001
Association ’ 2
N of Valid Cases 398

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table
b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .57.

1
RADIO radio main source of info. * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's Location
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Crosstab
Count
CAMPUS
are you
aware
OCC has
more
than 1
campus?
0 1
no yes Total
NEWS info about Ono J27 | 292 313
OCC from newspaper 1 yes 4 80 84
Total 25 | .372 397
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
“Pearson 1940
Chi-Squars 426" | 1 514
Cotinuiey, 160 | 1 690
Correction ' ’
Likelihood Ratio 453 ] 501
Fisher's Exact Test 621 .359
Linear;by-Linear 425 / 515
Association
N of Valid Cases 397

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 5.29.
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NEWS info about OCC from newspaper * LOCATN2 Convenience of OCC's

Location
Crosstab
Count
LOCATNZ Convenience of OCC's Location
1 5
disagree/strongly 3 agree/strongly
0 disagree neutral agree Total
NEWS info about 0 no ! 24 F 271 300
OCC from newspaper 1 yes 7 ] 74 82
Total 1 3] 5 345 382
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gender

RADIO radio main source of info. * GENDER
Crosstab
GENDER gender
0
female 1 male Total
Count 2531 140 vl
0 no % within
GENDER 98.8% 95.9% 97.8%
RADIO radio gender
main source of info. Count 3 =1 0
1 yes % within / ;
GENDER 1.2% 4.1% 2.3%
gender
Count 254 146 400
% within
B0l GENDER | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
gender
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson <
Chi-Square 3615 | 1 \GJZ
Continuity :
Correction 2.406 ! i f’éf
Likelihood Ratio 3.443 Jj 064
Fisher's Exact Test 079 063
Linear-by-Linear 3.606 ] 058
Association ’ g
N of Valid Cases 400

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 1 cells (25.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.29.
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PUBOCC occ publications * WH white

Crosstab
WH white
0 not
white 1 white Total
Count 28 248 276
0 %'
e wg““ 538% | 7210% | 69.7%
2 2 white
PUBOCC occ publications e 3 % 0
; % |
-y
e ‘Jv’fl““( 45.2%’ 27.9% | 303%
white /
Count | 52 344 396
: %
o within 100 006 | 100.0% | 100.0%
WH
white
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Exact Exact
Sig. Sig. Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided) | (2-sided) | (1-sided)
Pearson = b ’
Chi-Square Aubll { ( e
Continuity, 6283 | I NP
Correction ; i
Likelihood Ratio 6.695 I 010
Fisher's Exact Test 010 007
Linear-by-Linear 7 103 ] 008
Association ' :
N of Valid Cases 396

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 15.76.
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Crosstab

AGEGROUF Age

70 CT§UP gg
70-79 80-89
years years Total
Count 34 10 277
0 no | % within
AGEGROUP 72.3% 62.5% 69.8%
. Age Group
PUBOCC occ publications T 73 z 50
1 ves | %o within
: AGEGROUP 27.7% 37.5% 30.2%
Age Group
Count 47 16 397
Total % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Age Group
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson al| -
Chi-Square 17.385 7 015
Likelihood Ratio 19.667 7 006
Linear-by-Linear 385 ] 535
Association
N of Valid Cases 397

a. 2 cells (12.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 3.63.
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PUBOCC occ publications * AGEGROUP Age Group

Crosstab
AGEGROUP Age Group
18 20 30 40 50 60
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69
years years years years years years
Count 6 42 49 00 46 24
0 no | % within N [ ] y
AGEGROUP 50.0% 91.3% 62.8%) 65.3% 76.7% KJ—Q%
PUBOCC occ publications Age Group ( / = -
Count 6 4 29 35 14 13
1 yes % within ) — i :_ ‘ i 7
AGEGROUP 350.0% 8.7% ‘: 7.2% 34.7% 23.3% /g;’%
Age Group
Count 12 46 78 NiiTE 60 37
Total % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0%
Age Group

e
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Crosstab

AGEG
RQYP
80-89
years Total
Count 12 311
0 no | % within
AGEGROUP 75.0% 78.5%
NEWS info about Age Group
OCC from newspaper Count 4 85
1 yes % within
AGEGROUP 25.0% 21.5%
Age Group
Count 16 396
% within
Total AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
: Value | df | (2-sided)
Pearson a
Chi-Square 21255 | 7 .003
Likelihood Ratio 25.707 | 7 .001
Linear-by-Linear 14.172 000
Association ) )
N of Valid Cases 396

a. 2 cells (12.5%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 2.58.
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NEWS info about OCC from newspaper * AGEGROUP Age Group

/

- P

Crosstab
AGEGROUP Age Group
18 20 30 40 50 60 70
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79
years years years years years years years
Count IZ2 44 64 /7 47 23 32
0 no | % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% 95.7% 82.1% 76.2% 79.7% 62.2% 68.1%
NEWS info about Age Group
OCC from newspaper Count 2 14 24 ] e T4 3
I yes % within B =3
AGEGROUP 4.3% 17.9% Y 23.8% 20.3% 37.8% 31.9%
Age Group — B | s—
Count 12 46 78 101 59 37 47
Total % within
AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
F e J
- Y, A
)
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Crosstab

AGEG
80-89
years Total
Count ] 383
0 no | % within
AGEGROUP 93.8% 96.5%
EMPOCC Age Group
occ employees Count ] 14
1 yes % within
AGEGROUP 6.3% 3.5%
Age Group
Count 16 397
% within
Tl AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Grou
g P
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value | df | (2-sided)
earson a - p
Chi-Square 25490 | 7 < i)
Likelihood Ratio 23.438 7 ~—.001
Linear-by-Linear 4951 ] 026
Association o :
N of Valid Cases 397

a. 8 cells (50.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .42.
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EMPOCC occ employees * AGEGROUP Age Group

Crosstab
AGEGROUP Age Group
18 20 30 40 50 60 70
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79
years years years years years years years
Count 12 46 77 100 >4 iy 47
0 no | % within rl‘r"_" — l
AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0% 98.7% 99.0% 0.0% | 86.5%) | 100.0%
EMPOCC Age Group QE’_E 1]
occ employees Count ] i ————— 3
% within
b yes | AGEGROUP 1.3% 10% { 100% 13.5j
Age Group \
Count 12 46 78 101 50— 37 4
TOtﬂl % \\'ilhin
AGEGROUP | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0%
Age Group
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Crosstab
EDU highest level of
[ educatign completed |
6 college T
graduate | post-graduate Total
Count 90 07 294
% within
4 EDU
no | highest - - -
level of 6.3% 6‘9_ 7% 74.1%
education 1( J
SELF own observation, completed
personal involvement Count o8 27 103
% within
" EDU
¥ | nghen 23.7% 303% | 25.9%
level of
education
completed
Count 118 89 397
% within
el EDU
o highest 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0%
level of
education
completed
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp.
Sig.
Value df | (2-sided)
Pearson 45679 4
Chi-Square 14561 | 6 | .034)
Likelihood Ratio 16.000 | 6 | “~—#aT4
l,inca‘r'-by—l,inear 4768 029
Association
N of Valid Cases 397

a. 4 cells (28.6%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is .26.
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education completed
Crosstab
EDU highest level of education completed
1 eigth | 2 some 3 high 4
grade or high school vocational/technical | 5 some
less school | graduate school college
Count ! o ] 38 1) 12 05
% within “/
EDU B | o
0 no | highest 100.0% | 75.0% | 89.2% - 80.0% | 64.4%
level of 77
education : 04
SELF own observation, completed
personal involvement Count 2 7 (N 3 36
% within
EDU )
I yes | highest 25.0% || 108% 197 200% | 356%
level of ‘
education \
completed | 3
Count I 8 } 65 a 15 101
% within '
E_DU
Foul highest 100.0% | 100.0% | 100.0% 100.0% | 100.0%
level of
education
completed
e J0
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