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Executive Summary

Findings from surveys of adults in general not to all parents of 6th- through 12th-graders.
(Ikenberry and Hartle 1998) and of parents of Student and parent cost estimates are compared
college-age children (Miller 1997) suggest that  against price data collected directly from
Americans place a high value on obtaining a postsecondary institutions.
college education, but that they have difficulty
estimating college costs. This study uses data fro\lmost All Plan to Attend College
the Parent and Youth Surveys of the 1999 National
Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:
1999) to investigate how much “college-bouhd”
students in grades 6 through 12 and their parents
know about the cost of attending college, and the
relationships between their knowledge of college
costs and how they go about preparing for
college? It examines whether parents had started
to save for their children’s education, gathered
information on financial aid, and knew about
various tax credits to help offset costs. Students
were asked about discussions they had with
parents or teachers/counselors to learn about
college costs, academic requirements, and
financial aid availability.

In 1999, the vast majority of 6th- through 12th-
graders (94 percent) and their parents (96 percent)
responded “yes” to the question “Do you think
(you/your child) will attend school after high
school?” Ninety-one percent bbthstudents and
their parents agreed that the students would attend
college or some other type of postsecondary
institution. Among students and parents who
reported such plans, 45 percent of students and
roughly one-half of parents thought the students
would attend a 4-year college, while 17 percent of
students and one-quarter of parents reported plans
for students to attend a 2-year institution. The
remainder (39 percent of students and 25 percent
of parents) were undecided about the kind of

The base sample of this report consists of 7,9180Stsecondary institution the student would

6th- through 12th-grade students who participated®tend?

in the Youth Survey of NHES:1999. Parent data

used in this report were collected through the Acquiring Cost Information
Parent Survey of NHES:1999 from the parents of

these students. Because of this sample design, the HIh school students (in Sth through 12th
data can be used to analyze both students’ own grades) with plans to attend college and parents of

plans and their parents’ plans for students’ 6th- through 12th-graders who also reported
postsecondary education. Findings can be postsecondary plans for their children were asked

generalized to all 6th- through 12th-graders, but | téy had obtained information about what it
would cost to attend. Eighteen percent of students

and 30 percent of parents had done so. While

IThis term is applied to all students who reported plans to
attend any type of postsecondary institution.

2parent reports are limited to information provided by parents3Readers should keep in mind that the data collected from

of the sampled 6ttithrough 12th-grade students interviewed parents are representative of parents of the sampled students
for the survey. and not of all parents.
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students in 11th and 12th grades were more likelywith students in 11th and 12th grade more likely to
to have acquired cost information than their 9th- have parents who had acquired cost information
and 10th-grade counterparts, just 52 percent of than students in 9th and 10th grades. An additional
11th- and 12th-graders had acquired such 11 percent of students in grades 11 and 12 thought
information (figure A). A similar picture emerges they could accurately estimate tuition and fees,
when looking at the responses of their parents, and an additional 17 percent of 11th- and 12th-

Figure A.—Among 9th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the student to attend
postsecondary education, the percentage distribisins according to whether they had obtained
college cost information, could estimate the costs, or could do neither; 1999

STUDENTS
Grades 9-10 Grades 11-12
Obtained cost
information
Neither
Could estimatg Obtained cost
information
Neither
Could estimate
PARENTS
Grades 9-10 Grades 11-12
O.btalned'cost Neither
information
Neither Obtained cost
information
Could
Could estimate

estimate

NOTE: Detail may not sum to total becauseafrrding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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graders had parents who thought they could
accurately estimate tuition and fees. Considering
both students and their parents jointly, about 38
percent of 11th- and 12th-grade students had
either acquired information about college prices
or thought they could estimate costs, and had
parents who reported the same.

The likelihood of having knowledge of
college prices increased with household income
and parents’ education for both students and
parents. In addition, parents of White students
were more likely than parents of either Black or
Hispanic students, and White students more
likely than Hispanic students, to report
knowledge of college costs. Those individuals
who are potentially least able to afford college
were also most likely to lack information about
the cost of attending.

How Well Students and Parents
Estimate 1 Year’'s College Tuition

Students and parents who reported that they
had either obtained college cost information or
that they could accurately estimate the cost of
tuition were then asked to provide an estimate of
“1 year's tuition and mandatory fees” at the type
of college the students planned to atténd.
Overall, both students and parents substantially
overestimated tuition amounts, especially for
public institutions® For example, the average

4The use of the terms “tuition” or “fees” is arbitrary. Some
institutions only charge tuition, some only fees, and some
both. For simplicity, the term “tuition” was used in the text
to refer to tuition and/or fees.

5f undecided about 2- or 4-year institutions (about 39
percent of students and 25 percent of parents), estimates of
public 4-year institutions were requested. If undecided
about attending a public or private institution (about 14
percent of students and 10 percent of parents), estimates of
public institutions were requested. If undecided about in-
state or out-of-state attendance (about 4 percent of students
and 3 percent of parents), estimates of in-state tuition were
requested.

yearly tuition that in-state undergraduates were
charged at public 4-year institutions in 1998—-99
was $3,247 (The College Board 199%)n
average, students close to the age of enroliment
(i.e., 11th- and 12th-graders) who planned to
attend public 4-year institutions in-state and

their parents estimated the yearly tuition to be
between $5,000 and $6,000 ($5,799 for students
and $5,366 for their parents) (figure B).

The distribution of tuition levels (also shown
in figure B) illustrates how students and their
parents overestimate tuition costs. While less
than one-tenth of 1 percent of all students
enrolled in public 4-year institutions (in-state)
were charged $8,000 per year or more in tuition,
approximately one-quarter of 11th- and 12th-
grade students and their parents expected they
would have to pay this much for a college
education at 4-year in-state public institutions.
The vast majority of students attending such
institutions paid less than $5,000 in tuition per
year. Similar patterns, but more modest
differences, were found for private 4-year
institutions (figure C). While 20 percent of
undergraduates were charged $20,000 or more in
annual tuition, 38 percent of 11th- and 12th-
graders and 27 percent of their parents thought it
would cost at least $20,000 annually to attend.
However, when looking only at the overall
average, no difference could be detected
between parents’ estimates ($14,506) and the
actual average tuition for private 4-year colleges
($14,709). Thus, parents of children who
planned to attend private 4-year institutions
appeared to be more aware of the costs at these
institutions than their counterparts whose

6The average yearly tuition reported does not take into
account any financial aid students may have received that
offset tuition. At the time the analyses were done for this
report, data were not available from the 1998 Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS). Data from
IPEDS are typically used for analysis of college costs. The
equivalent estimate from the 1998 IPEDS is $3,229.
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Figure B—Among 11th- and 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the student to attend a public in-state
4-year institution, and who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the percentage distributions of estimated
tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual tuition and fees paid by undergraduates in 1998-99

Students’ estimatés

Less than $2,000"| 8.6%
$2,000-2,99 16.3%
$3,000-3,99 13.5%
$4,000-4,99 10.8%
$5,000-7,99 25.5%

25.3%

$8,000 or mor

Average: $5,366

Parents’ estimatés

Average: $5,799

Actual tuition and feés

5.7%

21.5% 39.0%
11.1% 25.8%
11.4% 19.0%

26.0%
24.3%

Average: $3,247

*Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates. Includes respondents who were undecided abdtgnehiene to a

estimated tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions in their state.

2Does not include room and board costs.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center foc&thn Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1998ndhtiousehold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition and fees published in The College Boardr(@@€é8)in College Pricing.

children planned to attend comparable public
colleges.

Because college tuition varies substantially
from state to state (U.S. Department of
Education 2002), further analyses were
conducted to determine how accurately students
and their parents could estimate tuition for the
type of institution students planned to attend
within their state of residence. Accurate
estimates were defined as those within 25
percent of the actual state averdge shown in
figure D, one-quarter of 11th- and 12th-graders
and about one-third (31 percent) of their parents
were able to provide accurate estimates.

"The analysis also included accuracy levels at 15 percent
and 50 percent of actual amounts with similar results (see
appendix C).

Vi

Moreover, both students and their parents were
much more likely to overestimate than to
underestimate tuition. Finally, 37 percent of
11th- and 12th-graders and 29 percent of their
parents could not estimate yearly tuition for the
type of college the students hoped to attend.

In looking at all students included in the
survey (i.e., 6th- through 12th-graders) who
were planning to attend postsecondary
education, the likelihood of being able to
estimate tuition accurately increased with
household income. For their parents, both
household income and parents’ education level
(i.e., the higher the level, the more likely they
were to estimate accurately) were associated
with the ability to estimate tuition and fees.
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Figure C—Among 11th- and 12th-graders and their parents wheeported plans for the student to attend a private 4-year
institution, and who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the percentage distributions of estimated tuition
and fees for 1 year and the actual tuition and fees paid by undergraduates in 1998-99

Students’ estimatés

37.8%

Average: $16,539

Parents’ estimatés

5.2%

Average: $14,506

Actual tuition and feés

5.6%
14.5% 10.2%
14.5% 20.5%
17.1% 27.4%
21.8% 16.8%
26.9% 19.6%

Average: $14,709

'Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates.

Does not include room and board costs.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Eduncatatistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1998 méatHousehold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition and fees published in The College Boardr(@8€8)in College Pricing.

Getting Ready for College

Students and parents were asked separate
guestions in NHES:1999 about their
preparations for college. Their responses provide
information about parents’ plans for paying for
their children’s college education and how
actively students acquired information about the
academic and financial requirements for
attending college.

Parents’ Plans to Pay for Their
Children’s College Education

Parents were asked if they had started saving
for their child’s postsecondary education or
making other financial plans, if they had
gathered information about financial aid, and
whether they knew about the Lifelong Learning
and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits. The

vii

likelihood of parents reporting that they had
begun saving or making other financial
preparations to pay for their child’s college
education increased with household income.
Parental planning was also related to students’
academic standing in school: as grade-point
average increased, so did the likelihood that
parents reported saving money, gathering
information about financial aid, and knowing
about college tax credits. No relationship was
detected between the proximity of a student
starting postsecondary education and their
parents’ plans to pay for it. Focusing on students
who intended to go to college, 63 percent of
11th- and 12th-graders and 59 percent of 9th-
and 10th-graders had parents who had made
some financial preparations. The apparent
difference was not statistically significant.
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Figure D—Among 9th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the student to attend postsecondary
education, the percentage distributions according to the accuracy of tuition estimates for 1 year’s tuition and fees
at the type of college the student planned to attend: 1999

STUDENTS
Grades 9-10
69%
16%
10%
PARENTS

Grades 9-10
47%

26%

22%

24%

31%

Grades 11-12

28% 37% Il Accurately estimatéd

0,
11% [0 Overestimated

[ Underestimated

Grades 11-12
[J Could not estimate

29% 29%

An accurate estimate was defined as one within 25 percent of the average for the type of institution the student plandén toesttstate of

residence.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Na#l Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 138taNdtiusehold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition amounts from the 1998 Integrated Postsecondary Education Data Sy%tem (IPE

Similarly, there was not a detectable difference
between the percentage of college-bound 9th-
and 10th-graders (59) and the percentage of
college bound 6th- through 8th-graders (57) with
parents who had made financial preparations.

A similar percentage (58 percent) of college-
bound 11th- and 12th-graders’ parents had
sought information about financial aid
availability, and about one-third (34 percent)
were aware of the Lifelong Learning and/or
HOPE Scholarship tax credits. Awareness of at
least one of the tax credits increased with
household income and parents’ education levels.

viii

Students’ Discussions With Parents and
Teachers/Counselofs

Students were asked if they had discussed
with their parents or teachers (including
counselors) the type of college to attend and the
academic and cost requirements of that college.
Students were also asked if they had sought
information about the availability of financial
aid. Nearly three-quarters of students (74
percent) reported that they had discussed the
academic requirements of attending college with

8students were asked if these discussions had occurred
during the 1998-99 school year.
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parents or teachers/counselors. And just over
two-thirds (69 percent) reported having
conversations about the type of college they
expected to attend. However, half or fewer
reported discussing college costs or financial aid
with parents or teachers/counselors. As might be
expected, the likelihood of reporting such
discussions increased as students approached
college age. By 11th and 12th grade, over 90
percent of students reported having discussions
about academic requirements or the type of
college to attend, and about three-quarters (71 to
75 percent) reported discussions about college
costs and financial aid.

Students’ discussions about aspects of
college had little relationship to either household
income or parents’ education levels. However,
there was a positive relationship between
students knowing what type of institution they
wanted to attend and the likelihood of a student
discussing college cost requirements with their
parents or their teachers/counselors. A positive
relationship was also found between students
assuming a role in family decisionmaking and
the likelihood of students discussing college cost
requirements with their parents or their
teachers/counselors. In other words, as the
likelihood of students’ knowing where they
wanted to attend college or how involved they
were in family decisionmaking increased, so did
their likelihood of discussing college cost
requirements. On the other hand, no association
between student discussions of college cost
requirements and either their household income
or their parents’ education was detected.

Factors Related to Information
Gathering and College Cost
Awareness and Estimates

To determine what factors independently
related to students’ and parents’ awareness of
college costs, a multivariate analysis was
conducted. “Cost awareness” used in the context
of this report means students or parents had
either obtained college cost information or
reported that they thought they could estimate
the cost of tuition and fees.

The multivariate analysis of students’ and
parents’ cost awareness controlled for
interrelated variables, that reflected student
characteristics, family background, students’
high school experiences (including GPA), and
parents’ involvement in their children’s school.
After applying such controls, a number of
variables remained significantly related to cost
awareness (figure E).

For instance, there were positive relationships
between students’ and parents’ cost awareness
and students’ grade level (11th- and 12th-
graders and their parents were more aware than
9th- and 10th-graders and their parents); parents
education levels (college graduates were more
aware than others); and reporting plans to attend
private 4-year colleges or universities (compared
with public 4-year institutions).

In some cases, results differed for students
and parents. For example, Black students were
more likely than White students to report cost
awareness, while for parents the opposite was
true: parents of Black students were less likely
to be knowledgeable about costs than parents of
White students. Although cost awareness among
students was not associated with household
income, there was a positive relationship
between cost awareness and household income
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Figure E—Among 6th- through 12th-graders and their
parents, factors associated with increased cost
awareness or the ability to estimate accurately
tuition and fees: 1999

Cost Accurate esti-
awareneds mates of tuitiof
Student Parent Student Parent

Grade in school
11th- and 12th-graders
(vs. lower grades) 4 4 v v

Students’ gende
Males (vs. females) v v

Students’ race/ethnicity

Blacks (vs. whites) v v
Whites (vs. blacks) 4 v
Whites (vs. Hispanics) v

Parents’ education
Bachelor's degree
(vs. less education) v v v

Household income
$75,000+ (vs. <=$50,000) v v
$75,000+ (vs. <=$25,000) v

Type of institution planning fo
4-year private
(vs. 4-year public) v v v v

Parent involvement in school
High (vs. low) v

Student talked with parents
or teachers about
college cost requirements v t v T

Student talked with parents
or teachers about
financial aid 4 T T

Parents talked to someone/read
information about financial aid T v T 4

Parents knew of Lifelong Learning
or HOPE Scholardhip tax crelits T v T v

T Not applicable.

Had either obtained college cost information or reported they could
estimate tuition and fees.

2An accurate estimate was defined as one within 25 percent of average

for the type of institution the student planned to attend in the state of
residence.

NOTE: Sample includes students and their parents who reported plans for

student to attend postsecondary education. Each check indicates an
attribute associated with incredseost awareness or the ability to
accurately estimate tuition. For example, in the first line under “students’
race/ethnicity” Black students were more cost aware and were more
likely than White students to prowican accurate tuition esimate. The
opposite was found for parents.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999 National House-
hold Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition amounts

from the 1998 Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS).

among their parents: those with household
incomes over $75,000 were more likely to be
knowledgeable about the costs than households
with incomes of $50,000 or less. In addition,
male students were more cost aware than female
students, but students’ sex was not associated
with parents’ cost awareness. Parents’ level of
involvement in the schools was associated with
their cost awareness, but not with students’
awareness.

Finally, some variables pertained only to
students or parents. If students had talked with
their parents or with teachers/counselors about
college cost requirements or about financial aid,
they were more likely to be aware of college
costs. Similarly, if parents had talked to
someone or read financial aid materials, or if
they knew about the availability of either the
Lifelong Learning or HOPE Scholarships, they
were more likely to be aware of college costs.

If cost awareness were high, one would
expect a corresponding ability to accurately
estimate tuition for the type of institution the
student planned to attend. In fact, nearly
identical results were found for students’ and
parents’ cost awareness and ability to estimate
the costs. That is, most variables related to cost
awareness also were related to the ability to
estimate 1 year’s tuition accurately.

In the end, even after applying statistical
controls, the results indicate that the level of
awareness students and parents possess about
the costs of attending college is positively
related to either household income or parents’
education levels (or both). However, it is
important to note that, regardless of family
background, if parents had sought information
about financial aid availability or if they knew
about other means of offsetting costs (through
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tax credits), they were much more likely to

know what it would cost to send their child to

the college the child planned to attend.

Similarly, if students had talked to parents or
teachers/counselors about college costs, they too
were better able to estimate the tuition of the
college they planned to attend.

Conclusions

The public places a high premium on getting
a college education (Ikenberry and Hartle 1998;
Miller 1997). However, recent media attention
on rising college costs (“Paying for College”
2002), combined with a general lack of
knowledge about the affordability of many
colleges (e.g., the average tuition at public 4-
year colleges was $3,000 a year in 1998), may
unnecessarily discourage some students and
their parents from preparing for college.

The results of this analysis reveal that many
middle and high school students and to a lesser
extent, their parents, do not have an accurate
idea of what it costs to attend college. Even
among 11th- and 12th-graders who intended to
enroll in college, roughly half of both students
and their parents reported having knowledge of
college costs. When asked to estimate 1 year's
tuition, more students and their parents
overestimated than underestimated the average
amount. Furthermore, nearly 40 percent of 11th-
and 12th-graders and nearly 30 percent of their
parents could not estimate the cost of 1 year’s
tuition.

Not surprisingly, the younger the students
were, the less aware they or their parents were of
college costs. At a time when students still have
the opportunity to plan for college and take
requisite college preparatory courses (i.e., 9th-
and 10th-grade), 69 percent of 9th- and 10th-

Xi

graders and 47 percent of their parents could not
estimate what it would cost to attend. It is
possible that many students, with the
encouragement of their parents, plan to attend no
matter what the cost. However, the findings of
this study also demonstrated a significant
knowledge gap between lower and higher
income families and between parents who ended
their education at high school graduation and
those who were college graduaiékhus, the
students and parents who can least afford college
and who would be most affected by the financial
burden were also the least aware of how much it
costs to attend.

On the other hand, regardless of parents’
education and household income, students who
were involved in family decisionmaking were
more likely to seek out information about
college academic requirements and financial aid
through discussions with parents and
teachers/counselors.

Similarly, regardless of income and education
levels, parents who were involved in their
children’s school were more likely to have
begun saving for their college education. In
addition, compared with parents who reported
low involvement in their children’s school,
highly involved parents were more aware of
college costs.

9Parents’ education levels and household income are often
highly correlated, and families where neither parent
attended college are disproportionately represented among
lower income groups. For example, in NHES:1999, 89
percent of students whose parents did not attend college
were from families where the household income was
$25,000 or less, whereas 69 percent of students with
college-educated parents were from families where the
household income was above $75,000.
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This study uses data from the Parent ¥odth Surveys of the 1999 National Household
Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999)neeistigate how much college-bound students in
grades 6 through 12, and their parents, knbauathe cost of attending college, and the
relationships between their knowledge of collegsts and how they go about preparing for
college. It examines whether pate had started to save for thehildren’s education, gathered
information on financial aid, arkhew about various tax creditshelp offset costs. Students
were asked about discussions thag with parents or teacheinselors to learn about college
costs, academic requirements, and financiahaailability. The baseample of this report
consists of 7,910 6th- through 12th-grade stusleito participated in the Youth Survey of
NHES:1999. Parent data were collected thiotingg Parent Survey of NHES:1999 from the
parents of these students.
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Introduction

In a national survey of 2,000 randomly selecéddlts conducted by The College Board in
1997, a majority of respondents (58 percent) agvatidthe statement: “A college education is
so important that, regardless of how much it cdsisy going to make sure that my children go
to college” (Ikenberry and HarttE998). A similar survey reported that 84 percent of parents
with college-bound children beved that a college educationeigher indispensable (34 percent)
or very valuable (50 percer(Yiller 1997). In addition, the Millestudy reported that nearly all
parents (97 percent) agreed with the statement: “A college education will enrich the quality of
my child’s life.” Judging from the findings of these studies Americans place a premium on
obtaining a college educatio@orrespondingly, college enrolimemas increased substantially
over time. Between 1981 and 2002, for example pitoportion of high school graduates who
enrolled in college right after graduatiortieased from 54 percent to 65 percent (U.S.
Department of Education 2001;%J).Department of Labor 2003).

Over the last 20 years, the cost of attagdiigher education has risen considerably,
outpacing growth in median household incomeval the cost of most other goods and services
(Davis 1997; U.S. Department of Education 2002)1977 the total cost of a public 4-year
education represented roughly 13 percerthefmedian household income. By 1992, it had
increased to 16 percent, and by 1995, it was i@epé Similarly, over the same time period, the
cost of attending a private 4-year college wap@&#tent, 41 percent, and 43 percent of median
household income, respectively (Davis 1997). Meeent data indicate that in the 10-year
period ending in 2002, average tuition at bothlioutdnd private 4-year institutions rose 38
percent after adjusting for inflation (The College Board 2003).

Rising college costs have received much media attehtimwever, the media tends to
focus on the cost of high priced selective colleges and univefsitlas.may help explain why,
according to The College Board study, nearhg¢aquarters (71 percemt) respondents believed
a “4-year college is not affordable for méshericans” (Ikenberry and Hartle 1998, p. 7).
Paradoxically, 85 percent believieey could meet the price of a public 4-year college and 70
percent reported that it was likely that they wdoddable to meet the price of a private 4-year
college. When asked to estimate the averageafaollege tuition, rgpondents overestimated

IFor example, “Paying for College” (2002).
2For example, “The $35,000 Question” (2002).
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the cost of tuition at a public 4-year college2dy2 percent and the cost of a private 4-year

college by 31 percent. Even parents with children in college overestimated tuition and fees at
public 4-year colleges. Parents in the Mill2897) study also had difficulty estimating college

costs. However, there was no relationship between the ability to accurately estimate the cost and
the value placed on a college education. The firglofghese studies suggest that Americans in
general and even parents of college-age @ml@re uninformed about the cost of higher

education. In addition, disadvagied families—those in whiakeither parent had attended

college or those with low aomes—tended to be the leagbrmed about college costs

(Ikenberry and Hartle 1998).

Using the Parent and Youth Surveys @& 999 National Household Education Surveys
Program (NHES:1999), a nationatlypresentative study of American households, this report
examines how much both students and their psilerdw about the cost of a college education.
Students in grades 6 through 12 and theirmdareere asked the same questions regarding
whether or not they had obtained information dlmmliege costs and, if hovhether they could
accurately estimate the cost of 1 year’s tuitiod gees. Those who had obtained information or
who believed they could estimate the price of tuition were then asked to provide an estimate of 1
year’s tuition and fees for the type of institun the student expected attend. Verification
guestions were asked to detéme if respondent estimates inclddmosts besides tuition and fees
in their estimates.

Not only do the NHES surveys allow for coansons between students’ and parents’
awareness of college costs but parents also expaitiether they were financially preparing for
their children’s education and whether they kradmut the various tax @dits and scholarships
available to help offset the cost of colle§eudents were asked abdeir discussions with
parents or teachers/counselors about colleggnrements and financial aid information. Using
the NHES data, this report analyzes studemtd’their parents’ knowledge of college costs and
examines their college preparation activities. The report addresses the following questions.

1) What were students and their parentgestations for students pursuing college and
how well do they agree? What reasonssiigients and parentsrgifor the students
not planning to attend college?

2) Among 6th- through 12th-graders wplanned to attend ptsecondary education,
what did students and their parents kndouw the cost of tuition and fees? How did
students and parents acquire informatiortolfege costs? What student, family, and
parent characteristics were associated with greater awareness of college costs?

3) Among 6th- through 12th-graders wblanned to attend ptsecondary education,
what plans were students and their pasemaking for postsecondary education? Were
parents preparing financially to p&yr their children’s education? How
knowledgeable were thepaut available tax credits? Were students seeking
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information in preparation to attend collegech as discussing college academic
requirements, costs, and financial aid watrents or teachers? What student, family,
and parent characteristics were associated with taking these steps to prepare for
college?






Data and Methods

The data for this report are drawn from ¥w@uth and Parent Sueys of the 1999 National
Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:198@ata collection system of the National
Center for Education Statistics (NCES). Surveythe NHES program collect data on education-
related topics that are best gathered from individuals or families rather than educational
institutions (see appendix B for a detailed description of the surveys).

The Parent Survey wasmducted between January akatil 1999. Interviews were
completed with parents or guardian22d{600 children from birth through 20 years #Ithe
interview items covered a vanjedf educational topics, eacp@opriate for certain age groups
of children. This report focuses on the sectiorngieing to parents’ plans for their children’s
postsecondary education, expectations of tlate® education and costs, and preparation for
paying for their children’s education after high school.

The Youth Survey was conducted with childrergrades 6 through 12 whose parents had
completed a Parent Survey. A total of 7,91Bdcen completed the tarview. This report
focuses on the interview items that are reldteyouth’s plans for postsecondary education.
Some interview items on the Youth Survey are identical to those on the Parent Survey, which
allows for comparisons of stuadts’ and parents’ responses.

In all tables presenting student and paresponses, the estimdtstudent population of
interest, based on a weighted Nsofvey respondents, is presented in the first column “Number
of Students (in thousands).”

Study Sample and Methods

The base sample of this repoonsists of all studentshw participated in the Youth
Survey? As described above, these students#rethrough 12th-graders whose parents
completed the Parent Surveyt@tal of 7,910 students), and therefore, can be used to analyze

3The respondents who participated in the Parent Survey of NHES:1999 were the parents/guardians who were most
knowledgeable about the education of the sampled childrerougthmost rggondents were parents (95 percent), some were
brothers, sisters, grandparents, aunts, uncles, cousins, or other relatives. Since these nonparental guardians remesght such a
percentage of the sample, there are not enough cases to analyze these groups separately. They were included in the group
identified as children’s parents in this report.

4Three students whose grade level could not be determined were excluded from the analysis.
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both students’ own plans and their parents’ pflom students’ postsecondary education. For this
report, if both students and their parents exgubthe students to atig postsecondary education
after high school in 1999, they were includedhea analysis sample used to examine knowledge
about college costs and prefara activities (a total of 7,285 stuaks). Families in which either
students or parents reported no college expenta(a total of 625 atlents) were excluded
because they were not asked anyhfairtquestions on postsecondary education.

Key variables used in the report includgddent demographic characteristics (sex,
race/ethnicity, household income, and languagé&esp most at home by student); educational
experiences of students (grade in school, sdypel, average GPA [grade-point average], and
whether a student has been held back any grao®nts’ education lel;eand language parents
speak most in the home. In addition, two composigables were createéd measure students’
participation in family decisiongnd level of parerihvolvement in childra’s school. All of the
variables used in the analysis are diésad in the glossary in appendix A.

In addition to providing descriptive tabular comparisons, this report includes multivariate
analyses to determine which of the above factegre independentlyleged to students’ and
parents’ college cost awareness. In otherds, holding all background and educational
characteristics constant, whitdctors were related to studenand parents’ awareness of
college costs and their ability to estiimaccurately the cost of attending?



Expectations for College

Obtaining some type of postsecondary etlanavas a common goal for most students and
parents in 1999 A large majority—94 percent of 6tthhrough 12th-graders and 96 percent of
their parents—responded “yes” to the questi@a you think (you/your child) will attend
school after high school” (tablg. There was littlelisagreemertbetween students and their
parents on whether or not the students wouldymipostsecondary education after high school:
91 percent of both students andegrds agreed that the studemtould attend. These students,
sometimes identified d&sollege bound” in this report, arthe focus of the subsequent
analyse$:”

Where Students Will Attend

Students in grades 6 through 12 and tpanents who reported pgescondary education
plans for the students were asked which typeostsecondary institution they expected the
students to attend. Both studemntsl parents expressed a greatégriest in 4-year colleges and
universities than either 2-year vocational/technical institutions. For example, in 1999, 45
percent of college-bound students in grades @itird 2 reported that they expected to attend a
4-year college after high school, compared Wifhpercent who planned attend a 2-year or
vocational/technical institution (table 2). Amosigidents’ parents, 50 percent expected their
children to attend a 4-year college, compared walitbut one-quarter who expected their children
to attend a 2-year or vocational/technical institution.

Both students and parents expressed greater interest in a public 4-year institution than a
comparable private college. Among studentsp@#ent of those planning to attend college
thought that they would attend a public 4-yeatitntion, compared with 7 percent who expected
to attend a comparable private institution. SimyiaPl9 percent of theparents expected their

51t should be noted that students may have siblings who had attended or were attending college, which would affect parents’ and
students’ knowledge of costs. However, siblings’ college attendance could not be determined from the data.

6Excluded were students for whom either the student or the parent reported no postsecondary education plans (9 percent).
Excluded students were more likely to be male, non-English speaking, Hispanic, home schooled, or attending a public school.
They were also somewhat disadvantaged in terms of their schooling experiences (e.g., more likely to have had lower GPAs and
repeated a school grade) and family backgrounds (e.g., more likely to have come from low-income families, non-English-
speaking families, and families with parenith low educational attainment). Thessuks are not presented in the repod an

are available from the authors.

"Approximately 4 percent of these students plannettémdnoncollegiate vocational or technical institutions.
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Table 1.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and percentage of their parents who reported plans
for the student to attend postsecondary educatioselegted student, family, and parent characteristics:
1999

Postsecondary education expected by

Student, family, or parent

- Number of
characteristic
students Student byt Parent Qut
(in thousands) Student Paregnt Both not parent not studevrt
Total 27,286 93.6 95.8 90.9 2.7 4.9
Grade in school
6 through 8 11,793 94.9 96.7 92.4 25 4.3
9 and 10 8,081 915 94.3 88.3 3.3 6.0
11 and 12 7,412 93.7 96.1 91.5 2.2 4.6
Student’s sex
Male 13,817 91.3 94.4 87.7 3.7 6.7
Female 13,470 95.9 97.3 94.3 1.6 3.1
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 18,100 94.0 96.0 91.7 2.3 4.3
Black, non-Hispanic 4,167 93.9 95.9 90.7 3.2 53
Hispanic 3,528 90.1 94.0 86.0 4.1 8.0
Other, non-Hispanic 1,490 95.5 98.0 93.5 2.1 4.5

Language spoken most at home by student
English 25,257 93.7 95.9 91.2 2.6 4.7
Other 2,029 91.5 95.1 87.6 3.9 7.6

Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly F/D’s 1,423 66.2 85.9 59.3 7.0 26.6
Mostly C’s 5,689 86.5 92.1 81.5 5.0 10.6
Mostly B’s 10,452 96.4 96.8 94.1 2.3 2.7
Mostly A’s 9,366 98.9 99.0 98.3 0.6 0.8

Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 3,748 80.9 87.8 74.0 6.9 13.8

No 23,182 95.6 97.3 93.8 1.8 35
School type

Public 24,623 93.3 95.8 90.6 2.7 5.2

Private 2,308 96.9 98.6 96.0 0.9 2.6

Home schodl 356 93.8 83.6 82.0 11.8 #

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 1.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and percentage of their parents who reported plans
for the student to attend postsecondary educatioselegted student, family, and parent characteristics:

1999—Continued

Student, family, or parent

Postsecondary education expected by

characteristic Number of
students Student byt Parent HQut
(in thousands) Student Paregnt Both not parent not studerrt
Parents’ education
Less than high school 2,514 81.9 91.3 77.3 4.7 14.0
High school only 7,245 90. 94.7 87.3 3.1 7.3
Some postsecondary education 8,228 95.8 96.1 92.8 3.0 3.3
College graduate 4,375 96.9 97.9 95.2 1.7 2.7
Graduate school 4,924 97.6 97.7 96.3 1.3 1.4
Household income
$25,000 or less 8,220 89.3 93.8 85.2 4.1 8.6
$25,001 to $50,000 8,503 94.0 95.4 91.0 2.9 4.3
$50,001 to $75,000 5,079 95.5 97.1 93.8 1.7 3.3
More than $75,000 5,484 97.7 98.4 96.7 1.0 1.7
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 25,226 93.8 95.9 91.2 2.6 4.7
Other 2,061 91.0 95.3 87.5 3.5 7.8

#Too few sample cases.

This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
“Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents among whom the student and/or parent refarted plans
the student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table 2.—Number and percentage distribution of students according to the postsecondary institution type
students plan to attend as reported by students and parents: 1999

Reported by student Reported by parent
Institution type
Number Number
(in thousands) Percen (in thousands) Percent
Total 24,811 100.0 24,811 100.0
4-year institution
Total 11,076 44.6 12,408 50.0
Public 5,988 24.1 7,248 29.2
Private 1,677 6.8 2,626 10.6
Undecided, 4-year 3,412 13.8 2,534 10.2
2-year 4,101 16.5 6,303 25.4
Undecided for the type of institution 9,634 38.8 6,100 24.6

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents
among whom both the student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

children to attend a public 4-year institutionprgmared with 11 percent who expected their
children to attend a comparable private institution.

The type of institution that students planned to attend varied considerably depending on the
characteristics and background of students. Inrgérstudents with higher GPAs and no history
of grade retention (i.e., being held back a gjadere more likely than their counterparts to
choose a 4-year college and less likely to chodsgear institution (table 3). Both students and
their parents were more likely to make pl&mrsa 4-year college and less likely to choose a 2-
year college as household incoarad parents’ education increased.

Thirty-nine percent of students with ptato attend postsecongiaeducation were
undecided about the type of institution they hofzedttend. However, students’ expectations
became more definite as they approached college age. Among college-bound 6th- through 8th-
graders, 58 percent reported that they werecided about the type of institution they would
attend (table 3). This percentage declined84gercent for 9th- and 10th-graders and even
further to 14 percent for 11th- and 12th-gradé@rsimilar pattern was observed among parents:
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Expectations for College

Table 3.—Number and percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders according to the postsecondary
institution students plan to attend as reported lngesits and parents, by selected student, family,
and parent characteristics: 1999

Number of Reported by student Reported by parent
Student, family, or parent students
characteristic (in
thousands) 4-yedr 2-yepr  Undecided 4-year 2{year  Undekided
Total 24,811 44.6 16.5 38.8 50.0 254 24.6
Grade in school
6 through 8 10,896 33.8 8.3 57.9 47.6 17.7 34.7
9 and 10 7,133 49.4 17.0 33.6 48.6 29.7 21.7
11 and 12 6,782 57.0 29.3 13.7 55.3 33.2 11.5
Student’s sex
Male 12,113 42.7 17.6 39.7 46.4 28.4 25.3
Female 12,698 46.5 15.5 38.0 53.5 22.6 23.9
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 16,605 457 16.4 38.0 52.3 26.9 20.8
Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 45.8 15.4 38.9 50.9 23.3 25.8
Hispanic 3,035 35.7 19.5 44.8 33.1 24.3 42.6
Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 49.1 15.2 35.7 57.3 15.4 27.3
Language spoken most at home by student
English 23,034 45.3 16.3 38.4 T t )
Other 1,777 36.2 19.4 44.5 T T t
Average GPA across all subjetts
Mostly F/D’s 844 26.3 19.9 53.9 27.1 375 35.4
Mostly C's 4,638 32.7 24.3 43.1 31.3 41.0 27.8
Mostly B's 9,835 42.4 18.3 39.3 46.8 26.7 26.5
Mostly A’s 9,202 55.2 10.4 34.4 65.4 14.5 20.1
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2,774 32.7 25.2 42.2 32.1 38.2 29.8
No 21,745 46.4 154 38.3 52.5 23.5 24.0
School type
Public 22,304 43.9 17.3 38.8 48.2 26.2 25.7
Private 2,215 54.0 8.7 37.4 70.3 15.5 14.2
Home schodl 292 30.8 18.9 50.3 35.6 43.4 21.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 3.—Number and percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders according to the postsecondary
institution students plan to attend as reported lngesits and parents, by selected student, family,
and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Number of Reported by student Reported by parent
Student, family, or parent students
characteristic (in
thousands) 4-yedr 2-yepr  Undecided 4-year 2{year  Undekided
Parents’ education
Less than high school M2 34.1 20.5 45.5 24.8 17.7 57.5
High school only 6,328 36.7 20.0 43.2 35.0 32.0 33.1
Some postsecondary
education 7,635 41.9 18.9 39.3 47.0 32.0 211
College graduate 4,165 51.8 12.8 35.5 66.9 18.4 14.7
Graduate school 4,741 57.8 9.8 324 70.5 15.4 14.2
Household income
$25,000 or less 7,002 37.6 19.8 42.6 35.8 27.4 36.8
$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 2. 17.5 40.2 46.8 27.3 26.0
$50,001 to $75,000 4,764 57. 16.9 35.7 55.1 28.0 17.0
More than $75,000 5,304 54.7 10.5 34.8 68.9 17.8 13.3

Language most spoken at home by parents
English 23,007 51.4 26.0 22.7

Other 1,803 t t T 32.5 18.4 49.2
tNot applicable.

This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
“Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

—
—+

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and theirgparents am
whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

35 percent of 6th- through 8th-graders’ parevese undecided about the type of institution their
child would attend, compared to 22 percent bf @ind 10th-graders’ parents and 12 percent of
11th- and 12th-graders’ parents.

Whether or not students apdrents were undecided abattere students would attend
postsecondary education varied with themilg background and income. As household income
and parents’ education increas the likelihood of studentsi@ parents being undecided about
where the students would attend college dedlirin addition, Hispanistudents were more
likely than White students to be undecidedwase non-English-speaking students compared to
their English-speaking counterparts.

12
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Students’ academic standing in school was edkied to the uncertainty about where they
would attend postsecondary education. Specificallystudents’ grade-point average (GPA)
increased, the likelihood of stuats and parents being undeddsout where students would
attend declined.

Agreement Between Students and Parents

While most students and parents agresaliastudents’ plans tattend postsecondary
education, they often disagreed about wheshedents would attend a 4-year or 2-year
institution. Roughly half (53 percent) of studeand parents agreed on the type of institution
(table 4). Among studentsid parents who disagreed, pagetended to have higher
expectations. Twenty-nine percent of studentsgarents who thoughtehstudent would attend
a 4-year institution when the student reported ptarattend a 2-year institution. The estimate of
paired student and parengiports that disagreed in the atl@ection was smaller. Eighteen
percent of students had parents who thought the student would attend a 2-year institution when
the student reported plansatiend a 4-year institution.

Student/parent disagreement, however, decreagbdhe students’ grade level; 54 percent
of students in grades 6 to 8 disagreed with parents with respect to the level of institution they
would attend. This perctage declined to 49 percent amatgdents in grades 9 and 10 and 34
percent among students in grades 11 and 12.

The consistency between studemtst parents’ expectatioatso varied across different
student groups. In particular, \itéh students were more likely agree with parents than
Hispanic students. Student/parent agreemen¢ased as GPA, household income, and parents’
education increased; agreement also was highastudents who had not repeated a grade.

Reasons for Not Planning to Attend

The small percentage of students (6 percamd) parents (4 percent) who did not report
postsecondary education plans for the students agied their main reason why they did not
plan to attend college after high school. Amongotss reasons, “lack of interest in school” was
one of the most frequently cited reasons by stildents and parents (Bércent of students and
48 percent of parents) (table®&)he next most common reasoiited by students were “needing
or wanting to work” (20 percent) and “other” (17 percent). Few differences were detected among
other reasons provided by parents.

8There were two exceptions to this pattern: the proportion of students reporting “lack of interest” (37 percent) was not
significantly different from the proportion reporting “needsvark” (20 percent) or “other” reasons (17 percent) for not
continuing their education
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Table 4.—Number of students and percentage of consistent and inconsistent reports between 6th- through
12th-graders and their parents regarding the level of postsecondary institution students plan to
attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Percent of consistent reports

Percent of inconsistent reporl!s

Student, family, or parent

. Number of Parentg Studenfs
characteristic
students 4-year 4-yeaf/
(in students| parentp
thousands) Total 4-yedr 2-yepr Undecided Total 2-year 2tyear
Total 24,811 53.2 30.2 9.6 13.3 46.8 29.2 17.6
Grade in school
6 through 8 10,896 46.5 21.0 3.1 22.4 53.6 37.8 15.8
9 and 10 7,133 50.8 30.9 10.2 9.7 49.2 27.7 215
11 and 12 6,782 66.4 44.5 19.6 2.4 33.6 17.0 16.5
Student’s sex
Male 12,113 52.3 28.2 10.7 13.4 47.7 29.7 18.0
Female 12,698 54.0 32.2 8.6 13.2 46.0 28.8 17.3
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 16,605 54.7 32.4 10.5 11.8 45.3 29.7 15.6
Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 49.9 30.5 6.8 12.6 50.1 30.6 19.5
Hispanic 3,035 48.8 16.2 9.5 23.1 51.2 25.9 25.3
Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 53.3 34.7 7.1 11.5 46.7 27.1 19.6
Language spoken most at home by student
English 23,034 53.1 311 9.9 12.2 46.9 29.8 17.1
Other 1,777 53.6 19.8 6. 27.3 46.4 21.5 24.9
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 844 42.4 9.7 11.4 21.3 57.7 36.1 21.6
Mostly C's 4,638 447 15.2 14.8 14.7 55.3 32.9 22.5
Mostly B’s 9,835 52.2 26.9 10.6 14.7 47.8 28.7 19.1
Mostly A’s 9,202 59.7 43.5 5.8 10.3 40.3 26.9 13.5
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2,774 47.6 16.8 15. 15.8 524 314 21.0
No 21,745 54.0 32.1 8.9 13.0 46.1 28.8 17.3
School type
Public 22,304 52.6 28.8 10.1 13.7 47.4 28.9 18.5
Private 2,215 59.4 45,5 4.5 9.4 40.6 30.6 10.1
Home schodl 292 47.8 21.5 12.3 14.0 52.2 40.0 12.2

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 4.—Number of students and percentage of consistent and inconsistent reports between 6th- through
12th-graders and their parents regarding the level of postsecondary institution students plan to
attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of consistent reports Percent of inconsistent reporlts
f;l;?ae:tzr];:?ély' or parent Number of Parenty Studenfs
students 4-year 4-yeal/
(in students| parentp
thousands) Tota] 4-yegr 2-yepr Undecided Tetal 2-year 2tyear
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1,942 50.3 12.8 6.8 30.6 49.7 18.4 314
High school only 6,328 48.5 1p. 12.0 17.4 51.5 28.9 22.6
Some postsecondary education 7,635 50.4 26.6 12.2 11.7 49.6 31.9 17.8
College graduate 4,165 56.2 41.6 6.6 8.1 43.8 32.1 11.7
Graduate school 4,741 62.5 48.4 6.2 7.9 37.5 27.1 10.4
Household income
$25,000 or less 7,002 48.9 19.3 10.3 194 51.1 27.4 23.7
$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 52.6 275 10.6 14.5 47.4 29.2 18.2
$50,001 to $75,000 4,764 55.2 35.1 11.2 8.9 44.8 30.1 14.7
More than $75,000 5,304 57.8 44, 6.0 7.5 42.2 30.8 114
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 23,007 53.6 31.4 9.8 12.4 46.4 29.7 16.6
Other 1,803 47.2 15.8 2. 24.3 52.8 22.5 30.3

This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
“Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-grade students amtgheir par
among whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

Among students and parents who reporte@lans for postsecondary education, some
expressed concern about the cost of highecathn. For example, 10 percent of students and 11
percent of parents thought that “the high aifstollege tuition and fees” was the major reason
that students would not continteir education after highlscol. Several other reasons were
cited, including “poor grades” (3 percent aidénts and 5 percent of parents), “joining the
military” (10 percent of students and 6 percent of parents), and “not sure of future plans” (2
percent of students addpercent of parents).
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Table 5.—Percentage distributions of 6th- througln{2tders and their parents according to the various
reasons given for student not planning to continue education beyond high school: 1999

Reasons for not continuing education
beyond high school

Reported by student

Reported by pare¢nt

Total

Main reason
Not interested/tired of going to school
Needs/wants to work
Joining the military
Cost too high/cannot afford
Poor grades/unable to get in
Not sure of future plans
Has a disability
Other

100.0

37.4
19.7
9.9

9.8

3.1

2.0

#
17.3

100.0

47.5
7.3
6.0
10.9
5.0
14
10.4
11.6

#Too few sample cases.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseoninding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents
among whom either the student or parent did not expestaldent to enroll in postsecondary education after high school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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What Students and Parents Know About the Cost of
Postsecondary Education Tuition

Acquiring Information About College Costs

This section includes only students and tpairents who reported pgescondary education
plans for the students (91 percent of the samplese students and their parents were asked if
they had obtained information about the cosudion and fees at the type of institution the
student planned to attend. Eighteen percestuafents and 30 percent of parents had done so
(table 6). For those students and their parents s@lid they had not obtained information about
costs, a follow-up question was asked to determitieeif thought they could estimate the cost of
a year’s tuition at the type of institution thedent planned to attend. In addition to those who
said they had obtained information, another 1sgerof students said they thought they could
estimate the tuition and another @drcent of parents thought theguld do the same. Combined,
33 percent of students had either obtained in&ion about tuition costs or thought they could
estimate the cost of tuition where thegmed to attend schodlhese respondents are
sometimes referred to as being cost aware. Fifty-four percent of their parents had obtained such
information or thought thegould estimate tuition costs.

Students in grades 11 and 12 were more likedy students in grades 9 and 10 to have
obtained cost information or to think theyutd estimate 1 year’sition. A similar pattern was
observed among parents, with students in highedtegy more likely than students in lower grades
to have parents who had obtairedt information or thought &y could estimate tuition costs.
Roughly half of 11th- and 12th-graders (52 pettand their parent$4d percent) had obtained
cost information, and an additial 11 percent of the studentglal7 percent of their parents
thought they could estimate the costs. Whenyairad students paired wittheir parents, about
one-half of 11th- and 12th-grade students whodabered information about costs at the type
of institution students planned &tend or could estinb@ costs also had parents who had done
the same (table 7).

At each grade level, students’ parents were more likely to have gathered cost information
or to be able to estimate the tuition of their children’s higher education than the students
themselves. By the 11th- and 12th-grades, 63gp¢mf students and 71 percent of their parents

9The combined percentages are shown in table 7.
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Table 6.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported that they had

obtained cost information or could accurately estimate tuition and fees at the postsecondary

institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Have obtained information Could estimate cost
. Number of about cost of tuition and fees of tuition and fees
Student, family, or parent
characteristic stude.nts
(in
thousands Studenfs Parepts tlBp Studentd Parenfs Both
Total 24,811 18.4 29.7 11.1 14.9 24.4 4.6
Grade in school
6 through 8 10,896 0 16.5 0 16.4 27.6 4.8
9 and 10 7,133 15.0 27.0 5.8 16.3 26.5 5.7
11 and 12 6,782 51.7 53.9 34.6 11.2 17.2 3.0
Student’s sex
Male 12,113 17.6 27.6 9.9 17.3 25.1 5.6
Female 12,698 19.2 31.8 12.3 12.7 23.9 3.6
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 16,605 19.4 33.0 12.4 14.3 28.0 5.2
Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 17.6 25.2 8.8 17.9 16.8 3.1
Hispanic 3,035 11.7 18.1 5.3 14.5 14.8 2.4
Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 23.5 28.9 14.8 14.7 24.3 59
Language spoken most at home by student
English 23,034 19.0 30.9 11.6 14.9 25.3 4.8
Other 1,777 11.5 15.0 4.7 15.1 12.7 2.3
Average GPA across all subjetts
Mostly F/D’s 844 8.1 20.7 2.9 13.8 15.0 2.4
Mostly C's 4,638 16.7 24.7 8.5 13.2 23.0 35
Mostly B's 9,835 17.8 28.8 10.0 15.0 24.4 4.9
Mostly A’s 9,202 21.1 34.1 14.5 16.1 26.2 5.2
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2,774 16.3 25.0 9.1 12.4 20.0 3.0
No 21,745 18.8 30.4 11.4 15.4 25.0 4.8
School type
Public 22,304 18.4 29.2 10.9 14.9 23.8 4.4
Private 2,215 19.3 35.4 13.4 15.8 31.0 7.2
Home schodl 292 13.5 29.1 8.6 6.0 22.1 #
Type of college student planned to attend
4-year 11,076 29.8 37.1 18.8 17.4 25.5 5.9
2-year 4,101 31.1 34.1 16.5 11.3 18.6 2.0
Undecided 9,634 # 19.4 # 13.7 25.8 4.2

See footnotes at end of table.

18



What Students and Parents Know About Colleggts

Table 6.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported that they had
obtained cost information or could accurately estimate tuition and fees at the postsecondary
institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

—Continued
Have obtained information Could estimate cost
. Number of about cost of tuition and fees of tuition and fees
Student, family, or parent
characteristic stude.nts
(in
thousands Students Parepts tBo  Students Parenfs Both
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 1,025 17.8 21.9 9.8 14.6 21.3 4.0
Sometimes 11,662 15.3 24.7 8.1 14.7 23.8 4.0
Often 12,124 21.5 35.2 14.2 15.2 25.4 5.2
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1,942 10.8 8.4 3.4 14.6 6.1 0.9
High school only 6,328 17.6 19.9 8.1 12.8 16.6 3.0
Some postsecondary education 7,635 17.4 30.7 10.4 13.9 25.4 3.9
College graduate 4,165 20.0 37.8 13.7 16.8 34.1 6.7
Graduate school 4,741 23.1 42.9 17.2 17.8 325 7.5
Household income
$25,000 or less 7,002 15.3 20.1 6.8 14.1 14.7 2.1
$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 87. 28.3 10.7 14.4 21.9 4.4
$50,001 to $75,000 4,764 21. 32.9 125 14.7 33.0 5.8
More than $75,000 5,304 21.0 41.8 16.3 17.0 33.2 7.1
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 23,007 19.1 31.1 11.6 15.1 25.4 4.8
Other 1,803 10.6 12.9 4.9 12.9 12.1 2.1
Parent involvement in schdol
Low level 4,471 20.6 24.9 9.8 13.9 19.3 3.6
Medium level 13,600 17.8 29.1 11.3 15.0 25.5 4.8
High level 6,448 175 38.6 12.6 16.8 29.0 5.6
Type of college parents reported the child planned to attend
4-year 12,408 23.0 41.5 16.7 16.6 27.3 5.6
2-year 6,303 21.1 35.3 11.0 12.3 18.7 2.8
Undecided 6,100 6.5 # # 14.2 245 4.4

#Too few sample cases.

This question was asked only of students in grades 9 to 12, but it was asked of 6th- through 8th-graders’ parents.
%This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
®*Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents among whom both student and parent reparted plans fo
student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

19



What Students and Parents Know About Collegsts

Table 7.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported they had
either obtained cost information or could estimate tuition and fees, by selected student, family,

and parent characteristics: 1999

Student, family, or parent

Have obtained information about or
could estimate the cost of tuition and fees

characteristic Number of
students
(in thousands) Students Parent$ Both'
Total 24,811 33.4 54.2 22.9

Grade in school

6 through 8 1®96 16.4 44.1 8.0

9 and 10 7,133 31.3 53.5 19.9

11 and 12 6,782 62.8 71.1 50.1
Student’s sex

Male 12,113 34.9 52.6 23.6

Female 12,698 31.9 55.6 22.4
Student’s race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 16,605 33.8 60.9 25.6

Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 35.5 41.9 18.4

Hispanic 3,035 26.2 32.9 12.4

Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 38.2 53.2 27.2
Language spoken most at home by studen

English 23,034 33.9 56.2 23.8

Other 1,777 26.6 27.7 11.3
Average GPA across all subjetts

Mostly F/D’s 844 21.9 35.7 7.8

Mostly C’s 4,638 29.9 47.7 18.3

Mostly B’s 9,835 32.7 53.2 22.2

Mostly A’s 9,202 37.2 60.3 27.8
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 2,774 28.7 45.0 17.2

No 21,745 34.1 55.4 23.9
School type

Public 22,304 33.4 53.0 22.5

Private 2,215 35.1 66.3 28.7

Home schodl 292 19.4 51.1 10.5
Type of college student planned to attend

4-year 11,076 47.1 T 35.1

2-year 4,101 42.4 T 26.6

Undecided 9,634 13.7 T 7.5

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 7.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported they had
either obtained cost information or could estimate tuition and fees, by selected student, family,
and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Have obtained information about or

Student, family, or parent Number of could estimate the cost of tuition and fees
characteristic students/
parents
(in thousands) Students Parents Both'

Student plays role in family decisions

Hardly ever 1,025 325 43.1 18.5
Sometimes 11,662 30.0 48.5 18.9
Often 12,124 36.7 60.6 27.2
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1,942 25.4 14.5 7.3
High school only 6,328 30.4 36.5 15.6
Some postsecondary education 7,635 31.3 56.1 21.1
College graduate 4,165 36.8 71.9 30.2
Graduate school 4,741 40.9 75.4 35.8
Household income
$25,000 or less 7,002 29.5 34.8 13.7
$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 32.2 50.2 21.7
$50,001 to $75,000 4,764 35.9 65.9 26.8
More than $75,000 5,304 37.9 75.0 33.4
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 23,007 34.1 56.5 24.0
Other 1,803 23.4 25.0 10.2
Parent involvement in schdol
Low level 4,471 34.4 44 .2 20.2
Medium level 13,600 32.8 54.6 22.9
High level 6,448 34.4 67.6 27.8
Type of college parents expected the child to attend
4-year 12,408 t 68.9 32.1
2-year 6,303 T 54.0 20.8
Undecided 6,100 T 24.5 6.6

tNot applicable.

This column includes cases where the parent and studpohokesd differently (i.e., parent obtained information and student
estimated cost or vice versa) so will not match the sum of columns 3 and 6 in table 6 which only includes cases where students
and parents responded the same.

“This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
*Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents
among whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicBtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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had either obtained informati about college costs oould estimate them. Figuredisplays the
combined college cost awareness of 11th-Httt-graders and their parents. Nearly three-

guarters of students and/or thparents had knowledge of collegests: 36 percent of either

students or parents, plus 35gent of both students and pat® had obtained college cost
information. An additional 13 peeat reported that either theident or parent could estimate

college costs. The remaining 16 percent of students and parents could neither estimate costs nor
had obtained cost informatidAWith respect to the relationg between subsequent college
enrollment and cost awareness, these daactandicate whether it is more important for

Figure 1.—Among 11th- and 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the student to attend
postsecondary educabn, the percentage distributions according to their knowledge of college

costs: 1999

Student and parent could
do neither

Could estimate Student an
parent
costs
Either student
or parent
Student
36.3%
or parent

Both student

and parent _
34.6% Had obtained cost

information

NOTE: Detail may not sum to total becauseafnding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

10The percentage of 11th- and 12th-grade students and their parents shown in figure 1 where both had obtained information (35
percent) or both could estimate costs (3 percent) does not add to the percentage shown in the “both” column of table 7 (50
percent). In table 7, if a student reported obtaining cost irgftbom and his or her parent didt, but his or her parent reped

the ability to estimate cost, that was counted as both respondents having some source of cost knowledge. In figurent- this stud
parent pair response would not have been counted since they reported having different sources of cost knowledge.
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students or their parents to keowledgeable. Nor is it possébto disentangle the timing of
knowledge, that is, whether students inform pt@r vice-versa. Presumably, information
travels in both directions. Therefore, the analysis examining factors that are associated with
college cost awareness is done safady for parents and students.

For both students and their parents, thegrasage with knowledge of college costs was
higher among those households with higheomes and among those households with higher
levels of parentducation (table 7)Racial/ethnic group differences were also apparent, with
parents of White studentsore likely to have such knowledg®an parents of either Black or
Hispanic students. Among students, Whites (34qr&) also were more likely than Hispanic
students (26 percent) to be aware of colleggscdout no difference was detected between Black
students and White students in their likelod of reporting knowledge of college coJisese
results taken together, suggest thatehadividuals who are more disadvantaged
socioeconomically, and potentially least able to afford college, are also those most likely to lack
information about the price of attendikg.

How Well Students and Parents Estimate 1 Year’s College Tuition

Students in grades 6 through 12 and theiepia who reported that they had either
obtained college cost information or that tleeyld accurately estimate the cost of tuition were
then asked to provide an estimate of “1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees” at the type of college
the students planned to atteiddibout one-half of the studeni8 percent) and just under one-
half their parents (44 percent) provided estimdtat included room and board in addition to
tuition and fees (estimates not shown in tables). For comparisons with student and parent
estimates, price data provided fystsecondary institutions wearsed to develop two sets of
estimates, one for tuition and fees only, and one that included room and board (see the glossary
in appendix A for a detailed deription of the variables).

On the whole, both students and parentgestenated tuition ancee amounts. This was
especially apparent for those planning to attend public institutions. For example, the average
yearly in-state tuition and fees that undergraduatse charged at public 4-year institutions in
1998-99 was $3,247 (The College Board 1999; tablé3dégt, students close to the age of

11Minority individuals and those from families where neither parent attended college are disproportionately represented in lower
income groups (Horn, Peter, and Rooney 2002) and are therefore considered disadvantaged.

12Those who were undecided were asked to provide an estimate of 1 year’s tuition at a public institution at the levelZ4-year or
year) they thought the student would attend. If they were undecided about the level of institution to attend, they were asked t
give an estimate of tuition and fees at public 4-year colleges in their state.

13This amount represents published tuition and fees and does not take into consideration any financial aid or tuition discounts
provided to students by the institution. The value is weightestuslent enrollment so that schools with large enroliments are
weighted more heavily than schools with smaller enroliments.
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Table 8a.—Sixth- through 12th-graders’ and their parersttimates of tuition and mandatory fees and tuition and
fees plus room and board, according to students’ grade level, and the actual average tuition and fees paid
in 1998-99 by type of stitution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, antl paren
characteristics: 1999

Tuition and fees Tuition and fees
reported by students in reported by parents of
Actual
Institution type tuition
Studenty  Studen{s Btents Students and
Grades § Grades|6 Grades Grades in grafiesgiades ingradgs ingrades feepin
through 12| through$ 9and]0 11and12 through 12 throlgh8 94nd 10 11|aA8899

Tuition and fees only

4-year
Public (in-state) $5,642 $4,955 $7,192 $5,366 $6,241 83 $6,032 $5,799  $3,247
Private 18,843 # 18,142 B39 16,421 17,255 17,336 14,506 14,709
Undecided, 4-yeér 14,593 10,649 17,260 # |0 9,160 8,992 # 3,247
2-yeaF 4,652 4,110 3,043 5,276 621 3,642 3,214 3,933 1,554
Undecided for arfy 9,231 10,039 8,030 # 8,306 8,373 7,706 9,561 3,247
Tuition, fees, and room and boérd
4-year
Public (in-state) 11,006 9,871 12,783 10,562 9,847 1a@B3 10,907 9,148 7,789
Private 20,928 # 21,582 2B6 22,546 22,128 23,471 22,218 20,463

Undecided, 4-year 13,315 13,776 13,211 12,896 4726 13,791 11,208 10,892 7,789
2-yeaf 6,996 # # 7,650 5,692 4,587 # 6,778 —

Undecided for ary 10,800 10,288 11,253 11,952 163 13,900 11,656 12,682 7,789

#Too few sample cases.

—Not available.

"Weighted by student enrollment so that schools with large enrollments are weighted more heavily than those with smalisenrolimen
“Asked to estimate tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions in their state.

%Includes respondents who indicated they would attend a 2-yéifuting, including a community college, junior college, or vocational/
technical institution. Because 91 percent of students enrolled in 2-year institutions attend a public 2-year college (Kijaiezan
1998) the actual aount of tition and fees listed is for public 2-year institutions.

“Forty-eight percent of students and 44 percent of parents included room and board in their estimates.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported that the student planned to attend
postsecondary education and who were able to estinitte tand fee amounts at the fitstion student planned to attend.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition and fees published in The College Boala€t899),
in College Pricing.
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college enrollment (i.e., 11th- and 12th-gradersp\planned to attend public 4-year institutions
estimated the yearly tuition to be notahlgher at $5,366, as did their parents at $5,799.
Similarly, for 2-year institutions, 11th- and 12th-graders’ average estimate for tuition and fees
was $5,276 and their parents’ was $3,933, compared to the actual average of $1,554.

In table 8D, tuition estimates for high schetldents only (9th- through 12th-graders) and
their parents who had obtained information are compared to tuition estimates of those who had
not obtained such informatioBDue to small sample sizes, thely comparisons that could be
made for both students and pasewere for public institutions. Parents who had obtained cost
information reported lower tuitioestimates for public 4-year-state tuition ($5,183) than did
parents who had not obtainedarmation ($7,930). The same was not found for students.
Paradoxically, students who had @bed cost information amornigose planning to attend a 2-
year institution estimated higher tuition amau(®5,037) than those who estimated the amount
without having obtained information ($3,131)is possible that soms&udents planned to attend
a private for-profit vocational institution (which are relatively costly to attend compared to
public 2-year institutions) and these students may lh@en more likely than those planning to
attend public institutions to kia obtained cost information. On the other hand, the tuition
estimates of parents who had ob&al cost information about 2-year institutions did not differ
significantly in the amount of tuition repoddérom those of parents who estimated the amount
without having obtained cost information.

The distribution of tuition levels, as shown in figure 2, illustrates how students and their
parents overestimate tuition ce$ty comparing price information provided by public 4-year
institutions for in-state tuition and fees to cost estimates provided by students who planned to
attend such institutions and their parents. Wles than one-tenth of 1 percent of all students
were enrolled in public 4-year institutions wleén-state tuition andees totaled $8,000 or more
in 1998-99, 25 percent of 11th- and 12th-grade staderd 24 percent of their parents expected
they would have to pay this much fodgear in-state public university educatiom1998-99,
over 90 percent of students attied institutions where tuitionteded less than $5,000 per year.
Similar patterns, but more modestferences, were found for pate 4-year institutions among
students (figure 3). For example, while 20geert of undergraduates attended private 4-year
institutions with tuition and fees of $20,000rmore in 1998-99, 38 percent of 11th- and 12th-
graders thought it would cost at least $20,000 aimtehttend. However, when looking at the
overall average cost estimates, no differencedesescted between the parents’ tuition and fee
cost estimate of $14,506 and the average tuétimhfee price of $14,709 charged by private 4-
year colleges. Thus, parents of children ywhanned to attend private 4-year institutions
provided an accurate tuition afek estimate while their counterawhose children planned to
attend public 4-year institutions overestimated this cost.
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Table 8b.—Ninth- through 12th-graders’ and their pareaterage estimates for tuition and mandatory fees
according to whether they had obtained infaioraor could estimate costs, by type of
institution students plan to attend: 1999

Tuition and fees reported by Tuition and fees reported by
Institution type
yp Studentq Students Parents Parents
All who obtained who coul All who obtaingd who cotild
studenty informatiof estimage parepts informalion estinate

Tuition and fees only

4-year
Public (in-state) $5,736 $5,709 $5,901 $5,896 $5,183 $7,930
Private 17,073 17,013 # 15,732 16,480 #
Undecided, 4-year 17,366 # 17,366 9,023 # 9,023
2-year 4,703 5,037 3,131 3,614 3,706 3,405
Undecided for any 8,268 # 8,268 8,210 # 8,210
Tuition, fees, and room and board
4-year
Public (in-state) 11,148 11,184 10,936 9,776 9,682 10,085
Private 21,478 21,436 # 22,737 22,754 22,672
Undecided, 4-year 13,071 # 13,071 11,102 # 11,102
2-year 7,290 7,562 # 6,231 7,059 4,902
Undecided for any 11,547 # 11,547 12,056 # 12,056

#Too few sample cases.
'Asked to estimate tuition and fees foydar public institutions in their state.
“Forty-eight percent of students and 44 percent of parents included room and board in their estimates.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 9th- through 12th-graderstaidparents who reported that the student planned to attend
postsecondary education and who were able to estimate tuition and fee amounts at the institution student planned to attend.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Figure 2—Among 11th- and 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the student to attend a public
in-state 4-year institution, and who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the percentage distributions
of estimated tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual tuitioand feespaid by undergraduates in

1998-99
Students’ estimatés Parents’ estimatés Actual tuition and feés
Less than $2,00/ | 8.6% 5.7%

$2,000-2,99 16.3% 21.5% 39.0%
$3,000-3,99 13.5% 11.1% 25.8%
$4,000-4,99 10.8% 11.4% 19.0%
$5,000-7,99 25.5% 26.0%

$8,000 or mor 25.3% 24.3%

Average: $5,366 Average: $5,799 Average: $3,247

Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates. Includes respondents who were undecided about where
to attend but estimated tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions in their state.
2Does not include room and board costs.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition and fees published in The College Board (1998),
Trends in College Pricing.

Because college tuition and fees vary sutisty from state to state, students’ and
parents’ tuition estimates were compared to the average tuition and fees for the type of institution
they planned to attenalithin their state of residence. If stude or parents were undecided about
the type of institution, they were asked to prowadeestimate for a public institution at the level
students were planning &dtend (4-year or 2-year). If undeaiden the level, they were asked to
provide an estimate of tuition afekes at public 4-year collegesthreir state (see the glossary in
appendix A for a full description of how the accuracy estimates were constrifcted).

14actual average out-of-state fees were not available so studedtparents of students who planned to attend out-of-state
public 4-year institutions were excluded from this part ofathalysis. However, when determining overall accuracy of essmate
in the next section (i.e., who estimated within 25 perceatnfal), out-of-state tuition was estimated by doubling thesite-st
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Figure 3—Among 11th- and 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the student to attend a
private 4-year institution, and who provided an estimée of tuition and fees, the percentage distributions
of estimated tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual tuition and fees paid by undergraduates in
1998-99

Students’ estimatés Parents’ estimatés Actual tuition and fees

Less than $4,000]| 5.0% 5.2% 5.6%
$4,000-7,99 14.5% 10.2%
$8,000-11,99 14.5% 20.5%
$12,000-15,99 25.0% 17.1% 27.4%
$16,000-19,99 13.3% 21.8% 16.8%
$20,000 or mor 37.8% 26.9% 19.6%
Average: $16,539 Average: $14,506 Average: $14,709

Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates. Includes respondents who were undecided about where
to attend but estimated tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions in their state.
2Does not include room and board costs.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition and fees published in The College Board (1998),
Trends in College Pricing.

Accurate estimates were identified as those thawviglin 25 percentf the actual state
averagés As shown in table 9, 16 percent of 6thratiigh 12th-graders and 26 percent of their
parents provided accurate estimaisth students and parents wemere likely to overestimate
than underestimate tuition amountéie same was found for students approaching college age:
about one-quarter (24 percent)ldfth- and 12th-graders and abooe-third (31 percent) of their
parents were able to providstimates within 25 percent oktlactual tuition. Similarly, both

tuition for the students’ or parents’ state of residence. This is a rough approximation of out-of-state fees based on&dllege B
data (The College Board 2000, Table 6).

151 addition to using the 25 percent threshold, tests were also conducted using a 15 percent and 50 percent threshold to
determine if tightening or loosening the range of responses considereddrubg&te had notable effects on the results. For the
most part, patterns in the data found using the 25 percent threshold were also found using the alternative thresholds. Tables
showing 15 percent and 50 percent thresholds are presented in appendix C.
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Table 9.—Number and percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents, according to
the accuracy of their reported estimates iifcia and mandatory fees for the postsecondary
institution students plan to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Student Parent
Student, family, or Estimated Estimate
parent characteristic|  Number|  tuition tuition
of within Could within Could
students (in 25% df Ovef- Unddr- not  259% of Oyer- Undler- not
thousands) actuat | estimated estimatdd estimjte actual | estimated estimated  estimate
Total 24,811 16.3 11.9 5.2 66.6 26.0 21.0 7.1 45.8
Grade in school
6 through 8 10,896 11.4 . 2.2 83.6 22.9 15.6 5.7 55.9
9 and 10 7,133 16.4 10.4 4.5 68.7 26.2 21.6 5.7 46.5
11 and 12 6,782 24.0 28.1 10.7 37.2 31.0 29.1 11.1 28.9
Student’s sex
Male 12,113 17.2 12.4 5. 65.1 25.9 20.0 6.7 47.4
Female 12,698 15.3 11.5 15. 68.1 26.2 22.0 7.5 44.4
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 16,605 16.7 11.8 5.3 66.2 30.0 23.2 7.7 39.1
Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 18.6 11.5 55 64.5 19.3 14.6 8.0 58.1
Hispanic 3,035 12.3 9.6 4.3 73.8 14.0 15.4 3.6 67.1
Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 13.8 19.2 5.2 61.8 23.4 23.9 6.0 46.8
Language spoken most at home by student
English 23,034 16.6 12.1 5.1 66.1 T T T T
Other 1,777 11.3 9.4 5.8 73.4 T T T T
Average GPA across all subjéetts
Mostly F/D’s 844 13.0 B. 3.1 78.1 13.8 15.5 6.4 64.3
Mostly C's 4,638 12.6 10.9 6.5 70.1 20.6 18.7 8.4 52.3
Mostly B’s 9,835 16.2 11.8 4.8 67.3 25.8 20.3 7.1 46.8
Mostly A’s 9,202 18.6 13.4 5.2 62.8 30.0 23.6 6.7 39.7
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2,774 12.1 11.4 5. 71.4 20.0 17.8 7.1 55.0
No 21,745 16.8 12.1 5.2 65.9 26.7 21.5 7.2 44.6
School type
Public 22,304 16.0 12.1 3. 66.6 24.9 21.0 7.1 47.0
Private 2,215 19.1 11.4 4.7 64.9 36.8 21.7 7.8 33.7
Home schodl 292 12.6 3.6 3.3 80.6 33.4 13.6 4.2 48.9

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 9.—Number and percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents, according to
the accuracy of their reported estimates iifcia and mandatory fees for the postsecondary
institution students plan to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

—Continued
Student Parent
Student, family, or Estimated Estimatef
parent characteristicl ~ Number| tuition tuition
of within Could within Could
students (in 25% df Ovef- Unddgr- Mot  259% of Oyer- Ungler- not
thousands) actual | estimated estimatgd estimdte actuat | estimated estimatgd estimate
Type of college student planned to attend
4-year public 5,988 16.6 26.1 9.3 48.0 T T T T
4-year private 1,677 29.7 26.1 17.6 26.6 T T T T
Undecided, 4-year 3,412 25.7 # # 74.3 T T T T
2-year 4,101 8.6 23.3 10.5 57.6 t T T T
Undecided for any 9,634 13.7 # # 86.3 T T T T
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 1,025 15.2 11.6 5.7 67.5 T T T T
Sometimes 11,662 15.0 10.2 4.8 70.1 T T T T
Often 12,124 17.6 13.6 5.5 63.3 t t t t
Talked with parent/teachebaut the cost
Yes 12,522 21.7 18.1 7.4 52.8 T T T T
No 12,288 10.8 5.7 2.9 80.6 t T T T
Talked with parent/teachebaut financial aid
Yes 10,638 20.9 18.4 7.8 52.9 t T T t
No 14,173 12.9 7.2 3.2 76.8 T T T T
Parents’ education
Less than high schbo 1,942 13.6 7.5 4.3 78. 7.2 5.0 2.2 85.5
High school only 6,328 14.7 10.6 5.1 69.6 175 13.8 5.1 63.5
Some postsecondary
education 7,635 14.8 1. 5.5 68.7 23.9 24.0 8.2 43.9
College graduate 4,165 17.9 13.3 5.6 63.2 37.5 24.9 9.4 28.1
Graduate school 4,741 20.3 85. 4.8 59.1 38.4 28.8 8.2 24.6
Household income
$25,000 or less 7,002 13.7 79. 6.1 70.5 14.9 14.4 55 65.2
$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 154 al. 55 67.8 23.7 19.3 7.2 49.8
$50,000 to $75,000 4,764 17.0 Q4. 4.9 64.1 32.9 24.4 8.6 34.1
More than $75,000 5,304 20.2 3. 3.8 62.1 38.1 29.1 7.8 25.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 9.—Number and percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents, according to
the accuracy of their reported estimates iifcia and mandatory fees for the postsecondary
institution students plan to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

—Continued
Student Parent
Student, family, or Estimated Estimatef
parent characteristicl  Number|  tuition tuition
of within Could within Could
students (in 25% df Ovef- Unddgr- Mot  259% of Oyer- Ungler- not
thousands) actual | estimated estimategd estimgte actuat | estimated estimatdd  estimate

Language most spoken at home by parents
English 23,007 t T T T 27.2 21.8 7.4 43.5
Other 1,803 t t t t 10.9 10.8 3.3 75.0

Parent involvement in school

Low level 4,471 15.6 13.7 51 65.6 20.5 171 6.7 55.8
Medium level 13,600 16.3 . 5.3 67.2 26.9 20.5 7.2 45.4
High level 6,448 17.3 12. 4.9 65.7 311 28.8 7.8 32.4

Talked to someone/read materials on financial aid
Yes 9,448 T T T T 33.7 28.1 10.0 28.2
No 15,363 T T T T 21.3 16.6 5.4 56.7

Heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credit
Yes 7,314 t t t t 32.7 25.0 8.5 33.8
No 17,497 t t t 23.3 19.3 6.6 50.9

—+

Type of college parent expected student to attend

4-year public 7,248 T T T T 25.2 35.3 9.9 29.6
4-year private 2,626 T T T T 40.3 29.6 16.9 13.2
Undecided, 4-year 2,534 T T T T 46.0 # # 54.0
2-year 6,303 T T T T 14.6 29.7 9.7 46.1
Undecided for any 6,100 T T T T 245 # # 75.5

#Too few sample cases.

TNot applicable.

An accurate estimate was defined as one within 25 percent of the actual average cost for the typeosidangtisgitution the
students intended to attend in their state of residence.

%This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
®*Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and theirgparents am
whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuitioarasnfrom thel 998 Integrated Postsmwdary
Education Data System (IPEDS).
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students and parents were more likelpterestimate than tonderestimate tuitiofiPerhaps of

greater concern was the relatively large peage—37 percent of 11th- and 12th-graders and 29
percent of parents—who could not estimate the yearly tuition for the type of college the students
hoped to attend. For both studeatsl parents, as household immand parents’ education

levels increased, so did the likeod that cost estimates withb percent of actual costs would

be reported.

Multivariate Analysis Results

The above analyses showed that studentd’parents’ awareness of college costs was
associated with many studeparent, and family characteristidhe patterns of relationships
raise a number of questions about the factdese® to students’ anghrents’ knowledge about
the cost of college tuition and fees. For examplere students frofamilies with higher
incomes more aware of college costs because their parents were more likely to be better educated
(therefore better informed about the cost of collegeecause they were more likely to be high
academic achievers (therefore better prepared for college)? Were White students more likely
than Black and Hispanic studemdshave parents who were awaffecollege costs because they
were in families with higher incomes and therefore potentially more able to afford college? Did
parents of students who planned to attend private 4-year institutions provide more accurate
college estimates than pareafstudents who planned tttend public 4-year institutions
because they were more likely to seek infornmagibout the cost (e.g., talked to someone or read
materials on financial aid)? To take into agnt the interrelationship of the independent
variables posed by these questidns parallel logistic regressi equations were developed to
determine the association between each facibrtize outcomes of interest. The first equation
explores the likelihood of either obtaining cogbimation or being able® provide an estimate
of college tuition costs (referred to as “cost awareness”). The first equation, therefore, indicates
the likelihood of students or pants being cost aware (yes/ndhe second equation explores the
likelihood of providing an accuratstimate of tuition at the institution the student planned to
attend. An accurate estimate wafirtel as an estimate within Percent of the actual cost. Both
regression equations included independent vasahka reflected studenharacteristics (e.qg.,
grade in school, sex, race/ethnicity), fanmobckground (e.g., parent’'s education, household
income), students’ high school experiences.(@eerage GPA, had they repeated grades),
parents’ involvement ighildren’s school, and students’ andgras’ expectations for types of
college attended. Thegeession equations show the telaship between each individual
variable in the equation and the outcome of irsterater taking into account the variation of
other variables in the equation. Equationsstodents and parents reaun separately.
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The results are shown in table 10. The numbeglayed in the table are odds ratios,
which indicate the relative odds of having knowledyd costs (columns 1 and 2) or providing
accurate estimates of tuition (oains 3 and 4) in relation ®ocomparison group (in italics).
Asterisks indicate statisticallygiificant differences. An odds ratio that is less than 1.0 means
the odds of a particular group are lower thandtdds of the comparison group, while those that
are greater than 1.0 mean the opposite. Take, tonpbe, the first row representing “Grade in
school” and the first column representing studeknowledge of college costs. The odds ratio
for students in grades 6 to 8 is 0.22. This meaaisthie odds of 6th- through 8th-graders having
knowledge about tuition costs are 22 percent efathds for 11th- and 12th-graders; in other
words, the odds of 6th- through 8th-gradengingknowledge of collegeosts were 78 percent
lower than the odds of 11th- and 12th-graders.

Equation 1: Knowledge of College Cdsts

While students’ grade level was associatétt increased odds of reporting knowledge of
college costs (i.e., 11th- and 12th-graderd their parents had higher odds than their
counterparts in lower grades and their parentlgrotariables also had clear relationships with
cost awareness. For both students and parentsf ¢ine factors clearly related to cost awareness
was having plans to attend a private 4-year gelersus a public 4-year college). Students and
parents who reported plans for students to attend a private 4-year institution had more than
double the odds of being knowledgeable about coltegés than their counterparts planning to

16The logistic regression for students’ knowledge of college costs can be expressed in the following equation:
Log [Y/ (1-Y)] = Bp+BiXa+ . . . +BiaX1s

Where Y is whether the student had knowledge about college cestsoXgh X, are the student’s grade in school, the

student’s sex, the student’s race/ethnicity, the language spoken most at home by the student, the student’s average letter grad
across all subjects, if the student had repeated any grades since kindergarten, the control of the school attendechby the stude
(public or private), the type of postsecondary institution the student expected to attend, the extent to which the stadent play
role in family decisions, if the student had talked with a parent or tedobiet the cost of attending a postsecondary institution,

if the student had talked with a parent or teacher about financial aid, the highest level of education attained by the student’
parents, the income of the student’s household, and the level of involvement in the student’s school by the studenBsiparents.
the regression coefficient for the corresponding independent variable X

The logistic regression for parents’ knowledge of college costs can be expressed in the following equation:
Log [Y / (1-Y)] = Bo+B1Xy+ . . . +BaXys

Where Y is whether the student’s parents had knowledge about college gdkteugh X3 are the student’s grade in school,

the student’s sex, the student’s race/ethnicity, the language spoken most at home by the student’s parents, the stgdent’s avera
letter grade across all subjects, if the student had repeated any grades since kindergarten, the control of the schioptlattended
student (public or private), the typemdstsecondary institution the parents expetttedstudent to attend, if the studengarents

had talked to someone or read about financial aid, if the student’s parents had heard of the Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE
Scholarship tax credits, the highest level of education attained by the student’s parents, the income of the student!s househol
and the level of involvement in the student’s school by the student’s pargistth@regression coefficient for the corresponding
independent variable; X
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Table 10.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6thutfird 2th-graders’ and their parents’ knowledge
about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition and fees: 1999

Odds ratio of

Student, family, or parent characteristic

having knowledge about cost

Odds ratio of
estimating accurately

Student Parent Student Parent

Grade in school

6 through 8 0.22* 0.40* 0.41* 0.56*

9 and 10 0.39* 0.56* 0.62* 0.80*

11 and 12 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s sex

Male 1.45* 0.91 1.28* 1.03

Female 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity

Other, non-Hispanic 1.13 0.88 0.72 0.62*

Hispanic 0.91 0.83 0.86 0.71*

Black, non-Hispanic 1.35* 0.65* 1.33* 0.75*

White, non-Hispanic 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language spoken most at home by student

Other 0.86 t 0.78 T

English 1.00 t 1.00 T
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly A’s 1.20 1.02 1.11 1.24

Mostly B’s 1.01 1.03 1.02 1.31

Mostly C's 0.92 1.02 0.81 1.20

Mostly F/D’s 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 0.78* 1.08 0.74* 1.08

No 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
School typé

Public 1.15 1.14 1.04 0.89

Private 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 10.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6thutfird 2th-graders’ and their parents’ knowledge
about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition and fees: 1999—Continued

Student, family, or parent characteristic

Odds ratio of

having knowledge about cost

Odds ratio of

estimating accurately

Student Parent Studenf Parent

Type of college student expected to attend

Undecided for any 0.27* t 1.49* T

2-year 0.66* t 0.49* T

Undecided, 4-year 0.40* T 2.40* t

4-year private 2.45* T 1.99* t

4-year public 1.00 t 1.00 t
Student plays role in family decisions

Often 0.95 t 0.85 T

Sometimes 0.89 t 0.79 T

Hardly ever 1.00 t 1.00 t
Talked with parent/teacher about the cost of college

Yes 2.01* t 1.86* T

No 1.00 T 1.00 t
Talked with parent/teacher about financial aid

Yes 1.21* t 1.17 T

No 1.00 T 1.00 t
Parents’ education

Less than high school 0.67* 0.18* 1.07 0.23*

High school only 0.80* 0.36* 0.99 0.51*

Some postsecondary education 0.80* 0.66* 0.93 0.68*

College graduate or graduate school 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Household income

$25,000 or less 0.87 0.48* 0.76* 0.58*

$25,001 to $50,000 0.90 0.54* 0.83 0.75*

$50,001 to $75,000 0.86 0.77* 0.84 0.99

More than $75,000 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language most spoken at home by parents

Other t 0.80 T 0.78

English t 1.00 T 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 10.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6thutfird 2th-graders’ and their parents’ knowledge
about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition and fees: 1999—Continued

Odds ratio of Odds ratio of
having knowledge about cost estimating accurately
Student, family, or parent characteristic
Student Parent Student Parept

Parent involvement in school

High level 1.03 1.51* 0.96 0.99

Medium level 1.02 1.17 0.97 1.04

Low level 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Type of college parents reported child planned to attend

Undecided for any t 0.25* T 1.99*
2-year T 0.62* T 0.61*
Undecided, 4-year T 0.39* T 3.51*
4-year private t 2.38* T 1.73*
4-year public t 1.00 T 1.00
Parents talked to someone/read materials on financial aid

Yes T 2.08* T 1.53*
No T 1.00 T 1.00

Parents heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits

Yes t 1.34* t 1.25*
No T 1.00 T 1.00
*p<.05.

tNot applicable.

'Homeschoolers who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week were not asked school related items. They
were excluded from this analysis. Those who attended school 9 or more hours per week were assigned to the kind of school
they attended.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-gradeigtaeir parents among whom both student and parent reported
plans for student to attend postsecondary education. The nuditges/ed in the table are odds ratios, which indicate the

relative odds of a comparison group to a control group of being cost aware. Odds ratios less than 1 mean the odds of the
comparison group (e.g., 6th- through 8th-graders) are lower than the odds of the control group (e.g., 11th- and 12th-graders)
of either having knowledge of costs (columns 1 and 2) or accurately estimating costs (columns 3 andotidsviateos

greater than 1 mean the opposite.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicBtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHEX). Actual tuition amounts are from the 1998 Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS).
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attend a public 4-year institution. Similarly, bothdgnts and parents whdkied to someone or
read materials about financial aid also @éased their odds of being aware of costs.

Parents’ educatiohattainment and pants’ involvement in childr@s school also played a
role in cost awareness. Students who hdlége-educated parents were more knowledgeable
about college costs than those who had pareithslower levels oeducational attainment.
College-educated parents were also momdyliko report knowledge of costs than their
counterparts with lower levels eflucational attainment. Imdition, parents who were highly
involved with their children’school (as reported by parentggre more likely to be
knowledgeable about college costs than those MW levels of nvolvement. There was no
relationship detected between the levgbafental involvemerdnd student’s knowledge,
however.

Results differed for studentad parents in other resped&r example, household income
was positively related to parents’ awareness bége costs, but not to students’ awareness.
Conversely, while male studemt®re more likely than femaktudents to report knowledge of
college costs, students’ sexdnao relationship with parentskelihood of doing so. Different
results were found with respect to studentsérathnicity. Specifically, the odds that Black
students had some knowledgfecosts were about one-thintdgher than for White students,
though the odds that the parents of Black studeatl some knowledge of costs were lower than
those of parents of White students.

Some items were asked onlystfidents or parents but rmith. If students talked with
their parents or with teachersimselors about what it costs to go to college, they were more
likely to be aware of the costs of the type of college they planned to attend. Similarly, if parents
knew about the availability oftber the Lifelong Learning ddOPE Scholarships (see appendix
A for definition), they were more likely to have acquired cost information.
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Equation 2: Estimating the Cost of 1 Year’s Tuitfon

The results for the second equation were nearly identical to those in the first. Most
variables related to whether ot students and parents reied either acquiring cost
information or having knowledge of college costs were similarly related to students’ and parents’
ability to accurately estimate 1 year’s tuition.Wver, there was one notable reversal for
students with respect to parents’ educaéind household income. feats’ education was
strongly associated with studenksiowledge of costs, but was not associated with their ability to
estimate 1 year’s tuition at the type of collélgey planned to attend. Conversely, household
income was not related to students’ cost awareness, but was somewhat related to their ability to
estimate 1 year’s tuition. In particular, the otlust students from households with relatively low
incomes ($25,000 or less) could aately estimate 1 year's tuitiomere 24 percent lower than
those for students from households witlatigely high incomes (more than $75,000). For
parents, on the other hand, both parental dsucand household inconveere associated with
their likelihood of having knowledgabout college costs and thability to accurately estimate
college costs. Compared with parents with Iolggels of education and lower incomes, those
with college educations andghi incomes were more knowlesitple about college costs and
able to accurately estimate the costs.

In summary, after applying statistical controls for the associations with all variables
included in the analysis, the rdtsuindicate that the awarenegadents and parents have about
the costs of attending college and theiligkto accurately estimate tuition amounts are

17The logistic regression for whether the student accurately estimated the cost of tuition can be expressed in the following
equation:
Log [Y/ (1-Y)] = Bp+BXa+ . . . +BiaX1s

Where Y is whether the student accurately estimated the cost of tuitithimoXigh X, are the student’s grade in school, the
student’s sex, the student’s race/ethnicity, the language spoken most at home by the student, the student’s average letter grad
across all subjects, if the student had repeated any grades since kindergarten, the control of the school attendechby the stude
(public or private), the type of postsecondary institution the student expected to attend, the extent to which the stadent play
role in family decisions, if the student had talked with a parent or tedobiet the cost of attending a postsecondary institution,

if the student had talked with a parent or teacher about financial aid, the highest level of education attained by the student’
parents, the income of the student’s household, and the level of involvement in the student’s school by the studenBsiparents.
the regression coefficient for the corresponding independent variable X

The logistic regression for the student’s parents accurately estimated the cost of tuition can be expressed in the following
equation:

Log [Y / (1-Y)] = Bo+B1Xy+ . . . +BaXys

Where Y is whether the student’s parents had knowledge about college gdkteugh X3 are the student’s grade in school,

the student’s sex, the student’s race/ethnicity, the language spoken most at home by the student’s parents, the stgdent’s avera
letter grade across all subjects, if the student had repeated any grades since kindergarten, the control of the schioptlattended
student (public or private), the typemdstsecondary institution the parents expetttedstudent to attend, if the studengarents

had talked to someone or read about financial aid, if the student’s parents had heard of the Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE
Scholarship tax credits, the highest level of education attained by the student’s parents, the income of the student!s househol
and the level of involvement in the student’s school by the student’s pargistth@regression coefficient for the corresponding
independent variable; X
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positively related to either housad income or parents’ eduaan levels (or both). However,
regardless of family background, if parents saught information about financial aid

availability or if they knew aboudther means of offsetting costs (through tax credits), they were
more likely to estimate accurately the cost @idn. Similarly, if student$iad talked to parents

or teachers/counselors about college costs, tleeywéoe better able to estimate the tuition at the
college they planned to attend.
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In the Youth Survey and Parent SurveyN${ES:1999, students in grades 6 through 12 and
their parents were asked sepaqiestions to determine howtaely they were preparing for
students to attend collegearents were asked if they had bsawing or makingther financial
preparations to send their children to collegeeSehsame parents were also asked if they had
sought information about fimaial aid and whether they knew about tax incentives—in
particular, the Lifelong Learning and HOPEhStarships—designed to help send their children
to college. Students were askéthey had discussed with gnts or teachers (including
counselors) which colleges to attend, the acacleaguirements for admission, college costs,
and financial a availability.

Parents’ Plans to Pay for TheirChildren’s College Education

Not all parents who expected their childremtoto college after high school had begun
planning for how to pay for college; 59 percemiaged that they had begun to save money or
make other financial plans for their childie postsecondary education, and 38 percent had
talked with someone or read maadsiabout financial aid (table 1¥)Three-in-ten parents (30
percent) were aware of the Lifetime Learning and/or the HOPE Scholarship tax credits designed
to help families pay for their children’s collegducation. Even among parents of students who
were nearing college enrollment (i.e., 11th- and 12th-graders), 63 percent reported that they had
started saving, 58 percent had &lkvith someone or read miagés about financial aid, and 34
percent had heard about théettime Learning and/or the HE&PScholarship tax credit.

The type of institution parents expected their children to attend was associated with
whether or not parents had begun planning tofpacollege. Compared with their counterparts
who expected their children to attend a 2-yestitution, and compared to those who were
undecided about the type of institution, parert® wxpected their children to attend a 4-year
institution were more likely to have saved or made other financial preparations. They were also
more likely to have sought financial airdormation and to know about tax credits.

181t is important to keep in mind that the unit of analysis in the 1999 NHES is the student and not the parent. For example, the
statement, “..., 59 percent reported that they had begun to save money or make other financial plans for their children’s
postsecondary education, ...” should actually be stated as, “..., 59 percent of 6th- through 12th-grade students whose parents
expected them to go to college had parents who had begun to save money or make other financial plans for their children’s
postsecondary education,...” Parent or parents is used for ease of presentation.
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Table 11.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders’ parents who reported having taken various
steps to prepare to pay for their children’s postséany education, by selected student, family,
and parent characteristics: 1999

Have heard
: Have started Have talked to of Lifetime
Student, family, or parent ) )
characteristic Number of savmg moneyj someoqe/read Learning and/pr
students making other materials pn  HOPE Scholarghip
(in thousands) financial plans financial gid tax creglits
Total 24,811 59.4 38.1 29.5
Grade in school
6 through 8 1®96 57.4 27.4 27.8
9 and 10 7,133 59.4 35.4 28.2
11 and 12 6,782 62.5 58.1 33.5
Student’s sex
Male 12,113 59.8 36.5 28.4
Female 12,698 59.0 39.6 30.5
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 16,605 64.5 39.8 31.8
Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 52.3 41.3 24.1
Hispanic 3,035 37.7 23.9 215
Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 64.4 40.1 33.8
Average GPA across all subjécts
Mostly F/D’s 844 38.5 25.1 19.2
Mostly C's 4,638 51.1 34.1 24.6
Mostly B's 9,835 58.6 38.0 28.7
Mostly A’s 9,202 66.1 41.7 33.2
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2,774 46.0 35.3 20.8
No 21,745 61.0 38.6 30.4
School type
Public 22,304 58.6 37.8 28.9
Private 2,215 67.1 42.2 32.7
Home schodl 292 62.3 29.7 46.2
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 1,025 51.2 30.0 21.7
Sometimes 11,662 56.9 37.0 29.4
Often 12,124 62.4 39.8 30.3

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 11.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders’ parents who reported having taken various
steps to prepare to pay for their children’s postséany education, by selected student, family,
and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Student, family, or parent

Have started

Have talked o

Have heard
of Lifetime

characteristic Number of saving money someone/rgad Learning arjd/or
students making other materials pn  HOPE Scholarghip
(in thousands) financial plans financial gid tax creglits
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1,942 27.2 15.9 17.8
High school only 6,328 47.5 31.3 21.3
Some postsecondary educatio 7,635 58.4 39.9 29.5
College graduate 4,165 73.4 45.0 38.1
Graduate school 4,741 77.7 47.2 37.6
Household income
$25,000 or less 7,002 38.3 31.7 20.8
$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 57.2 38.4 28.0
$50,001 to $75,000 4,764 69.5 43.0 33.3
More than $75,000 5,304 81.2 41.7 39.7
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 23,007 62.0 39.9 30.1
Other 1,803 26.2 14.9 21.6
Parent involvement in schdol
Low level 4,471 44.2 30.2 24.4
Medium level 13,600 61.6 38.4 30.7
High level 6,448 74.2 49.0 31.8
Type of college parents expected the child to attend
4-year 12,408 68.6 45.9 34.5
2-year 6,303 54.7 36.8 26.2
Undecided 6,100 45.4 23.4 22.7

This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
’Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-gragesents for whom both students and parents reported plans for

student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Both parents’ education amsbusehold income were positively related to whether they
prepared financially. The higher the levelpairents’ education, or household income, the more
likely students’ parents wete report saving or makingther financial preparations.

Parents who reported savingroaking plans to pay for college also varied with student
race/ethnicity, language spoken in the home, &hether students attesdtiprivate or public
schools. Specifically, compared with parent$\fite students, parenté Black students and
parents of Hispanic students wégss likely to have started savingpney or to have made other
financial plans for their children’s postsecondadycation. Both groups also were less likely
than parents of White studentsiave heard of one or both of tfa credits. Parents of Hispanic
students were less likely thanrpats of White students to hatatked to someone or read
materials on financial aidNon-English-speaking parents weredéikely to be aware of one or
both of the tax credits than their English-spaglkitounterparts and tovesaved or made any
financial preparations for their children’s postsedary education. Fingil parents of private
school students were more likely than parentsutifiic school students report saving money
or making other financial plans fordin children’s postsecondary education.

Parents’ saving or making pkuto pay was also related tadénts’ academic standing in
school. Parents of studenwith higher grades and students who had never been held back a
grade were more likely than parents of lowerf@ening students or reiteed students to have
started saving or makinghar financial plans to serbeir children to college.

Finally, how involved parents were in thehildren’s school was associated with their
likelihood of saving or making plans to pay tbeir children’s college education. Highly and
moderately involved parents were more likelgirtithose who reported low involvement to have
started saving money or maki other financial plans faheir children’s postsecondary
education; they were also more likely to héaed with someone aead materials about
financial aid, and to have heardasfe or both of the tax credits that might be used to offset
college costs.
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Findings From the Multivariate Analysi&’

The multivariate results for exploring parerfigancial preparation activities are displayed
in table 12. After all other faots were taken into accountudents’ grade level in school
remained significantly related to parents’ planning activities. Specifically, parents of 11th- and
12th-graders had higher odds of acquiring findraidiinformation or being aware of tax credits
than did their counterparts with children in ggadb through 8 or grades 9 and 10. Parents of
11th- and 12th-graders also had higher oddswhgar making other plans for their children’s
education than parents of 6th-through 8thelgrs, but no difference was detected between
parents of 6th-through 8th-graid and parents of 9th- and 10th-graders in the odds of such
saving or planning.

The odds of parents reporting that theg bagun to save onake other financial
preparations to pay for their child’s college ealumn increased with the resources available to
them. Both household income and parents’ edoicde¢vels were positivglrelated to all three
indicators of parents’ planning. Parents witlvéwo levels of educatiofe.g., high school or
below) and lower incomes (e.$25,000 or less) were less likely than their college-educated or
high-income counterparts to have begunrsgvnoney for their children’s postsecondary
education or to have heard of the Lifetime Learning and/or the HOPE Scholarship tax2¢redits.
Conversely, presumably related to their gegeaked, parents withcomes of $75,000 or less
were more likely than those whose incoregseeded $75,000 to have sought financial aid
information.

Whether parents had started savor planning for how to pay for college was also related
to the language parents spoke at home andimaeived they were in their children’s school.
The higher the level of involvement, the highlee odds that parents had begun saving money or
making other financial plarend had sought informatiomaut financial aid. Non-English-
speaking parents were less likely than their Ehegigeaking counterparts to have begun saving

19 table 12, there are three separate logistic regressions with a common set of independent variables. Each regression can be
expressed in the following equation:

LOg [Y/ (1'Y)] = BO+lel+ P +5_1X11

Where Y is whether the student’s parents started to save money or make other financial plans (first regression), whether the
student’s parents talked with someone or read materials about financial aid (second regression), or whether the student’s paren
heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits (third regressiahjoXgh X, are student’s grade in school,

the student’s sex, the student’s race/ethnicity, the student’s average letter grade across all subjects, if the studatechadyrep
grades since kindergarten, the control of the school attended by the student (public or private), the highest levelrof educatio
attained by the student’s parents, the income of the student’s household, the language spoken most at home by the student’s
parents, the level of involvement in the student’s school by the student’s parents, and the type of postsecondaryhestitution t
parents expected the student to attends e regression coefficient for the corresponding independent variable X

20However, there was no significant difference between parents with some college or postsecondary vocation/technical education
and those who were college graduates with respect to seeking financial aid information.
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Table 12.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of parents preparations to pay for their children’s

postsecondary education: 1999

Student, family, or parent characteristic

Have started
saving morjey/

Have heard
Have talked fo of Lifetime
someong/read Learning|and/or

making other materials on  HOPE Scholarship
financial plans financial aig tax credifs

Grade in school

6 through 8 0.79* 0.25* 0.82*

9 and 10 0.92 0.39* 0.82*

11 and 12 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s sex

Male 1.08 0.91 0.94

Female 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity

Other, non-Hispanic 1.31 1.16 1.18

Hispanic 0.98 1.05 0.83

Black, non-Hispanic 1.07 1.30* 0.92

White, non-Hispanic 1.00 1.00 1.00
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly A’s 1.50* 1.24 1.26

Mostly B’s 1.38 1.19 1.18

Mostly C's 1.17 1.08 1.09

Mostly F/D’s 1.00 1.00 1.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 0.85 1.02 0.79*

No 1.00 1.00 1.00
School typé

Public 1.40* 1.14 1.10

Private 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parents’ education

Less than high school 0.44* 0.36* 0.61*

High school only 0.57* 0.62* 0.62*

Some postsecondary education 0.69* 0.87 0.85*

College graduate or graduate school 1.00 1.00 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 12.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of parents preparations to pay for their children’s
postsecondary education: 1999—Continued

Have heard
Have started Have talked to of Lifetime
Student, family, or parent characteristic saving morjey/ someong/read Learning|and/or
making other materials on  HOPE Scholarship
financial plans financial aig tax credifs
Household income
$25,000 or less 0.29* 1.35* 0.60*
$25,001 to $50,000 0.45* 1.27* 0.74*
$50,001 to $75,000 0.63* 1.22* 0.83*
More than $75,000 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language most spoken at home by parents
Other 0.47* 0.40* 1.14
English 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parent involvement in school
High level 2.25* 2.28* 1.04
Medium level 1.58* 1.52* 1.16
Low level 1.00 1.00 1.00
Type of college parents expected the child to attend
Undecided for any 0.67* 0.57* 0.73*
2-year 0.80* 0.72* 0.78*
Undecided, 4-year 0.98 0.71* 0.72*
4-year private 1.07 1.28* 1.06
4-year public 1.00 1.00 1.00

*p<.05.

'Homeschoolers who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week were not asked school related items. They
were excluded from this analysis. Those who attended school 9 or more hours per week were assigned to the kind of school they
attended.

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graqeasints who reported plans for student to attend postsecondary
education. The numbers displayed in the table are odds ratios, which indicate the relative odds of a comparison group to a
control group of making financial preparations. Odds ratios less than 1 mean the odds of the comparison group (e.g., parents
of 6th- through 8th-graders) are lower than the odds of the control group (e.g., parents of 11th- and 12th-graders) of being
financially prepared while odds ratios are greater than 1 mean the opposite.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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or making other financial plamrand to have talked withm@one or read materials about
financial aid.

The type of college that parents expected their children to attend also made a difference.
Compared with parents who expected their childo attend a public 4-year institution, those
who were undecided about the type of colldger children would attend had lower odds of
engaging in any of the three planning atisg with one exception. There was no measurable
difference in terms of saving money or makatjer financial plans leen parents expecting
their children to attend a public 4-year indittn and those who wemrdther undecided about
what type of 4-year institution their children would attend or those who expected their children
to attend a private 4-year college. Howeveg, @dds that parents sought information about
financial aid were 28 percent higher for parenéping to send their children to a private 4-year
institution than for parents planning to send their children to a public 4-year institution.
Logically, this might be expected because of the higher tuition of private 4-year colleges.

Students’ Preparations

Indicators of students’ preparations foflege included whether arot students reported
having discussions during the school year \p#hents or teachers/counselors regarding college
academic requirements, where to attend, the castsfinancial aid availability. Nearly three-
guarters (74 percent) of cajle-bound students in grades 6 through 12 reported having
discussions either with their parents othvtheir teachers/counseb about the academic
requirements for college, and 69 percent hadudsons regarding the type of postsecondary
institution they might attend (table 13). Roughlyfi{al percent) of 6th- through 12th-graders
had sought information about college costsl 43 percent reportedstiussing financial aid
availability with parent®r teachers/counselors.

As students approached the end of high schbellikelihood of reporting such discussions
with parents or teachers/counselors incréa8enong 11th- and 12th-graders, 93 percent
reported discussing academiqueements for college, and 91 percent reported discussing where
they expected to attend with their parentseaichers/counselors, compared with about 57
percent of 6th- through 8th-graders in eaclec&milarly, three-quarters (75 percent) of
college-bound 11th- and 12th-gradkes talked with their parembr teachers/counselors about
college costs, and 71 percent had discussed financial aid availability, compared with 36 and 27
percent, respectively, of 6th- through 8th-graders.

Female students were more likely than malelshts to discuss various topics with their
parents or teachers/counsel@tidents who had decided whiclpéyof college to attend also
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Table 13.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders who reported discussing various issues
relating to postsecondary education with their p&rer school teacher/counselors, by selected
student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

: Number of Academid Type of Cost ¢f
Student, family, or parent : g . .
characteristic students| requirements college|to tuition gnd Financial
(in thousands) for collegg attend feles hid
Total 24,811 73.7 69.3 50.5 42.9
Grade in school
6 through 8 1®96 56.7 56.4 36.0 27.4
9 and 10 7,133 81.1 68.7 49.7 39.6
11 and 12 6,782 93.3 90.6 74.6 71.1
Student’s sex
Male 12,113 72.2 67.5 49.1 40.8
Female 12,698 75.2 71.0 51.8 44.9
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 16,605 72.4 69.5 49.0 41.1
Black, non-Hispanic 3,777 77.2 70.2 53.9 47.9
Hispanic 3,035 75.4 64.8 52.9 45.8
Other, non-Hispanic 1,393 76.2 74.1 53.2 44.7
Language spoken most at home by student
English 23,034 73.4 69.5 50.3 42.3
Other 1,777 78.0 66.7 52.2 50.4
Average GPA across all subjetts
Mostly F/D’s 844 68.1 60.9 39.1 36.4
Mostly C's 4,638 74.6 68.2 46.2 37.4
Mostly B's 9,835 73.4 68.0 50.7 44.1
Mostly A’s 9,202 74.1 72.3 53.7 45.1
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2,774 72.1 66.3 46.3 43.6
No 21,745 73.9 69.8 51.1 42.9
School type
Public 22,304 74.0 69.2 50.7 43.1
Private 2,215 70.8 71.6 49.5 41.7
Home schodl 292 74.0 59.2 43.0 36.6
Type of college student expected to attend
4-year 11,076 83.8 82.0 61.2 52.7
2-year 4,101 83.7 76.9 56.8 49.8
Undecided 9,634 57.9 51.5 35.4 28.6

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 13.—Number and percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders who reported discussing various issues
relating to postsecondary education with their p&rer school teacher/counselors, by selected
student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

: Number of Academid Type of Cost ¢f
Student, family, or parent : g . .
characteristic _ students| requirements college|to tuition gnd Finarn c_|al
(in thousands) for collegg attend feles hid

Student plays role in family decisions

Hardly ever 1,025 63.1 57.2 37.0 33.2

Sometimes 11,662 70.2 65.9 47.0 38.6

Often 12,124 78.0 73.6 54.9 47.8
Parents’ education

Less than high school 1,942 75.7 62.8 51.6 48.7

High school only 6,328 72.3 66.7 48.5 42.8

Some postsecondary education 7,635 72.1 68.2 49.3 42.6

College graduate 4,165 75.5 72.5 54.2 43.0

Graduate school 4,741 75.9 74.4 51.2 41.0
Household income

$25,000 or less 7,002 74.2 66.1 49.7 46.1

$25,001 to $50,000 7,742 70.7 67.9 49.4 42.4

$50,001 to $75,000 4,764 75.9 72.1 51.9 43.2

More than $75,000 5,304 75.5 73.0 51.7 39.0
Parent involvement in schdol

Low level 4,471 76.2 66.7 49.5 45.8

Medium level 13,600 73.1 69.8 50.7 41.8

High level 6,448 71.7 72.2 51.8 42.4

'This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
’Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Sample in tables includes students who reported plans to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicktion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

were more likely than their undecided countetp#o report such discussions. Students’
perception of their role in family decisionmag also was positively related to the likelihood
that they had discussions wiparents or teachersfgnselors. Students who were often active in
family decisions were more likely to dissivarious issues with their parents or
teachers/counselors than those who repgréeticipating sometineeor hardly ever.

Some characteristics were associated witHikieéihood of discussing a particular topic but
not others. For example, Hispanic and Blacklshts were more likely than White students to
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discuss financial aid availabilityith their parents or teachersimselors, but there were no such
differences detected with respect to disaussiabout cost of tuition and fees. Non-English-
speaking students were more likely than theirlBhegspeaking counterparts to discuss issues of
academic requirements and financial aid, but no differences were detected with respect to
discussions about costs or the type of insttutp attend. Students with higher grades were
more likely than those with lower grades to adhparents or teachersienselors about the type
of postsecondary institution tét@nd, about the cost of tuitioand about the availability of
financial aid, but the same pattern did nothiolr discussions of academic requirements.
Students from higher income families or whose parents had more education were more likely
than students from lower income families or from those whose parents had less education to
consult parents or teachenselors about the type of postsecondary institution to attend.
Similar patterns with respect tacome and parents’ educatiaere not found for discussions
concerning academic requiremeatscost of tuition and fees.

Findings From the Multivariate Analysi&t

Three factors were consistently relatedtiodents’ discussioreoncerning college
preparation. After holding retled variables constant, studs grade level in school,
expectations for the type of postsecondartitunson to attend, and peeived role in family
decisions all influenced the likelihood otidents reporting suchstiussions (table 14).
Consistent with previously reported findings,#-1and 12th-graders were more likely than 6th-
through 10th-graders to discuss variousasseither with their parents or with
teachers/counselors. This strongly suggestssthdents at the end of high school with plans to
attend college feel a greater need to plampéstsecondary education than their younger peers.
Information about academic requirents, college type, costs, dnthncial aid is important for
planning.

21 table 14, there are four separate logistic regressions with a common set of independent variables. Each regression can be
expressed in the following equation:

LOg [Y/ (1-Y)] = Bo+B]_X]_+ P +5_2X12

Where Y is whether the student discussed the academic requirements for college with parents or school teachers/cotinselors (firs
regression), whether the student discussed the type of college to attend (second regression), whether the student discussed the
cost of tuition and fees (third regression), or whether the student discussed financial aid (fourth regreskionghx, are

the student’s grade in school, the student’s sex, the student’s race/ethnicity, the language spoken most at home byttiee student
student’s average letter grade across all subjects, if the student had repeated any grades since kindergarten, theecontrol of t
school attended by the student (public or private), the type of postsecondary institution the student expected to atimid, the e

to which the student played a role in family decisions, the highest level of education attained by the student’s pareotsethe i

of the student’s household, and the level of involvement in the student’s school by the student’s pisehesr&yression

coefficient for the corresponding independent variable X
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Table 14.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6thutfird 2th-graders’ discussions abou

various issues regarding postsecondary educaitbrilveir parents or school teachers/counselors:

1999
Academic Type o Cost (f
Student, family, or parent characteristic requirements college to tuition and Finangial
for college atteng feds ald
Grade in school
6 through 8 0.13* 0.18* 0.23* 0.17*
9 and 10 0.35* 0.26* 0.37* 0.28*
11 and 12 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s sex
Male 0.90 0.90 0.98 0.93
Female 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity
Other, non-Hispanic 1.22 1.26 1.15 0.99
Hispanic 1.24 0.99 1.44* 1.13
Black, non-Hispanic 1.45* 1.18 1.40* 1.37*
White, non-Hispanic 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language spoken most at home by student
Other 1.41* 1.18 1.00 1.39*
English 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly A’s 0.95 0.95 1.31 1.12
Mostly B’s 0.93 0.84 1.18 1.06
Mostly C's 1.08 0.96 1.01 0.79
Mostly F/D’s 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 0.86 0.92 0.82 0.97
No 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
School typé
Public 1.18 1.05 1.14 1.00
Private 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Type of college student expected to attend
Undecided for any 0.37* 0.29* 0.46* 0.50*
2-year 0.72* 0.58* 0.69* 0.65*
Undecided, 4-year 0.74* 0.63* 0.66* 0.69*
4-year private 1.06 1.70* 1.37* 1.20
4-year public 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 14.—Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6thutfird 2th-graders’ discussions abou
various issues regarding postsecondary educaitbrilveir parents or school teachers/counselors:
1999—Continued

Academic Type o Cost (f
Student, family, or parent characteristic requirements college to tuition and Finangial
for college atteng feds ald
Student plays role in family decisions
Often 2.26* 2.05* 2.07* 1.92*
Sometimes 1.73* 1.72* 1.72* 1.45*
Hardly ever 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1.00 0.79 1.09 1.23
High school only 0.92 0.91 1.00 1.10
Some postsecondary education 0.89 0.92 1.02 1.10
College graduate or graduate school 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Household income
$25,000 or less 0.91 0.91 0.99 1.41*
$25,001 to $50,000 0.80* 0.91 1.00 1.28*
$50,001 to $75,000 0.96 0.96 1.01 1.17
More than $75,000 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parent involvement in school
High level 1.09 1.52* 1.36* 1.17
Medium level 1.12 1.38* 1.27* 1.07
Low level 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

*p<.05.

'Homeschoolers who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week were not asked school related items. They
were excluded from this analysis. Those who attended school 9 or more hours per week were assigned to the kind of school they
attended.

NOTE: Sample in tables includes students who reported plans to attend postsecondary education. The numbers displayed in the
table are odds ratios, which indicate the relative odds of a comparison group to a control group of making financialeparatio
Odds ratios less than 1 mean the odds of the comparison group (e.g., 6th- through 8th-graders) are lower than the odds of the
control group (e.g., 11th- and 12th-graders) of discussing college matters with pareatherstaunselors, while odds ratios

greater than 1 mean the opposite.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

Students who were undecided abiing type of college theyould attend or who planned
to attend a 2-year institution had lower oddslistussing college issues with parents or
teachers/counselors than thogdsovexpected to attend a publig/dar institution. Students’ role
in family decisions and parentalvolvement in students’ school veealso important influences
on whether students discussed postsecondacaadn when controlling for all other related
variables. Students who werdesf or sometimes involved inrfaly decisionmaking were more
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likely than those who were rarely involveddiscuss various issues relating to postsecondary
education with their parents or teachers/celors. Similarly, students whose parents were
highly involved in their schooling had greater oddisliscussing what type of college to attend
and the costs of college with their parentseacchers/counselors, compared with students with
parents who reported low involent. Also, students from lowaacome families were more
likely than those from high-income families to refgaaving discussionsaut financial aid with
parents or teachers/counselors.

Finally, students’ race/ethnicity remained gngficant variable even after controlling for
related variables. Black studemisre more likely than White students to discuss such issues as
academic requirements, college spsind financial aid with theprarents or teachers/counselors.
Hispanic students were more likely than White students to discuss college costs with their
parents or teachers.
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The results of this study suggest that meojege-bound students@their parents do not
have an accurate idea of what it costs to attend college. In this study, even among students close
to college age (11th- and 12th-graders) with intentions of enrolling in college, roughly one-half
of the students (52 percent)datheir parents (54 percent)dhaot obtained information about
what it costs to attend college. When asked to estimate 1 year’s college tuition at the type of
institution the student plannedattend, large proportions of bastudents (28 percent) and their
parents (29 percent) overestied the amount. Furthermo® percent of 11th- and 12th-
graders and 29 percent of their parents caotdestimate the amount of 1 year’s tuition.

Not surprisingly, the younger the students wére,less aware they or their parents were of
college costs. Yet in 9th and 10th grade, wéteilents who expect to attend college should be
taking requisite college preparatory courg§Sspercent of students and 46 percent of their
parents could not estimate what it would cost to attend college.

Tabular findings of this study also demonstrateat for both students and their parents, the
percentage with knowledge of college costs nigher among those in households with higher
incomes and among those from households wghdrilevels of parent education. However,
while the association between socioeconostatus indicators (i.e., household income and
parents’ education) and cost aess was significant and congigtr parents of 6th- through
12th-graders, it was less so for studeAfter holding key variables constatithousehold
income was not associated watudents’ college cost awareneSpecifically, household income
was not associated with studerikélinood of reporting they ltheither obtained college cost
information or could estimate tuition and feBgnilarly, parents’ education did not influence
students’ ability to provide aarate estimates of tuition. Fparents, on the other hand, both
indicators of socioeconomic status were related to parents’ cost awareness and their ability to
accurately estimate tuition and fees.

In addition, the results showed that regardtdgsarents’ educatioand household income,
students who were involved in family decisicakimg were much more likely to seek out
information about college including where ttead, academic requirements, and cost, as well as

22Including students’ grade in school, sex, race/ethnicity, language spoken most at home, average GPA, repeating@ograde, sc
type, type of college expected to attend, role in family decisionmaking, talking with parents or teachers or counselors about
various issues on postsecondary education, parents’ education, parent involvement in school.
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financial aid availability through discussions with parents and teachers/counselors. Students who
had discussions about college somid financial aid availability we also more aware of college
costs (i.e., they had obtained cost information abwitype of college they would attend or they
could estimate tuition accuratelimilarly, regardless of incomand education levels, parents

who were very involved in thechildren’s school were more 8ky to have made financial
preparations to pay for their children’s collegication and to havewsght information about

financial aid. Involved parents were also moreweof college costs though they were not more
likely to estimate tuition amounts accurately.
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Appendix A—Glossary

This glossary describes the variables used in this report. In the index below, the variables are organized by general
topic and, within topic, listed in the order they appear in the report. The glossary is organized in similar fashion.

SURVEY VARIABLES

EXPECTATIONS FOR COLLEGE

Postsecondary education expected by
parent

Postsecondary education expected by

£y (00 (<Y o | SR FCPOSTHS

Student-reported reasons for not
attending postsecondary education

Parent-reported student reasons for not
attending postsecondary education

STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS

Language spoken most at home by
student
Repeated any grade since kindergarten

FAMILY /PARENT CHARACTERISTICS
Household income

PARENTS’ FINANCIAL PREPARATIONS AND
K NOWLEDGE

Talked to someone/read materials on
financial aid

Saving for child’s postsecondary
education

DERIVED VARIABLES

STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS

Average GPA across all subjects
School type
Student role in family decisions
Students’ grade in school
Race/ethnicity

Glossary Index

DERIVED VARIABLES, CONTINUED

EXPECTATIONS FOR COLLEGE
Level of institution student expected to

e SEAFTRHS attend .......ooooeiiiiiiieeeee e STPSER
Level of institution parent expected
student to attend...........ccvviiiiiiiii PARSER
.... YSNOTREAKNOWLEDGE ABOUT COST
Parents’ knowledge about the cost of
..... PSNOTREA tuition and fees ........ccccccccccceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeen .. PARKWTUI
Students’ knowledge about the cost of
tuition and f@S ......vvvvvieeiiiiii, STKWUI
.................. SEX uition and fees estimated by students...........STESTUI
Tuition and fees estimated by parents ......... PARESTUI
.......... CSPEAKAccuracy of parents’ estimate of
....... SEREPEATCcollege tuition ............ccccceeeevviiveeeeeevnnnee.. PARTUI25
Accuracy of students’ estimate of
college tuition ..........eeeeeeiiiiiiiieciie e STTUI25
...... HINCOME
FAMILY /PARENT CHARACTERISTICS
Parents’ education .............cccevvvveeienneeeenn. PARGRADE
Parents’ level of involvement in child’s
SCNOOI e PARINV
...... PSFINAID Language spoken most at home by
PAreNt.......oooiiiiiiie LANGUAGE
...... PSAVMON
STUDENTS’ DISCUSSION OF VARIOUS
POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION TOPICS
Academic requirements for college............. TALKACA
Type of college planning to attend ............ TALKTYPE
............. STGPACost of tuition and fees...................ceeeueeen.... TALKCOS
..... SCHLKIND Financial & ................cccccceeeevniiveeeeeennnnee... TALKAID
......... STROLE
.... ALLGRADE PARENTS’ KNOWLEDGE OF TAX CREDITS
...RACEETHN Knowledge of HOPE Scholarship and/or
Knowledge of Lifetime Learning tax
Credit. .o PSTAXCD
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DAS Variable

SURVEY VARIABLES

Postsecondary educatioexpected by parent SEAFTRHS
Indicates response to the question “Do you ti{@KILD) will attend school after high school?”

Yes
No

Postsecondary educatioexpected by student FCPOSTHS
Indicates response to the question, “Do you think you will attend school after high school?”

Yes
No

Student-reported reasons for not attending postsecondary education YSNOTREA

Student response to the question “There are many reasons why young people decide not to attend school after high
school. What is your main reason?”

Cost too high/cannot afford

Needs/wants to work

Poor grades/unable to get in

Not interested/tired of going to school/bored with school/dislikes school
Has a disability (physical/learning/emotional)

Joining the military

Not sure of future plans

Other

Parent-reported student reasons for student not attending postsecondary education PSNOTREA

Parent’s response to the question “There are many reasons why young people decide not to attend school after high
school. What is the main reason for [child]?”

Cost too high/cannot afford

Needs/wants to work

Poor grades/unable to get in

Not interested/tired of going to school/bored with school/dislikes school
Has a disability (physical/learning/emotional)

Joining the military

Not sure of future plans

Other

Sex SEX
Indicates student’s sex as reported in the Parent Survey.

Male
Female
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DAS Variable
Language spoken most at home by student CSPEAK

Indicates response, as reported in the Parent Survey, to the question “What language does (child) speak most at
home?” For this analysis, the responses were aggregated into the following categories:

English Includes English only

Other Includes Spanish, English and Spanish equally, English and
another language equally

Repeated any grade since kindergarten SEREPEAT

Indicates response, as reported in the Parent Survey, to the question, “Since starting kindergarten, has (child)
repeated any grades?”

Yes
No

Household income HINCOME

Indicates response to the following question asked in the Parent Survey, “In studies like this, households are
sometimes grouped according to income. What was the total income of all persons in your household over the past
year, including salaries or other earnings, interest, retirement, and so on for all household members? Was it...”

For this analysis, the responses were aggregated into the following categories:

$25,000 or less

$25,001 to $50,000
$50,001 to $75,000
More than $75,000

Talked to someone/read materials on financial aid PSFINAID
Indicates response to the following question asked in the Parent Survey, “Have you (or [child]'s [mother/step-
mother/foster mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin] [or (the) other
adult(s) in your household]) talked with someone or read any materials from schools or financial institutions about
sources of financial aid for (child)’'s education after high school?”

Yes

No

Saving for child’s possecondary education PSAVMON

Indicates response to the following question asked in the Parent Survey, “Have you started saving money or making
any other financial plans to pay for (child’s) education after high school?”

Yes
No
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DAS Variable

DERIVED VARIABLES

Average GPA across all subjects STGPA
This variable was created by combining the responses from the following questions asked on the Parent Survey:

1.“Overall, across all subjects the child takes at school, does the child get mostly: A’s, B's, C’s, D’s, F's,” or “Does
child’s school not give these grades?” (SEGRADES)

2. Those who responded “child’s” school does not give these grades were asked: “Would you describe (child’s)
work at school as: excellent, above average, average, below average, or failing?” Excellent was considered
equivalent to A’s; Above average to B’s; Averageélls; Below average to D’s; and Failing to F’s.
(SEGRADEQ)

For this analysis, the responses were aggregated as follows:

Mostly F/D’s

Mostly C’s

Mostly B's

Mostly A’'s
School type SCHLKIND
This variable was created by recoding questions asked in the Parent Survey.

1. Does [child] go to a public or private school (SPUBLIC)?

Public
Private

2.Some parents decide to educate their children at hone thim send them to school. Is (child) being schooled at
home (HOMESCHL)?

Yes
No

NOTE: For this analysis, responses were coded as public, private, or home schooled. Those who reported being
home schooled or those who spent less than 9 hours per week at public or private school were coded as home
schooled.

Students’ role in family decisions STROLE
Students were asked the following three questions which focused on how much input they had into family issues:
1. Talk over important family decisions with you often, sometimes, or hardly ever (FEFAMDEC)?;

2. Listen to your side of an argument often, sometimes, or hardly ever (FEYRSIDE)?; and

3. Letyou have a say in making up rules that concern you often, sometimes, or hardly ever (FERULES)?

All three variables had 3 categories with “1” meaning “often,” “2” meaning “sometimes,” and “3” meaning “hardly
ever.” The variables were summed, and those with a score of 3 or 4 were coded as “often having a role in family
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decisions;” those with scores of 5, 6, or 7 were recoded as “sometimes having a role;” and those with a score of 8 or
9 were coded as “hardly ever having a role.”

Students’ grade in school ALLGRADE

Indicates students’ grade level as reported in the P&tewey. The variable was derived from two variables that
asked:

1. What grade or year is (child) attending (GRADE)?
2. (What grade would [child] be in if [he/she] were adlieig [school/a school with regular grades]/What grade or
year is [child] attending) (GRADEEQ)?

For this analysis, the responses were aggregated into the following categories:

Grades 6 through 8
Grades 9 and 10
Grades 11 and 12

Race/ethnicity RACEETHN

Indicates student’s race/ethnicity as reported in the Parent Survey. If the respondent to the Parent Interview
designates the child’s ethnicity as Hispanic, RACEETHN is Hispanic regardless of whether race was classified as
White, Black, or another race. RACEETHN was created using three variables that asked:

1.1s (child)...

White

Black

American Indian or Alaskan Native
Asian or Pacific Islander

Some other race?

2. A probe was used if the respondent answered “Some other race” with the following categories: (COTHRAC)
Hispanic/Latino/Mexican/Spanish/Puerto Rican
More than one race/biracial/multiracial
Other

3. Otherwise, respondents were asked, “Is (he/she) of Hispanic origin?” (CHISPAN)

Yes
No

The values for RACEETHN are:

White, non-Hispanic

Black, non-Hispanic

Hispanic

All other races (American Indian or Alaska Nativejan or Pacific Islander, biracial, multiracial),
non-Hispanic
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Type of institution student expected to attend STPSER

This variable was created by combining several questions on the type of institution students planned to attend after
high school:

1. Do you think you will graduate from a 4-year college (FCGRADCO)?

2. Will you start your college education at a 2-year school or a 4-year school, or have you not thought about this yet
(YSSTART)?

Students expecting to begin their education at a 2-year school were separated from those planning to begin in a 4-
year school. (Students planning to attend a 2-year school were subsequently asked: Are you more likely to attend a
vocational or technical school, a 2-year community college, a junior college, some other type of school, or have you
not thought about this yet (YSOTHTYP). However, because they were not asked to designate public or private
sector, which is most related to cost, they were grouped together into 2-year institution.)

3. Are you more likely to attend a public or private 4-year college, or have you not thought about this yet
(YSCOLTYP)?

This question was used to separate those planning to attend a public 4-year institution from those planning to attend
a private 4-year institution. Those who were undecided were coded separately.

The categories used in this analysis are as follows:

4-year institution

4-year public

4-year private

Undecided for the type of 4-year institution
2-year institution
Undecided about type of institution

Level of institution parents expected student to attend PARSER

This variable was created by combining the following goestion the type of institution parents expected students

would attend after high school. It is equivalent to the student variable STPSER and was constructed using analogous
parent variables (SECOLLEG, PSSTART, PSCOLTYP).

Students’ knowledge about theost of tuition and fees STKWTUI

Students expecting to attend postseeoypeducation were asked if they had obtained information about the cost of
the college or vocational school they expected to attend after high school.

1. Students expecting to attend a 4-year institution were asked, “Have you gotten information about the cost of
tuition and mandatory fees at a specific (in-state public/out-of-state public/private) college?” (YSCOLTUI)

2. Students expecting to attend a 2-year institution were asked, “Have you gotten information about the cost of
tuition and mandatory fees at a specific (vocational or technical school/2-year community college/junior
college/school)?” YSOTHTUI

Those who indicated that they had not obtained this information were asked if they “could or could not give a fairly
accurate estimate” of the cost of a specific college they expected to attend, including the following:
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3. Students who knew which kind of 4-year institution they expected to attend were asked, “Do you think you could
or could not give a fairly accurate estimate of the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at (an in-state
public/an out-of-state public/a private) college that you might attend?” (YSCESTUI)

4. Students who were undecided about the type of institution (2-year or 4-year) and/or expected to attend a 4-year
school but were undecided about the sector (public or private) were asked, “Do you think you could or could not
give a fairly accurate estimate of the average cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at a public 4-year college
in your state?” (YS4YRTUI)

5. Students who knew which kind of 2-year institution they expected to attend were asked, “Do you think you could
or could not give a fairly accurate estimate of the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at a (vocational or
technical school/2-year community college/junior college/school) in your state that you might attend?”
(YSOESTUI)

6. Students who expected to attend a 2-year institution but who were not sure which kind were asked, “Do you think
you could or could not give a fairly accurate estimate of the average cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at
a 2-year community college in your state?” (YS2YRTUI)

For this analysis, responses were aggregated as follows:

Had obtained information about the cost;
Had not obtained information but thought they could estimate the cost; and
Could not estimate (i.e., neither had they obtained information nor could they estimate).

For the regression analyses, this variable was recoded into a dummy with a code of “1” for students who had
knowledge about the cost (i.e., either obtained information or could guess) and “0” for those who had no idea.

Parents’ knowledge about theost of tuition and fees PTKWUI

This variable was created by combining the following questions on the cost of postsecondary education. It is
equivalent to the student variable STKWTUI and was constructed using analogous student variables (PSCOLTUI,
PSOTHTUI, PSCESTUI, PS4YRTUI, PSOESTUI, and PS2YRTUI).

Tuition and fees estimated by students STESTUI

Indicates tuition and fees estimated by students. This composite variable was created by combining the Student
Survey variable® listed below.

1. Students expecting to attend a 4-year institution and who had obtained information about the cost of attending the
institution were asked, “What is the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at that college?” (YSCOLAMT)

2. Students expecting to attend a 4-year institution but who had not obtained tuition information were asked if they
could estimate the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at that institution. Those who said they could were
asked, “About how much would that be?” (YSCESAMT)

3. Students who were undecided about the type of institution (2-year or 4-year) and/or were expecting to attend a 4-
year institution but were undecided about the sector (public or private), and who said they could estimate the cost
of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at a public 4-year in-state institution were asked, “About how much would
that be?” (YS4YRAMT)

23The estimate given by some respondents also included other fees such as room and board. These individuals were identified
with a dichotomous variable that indicated whether student’s estimate included tuition and fees only or included other fees.
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4. Students who expected to attergpacific 2-year institution and who had obtained information about the cost of
attending the institution were asked, “What is the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at that school?”
(YSOTHAMT)

5. Students expecting to attend a specific 2-year institution but who had not obtained tuition information were asked
if they could estimate the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at that institution. Those who said they could
were asked, “About how much would that be?” (YSOESAMT)

6. Students who were undecided about the kind of 2-year institution they would attend were asked if they could
estimate the cost of 1 year’s tuition and mandatory fees at a public 2-year in-state community college. Those who
said they could were asked, “About how much would that be?” (YS2YRAMT)

Tuition and fees estimated by parents PARESTUI

Indicates tuition and fees estimated by parents. It is equivalent to the student variable STESTUI and was constructed
using analogous parent variables (PSCOLAMT, PSCESAMT, PS4YRAMT, PSOTHAMT, PSOESAMT, and
PS2YRAMT).

Accuracy of students’ estimates of college tuition STTUI25

This variable was developed by comparing students’ estimates of tuition and mandatory fees (and in some cases
including room and board) with the average actual amount for the type of institution they planned to attend within
their state of residence. The actual tuition data were obtained frdbigiast of Education Statistics 1999.S.
Department of Education 2000) which were based on tuition and fees from the Integrated Postsecondary Education
System (IPEDS) survey. Accuracy of the estimates was determined at three levels: 15, 25, and 50 percent of the
actual average. The report shows the results for 25 percent. This level was chosen to allow for variation in tuition
within states. When using the within 25 percent of actualage threshold, estimates were considered accurate if
within 25 percent of the actual average, an overestimate if over 25 percent higher than the actual average, and an
underestimate if more than 25 percent lower than the actual average. Similar logic applies to the use of the 15
percent and 50 percent thresholds. The detailed steps for the construction of this variable were described below.

1. First, thel998-99 average colleguitions were calculated from the 1997-98 national and state average
undergraduate tuition and fees and room and board rates paid by full-time-equivalent students in institutions of
higher education based on the Integrated PostsegoBdacation Data System survey and published in the
Digest of Education Statistics 1909.S. Department of Education 2000), taking into account the following
inflation rates between 1998-99 and 1999-2000 academic schoof4/adnish came from the College Board
report in 19995

Type of institution

Tuition & fees

Room & Board

4-year public 3.3% 2.9%
4-year private 4.3% 3.0%
2-year 3.3% 2.9%

2. If students expected to attend a public 4-year institutidheir state, students’ estimates were compared with the
average tuition and fees for public 4-year institutionsiwitheir state of residence. For student estimates that
included room and board, the estimates were comparedheitiiverage in-state tuition and fees plus in-state
room and board fees for public 4-year institutions.

24The 1998-99 college tuition was not available from IPEDS 1998 at the time this report was written. Had IPEDS been available,
the inflation factors for 4-year public tuition and fees would have been 3.8 percent and for room and board 5.1 pergeat, for 4-
private they would have been 4.7 percent and 4.0 percent (iespgcand for 2-year institutions they would have been 1.7

percent and 3.4 percent (respectively).

25The release can be obtained from the College Board web hitp:&www.collegeboard.org/press.
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3. If students expected to attend a public 4-year institution outside of their state, the average in-state tuition and fees
for public 4-year institutions were doubled and then compared with parents’ estimates. For student estimates that
included room and board, the estimates were compared with the doubled average tuition and fees plus national
average room and board fees for public 4-year institutions.

4. If students expected to attend a private 4-yearlitistit, parents’ estimates were compared with the average
tuition and fees for private 4-year institutions within their state of residence. For student estimates that included
room and board, the estimates were compared with the average in-state tuition and fees plus in-state room and
board fees for private 4-year institutions.

5. If students expected to attend gezwr institution, estimates were compaveéth the average tuition and fees for
public 2-year institutions within their state of residence. For student estimates that included room and board, the
estimates were compared with the average in-state Zwjigan and fees plus national average room and board
fees for public 4-year institutions (the only comparable data available).

6. If undecided or the student planned to attend a 4-year institution but was undecided about the specific sector,
students’ estimates were compared with the average tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions within their
state of residence (because these individuals were asgeaVvide an estimation for a public 4-year institution).

7. If students expected to attend a 2-year institutiamieve undecided about the specific type, students’ estimates
were compared with the average tuition and fees for 2-year public institutions within their state of residence
(because these individuals were asked to provide an estimation for a public 2-year institution).

Estimates for 4-year institution costs were derived from 6 variables: YSCOLAMT; YSCOLINC; YSCESAMT;
YSCESINC; YS4YRAMT; and YS4YRINC. Estimates for 2-year institution costs were also derived from 6
variables: YSOTHAMT; YSOTHINC; YSOESAMT; YSOESINC; YS2YRAMT; and YS2YRINC. The exact
wording of YSCOLAMT, YSCESAMT, YS4YRAMT, YSOTHAMT, YSOESAMT, and YS2YRAMT are provided
above. YSCOLINC, YSCESINC, YS4YRINC, YSOTHINC, ©&SINC, and YS2YRINC were all questions that
asked, “Is that tuition and mandatory fees only, or does that also include other fees such as room and board?”

Accuracy of parents’ estimates of college tuition PARTUI25

Indicates the accuracy of parents’ estimates of college tuition. For more information see STTUI25. Estimates for 4-
year institution costs were derived from 6 variables: PSCOLAMT; PSCOLINC; PSCESAMT; PSCESINC;
PS4YRAMT; and PS4YRINC. Estimates for 2-year institution costs were also derived from 6 variables:
PSOTHAMT; PSOTHINC; PSOESAMT; PSOESINC; PS2YRAMT; and PS2YRINC.

Parents’ education PARGRADE

Indicates parents’ highest educational attainmentster in the Parent Survey. PARGRADE was derived from
four variables:

1. What is the highest grade or year of schoolty@t/(child)’'s (mother/stepmother/foster mother)) completed
(MOMGRADE)?

Up through 8th grade

9th through 11th grade

12th grade but no diploma

High school diploma/equivalent

Vocational/technical program after high school but no vocational/technical diploma
Vocational/technical diploma after high school

Some college but no degree

Associate’s degree (AA, AS)

Bachelor’s degree (BA, BS)
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Graduate or professional school but no degree

Master’s degree (MA, MS)

Doctorate degree (PhD, EdD)

Professional degree beyond bachelor's degree (medicine/MD; dentistry/DDS; law/JD/LLB; etc.)

2. (Do you/Does the mom) have a high school diploma or its equivalent, such as a GED (MOMDIPL)?

Yes
No

3. What is the highest grade or year of school(y@i/[child]'s [father/stepfather/foster father]) completed
(DADGRADE)?

4. (Do you/Does the dad) have a high school diploma or its equivalent, such as a GED (DADDIPL)?

Yes
No

The values for PARGRADE are:

Less than high school

High school graduate or equivalent
Vocational/technical degree or some college
College graduate

Graduate or professional school

Parents’ level of ivolvement in school PARINV

This composite variable was created by combining questions from the Parent Survey that asked whether they had
attended various school-sponsored activities during the school year. Those activities are as follows:

“Since (the beginning of this school year/September), have you (or [child]'s [mother/stepmother/foster mother/
father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin] [or (the) other adult(s) in your
household))...

1. attended a general school meeting, for example, a back to school night or a meeting of a parent-teacher
organization (FSMEETNG)?

2. gone to a regularly scheduled parent-teacher conference with (child)’'s teacher (FSATCNFN)?

3. attended a school or class event, such as a play, sports event, or science fair because of (child) (FSSPORT)?

4. acted as a volunteer at the school or served on a committee (FSVOLNTR)?

All four variables were recoded into dummies with “0” meaning “no” and “1" meaning “yes” and then summed. For
this analysis, the results were aggregated into the following categories:

Low level Scoresof Oor 1
Medium level Scores of 2 or 3
High level Score of 4
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Language spoken most at home by parent LANGUAGE

This variable describes whether the language spoken most often at home by the parent(s)/guardian(s) in the
household is English. LANGUAGE was created using the variables MOMLANG, MOMSPEAK, DADLANG, and
DADSPEAK.

English Both/only parent(s)/main language at home is English

Other Including those who spoke English and another language equally

Academic requirements for college TALKACA
One of four composite variables that indicate whethetesits discussed various postsecondary topics with their
parents (parents could include other adults in the housedioldjh teachers or counselors in the current school
year. This variable indicates whether students disdussedemic requirements for college or vocational school.
The chart below shows the survey variahissd to create the composite variables.

Composite Discussed with Discussed with
Discussion item variable name parents teacher/counselor
Academic requirements for college or TALKACA YSREQFAM YSREQTEA
vocational school
Financial aid for education after high schqol TALKAID YSAIDFAM YSAIDTEA
Cost of postsecondary education TALKCOS YSCOSFAM YSCOSTEA
Type of college or vocational school they | TALKTYPE YSATTFAM YSATTTEA
would like to attend

For TALKACA:

1. YSREQFAM asked, “Students begin to talk about future education at different ages. This school year, have you
discussed the academic requirements for college or vocasicmzol after high school with ([your parents]/[your
mother/stepmother/foster mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin)/
[adult respondent]/[or mother/step-mother/foster mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/
aunt/uncle/cousin] [or (the) other adult(s) in your household])?”

2. YSREQTEA asked, “How about with a teacher or counselor at school?”

For TALKAID:

3. YSAIDFAM asked, “This school year, have you talked with ([your parents]/[your mother/stepmother/foster
mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin]/[adult respondent]/[or mother/
stepmother/foster mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin] [or (the) other
adult(s) in your household]) about financial aid for education after high school?”

4. YSAIDTEA asked, “How about with a teacher or counselor at school?”

For TALKCOS:

5. YSCOSFAM asked, “This school year, have you talked with ([your parents]/[your mother/stepmother/foster
mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin)/[adult respondent]/[or mother/
stepmother/foster mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin] [or (the) other
adult(s) in your household]) about the cost of education after high school?”

6. YSCOSTEA asked, “How about with a teacher or counselor at school?”

For TALKTYPE:

7.YSATTFAM asked, “This school year, have you discussed with ([your parents]/[your mother/stepmother/foster
mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin)/[adult respondent]/[or mother/
stepmother/foster mother/father/stepfather/foster father/grandmother/grandfather/aunt/uncle/cousin] [or (the) other
adult(s) in your household]) which colleges or vocational schools you would like to attend after high school?”

8. YSATTTEA asked, “How about with a teacher or counselor at school?”
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Students who reported discussing a particular topic witaat one of these adults got a score of “1”; otherwise,
they got a score of “2.”

Type of college to attend TALKTYPE

One of four composite variables that indicate whethetesits discussed various postsecondary topics with their
parents (parents could include other adults in the housedroldjh teachers or counselors in the current school

year. This variable indicates whether students discussed the type of college or vocational school they would like to
attend. For more information, see TALKACA.

Cost of tuition and fees TALKCOS

One of four composite variables that indicate whethetesits discussed various postsecondary topics with their
parents (parents could include other adults in the housedroldjh teachers or counselors in the current school
year. This variable indicates whether students discussarbgt of postsecondary education. For more information,
see TALKACA.

Financial aid TALKAID

One of four composite variables that indicate whethetesits discussed various postsecondary education topics
with their parents (parents could include other adultserhtiusehold) or with teachers or counselors in the current
school year. This variable indicates whether studestaidsed financial aid for education after high school. For
more information, see TALKACA.

Knowledge of HOPE Scholarship and/or Lifetime Learning Tax Credit PSTAXCD

Combines two parent items asking if parents have heard of HOPE Scholarship (PSHOPE) or Lifetime Learning Tax
Credit (PSLIFE). A positive response to either was coded as “Yes.” The HOPE Scholarship applies to students in
the first two years of college (or other eligible post-seaontraining). Taxpayers areigble for a tax credit equal

to 100 percent of the first $1,000 of tuition and fees and 50 percent of the second $1,000 (the amounts are indexed
for inflation after 2001). The Lifetime Learning Tax Credit applies to students beyond the first two years of college,
or taking classes part-time to improve or upgrade job skills. Thrd0@8, the family was eligible to receive a 20

percent tax credit for the first $5,000 of tuition and feed,thereafter, 20 percent of the first $10,000. The credit is
available on a per-taxpayer (family) basis. Both tax credits are phased out at the higher income levels.
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Data Sources

The data for this report come from the Yo&tlrvey and the Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Reog (NHES:1999). The NHES:1999 is a telephone
survey conducted by the U.S. @tment of Educatin, National Center fdEducation Statistics
(NCES). Data collection took place from eatgnuary through early April of 1999. When
appropriately weighted, the sample is nationally representative of all civilian,
noninstitutionalized persons in the 50 statesthadistrict of Columbia. The sample was
selected using random digit dialing (RDD) methais] the data were collected using computer-
assisted telephone interviewingXTl) technology. Three differersurveys were fielded as part
of the NHES:1999. Apart from the Parent and Yauthveys, there was also an Adult Education
Survey. A Screener was also used to sampisehold members for the three surveys. As it
relates here, the Screener was used to detemiather any children of the appropriate ages or
grades lived in the household, to collect mfation on each household member, and to identify
the appropriate parent respondfemtthe sampled child (see Nolin et al. 2000a, b, and ¢ for more
information).

In the NHES:1999 Parent Survey, data weatected about children from birth through
age 20 as of December 31, 1998. In order teligéle, children aged 7 or older had to be
enrolled in school or home school in the 12thdgr or below at the time of interview. The
respondent for the Parent Survey was thdtdiving in the household who was the most
knowledgeable about the child’s care and educaligpically, this was the mother of the child;
however, the respondent could be a fathepmstrent, adoptive parent, foster parent,
grandparent, another relativa, nonrelative guardia#®.Subjects in the Parent Survey were
routed to one of six questionrapaths: infant, preschool,eshentary school, middle/junior
high, senior high, or home school. This regodused on the middle school/junior high school
path, which was administered toreats of children who were atiging grades 6 through 8; the
senior high school path, which svadministered to parents ajuth attending grades 9 through
12; and the home school path, which was adngres to parents ahildren not attending

26The respondents who participated in the Parent Survey of NHES:1999 were the parents/guardians who were most
knowledgeable about the education of the sampled childrerougthmost rggondents were parents (95 percent), some were
children’s brothers, sisters, grandparents, aunts, uncles, cousins, or other relatives. Since these nonparental guartdians accou
a small percentage of the sample (5 percent), they were included in the group identified as children’s parents.
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school but who were in the equigat of 6th- through 12th-grade and were being instructed at
home. All these questionnaire paths collectath about plans for postsecondary education,
which is the core focus of this report.

In the NHES:1999 Youth Survey, data were collected from students in grades 6 through 12,
for whom there was a completed Parent 8ynSubjects were routed to one of two
guestionnaire paths: middle schigmior high school or seor high school. The middle
school/junior high school path wadministered to those studewtso were attending grades 6
through 8. The senior high school path was adnares to those attending grades 9 through 12.
Homeschoolers in the middle school/junior high scleoml senior high sdol paths skipped the
guestions referring to schools. More infaton about the survey can be found in aional
Household Education Surveys Program of 1998ta File User's Manual, Volumes I-I(Nolin
et al. 2000a, b, c).

Response Rates

For the NHES:1999 survey, Screeners wemnapleted by 57,278 housads. A sample of
27,333 children birth through 12th grade was selected for the Parent Survey. This sample
included 10,131 youth in grades 6 through 12. The response rate for the Screener was 74 percent.
The completion rate for the Parent Survey, or the percent of eligible sampled children for whom
interviews were completed, was 88 percen4600 interviews. Thus, the overall response rate
for the Parent Survey was 65 percent (the prodiitte Screener response rate and the Parent
Survey completion rate). An interview with a sampled youth was attempted only after the
interview with his or her pareihtad been completed. The completion rate for youth in grades 6
through 12 was 76 percent. Thus, the overallaese rate for the Youth Survey was 56 percent
(the product of the Screener cdeton rate and the Youth Survegmpletion rate). This report
is based on a subset of respondent houseldidee both student and parents expected the
student to attend collegdter high school. The unweightadmber of cases included in this
analysis is 7,285. Among them, 3,313 were in grades 6 through 8 and 3,972 were in grades 9
through 12.

To detect and correct for potential noqrasse bias, a nonresponse bias analysis was
conducted on the Youth Survey data and orPidment Survey data (Nolin et al. 2000d).
Nonresponse bias was not detected in either data set.

For most of the data items collected ie HHES:1999, the item nonresponse (the failure to
complete some items in an otherwise completed interview) was very low. Most items used in this
analysis have response rates of 90 percent or.rienes in this report that have a response rate
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of less than 95 percent are cost of tuition at a specific 4-year college estimated by parents, and
household income. Through a procedure knowhadsieck imputation (Kalton and Kasprzyk
1986), responses were imputed for missing vajues “don’t know” or “refused” for items not
specifically designated to hatlgose as legitimate response categg) or “not ascertained”). As

a result, no missing values remain.

Accuracy of Estimates

The estimates in this report are derived from a survey sample and are subject to two
broad classes of error—nonsampling and samgingys. Nonsampling errors occur not only in
sample surveys but also in complete censakestire populations. Nonsampling errors can be
attributed to a number of sources: inability toasbtcomplete informatin about all students or
all households in the sample (sestudents or households refdise participate, or students
participated but answered only certain items)bimous definitions; differences in interpreting
guestions; inability or unwillingness to give coiredormation; mistakes in recording or coding
data; and other errors of coltewy, processing, sampling, amdputing missing data. Although
nonsampling errors due to questionnaire and ienresponse can be reduced somewhat by the
adjustment of sample weigh&nd imputation proceduresr@xcting nonsampling errors or
gauging the effects of these errors is usually difficult.

Sampling errors occur because observatioasrade only on sample$ students, not on
entire populations. The sampletefephone households selectedthe NHES:1999 is just one
of many possible samples tleatuld have been selected. Tdiere, estimates produced from the
NHES:1999 sample may differ froestimates that would haveen produced from other
samples. This type of variability called sampling error because it arises from using a sample of
households with telephonasther than all houselds with telephones.

The standard error is a measure of the variability due to sampling when estimating a
statistic. Standard errors can be used as aureatthe precision expected from a particular
sample. The probability that a complete census count would differ from the sample estimate by
less than 1 standard error is about 68 percemt.chance that the difference would be less than
1.65 standard errors is about 90 percent, andhkalifference would be less than 1.96 standard
errors, about 95 percent. Standard errorsifafahe estimates are presented in appendix C.

In addition to properly weighting the responses, special procedures for estimating the
statistical significance of the estimates wesed because the data were collected using a
complex sample design. Complex sample designs, like that used in the NHES, result in data that
violate some of the assumptions that are normally required to assess the statistical significance of
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the results. Frequently, the sampling errors of the estimates from the survey are larger than
would be expected if the sample was a $ampndom sample artde observations were
independent and identically distributed randomalaes. The jackknifeeplication method was
used to estimate variances theflected the actual sample design used in the NHES:1999
(Wolter 1985).

Statistical Tests

Differences discussed in this report are gigant at the 95 percent confidence level or
higher, and where a lack of difference is noted,dignificance of the difference is below this
threshold. The Studenttsstatistic was used to test the likeod that the differences between the
two independent estimates were larger than would be expected due to sampling error. The
Student’st values can be computed for comparisons using the estimates in the tables with the
following formula:

{= E:—- E>
V(sg)’ +(se)’

1)

where R and E are the estimates to be compared anésé se are their corresponding

standard errors. This formula is valid only for independent estimates. When the estimates are not
independent (for example, when comparing estimates that are parts of a percentage

distribution to the whole), eovariance term must be added to the denominator oftése

formula. Because the actuawariances were not known, it wassamed that the estimates were
perfectly negatively correlated. Consequently, 24s®) was added to the denominator of the

test formula for dependent estimates.

t = Ei—-E2 .
W/(s)? +(se)? + 2(sq * se))

()

Generally, whether a difference is considered statistically significant is determined by
calculating & value for the difference between a pafiproportions or means, and comparing
this value to published tables of values at certain critical levels, edjfiad levels. Theaalpha
level is ama priori statement of the probability of inferring that a difference exists when, in fact,
it does not. Thalphalevel used in this report is .05; diféaces discussed in the text have been
tested and found signi@at at this level.

In order to make proper inferences andrortetations from the statistics, several points
must be kept in mind. First, comparisons resulting in laggatistics may appear to merit special
note. However, this is not always the case, because the sizé sfatistic depends not only on
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the observed differences in the two estimatesgheompared, but also on the standard error of
the difference. Thus, a small difference betw®emgroups with a much smaller standard error
could result in a largestatistic, but this small difference is not necessarily substantively
noteworthy.

Second, when multiple statistical comparisars made, it becomes increasingly likely
that a finding of a statistically significant difference is erroneous. Even when there is no
difference in the population, at afphalevel of .05, there is still a 5 percent chance of
concluding that an observegalue representing one comparison in the sample is large enough to
be statistically significant. As the number ohgearisons increases, so does the risk of making
such an error in inference.

To guard against errors of inferenceséa upon multiple comparisons, the Bonferroni
procedure to correct significance tests for multiple contrasts was used in this report (Hochberg
and Tamhane 1987). This methamrects the significance (atpha) level for the total number
of contrasts made with particular classification variable. For each classification variable, there
are K possible contrasts (or nonredundant pagwomparisons), where K=(N*(N-1)/2) and N
is the number of categories in the variable. &mample, because soecconomic status has 3
categories (N=3) and there are (3*2)/2=3 gasstomparisons among the categories. The
Bonferroni procedure divides tladphalevel for a singld test (for example, .05) by the number
of possible pairwise comparisoimsorder to provide a nealphathat adjusts for all possible
multiple comparisons.

Analysis of Variance (ANOVA)

When averages of a continuous variable vesamined relative to a variable with ordered
categories, Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) wasddo test for a linear relationship between the
two variables. To do this, ANOVA equations inded orthogonal linear contrasts corresponding
to successive levels of thedependent variable. The var@between the means, and the
unweighted sample sizes were used to partition total sum of squares into within- and between-
group sums of squares. These were usecettemean squares for the within- and between-
group variance components and their corresporfdisigtistics, which were then compared with
published values df for a significance level of .08.Significant values of both the over&ll
and theF associated with the linear contrast term were required as evidence of a linear
relationship between the two variables.

2"More information about ANOVA and significance testing usingRfstatistic can be found in any standard textbook on
statistical methods in the social and behavioral sciences.
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Multivariate Analysis

Many of the independent variables included in the analyses in this report are related, and to
some extent, the pattern of diffaces found in the descriptive ayses reflects this covariation.
To take into account the interrgtanship of the independent vabiles, logistic regression was
used to determine the association of each factor on the outcomes of interest. That is, a logistic
regression was used to determine whether ospetific student and familsharacteristics were
associated with parents’ student’s knowledge about the cgiecost and steps parents or
students took to make preparations for colledentpinto account other characteristics. Because
all outcome variables are diclootous variables (1=yes andri®), a logistic regression was
used to perform multivariate analysis. In ortietake into account the complex sampling of
NHES:1999, SUDAAN, a software application thab&sed on the Tayl@eries approximation
method, was used for logistiegressions (Shah et &4B95). Examining the correlation
coefficients among all the independent variables revealed that multicollinearity did not appear to
be a problem. The highest correlation obsemwad between parentstucation levels and
household income (r=0.49).

The odds ratio generated by a logistic regmssan be used to estimate the probability of
some types of people having an outcome comp@araccontrol group of people. Odds ratios of
greater than 1 mean that those in the noncogtolp are more likely to have the outcome than
those in the control group and odds ratios s$ ldnan 1 mean those in the noncontrol group are
less likely to have the outcome than those ircthr@rol group. For example, the first column of
table 10 shows student odds ratios for having kndgédeabout the cost of college. In that table,
male students have andsdratio of 1.43 meaning they are more likely than those in the control
group, females, to have knowledgeout college costs. Anothetenpretation is that the odds of
males having knowledge about college costt8@rpercent higher than the odds of females
having knowledge about college costs (Menard 1995).
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Table C1.—Percentage distributions of 6th- through f2#uers and their parents, according to the accuracy of
their reported estimates of tuition and mandatory feethe postsecondary institution students planned
to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
Student, family, or parent ) .
characteristic Estlmqte Estlmgte d
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 15% Over Undel- ngt within 15% Ovgr- Undgr- hot
of actuat| estimatedl estimat¢d estimpteof actual| estimateq estimat¢d estimpte

Total 14.1 12.9 6.4 66.6 215 23.7 9.0 45.8

Grade in school

6 through 8 10.8 3.1 25 83.6 20.2 17.1 6.8 55.9

9 and 10 14.5 11.0 5.8 68.7 215 24.4 7.6 46.5

11 and 12 19.0 30.5 13.2 37.2 23.8 334 13.9 28.9
Student’s sex

Male 15.2 13.3 6.4 65.1 214 22.7 8.6 47.4

Female 13.1 12.5 6.3 68.1 21.7 24.6 9.4 44.4
Student’s race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 14.2 12.9 6.7 66.2 24.8 26.6 9.5 39.1

Black, non-Hispanic 16.3 12.6 6.6 64.5 154 15.6 10.9 58.1

Hispanic 11.5 9.9 4.8 73.8 11.5 16.6 4.8 67.1

Other, non-Hispanic 12.9 19.3 59 61.8 20.9 26.3 6.1 46.8

Language spoken most at home by student

English 14.4 13.1 6.4 66.1 T T t t

Other 10.1 9.9 6.6 73.4 T T t t
Average GPA across all subjetts

Mostly F/D’s 12.3 6.5 3.1 78.1 12.5 16.7 6.4 64.3

Mostly C's 11.1 115 7.3 70.1 16.6 20.6 10.5 52.3

Mostly B's 14.1 12.8 5.8 67.3 20.8 23.2 9.2 46.8

Mostly A’s 15.9 14.5 6.9 62.8 25.7 26.3 8.3 39.7
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 10.8 12.0 5.8 71.4 16.2 20.1 8.7 55.0

No 14.6 13.1 6.5 65.9 22.2 241 9.0 44.6
School type

Public 13.9 12.9 6.5 66.6 20.7 235 8.8 47.0

Private 16.4 13.2 5.6 64.9 304 254 10.5 33.7

Home schodl 11.6 3.8 4.0 80.6 20.2 24.3 6.7 48.9

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C1.—Percentage distributions of 6th- through f2#uers and their parents, according to the accuracy of
their reported estimates of tuition and mandatory feethe postsecondary institution students planned
to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents

Student, family, or parent ) .
characteristic Estlmqte Estlmgte d
tuition Could tuition Could
within 15% Over Undel- ngt within 156 Over- Undpr- hot
of actual| estimateq estimat¢d estimpteof actual| estimate§l estimat¢d estimpte
Type of college student planned to attend
4-year public 11.8 28.2 12.0 48.0 t t t t
4-year private 20.8 30.7 21.8 26.6 t T T t
Undecided, 4-year 25.7 # # 74.3 T T T T
2-year 6.2 24.1 12.1 57.6 t t t t
Undecided for any 13.7 # # 86.3 t t T T
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 14.3 11.9 6.4 67.5 t t t t
Sometimes 13.3 10.9 5.8 70.1 T t T T
Often 14.9 14.9 6.9 63.3 T T t t
Talked with parent/teachebaut the cost
Yes 18.3 19.7 9.3 52.8 T T t t
No 9.9 6.0 3.5 80.6 T t T T
Talked with parent/teachebaut financial aid
Yes 17.7 19.9 9.6 52.9 T T t t
No 11.5 7.7 4.0 76.8 T T T T
Parents’ education
Less than high school 11.9 8.3 52 74.6 6.5 5.2 2.8 85.5
High school only 12.8 11.8 5.9 69.6 14.6 155 6.4 63.5
Some postsecondary education 12.8 11.7 6.8 68.7 19.7 26.5 9.9 43.9
College graduate 16.0 13.9 6.9 63.2 31.1 28.5 12.2 28.1
Graduate school 17.2 17.2 6.5 59.1 315 33.4 10.5 24.6
Household income
$25,000 or less 12.2 10.3 6.9 70.5 12.6 15.6 6.6 65.2
$25,001 to $50,000 13.6 11.9 6.7 67.8 19.6 21.5 9.1 49.8
$50,001 to $75,000 13.6 15.2 7.1 64.1 28.5 27.0 104 34.1
More than $75,000 17.8 15.6 4.6 62.1 29.9 34.5 10.6 25.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C1.—Percentage distributions of 6th- through f2#uers and their parents, according to the accuracy of
their reported estimates of tuition and mandatory feethe postsecondary institution students planned
to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
Student, family, or parent i .
characteristic Estlmqte Estlmgte d
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 15% Over Undel- ngt within 15% Ovgr- Undgr- hot
of actuat| estimatedl estimat¢d estimpteof actual| estimateq estimat¢d estimpte

Language most spoken at home by parents
English t t t T 225 24.6 9.4 435
Other t t t T 9.7 11.5 3.8 75.0

Parent involvement in school

Low level 13.6 14.2 6.6 65.6 17.2 18.5 8.5 55.8
Medium level 14.0 12.3 6.6 67.2 22.3 23.1 9.2 45.4
High level 15.5 13.3 5.6 65.7 25.6 32.9 9.1 32.4

Talked to someone/read materials on financial aid
Yes T T T T 26.9 324 12.5 28.2
No T T T T 18.2 18.3 6.8 56.7

Heard of Lifetime Learning/HOPE Scholarship
Yes t T T t 27.8 28.1 10.3 33.8
No T t t t 18.9 21.8 8.4 50.9

Type of college parent expected student to attend

4-year public t t t T 18.2 39.6 12.7 29.6
4-year private T T T T 27.6 37.1 22.1 13.2
Undecided, 4-year T t t T 46.0 # # 54.0
2-year or vocational/technical T T T t 10.2 32.2 115 46.1
Undecided for any T t t T 24.5 # # 75.5

#Too few sample cases.

TNot applicable.

An accurate estimate was defined as one within 15 percent of the actual average cost for the typeooidapgtisgitution student
intended to attend in their state of residence.

%This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
®Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and theirgoarents am
whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuitioarasnfrom thel998 Integrated Postsmwdary
Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Table C2.—Percentage distributions of 6th- through f2#uers and their parents, according to the accuracy of
their reported estimates of tuition and mandateeg for the postsecondary institution students
planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
f;i?;::é:ii?c”yv or parent Estimate Estimatgd
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 50% Over Undel- ngt within 5096 Ovér- Undpr- hot
of actual| estimateql estimat¢d estimpteof actual| estimateql estimat¢d estimpte

Total 21.1 9.5 2.8 66.6 34.7 16.2 3.3 45.8

Grade in school

6 through 8 12.6 2.4 1.4 83.6 28.7 12.2 3.2 55.9
9 and 10 20.9 8.4 2.0 68.7 34.3 17.4 1.8 46.5
11 and 12 35.1 22.0 5.8 37.2 44.7 21.2 5.2 28.9

Student’s sex
Male 22.2 10.0 2.7 65.1 33.8 15.4 3.4 47.4
Female 20.1 9.0 2.8 68.1 35.5 16.9 3.2 44.4

Student’s race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 21.8 9.2 2.8 66.2 39.7 17.7 35 39.1
Black, non-Hispanic 22.6 9.8 3.1 64.5 26.6 11.4 4.0 58.1
Hispanic 16.0 8.0 2.2 73.8 18.4 13.0 15 67.1

Other, non-Hispanic 20.2 15.0 2.9 61.8 321 18.2 2.9 46.8

Language spoken most at home by student
English 21.5 9.6 2.8 66.1 T T t t
Other 16.3 7.6 2.7 73.4 T T t t

Average GPA across all subjéetts

Mostly F/D’s 15.2 5.6 11 78.1 17.4 13.7 4.6 64.3
Mostly C's 171 9.1 3.7 70.1 29.5 14.4 3.8 52.3
Mostly B’s 20.5 9.7 25 67.3 34.0 16.1 3.1 46.8
Mostly A’s 24.5 10.0 2.7 62.8 39.5 17.6 3.2 39.7

Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 16.2 10.2 2.3 71.4 27.6 14.7 2.7 55.0

No 21.8 9.5 2.8 65.9 35.6 16.4 34 44.6
School type

Public 20.9 9.7 2.8 66.6 334 16.3 3.4 47.0

Private 23.9 8.6 2.6 64.9 47.2 16.2 2.9 33.7

Home schodl 14.4 3.0 2.1 80.6 37.0 10.3 3.8 48.9

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C2.—Percentage distributions of 6th- through f#uers and their parents, according to the accuracy of
their reported estimates of tuition and mandateeg for the postsecondary institution students
planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
f;i?;:ttérfiz?c”yv or parent Estimate Estimatgd
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 50% Over Undel- ngt within 5096 Ovér- Undpr- hot
of actual| estimateql estimat¢d estimpteof actual| estimateql estimat¢d estimpte

Type of college student planned to attend

4-year public 26.3 20.7 5.0 48.0 ) t t t
4-year private 51.2 13.7 8.5 26.6 t t T t
Undecided, 4-year 25.7 # # 74.3 T T T T
2-year 15.0 21.6 5.9 57.6 t t t t
Undecided for any 13.7 # # 86.3 t t T T
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 20.3 8.5 3.7 67.5 T t t t
Sometimes 18.8 8.4 2.8 70.1 T t t t
Often 235 10.6 2.6 63.3 T T t t
Talked with parent/teachebaut the cost
Yes 29.2 14.3 3.8 52.8 T T t t
No 13.0 4.6 1.8 80.6 t T T T
Talked with parent/teachebaut financial aid
Yes 28.9 14.2 4.0 52.9 T T t t
No 154 6.0 1.8 76.8 T T T T
Parents’ education
Less than high school 17.3 6.2 1.8 74.6 10.1 3.6 0.8 85.5
High school only 18.2 9.3 2.9 69.6 22.4 11.6 2.5 63.5
Some postsecondary education 19.3 8.7 3.3 68.7 33.8 18.7 3.7 43.9
College graduate 24.0 9.8 3.0 63.2 47.4 20.0 45 28.1
Graduate school 27.0 121 1.7 59.1 51.5 20.1 3.8 24.6
Household income
$25,000 or less 17.9 8.2 3.4 70.5 19.9 11.8 3.2 65.2
$25,001 to $50,000 20.5 8.9 2.8 67.8 31.7 15.4 3.1 49.8
$50,001 to $75,000 22.1 11.2 25 64.1 42.8 19.6 3.5 34.1
More than $75,000 25.3 10.6 2.1 62.1 51.3 20.1 3.6 25.0

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C2.—Percentage distributions of 6th- through f2#uers and their parents, according to the accuracy of
their reported estimates of tuition and mandateeg for the postsecondary institution students
planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
f;i?;::é:ii?c”yv or parent Estimate Estimatgd
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 50% Over Undel- ngt within 5096 Ovér- Undpr- hot
of actual| estimateql estimat¢d estimpteof actual| estimateql estimat¢d estimpte

Language most spoken at home by parents
English t t t T 36.3 16.7 35 435
Other t t t t 14.1 9.5 14 75.0

Parent involvement in school

Low level 20.8 11.0 2.6 65.6 27.7 13.2 3.3 55.8
Medium level 21.0 9.1 2.8 67.2 35.3 15.9 3.4 45.4
High level 22.6 8.8 3.0 65.7 42.8 21.8 3.1 32.4

Talked to someone/read materials on financial aid
Yes T T T T 457 21.0 5.0 28.2
No T T T T 27.9 13.2 2.3 56.7

Heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits
Yes t t t T 44.4 18.1 3.8 33.8
No T t T t 30.6 15.4 3.1 50.9

Type of college parent expected student to attend

4-year public t t T T 38.8 28.0 3.6 29.6
4-year private T T T T 63.7 15.6 7.6 13.2
Undecided, 4-year T t t T 46.0 # # 54.0
2-year t t t t 23.2 25.0 5.8 46.1

Undecided for any T t t T 24.5 # # 75.5

#Too few sample cases.

tNot applicable.

An accurate estimate was defined as one within 50 percent of the actual average cost for the typecsfdamgtseitution student
intended to attend in their state of residence.

*This question was not asked of homeschoolers who attended public or private school less than 9 hours per week.
*Homeschoolers include children schooled at home who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and theirgoarents am
whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuitioarasnfrom thel 998 Integrated Postsawdary
Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Table C3.—Logistic regression coefficients and standard errors for table 10: 6th- through 12th-graders’ and their
parents’ knowledge about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition and fees

Having knowledge about the copt Estimating the cost accurately
Student, family, or parent
characteristic
Student Parent Student Parent
b s.e b s.g. D S.p b se
Intercep 0.20 0.34 1.73 0.27 -1.58 0.38 -0.76 0.30
Grade in school
6 through 8 -1.52 0.09 -0.92 0.09 -0.90 0.11 -0.58 0.09
9 and 10 -0.94 0.09 -0.58 0.10 -0.48 0.11 -0.22 0.10
11 and 12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student’s sex
Male 0.37 0.07 -0.09 0.07 0.25 0.08 0.03 0.07
Female 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student’s race/ethnicity
Other, non-Hispanic 0.12 0.16 -0.13 0.15 -0.32 0.18 -0.48 0.16
Hispanic -0.09 0.13 -0.18 0.12 -0.16 0.15 -0.34 0.13
Black, non-Hispanic 0.30 0.11 -0.44 0.10 0.28 0.12 -0.28 0.12
White, non-Hispanic 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Language spoken most at home by studen
Other -0.15 0.18 T t -0.24 0.20 t t
English 0.00 0.00 t T 0.00 0.00 t T
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly A’s 0.18 0.24 0.02 0.20 0.10 0.26 0.22 0.25
Mostly B’s 0.01 0.23 0.03 0.19 0.02 0.26 0.27 0.24
Mostly C’s -0.08 0.24 0.02 0.20 -0.21 0.27 0.19 0.25
Mostly F/D’s 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes -0.25 0.12 0.07 0.11 -0.30 0.15 0.08 0.13
No 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
School typé
Public 0.14 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.04 0.13 -0.12 0.12
Private 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C3.—Logistic regression coefficients and standard errors for table 10: 6th- through 12th-graders’ and their
parents’ knowledge about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition and fees

—Continued
Having knowledge about the cogt Estimating the cost accurately
Student, family, or parent
characteristic
Student Parent Student Parent
b s.e. b s.g. D s.p b ge.
Undecided for any -1.29 0.10 T T  0.40 0.11 T t
2-year -0.41 0.11 T t -0.71 0.16 1) t
Undecided, 4-year -0.92 0.12 t t 0.88 0.13 t T
4-year private 0.89 0.14 T t 0.69 0.15 T t
4-year public 0.00 0.00 ) T 0.00 0.00 t T
Student plays role in family decisions
Often -0.05 0.18 t t -0.16 0.21 T t
Sometimes -0.11 0.18 1) t -0.24 0.21 T t
Hardly ever 0.00 0.00 t T 0.00 0.00 T t
Talked with parent/teacher about the cost of college
Yes 0.70 0.08 T t 0.62 0.09 T t
No 0.00 0.00 T t 0.00 0.00 T t
Talked with parent/teacher about financial aid
Yes 0.19 0.08 T t 0.16 0.09 T t
No 0.00 0.00 T t 0.00 0.00 T t
Parents’ education
Less than high school -0.40 0.18 -1.69 0.18 0.06 0.20 -1.47 0.22
High school only -0.22 0.10 -1.02 0.10 -0.01 0.11 -0.66 0.11
Some postsecondary education -0.22 0.09 -041 0.09 -0.07 0.10 -0.39 0.08
College graduate or graduate school 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Household income
$25,000 or less -0.14 0.13 .7G 0.12 -0.27 0.14 -0.54 0.13
$25,001 to $50,000 -0.10 0.10 .6e@ 0.10 -0.19 0.11 -0.29 0.10
$50,001 to $75,000 -0.15 0.11 .26 0.11 -0.17 0.12 -0.01 0.10
More than $75,000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parent involvement in school
High level 0.03 0.12 0.41 0.11 -0.04 0.13 -0.01 0.11
Medium level 0.02 0.09 0.16 0.08 -0.03 0.10 0.04 0.09
Low level 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C3.—Logistic regression coefficients and standard errors for table 10: 6th- through 12th-graders’ and their
parents’ knowledge about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition and fees

—Continued
Having knowledge about the cogt Estimating the cost accuratgly
Student, family, or parent
characteristic
Student Parent Student Parent
b s.e b s.g. D S.p b se
Other t T -0.22 0.18 t t -0.25 0.18
English t t 0.00 0.00 t t 0.00 0.00
Parent involvement in school
High level 0.03 0.12 0.41 0.11 -0.04 0.13 -0.01 0.11
Medium level 0.02 0.09 0.16 0.08 -0.03 0.10 0.04 0.09
Low level 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Type of college parents expected the child to attend
Undecided for any t T -1.40 0.10 t Tt 0.68 0.10
2-year t t -0.49 0.10 t t -0.49 0.11
Undecided, 4-year T t -0.94 0.11 T Tt 1.26 0.11
4-year private t T 0.87 0.16 t t 055 0.12
4-year public t t 0.00 0.00 t t 0.00 0.00
Parents talked to someone/read materials on financial aid
Yes T t 0.73 0.08 t t 043 0.08
No T T 0.00 0.00 T T 0.00 0.00
Parents heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits
Yes T t  0.29 0.08 t t 0.22 0.08
No T T 0.00 0.00 T T 0.00 0.00

tNot applicable.

'Homeschoolers who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week were not asked school related items. They

were excluded from this analysis. Those who attended school 9 or more hours per week were assigned to the kind of school they
attended.

NOTE: An estimation within 25 percent of the actual average cost for the type of postsecondary institution student expected to
attend in their state of residence was considered an accurate estimate. For those planning fubttersdteool out-of-state,
the public school tuition in the student’s state was doubled before comparisons were made.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:19g9)al tuition amounts were from the 1998 Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Table C4.—Logistic regression coefficients and standaaisfor table 12: Parents’ preparations to pay for their
childrens’ postsecondary education

Have started Have talked to Have heard of
Student, family, or parent saving money/ someone/read | Lifetime Learning ang/
characteristic making other materials on or HOPE scholarship
financial plans financial aid tax credits
b s.e b S.€ D S.p

Intercep 0.72 0.24 -0.02 0.26 -0.40 0.25
Grade in school

6 through 8 -0.24 0.08 -1.38 0.08 -0.20 0.08

9 and 10 -0.08 0.09 -0.95 0.08 -0.19 0.09

11 and 12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student’s sex

Male 0.08 0.07 -0.09 0.07 -0.07 0.06

Female 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student’s race/ethnicity

Other, non-Hispanic 0.27 0.16 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.14

Hispanic -0.02 0.11 0.04 0.12 -0.18 0.12

Black, non-Hispanic 0.06 0.10 0.27 0.10 -0.09 0.10

White, non-Hispanic 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly A’s 0.40 0.18 0.22 0.21 0.23 0.20

Mostly B’s 0.33 0.17 0.17 0.21 0.17 0.20

Mostly C's 0.16 0.18 0.07 0.21 0.09 0.20

Mostly F/D’s 0.00 o 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes -0.16 0.10 0.02 0.11 -0.23 0.11

No 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
School typé

Public 0.34 0.12 0.13 0.11 0.09 0.11

Private 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parents’ education

Less than high school -0.81 0.16 -1.03 0.19 -0.50 0.17
High school only -0.56 0.09 -0.48 0.10 -0.47 0.10
Some postsecondary education -0.37 0.09 -0.13 0.08 -0.16 0.08
College graduate or graduate school 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C4.—Logistic regression coefficients and standanisfor table 12: Parents’ preparations to pay for their
childrens’ postsecondary education—Continued

Have started Have talked to Have heard of
Student, family, or parent saving money/ someone/read Lifetime Learning and/
characteristic making other materials on or Hope scholarship
financial plans financial aid tax credits
b s.e b S.€ D S.p

Household income

$25,000 or less -1.25 0.12 0.30 0.12 -0.52 0.11

$25,001 to $50,000 -0.80 0.10 0.24 0.09 -0.30 0.09

$50,001 to $75,000 -0.46 0.11 0.20 0.09 -0.19 0.09

More than $75,000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Language most spoken at home by parents

Other -0.76 0.16 -0.93 0.19 0.13 0.16

English 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parent involvement in school

High level 0.81 0.11 0.83 0.11 0.04 0.10

Medium level 0.46 0.08 0.42 0.08 0.15 0.08

Low level 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Type of college parents expected the child to attend

Undecided for any -0.40 0.09 -0.55 0.10 -0.31 0.09
2-year -0.22 0.09 -0.32 0.09 -0.25 0.09
Undecided, 4-year -0.02 0.12 -0.34 0.11 -0.33 0.11
4-year private 0.07 0.13 0.25 0.11 0.06 0.11
4-year public 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

'Homeschoolers who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week were not asked school related items. They

were excluded from this analysis. Those who attended school 9 or more hours per week were assigned to the kind of school they
attended.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table C5.—Logistic regression coefficients and standard errors for table 14: 6th- through 12th-graders’ discussions
about various issues regarding postsecondary ednaaitio their parents or school teachers/counselors

Academic Type of Cost of
Student, family, or parent requirements college to tuition and Financial
characteristic for college attend fees aid
b s.e. b s.€. D s.p b ge.
Intercep 2.27 0.34 2.13 0.32 0.20 0.29 0.31 0.30

Grade in school

6 through 8 -2.07 0.13 -1.71 0.12 -1.48 0.09 -1.76 0.09

9 and 10 -1.04 0.14 -1.35 0.12 -1.00 0.09 -1.29 0.09

11 and 12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student’s sex

Male -0.11 0.07 -0.112 0.07 -0.02 0.06 -0.08 0.07

Female 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student’s race/ethnicity

Other, non-Hispanic 0.20 0.17 0.23 0.15 0.14 0.15 -0.01 0.14

Hispanic 0.22 0.13 -0.01 0.12 0.36 0.11 0.12 0.11

Black, non-Hispanic 0.37 0.12 0.16 0.11 0.33 0.10 0.32 0.10

White, non-Hispanic 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Language spoken most at home by sttiden

Other 0.35 0.17 0.17 0.15 0.00 0.14 0.33 0.14

English 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly A’s -0.05 0.21 -0.06 0.19 0.27 0.20 0.12 0.20

Mostly B’s -0.07 0.20 -0.17 0.19 0.16 0.20 0.06 0.19

Mostly C's 0.07 0.21 -0.04 0.20 0.01 0.20 -0.24 0.20

Mostly F/D’s 0.00 0.00 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes -0.15 0.12 -0.08 0.12 -0.20 0.10 -0.03 0.11

No 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
School typé

Public 0.17 0.12 0.05 0.12 0.13 0.11 0.00 0.12

Private 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table C5.—Logistic regression coefficients and standard errors for table 14: 6th- through 12th-graders’ discussions

about various issues regarding postsecondary ednaaitio their parents or school teachers/counselors

—Continued
Academic Type of Cost of
Student, family, or parent requirements college to tuition and Financial
characteristic for college attend fees aid
b s.e. b s.g. D S.p. b ge.

Type of college student expected to attend

Undecided for any -0.99 0.11 -1.22 0.10 -0.77 0.09 -0.69 0.09

2-year -0.33 0.14 -0.55 0.12 -0.38 0.10 -0.43 0.10

Undecided, 4-year -0.30 0.14 -0.46 0.12 -0.42 0.10 -0.37 0.11

4-year private 0.06 0.20 0.53 0.20 0.31 0.14 0.19 0.14

4-year public 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Student plays role in family decisions

Often 0.81 0.18 0.72 0.17 0.73 0.17 0.65 0.18

Sometimes 0.55 0.18 0.54 0.17 0.54 0.17 0.37 0.18

Hardly eve 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parents’ education

Less than high school 0.00 0.18 -0.24 0.17 0.09 0.15 0.21 0.16

High school only -0.08 0.11  -0.09 0.10 0.00 0.09 0.09 0.09

Some postsecondary education -0.11 0.09 -0.09 0.09 0.02 0.08 0.10 0.08

College graduate or graduate school 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Household income

$25,000 or less -0.10 0.13 .10 0.12 -0.01 0.11 0.34 0.11

$25,001 to $50,000 -0.22 0.10-0.10 0.10 0.00 0.09 0.24 0.10

$50,001 to $75,000 -0.04 0.11 -0.04 0.11 0.01 0.09 0.16 0.10

More than $75,000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Parent involvement in school

High level 0.08 0.12 0.42 0.11 0.31 0.10 0.16 0.10

Medium level 0.11 0.09 0.32 0.08 0.24 0.08 0.07 0.08

Low level 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

'Homeschoolers who attended public or private schools less than 9 hours per week were not asked school related items. They

were excluded from this analysis. Those who attended school 9 or more hours per week were assigned to the kind of school they
attended.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D1.—Standard errors for table 1: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and percentage of their parents who
reported plans for the student to attend postsecordiaigation, by selected student, family, and garen
characteristics: 1999

Postsecondary education expected by

Student, family, or
parent characteristic Parent ut  Student|but
Student] Parent Bo not student not pafent
Total 0.37 0.31 0.41 0.25 0.33
Grade in school
6 through 8 0.46 0.41 0.53 0.36 0.44
9 and 10 0.70 0.62 0.84 0.50 0.61
11 and 12 0.72 0.63 0.88 0.43 0.66
Student’s sex
Male 0.56 0.49 0.64 0.40 0.49
Female 0.39 0.38 0.50 0.29 0.35
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.42 0.39 0.48 0.28 0.38
Black, non-Hispanic 1.05 0.75 1.17 0.70 0.99
Hispanic 1.21 1.04 1.41 0.92 1.07
Other, non-Hispanic 1.79 0.85 1.88 0.85 1.79
Language spoken most at home by studen
English 0.38 0.31 0.42 0.24 0.34
Other 1.63 1.38 2.02 1.35 1.57
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 2.80 2.65 3.08 1.91 2.98
Mostly C's 1.03 0.86 1.07 0.76 0.94
Mostly B’s 0.45 0.46 0.57 0.39 0.42
Mostly A’s 0.23 0.23 0.30 0.18 0.19
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 1.64 1.45 1.74 1.14 1.44
No 0.32 0.31 0.41 0.24 0.30
School type
Public 0.42 0.34 0.48 0.27 0.36
Private 1.18 0.55 1.23 0.42 1.12
Home school 2.50 4.58 4.49 4.31 #
Parents’ education
Less than high school 2.25 1.42 241 1.08 2.04
High school only 0.80 0.61 0.83 0.52 0.72
Some postsecondary education 0.47 0.53 0.68 0.49 0.43
College graduate 0.66 0.48 0.75 0.42 0.60
Graduate school 0.60 0.53 0.72 0.37 0.48

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D1.—Standard errors for table 1: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and percentage of their parents who

reported plans for the student to attend postsecordiaigation, by selected student, family, and garen
characteristics: 1999—Continued

Postsecondary education expected by

Student, family, or

parent characteristic Parent ut  Student|but

Student Parerft Bo not student not pafent

Household income

$25,000 or less 0.97 0.69 1.05 0.60 0.85

$25,001 to $50,000 0.54 0.54 0.62 0.41 0.43

$50,001 to $75,000 0.70 0.56 0.78 0.34 0.58

More than $75,000 0.37 0.46 0.54 0.44 0.36
Language most spoken at home by parents

English 0.38 0.31 0.43 0.25 0.34

Other 1.50 1.40 1.96 1.22 1.44

#Too few sample cases.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D2.—Standard errors for table 2: Percenthgteibution of students according to the postsecondary
institution type students plan to attend as reported by students and parents: 1999

Institution type Reported by student Reported by parent
4-year institution
Total 0.65 0.72

Public 0.59 0.74
Private 0.38 0.40
Undecided, 4-year 0.47 0.44

2-year 0.47 0.61

Undecided for the type of postsecondary institution 0.63 0.52

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEércation Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of
the 1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D3.—Standard errors for table 3: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders according to the
postsecondary institution students plan to atterré@arted by students and parents, by selected
student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Reported by student Reported by parent
Student, family, or
parent characteristic
4-year 2-year| Undecided 4-yelr 2-ygar  Undec|ded
Total 0.65 0.47 0.63 0.72 0.61 0.52
Grade in school
6 through 8 1.03 0.64 1.04 1.07 0.81 0.81
9 and 10 1.29 0.90 1.18 1.32 1.30 0.98
11 and 12 1.20 1.03 1.05 1.35 1.36 0.92
Student’s sex
Male 0.89 0.78 1.00 0.95 0.94 0.82
Female 0.94 0.66 0.89 1.00 0.89 0.78
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.89 0.66 0.92 0.91 0.73 0.63
Black, non-Hispanic 1.78 1.39 1.70 2.05 1.70 1.46
Hispanic 1.82 1.43 1.83 1.70 1.65 1.74
Other, non-Hispanic 3.08 2.63 2.94 2.97 2.09 2.70

Language spoken most at home by student
English 0.69 0.49 0.73 T t T
Other 2.40 1.98 2.64 T t T

Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly F/D’s 2.98 2.92 4.39 4.12 4.32 4.24
Mostly C’s 1.55 1.55 1.68 1.52 1.56 1.36
Mostly B’s 1.14 0.88 1.03 1.25 1.07 0.93
Mostly A’s 1.12 0.73 0.98 1.22 0.87 0.96

Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 2.16 1.90 2.18 2.07 2.09 1.95

No 0.67 0.47 0.71 0.78 0.64 0.60
School type

Public 0.69 0.52 0.67 0.81 0.66 0.61

Private 2.21 1.55 1.90 2.20 1.82 1.76

Home school 6.97 4.90 6.81 6.92 7.23 4.59

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D3.—Standard errors for table 3: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders according to the
postsecondary institution students plan to atterré@arted by students and parents, by selected

student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Student, family, or

Reported by student

Reported by parent

parent characteristic
4-year 2-year| Undecided 4-yelr 2-ygar  Undec|ded
Parents’ education
Less than high school 2.31 2.15 2.90 2.65 1.86 2.52
High school only 1.24 1.04 1.44 1.35 1.30 1.38
Some postsecondary education 1.25 0.98 1.33 1.57 1.34 1.14
College graduate 1.60 1.21 1.49 1.75 1.36 1.24
Graduate school 1.62 1.09 1.45 1.45 1.05 1.20
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.36 1.17 1.48 1.49 1.34 1.39
$25,001 to $50,000 1.36 0.84 1.38 1.25 1.01 1.06
$50,001 to $75,000 1.44 1.22 1.44 1.76 1.49 1.27
More than $75,000 1.31 0.81 1.33 1.48 1.18 1.02
Language most spoken at home by parents
English t t T 0.78 0.63 0.55
Other t T T 2.26 1.95 2.52

tNot applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D4.—Standard errors for tableStudents and percentage of consistent and inconsistent reports between
6th- through 12th-graders and their parents regarding the level of institution students plan to attend,
by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Percent of consistent reports

Percent of inconsistent report$

Student, f.am”y’ or parent Parents| Studentp
characteristic
4-year/ 4-yearl
students parentg
Total 4-year 2-yeal Undecidgd Total 2-year 2-year
Total 0.70 0.59 0.41 0.45 0.70 0.62 0.48
Grade in school
6 through 8 1.10 0.97 0.39 0.82 1.10 0.89 0.68
9 and 10 1.35 1.12 0.85 0.82 1.35 1.13 1.12
11 and 12 1.38 1.28 1.04 0.46 1.38 1.18 1.04
Student’s sex
Male 0.98 0.85 0.61 0.70 0.98 0.92 0.68
Female 0.98 0.86 0.56 0.64 0.98 0.85 0.76
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.86 0.78 0.51 0.58 0.86 0.78 0.64
Black, non-Hispanic 2.01 1.79 0.88 1.28 2.01 1.70 1.63
Hispanic 1.77 1.45 1.09 1.57 1.77 1.49 1.54
Other, non-Hispanic 2.65 2.81 1.63 1.75 2.65 2.37 2.80
Language spoken most at home by student
English 0.75 0.63 0.43 0.51 0.75 0.64 0.53
Other 2.64 1.99 1.30 2.55 2.64 2.13 2.25
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 4.18 2.23 2.30 3.51 4.18 4.30 3.66
Mostly C's 1.88 1.19 1.14 1.20 1.88 1.67 1.53
Mostly B’s 1.26 1.08 0.76 0.73 1.26 1.07 0.87
Mostly A’s 1.17 1.28 0.57 0.72 1.17 0.97 0.79
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2.42 1.74 1.54 1.64 2.42 2.10 1.94
No 0.71 0.66 0.41 0.47 0.71 0.66 0.47
School type
Public 0.74 0.63 0.44 0.50 0.74 0.67 0.51
Private 2.43 2.31 1.21 1.66 2.43 2.00 1.30
Home school 7.21 6.93 3.94 412 7.21 6.69 5.69

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D4.—Standard errors for tableStudents and percentage of consistent and inconsistent reports between
6th- through 12th-graders and their parents regarding the level of institution students plan to attend,
by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of consistent reports Percent of inconsistent report$

Student, family, or parent parents|  Student

12

characteristic A-year/ A-year
students parents
Total 4-year 2-yeal Undecidgd Total 2-year 2-year
Parents’ education
Less than high school 2.52 1.88 1.20 2.60 2.52 2.13 2.55
High school only 1.30 1.01 0.90 1.10 1.30 1.20 1.15
Some postsecondary education 1.33 1.06 0.96 0.80 1.33 1.27 1.05
College graduate 1.74 1.79 0.84 0.84 1.74 1.45 1.14
Graduate school 1.43 1.49 0.90 1.00 1.43 1.25 1.00
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.34 1.19 0.99 1.03 1.34 1.24 1.22
$25,001 to $50,000 1.24 01°] 0.73 0.91 1.24 1.22 0.93
$50,001 to $75,000 1.40 5D 1.08 0.98 1.40 1.41 1.07
More than $75,000 1.36 1.40 0.57 0.84 1.36 1.17 0.93
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 0.75 0.64 0.44 0.49 0.75 0.66 0.54
Other 2.71 2.07 1.51 2.05 2.71 1.92 2.39

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicBtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D5.—Standard errors for table 5: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents
according to the various reasons given for studehplanning to continue education beyond high

school: 1999

Reasons for not continuing education

Reported by studgnt

Reported by pgrent

Main reason
Cost too high/cannot afford
Needs/wants to work
Poor grades/unable to get in
Not interested/tired of going to school
Has a disability
Joining the military
Not sure of future plans
Other

2.22
2.63
0.96
2.87
#
2.27
0.88
2.75

2.05
1.67
1.17
2.79
1.92
1.62
0.59
1.64

#Too few sample cases.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEércation Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of
the 1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D6.—Standard errors for table 6: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported that
they had obtained cost information or could accurately estimate tuition and fees at the postsecondary
institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Have obtained information Could estimatetcos
Student, family, or parent about cost of tuition and fees of tuition and fees
characteristic
Studentq Parents Both Studepts Parents Both
Total 0.51 0.63 0.41 0.51 0.56 0.28

Grade in school

6 through 8 @) 0.73 @) 0.67 0.98 0.42

9 and 10 0.97 1.51 0.66 1.05 1.32 0.62

11 and 12 1.27 1.46 1.16 0.78 0.89 0.42
Student’s sex

Male 0.71 0.90 0.49 0.75 0.80 0.45

Female 0.74 1.05 0.66 0.75 0.88 0.36
Student’s race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 0.64 0.66 0.57 0.60 0.66 0.37

Black, non-Hispanic 1.41 1.70 0.92 1.40 1.20 0.62

Hispanic 1.23 1.35 0.80 1.12 1.11 0.53

Other, non-Hispanic 2.79 2.64 2.30 2.04 251 1.28
Language spoken most at home by student

English 0.54 0.66 0.44 0.53 0.59 0.30

Other 1.66 1.71 1.05 1.57 1.59 0.65
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly F/D’s 2.21 3.40 1.11 2.93 2.68 0.99

Mostly C's 1.24 1.53 0.86 1.14 1.44 0.61

Mostly B’'s 0.87 0.96 0.74 0.83 1.09 0.44

Mostly A’s 0.92 0.92 0.78 0.75 0.93 0.50
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 1.43 1.82 1.17 1.30 1.67 0.66

No 0.55 0.66 0.44 0.54 0.58 0.30
School type

Public 0.53 0.65 0.43 0.53 0.57 0.28

Private 1.80 2.05 1.48 1.69 1.98 1.10

Home school 5.10 6.52 5.08 2.78 5.72 #
Type of college student planned to attend

4-year 0.87 0.99 0.68 0.79 0.77 0.47

2-year 1.58 1.82 1.56 0.98 1.27 0.41

Undecided # 0.88 # 0.85 0.98 0.47

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D6.—Standard errors for table 6: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported that
they had obtained cost information or could accurately estimate tuition and fees at the postsecondary
institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

—Continued
Have obtained information Could estimatetcos
Student, family, or parent about cost of tuition and fees of tuition and fees
characteristic
Students Parents Both Studepts Parents Both

Student plays role in family decisions

Hardly ever 2.52 2.87 2.19 2.39 2.73 1.27

Sometimes 0.73 0.94 0.55 0.73 0.86 0.39

Often 0.76 0.87 0.64 0.66 0.82 0.46
Parents’ education

Less than high school 1.74 1.83 1.13 2.05 1.01 0.45

High school only 1.09 1.17 0.72 0.96 1.00 0.47

Some postsecondary education 0.96 1.26 0.87 0.92 1.11 0.38

College graduate 1.37 1.77 1.30 1.26 1.56 0.86

Graduate school 1.38 1.51 1.17 1.19 1.42 0.73
Household income

$25,000 or less 1.12 1.34 0.78 1.04 1.10 0.35

$25,001 to $50,000 0.94 1.16 0.84 0.81 0.81 0.45

$50,001 to $75,000 1.15 1.40 0.97 1.21 1.39 0.82

More than $75,000 1.10 1.53 1.00 1.08 1.70 0.74
Language most spoken at home by parents

English 0.54 0.67 0.44 0.53 0.59 0.29

Other 1.38 1.50 0.93 1.63 1.35 0.71
Parent involvement in school

Low level 1.19 1.19 0.76 1.07 1.12 0.52

Medium level 0.65 0.85 0.61 0.69 0.85 0.44

High level 1.18 1.65 0.99 1.12 1.47 0.74
Type of college parents reported the child planned to attend

4-year 0.75 1.00 0.65 0.66 0.85 0.45

2-year 1.26 1.41 1.04 0.95 1.08 0.43

Undecided 0.72 # # 1.05 1.17 0.63

#Too few sample cases.
This question was asked only of students in grades 9 tout & was asked of 6th- through 8th-graders’ parents.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Appendix D—Standard Errors

Table D7.—Standard errors for table 7: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported they
had either obtained cost information or could estimate tuition and fees, by selected student, family, and
parent characteristics: 1999

Have obtained information about or

Student, family, or parent could estimate the cost of tuition and fees

characteristic
Students Parents BotHh
Total 0.58 0.62 0.47
Grade in school
6 through 8 0.67 1.01 0.49
9 and 10 1.10 1.38 1.04
11 and 12 1.20 1.16 1.13
Student’s sex
Male 0.88 0.84 0.68
Female 0.86 0.94 0.76
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.70 0.69 0.56
Black, non-Hispanic 1.76 1.76 1.31
Hispanic 1.66 1.69 1.30
Other, non-Hispanic 2.88 3.08 2.48
Language spoken most at home by student
English 0.60 0.60 0.49
Other 2.31 2.28 1.51
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 3.29 3.68 1.56
Mostly C's 1.53 1.77 1.28
Mostly B's 1.10 1.16 1.01
Mostly A’s 0.96 1.06 0.96
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 1.84 2.30 1.50
No 0.60 0.68 0.52
School type
Public 0.62 0.67 0.52
Private 2.13 2.26 1.90
Home school 5.35 6.52 5.17
Type of college student planned to attend
4-year 0.97 t 0.86
2-year 1.81 t 181
Undecided 0.85 t 0.58

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D7.—Standard errors for table 7: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported they
had either obtained cost information or could estimate tuition and fees, by selected student, family, and
parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Have obtained information about or
Student, family, or parent could estimate the cost of tuition and fees

characteristic

Students Parents| Both

Student plays role in family decisions

Hardly ever 3.16 3.33 2.62
Sometimes 0.86 0.93 0.70
Often 0.86 0.82 0.80
Parents’ education
Less than high school 2.21 1.96 1.44
High school only 1.28 1.37 1.06
Some postsecondary education 1.27 1.19 1.03
College graduate 1.63 1.75 1.62
Graduate school 1.71 1.33 1.65
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.56 1.40 1.09
$25,001 to $50,000 0.93 1.12 0.94
$50,001 to $75,000 1.44 1.35 1.28
More than $75,000 1.17 1.15 1.08
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 0.60 0.63 0.51
Other 2.14 1.92 1.37
Parent involvement in school
Low level 1.37 1.28 1.05
Medium level 0.84 0.96 0.74
High level 1.31 1.48 1.37
Type of college parents reported the child planned to attend
4-year T 0.84 0.83
2-year T 1.37 1.21
Undecided T 1.17 0.68

tNot applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicBtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D8a.—Standard errors for table 8a: Sixth- through 12th-graders’ and parents’ estimates of the amount of
tuition and mandatory fees and tuition and fees plus room and board, according to students’ grade
level, and the actual average tuition and fees jpal®98-99 by type of itisution students planned
to attend, by selected student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Tuition and fees Tuition and fees
reported by students in reported by parents of
Institution t
nstitution ype Studenty  Studen{s Studentd Students
Grades § Grades|6 Grades Grades ingg#&fl in grades ingrades  in grafles
through 121  through 8 9and 10 11 and12 through 12 throfigh 8 94nd 10 11lfand 12

Tuition and fees only

4-year
Public (in-state) $305 $636 $1,088 $251 $236 $377 $423 $316
Private 1,596 # 1,800 663 737 1,326 1,008 872
Undecided, 4-year 2,451 2,027 4,281 # 523 625 1,245 #
2-year 367 657 523 510 209 440 228 436
Undecided for any 877 1,413 938 # 421 576 901 1,158
Tuition, fees, and room and board
4-year
Public (in-state) 492 1,971 1,613 388 204 473 460 189
Private 701 # 1,741 733 391 944 1,008 818
Undecided, 4-year 810 1,671 1,311 988 792 1,348 528 1,001
2-year 1,579 # # 2,460 518 626 # 890
Undecided for any 1,084 1,666 1,167 1,564 660 947 800 1,665

#Too few sample cases.

NOTE: The last column in table 8 displays the actual tuition and fees, which are taken from a universe survey, therefipteigno sa
standard errors are shown here.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition and fees published in The College Boala€t899),

in College Pricing.
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Table D8b.—Standard errors for table 8b: Ninth- through 12th-graders’ and their parents’ average estimates for
tuition and mandatory fees according to whether they had obtained information or could estimate
costs, by type of institution students planned to attend: 1999

Tuition and fees reported by Tuition and fees reported by
Institution type
yp Student Student{s Parepts Pargnts
All lwho obtained who coul All who obtaingd who could
studenty  informatio estimaje parehts  informafion estiate

Tuition and fees only

4-year
Public (in-state) $317 $336 $798 $274 $253 $761
Private 704 755 # 670 776 #
Undecided, 4-year 3,839 # 3,839 939 # 939
2-year 406 484 366 247 356 263
Undecided for any 742 # 742 739 # 739
Tuition, fees, and room and board
4-year
Public (in-state) 509 598 942 225 258 464
Private 688 706 # 514 600 929
Undecided, 4-year 870 # 870 475 # 475
2-year 1,783 2,298 # 673 929 842
Undecided for any 1,060 # 1,060 941 # 941

#Too few sample cases.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

107



Appendix D—Standard Errors

Table D9.—Standard errors for table 9: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported esti®s of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent

characteristics: 1999

Student Parent
f;:?:;;;i?ély, or parent Estimate Estimatgd
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 25% Over Undel- ngt within 25% Over- Undgr- hot
actual estimatgd estimated estinmate agtual estimated estimated dstimate
Total 0.55 0.47 0.29 0.58 0.59 0.60 0.34 0.62
Grade in school
6 through 8 0.62 0.33 0.34 0.67 0.82 0.80 0.49 1.01
9 and 10 0.96 0.85 Ly 1.10 1.27 1.23 0.68 1.38
11 and 12 1.15 1.32 & 1.20 1.35 1.38 0.78 1.16
Student’s sex
Male 0.84 0.64 0.44 0.88 0.74 0.78 0.46 0.84
Female 0.72 0.64 0.44 0.86 0.92 0.88 0.53 0.94
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.63 0.61 0.36 0.70 0.76 0.79 0.46 0.69
Black, non-Hispanic 1.75 1.12 0.81 1.76 1.63 1.32 0.99 1.76
Hispanic 1.07 1.16 0.76 1.66 1.20 1.33 0.60 1.69
Other, non-Hispanic 2.09 2.80 1.13 2.88 2.49 2.56 1.35 3.08
Language spoken most at home by student
English 0.60 0.51 0.31 0.60 T T T t
Other 1.37 1.47 1.24 2.31 T T T t
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 2.72 1.80 iy 3.29 2.81 3.32 1.72 3.68
Mostly C’s 1.14 0.89 Ji 1.53 1.36 1.39 0.88 1.77
Mostly B's 0.88 0.73 A5 1.10 0.96 0.77 0.62 1.16
Mostly A’s 0.86 0.79 0.51 0.96 1.15 0.98 0.57 1.06
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 1.38 1.25 0.94 1.84 1.50 1.72 1.11 2.30
No 0.57 0.51 0.30 0.60 0.61 0.66 0.38 0.68
School type
Public 0.55 0.52 0.31 0.62 0.63 0.60 0.35 0.67
Private 1.90 1.47 1.11 2.13 2.04 1.91 1.18 2.26
Home school 5.26 1.96 1.74 5.35 7.10 3.84 1.92 6.52

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D9.—Standard errors for table 9: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estié® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent
characteristics: 1999—Continued

Student Parent
Student, family, or parent ) )
characteristic y P Estimate Estimatgd
tuition Could tuitior Couldl
within 25% Over Undel- ngt within 25% Ovér- Undpr- hot
actual estimatgd estimated estinmate agtual estimated estimated dstimate

Type of college student planned to attend

4-year public 1.07 1.42 0.74 1.38 T T t t

4-year private 2.66 2.20 2.33 2.40 T T T t

Undecided, 4-year 1.70 # # 1.70 T T T T

2-year 0.90 1.33 1.04 1.81 T T T T

Undecided for any 0.85 # # 0.85 T T T )
Student plays role in family decisions

Hardly ever 2.67 2.06 1.70 3.16 T T t t

Sometimes 0.72 0.62 0.37 0.86 T T T t

Often 0.81 0.68 0.48 0.86 t t t t
Talked with parent/teachebaut the cost

Yes 0.94 0.82 0.52 1.02 t t t t

No 0.65 0.47 0.33 0.86 T T T t
Talked with parent/teachebaut aid

Yes 1.00 0.79 0.57 0.97 T t t T

No 0.62 0.50 0.32 0.71 T T T t
Parents’ education

Less than high school 192 131 1.15 221 1.25 1.09 0.79 1.96

High school only 1.03 0.86 0.48 1.28 1.16 0.96 0.59 1.37

Some postsecondary education 1.03 0.83 0.58 1.27 0.96 1.16 0.69 1.19

College graduate 1.26 1.08 0.79 1.63 1.75 1.42 0.98 1.75

Graduate school 1.27 1.24 0.75 1.71 1.62 1.31 1.00 1.33
Household income

$25,000 or less 1.14 0.80 0.69 1.56 1.18 0.90 0.63 1.40

$25,001 to $50,000 0.82 0.80 0.53 0.93 1.08 1.01 0.73 1.12

$50,001 to $75,000 1.45 0.97 0.72 1.44 1.45 1.24 0.92 1.35

More than $75,000 1.16 o 0.51 1.17 1.47 1.28 0.79 1.15

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D9.—Standard errors for table 9: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported esti® of tuition and mandatory fees for the

postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent

characteristics: 1999—Continued

Student Parent
f;:?:;;;i?ély, or parent Estimate Estimatgd
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 25% Over Undel- ngt within 25% Over- Undgr- hot
actual estimatgd estimated estinmate agtual estimated estimated dstimate
Language most spoken at home by parents
English T T t T 0.63 0.63 0.37 0.63
Other T T t T 1.36 1.45 1.02 1.92
Parent involvement in school
Low level 1.14 0.99 0.57 1.37 1.04 0.98 0.70 1.28
Medium level 0.77 0.59 0.42 0.84 0.73 0.73 0.53 0.96
High level 1.06 0.96 0.74 1.31 1.64 1.49 0.85 1.48
Talked to someone/read materials on aid
Yes T T t T 1.16 1.14 0.62 1.05
No T T T T 0.73 0.67 0.37 0.88
Heard of Lifetime Learning/HOPE Scholarship
Yes T T t T 1.25 1.22 0.75 1.13
No T T T T 0.66 0.63 0.41 0.81
Type of college parent expected student to attend
4-year public t t ) T 1.32 1.30 0.86 1.27
4-year private T T t T 2.36 2.01 1.67 1.38
Undecided, 4-year T t t T 1.83 # # 1.83
2-year t t t T 0.94 1.21 0.76 1.37
Undecided for any T t t T 1.17 # # 1.17

#Too few sample cases.
TNot applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuitioarasnfrom thel 998 Integrated Postsawdary

Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Table D10.—Standard errors for table 10: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of @ik t2th-graders’
and their parents’ knowledge about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition
and fees: 1999

Odds ratio of Odds ratio of
Student, family, or parent having knowledge about cost estimating accurately
characteristic
Student Parent Student Parent

Grade in school

6 through 8 0.09* 0.09* 0.11* 0.09*

9 and 10 0.09* 0.10* 0.11* 0.10*

11 and 12 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s sex

Male 0.07* 0.07 0.08* 0.07

Female 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity

Other, non-Hispanic 0.16 0.15 0.18 0.16

Hispanic 0.13 0.12 0.15 0.13*

Black, non-Hispanic 0.11* 0.10* 0.12* 0.12*

White, non-Hispanic 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language spoken most at home by student

Other 0.18 T 0.20 T

English 1.00 T 1.00 T
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly A’s 0.24 0.20 0.26 0.25

Mostly B’s 0.23 0.19 0.26 0.24

Mostly C's 0.24 0.20 0.27 0.25

Mostly F/D’s 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 0.12* 0.11 0.15* 0.13

No 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
School type

Public 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.12

Private 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D10.—Standard errors for table 10: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of @ik t2th-graders’

and their parents’ knowledge about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition

and fees: 1999—Continued

Student, family, or parent characteristic

Odds ratio of

having knowledge about cost

Odds ratio of

estimating accurately

Student Parent Student Parent

Type of college student expected to attend

Undecided for any 0.10* T 0.11* T

2-year 0.11* T 0.16* T

Undecided, 4-year 0.12* T 0.13* T

4-year private 0.14* T 0.15* T

4-year public 1.00 T 1.00 T
Student plays role in family decisions

Often 0.18 T 0.21 T

Sometimes 0.18 T 0.21 T

Hardly ever 1.00 T 1.00 T
Talked with parent/teacher about the cost of college

Yes 0.08* T 0.09* T

No 1.00 T 1.00 T
Talked with parent/teacher about financial aid

Yes 0.08* T 0.09 T

No 1.00 T 1.00 T
Parents’ education

Less than high school 0.18* 0.18* 0.20 0.22*

High school only 0.10* 0.10* 0.11 0.11*

Some postsecondary education 0.09* 0.09* 0.10 0.08*

College graduate or graduate school 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Household income

$25,000 or less 0.13 0.12* 0.14* 0.13*

$25,001 to $50,000 0.10 0.10* 0.11 0.10*

$50,001 to $75,000 0.11 0.11* 0.12 0.10

More than $75,000 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language most spoken at home by parents

Other T 0.18 T 0.18

English T 1.00 T 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.

112



Appendix D—Standard Errors

Table D10.—Standard errors for table 10: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6k t2th-graders’
and their parents’ knowledge about college costs and whether they could accurately estimate tuition
and fees: 1999—Continued

Odds ratio of Odds ratio of
having knowledge about cost estimating accurately
Student, family, or parent characteristic
Student Parent Student Parept

Parent involvement in school

High level 0.12 0.11* 0.13 0.11

Medium level 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.09

Low level 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Type of college parents reported the child planned to attend

Undecided for any t 0.10* t 0.10*

2-year T 0.10* T 0.11*

Undecided, 4-year t 0.11* t 0.11*

4-year private t 0.16* t 0.12*

4-year public t 1.00 t 1.00
Parents talked to someone/read materials on financial aid

Yes T 0.08* T 0.08*

No T 1.00 T 1.00
Parents heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits

Yes T 0.08* T 0.08*

No T 1.00 T 1.00

*p<.05.
tNot applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEétucation Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey
of the 1999 National Household Education Surveys RragNHES:1999). Actual tuition amounts are from the 1998
Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Table D11.—Standard errors for table 11: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders’ parents who reported having
taken various steps to prepare to pay for their piilg postsecondary education, by selected student,
family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Have heard
: Have started Have talked tq of Lifetime
Student, family, or parent ) .
characteristic savmg money/ someove/reaj Learning and _or
making other materials on HOPE Scholarship
financial plans financial aid tax credit$
Total 0.69 0.65 0.58
Grade in school
6 through 8 1.00 0.83 0.98
9 and 10 1.47 1.27 1.14
11 and 12 1.18 1.30 1.24
Student’s sex
Male 0.96 0.99 0.92
Female 1.05 0.94 0.85
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.83 0.75 0.76
Black, non-Hispanic 1.79 1.78 1.45
Hispanic 1.63 1.49 1.37
Other, non-Hispanic 3.29 3.21 3.01
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 3.69 3.86 2.59
Mostly C's 1.70 1.66 1.47
Mostly B’s 1.30 1.16 0.93
Mostly A’s 1.04 1.10 1.11
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 2.10 1.96 1.48
No 0.71 0.70 0.64
School type
Public 0.76 0.68 0.60
Private 2.24 2.53 2.02
Home school 7.46 6.22 6.69
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 3.42 3.21 2.46
Sometimes 1.02 1.02 0.86
Often 0.89 0.95 0.92

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D11.—Standard errors for table 11: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders’ parents who reported having
taken various steps to prepare to pay for their piilg postsecondary education, by selected student,

family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Student, family, or parent
characteristic

Have started
saving money/

Have talked td
someone/reagl

Have heard
of Lifetim
Learning andfor

\1”2

making other materials on HOPE Scholarship
financial plans financial aid tax credit$
Parents’ education
Less than high school 2.25 1.96 1.82
High school only 1.49 1.37 1.03
Some postsecondary education 1.26 1.31 1.16
College graduate 1.75 1.60 1.81
Graduate school 1.59 1.72 1.53
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.49 1.61 1.14
$25,001 to $50,000 1.26 1.23 1.09
$50,001 to $75,000 1.52 1.35 1.45
More than $75,000 1.24 1.43 1.37
Language most spoken at home by parents
English 0.73 0.68 0.60
Other 2.19 1.53 2.03
Parent involvement in school
Low level 1.33 1.21 1.14
Medium level 1.00 0.85 0.88
High level 1.63 1.65 1.47
Type of college parents expected the child to attend
4-year 0.95 0.96 0.91
2-year 1.41 1.48 1.29
Undecided 1.58 1.28 1.14

NOTE: Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-gradershpsafer who plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).

115



Appendix D—Standard Errors

Table D12.—Standard errors for table 12: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of parents’ preparations to pay
for their children’s postsecondary education: 1999

Have heard
Have started Have talked to of Lifetime
saving money/| someone/read Learning ang/or
Student, family, or parent characteristic making other materials op HOPE scholarship
financial plans financial aig tax credifs
Intercept 0.24* 0.26 0.25
Grade in school
6 through 8 0.08* 0.08* 0.08*
9 and 10 0.09 0.08* 0.09*
11 and 12 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s sex
Male 0.07 0.07 0.06
Female 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity
Other, non-Hispanic 0.16 0.15 0.14
Hispanic 0.11 0.12 0.12
Black, non-Hispanic 0.10 0.10* 0.10
White, non-Hispanic 1.00 1.00 1.00
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly A’s 0.18* 0.21 0.20
Mostly B's 0.17 0.21 0.20
Mostly C’s 0.18 0.21 0.20
Mostly F/D’s 1.00 1.00 1.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 0.10 0.11 0.11*
No 1.00 1.00 1.00
School type
Public 0.12* 0.11 0.11
Private 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parents’ education
Less than high school 0.16* 0.19* 0.17*
High school only 0.09* 0.10* 0.10*
Some postsecondary education 0.09* 0.08 0.08*
College graduate or graduate school 1.00 1.00 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D12.—Standard errors for table 12: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of parents’ preparations to pay
for their children’s postsecondary education: 1999—Continued

Have started
saving money/|

Have talked o
someone/read

Have heard

of Lifetime
Learning ang/or

Student, family, or parent characteristic making other materials op HOPE scholarship
financial plans financial aig tax credifs
Household income
$25,000 or less 0.12* 0.12* 0.11*
$25,001 to $50,000 0.10* 0.09* 0.09*
$50,001 to $75,000 0.11* 0.09 0.09*
More than $75,000 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language most spoken at home by parents
Other 0.16* 0.19* 0.16
English 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parent involvement in school
High level 0.11* 0.11* 0.10
Medium level 0.08* 0.08* 0.08
Low level 1.00 1.00 1.00
Type of college parents expected the child to attend
Undecided for any 0.09* 0.10* 0.09*
2-year 0.09* 0.09* 0.09*
Undecided, 4-year 0.12 0.11* 0.11*
4-year private 0.13 0.11* 0.11
4-year public 1.00 1.00 1.00
*p<.05.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table D13.—Standard errors for table 13: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders who reported discussing various
issues relating to postsecondary education with gggnts or school teachesunselors, by selected
student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999

Academic Type of] Cost of
Student, family, or parent characteristic| requirements college tp tuition and Finandial
for college attend feep aid
Total 0.65 0.70 0.67 0.65
Grade in school
6 through 8 1.12 1.04 1.06 0.98
9 and 10 1.11 1.25 1.26 1.24
11 and 12 0.68 0.83 1.00 1.33
Student’s sex
Male 0.94 1.01 0.99 0.92
Female 0.87 0.90 0.97 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.85 0.83 0.77 0.79
Black, non-Hispanic 1.48 1.58 1.90 2.12
Hispanic 1.42 1.79 1.79 151
Other, non-Hispanic 2.64 2.86 3.27 3.06
Language spoken most at home by student
English 0.69 0.71 0.68 0.68
Other 1.86 2.46 2.51 2.37
Average GPA across all subjects
Mostly F/D’s 4.19 3.78 4.24 3.93
Mostly C's 1.42 1.62 1.50 1.53
Mostly B's 1.00 1.12 1.15 1.14
Mostly A’s 1.02 0.91 1.18 1.06
Repeated any grades since kindergarten
Yes 1.85 2.13 2.16 2.03
No 0.66 0.71 0.69 0.75
School type
Public 0.70 0.71 0.75 0.71
Private 2.02 1.86 2.29 2.24
Home school 6.31 6.81 7.51 7.51
Type of college student expected to attend
4-year 0.83 0.84 0.97 0.77
2-year 1.46 1.68 1.72 1.57
Undecided 1.11 1.36 1.02 1.07

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D13.—Standard errors for table 13: Percentage of 6th- through 12th-graders who reported discussing various

issues relating to postsecondary education with gggnts or school teachesunselors, by selected
student, family, and parent characteristics: 1999—Continued

Academic Type of] Cost of
Student, family, or parent characteristic| requirements college tp tuition and Finandial
for college attend feep aid
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 3.46 2.74 3.47 3.65
Sometimes 0.90 1.15 0.98 1.05
Often 0.96 0.86 0.93 1.00
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1.97 2.87 2.10 2.60
High school only 1.28 1.28 1.54 1.34
Some postsecondary education 1.25 1.30 1.34 1.36
College graduate 1.55 1.71 1.76 1.53
Graduate school 1.28 1.17 1.67 1.59
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.17 1.46 1.40 1.38
$25,001 to $50,000 1.17 1.28 1.06 1.12
$50,001 to $75,000 1.24 1.33 1.41 1.68
More than $75,000 1.31 1.34 1.54 1.34
Parent involvement in school
Low level 1.10 1.57 1.39 1.37
Medium level 0.88 0.72 0.77 0.87
High level 1.65 1.40 1.61 1.73

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Appendix D—Standard Errors

Table D14.—Standard errors for table 14: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6ijjh t2th-graders’

discussions about various issues regarding postsecondary education with their parents or school
teachers/counselors: 1999

Academic Type of] Cost of
Student, family, or parent characteristic requirements college tp tuition and Finandial
for college attend feep aid

Grade in school

6 through 8 0.13* 0.12* 0.09* 0.09*

9 and 10 0.14* 0.12* 0.09* 0.09*

11 and 12 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s sex

Male 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.07

Female 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Student’s race/ethnicity

Other, non-Hispanic 0.17 0.15 0.15 0.14

Hispanic 0.13 0.12 0.11* 0.11

Black, non-Hispanic 0.12* 0.11 0.10* 0.10*

White, non-Hispanic 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Language spoken most at home by student

Other 0.17* 0.15 0.14 0.14

English 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly A’s 0.21 0.19 0.20 0.20

Mostly B's 0.20 0.19 0.20 0.19

Mostly C's 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.20

Mostly F/D’s 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 0.12 0.12 0.10 0.11

No 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
School type

Public 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.12

Private 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Type of college student expected to attend

Undecided for any 0.11* 0.10* 0.09* 0.09*

2-year 0.14* 0.12* 0.10* 0.10*

Undecided, 4-year 0.14* 0.12* 0.10* 0.11*

4-year private 0.20 0.20* 0.14* 0.14

4-year public 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table D14.—Standard errors for table 14: Logistic regression results (in odds ratios) of 6ijjh t2th-graders’
discussions about various issues regarding postsecondary education with their parents or school
teachers/counselors: 1999—Continued

Academic Type of Cost of
Student, family, or parent characteristic requirements college tp tuition and Finandial
for college attend feep aid

Student plays role in family decisions

Often 0.18* 0.17* 0.17* 0.18*

Sometimes 0.18* 0.17* 0.17* 0.18*

Hardly ever 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parents’ education

Less than high school 0.18 0.17 0.15 0.16

High school only 0.11 0.10 0.09 0.09

Some postsecondary education 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.08

College graduate or graduate school 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Household income

$25,000 or less 0.13 0.12 0.11 0.11*

$25,001 to $50,000 0.10* 0.10 0.09 0.10*

$50,001 to $75,000 0.11 0.11 0.09 0.10

More than $75,000 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Parent involvement in school

High level 0.12 0.11* 0.10* 0.10

Medium level 0.09 0.08* 0.08* 0.08

Low level 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
*p<.05.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Table DC1.—Standard errors for table C1: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estiz® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent
characteristics: 1999

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
Student, family, or parent , ,
characteristic Estimatedl Estimatgd
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 159 Over Undel- ngt within 15% Ovgr- Undgr- hot
of actua] estimatdd estimated estinjate  of ag¢tual estimated estimated dgstimate
Total 0.49 0.47 0.30 0.58 0.52 0.57 0.40 0.62

Grade in school

6 through 8 0.57 0.36 0.37 0.67 0.74 0.79 0.50 1.01
9 and 10 0.93 0.86 60 1.10 1.17 1.24 0.80 1.38
11 and 12 0.93 1.27 &3 1.20 1.13 1.37 1.00 1.16

Student’s sex
Male 0.72 0.64 0.45 0.88 0.74 0.79 0.53 0.84
Female 0.68 0.66 0.44 0.86 0.79 0.87 0.62 0.94

Student’s race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 0.58 0.62 0.39 0.70 0.73 0.77 0.54 0.69

Black, non-Hispanic 1.61 1.15 0.85 1.76 1.34 1.36 1.18 1.76

Hispanic 1.02 1.16 0.80 1.66 1.16 1.39 0.68 1.69

Other, non-Hispanic 2.04 2.80 1.23 2.88 2.46 2.72 1.35 3.08
Language spoken most at home by student

English 0.54 0.51 0.32 0.60 T T t t

Other 1.33 1.45 1.37 2.31 T T t t

Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly F/D’s 2.72 1.81 a7 3.29 2.74 3.30 1.72 3.68

Mostly C’s 1.12 0.90 a2 1.53 1.11 1.46 0.91 1.77

Mostly B’s 0.74 0.79 219 1.10 0.92 0.81 0.73 1.16

Mostly A’s 0.79 0.80 0.54 0.96 1.07 0.98 0.60 1.06
Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 1.36 1.25 1.00 1.84 1.33 1.82 1.17 2.30

No 0.52 0.52 0.31 0.60 0.54 0.63 0.45 0.68
School type

Public 0.50 0.53 0.33 0.62 0.55 0.56 0.40 0.67

Private 1.75 1.53 1.17 2.13 2.15 1.97 1.42 2.26

Home school 5.28 1.98 1.89 5.35 6.31 5.94 2.74 6.52

See footnotes at end of table.

122
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Table DC1.—Standard errors for table C1: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estiz® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent
characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
Student, family, or parent , .
. Estimatedl Estimatgd
characteristic . .
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 159 Over Undel- ngt within 15% Ovgr- Undgr- hot
of actua] estimatdd estimated estinjate  of ag¢tual estimated estimated dgstimate

Type of college student planned to attend

4-year public 0.97 1.36 0.91 1.38 t t t t
4-year private 2.56 2.39 2.34 2.40 t T T t
Undecided, 4-year 1.70 # # 1.70 T T T T
2-year 0.76 1.35 1.14 1.81 t t t t
Undecided for any 0.85 # # 0.85 t t T T
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 2.43 2.05 1.79 3.16 t t t t
Sometimes 0.66 0.61 0.39 0.86 t t T t
Often 0.71 0.70 0.57 0.86 T t t t
Talked with parent/teachebaut the cost
Yes 0.84 0.83 0.56 1.02 T t t t
No 0.59 0.49 0.35 0.86 T T t T
Talked with parent/teachebaut aid
Yes 0.89 0.82 0.62 0.97 T t t t
No 0.60 0.50 0.34 0.71 T T t T
Parents’ education
Less than high school 1.82 1.34 1.21 221 1.22 1.09 0.90 1.96
High school only 0.89 0.87 0.51 1.28 1.04 1.06 0.68 1.37
Some postsecondary education 0.96 0.85 0.62 1.27 0.86 1.20 0.72 1.19
College graduate 1.13 1.12 0.90 1.63 1.68 1.56 1.18 1.75
Graduate school 1.08 1.31 0.84 1.71 1.58 1.40 1.13 1.33
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.02 0.87 0.71 1.56 0.96 0.99 0.68 1.40
$25,001 to $50,000 0.71 0.80 0.55 0.93 0.90 1.07 0.72 1.12
$50,001 to $75,000 1.24 1.03 0.80 1.44 1.54 1.34 1.01 1.35
More than $75,000 1.07 )] 0.53 1.17 1.42 1.37 0.98 1.15
Language most spoken at home by parents
English t t t t 0.56 0.61 0.41 0.63
Other t t t t 1.32 1.46 1.07 1.92

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table DC1.—Standard errors for table C1: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estiz® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent
characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
Student, family, or parent , .
. Estimatedl Estimatgd
characteristic . .
tuition Could tuition Couldl
within 159 Over Undel- ngt within 15% Ovgr- Undgr- hot
of actua] estimatdd estimated estinjate  of ag¢tual estimated estimated dgstimate

Parent involvement in school

Low level 1.01 1.00 0.70 1.37 0.97 1.06 0.82 1.28

Medium level 0.70 0.64 0.45 0.84 0.66 0.74 0.60 0.96

High level 1.00 0.99 0.78 1.31 1.57 1.46 0.88 1.48
Talked to someone/read materials on aid

Yes T t t T 1.11 1.18 0.73 1.05

No T T t T 0.70 0.67 0.44 0.88

Heard of Lifetime Learning and/or HOPE Scholarship tax credits
Yes t t t t 1.17 1.24 0.82 1.13
No T t t t 0.59 0.61 0.49 0.81

Type of college parent reported student planned to attend

4-year public t t ) T 0.93 1.24 0.93 1.27
4-year private T 1) T T 2.00 2.13 1.83 1.38
Undecided, 4-year T t t T 1.83 # # 1.83
2-year t ) t T 0.90 1.28 0.90 1.37
Undecided for any T t t T 1.17 # # 1.17

#Too few sample cases.
TNot applicable.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and theirqoarents am
whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuitioarasnfrom thel 998 Integrated Postsawdary
Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Table DC2.—Standard errors for table C2: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estiz® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent
characteristics: 1999

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
SI:udentt, f.a?uly, or parent Estimate Estimatgd
charactenstic tuition Could tuitior Could

within 50% Over Unde n@t within 5090 Ovér- Undpr- hot
of actua] estimatgd estimated estimate of agtual estimated estimated dstimate

Total 0.60 0.44 0.22 0.58 0.61 0.58 0.27 0.62

Grade in school

6 through 8 0.62 0.30 0.26 0.67 0.83 0.73 0.38 1.01
9 and 10 1.08 0.76 yie) 1.10 1.31 1.17 0.35 1.38
11 and 12 1.19 1.23 &6 1.20 1.40 1.16 0.60 1.16

Student’s sex
Male 0.92 0.60 0.32 0.88 0.75 0.74 0.39 0.84
Female 0.75 0.60 0.32 0.86 1.01 0.80 0.40 0.94

Student’s race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 0.71 0.54 0.29 0.70 0.74 0.74 0.37 0.69
Black, non-Hispanic 1.71 1.06 0.66 1.76 1.74 1.17 0.68 1.76
Hispanic 1.19 1.08 0.49 1.66 1.42 1.23 0.35 1.69
Other, non-Hispanic 2.42 2.79 0.86 2.88 2.64 2.24 1.10 3.08

Language spoken most at home by student
English 0.62 0.47 0.24 0.60 t t t t
Other 1.79 1.36 0.69 231 t t T t

Average GPA across all subjects

Mostly F/D’s 2.83 1.69 ®5 3.29 2.85 3.22 1.59 3.68
Mostly C's 1.28 0.86 ®1 153 1.72 1.14 0.53 1.77
Mostly B’s 0.96 0.71 (B0 1.10 1.09 0.77 0.48 1.16
Mostly A’s 0.95 0.71 0.41 0.96 1.19 0.85 0.47 1.06

Repeated any grades since kindergarten

Yes 1.52 1.18 0.65 1.84 1.62 1.61 0.72 2.30

No 0.61 0.49 0.24 0.60 0.68 0.63 0.30 0.68
School type

Public 0.60 0.49 0.24 0.62 0.66 0.56 0.29 0.67

Private 2.07 1.27 0.83 2.13 2.25 1.63 0.74 2.26

Home school 5.31 1.86 1.29 5.35 7.01 3.09 1.88 6.52

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table DC2.—Standard errors for table C2: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estiz® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent
characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students Percent of students whose parents
SI:udentt, f.a?uly, or parent Estimate Estimatgd
characteristic tuition Could  tuitior] Could
within 50% Over Undel- n@t within 5090 Ovér- Undpr- hot
of actua] estimatgdd estimated estimate of ag¢tual estiated estjmated dstimate

Type of college student planned to attend

4-year public 1.34 1.28 0.62 1.38 T t t t
4-year private 2.96 1.57 1.58 2.40 t T T t
Undecided, 4-year 1.70 # # 1.70 T T T T
2-year 1.18 1.31 0.73 1.81 T t t t
Undecided for any 0.85 # # 0.85 T t T T
Student plays role in family decisions
Hardly ever 2.92 1.85 1.27 3.16 t t t t
Sometimes 0.76 0.56 0.32 0.86 T t T T
Often 0.86 0.64 0.34 0.86 T t t T
Talked with parent/teachebaut the cost
Yes 1.02 0.74 0.38 1.02 T t t t
No 0.71 0.42 0.27 0.86 T T t T
Talked with parent/teachebaut aid
Yes 1.08 0.75 0.45 0.97 T t t t
No 0.63 0.47 0.25 0.71 T T t T
Parents’ education
Less than high school 206 1.20 0.64 2.21 151 0.98 0.49 1.96
High school only 1.13 0.82 0.41 1.28 1.22 0.88 0.40 1.37
Some postsecondary education 1.15 0.69 0.46 1.27 1.22 1.08 0.53 1.19
College graduate 1.49 1.02 0.66 1.63 1.95 1.50 0.80 1.75
Graduate school 1.43 1.12 0.45 1.71 1.44 1.17 0.66 1.33
Household income
$25,000 or less 1.23 0.73 055 1.56 1.25 0.87 0.54 1.40
$25,001 to $50,000 0.93 0.72 0.40 0.93 1.19 0.98 0.46 1.12
$50,001 to $75,000 1.63 0.87 0.48 1.44 1.36 1.14 0.59 1.35
More than $75,000 1.19 & 0.39 1.17 1.59 1.22 0.56 1.15

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table DC2.—Standard errors for table C2: Percentage distributions of 6th- through 12th-graders and their parents,
according to the accuracy of their reported estiz® of tuition and mandatory fees for the
postsecondary institution students planned to attend, by selected student, family, and parent

characteristics: 1999—Continued

Percent of students

Percent of students whose parents

charsctere. | Esimae Estimalqd
tuition Could tuitior Could
within 50% Over Undel- ngt within 5096 Ovgr- Undgr- hot
of actual estimatdd estimaged estimjate of agtual estipated estimated gstimate

Language most spoken at home by parents

English T T t T 0.64 0.59 0.28 0.63

Other T T t T 1.70 1.36 0.73 1.92
Parent involvement in school

Low level 1.15 0.97 0.43 1.37 1.08 0.92 0.50 1.28

Medium level 0.91 0.59 0.33 0.84 0.74 0.71 0.40 0.96

High level 1.26 0.84 0.55 1.31 1.83 1.44 0.49 1.48
Talked to someone/read materials on aid

Yes t t t T 1.18 1.02 0.54 1.05

No t t t T 0.78 0.63 0.27 0.88
Heard of Lifetime Learning/HOPE Scholarship

Yes t t T T 1.34 1.04 0.55 1.13

No t t t T 0.74 0.59 0.34 0.81
Type of college parent reported student planned to attend

4-year public t t T t 1.45 1.26 0.57 1.27

4-year private t t t T 2.47 1.53 1.38 1.38

Undecided, 4-year T T T T 1.83 # # 1.83

2-year T T T t 1.11 1.13 0.60 1.37

Undecided for any t T T T 1.17 # # 1.17

#Too few sample cases.
tNot applicable.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Sample in table includes 6th- through 12th-graders and theirgogrents am
whom both student and parent reported plans for student to attend postsecondary education.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuitioarasnfrom thel 998 Integrated Postsmwdary

Education Data System (IPEDS).
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Appendix D—Standard Errors

Figure DA.—Standard errors for figure A: Among 9th- through 12th-graders and their parents who
reported plans for the student to attend postscondary education, thepercentage distributions
according to whether they had okained college cost informationcould estimate the costs, or
could do neither: 1999

STUDENTS

Grades 9-10 Grades 11-12
Obtained cost

information
(0.97 0
16% Neither
Could Obtained cost (1.20)
est(i)riate 69% information
e 0 Neither (1.30)
(1.05) (1.10)
Could estimate
(0.78
PARENTS
Grades 9-10 Grades 11-12
Obtained cost
|nf0{mat|0n Neither
(159 . (1.46)
. Obtained
Neither cost
(1.38) information
(1.46)
Could
Could estimate
estimate (0.89)
(1.32)

NOTE: Detail may not sum to total becauseafnding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the
1999 National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Figure DB—Standard errors for figure B: Among 11th- and 12h-graders and their parents who reported plans for the
student to attend a public in-state 4-year institutionand who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the
percentage distributions of estimated tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual and fees tuition paid by

undergraduates in 1998—-99

Students’ estimatés
Less than $2,00{ | 8.6% (2.40)
$2,000-2,99 16.3% (2.63)
$3,000-3,99 13.5% (3.10)
$4,000-4,99 10.8% (2.14)
$5,000-7,99 25.5% (3.33)
$8,000 or mor 25.3% (3.23)

Average: $5,366

Parents’ estimatés Actual tuition and feés

5.7% (1.35)

21.5% (3.16) 39.0%
11.1% (2.68) 25.8%
11.4% (2.28) 19.0%
26.0% (3.29)
24.3% (2.88)
Average: $5,799 Average: $3,247

'Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates. Includes respondents who were undecided abdtgvehen to a
estimated tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions in their state.
Does not include room and board costs. The survey is a universe, so there are no sampling standard errors associatecenttgts p

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, atl Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 199tNdtiusehold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:199%tual tuition and fees published in TB®llege Board (1998)rends in College Pricing.
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Figure DC—Standard errors for figure C: Among 11th- and 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the
student to attend a private 4-year institution, and who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the percentage

distributions of estimated tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual tuition and fees paid by undergraduates
in 1998-99

Students’ estimatés Parents’ estimatés Actual tuition and feés

Less than $4,000| 5.0% (3.01) 5.29 (3.34) 5.6%

6.0% (3.65) 14.5% (4.16) 10.2%
12.9% (4.01) 14.5% (5.12) 20.5%
25.0% (6.12) 17.1% (5.81) 27.4%
13.3% (5.17) 21.8% (6.09) 16.8%

37.8% (6.00) 26.9% (6.48) 19.6%

Average: $16,539 Average: $14,506 Average: $14,709

'Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates.
2Does not include room and board costs. The survey is a universe, so there are no sampling standard errors associatedenttigte p

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of theri83%oNséhold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:199%tual tuition and fees published in TB®llege Board (1998)rends in College Pricing.
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Appendix D—Standard Errors

Figure DD—Standard errors for figure D: Among 9th- through 12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the
student to attend postsecondary education, the percentage distributions according to the accuracy of tuition
estimates for 1 year’s tuition and fees at the type of college the student planned to attend: 1999

STUDENTS
Grades 9-10 ggoy, Grades 11-12
1.1
37%
24% (Zf?g ) Il Accurately estimated
[J Overestimated
PARENTS [ Underestimated
Grades 9-10 4794 Grades 11-12
(1.4) [] Could not estimate
31% 2904 29%
(14) (1.4) (1.2)
11%
(0.8)

An accurate estimate was defined as one within 25 percent of the average for the type of institution the student plandéd toeittstate of
residence.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of therfZd9%ohstihold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999). Actual tuition amounts from the 1998 Integrated Postsecondary Education Data Sytem (IPE
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Appendix D—Standard Errors

Figure D1.—Standard errors for figure 1: Among 11th- and 12th-gradersand their parents who reported
plans for the student to attendpostsecondary educatin, the percentage digibutions according
to their knowledge of college costs: 1999

Student and parent could

do neither
(1.01)
16.4%
Student and
Could estimate parent
0.42 d
costs ( ) i Either student
Student or parent
or parent 9.8% 36.3%
(0.82) ' (1.10)

Both student
and parent

34.6%
(1.16)

Obtained cost
information

NOTE: Detail may not sum to total becauseafrrding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center doicEtion Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 1999
National Household Education Surveys Program (NHES:1999).
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Figure D2 —Standard errors for figure 2: Among 11th- and12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the
student to attend a public in-state 4-year institutionand who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the
percentage distributions of estimated tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual and fees tuition paid by

undergraduates in 1998-99

Students’ estimatés
Less than $2,00{ | 8.6% (2.40)
$2,000-2,99 16.3% (2.63)
$3,000-3,99 13.5% (3.10)
$4,000-4,99 10.8% (2.14)
$5,000-7,99 25.5% (3.33)
$8,000 or mor 25.3% (3.23)

Average: $5,366

Parents’ estimatés Actual tuition and feés

5.7% (1.35)

21.5% (3.16) 39.0%
11.1% (2.68) 25.8%
11.4% (2.28) 19.0%
26.0% (3.29)
24.3% (2.88)
Average: $5,799 Average: $3,247

'Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates. Includes respondents who were undecided abdtgvehené to a
estimated tuition and fees for public 4-year institutions in their state.
2Does not include room and board costs. The survey is a universe, so there are no sampling standard errors associatecenttdyts p

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, atl Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of the 198tNdtiusehold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:199%tual tuition and fees published in T@®llege Board (1998)[rends in College Pricing.
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Figure D3—Standard errors for figure 3: Among 11th- and12th-graders and their parents who reported plans for the
student to attend a private 4-year institution, and who provided an estimate of tuition and fees, the percentage

distributions of estimated tuition and fees for 1 year and the actual tuition and fees paid by undergraduates
in 1998-99

Students’ estimatés Parents’ estimatés Actual tuition and feés

Less than $4,000| 5.0% (3.01) 5.29 (3.34) 5.6%

6.0% (3.65) 14.5% (4.16) 10.2%
12.9% (4.01) 14.5% (5.12) 20.5%
25.0% (6.12) 17.1% (5.81) 27.4%
13.3% (5.17) 21.8% (6.09) 16.8%

37.8% (6.00) 26.9% (6.48) 19.6%

Average: $16,539 Average: $14,506 Average: $14,709

'Does not include those who reported room and board in their estimates.
2Does not include room and board costs. The survey is a universe, so there are no sampling standard errors associatedenttigte p

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Youth Survey and Parent Survey of theri83%oNséhold
Education Surveys Program (NHES:199%tual tuition and fees published in TB®llege Board (1998)rends in College Pricing.
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