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For ewor d

Thi s manual has been produced to famliarize data users with
t he procedures followed for data collection and processing of the
second followup student conponent of the National Education
Longi tudi nal Study of 1988 (NELS:88). A corollary objectiveis to
provi de the necessary docunmentation for use of the data file.

Use of the data set does not require the analyst to be a
sophisticated statistician or conputer programer. Mst social
scientists and policy analysts should find the data set organized
and equipped in a nmanner that facilitates straightforward

production of statistical summaries and analyses. This nanual
provi des extensive docunmentation of the content of the data file
and how to use it. Chapter VII and Appendix I, in particular,

contain essential information that allows the user to i Mmediately
proceed with mnimal startup cost. A careful reading of Chapter
VIl and Appendix | will help users to avoid comon m stakes that
result in costly conputer job failures or incorrect results.

The rest of the manual provides a wi de range of information on
t he desi gn and conduct of the National Education Longitudi nal Study
of 1988 (NELS:88). Chapter | begins with an overview and history
of NCES s National Education Longitudinal Studies programand the
various studies that it conprises. Chapter Il contains a general
description of the data collection instrunents used in the NELS: 88
second fol |l ow up

The sanpl e desi gn and wei ghting procedures used in the second
foll owup study are docunented in Chapter IIl, as well as standard
errors and design effects, non-sanpling measurenent errors, and
probl emati c vari abl es.

Data collection procedures, schedules, and results are
presented in Chapter 1V. Chapter V describes data control and
preparation activities such as noni t ori ng recei pt of
guestionnaires, editing, and data retrieval. Chapter VI describes
data processing activities including machine editing and
construction of the cleaned data tape. Finally, Chapter VI
descri bes the organization and contents of the data file and
provi des inportant suggestions for using it.

The appendices contain a list of other NCES NELS:88
publications; guidelines for Statistical Analysis System (SAS)
users; the second followup student questionnaire; the record
| ayout for the student questionnaire; specifications for the
conposite variables; the content areas of the second follow up
conponents; a gl ossary of project ternms; a discussion of conducting
cross-cohort trend anal yses of students; and a codebook for the
student questionnaire data.

I n addition to the study described in this manual, a nunber of
suppl enental NELS: 88 conponents are al so descri bed in Appendi x A




F2: Student Conponent
Data File User's Manual

Earlier NCES longitudinal studies that may be of interest to
NELS: 88 users are described in Appendi x B including the foll ow ng:
the Hi gh School and Beyond (HS&B) base year files; nmerged HS&B
first, second, third, and fourth followup files; related HS&B
files; and assorted files related to the National Longitudinal
Study of the H gh School Cass of 1972 (NLS-72).
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A Note on Data Use and Confidentiality

The NELS: 88 second followup data files are released in
accordance with the provisions of the General Education Provisions
Act (CGEPA) [20-USC 122e 1] and the Carl D. Perkins Vocationa
Education Act. The GCEPA assures privacy by ensuring that
respondents will never be individually identified.

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) is
responsi ble under the Privacy Act and Public Law 100-297 for
protecting the <confidentiality of individually identifiable
respondents, and is releasing this data set to be used for
statistical purposes only. Record natching or deductive di scl osure
by any user is prohibited.

To ensure that the confidentiality provisions contained in PL
100- 297 and the Privacy Act have been fully inpl enmented, procedures
commonl y applied for di scl osure avoi dance in ot her
Gover nnment - sponsor ed surveys were used in preparing the data file
associated with this manual. These incl ude suppressing, abridging,
and recoding identifiable variables. Every effort has been nade to
provi de the maxi num research information that is consistent with
reasonabl e confidentiality protection. Deleted, abridged, and/or
recoded variables appear with an explanatory footnote in the
codebook attached to each user's manual.
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| V. Data Col | ecti on

This chapter describes the data collection procedures for
student and dropout surveys in the NELS: 88 base year, first foll ow
up, and second follow up. Data collection procedures for all
sources of contextual data (e.g., parent, teacher, and school
adm ni strator) fromall three study waves are briefly summari zed in
Appendi x A of this manual and are detailed in the respective user's
manual s for these conponents.

4.1. Base Year Data Collection

The base year survey collected data from students, parents,
teachers, and school adm nistrators. Pre-data collection
activities included securing endorsenents from educationa
organi zations as well as securing cooperation fromstate education
agenci es, school districts, and i ndi vi dual school s.
Sel f-adm ni stered questionnaires and cognitive tests were the
principal node of data collection. Data collection primarily took
pl ace during in-school survey sessions conducted by an NORC field
Interviewer. The nunber of conpleted instrunents and conpletion
rates based on sanple eligibility for the students are sunmari zed
in Table 4.1-1.

Table 4.1-1
Sunmary of NELS: 88 base year conpletion rates

| nst rument Conpl et ed Wi ght ed Unwei ght ed
St udent questionnaires 24,599 93.41% 93. 05%
Student tests 23,701 96. 53% 96. 35%
Parent questionnaires 22,651 93. 70% 92. 08%
Teacher ratings of students 23, 188 95.91% 94. 26%
School adm n. questionnaire 1,035 98. 92% 98. 38%
a Percentages of cases for which a student questionnaire was
obtai ned for which a cognitive test was al so obt ai ned.
b Percentage of student respondents for whom at |east one

t eacher rating was conpl et ed.

4.1.1 Base Year Pre-Data Collection Activities

Before the data collection effort could begin, it was first
necessary to secure fromthe adm nistrator of each sanpl ed school
a commtnent to participate in the study. Several |evels of
cooperation were sought before school admnistrators were
appr oached.
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For public schools, the first |evel involved seeking approval
for the project from the Education Information Advisory Counci
(EIAC) of the Council for Chief State School Oficers. The second
 evel involved contacting the Chief State School O ficer (usually
the state Superintendent of Schools) of each state to explain the
obj ectives of the study, the data collection procedures, and the
protection of individual and institutional confidentiality. Once
approval was obtained at the state |level, contact was made wth
district superintendents and, upon receipt of district approval,
contact was made with the school principals.

For private schools, the National Catholic Educationa
Associ ation (NCEA) and the National Association of |ndependent
Schools (NAIS) were contacted in order to informthemof the study
and to solicit their endorsenents. After this step, private school
principals were directly contacted.

Wthin each cooperating school, principals were asked to
desi gnate a school coordi nator who woul d serve as a | iai son between
NORC staff and selected respondents--the school admnistrator,
students, teachers, and parents. The school coordi nator was often
a gui dance counsel or or senior teacher, although in sonme cases was
the principal or assistant principal. The school coordinator
handled all requests for data and materials as well as all
| ogi stical arrangements for data collection on the school prem ses.
| ncl uded anong these responsibilities was annotating the |ist of
sanpl ed students to identify students whose physical or |earning
disabilities or linguistic deficiencies would preclude partic-
ipation in the survey. Coordinators were asked to classify all
el i gi bl e students as Hi spani c, Asian-Pacific |Islander, or "other,"
and to distribute parental perm ssion forns to sanpled students.

4.1.2 Base Year Cohort Data Collection Activities

St udent questionnaires and tests were admnistered in group
sessions to an average of twenty-three students in each of the
schools in the core and state augnmentation sanples. Tel ephone
interviews were conducted for a snmall nunber of students who were
unabl e to participate in the group-adm nistered sessions.

Base year student data were collected from students in the
core and state augnentation sanple schools between February and
June 1988.' Wthin each school, selected eighth graders were
gathered for an in-school data collection session. Survey
adm ni stration was usually conducted in a school classroom or
l'ibrary and consisted of several steps. Students first conpleted
the student questionnaire, followed by an 85 mnute battery of

cognitive tests. The tests consisted of four tined sections
! St udent sanpl e sel ection procedures are discussed in the
NELS: 88 Base Year Sanple Design Report. Spencer,

Frankel , Ingels, Rasinski, and Tourangeau, NCES 1990.
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devoted to mathematics, reading, science, and social studies
(hi story/ governnent). Once the test battery was conpleted, an
attenpt was made to retrieve mssing (or inappropriately marked)
questionnaire itens before the student |left the classroom? At the
end of the session, arrangements were nmade to conduct make-up
sessions for students who were schedul ed but unable to attend the
initial survey session.

4.1.3 Base Year Data Collection Results

For a detailed discussion of base year data collection
results, consult section 4.4 of the Base Year: Student Conponent
Data File User's Manual .

4.2 First Follow Up Data Collection

The first followup survey collected a second wave of
questionnaire and cognitive test data fromthe ei ghth-grade cohort
of 1988, the nmajority of whomwere enrolled in the tenth grade at
the time of data collection. In addition, a first wave of data was
collected from freshened students, and a first wave of dropout
information was collected from those students who dropped out of
school since the base year.

Contextual data were also collected. A questionnaire was
adm ni stered to two teachers for each sanpled student, as well as
a separate questionnaire to the school admnistrator of each
sanpled school. Self-admnistered questionnaires remained the
princi pal node of data collection for all respondent popul ati ons.

Al t hough the data coll ection procedures enployed in the first
foll owup were nodel ed after those of the base year, the design of
t he study necessitated four activities that had not been perfornmed
previously. First, in order to select the now dispersed first
followup sanple, an extensive locating effort was undertaken.
Second, the base year sanple was freshened to generate a
representative sanple of the tenth-grade class of 1990. Third,
of f -canpus survey sessions, simlar to those used in H gh Schoo
and Beyond, were scheduled to adm nister the student or dropout
questionnaire to sanple nmenbers who were not enrolled in a first
followup school at the tinme of data collection. And fourth, to
obtain a nore precise estimate of the rate of dropping out for the
ei ght h-grade cohort of 1988, a subsanple of first followup
nonrespondents and base year ineligible students was further
pur sued.

2 At data collection sessions, interviewers reviewd the
questionnaires to ensure that all critical itens were
conpleted. An oval indicating "no retrieval" was marked
whenever the mssing data could not be retrieved due to
respondent refusal or inability to clarify a vague
response.
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The first follow up survey was executed in four phases which
spanned two years. Pre-data collection took place during phases 1
and 2, while data collection took place during phases 3 and 4 as
fol | ows:

Phase 1. Conducted from January to June of 1989, Phase 1 of
the first followup survey enconpassed the pre-data collection
activities of tracing sanple nmenbers to their 1990 school of
attendance and securing state, district, and school perm ssion to
conduct the study.

Phase 2. From Sept enber to Decenber 1989, all first foll ow up
school s were contacted again in the fall of 1989, primarily to re-
verify student enroll ment, freshen the core and state augnentation
student sanples, and schedul e i n-school data collection sessions.

Phase 3. Phase 3 conprised the main data collection period,
fromJanuary through July 1990. Sanple nmenbers conpleted either a
student or dropout questionnaire, as well as a cognitive test
battery. Data collection took place at either an i n-school or off-
campus group survey session.

Phase 4. After the nmain data collection period in phase 3, a
second data collection effort was undertaken from January through
June 1991. An attenpt was nmade to adm nister a questionnaire to
t he popul ation of sanple nenbers who m ssed data collection at the
school or who were no |longer enrolled in their phase 3 school and
remai ned tenporarily unl ocatabl e.

The nunber of conpleted i nstrunents and conpl eti on rates based
on sanple eligibility for the sanple nenbers are sunmarized in
Table 4.2-1. Wile the first followup activities are sumari zed
bel ow, further information can be found in both the First Foll ow
Up: Student Conmponent Data File User's Mnual and the First
Fol | ow- Up: Dropout Conponent Data File User's Manual .

4.2.1 First Follow Up Pre-Data Collection Activities

Phase 1. Conducted from January to June of 1989, Phase 1 of
the first followup survey enconpassed the pre-data collection
activities of tracing sanple nmenbers to their 1990 school of
attendance and securing state, district, and school perm ssion to
conduct the study.

Since 84.3 percent of the base year sanple changed school s
between eighth and tenth grades, an extensive student tracing
effort was undertaken. This served two purposes. First, tracing
provi ded the necessary information to |ocate and define the first
foll owup student sanple and its associated schools. As described
in Chapter 111, selection of the student and school sanple was
based on sanpl e nenber clustering. The objective was to sel ect
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Table 4.2-1
Summary of NELS: 88 first foll owup conpletion rates?

| nst rument Conpl eted Wei ghted Unwei ght ed
St udent questionnaires 18, 221 91. 09% 94. 10%
St udent tests 17, 352 94.14%  95.23%
Dropout questionnaires 1,043 90. 97% 89. 84%
Dropout tests 522 48.56%  50. 05%
School adm n. questionnaire 1,291 NA 97.07%
School adm n. questionnaire® 17, 663 91. 97% 96. 94%
Teacher questionnaire® 15, 908 80. 51% 87.31%

2 This table is based on the original (1992-1993) release of the
first followup student file. The second followup (1994)
rel ease of the first foll owup student data contains a slightly
different sanple nunber than the original release. Additiona
details about the sanple nunbers of the two releases are in
section 3.1.2 of this nmanual .

b Percent age of cases for which a student/dropout questionnaire was
obtai ned for which a cognitive test was al so obt ai ned.

¢ Coverage rate for student participants of the total sanple who
al so have a conpl eted school adm nistrator questionnaire.

4 Percentage of student participants for whomat | east one teacher
rating was conpl et ed.

approxi mately 21, 500 base year sanpl e nenbers while restricting the
nunber of schools in the sanple to roughly 1,500. Second, tracing
provided a starting point for measuring the fluid process of
dropping in and out of school.

In order to draw the first followup sanple it was necessary
to definitively identify sanple nenber clustering within the 3, 362
schools to which base year sanple nenbers reported they would
matricul ate. This was acconplished through sanple nenbers' base-
year projected 1989-1990 school of attendance, and involved
contacting schools directly to verify sanple nmenbers' enrollnment.
After 18 weeks of tracing, 99 percent (N=26,211) of the base year
sanpl e (N=26, 432) had been | ocat ed.

In addition to the student tracing activity, the process of
contacting the schools al so took place in phase one. A high degree
of school -1 evel cooperation was achieved in the first follow up
survey. The final first followup core sanple was enrolled in
1,109 public and 249 Catholic or other private schools which fel
under the jurisdiction of 885 districts and dioceses. O the 885
districts and dioceses contacted, 99.2 percent (N=878) agreed to
participate in the study. School contacting proved equally
successful with 99.2 percent (N=1,347) of the 1,358 eligible first
fol | owup school s granting perm ssion for the first followup to be
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conducted in their school.

Phase 2. After tracing was conpl eted and the first foll ow up
student sanple was finalized, all first followup schools were
contacted again in the fall of 1989 to re-verify student
enroll ment, freshen the core and state augnentation student
sanpl es, schedul e i n-school data collection sessions, and for small
cluster size schools (i.e., schools with fewer than 11 sanple
nmenbers), secure permssion to participate in the study. Phase 2
was conducted from Septenber 4 to Decenber 15, 1989.

4.2.2 First Follow Up Cohort Data Collection Activities

Fol | owing phase 1 and 2 activities of tracing and securing
cooperation, first followup data collection for the cohort took
pl ace during phases 3 and 4.

Phase 3. Student questionnaires and cognitive tests were
adm ni stered to sanple menbers who were currently enrolled in
school, including stopouts.® Data collection took place at either
an in-school or off-canpus group survey session.

| n- School Survey Sessions. From January to June 1990, in-
school survey sessions were held in all selected schools where
first foll owup sanple nenbers were enrolled. Survey instruments
were adm ni stered i n group sessions to an average of 13 students in
each participating NELS: 88 school. | n-school survey procedures
paral I el ed those used in the base year. One additional instrunent,
the new student supplenent, was admnistered to base year
nonr espondents and freshened students to coll ect basic denographic
information previously collected fromall base year participants.

O f-Canpus Survey Sessions. O f-canpus survey sessions,
typically attended by one to three students, were conducted from
April to July 1990. Students who transferred to new schools, who
had m ssed 1n-school survey sessions, or who were enrolled in
school s that had refused to participate in the study were invited
to of f-canmpus sessions and adm nistered the student questionnaire
and cognitive tests. Dropouts were also asked to attend these
sessions. |If a sanple nmenber was unable to attend an off-canpus
group survey session, he or she was surveyed either in person or
over the tel ephone. Wil e of f-canpus survey sessions were held for

8 Barro and Kol stad (1987) define "stopouts" as "tenporary
dropouts"--that is, students who | eft school tenporarily
and then returned. In the NELS:88 first followup, a

stopout was defined as a sanple nenber who had dropped
out of school between data collection in 1988 and 1990,
but who had returned to school by the tinme an interviewer
contacted the sanple nenber to be surveyed. A simlar
definition was enployed in the NELS: 88 second fol | ow up.
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students who transferred out of their NELS: 88 school after sanpling
t ook pl ace, the correspondi ng teacher and school adm nistrator data
were not col |l ected for these students. Therefore, students in this
situation do not have conpl ete contextual datain the first follow

up.

Phase 4. In order to derive a nore precise dropout rate for
t he 1988 ei ght h-grade cohort, a second data collection effort was
undertaken in the spring of 1991. Between January and June 1991,
an attenpt was nmade to adm ni ster a questionnaire to the popul ation
of sanple nmenbers who m ssed data collection at the school or who
were no longer enrolled in their phase 3 school and renained
tenporarily unlocatable. This popul ati on was subsanpled and,
depending on school enrollnment status, conpleted either an
abbrevi at ed student or dropout questionnaire over the tel ephone or
i n person.

During this tine, sanple nmenbers previously identified as
dropouts who had not been surveyed by the close of the main data
collection period were pursued. These sanple nenbers were
adm ni stered an abbrevi ated dropout questionnaire; however, if a
sanpl e nenber was previously identified as a dropout but had
returned to school by the time of data collection, he or she
conpl et ed an abbrevi at ed student questionnaire. Al questionnaires
were adm ni stered over the tel ephone or in person. During phase 4
data collection, cognitive tests were not collected.

Ful | and Abbrevi ated Questionnaire. O the sanple nmenbers who
conpl eted a questionnaire, 99.8 percent of student respondents and
75.4 percent of dropout respondents conpleted a full or slightly
nodi fied version of the questionnaire during the initial data
collection period in phase 3. Respondents who received the ful
version of the student or dropout questionnaire were also
adm ni stered a cognitive test battery. The remaining 0.2 percent
of student respondents and 24.6 percent of dropout respondents
conpl eted an abbreviated student or dropout questionnaire during
phase 4, and were not administered the cognitive test battery.
G ven the nature of the abbreviated questionnaires, toward the end
of the second data collection effort, interviewers were allowed to
interview proxies. O the 34 students surveyed during phase 4,
eight interviews were conducted with a proxy. O the 256 dropouts
interviewed during phase 4, atotal of 63 interview were conducted
with a proxy.

4.2.3 First Follow Up Dropout Survey

During all four phases of the first follow up, the enroll nent
status of the sanple nmenbers was carefully nonitored. |f a student
was found to have dropped out of school before data collection, the
dropout was admi nistered a dropout questionnaire rather than a
student questionnaire.

Definition of a Dropout. For the purposes of the first
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foll owup data collection, the followi ng definitions were used to
identify students who dropped out of school:

1. an individual who, during the spring of 1990, according
to the school (if the sanple nenber could not be
| ocated), or according to the school and hone, was not
attending school or, nore precisely, had not been in
school for four consecutive weeks or nore and was not
absent due to accident or illness, or

2. a student who, during the spring of 1990, had been in
school less than two weeks after a period in which he or
she had m ssed school for four or nore consecutive weeks
not due to accident or illness.

Because contact was nmade with the schools during each of the
four phases during the first followup, the enrollnment status of
each student was collected at four separate tine periods. |If at
any point in phases 1 - 4 a student net the above criteria, the
student was consi dered a dropout.

Some students who were initially identified as dropouts | ater
re-enrolled in their school before data collection took place in
phase 3. A student in this situation was no |onger considered a
dropout, but instead was classified as a stopout. Stopouts are
defi ned as a student who had a dropout epi sode between spring term
1988 and spring term 1990, but who were back in school in the
spring termof 1990. At the data collection |evel, stopouts who
were 1dentified in phase 1 or phase 2 as a dropout, but who, in
phase 3, had been attending school for two weeks or nore were
adm nistered the first followup student questionnaire and
cognitive test battery. Stopouts who had been attendi ng school for
| ess than 2 weeks were adm ni stered the dropout questionnaire.

Wien a school official identified a sanple nenber as a
dropout, interviewers were instructed to contact the household to
confirm the status of the sanple nenber. If either the sanple
menber or an adult household mnenber indicated that the dropout
definition above was applicable, the sanmple nmenber was cl assified
as a dropout. This policy of confirmng status through the
househol d was applied during all four points of enrollnent status
verification.*

Furt hernore, whenever a sanple nenber was identified as a

4 For those cases where the school identified a sanple
nmenber as a dropout but the sanpl e nmenber or a househol d
menber identified the sanple nenber as a student,
i nformati on about the student's new school of enroll ment
was col | ect ed. The new school was then contacted to
veLifY that the student was in fact enrolled at that
school .
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dropout, the sanple nmenber was flagged as such and the date he or
she dropped out of school was recorded. | f during subsequent
enrol | ment verification contacts the sanple nmenber had returned to
school, the date he or she returned was recorded. Once a sanple
menber was fl agged as a dropout, regardl ess of whether or not he or
she returned to school, the flag was naintai ned.

Data Collection. Data collection for the dropout survey was
execut ed during phase 3 fromJanuary to July 1990, and phase 4 from
January to June 1991. Under the initial data collection period in
phase 3, interviewers admnistered the dropout questionnaire and
cognitive tests to cohort dropouts during off-canpus group
adm ni stration sessions.

During phase 4, a second data collection effort took place.
In an attenpt to obtain a nore precise estimate of the cohort
dropout rate for the eighth-grade class of 1988, enroll nment status
i nformati on was gat hered for nonrespondents, previously identified
dropout s (sanpl e menbers who were identified as dropouts by school
offbcials but not hone-confirned), and base year ineligible
students.

Overall, 89.8 percent of dropouts (91.0% weighted) and 94.1
percent of students (91.1% weighted) were surveyed in the first
fol | ow up.

4.2. 4 First Follow Up Survey of Base Year Ineligible Students

The Base Year Ineligibles (BYl) Study of the NELS:88 first
followup was a followback of students who had been excluded
because of linguistic, nental, or physical obstacles to
partici pati on when the baseline sanple of eighth graders was drawn
In the 1987-88 school year. The BYl study had several purposes,
the primary foci of which were to correct for potential sanple
under coverage; to acconmpbdate the group of 1988-ineligible sanple
menbers who were 1990-el i gi bl e sophonores, and hence nust be added
to t he 1990 survey to ensure its Cross-sectiona
representativeness; and to provide a basis for a corrected cohort
dropout estimate taking account of both 1988-eligible and 1988-
ineligible eighth graders two years |ater

Two kinds of information were sought from the sanple of
excl uded students. First, it was to be determned if their
eligibility status had changed. |If so, these students were to be
reclassified, and added to the longitudinal sample. They woul d
then be admnistered, as appropriate, a student or dropout
questionnaire. Second, for those who renmained ineligible, their
school enrollnent status was to be ascertained, and basic
i nformati on about their soci odenographic characteristics recorded.
For eligibility and conpletion rate data, see Table 4.2.4-1.
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Table 4.2.4-1: Base year inelig
ol

bility and conpletion rate data
inthe first f 0

[
lowup (N = 618)

St at us of BYI Conpl et ed
Sanpl e Menber St at us Locat ed Eligible Questi on-
naire
N % N % N %8 N %
of
t ot al

St udent 464 75. 1% 464 100. 0% 277 59. 7% 258 93. 1%
Dr opout 88 14. 2% 88 100. 0% 35 39.8% 32 91. 4%
Qut - of - Scope 28 4. 5% 28 100. 0% N A N A N A N A
Not Screened 38 6. 1% 0 0.0% N A N A N A N A
Total BYI

Sanpl e Menbers 618 100. 0% 580 93. 9% 312 53.8% 290 92. 9%

°Per cent age based on total |ocated cases.
"Per cent age based on total eligible cases.
Due to rounding, percentage actually suns to 99.9%

Not e: O the original 674 Base Year Ineligible cases, 48 BYl cases were found to be

fsalrrlpling errors inthe first followup, and 8 were found to be sanpling errors in the second
ol I ow up.
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4.2.5 First FollowUp 1990 and 1988-90 Panel Data Collection
Resul ts

For a detailed discussion of the first followup data
collection results, including the 1989-1990 panel results, consult
the First Follow Up: Student Conponent Data File User's Manual

4.3 Second Fol l ow Up Data Col |l ection

The second followup survey collected a third wave of
questionnaire and cognitive test data fromthe ei ghth-grade cohort
of 1988, the majority of whomwere high school seniors at the tine
of data collection. In addition, dropout data were collected, as
well as data from students freshened in the first and second
f ol | ow ups.

As in the base year and first foll ow up, contextual data were
again collected, although with sonme nodification. Rat her than
coll ecting two teacher questionnaires for each student, the second
followup collected up to one teacher report per student.
Additionally, teachers were selected only in the areas of
mat hemati cs and science; unlike the two prior waves, English and
Soci al Studies teachers were not surveyed in the 1992 round. The
foll ow ng contextual data were also collected: school transcript
data for each sanple nenber; a questionnaire from one parent of
each student and dropout; and a questionnaire from the school
adm ni strator of each sanpled school.? Sel f - adm ni stered
questionnaires remai ned the principal node of data collection for
all respondent popul ati ons.

Data col |l ecti on net hods adhered closely to those used in the
base year and first followup surveys. The design of the second
followup survey closely resenbled that of the first follow up
i ncludi ng extensive tracing efforts, sanple freshening to generate
a representative sanple of the senior class of 1992, use of both
in-school and off-canpus survey sessions, and a survey of
previ ously excl uded students.

The second followup survey was executed in three phases
whi ch spanned two years. Pre-data collection activities took place
during phases 1 and 2, while data collection took place during
phase 3. Figure 4-1 sunmari zes the activities conducted during the
t hree phases of the second foll ow up.

> Wil e a questionnaire was sought fromone parent of each
dropout and student, approximately 1,500 parents of
second fol |l ow up respondents were subsanpl ed out late in
t he parent conponent data collection effort. Parents of
dropouts were retained wth certainty. Furt her
informati on can be obtained in the NELS: 88 Second Fol | ow
Up: Parent Conmponent Data File User's Manual .
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Figure 4-1: Second follow-up data collection phase diagram
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Figure 4-1(cont.): Second follow-up data collection phase diagram
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Phase 1. Conducted fromJanuary to June of 1991, Phase 1 of
the second followup survey enconpassed the pre-data collection
activities of tracing sanple nmenbers to their school of attendance
anddsecuring state, district, and school perm ssion to conduct the
st udy.

Phase 2. From Septenber to Decenber 1991, all second fol | ow
up schools were contacted again in the fall of 1991, primarily to
re-verify student enrollnent, freshen the core and state
augnentation student sanples, and schedule in-school data
col l ecti on sessions.

Phase 3. Phase 3 conprised the nain data collection period,
from January through June 1992 (al though a small nunber of cases
were collected through Cctober 1992). Sanpl e nenbers conpl et ed
either a student or dropout questionnaire, as well as a cognitive
test battery. Data collection took place at either an in-school or
of f - canpus group survey session.

The nunber of conpleted instrunents and conpletion rates
based on sanple eligibility for sanple nenbers are summarized in
Table 4.3-1. Wile the student and dropout followup activities
are sumari zed bel ow, further information on the dropout conponent
can be found in the Second Fol | ow Up: Dropout Conponent Data File
User's Manual

4.3.1 Second Follow Up Pre-Data Collection Activities

Phase 1. Conducted fromJanuary through June of 1991, phase
1 included securing state, district, and school -1 evel cooperation
for the study as well as tracing sanple nenbers. State cooperation
with NELS: 88 was secured for all fifty states and the District of
Col unmbia. District and school -1 evel cooperation were secured for
first followup schools with four or nore sanple nmenbers still in
attendance in the spring of 1991.

Traci ng sanpl e nenbers served two purposes: to |l ocate sanple
nmenbers for data collection purposes, and to define the schools to
be included in the second followup sanpling process. As in the
first followup, interviewers determ ned the enrol |l nent status of
sanpl e nenbers by tracing the sanple nmenbers to their first foll ow
up or new school of attendance. |f an interviewer was unable to
confirm school enrollnment for a cohort nenber through the first
fol | owup school or a new school, the interviewer traced the sanple
menber to a hone address to confirmthat the student was enrolled
in a school or that the student had left school. Confirmation of
a sanple nenber's enrollnent status determned which type of
questionnaire--student or dropout--the sanple nmenber would be
adm ni stered during the data collection period.

The second purpose of tracing was to determ ne the schoo
sanpl e. The second foll owup study was designed such that only
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Table 4.3-1
Summary of NELS: 88 second foll owup conpletion rates

| nst rument Conpl eted Wei ghted Unwei ght ed
St udent questionnaires 16, 842 91. 0% 92. 5%
Student tests 13, 267 76. 696 78. 896
Dropout questionnaires 2,378 88. 0% 87.6%
Dropout tests 959 41. 79 40. 3%
School questionnaire® 1, 326 NA 97. 1%
School questi onnaire® 15, 409 98. 3% 98. 2%
Par ent questi onnaire“ 16, 395 90. 6% 93. 2%
Teacher questionnaire® 9, 853 90. 8% 90. 7%
a Per cent age of cases for which a student/dropout questionnaire
was obtained for which a cognitive test was al so obtai ned.
b 12t h-grade school conpletion rate for school questionnaires

of eligible contextual schools where at |east one student has
conpl eted a questionnaire.

¢ Coverage rate for student participants of the total sanple who
al so have a conpl eted school adm ni strator questionnaire.

d Parent conpletion rate is based only on those sanple nenbers
who conpl eted a student/dropout questionnaire.

e Per cent age of student respondents for whom a teacher rating

was conpl et ed.

students attending a school included in the second foll ow up school

sanple would receive the full conplenent of contextual data
i ncl udi ng school adm nistrator, parent, and teacher reports. (For
sanpl e menbers out si de of the sanpl ed schools, only the parent data
was collected of the contextual conponents.) To maximze the
nunber of students to receive the full conplenment of contextua

data, student tracing determ ned the nunber of sanpled students at
each school. The school sanple was then drawn so that the greatest
nunber of students would be included in the school sanple and
receive the full conplenment of contextual data.

Phase 2. During phase 2, pre-data collection activities
occurred for all conmponents of the study, and sone phase 1
activities continued. District and school -l evel cooperation were
gai ned for any school s sel ected for the second foll owup sanple for
whi ch cooperation was not gai ned in phase 1. Tracing continued for
sanpl e nenbers who were not | ocated during phase 1, and enrol |l nent
was verified again for students who were traced to a school which
was selected for the second followup school sanple. St udent s
attending a school not included in the second follow up school
sanpl e and sanple nmenbers who had left school were also traced
again to their school of attendance or to a hone address. Table
4.3.1-1 sumarizes the results of district and school contacting
and student tracing in phases 1 and 2.

124



F2: Student Conponent
Data File User's Manual

Table 4.3.1-1
Sunmary of NELS: 88 second follow up district/diocese
and school contacting

Eligible Agreed to Cooperation
Sanpl e Partici pate Rat e
Di strict/Di ocese

Cont actin
Public 862 853 99. 0%

Cat hol i c/
G her Private 52 52 100. 0%
Tot al 914 905 99. 0%
School Contacti ng:
Publi c 1155 1145 99. 1%
Cat hol i c/
G her Private 232 228 98. 3%
Tot al 1387 1373 99. 0%

2 This colum represents the portion of the phase 1 sanpl ed school s
(N=1,500) that had at |east one core sanple nenber still enrolled
at the end of the school contacting phase (phase 2) of the study.
These nunbers reflect the schools at which cooperation with the
study was gained rather than the final subset of NELS:88 schools
whose students were included in the contextual sanple.

Interviewers visited each of the second followup schools to
conduct activities in preparation for data collection for all
conponents of the study. For student data collection, they
schedul ed i n-school data collection sessions and worked wi th school
personnel to identify how parental permssion for surveying
students woul d be gained for an individual school. Using school
rosters, interviewers freshened the student sanmple to allow a
random sanpl e of twelfth graders who were previously excluded from
t he study because, for exanple, they were not inthe US. or in the
ei ghth grade in 1988, and did not have a chance to be selected for
t he base year sanpling frane. Refer to Chapter IIl of this manua
for a conplete discussion of freshening the student sanple.

In preparation for data collection of the contextua
conponents (the parent, teacher, school adm ni strator, and academ c
transcript), interviewers collected parent address and tel ephone
information for the parent survey. To identify the sanple for the
t eacher survey, interviewers conpiled the names of mat hematics and
science teachers of the student sanple nmenbers. Course catal ogs
were collected, and interviewers collected sanples of student
transcripts to informdata collection and data preparation for the
hi gh school transcript conmponent.

Final Tracing Results. O the 21, 188 second fol |l owup sanpl e
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menbers, 97.3 percent (N=20,623) of the sanple nenbers were
|ocated. Figure 4-2 illustrates the results of the second foll ow
up locating efforts. O the 21,188 sanple nenbers, 83.3 percent
were enrolled in high school, 8.2 percent were verified dropouts,
0.5 percent were identified by school officials as dropouts but
were not confirmed as such, 4.1 percent were sanpl e nmenbers who had
already conpleted an alternative program 1.3 percent were deened
ineligible to participate in the second followup study (e.g.,
deceased or noved out of the country), and 2.7 percent coul d not be
| ocat ed. (Due to rounding, the above percentages sum to 100.1
percent).

4.3.2 Second Fol |l ow- Up Cohort Data Collection Activities

Phase 3. Second follow up data collection followed phase 1
and 2 activities of tracing and securing cooperation, fromJanuary
t hrough Cctober 1992. Data collection activities in the second
followup closely paralleled those in the first foll owup survey.
Student questionnaires and cognitive tests were admnistered to
sanple nmenbers who were currently enrolled in school, either
t hrough an in-school or off-canpus group survey session.

For the small nunber of students and dropouts who coul d not
attend an off-canpus survey session, telephone interviews were
conducted using a version of the student or dropout questionnaire
adapted for adm nistration over the tel ephone. G ven the node of
admni stration, test data were not collected for these sanple
nmenbers.

Overall, 91.0 percent (weighted) of the selected student
sanpl e conpl et ed a student questionnaire (N=16,842). O the 16, 842
who conpl eted a questionnaire, 91.8 percent (N=15,461) received a
full version of the questionnaire, of which 85.8 percent (N=13, 267)
al so conpl eted a cognitive test battery. The remaining 8.2 percent
of the 16,842 student respondents conpleted a questionnaire
nodified slightly for tel ephone adm nistration, and no cognitive
test battery. For the dropout/alternative sanple nenbers, 88.0
percent (weighted) of the selected sanple conpleted a dropout or
student questionnaire (N=2,378). O the 2,378 who conpleted a
questionnaire, 71.1 percent (N=1,691) received a full version of
t he questionnaire, of which 56.7 percent (N=959) al so conpleted a
cognitive test battery. The remaining 28.9 percent of the 2,378
dropout and alternative respondents conpleted a questionnaire
nodi fied slightly for tel ephone adm nistration, and no cognitive
test battery. Table 4.3.2-1 summarizes the node of questionnaire
adm ni stration for student and dropout/alternative sanpl e nenbers.

4.3.3 Second Fol | ow Up Student Survey and Cognitive Tests
| n- School Survey Sessions. From January to June, 1992, in-

school survey sessions were held in all cooperating NELS: 88 school s
still enrolling second foll ow up sanpl e nenbers. Second fol |l ow up
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Figure 4-2: Second follow-up tracing results (¥=21,188)
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Table 4.3.2-1: Second foll owup questionnaire type by adm nistration node

SAMPLE CLASSI FI CAI TON

Adm ni stration Type St udent Dropout/ Al ternative Tota
N % of N % of N % of
Ver si on Mode t ot al t ot al t ot al
Ful I @ | n person 15, 461 91. 8% 1,691 71. 1% 17, 152 89. 2%
Modified® Tel ephone 1, 326 7.9% 645 27. 1% 1,971 10. 3%
Abbr e-
vi at ed® Tel ephone 55 0. 3% 42 1.8% 97 0. 5%
Tot al : 16, 842 2,378 19, 220
a FuIL quesﬁionnaires wer e adm ni stered to sanpl e nenbers who were surveyed i n- person
or by mai
b Modi fied questionnaires were admnistered to sanple nenbers who conpleted the

questionnaire over the tel ephone. The sane questions were used as in the ful
version, but the questions were adapted for better oral conprehension.

¢ Abbrevi at ed questionnaires were adm nistered in a small nunber of cases where the
responded woul d not conplete either a full or nodified questionnaire.
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data col |l ection procedures were very simlar to those used in the
first followup. Student questionnaires and four cognitive tests
in math, science, reading, and social studies were adm nistered in
group sessions of approximately 9 students during the first data
collection at each school, and 3 students during any second in-
school data collection sessions.

Survey admnistration was usually conducted in a school
classroom or library and consisted of several steps. St udent s
first conpleted the student questionnaire, and, if applicable, the
new st udent suppl enment or the early graduate supplenment. Students
who had transferred into or out of a school within the two weeks
prior to the survey session were asked to report on their previous

school of attendance. Transfer students who had been at the
surveyed school for two weeks or longer were asked to report on
their current school. After the students conpleted the student

questionnaires, an 85 mnute battery of cognitive tests was
adm ni stered. The tests consisted of four tinmed sections devoted
to mat hemati cs, r eadi ng, sci ence, and soci al st udi es
(history/citizenshi p/ geography). Once the test battery was
conpleted, an attenpt was nade to retrieve mssing (or
inappropriatelg mar ked) questionnaire itenms before the student |eft
t he cl assroom

At the end of the survey session, arrangenents were nade to
conduct second in-school data collection sessions for students
whose class schedule required that they |eave before conpleting
both i nstrunents, and for students who were schedul ed but unable to
attend the initial survey session. |If fewer than five students
were schedul ed for a nake-up session, school staff were asked to
handl e t he arrangenents and oversee its adm ni strati on; however, to
ensure respondent confidentiality, school staff were prohibited
fromreview ng the student questionnaire for conpleteness. Wen
five or nore students were schedul ed for a nake-up session or when
school staff were wunavailable to conduct a nake-up session,
interviewers arranged a return visit to the school.

The second followup study attenpted to collect a conplete
questionnaire and cognitive test from students and dropouts;
however, for some sanpl e nenbers only an abbrevi at ed versi on of t he
student or dropout questlonnalre was col | ected, and the cognitive
test was not collected at al

O f-Canpus Survey Sessions. O f-canpus survey sessions,
typically attended by one to three students, were conducted

6 At data collection sessions, interviewers reviewd the
questionnaires to ensure that all critical itens were
conpleted. An oval indicating "no retrieval" was marked
whenever the mssing data could not be retrieved due to
respondent refusal or inability to clarify a vague
response.
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primarily fromMarch to July 1992. Students who were not enrolled
In sanpled schools, who had mssed in-school data collection
sessions, or who were enrolled in schools that had refused to
participate in the study were invited to of f-canpus sessions and
adm ni stered the student questionnaire and cognitive tests.
Dropouts were al so asked to attend these sessi ons and were surveyed
al ongsi de sanpl e nenbers who were currently enrolled in school. As
with in-school survey sessions, off-canmpus survey sessions in the
second followup were nearly identical to those in the first

followup. If a sanple nember was unable to attend an off-canpus
group survey session, he or she was surveyed either over the
t el ephone or in-person. Wien the student questionnaire was

adm ni stered over the telephone, cognitive test data were not
col | ect ed.

4.3. 4 Second Fol | ow Up Dropout Survey

The NELS:88 second followup dropout survey sought to
interview all sanple nenbers who had left school prior to
graduation, including both first followup dropouts who had not
returned to school and sanple nenbers who dropped out after the
first followup. Al sanple nenbers appear on the student data
file regardless of their spring 1992 enrollnment status. Basi c
classification variables and test data appear for both students and
dropouts, though dropout questionnaire data appear separately on
t he dropout conponent data file.

School Enrollnment Cassification and Data Collection. In
order to determ ne which sanple nmenbers shoul d conpl ete a dropout
questionnaire, school enrollnment status was classified for all
sanpl e menbers during the spring of 1992.

Four types of enrollnment classifications were identified, as
illustrated in Figure 4-3. The first were high school students who
were enrolled in a school which offered programs ending in the
granting of a diploma. These students were admnistered the
student questionnaire and, when possible, the cognitive test
battery. Early graduates were included in this classification, and
were asked to report retrospectively on the school fromwhich they
graduated and to conplete supplenental questions about their
reasons for graduating early.

The second type were sanple nmenbers who dropped out of high
school but later re-enrolled in a high school programto obtain a
hi gh school diploma. These sanple nenbers were administered the
Etudent questionnaire and, when possible, the cognitive test

attery.

The third type were sanple menbers who dropped out of high
school but went on to seek an equivalent to a high school diplom
such as the General Educational Devel opnment test (CGED). I'f an
alternative conpleter had finished the requirements of his or her
equi val ency program the individual was classified as a "conpleter”
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(ineffect, an early graduate by alternative means) and the st udent
questionnaire (including the early graduate supplenment) was
adm nistered. |If the alternative conpleter had not yet fulfilled
the requirenents for certification, the sanple nenber was
adm ni stered a dropout questionnaire. In both cases, the cognitive
test battery was al so adm ni stered when possi bl e.

The fourth type were dropouts. These sanple nenbers had | eft
t heir high school by the spring of 1992 and were not working toward
an alternative certification. Dropouts were adm ni stered a dropout
questionnai re and, when possible, the cognitive test battery.

Regar dl ess of whether a dropout conpl eted a student or dropout
questionnaire, data collection efforts for the dropout conponent of
the second followup were simlar to those in the first follow up
survey. Interviewers attenpted to survey nost dropouts in off-
canpus survey sessions with testing conditions simlar to in-school
sessi ons.

For analytical purposes, sanple nenbers <classified as
alternative conpl eters can be included or conpared with either high
school conpleters or dropouts. Additionally, alternative
conpl eters can be exam ned separately, depending on the needs of
t he anal yst. For a conpl ete description of the dropout conponent,
see the NELS:88 Second Fol |l ow Up: Dropout Conponent Data File
User's Manual

4.3.5 School Effectiveness Study

Since there was a high degree of overlap between school
effectiveness study schools and NELS: 88 study school s, students in
these schools received the sanme data collection procedures as
second foll owup cohort students.

Sel f-adm ni stered student questionnaires and cognitive tests
were adm nistered to SES students through both in-school and off-
canpus survey sessions. Unlike student cohort sanpl e nenbers, nost
SES students received an additional forty mnute free-response
cognitive test after they conpleted the -eighty-five mnute test
battery. The subject area of the free-response test was randomy
sel ected for each school in either mathematics or science.

| n the 247 participating SES schools, SES sanple nmenbers were
adm ni stered the student questionnaire and cognitive tests. |f SES
students mssed in-school data collection sessions, they were
surveyed at of f-canpus survey sessions. Unlike the data collection
procedures for the student cohort sanple nenbers, SES students who
were no | onger attendi ng the school with which they were associ at ed
were not pursued or surveyed; however enrollnment status was
gat hered for these students fromthe SES schools. A nore detailed
di scussi on of the school effectiveness study will be presented in
forthcom ng documentation, which will acconpany the release of
t hose dat a.
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Figure 4-3: Alternative educational paths through high school

Student
Dropout Staym
Stayout Returnee
Dropin Completer
v v
No high Alternative Regular
school credential high school
credential

diploma

Note: A within-round dropout-returnee is, in NELS: 88 parlance, a"stopout." During the second follow-
up, astopout was defined as a sample member who had dropped out of school at some point in the 1990-
1991 or 1991-1992 school years, but had returned to school by the spring of 1992. A similar definition
was employed in the NELS: 88 first follow-up. In the above diagram the term "dropin" refersto a sample
member who dropped out of high school, then returned to high school (making the sample member a
stopout as described above), and then dropped out of high school again for afina time.

Source: The Condition of Education, NCES, 1986
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4.3.6 Fol | owback Study of Excluded Students (FSES)

Inthe first foll ow up study, nost classification changes were
made for a sanple of students who had been excluded fromthe base
year study. O the 618 base year ineligible sanple nenbers (BYIlS),
580 were located and 312 were reclassified as eligible during the
first follow up. (Table 4.2.4-1 contains additional conpletion
rate data for the BYl study.) In the second followup, the
remai ning ineligible students--BYls who were ineligible I1n the
first followup or nore rarely, students who were eligible in the
base year but who becane ineligible in the first follow up through
t he occurrence of sone sort of incapacitation--were pursued as a
part of the Fol | owback Study of Excluded Students.

The Fol |l owback Study of Excluded Students of the NELS: 88
second followup attenpted to reassess the eligibility status and
ascertain the enrollnment status of students who: 1) had been
excl uded because of linguistic, mental, or physical obstacles to
partici pati on when the baseline sanple of eighth graders was drawn
In the 1987-88 school year, and were subsanpled into the Base Year
Ineligible Study in the first followup; 2) were eligible in the
base year but becane ineligible inthe first followup; or, 3) were
identified as ineligible when selected through the freshening
process in the first followup. |If the students had since becone
eLigibIe for NELS:88, the followback study attenpted to survey
t hem

The foll owback study continued the first foll ow up base year
ineligible study for several purposes. First, if the 5 3 percent
of the potential base year sanple declared ineligible differed in
key characteristics or outcones from the sanple of students
included in NELS: 88, this difference could bias baseline results
and subsequent |ongitudinal neasurenments. By |earning nore about
t hese excl uded students and their current school enrollnment status,
one mght correct for potential undercoverage bias that could
af fect key national estimates, such as droppi ng out between ei ghth
and twel fth grade.

Second, an individual's eligibility status could potentially
change. A student excluded on |anguage grounds in 1988 or 1990
could have gained sufficient proficiency in English by 1992 to
conplete the student questionnaire. Li ke the conplenentary
activity of sanple freshening, the followback study of excluded
students hel ped to generate a nationally representative sanple of
twel ft h-grade students.

Third, eligibility rules were nodified in the first follow up
and retained in the second followup to allowfor conpletion of the
student questionnaire in Spanish in addition to English. By giving
1988 and/or 1990 excluded students who <could conplete a
questionnaire only in Spanish the opportunity to do so in 1992, the
revised eligibility rules of the first followup were successfully
carried back to the base year cohort.
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Data Collection Procedures. Data collection for the
fol | owback study of base year excluded students took place during
the main study data collection effort between April and Cctober,

1992. Interviewers attenpted to identify excluded students who
were eligible to be added to the | ongitudinal sanple in the second
fol | ow up. They obtained the followng information about the

excl uded student from the student's current school, school | ast
attended, or the student's hone:

. Sex (if unknown): nale or fenale;

. Race/ethnicity (if wunknown): white, black, H spanic,
Asi an/ Pl, Anerican |ndian, other;

. School enrol I ment status: student, dropout, or dropout in
alternative program and,

. Eligibility: English/Spanish | anguage proficiency, |ack
of mental or physical disability (i.e., ability to
conplete a questionnaire), reading ability level of at
| east ei ghth grade.

After collecting the above information about the students,
interviewers attenpted to identify whether or not the student was
capabl e of neaningful participation in the survey under normal
conditions. To make this assessnent, interviewers were instructed
to obtain reports from persons with first-hand know edge of the
students, such as a speci al education teacher, a bilingual teacher,
a language arts teacher, or a guidance counsel or. | nt ervi ewers
often spoke with several staff nmenbers to identify the staff menber
who was nost qualified to assess whether or not the student coul d
partici pate. Unless there were severe nental or physical
disabilities or lack of facility with witten English or Spanish
and the nmenber was unable to conplete the survey instrunents under
normal circunstances, the student was considered eligible to
participate in the study.

The results of data collection for FSES are summarized in
Table 4.3.6-1. Eligibility information was gathered for 94.7
percent of the excluded sanpl e nmenbers. For excluded students who
were identified as eligible, student or dropout questionnaires were
adm ni stered either in-person or over the tel ephone. Cogni tive
tests were admnistered to a snmall percentage of these students.
For students who renai ned ineligible, school enrollnment status and
ot her key characteristics were obtained.

4.3.7 Second Follow Up Data Col |l ection Results

Tabl es 4.3.7-1 through 4.3.7-3 summari ze the data collection
results for the student and dropout conponents of the NELS: 88
second foll ow up study. Panel conpletion rates reported in tables
4.3.7-2 and 4.3.7-3 represent the proportion of base year
conpleters who were also first followup conpleters, for whom a
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second followup questionnaire was conpleted as well. (Ei ghth
grade cohort menbers who failed to participate in 1988, in 1990, or
in both rounds, are excluded from the base for this statistic.)
Conpl etion rates in 1992 for 1988-90 participants are reported
overal | and by subgroups of interest.

However, one may wi sh to view panel naintenance and attrition
from additional perspectives. For example, one may wsh to
consi der what proportion of the 1990 first foll ow up-retai ned 1988-
eligible base year cohort has participated in all three waves of
NELS: 88 to date. \WWen the panel so defined--that is, all 1990-
retai ned 1988-eligi ble students and dropouts, including those who
have died or suffered a grave inpairnment that has nade them
ineligible, and those who have been out-of-scope (out of the
country) for either or both foll owup waves--the proportion who
participated (that is, conpleted a student/dropout questionnaire)
Inall three (1988, 1990, and 1992) waves is 84 percent. Another
statistic of interest is the proportion of base year participants
successfully resurveyed in each followup round. Sone 95 percent
(94.7% of base year questionnaire conpleters also conpleted a
questionnaire in the first followup, and 93 percent (93.1% of
base year questionnaire conpleters participated in the second
fol | ow up. About 90 percent (89.7% of base year participants
conpleted both the first (1990) and second (1992) follow up
questi onnai res.
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Table 4.3.6-1 Results of the NELS: 88 foll owback study
of excluded students (FSES) (N = 370)

ORIG N AND ELI G BI LI TY STATUS
AS OF THE SECOND FOLLOW UP

Base Year First Total in
| neli gi bl es Fol | ow Up FSES St udy
| neli gi bl es
N % N % N %
of
t ot al

Eligible 74  24. 4% 28 100. 0% 102 27.6%
| nel i gi bl e 185 61.1% 38 100.0% 223  60. 3%
Qut - of - 1
Scope 28 9.2% 100. 0% 29 7.8%
Not 0
Locat ed 16 5.3% 0. 0% 16 4. 3%
Total BYI
Sanpl e
Menber s 303 100. 0% 67 100.0% 370 100. 0%

O the original 674 Base Year Ineligibles, 56 were found to be
sanpling errors in the first and second followups, 312 were
deened eligible for participation in the first followup, and 3
bgcarre deceased, leaving the total of 303 BYls in the chart
above.
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Table 4.3.7-1 NELS: 88 second foll owup conmponent survey conpletion rates by sel ected characteristics

Dr opout / Dr opout /Al t.

St udent Student 12th Alternative® 12th grade School School

sanpl e rade test® sanpl e test® %gest i onnai r e* %gest i onnai r e®

Conpl eti on npl etion Conpl eti on Conpl eti on npl etion npl etion

rates rates rates rates rates rates

wWd Uwd Wd Uwd Wd Uwd Wd Uwd Wd Uwd Wd Unwt d
Tot al 91.0 92.5 76.6 78.8 88.0 87.6 41.7 40.3 NA 97.1 98.3 98.2
Parti ci pat ed 16, 842 13, 267 2,378 959 1, 326 15, 409
Sel ect ed 18, 209 16, 842 2,714 2,378 1, 366 15, 695
School type?
Publ i c 94.7 95.3 76. 8 78.9 NA NA NA NA NA 97.2 98.4 98.4
Cat hol i c 98.4 98.0 79.7 84.5 NA NA NA NA NA 97.1 96.6 96.7
Gt her private 94.8 95.5 73.1 75.6 NA NA NA NA NA 96.0 98.5 97.2
Ur bani ci ty¢
Ur ban 95.0 95.8 73.6 76.7 NA NA NA NA NA 97.0 98.2 98.3
Subur ban 94.4 95.2 74.9 75.7 NA NA NA NA NA 97.4 98.5 98.2
Rur al 95.5 95.5 82.4 85.3 NA NA NA NA NA 96.6 99.8 98.0
Regi on?
Nor t heast 94.3 94.7 77.6 76.7 NA NA NA NA NA 94.7 97.9 96.8
Sout h 95.4 95.8 77.7 8lL.7 NA NA NA NA NA 97.3 98.2 98.4
M dwest 96.1 95.8 78.6 80.7 NA NA NA NA NA 97.8 98.5 98.7
Vst 92.9 95.4 72.2 74.2 NA NA NA NA NA 98.3 98.7 98.6
Ethnicity
Asi an/ Pl 91.7 92.7 75.2 75.5 74.7 82.4 47.6  35.7 NA NA 98.2 98.9
Hi spani c 86.6 89.8 73.9 76.6 88.3 87.5 35.6 36.1 NA NA 98.8 98.9
Bl ack 88.1 90.5 74. 6 77.1 84.8 83.6 37.2 38.7 NA NA 98.3 98.0
Wi te 93.5 94.2 77.8 80.1 89.7 89.5 44.2 42.4 NA NA 98.3 98.0
Am | ndi an 90.3 86.5 74.0 74.3 97.6 95.8 51.5 49.3 NA NA 98.7 98.7
'\RAef used/ 28.5 33.2 22.2 31.1 55.9 61.5 23.5 25.0 NA NA 97.9 97.8

ssi ng'
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2 12t h-grade cognitive test coverage rate for each student who conpl eted a questionnaire.

Al ternative conpleters could have conFIeted ei ther a student or dropout questionnaire, depending on

st at us durlng data collection. 350 alternative sanple nenbers conpleted a student questionnaire, and
457 conpl eted a dropout questionnaire.

12t h-grade cognitive test coverage rate for each dropout who conpleted a questionnaire.

12t h-grade school conpletion rate (for school questionnaire) of eligible contextual schools, where at

| east one student conpleted a questionnaire.

12th-Prade school questionnaire coverage rate for each student who conpl eted a questionnaire and was
enrolled in an eligible contextual school.

565 unl ocatabl e cases were assumed to be eligible students for the purposes of cal cul ating student
conpletion rate, and are included in the total of 18, 209.

Refers to second foll ow up school

Not plicable -- Conpletion rates by school type, urbanicity, and region are cal cul ated based on the
school a student attended in the second foll owup. Because dropouts are not linked to schools on the
public use magnetic tape, it is not possible to cal culate dropout conpletion rates for these subgroqu.
Refused/ M ssing refers only to the status of a sanple nmenber's ethnicity. It does not refer to sanple
menbers who did not participate in the second foll ow up
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Table 4.3.7-2 NELS: 88 second followup conpletion rates for base year-first foll owup pane
participants by selected characterists®

St udent / Dr opout St udent / Dr opout St udent / Dr opout
questionnaire cognitive test® cognitive test®
(BY, F1 and F2) (BY, F1 and F2) (BY and/or F2)
Conpl etion rates Conpl etion rates Conpl etion rates
wWd Unwt d wWd Unwt d wWd Unwt d

Tot al 94.7 95.1 69.6 72.2 99.0 99.0

Partici pat ed 16, 489¢ 11, 902 16, 331

Sel ect ed 17, 337 16, 489 16, 489

School type®

Publ i c 94.3 94.7 6z9.0 71.4 99.0 99.1

Cat hol i c 97.9 97.0 74.1 78.6 99.1 99.2

Q her private 97.4 97.0 73.0 73.7 99.2 98.7

Ur bani ci ty®

Ur ban 93.5 95.1 64.3 69.5 98.4 98.8

Subur ban 95.5 95.3 69.1 70.1 99.0 98.9

Rur al 94.8 94.9 74.6 77.2 99.5 99.4

Regi on®

Nor t heast 94.8 95.1 70.3 71.3 99.0 98.6

Sout h 94.1 94.5 68.2 73.1 99.1 99.1

M dwest 95.7 96.0 74.9 76.4 99.2 99.5

Vst 94.6 95.1 63.7 65.7 98.5 98.7

Ethnicity

Asi an/ Pl 93.3 95.0 71.5 71.9 99.6 99.6

Hi spani c 93.1 94.4 63.9 65.5 98.2 98.3

Bl ack 92.4 92.6 59.6 67.0 98.6 98.6

Wite 95.5 95.7 72.1  74.2 99.2 99.2

Am Indian 94.1 91.3 64.8 64.0 99.7 99.4

Ref used/ M ssi ng' 81.1 75.0 38.3 55.6 100.0 100.0

M nority school s®

Schools with nore

than 19% mnority

students 92.2 93.5 55.1 59.3 98.6 98.4
Schools with | ess

t han or equal to

19% m nority

students 95.0 95.3 71.0 73.5 99.1 99.1
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These panel conpletion rates are the proportion of base year-first followup conpleters for whoma
second foll owup questionnaire was conpl eted but excludes base year nonFartlcipants. Refer to section
4.6 for information on alternative aﬁproaches to cal cul ati ng panel conpletion rates.

C08n|t|ve test coverage rate for each sanple nmenber who has conpleted a BY student questionnaire, F1
and F2 student/dropout questionnaire.

Cognitive test coverage rate for each sanpl e nmenber who has conpl eted a BY student questionnaire and/ or
a F2 student/draﬂout questionnaire.

Sanpl e nmenbers o participated in the BY, F1 and F2.

Refers to 8th-grade school s.

Refused/ M ssing refers only to the status of a sanple nmenber's ethnicity. It does not refer to sanple
menber nonparti ci pants.
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Table 4.3.7-3 NELS: 88 second followup conpletion rates for base year-first foll ow up pane
participants by selected characteristics?

St udent School School _
questionnaire questi onnai r e questi onnaire®
BY, F1 and F2) BY, F1 and F2) BY and/or F2)
npl etion rates npl etion rates npl etion rates
wWd Unwt d wWd Unwt d wWd Unwt d
Tot al 95.7 96.1 95.5 95.6 99.9 99.8
Parti ci pated 14, 674¢ 13,182 13, 762
Sel ect ed 15, 269 13, 783 13, 783
School type®
Publ i c 95.4 95.8 95.8 95.7 99.9 99.8
Cat hol i c 98.2 97.3 94.3 94.8 100.0 100.0
Qt her private 97.5 97.1 93.5 95.8 100.0 100.0
Ur bani ci ty®
Ur ban 94.4 96.4 93.7 94.7 100.0 100.0
Subur ban 96.2 96.1 94.4 94.3 100.0 100.0
Rur al 95.8 95.9 98.4 98.2 99.7 99.5
Regi on®
Nor t heast 95.2 95.5 94.9 94.6 100.0 100.0
Sout h 95.8 96.2 95.6 95.9 100.0 100.0
M dwest 96.2 96.5 97.5 97.8 100.0 100.0
Vst 95.5 96.0 93.1 93.2 99.4 99.2
Ethnicity
Asi an/ Pl 94.9 95.8 90.2 93.9 99.9 99.9
Hi spani c 94.2 95.8 89.8 91.3 100.0 99.9
Bl ack 94.3 95.0 95.1 95.3 100.0 100.0
Wi te 96.2 96.4 96.5 96.5 99.9 99.8
Am | ndi an 93.8 90.9 97.6 97.3 100.0 100.0
R:efused/MssinPf 74.2 72.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
M nority school s®

Schools with nore

than 19% mnority

students 92.5 96.3 90.7 90.0 NA 100. 0
Schools with | ess

t han or equal to

19% m nority

students 96.0 94.4 96.0 96.2 NA 99.8
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These panel conpletion rates are the proportion of base year-first followup conpleters for whoma
second foll ow up questionnaire was conpl eted but excludes base year nonparticipants. Refer to
section 4.6 for information on alternative approaches to cal cul ati ng panel conpletion rates.
School questionnaire coverage rate for each student who has conpleted a BY, F1 and F2 student
uesti onnaire.
chool questionnaire coverage rate for each student who has conpleted a BY and/or a F2 student
uestionnaire.
anel students only.
Refers to 8th-grade school s.
Ref used/ M ssing refers only to the status of a sanple nenber's ethnicity. |1t does not refer to
sanpl e menber nonpartici pants.

142



