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PREFACE

This vreport contains information'taken_fromra survey especially
prepared for the Wisconsin First State Bilingual Institute based on a

gimtlar survey prepared for the National Bilingual Bicultural Institute,

Albuquerque, Ney Mexico, November 28-December 1,°1973. As the reader

reviews the Statement of Goals of the Institute, it is clear that the

Institute deslires tc impact the deVelopment of Bilingual” Bicultural

Education for the 70's 1in Wisconsin. In view of the.fact that the ,

1

articipants represent the views of administrators, state -

-

respondent'p

department.officials, project coordinators, teachers, university professors,

gs take on greate' significance. It

-

-'community and students, these findin

should be noted that the participants came from throughout Wisconsin so

that it can be concluded that this report reflects the thinking in Wisconsin.

This work would not have been possible without the able and dedicated

work of Joseph Garcia (doctoral candidate) of the College of Education,

at the University of New Mexico, who designed the instrument and worked

very closely with Mr. Francisco Utbina (CANBBE) of Milwaukee, Wisconsin.

An objective of this report 18 not only to record the thinking of

the Wisconsin Institute participants, but likewise to point out areas of

further improvement tur future Bilingual Institutes in Wisconsin.‘ This

{nformation can improve subsequent institutes and give, at the same time,

education leadership/a more accurate sens

the various parts of the state, what is desired and hoped for.

e of whatrthinking'ig-goingeonwin»w,f.“




It 1s our hope in the National Education Tasﬁ Force de la Raﬁa.
which has taken the :esponsibility'to see'ﬁhat this report is’deVeioped
that the findings of this report will be utilized for setting trends for
Bilingual Bicultural Education for the 70! s in Wisconsin and play its

L ‘tole in providing quality. education for the linguistically and culturnlly

distinct child in W,_isconsin. S o !‘"

The National Education Task Force de 'a Raza 1s delighted '~ provide
this_inforﬁation since this work .1s perceived as a valuable contribution

. of the Chicano community toward hilinguai'Bicultural Education and ultimately

T
4

to Cultural Pluralism in Wisceonsin, the Southwest'gnd'the nation.

\ - 5 - Dr. Henry J. Casso
R - - Executive Secretary
' National Education Task Force
f ' de la Raza
' University of New Mexico
i : _ Albuquerque, New Mexico

1004



.with the efforts of the following sponsoring organization u?ich were.

»

U.W, -Madison, Spanish Speaking Outreach Institute from U.W. dMilwaukge,

‘participants and spoke on "The Multi~Ethnic Experience and Bilingua!!

ok

/ " OVERVIEW OF THE FIRST WISCONSIN BILINGUAL INSTITUTE

[d . . " . " T~

' }' T A . N

The first Wisconsin Bilingual Institute wds heidxpnluarch_29~30,'1974
at the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee. The Institutc\oscamc\a\rgality VA
represented in the planning of the conference and/or contributed | S

financ.ally National Education Task Force de ia Raza, U. W.-Milwaukee.

CANBBE Wisconsin Dept. of Public Ins;ruction, Milwaukee Public Schools,
Latin American Union for Civil Rights, Wisconsin Education Association

Council, La Casa 'de Esperanza from Waukesha, Racine Unified Schoola,.\\v:~ - “Zi
Waukegha Public Schools, Membero of the Milwaukee, and Wauvkesha Latin,_'\f | |

Communities, and .Teacher Corps, UNM.

On Friday, March 29, 1974 from 6:00 to 7:30 participants to the \ / .
Institute regiatered The Institute.attracted approximately 400 particiognts
from throughout the state. The "Introductory Remarks" were made by /'\ -
Theresa Olivares, Ezequial Benavides, and‘Alfredo Del Barrio. 'Followins ﬂ
the introductory remarks Dr. Luis Nunes Falcon from the UniVersity of C
Puerto Rico spoke on the '"Myths and Realit:.es of Bilingual/Bicultural \
Education". Friday's activities were culminated with soulal and cul;utul \ '

activities and a happy hour,

On Saturday, March 30, 1974 Dr. Samuel Betances addressed the
Bicultural Education. Following Dr. Betances addréss the Institute held

six workshops simultaneously. The workshops proyided the following

opportunitiés to the participantst’ P -

st ()00




| ; ' ] B \.
BEST COPY AVAILABLE

1. Problems, Progress and Solution Related to the
| \

Migrant Chlefcn in Wisconsig.

b3

H : ’ . ’ . : ' . i .:
/o |

2, Dialugueﬁbetﬁeen Univgrsityyand'Hiéh.School_Studénts.

P - - -
) . \

\

3. Bilingual/B4guifufal Education in the'Secondary-ScHool.

/
4. Services and‘Financial Resources in Bilingual/BiculturQI Education,
\\ ' : 5. Teacher Training in Bilingual/Bicultural Education.’
6.  Bilingual Bicultural Education and the Courts.
The- luncheon remarks were presented by Dr. Salomon Flores followed
Q;A ’ [ / .
'\h\\Eh, - by the addressiof Dr. Henry J..Casso, Executive Secretary of .the
‘ 1,H\;. L National Education Iéék Fprgé de la Raze on "Bilingual/Bicultural Education

/i " T
Wl and the Law". .

The Saturday afternoon session was continued with six more workshops on

. e the'followingltopics: | \\\‘ ) - |
.\ _-.‘ - < - “‘1 . . ' J 0
7* Pareat Involvement in Bilingual/Bicultural Education.

N

“

8. Role of the Bilingual/Bicultural Aide. B ' [

9, Bilingual/Bicultural Education in-Pre-School.

10. Bilingual/Bicultural Education in the Elementary School

Demonstration and Discussion.

oy - .
-4 . .

Il.  Politics in Education.

12»... Bilingual/Bicultural Legislation.

A general assembly where resolutions were entertained by the atténdfng

participants followed the workshops.

v 000G -



. The First-Wieconsin Bilingual Institute held at thg University

.bf‘Wisconsin-Milwaukee on March 29 - 30, 1974 set forth the accomplishment

of elight objgctivesn Tbeée include: *. |

1

To establish a better communication s&stem
and a better relattonshiplbetween the Spanish-
gpeaking comnunity and thel educational community.

To explore the concerns of the Spanish-speaking

community and to define those issues~which must be
" faced by those responsible or-concerned for the

social, economic, and educational welfpre'of

the children. : T '

To develop an awareness of the positive Aspects
of a bilingual/bicultural educatianal progrum.

To identify the specific problems faced by migrant
students attendin§ school in Wisconsin.

To 1dent1fyla program which will assist those
Spanish-speaking chifldren to” achieve in the
Wisconsin schools aind to gurvive in our soclety.
A time-table which will force the participants of : v
the Conference to petiodically focus inron~the;yy' T
problems and tc meet established\goals.

To promote programs through legislative action,
and to examine the possibility of legal action.

To establish a need for a specific teacher education
program fgr individuals training for teaching and
re-training programs for teachers presently teaching
bilingual/bicultural children.

[ {
o

/.
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© AN ANALYSIS.OF THE EVALUATION:OF - THE

, WISCONSIN FIRST BILINGUAL CONFERENCE |

\j

The evaiuation questiornaire is composed of two distinct parts.

) g '
\@he first part consists of seven items which are designed to secure

1

fnformation: about,the\participantsv The desired intormatipn about the
. 4 \ .
N

~-participants consists>§< the’participants' sex, ethnic identification, 'fg”

age, employment status, participation in bilingual program, level of

e .

'employment and description of their engagement in a bilingual program. Thef'”"

f

; [
8 second part of the questionnaire is composed of 15 items designed to

secure information from the participants concerhing 7%‘ Conference.

of the total approximate -300 participants at the Conference 112

responded to the questionnaire which was administered_toward the .
conclnsion of the ConferenceL ;
" The formst of the anslysis consists-of\two pages-per item. Each
item'is;;nslyzed’individually. Attthe topﬁof the first page appears the .
item as it'appeared.on the questionnaire.f bn the same page there is:an
iten freqnency seiection.from a computer'printout.showing.how the 112

_ respondents responded to this item.- The=second page consists of :a

'narrati»e dealinp with the purpose of the ‘item and an snalysis of the resul;s.




L ranL A “ !
PARTICIPANT CHARACTERISTICS ~ .
i TABLE 'v‘_l
. ¢ /‘ . l - |
AN EVALUATION OF THEjNISCONS;N FIRST BILINGUAL CONFERENCE .
R ;o T -
A. Sex: . Male /Female . \ .
' IR . /
\ . /o \
; / » \\
) / SN
\ / ‘ \‘
:\ . F) \
o ' \
/ . ' ) "
A /
|  RELATIVE

VALUE  ~ AdSOLUTE
« . FREQUEMCY  FZEQUur..Y
(PZACEMT)

I35.'I‘
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A, Sex:

. / N .-. -. i
Purpogse of the Item - - . .

I .
The intent of this item was to determine the percentage of
male and fémale'participan:§~in attendance at the Conference.

tr

Analysis of the Results

O0f the total (112) respondents, 40 or 35.7% were male 'and

.72 or 64.3% were female, It 1is interesting~to note that almost

two-thirdé of the Participants were female. It appears that in
the state of Wisconsin the topic of bilingual education is of more

concern and interest to the female population than the male population.

Suggestions for Further Analysis and/or Future Research =~ . :
It would be of interest to learn if there exists significant
,Aiffqrences iﬁ how the malgs and females responded to the fifﬁeen items .

concerning the 99nference. Also, it gight be worthﬁh{}e noting how

the sexespomparef:in the other six respondent charactexistic"itema{,/'




/ ST
/ L
TABLE 2 !
b~
B. Ethnic ldentification N | ,
" 1) Mexican-American 4) ‘Anglo
2) Puerto Rican - ~5) Other
3) Cuban | e
‘.
. /
.‘/,//,/- i
» « \. s N
VALUE LABEL  VALUE  ABSOLUTE  RELATIVF
FRIQUENCY  FREQUENCY
| (PERCENT)
. MEXTCAN AMERICAN 1400 55 491 &
- “' . . '
. PUERTN RICAN 2400 9 < .80 ’
CUBANY : 3.00 2 1ef a
ANGLO | 4,00 31 - 2747

| oTHEr 5.00 15 ‘ 134 ' )




R, Ethntc ldentification:

Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to identify the ethnic composition

of the Conferemce's participants.

‘Analysis.of the Results

All of "the 112_participants responded tob;his particular {tem
of the quest;oﬁnaire.% Those participants who identified themselves
as “Mexican‘Ame;icaﬂ" compriséd.the.largest percentage bﬁiparticipants
~at the Conference. Tﬁey consisted of 55 or 49.12 of therrgspandents.
The hext‘largest ethnic gro&p to be represented consisted bf 3i"ot 27.72.;-
"Anglé"; Of the total respondents 9 or 8.0% identified fhems%{yesw;s 2
"Puerto Rican". There wereﬂé'or 1.qz respondents who identifted themselves
j//ias "Cuban". - The 15 or 13.4% of theJréspondenEs that cbﬁstitﬁte "Others"
are composed of all other éthnic”I.D.'s exclusive of thé.above four.,
" Such ethnic I.D.'s included; Latid; Gérman, Peruvian, Colqmbiép and

Guatemalteco. Most of the respondents marking "others" did'not spécify

their ethnic identify.

Suggestions for Further Analysis and/or Future Research | 0

It would be of great interest to compare how each of the four .

;o atfinic groups responded to each of the other items in the questionnaired,f“




TABLE 3 o
) ,.';
¢ .
/ ' “ )
/! ¢
’ _
/ -
C. Age: . ‘
20 or under ) 5¢ _ o
2] - 30 LN ”;_____ 5‘ - 60 : . R .L,-_i,u:;_;.i\
41 - 40 ‘ ) 61 and over ; .
ame——————- o .. .
I\ N y
!
) /-' . _/.,
VALUE LABZIL  VALUE ABSTLUTS RELATIVE
- 3 FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY _ :
, ) (PERCENT) .+ . T
, - - - « - - - - - - - .— - - - - - .‘t N 'u.‘
20 OR UNDER 1.00 3 Ze? S
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. to age at the Conference consisted of those participants in the age

“ were 25 or 22.3% between the ages.of "41 to 50". ‘There'were.aISo 24 or 21.4%

r respondents between the ages of "31 to 40". On the other hand there were

. The smallest age category represented at the Conference according to the

e e -

Purpose of the Item

1

The 1ntent of thls item was to determine the approximate age g a

level of the.Conference b participants. The secondary purpose of

this item waa to 1dent1£xt,the,wu\ -age- level-bilingual education T

BT T

appealed to the most.

Analysis of the Results

As in the former two items all the 112 respondents chose - to

\

respond to,this particular item. The greatest partieipation according

category between "21 to 30". Of these there were 54 or 48.2% respondents.
Almost'egually represented were those respondents in.thé\age-categories

between Y31 to 40" and "41 to 50". Of the total respondents there

5 or 5.4% Tespondents between the ages of "5l to 60". Interestingly

enough no one in the ages "61.and over" responded to the questionnaire.

!

respondents 1is that of "21 and under". ' Of these there were only 3 or 2.7%.

respondents. It can be concluded that the professional Bilingual personnel

y . . f\.'v.

_ 15 WLEconsin is in reality young. N

ggeationa for Further Analysis and/or Future Research

Wy or

It would be interesting to note if the attitudes. toward bilingual o
“edueation are a function of age.\ Namely, are there any significant differenceé

between the five age categories as to how the respondents responded to each

itém of the'questionnaire.




.wb;*ﬂthpfoyﬁént Status;'

paraprofessional (aide)
Administrator Community representative
Project/Program Business representative
Coordinator ' _ Student -
___ Teacher : Other
< Professor i

-Legislator

e
™

3 \ l

ES ‘\ )
VALUE LABEL VALUE  #RSOLUTE RELATIVE
g o FRTQUGNCY FREWUENCY
| o ST T (PERGENT)

. .
- - - - - - - - oo - - - |- - e

NO HISPONSE: " 0.0 : 1 L0897
. ADMINISTRATIR ’ 2400° 13 S NY-S
PROJECT cooRo{nnyaR 2,09 9 8.0
: TEACMER | r' o _\a.oo] ooar 2340
o . PROFESSOR | 5,00 J\\\\_ & 4.5
PARAPROFTS S TON-L CA00 2 10,7 "o
T CUMMUNITY REP 7400 8 7 Tel T
/ 840 |

STUDENT

AL




@

. D. Employment Status:

Purpose of the Item | . - l

The intent of this'item was to secure information from the

~~:espdndent_cpncéqn1ng employment 'status. The primary question being,

are the participants moétly administrators, teachers, or others?

’!

- Analysis of the Results ) . c e

Qf the tofal<%$12) respondents only 1 or .9% did not respond

. to fhis particular iteﬁ._.0£';hose responding the teachers comprised

the best representation consisting of 37 or 33X of the total. The next

. best fepresentation consiated of administrators, the number being 12

k]

or 11.32 of the total. This figure 1s closely followed by 12 o:,10.7z

3,

" paraprofessionals, 9 oé\Bz both project coordinators and students;

8 or 7.12 community représentativeé. -The professors consisted of
5 or 4.5% of the tbtal‘reépondents. There were 18 or 16.1% of the
respondents who identified themselves in the "other".category. Future

| planners may wish to keep id mind,the high participation of teachers
in the make up of institute participants.'.

[t




E.:'Are you presently participating in a Bilinguai Program? . | 7

TABLE 5

~ - 1
\\. .
N -

10

L~
' Yes N No - g
I H
N ‘ S
'VALUE LABEL  VALUE = AHSOLUTE RELATIVE
’ - FREQUENCY FREQULENCY
(PERCENTY -
NJ RESPONSE 040 1. . 0.9
YES . 1400 66 5741 CT
NO A 2.00 a7 42,0
TOTAL 112 10040
* ———— e -
\\ 'f ,‘
N o ¢ . \ . ¥
-
.
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E . . . ]
3. Are you presently participating in a Bilingual Program? ,

"‘Purpose of the ltem
The intent of this item was to determine what percentage of

the Conference participéhts are presently participating in a bilingual

program.-

Analx§1s of the Results
0f the total (112) respondentS‘onlyll or .92 did not reépond
to this particular 1t¢m.;w0f ;hqse”}esponding 64 6: 57.12~§;8¢¢d they
| were partfciﬁhting ir a biliﬁguaf program. The remaining 47 or 42% stated
they were not participating-in a Pilingual program. Given these results
it can be said that a relatively high percentage-of tﬁe Conference's ;
e éarticipants,tﬁough not engaged in é bilingual_brogram,are interested

enough in thextopic to attend a statewide conference od;bilingual-education{-

Thus bilingual education lLas not only a iarge following but an equallyf

M

large percentage of interested 1nvéstigators.
| : .

Suggestions for Further Analysis and/or Future Research
. o -, o
It would be worth investing 1f there exists significant differences

for each ifkm betﬁeen the participants,and'non-éarticipantg in bilingual

a ' 7ducation programs.

PR

« 0 ' |




F. Level of Employment: =
Elementary School University
Middle School . ____Community"
___ Setondary School State
District School ~ Federal ’
: Community. Collegé % Other (specify)

T

2]
VALUE LABEL VALUE | AG3OLUTZ  RELATIVE
. - ‘ FRIQUENCY FREQUENCY
' " (PERCENT)
NO RSSPCNSE | 040 ~6 5.4
) JELEMENTARY SCHCIL

ﬂﬁxouuz‘scﬁcuLﬁ_ ?
SECANUARY SCHOOL
otsrhtét s CHOOL
'cnmwuwxr; cQLLecr
UNIVIRSITY 5
- CUMMUNITY

STATC

FeDE AL

OTHER

‘-




Purpose of the Item

_level "other" than those mentioned above. *#

F. lLevel of Employment: . : e

. M ! ot .
AN L

The intent of this item was to {etermine the participants' level of

participation in biiingual education\prograns. ® . -/
a2 . B /’l, J/

0 . :
£ \ /

Analysis of the Results ' ) H

Of the total (112) respondents 6 or 5.4% failed to respond to

" this item. Of those responding 32 or 28.62 were engaged in bilingual

_ programs at the elementary 1eve1' this represents the highest 1eve1

of participation. The second highest number of reSpondents. 17 or 15.2%,

:indicated t\py participated in bilingual programs at the secondary level.

The third'highest level of participation came from respondents participating

at the university level consisting’of 14 or 12.52 respondents.

—

The remaining respondents indicated their level of particroatiOn T

>

in bilingual programs as follows: community 11 or 9. 81 federal 5 or 4. SZ

both middle school and school district level 4 or 3.6%, both community

college and state 3"6r'2r7z.' There were 13 or 11.62 respondents who

indicated their level of participation in bilingual programs was at a

]

0024
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TABLE . 7

@

Check the statement below which best describes your bilingual program
with regard to Spanish/English 1anguage déve]opment

amap—

1. Lanquage Maintenance Program (The instructional program is
~ designed to develop and expand the two languages and related
‘cultures throughout the course of e program).

./{'i

2. Transitional Program (Spanish-is used in the instructional
program for the Spanish-speaking child as'a "bridge" to y

. learning English. Once the child has achieved an adequate

-~ command of- English, Spah1sh is dropped from h1s instructional

e mr—a——

program).- .
¢ R '
J ’ . ' 30
- " 4
VALUZ LABEL - u VALUE . 83SGLUTE  RELATIVE
o ’ : 1 FEEFQUENCY - FRKEQUENCY '
o - : . " (PEKCENT)
NO RESPONSE . 0.0 ™~ 35 < 31,3 ..
" LANGUAGE MAINT PROG 1400

+ *56 500

TRANSIdeNAF PROGRAM
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G. Check the statement below which best describes your bilingual program
with regard to Spanish/English language devel\pment.
| | — .

Purpoee of the Item -

The 1ntent of .this {tem was to determine che Cype'of biiingual
program the respondenrs are engaged in- with regard to Spanish[English

language development. TWO ootions were made available. Language

Maintenance Program and The Transitional Program. i - . R
Y . . G 5" . [
Analysis of the Results R “ ’}. : Lo :

Lo

Of the total (112) respondents 35 or 31.3% did not respond to_

‘this {tem, The'high "no reSponse" rare can-be"aetributed-to the fact

),

that on item E there were A7 respondents who 1ndicated they were not
| .\¥ (]

| _eLgagnd in a bilingual program. Of those r»spondingksﬁ or 50% 1nd*cated

they employed the Language Maintenance Program fn language development.

a4

On rhe other hand only 21 or 18 82 of the respondents 1nd1cated they

~— 13

~employed tne Transitional Program as a means of language.dbvelopnent.

Given these results it can be said that the Language Maintenance

Program 18 the more extensively utilized .educational strategy of the two

%

in terms of Spaniah/Engliah'language'development. ' . ({_
1
/ ) "
s .ﬁ’; A ,
\‘ ¢ !
)! - tN
.

’
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. ART II

2 ) o
ANALV".S WP THE INSTITU’I’E
- "TABLE 8
- _ .
1. To what extent did the Conference erovide you the opportunities to acquire |
rreaier knowledge, skills, and expertise that wil] enabie you to influence
the direction of b111ngua1 education? .
Very Little Very Much ..
] 2 3 4 .5 6 o
«/‘ A3 v' ' &
- f‘l h'v e
: ‘VhLUEILAHEL VALGE S aBSaLUTE RELATIVE
L v N FREQUENCY REQUENCY . '
L - a A (PERCENT)
NJ) RESPCNSE -0 P 0.9 -
. VcnvéﬁkTTLE 2,00 - ‘g o ‘ 3
| 3e00 20 17.9 SR X
A l ‘ oo ": 25 . .- .
«00 - 22.3
L,J\ A s "
X ‘ 5400 28 2540
- ]
- VERY- MUCH - 600 32 2646
. - ---7-.—- : e emeas.
Y TOTAL
o 1\
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O a

infldence the direction of bilingual educaticn.

~who felt the Conference had‘in fact provided them with opportunities to

to’ influence ‘the directifm of bilingual"education.

p Lo _ o :
. e 1§ o
1. To what extent did the Conference provide yod the opportunities to acquire

greater knowlcdge, skills, and expertise that will enable you to influcnce
the directton of bilingual education?

Purpooe of the Item

The intent of this item was to determine the extent to which .

the Conference provided its participants the opportunity to acquire

greater knowledge. 8kills and expertise that will enable them to_"

Analysis of the Results

Of the total (112) respondents 1 or .9% chose not to respond
to this 1iteu, Of those responding 6 or 5.42 felt the Conference had

provided little opportunities to acquire greater knowledge. skills and

_ expertiae. On the other hand there were 60 or.53.6% of the respondents

acquire greater knowledge, skills and expertise that will enable them
to*infiudnce the direction of biiingual edhcation. Forty-five or

40.2% wf the respondents felt indtfferent toward this item.
Given\these reaults it can be said that a high\percentage of the..J

parttcipante felt the’ Conference had provided them with opportunitieo

to acriire greater knowledge,—skills and expertise that will enabie them

/

A~




TABLE 9

2. To what extent has the €onference created a greater statewide awareness of

Bilingual Education? /
Very Little ‘ - Very Much | ;
12 3 4 5 6
.'/,
-/
VALUE LABSL  VALUE ABSOLUTE OELAT IVE
FREQUINCY  FREUUENCY
(PEFCANT)

N RESPUN3E 0.0 .3

VERY LITTLE 2.00 6

. o } : : . 3000 12
%400 22

, - . | ' 500 33
BN . VERY MUCH 6400 38

TCTAL 112

L 008y

» o g /
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2. To what extent has the Conference created a greater scatewide awareness

of Bilingual Education? = e
\ -
\
Purpose of the Item '

The intent of this item was to determine the extent .o which
the Conference had created a greater statewide awareness of

bilipgual education.

'Analysis of the Results

O0f the total (112) respondents 3'or_2.7'did not respond to
thisvitem. bf those responding 6 or 5. bz_felt the Conference had
.. ereated. litele statawide awareness of bilingual educatiOn. On the
'~other hand 69 or 61.6% of the respondents felt the Covference had
Ecreated a .greater stgtewide awareness of bilingual education.
'Thirt:y-four'or 30‘P5ﬁf the respondents felt indifferent toward

th;a item.

|

i

Given these results it can be said that the Conference:was

e 5 ; sudcéssful 1n-cre§t1ng'a greater statewide awareness of bilingual
education.
l

| v e

|
{
|

el

¢

Ei{fc | - SHBTY




3. The Conference will make me become more involved in Bilingual Education.

S .
P .

" BEST COPY AVNILABLE

'fABLE 10

Y

\

Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree
1 2 3 4 5 6
. | _\
. v
VALUE ARSILYTE

VALUE  LABEL .

s
? !
P

M
.- \.I
‘:

NO RESPONSE

STRONGLY AGREE

LA

STRONGLY 1 SAGRSE

T FrREaUENCY

0.0 -
1.00 “'5§
2400 “ﬁﬂﬂf
3,00 19
4400 7
S«00 5
600 5

20

RELATYIVE
FirEQUENCY

’ - 3

1.8
29,1
17.0
17.0 ;
6.3;

445 : /

405

- -D uw ab 4 w» & ]
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3. The Conference will make me become more involved in Bilingual Education.

t
e

o .
Purpofie of the Item
The intent of this item was to detérmine_the extent to which

the Conference would make its participants become more invoived
in bilingual education. . | | - :

Analysis of the Results
Of the to£31 (112) respondents 2 or 1.8% did not respond to

this particular 1tem. Of those responding 74‘qr;66.12 felt th;t as

.a result of thé Conference they wouldvhecomé more involved in
bilingual ;duc;tion. On the other hand only 10 or_9%vdisagreed with
the above and felt that the Conference-hadlnot made them become more

involved in biliqgual'educatiqn.i Twenty=-8ix or 23.3% of'the'regpdhaen;s

felt indifferent toward this item.
Given these results it can be said that as ‘a result of the Confergnce

a high percentage (66.1%7) of the respondents felt they would becbme

more involved in bilingualaeducation. ,

003,

21
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TABLE 11
Iy Tm—— . |
! f
I
S ! . .
4. To what extent has the, Conference provided you tne opportun1ty to examine
current programs as they relate to? i !
; i
ST Very Little o Very Much -
. . I |
_ a) . teaching practice -1 2 3 :4 5 6
: . v . |
. ) |
t . {
ol !
. ! |
. y l
A , VALUE LAdEL VALUE ABSOLUTE ~ 2ELATIVE
N, L L . FREQUENCY  FREOQUENCY _
5\ - - " (PERCENT) o
l] ’ ‘ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ’
MO KESPGNSE 040 e 16,3 - -
VERY LITTLE 1400 -9
. 2.00 1
\\
1,00 18
4,00 16
S¢00 ts
VERY MUCH 6400 a7
/ . -0 G% W o =p W
/ T2TAL 112
'y €
0034




4., To what extent has the Conference provided you the opportunity to
~ examine current programs as they relate to teaching practice:

Purpose of the Item
E) | - "_’ ‘ . ,
"The intent ¢f this item was to determine the extent to which -

)

the Conferenge provided its participdhts'the opportunity to eiamine

current programs as they relate to teaching practice.
’ . - . ' g
Analysis of the Results .

~ . . . ‘

Of the total (112) respondents 16 or 14.3% failed to respond

to this item. One reason for the high 'no reSponsgﬁ-fﬁtg is attributable
to the facﬁ that tng.respéﬁéents-wefe uncertain about the meaning of
."current prograﬁs“’in the question. The quesi#ég implies "current
bilingual p;qérams".* "of thosel}eaponding 20 or 19.82'£e1t the Conference
had providea them little opportunity to examine current programs as

they relate to teéchiﬁg practices. On the other hand 42 or 37.5% of the
l}re;pondents felt Fﬁe Conference had provided them such an opportunitj, |
Thirt&—four.or 3d.§Z of the respondents'felt indifferent toward tﬁis iteu.
| Given thes?lr;sults it canabe said that the éonference'waa succeseful
in ptovidipg apﬁroximately_37z of its participants the opportunity-to

examine current programs as they relate to teaching practice. Future

Institute planners will want to take this finding into consideration.

*Questions 4a, 4b, 4c, and 4d appeared to cause confusion for
the respondents.
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j | " TABLE 12/' !
/ : .
( )
i N 2
! .
/ L
o ~ / .
4. To what extent has/the Conference provided you the dpportunity to exarirg
, current programs af they relate to: : E
. L
N R Very Little © Very Much
"b) ‘teacher prepqra;iqn “ 1 "2 3 4 5 §
)
. VALUE LABEL = vaLys ABSOLUTE ©  RELATIVE
~ . | FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY:
. ' : (PERCENT) §
NO PESPONE R o) 18 1661 | .
; 7 VERY LITTLE 1430 8 Tel | ’
800 13  11.6
o
! et 14 125
e ’ ' _ 9B a0 15 - 14,3
5,00 17 152
VIRY MUCH CTS 26 23.2

T AL 112 - 100.0




" Purpose of Ehe Ttem

28

i ‘\. B
4. To what extent has th: Conference provided you the oppvortunity to
examine current programs as they relate to teacher pregaration:

L
w
{ . . "]

{ . Y

. . . 1
‘The intent of this item was to detcrmine the extent to which: .
' ) & .
the Conference provided its participants the opportunity to examine
/ _

[

current programs as theyﬁrela;e to teacher preparation.

50

Analysis of the Results P

.this item. A reason for the relatively high percéntage of "no response" '/

. Of the total (112) respondents 18 or 16.1% failed to respond to

is- given in fhe'analyéis of item 4a. Of thésetre§p6nding 21 or 18.7%
felt theIConférenéé had proéided little opportunity to examine current _
pfog:ams as they relate to Eéacher preparation. On the other hand 43
or 38.4% of the respondents felt the Conference had provided its p;rtn

icipants the opportunity to examine‘current programs relating to teaéher

preparation. Thirty or 26.8% of the respondents felt indifferent toward

-thia item, a rather high percentage.

GiV¢n'chese'resultg it can be said that the Conference was successful
in providing 38.4% of its participants the opportunity to examine current
programs as they relate to teacher preparation. Future planners of

Institutes in Wisconsin should ‘consider this item since teacher preparation

‘ia. a critically vital component of successful Bilingual Bicultural education.
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| TABLE 13
I -a T-", . ’
j - To'what extent has the Conference provided you the opportunity
/ : nity t
’ gurrent programs as they relate to: - PP Y to examine :
SRR N R .
o EE T Very Little Very Much
g | | | f) leg#slqt1on T B 3 4 5 6
. . L4 ’ . ,
.,1'
‘f
f
| /
VALUE LABEL VALUZ A3SILUTEC RELATIVE N
: N FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY ¥
|  (PERCENT)
P - '- .“
‘NQ RESPONSE 040 23 .. 20,5 .
‘ VIRY LITTLE 1,00 2 1.8
2,00 6 5¢4 . /
. | 3,00 1 9.8 |
. a.00 22 19.6 -
A ' 5400 17 1562
|  VERY MUCH 400 31 . 277
TITAL
w.
- |
Y6y
()()(}}
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4. To what extent has the Conference provided you the opportunity to examine
current programs as they relate to legislation:

A

Purpose of the Item , : | .‘ . _ bt
The intent of this item wae to determine the exteant to which

tlie Conference provided its participants the opportunity to examine

current programs ae“they relate to legislation. ‘

"Analysis of the Results

: Of the total (112) tespondents 23 or '20.5% did not respond to thie.

item. A reason for'the-relatitely high percentege of "no response' 1is

giVen-in the analysis of item 4a. Of those responding 8 or 7.2% felt

the Confe'ence had provided little opportunity to examine. current programs
as they relate to egislation. On the other hand 48 or 42. 92 of the
respondents felt t e Conference had provided its participants the * -
opportunity to exampne similar prograus. There were 33 or 29 4% of the
respondents bho-fel& indifferent towatd this item. a high percentage. o
| Given these reﬂults it can be said that the Conference was auccessful
in providing 42. 91 of 1ts participants the opportun%ty to exdmine current.

!
4

prograns‘asvthey rplatevto legislation.

7/
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. . TABLE 14 v . .
. / ‘5' ' o
o _ ‘ ‘ .’
] ‘ . - \
‘ X . . b ) v,
4. To what extent has the Conference provided you the oppcrtun1ty to examine . -
_current programs as they relate to: _ , . .
. \ . f i
\ Very Little Very Much "
. - . . v 3 ’ . . \
d)" funding possibilities 1 2 3 4 5 6 . 1
\ : ] . .
S : / : _!
. . ‘
Y .\\ l\
k i
i
. ‘ L
“ %
. a
. VALUE LABEL VALUE - ABSCLUTE - RELATIvVE -
N o FREQUENCY  FRIQUENCY
N N> o C(PEFCENT)
‘\ :‘l e e e - - e - a w @ e @ @ o o> o "
. 'NO RESPONSE 0.0 | 26 2144
VERY LITTLE 1.00 8 , Vel
2.00. 11, T 947
3.00 16 1443 )
‘ f |
\ 1 4,00 17 1542
. ; - VERY MUCH 6400 z 1946
' | TOTAL 112 10040 |
; . !
\ ~9
\
I t, a
Q v .
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p‘Analysis of the Results -

4. To what extent has the Conference provided you the opportunity to examina

.29

current programs as they relate to funding possibilities: '

Purpose of the Item

" s

The intent of this item is todetermine the extent to which R

the Conference probided its paztiéipants the opportunity to examine

current programs as they relate to funding possipilities. -

‘responding 19 or 16.9% felt the Conference had provided little-’

-the Lonference had provided its parfigipants the opportunity .to exaniné

of the total (112) respondents 24 or 21.4% fhiled to respond

C
to this particular item. A reason for the'relatively high percentgge
. >

of ”no response" is given in the analysis of item 4a. Of those

; B .
opportunity to examine current programs as they relate to funding

possibilities. On the other hand 36 or 32.1% of the respogdents'felt

imilar programs. There were almost just as many respondqﬂts. 33 or
.5% who felt 1ndifferént toward this item. '
Y. ,3 ’

<

- Given these results 1: can be said that the Conference was i e

succeaaful tn ‘providing 32 12 of its participants the Oppdrtuniny to -~

excmine current programs as they relate to funding possibt}i;iep. '&,‘

>

.
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TABLE 15 -

5. The Conference was successful in promoting within me a commitment to the
full development of the bilingual abilities of the individual as a viable.

asset. - ,
Strongly Agree | Strongly Disagree
. 1 2 3 4§ 5 6
- i e
Ve -' )
VALUE LABEL : VAL UE AWSCLUTE RELATIVE
\ b FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
- APERCENT)
, , . © o
NG RESPINSE 0.0 . 3 247
STRINGLY AGREF 1.00 59 . ¢ 82,7
2.00 20 // | ‘.7.9
3.00 . 16/ 1443
4,00 - '7/ 3.6
_~ r e }
. 3000 . /9. 4.5
STRCNGLY DISAGITE  te00 7 /5 4.5 '
- - - TOTAL 112 - - qo0.0
hd .r (
o
}
i
+ ‘ -~
It . ';
/ l /




5. 1he Conferenhe was quccessful in promoting within me a commitment to the
fuil development of the bilingual abilities of the individual a8 a
viable assqt. ; »

- Purpgse of the Item . e ' | : ,/

- The {ntent of this item was to_déﬁsrmine the extent to;which
the Cbnfercncewwas successful in promotiak\yithin its participants.o

a commitment toward the full development of the bilingual abilities |

of the individual as a viable aasat. : .

-

L .

~ Analysis of‘the Results
Of the cotal (112) regpondents 3 or 2,72 did not respond to this ‘.
.1cem. of those responding/lQ//i 70, 62 felt the Conference was. successful

‘in promoting within 1/a/bart1c1pants such a commitment. There were only
10 or 92 of thg,rESpondents who felt the Conference_wap'not sﬁqgesgful“
in promoting/;itﬁ}q itb\baggicipanc; a commitment;to thelfull_deveioynen;.'
of bilingual abilities of“tﬁe 1ﬁd1v1dual as Anviable asset. Twenty ;; S
17.92.$f ;he resipondents felt 1nd1fférent.toward this item.

' Given tﬁese tesulﬁs‘ig can be said tﬁat the Conference was successful

in promoﬁing within i€s participants g'cqmmiﬁmedt to the full development

of the bilingual abilities of the individual as a viable asset.

()(\)4.-.’.
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‘ TABLE 16 ‘
* s .
- » ‘ -
L \ , , 'y , .
. 6. The review qf,gresent anc pending Bilingual Bicultural Education legislation .
- and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions for influencing
future legislation in Bilingudl Bicultural Education. :
* Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree, '
- ] 2 3 4 5 6
\
VALUC LAHCL VALUZ ABSOLUTE RELATIVF
’ ; ” FPLOUYNCY FREQUENCY
(PZRCENT)
N3O RESPONSE . 0.0 -6 . Sed
STRONGLY AGREZ 1,00 43 s
: 2.00 28 E5.0—
' 7,00 23 » 2Ce5
] N
| 400 .8 7.1
o ) o : 5400 3 247
‘ N
S  STAONGLY DIseG3TE 64,00 ! 049
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6. The review of prescnt and pending Bilingual Bicultural Education legislation
and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions for influencing
future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education. .

Purpogse of the Item

.The,intent of this item was to determine the relative success

1n the Conference 8 review of present and pending Bilingual Bicultural

-

Educacion legislation and appropriations in helping define new directions

for 1nf1uencingafutdre.1egislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education.
- \\. . . v . .

'IAnalysis of the Results

Of the total (112) *espondents 6 or 5.4% failed to respond
to this item. Of those respon@}eg 71 or 63.4% felt the_Conference
- " was successful in its review of present'and'pending'bilingual education . v
| | legislation. 6n the other hand only 4 or 3.6% ofrthe respondents felt
that the Conference had not been.sﬁcceedful in 1tsl;ev1ew of'bilingual '
~ education legislation for purposes of defining new"directiqne for
influencing fueure\legislation° Thirty-one or 27.6% of the‘?eepgg@gggg_”‘
felt indifferent toward this item, S } T
Given these results it can be said they,the Conference was
succeesful in its review of present and pen;xng Bilingual~Bicu1tural).
Education{legislation and,appéopriations in hexpigg definelnew directions
for ;nfluenciné future legielatioh 1n’3111ngu31\31cu1turai Education.

A
\ +
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TABLE 17

L.

N\

To what extent did the Conference demonstrate techniques and methddology‘for

successful tmplementation of 8ilingual Education? .
Very Little | . - Very Much
1 2 3 4 5 6
.
VALUE LASEL  VALUE  ABSILUTE RELATIVE
| FREWUENCY  FREQUENCY .
' (PEﬁchT)'
NQO RESPONSE 0.0 - 9 8.0
VERY LITTLE 1400 11 9.8 | C o
2,00 18 ) 1641 |
' 3.00 S 14 {xz.s . )
‘ " 4e00 26 2342 o ST
.00 —1a 164t R

VERY MUCH 6600 16

"TCTAL o112
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7. To what extent did the Conference demonstrate techniqu=< and methodology
for successful implementation of Bilingual Education?

Purpose of theﬁltem

The intent of this'itemfwas to determine the extent to which

" the Conference had demenstrated tschniques and methodology for successful

1mp1qmentation of bilingual education. - o R

f
!
i

Analysis of the Results
—_— 0Of the Lotal (112) respondents-9 or 8% chose not to respond to

this item, /Of those re:jonding 34 or 30.42f£e1t the Conference had

I

been succesfful in d~nonstrating techniques and methodology for

successful 1mplsmentation of bilingual education.. On the other hand
«
29 or- ?5 92 of the respondents felt the Conference 'had not been .

C succedsful in 1its demonstrations of techniques and methodology.’ ‘An
/ ‘ . 4]
even/greater number of 7art1c1pants 40 or 35.7z_felt indifferent -

]

. . : AA .
! Given these results it can be said that the Conference's . /

/
toward this item.

ps&ticipants were slmOst evenly split on how they felt concerning / .

A\

tﬁe Conference's ability to demonstrate techniapes and methodology /

A for the successful implementation of bllingual education. Future /

/
!

/w1sconsin Institute plaraers may want to consider this item in otder Y

to provide participants greater knowledge in techniques and methodolog%/

in bilingual programs. [
‘ [N




TABLE 18

8. Do you feel there 15 a nced to formul i
. | : ate a statewide task force on Bilj
Education to serve in an advisory capacity to the Wiscorsin State Depargggzl

of Public Instrqction and local school districts throughout the State of Wisc.?
Yes :, | No : a
—— —M. .
. /’/ ) [
1
\ .
\ 1
’ \ q
VALUE LABEL -+ VALUE ABSOLUTE  RELATIVE
' FREQUENCY FREQUENLY
(PERCENT)
. NO R&SPUNSE 0e0 +
YES 1.00 108
' TOTAL 112
/ I
- . / ;";’ \..
/
r/l




' * | | / “ 9

8. Do youlfeel there is a need to formulate a statewide task force on Bflingual
Education to serve in an advisory capacity to the Wisconsin State Department
of Public Instruction and local school -districts throughout the State of Wisc.

Y » ) i A

/

Purpose of the ltem | ' he

The intent of this item was to poll the Conference's

\ .
participénts on their asgéssment of a need to formulate a statewide
task force on bilingual education to serve in an advisory capacity

‘to the wisconsin State Department of Public Instruction and local

school districts throughout ‘the State of Wisconsin.

Analysis of ‘the Results ‘ . !

of éhe total (112) respondents 4 or 3.6% chose not to respond

»

to this particular item. Of those responding all 108 or\96.4

v . . \\ .
{ndicated that a statewide task force on bilingual education to serve in
an hdvisoiY“capacity be formulated. There were no respondents who

Ve

felt that such a task force was not needed. A unanimous ggsitivegl‘-:
response to:-this item may well be interpreted as a dire and immediate
neéd. Tﬁe architecﬁs of this Conference mighﬁ perhaps relate this

’informatioﬁ to those responsible for initiating plams to make j

‘the above inquiry a };aiity.

5
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TABL.E 19
| Y
9. The Conference provided me with data concerning pupil qains and performarce
»// . of existing bilingual programs. o * :
Strongly Agree R Strongly Disagree |
12 3 & 5 6

VALUE LABEL VALUE  AHSJOLUTE  FRELATIVE

. o FRZQOUENCY  FREQUENCY

. « (PERCENT)

NO RESPONSE 040 10 849 .
' . STRONGLY. AGREE . 1,00 15 13.4

2000 ,‘ 26zl Co
Yo | | :
) 3400 24  21.4
7 ’ \
Lt \ 4400 11 - 9.8 :
, 5400 16 ‘ 16e3, /
/ ' STRCMNGLY CISAGREE 6400 12 1067 ‘

\‘. / ) ’ ! »-u--o-‘-- -----._ﬁ-

g TOTAL 112 10040
/]
/o
J// l/
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9.  The Conference provided me with data concerning pupil gains and
performance of existing bilingual programs.

Purpose of the Item -

The intent of this item was to determine the extent to which
the Cunference provided 1its participants with data concerning pupil

gains and performance of'existing.bilingual progrems. i

Analysis of the Results

Of the total (112) respondents 10 or 8.9% did not respond to.
this particular item. Of those’responding 39 or 34.8% felt'conlfﬂent
that the Conference had provided them with information concernlna;
pupil gains and performance of existing bilingual programa. On the
iother hand 28 or 25% of the participants felt the Cbnference had ndg
provided them-with similar data. There were 35 or 31.2% of the \
respondents ‘who felt. indifferent toward thie item, a high
percentage of non-reapo;dents.

Given these resulte it can be said. that the Conference wvas
euccessful in providing 34.8% of its participants wtthrdnta concerning
‘pupil”gains and performance of existing bilingual programs. Future

4
! /

Institute planners may wish to consider this. 7,

/
§ 3 !
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!0. The Bilingual Bicultural program of -ifstruction

: should be concet
continuous program from preséhool to high school e ved as a

1

L o Strongly Agree Strongly Disagree
‘v . . .
. ] 2 3 4 5 6
& .
0 v T \}'
q.ll‘ i
- X ,
é \ . . o
VALUE LABEL | = vaLUE - A3SOLUTE RELATIVE
e | ’ FRTQUENCY  FREQUENCY
x\ N : . | (PERCENT)
N \ N . - - e - - o ’. - -.o -: - @ e - - - -
. NO RESPONSE / 0.0 a .36
\ - v ' : .
STRONGLY AGREE . 1.00 79 * 705
) ‘.‘ 2 o » - M ] .o /‘l ~
x 2400 12 S 10.7
1,00 4 o 36
\ ~ . .
\\ : 400 _ 4 . 4 3.6
5.00 T2 | 1.8 /}
STRONGLY DISAGREE 6400 7 663 . /&
3 ‘. . - owmeo o o---—--..lr' /
TCTAL 112 10040
.-,; ) ‘\‘ . .
B \‘.‘ /
-” J,; ‘\\ /
.7 - ~ \\
/
\\
/ / o

000l




10. The Bilingual Bicultural program of instruction should be conceived ' as
a continuous- program from preschool . to high school.
- . "- . , ' ﬂ( A b

3 vV . % : . - "‘ N '\,

Purpose of the Item '
3 w !

The intent of thio.;tem was to poll the Confereqce'o
" . participants concernlng thieir conception ofﬂa-bilingual bicultural

program of instrd@tion as a con:ihuou% program from preschooi'

¥

to high school. . | e S
' Analysis of the Results - ' o | -

\

Of the total (112) réspondeqps 4 or 3,62 chose not to respdnd
to this item, Of those who responded 91 or 81.2% felt that bilingwal .

‘biciltural education be conceived as -a ‘continuous program from’ preschool
to high school . _On ‘the other hand'only 9 or38.lz of the tegpondentc '
%
felt that- bilingual education not be conceived .as a 'continuous progran

- from preachool to hiah school. Eisht or 7. 24 of the respondents felt

Y

‘ indifferent toward this item. T _-f

“’Gioen these resolts it can be said that 81 2% of tho Confareuce s
'3oartic§psnts felt«;hit'bilingual bicultural’ program of 1natruction be '
.-conce%;ed’iofﬁ oontiouous pfogram fr9m prescﬁool to high school. gé///”..

T
. onof
1
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district or project area.

TABLE 21

]%ff‘R°°'"1tme"t and h1'1n9 of Spanish Speaking teachers is a high priority in my

. ¥
Strongly Agree - | 5tr°ﬂgly~oisggree
12 3 4 5 6
o "/:l;— \ DJ’s
A""!‘
f  VALUE. LABEL " VALUE - ARSOLUTE RELATIVE
j - a FEFQUENCY — FREQUENCY
i - (PERCENT)
| ND RESHONSE 0.0 7 603 .
' v . :
‘ STRONGLY AGREE ©1.00 52 6608
: 2400 15. 1300
" 3,00 A 7at
l" . I l.
. 4,00 6 . €.4
e 6.00 ‘47{ - 6.3
STRUNGLY OZSAGREE. 6400 17 " 1%,2
TOTAL 112 *  100.0
4 * . ;
! 4 "‘-
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11. Recruitment and hiring of Spanish-Speaking teachers is ‘a high
priority in my district or-project area. e , -

\

\

Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to poll the Conference's oarticiponts .

_on their views concerning the necruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking

-_teachers as a high priority‘in their district or project area.

¢ . .-
vl \
. \

] Analysis of the Results o L P

Of the totai‘(112) respondento 7 or 6.3% did not responojto‘thta.r
item. Of those responding 67 or 59.8% felt the tecruitmentéend-birinﬁ;
of Spanish-speaking teachers'was ; high briority 1n tnqir'¢iatrtct;ori :

roject area. On the other hand 24 or 21 5% of the. part*cipanto felt

" that recruitment and hiring of Span{sh-speaking teachers was not s
;igh 'priotityin their districts. A small number 14 or 12 SZ of . tha

| | .participants felt indifferent towards this item. rt _}” |
| Given these results it can be aaid thﬁt ‘the majoritv (59 8%)-. of

the Conference 8 participants feel that the recruitment and hwiring
of’Spanish-apeaking teachero vas a high‘priority in their dietrict or |

/ . ! fiad R
- project aree. \”/' L

Suggestions for Further Aneifsia/and/or Future gesearan”j
| It’wouldaoo ;nterest{ng :o?ieern\ethnic‘backéround, sex, and
employment.ctatuc;;f the 1? respondents who”“strongiy{disaareed" that o
the:recrpitmentland hiring of\Spenish-speaking,teachers be a high

.priority:in their respective districts.
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12, /In preparation of teachers for\b1]1ngudi programs what orio: e -
priority shoul .
. given to the following: - N ,' " d d be '
B / N . \3 _ - e \
/ - N High ' Low °
! S / \ , . _ ow
. - Priority o a \ Priority
a) The personal qualities of ] 2 3 4 5 I3 0
the teacher \ , ' '
_YALUE LASEL  VALUE  ABSOLUTE RELATIVE
FREQUENCY  FREQUFNCY :
' o (PERCENT) 7/ . i
N RESPONSE 0.0 a4 3.6 : 7'?
- HIGH PRIJRITY 1400 85 759 oo
L \ ‘ - >4 e o 2000 12 10.7
\ B | ' | i '
\ . . . ) 3.00 S 4.5 i :
| . 4400 3 2.7
\ )
%5.,00 t
LOW PRICRITY 6400 2
) | TaTAL, 112




12a.'In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority :
should be given to the personal qualit}g& of the teacher?

. .?‘-.ﬂ x“" Ky,
Purpose of the ltem -

' The 1nten£ of this item was to poll the Qonference'e participants

'on‘;heir feelings concerning the type of priority givén to the personal

Agualities'of thé'teacher in preparation of teachers for bilingual programs,

D o

.ty

" Analysis of the Results

Of the totﬁl (112) respondents, 4 or 3,62 did nbf-respond to this

item. Of those responding, 97 or 86.6% felt the personal quglitied”af -

"~ the teacher in their preparation for bilingual programs was a priority.
e ' N ' '

On the.qﬁher'hand, only 3 or 2.7% of the respondents felt this should

be a low priority. Eight or 7.2% of the respordents, felt 1ndif£erent

ioward this item.

| Given these results, it can be said that a very high percentage

"

(86.6%) of the Conference participants felt a high priority be given

to ﬁhe personal qualities of the teacher in their preparation for

\ ;
bilingual programs.




TABLE 33'

12. In preparation of teachers for b11in§ual programs, what priority should be
Y given to the following:

High - _ | Low

' Pr?brity ’ S Priority -
b) the teacher's knowledge of
children and appreciation
of the cultural environment
of the community from which . - . :
their students derive R 2 3 4 5 6
- VALUE LABEL VALUE AR30LUTE RELATIVE
A ' : FREQUINCY FREQUENCY
" . | . (PERCENT)
NO RESPONSE 0.0 2 | 1.8
' HIGH PRI IRITY 1400 96 - 8349
L ' | ' . 2.00 8 71

3,00 \\\ 3 2.7

4400 x\:‘. : 0.9
5,00 Can 1e8
L34 PRISRITY 6400 e . 1.8
TOTAL 112 10040
\.“‘ml. .
Af N
ll. 3
i
i
v
K 3
.‘.& -2‘
* -
B 00w/
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12b. In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority shuald
be given to the teacher's knowledge of children and appreciation of

the cultural environment of the community from which their students
derive?

Purpose of the [tem ' “

Tne intent of this item was to.poll the Conference's participants
on their feelings concérning the type of priority givgn to the teacher's
knowledge of children and appreciation of the cultural environnent of the
community‘from which their students derive in their preparation for

bilingual programs.

- Analysis of the Results .

Of the total (112) respondents, 2 or 1.82 failed to respond to this
item. Of those responding, 102 or 91% felt that the teacher's knowledge /

and appreciarion of the children's cultural environment is a high

 priority in the preparation of teachers for bilingual programs. On the

other hand, only 4 or 3.6% of the participants felt that this consideration

‘ - be given a low prioritylin the ‘preparation of teachers for bilingual
programs: Four or 3.6zlof“the participanto felt indifferent roward th .8 iten.
Civen these results, {1t can be said that a very high percentage /(91%)
of the Conference's participants felt that the teacher 8 knowledge of
',l children and appreciation of the cultural environment of the comnynity
from which their students derive was a high priority in the preoﬁration

, " of teachers for bilingual programs. | , /
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TABLE 24
/ o |
~. 12. In preparation of teachers for tilingual programs, what priority should be
given to the following:
High - ' _ Low
- Priority o Priority
¢) skills in the teaching process 1 2 3 4 5 6
. ,‘\\ o e
VALUE LABEL vaLue ABSCLUTE RELATIVE ﬂ
i - FREQUCNCY FREQUENCY \ .
, " (PERCENT) \ ]
. e e e e e nniw @ - - e e o \ //J,/' .
NJ RESPONSE 0.0 . 4 3.6 S
HIGH PRIORITY 1400 68 6047 o -
2000 . 21 ' 18.8 ' T
/ 3.00 9 | 8.0 .
{
4400 3 ' 2.7
5400 a 1.6
LAW PRIORITY 5400 3

2.7
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12¢. 1In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority should
be given to skills in the teaching process?

Pu;posg‘gf the Item

The intent of this item was to poll the Conference's participants

. on their feelings concerning the type of priority to be given to the

gkills in the teaching process in the preparation of teachers for
/bilingual programs.

Analysia‘of thz Results ( : | .

Of the total (112) respondents, 4 or 3.6% failed to respond to

this item. Of those responding, 89 or 79.5% felt that a high priority

be given to the skills in the teaching process in preparing teachers for

bilingual programs. On the other hand, 7 or 6.3% of the respondents felt

the skills .n the teaching process be given a low ﬁriority. While the

temainink 12 or 10.7% of the respondents felt indifferent toward this item.

Given these results, it can be said that a high percentage (79.5%)

of the Conferehce'a participants felt that the skill in the teaching -

préceas be given a high priority In_the preparation of teachers for

bilingual programs.

0060
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TABLE 25

12, In preparation of teachers for bil “/
given to the following: P ingual programs, what priority should be

(_ . ]

High . Do
} . . Low
Pr : oW
. fbr1ty Priority -
') the teacher be bilingual - 1 2 3 4 5 6
\\ o
\
N\
\ | .
N\ VALUZ LABEL VALUE ADSILUTE RELATIVE
.~ _ FHUQUENCY FREQUEHNCY
v : " (PERCFNT)
\\ - - - - - 'c‘ - T - -. - - - - - - . .
. \\ " M
-~ . . ND RESPCNSE 0.0 - 1.8
HIGH PRIOKITY 1e00 80 ~ T1.8 ‘ -
2400 14 12.5 /.
300 8 .
4 00 1
; %e00 2
LOW PRICKITY | €400 '5
CoTuTAL 112 10C.0
- | 0061




12d. In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs what priority
should bn given to the teacher being bilingual? ‘

Purpose of the Item

The intent gf this item was to poll the Conference's participants
on their feelings conéerning the type of priority to be given to the

teacher being bilingual in this prepazation for bilingual programs.

Analysis of the Results
Of the total (112) respondents, 2 or 1,8% did.not respond to this

item, Of those responding, 94 or 83.9% felt that a‘h;gh_priority be

glven to the fact that the teacher be bilingual in preparation of teachers

for bilingual education. On the other hand, 7 or 6.3%of the par?icipants
"“felt that the need for the teacher to be bilingual ié a low priority in
their preparationf}or bilinguhl programs. Nine or BZgof the fespondento

felt indifferent toward this iteh,

Given these results, it can be said that a high pé;centage (83.92) of

the Conference's participants felt the teacher be bilingzual, betgiven a

high priority in their preparation for bilingual education.

o 062




TABLE 26.

12. In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority should be
given to the following: | .

i

L High o " Low
' Priority Priority. .
N X , . | =
e) t elteacher be bicultural | | 2 3 ‘ ; ;|
’ [
VALUE LAREL VILUE ~ ABSOLUTE RELATIVE o :
) FREQUENCY  FREQUENCY
' (PERCENT) , : ,
NJ RESPONSE GeO - 3 2.7
MIGH PAICRITY 1400 71 63.8°
2400 12 1047 .
3,00 15 © o 13.4
e : . 8400 3 26T -
5400 1 0.0 ,

LUw PRIARITY 6.00 7 6e3

- etk an ) T " -0 W P an wn aw an o
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12e. In preparation of teachers for bilingual prograns. what priority should
be given to the teacher being bicultural?

/S o : _ . N

Purpose of the Item

The intent of this item was to poll the Conference 8 participants on

their feelings concerning the t~e of priority to be given to the teacher

\ beingﬁbicultural in their preparation for bilingual programo.

\
12

Apégysis of the Results

Of "the total (112) .respondents, 3 or 2.7% did not respond to

tni item. Of those re¢ ponding, 83 or 74.1% felt that the teacher being

bicultural be given a high priority in the teacher'{oreparation for

bilingual programs. On the other hand, 8 or 7.2% of the respondente felt ‘

. that the need for the teacher to be bicultural should be a low.prioritxnin
their preparation for bilingual programs. Eighteen~or~16.lzlof.thel
respondents felt indifferent toward this item. J

Given these results, it can be said that a high percentage §76 lil

of the Conference s participants felt that the teacher be bicultural be

given a h_gh priority in the preparation of teachers for bilingual r/
. . / '/
programs. S ' ' /M
' . ' i
/
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13.

3

Strongly Agree

TABLE 27

’

The Conference fulfilled my expectations.

-

>

VALUE LLA3EL

NO RESPONSE

STRUNGLY AGREE

STRUNGLY D1SAGR:oc=

"

R 2 3 4 5 6 L,
N l . e e e ST m e

'VﬁLUE ARSGLUTC FELATIVE

; FRZQUENCY “REQUENCY

(PERCENT)

040 5

be8

| . /

1400 ar 3300

2000 3z 28.6 f

3000 221;% 18.8 'f
a.od q  13 B 1146
5400 1 0.9
6400 3 ﬂ12;7
e T e

Strongly Disagree //

ab



BEST COPY VAILABLL

13, The Conference fulfilled my expectatioﬁs.

.
' - .
. . "
k)
' W \ /
f .
i L

. LG
Purpose of the Item | ' \\\ - -
\ ':;“ : | ‘The intent of this item wés to determine the.extent to which ‘the
’ .\’; E Conference had fulfilled its péfticipants'iexpectations;\\One cannot o
. E " determine from this item the nature of the bérticipancsi expéctatlons. f

Irrespective of the nature of the participants'y expectﬁtions of the
Conference, this itéﬁ/kttempts to assess the extent to thch'the

. ' Conference fulfilled such expectations.

o/

7 Analysis of ﬁhe‘kesuits

X Of the total (112) respondents, 5 or 4.5% chose not to respond
to this item. Of those reéponding, 69 or«61.62 felt the Conference had
. .mﬁfulfilled whatever expectations they héd‘concegning'the'Cbnfefence; .On.
" the other hand, 4 or 3.6% of thebrespondent; felt the Conference Qadvnot

fulfilled their pagtiquiar;expectQtiona. 'quevér. 34 or 30.4% of.the
respondents were not certain whethe'r or not the Conference had beeﬁ /

successful 1in fulfilling theif expectations, |
Given these reéﬁltg,,it”gan"be said that the. Conference was

- \ i
successful in fulfilling the yvaried expectations of a: high percentage

) — L \
" (61.6%) of the participants. s \

\~
Ay
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| TABLE 23
14. My overall impression of the Conference is: |
Excellent = & o Poor
- 1 2 3 4 5 . 6"
% "o
v -
PR " . . A . ~. - . ' . . ’
VALUE LABEL VALUE ARSCLUTE RELAYTIVE
‘- g FREDUENCY  FREQUENCY
| -  (PERCENT)
T UND RESPONST , 4 3.6
£ KCELLENT 1.00 49 - 435
7 - e .
- 7400 32 E 2646
- '
( . 300 19 w1740
( 4,00 7
SPINR 5400 t
. TCLTAL 112 /
. ‘ /
- \
| |
[ . « /
2
/ '
ol "?
e ;
; | '
! ! .
/ ‘4o N -,
, o
| LOG/
/ o .. . j




14.. My overall impression nf the Conference 1is:

) ’ \

Purpose of the Item ¢

The intent éf this 1tem wasg to assess the participants overall S

1mprbssion of the Conference. - “;/Q

Analysis of the Results

[
H
\

Of the total (112) respondents; 4 or 3.6% did not-respond to this

-1temp of those responding, 81 or 72.4% had a favorable overall

\
impression of the Conference. On the other hand, only 1 or 9% of the

\
respondents had an unfavorable 1mpression of co% Conference., Twenty-aix

- or 23,3% of the respondents held an 1nd1ffere7£ 1mpression cf . the Conference.

: Given these results, it can be said that .. high percentage (72.42) of

the participanta had a favorable overall impression og the Conference.

/
!

In this respecc_it can furtber be said that tlie Wiscoésin First Bilingual

Conference was a success according to a majoriry of/its participants. //

! .
/ / . 4
! ’




”~~~w{; — —-———continue with my efforts to obtain cur goals. : , - ;

BEST COPY AWILABLE o LN

Item #15 read as follows: "Please make any comments you,would like
. regard to the Conference.” Of the total- (112) respondents, 58 or
51% did not respond to this particular item. Those who chose to respondw,

made comments that were positive, ntgative and/or suggested recommendations.

,The following is representdtive of the ositive comments made concerning the

T \ \ .

Conference:
K - 8lc \ ' |

We should be able to have more of the like. Very Good/speakers and . ]

. very well" organized. _ : /]

©

1 feel we were introduced to what is happening and were challenged /2
to reed, learn, and do what we can to improve education for Spanish |
speaking children. : . . \ .
In working with what we have, I think the most constructive resolu-~ - o
tion was with respect to the organization of a Bilingual Bicultural 'f

Teachers Association. I was very glad I went. I consider the time - ]

weil spent. , . L ‘ ' |

This Conterence was just eicellent. Hope you have a follow-up. . xw

H
I've gained not only assistance, knowledge, but also motivation to -

_"Excellent, very productive.

Very well organized. Am looking forward to another one soon.

It was a great and very worthwhile. The Anglo teachers from my
achool should have béén here.

It has been an honor to attend this Conference. | //

“Typical of the negative commenta made by the respondents concerning

./
/

\
the C 1ference include the following.

"1 feel more people would have attended if the information had spread
farther. Some of us came upon the announcement . almost ‘by accident
and very 1ane. .
l
1 feel that 'some of the workshops should have been more structured, - ,
making the workshops as vehicles for resolutions. _ //

It would have been better to have had separate rooms for each group
®» gegsion. It was quite noisy end made an awkward situation.

There was not much time provided for the different workshops. g
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'wPartiglpants' Recommendations

A number of recommendations concerning the Conference.were offered
by many of the respondents. Some of the recommendations listed below
were offered more than once. It 1is 1mportant to note thar :hegewrecon¥

' ~mendations come from . rhe Conference participants themseLﬁee. The recome

| mendt‘i,qmme»es fonows- /

P A 1] emphasis on actual 1mp1ementation, mei:hodology, technique
“1in the .unexplored field jof Bilingual Bicultural Ecducation. Bring it
down to a practical 1evel where involved persons, either in a pro=-
fessional or community level, can go away with concrete ideas to
imﬁlement programs, especially small districte in state who cannot
geq their hands on federal funding. '

——— I ——————

~8.

E - 1'd appreciate having a list of contacte for obtaining:
' I
1. copiee of’legielation mentioned and reports on implications.
5 2, guidelines for setting up progra:; for Bilingual. children.
3.° evaluation. of-programs at teacher training institusions.

| 1 believe we phould ‘have this type of Conference more often.
COntect speakers well in advance. , -,

I would suggedt that from now on, all of the bilinguﬂl Con~- X
ferencelr'be held/st ictly in Spanish. lz “ir, \
e

k | Wieconein Bili gual Bi.ultural group should 1mmed1eﬂelx con-
cact univereiriea and colleges to organize teacher training prognege
h . : ‘:‘,&_*( “

'I'm 1nterwaced in the follow~up., Make it good!!!

Try to keep it on! rime so we do not lose out on. some of the . . I
eeeqione. . \ ; T
. . Lets place more and better news: coverage for the pext bilinguel
Conference. \ o™ :

o
8ic e

, \
: { Written copies of al speachee‘ﬁelivered should be obtained by
the committee that sponsored the Conference. The crmmil ttee should have
theﬁright to reproduce and d*stribute this material as it sees fit. \

A statewide Conference should be held yearly so that inaights:
and perspectives of Bilingual Bicultural Education can be shared at
the local, state, and narionef\level.

\
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L“”“ﬁi;v Nfe next Confuerence might {nclude a section regarding how
S, Aue b populdtion cin be better reached and educated to the
e provigmg of the Latin community and how active Anglos can
~Tmee.. partizipate {n the process.
L wish the conference could have been three days. We only

scratched the surface. \ ‘
‘ I need a translation of the Friday evening speach/%c
Dr. Falcon. « :

. u.ﬂvﬁw '
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