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The 1nvestlgatron tested the mean overall grade level

placement of senior students in Loulslana/secondary schools for the
1973-74 school sessior to see if they could meet the same standard
that was used for aault stuadents as the prerequisite for General

Bducatiocnal Development (GED) testing

for tLe high school equivalency

diploma (that is a minimum score of 13/0 with no one area below_ 12.0
on the California Achievement Test)./The State was divided into eight
geographlcal regions, and from a -andomly selected parish in. eachk
region a randomly selected secondary school was chosen. All senior .
students (a total of 423) in each of these selected schools were
administered the Callfornla Achievement Test, Advanced Battery, .
during the final month of the senior year. The individual overall
grade placement of each student was determined, along’'with the grade
placement for each subtest. The mean overall placement level was
determined for the sample, :and the mean scores for the subtests were
determined- and are presented in table form. The research indicated
.that the adult student who is approved ior GED testing in Louisiana-
demonstrates an academic performance several grade levels above the
mean grade levei placement of sample secondary diploma candidates.
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INTRODUCT{ON AND BACKGROUND

A ~.

-
-

At the national level, there Kas been a growing need
for prograns wh?ch proviae approprhate:gducational opportunif
ties for adults. ‘The national need for, adult education was
~ir'ecog';\ized in 1965 with the estainshmént of {iq Adqlt Basic
Education.Program (AUE) under Title t1, Part B, of the

Economig}Oppbrtunity Agt of ,1965; and the following year, the

-

Adult Basic Education Program (ABE) became part of %éderal

\ 1

Eléméntary and’Seéondary Education Programs with passage of
the Adult EdUCat}on Act of 1966 by the United States Congress.
The ABE program provided funds for the establ«ishment of an -

educatiohal program offering adults, 18*% years of age and

\

over ‘with less than elementary level of education, the

*

opportunity to complete the eighth grade level of’achievenient.I

1 4

The need for adult education in the State of Louisiana

was sacknowledged as early as 1928 when a special session of

-

IRules and Regulations For The Adult Education Act of ~
1966, Title It1, P.L. 89-850, (Washington, D.C.: Federal
Register, Volume 32, number 77), pp. 6277-6278.

“Ibid. When the Adult Basic Education Program was
moved from the OEQ0 program wi'th the passage of the Adult
Education Act of 1966, the age limit for enrollment into
the basic program was dropped from 18 to 16 years of age
and above.




the legislature with the emphasis giveh.by the ‘administration
of Govenor Huey P. Llong, passed a tax law and dedicated the

.receipts thereFrom_fBr use in programs designed to combat
» . X -
adult education, deficiencies. ; -

-
!

However, it was'not until 1950 when the Louisiana

legislature passed Act 252, that Foﬁhaf.adﬁlt‘education

programs became available to .nonveterans in Louisiana.
The Act 252 Adult Education Progra. enrolled 193,944 non- G

veteran adults and 37;425 became high school graduates from

4

J950.th?ough June 30, 1972: By.|972, every local parish

‘ . AN
system in Louisiana offéred adult education glasses in the

Act 252~ﬁ79h School Progrgm.s During the 1969-70 school ,year, -

5 ‘ .
2E. D. Schumacher, The Struggle Against Functional

Il1literacy.in Louisiana (Sulphur, Louisiana: Maplewood .

Books, 1973), p. 42. °

¢ .+ SActs of the State of Louisiana-Regular.Session, 1950
.1 .(Baton Rouge: Thos. J. Moran’s Sons, Inc.), pp. 435-436. :

v

4Ar:nua’l Program Statistics~Act 252 Adult Education
Program, 1950-1972, (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Department
of Education, 1973), p. I. : A

5Annual Evaluation Reports-Adult Basic Education Program,
1965-1972, compiled (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Department -
¢ of Education, ]9739, pp. I-14. . .
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9,867 Louisiana adults enrolled in the Act 252*Adult Education

Program. However, only 3,952 were abkle to .complete require-
Y . - ) SN . ‘
ments and obtain diplomas.6 While part of the reason was

N

operating.

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM .

o

¢ - . ‘
given as insufficient ﬁunds7 other factors may hayé been ’

One of the major problems for Adult Education Programs
has been in éhe area of retenti;n of students since the
programs are entirely voluntary. Extensive studies o# ABE
programs have indicated that most students drop out because

they become discouraged quickly.
. \

The adult student who enrolls in classes in order to

receive his high school .equivalency diploma in Llouisiana .

must meet several requirements as follows:

L)

- 1. Enrollment in adult education classes and satisfactory

coﬁpletion of the Tests of General Educational Development

"~

. 6”D|d You xnow'", THE LAPSAE LEADER, Vdlume I, No. 2,
‘. February. {, 1970. .o “ '
7lbid. _ ’
,t/ ‘ 8Doﬁ F. Seaman, “Start}ng Students Successfully in Adhlt

Basic Education,” Research Information Processing Center

Monograph (Tallahassee, Flor|da- Florida State University,
|97|), p. 7l
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S

sha |l dgtermihe the eligibilﬁty of a nonyetéran adult

to receive a high school:equiyalency diploma. *

a. Before a nonveterarn ean be ddministered the Tests
of GeneraI'EducationalxDevelopment, he .must present
hiﬁseIF to local school officials for the purpose
of being administered a standardjzea'achievémen£
test at tPe'hlgh schoo Ievel.‘ A minimum score ‘of 6
3.0 yithvyo one area- below/h2.0 must be attained by
the individual before he can be recommended to take
the Tests of General EdubaﬁibnaJ-De;elopment.r

“ b." In each instance the Parish or City Superintendént

of schools shall certify to the State Director‘QF
Secondary Education tha? the adult has complied with
the ;dult edu;ation requirements. Such certi%{catiogﬂ
w}I! be in the form of a request that the adult be
admiﬁiste;ed the Tests of General Educational Pevebop-
ment; This request is made by the local school

superintendent to the Director.of Secondary Education.
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W

- be

age of

4]

¢, In no instdnce may a nonveterani'under the age of |0k
be graduated from the Adult Education Program; how-
N %

° 3 hd ) \g .

ever, married persons under the ége 19° will be
¥ 13

eligible to enroll in adult classes.

.

d. In order to participate in the adult education

program &nd be awarded a high school équivalency £
. !

diploma, an adult must be 'a. lega! resident of

Louisiana..9 ' n . L

.

.

- ] ’( ) [ S .
*Revised (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Deertment of

*Education, July 31, 1969). Section |, subsection C, page

178 of Bulletin No. 741, Handbook for School Administrators,
is changed to read: "“To be eligible to participate in the

Adult Education program (1) an Adult Basic Education student.
must be |6 years of age or older, (2).an Adult Education

studep’t in_thé high school phase of the Act 252 program must
be Ishyeafg*o‘ age or older. To be awarded a high-school

equivalency di Sﬁ
olﬁer except e

loma, a person must be |8 years of age or
¢ at married persons under the age of I8 may
enrolled”in” the high school phase of the program. - Upon
successful/completion of Adult Education and the test of
General kducational Development, a marpied person under the
|$ may be awarded a high school equivalency diploma
but locdl systems may defer the awarding of the high school
equivalency diploma unti.l the earliest time the_person could

.have graduated if h? had continued in a regular high school

program.” ) ’
PHandbook for School Administrators=Bulletin No. 741,

Revised (Baton Roug€:. Louisiana State Department of

Education, 1966), p. J78.

*

. . -




\ The requirements are not uniform throughout all states.
In fact, the\minimum achievement level for eligibility for
the Test of Genéral Educational Development (GED) ranges
from 10.0 to 13.0 in states which compose Region VI of the
United Stateéfaffice of Education Adult Basic Educafiop
Regions. The states-in Region VI are Oklahoma, Arkansas,
Texas, New Mexico anq Louisiana. Ihe highest achievement
requirement for GED testing in Region VI states is held

‘ by Louisiana. ‘ ’ ‘
Research supports the fact that the adult student
. becomes quickly discouraged and is prone to drop out of
programs. In view of such evidence, serious consideration
should be given to the expectation_levei for GED testing
n‘.held by the state of Louisiana. Perhaps such an achievement
\\levei as a prerequisfte'For GED testing éiscourages the
adulf stgdent from continuing and taking the GED test.
Perhaps a more realistic standard, when compared to those
of other states, would give epcouragoment to the adult
student to complete the high school equivalency requirements.
This study is designed to determine whether or not the

13.0 overall achievement level with no score below 12.0 on

a high school level achievement test is an appropgiate

3

.

» o

11




criterion for screcning adult students sceking to take the

GED Test.

Research Questions

The fol lowing research questions were formulated for
,
the study.
¢

Is the achievement level expectation @s a prerequisite
for GED Testing'realistic when compared to the achievement
level "of seniors in louisiana secondary schools? Is' it
rcasonable to assume that seniors in Louisiana secondary

schools czn meet the same standard as that used for adutt

students as prerequisite for GED Testing?

Purposes and Hvpothesis

The investigation wa- designed to determine if the

mean overall grade level placement of senior students. in

Louisiana secondary schools for the 1973-74 school session
.i's 13.0, with no score below 12.0, on the California
Achievement Test. The following hypotheéis wa.; tested.

) The mean grade level of sample senior students

in Louisiana secondary schools for the 1973-74

. »
- . school session is 13.0, with no score below 12.0

-

on the California Achievement Test. - .
’ "

-




o

RESEARCH PROCEDURE
DY . ‘ *:"\ﬁ.

. 3
The following plan was employed in conductyng the

rescarch.

Sclection of the Sample - .

Thé state was divided into eight geographical regions
for purposes of securing the sample: (See Appendix for
map.) The parishes in each région were Iisted\and one
from cach region was randomly selected for participation.

A,listing of all secondary schools in the selected parish

was made and one school was randomly selected for each

* »
~

parjsh.lU The participating schools represented a large-
urban school, small rural schools, and small consolidated
schools. (See'Appendix for listings of participating
parishes.) ) ‘ ) .
%he parish supervisors of adult education in the
randomly selécted parishes were sent letters soliciting
cooperation in testing thf senior séudénts in the previously
iJentiFied schools. (See Appendix for copy of thg letter.)
All of the selected parishes barticip;ted in the study. A |

total of 423 senior students was used in the sample.

Louisiana School Directory, Bullptin No. |2l9;
Session 1972-1973. . -
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Coliection of Data

H .

After the *school sample had becn selected, testing

. ) . .
materials were sent to. the parish supervisors of adult
. “education for testing senior level students during ti.e

final month of the senior year. ] : ’

Administration of Test

The senior students were administered the Catifornia

- Achievement Test, Advanced.-Battery, at a time- mutually

" .

agrecable .with the. bui Idirg principal and the test
administrator. Care was taken that the place of testing

be comfortable and frece from distractions. The testing

-

was done by the parish supervisor of fadult education’ or

-
! <

his designee.
The California Achievenent Test Battery was chosen

for administration because it is in most frequent use for

. s

testing adult students for GED;eIigibiLity. ‘

P . . .

Presentation of Data

5

The individual overall grade placement was determined
for cach student, along with the grade placement for each
subtest, The mean overall grade placement level was

determined for the sample, and the niean scores for, the

.

.

sub=tests were determined.




A's, given in TJable |, the mean grade placement on the

total achievement battery for the sample was 0.6. The
grdde‘placement range was from 610 to 15.4. '

On the three suBtests of the battery,fit was féund

_ that the mean grade placement in language was 10.2, witg‘

a range of 6.0 to 15.5, as indicated in Table Il. The mean
grade placement on the mathematics subtest wés 8.|; with -
é range o# 6.0°to 15.8. On-the reading subtest, the mean

grade placement was 10.3, with a range of_6.6 to lSﬁ@.

Table Il indicates the raw .scores and grade placement
. . .
ranges on the language subtest. On the mechanics category

Y

1
the grade placement mean was 10.0 with a range of 6.0 to
15.3. On the spelling category, the grade placements

ranged from 0.0 to 16.0, with a mean of 10.0.

r .

The data from the read}ng subtest was presented in
categories as giveh in Table LV. The vocabulary section
rangéd from 6.0 to 15.4 in the.gréde placement, while
comprehensicn grade_placement ra;gea from 6.0 to 15.9.

[ed .
Data from the separate categories on the mathematics

>

subtest is presented in Table V. The range in grade place-
ment in the reasoning section was 6.0 to 15.8 with a mean
of 8.1. On fundamentals the range was from 0.0 to 16.0

with a mean of 7.3.

15




TABLE I

OVERALL GRADE RLACEMENT

" Total Battery

Mean Score . - ' é 243,

Mean Grade Placémenti‘ 9.6

¢
Grade Placement Range 6.0 to 15.4

/




s A TABLE 1]

GRADE PLACEMENTS BY SUBTESTS

-

7]
(6]

) P

(9] (] )] .

T £ c

3 [} .

s )] = el

c -+ (o]

@ @, o

-J = a4

 Mean GP 10. 2 JJ 8.1 0.3
¢ 14 - N )
Range 6.0 - 15.8 6.0 - 15.5 * 60 - 15.6 *
e ’ .




TABLE |11

RAW SCORES AND GRADE PLACEMENTS FOR
CATEGORIES ON LANGUAGE SUBTEST

)

Low Score
High Score
!

3
Mean Score

GP
'GP

" Mechanics

(@)Y
L]

Q
o
o
o

Spel lings 0 T 0 27 16.0

Composite Il 6.0 o 162 15.5

i8 . -




TABLE 1V <;\

RAW SCORES AND GRADE PLACEMENTS FOR CATEGORIES
ON READING SUBTESTS

3

\,,
Low-Score
High ‘Scoré
Mean: ‘Score

GP
GP

O ° Vocabulary

EES
(@)
Q
ot
MRS, |
(P a
EES
o
O

10.5

[#%1
(o o]

Cdmp%ehehsion “ 9 6.0 83 15.9 9.5

Composite 14 6.0 137 15.6 68 10.3




TABLE V
¢ 1

RAW SCORES AND GRADE PLACEMENTS FOR CATEGORIES

ON MATHEMATIQS SUBTESTS

Reasening .

Fundamentals

Compoéite )

w

Low Score

~ : -
“'High Score
Mean Score

P
GP

<

16.3 . 32 8.9

O
(@)Y
s O
o
(o]

0 0 80 16.4 37 7.3
r _

12 6.0 138 45.8 . 69 8.1

LN
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It should be noted that' the norms.ftor the battery do
not give a grade placement score beiow 6.0.. Therefore, an
individual scoring at least one correct ahswer on any : -
category of any subtest will automatically be assigned a

-

grade placement of 6.0,

Analysis of Data ) .

An analysis.of the data revealed that the mean érade
pLacemént on the tqtél Battery of the Califérnia Achievement
Test of the sampie was 9.6. The mean grade placement on
‘the subtests was (1) on language 10.2, (2) on mathematics
8.1, and (3) -on reading 10.3. |

Table VI jndicates the performance of the sample in.
relation- to £ke‘l3.0 criterion for overall score and the
12.0 criterion for score o; eaﬁh subteést for eligibility
for GED Testing. Analysis of the 'data indicates that the
sample did not meet the criteria for GED' Testing in any
category. ”The hypothesis that the mean grade placement of
sample sen}qr students in Louisiana secondary schools‘For
‘the 1973-74 school session is 13.0, with no score below
.I2.0 on the‘CaIiForn?a Achievgment Test, was rejected. The

mean grdde placement of senior students was below 3.0 as

shown in Table VI, and the mean scores on all subteﬁts were

L d

below 12.0. ' e




TABLE VI

COMPARISON OF/§ERIOR STUbENTS' MEAN

.~ ACHIEVEMENT TO CRLTERIA FOR
. ELIGIBILITY FOR GED TESTING

I3

L]

. .
‘ - ) o o
¢ € ) 0.
. [} (o] c c -
P o . o ‘0
) £ .- N [ a &
0. 5 ¢ o o
) EoO c . e c 4
£ - o & o U
0 cQo ) - Q -
5 - = o =0
%) =0 .
Total Battery 13.0 9.6 3.47
Language _ 12.0 ° 10.2 I8
Mathematics 7 12.0 8.1 3.9
Reading 12.0 - 0.3 1.7

Mean Subtest 12.0 2.466 ' 2.466

i
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SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The research indicated that sample senior level

students in Louisiana secondary schools were not achieving

-

-as indicééed by a;hieyemgnt tes? scores,:at the same level

‘expected of adult studen%s'as‘prergquisite to GED Téséing
in Louisiana. fhe data suppOpied that the adult student
who i§ approved: for GED'Testing ln :%%isiana demonstrates

_ an academic performance several érade levels above the meaﬁ
grade level placemgnt of sample secondary diploma-

I ) - .

candidates. . ' >
«* « )

Considering the resear-h findings, it is apparent
that the standards for eligibility for GED Testing are .
comparatively high. Because of this, it is suggested that

the criteria for GED Testing be Hevig@ed from two viewpoints:

~,

(1) as a possible detcrrent to adult sﬁydenfs who frequently
view the criteria as unattainable, (2) as a possiblé

) .oy
voucher .to the academit excel lence of the GED graduate.

-

The research failed to substantiate the common |y he]d

opinion that a GED diploma is substandard to.a‘regular highe

~

schoo| diploma and should serve +> foster the respeetability

of the GED diploma. )

23
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

This map is the eight geographical

divisions used in sampling of

senior students., .




PARTICIPATING PARISHES

Region
Region
Regiqn
kegion
Region
Region
Region

Region

0 N N e N

31

Orleans

East Baton Rolge
St. Charles
Lafayette
Beauregard

Avoyelles

Bienville
Morehouse
4

N
\

26
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October 25, 1973

Dear Educator:
‘ We are currently engaged in a research project designed
to secure data relative to the requirements for adult
students to become.eligible for General Educational
Development Testing. .

The State of Louisiana now requires the adult student to
earn 13.0 on an achievement test, with no score below

12.0, in order-to be eligible to take the GED test. The
research team is collecting data which might help determine
the appropriateness of such a criterion. .

Achievement test scores of graduating seniors in Louisiana
must be secured so that comparisons of those scores might
be made with the scores required of the adult student.

The resecarch team requests your help in securing the
achievement test scores of at least thirty graduating
seniors in your parish. Please indicate your commitment
by checking the appropriate block on the enclosed sheet,
and returning it at your earliest .convenience.

Please be informed ‘that all data will be held in confidence
and that no schools wiil be identified in reporting the
research: : &
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Thank you for your cooperation. )
Sincerely, -
. ' _ Loy D. Hedgepeth, Director
e Northeast La. Learning Center

1
Sam V. Dauzat, Assoc. Professor

Louisiana Tech University

JoAnn-Dauzat, Asst. ProFessér
Grambling College
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| have discussed this with my superintendent-and
/ 7~ he is willing to allow the evaluations with at

least thirty seniors in the parish. Also, | will
ling. to heip with the evaluation.

be wil
/ s,, , :

. . Sorry, but after having discussed this matter
{.7 with the Superintendent we fiAd it impossiblée
o to be able to- assist you th this project. ’

&

£

Name .

Parish

e N




