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to clarify educational amnd vocational goals. About 100 students -
participated ;in ESP during the* 1972~73\school yeaT. One-third of ithe
students were identified as eligilkie fbr”inSt;ucgzon through the ‘
Special Learning and Behavior jproblems (SLBP)  Program.- Ninth grqzé
school recorids of the ESP siudents indicated poor attendance, poor
‘behavior ratings, and mainly grades.of D and F in.academic subjects.
Between September 1972 and May 1973, ESP &tndénts made podést gains ”

on the STEP Reading and English Expression Tests and greater gains on .
the Social Studies test. The majority of the ESP studehts felt that’
they benefited academically'from.patticipati@%

improved their seli-understanding, and that they learned about o :
careers and jobs. ESP students appeared to have more favorable vieuws

of their teachers, the relevance of t+he curriculum and théir own - - ‘o

ljearning progress than did two comparison groups of 1972-73 students.,
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Minneapolis Edison”High School Employability Skills
Program: An Evaluation 1972-T73 RS N
- 4 . . oA,
- ¢ :
Summery  , - :
, . . Ty L See pages
The Employabikity Skills Program (ESP) at Edison - . .
High Sehool was designed to serve tenth grade students .
who were cpnsidered to be pqtential dropouts becguse of * - - .. N
basic skills deficiencies, poor attitudes toward school, ° !
or individug; édjuspmenp problems., The major'studént-re;ated NN '
objectives of the project trere 4o improve basic’ skills, . A :
improve attitudes toward school, improve  self-conceptsy
and to clarify educational and vocational goals. ® g
About one hundred students participated in ESP - e
during the 1972-73 school year. One-third of the students
were. identified as eligible.for instruction through the !
Special Learning and Behavior Problems (SLBP) Program. °* . 1-7

Ninth grade school records of the ESP.students indicated v .
poor attendance, poor behavior ratings, and mainly grades
of D and F in:academic\ subjects. ) ST,
, \ ,
Between’ September 1972 and May.1973, ESP students
made gains on the STEP Reading and English Expression
. tests that would.be expected of students who scored well . .
below average on the publisher's norms. Although gean £ g1l -
w scores were higher in the sprimg then in the previous MR -
fall,’the percentile ranks c rresponding t6 the mean raw - .
scores were the ‘same in the spring and fall. ESR_students
showed grester improvement on the Social Studies achievement
test. . - ’ : ' :

. The mijority of the ESP students- felt thet they }
benefited academically from participation in ESP, that -
they dmproved their self-understanding, and that they ,
learned about careers and jobs. ES students appeared - , 1%-19
to have more favorable views of their teachers, thke relevance
of the curriculum, and. their own learning;progress'than did
two compaTrison groups of 1972-7T3 students. Eighty percent
of the students would select ESP over the regular high

" sdnool program in 1973=Th4 if they had an optiony

I

Recommendations were made to contime the program,
to give high priority to efforts td“develop a program °
to improve basic skills, particularly in reading, and
to improve the vocational development aspect of the
program by greater invélvement of counselors and work
‘cootrdinators. -

s

August 1973 ) Research and Evaluation Department.
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Minneapolis Edison High School Employability Skills
. “Q u Progrem: An Evaluation 1972-73 - |
~ This evaluation report of "the Edison Employabilitx,Skills Pro- _
gram (ESP) s conducted by the Minneapolis Public Schools Research ! ‘
and Evalnation Department at the request of the ESP staff at deson ' I
v High School’ and Nathaniel Ober, Associate . Superintendent for Secondary
- Education. ’ . : T .
— A Brief_Descriptionvgf the Edison ESPl__
L ! a ) ‘ ) : ) e
The Edison Ewployability Skills Program (ESP) began operation
in the fall 'of 1972. The project was designed to serve: tenth grade

' students who, for several possible reasons, were consmdered to be ,

potential high school dropouts: basic skills deficiencies, poor atti-
. " tudes toward school, and individual adjustment problems.
T
. . Objectives ) SN S - n
The ESP staff menbers identified the folloW1ng objectives for

the participating students:
. improvement in academic“basic skills

. greater awareness of who they are
’E% .  more positive sélf-concepts : A

« o positive attitudes. toward school ‘and ESP ' .
. awareness and acceptance of responlibility'for their behavior

. detelopment of ability to relate to people = -

greater awareness of Y30b characteristics '

. clariflcation of edu‘ational and vocational goals . ,
Participants - - ' . | . A , Tt

The project -began 1n'é3pﬁember 1972 with’ ninety-two tenth grade '
students. Seventy-four of these students were programmed into ESP

at the end of ninth grade onthe recommendation of their junior high

s

’counselor and the su&sequentlapprowal of their parents. The remaining
¥ . - \‘ ' .
lFo# a more complete description of the operation of the Employability
® Skills Program, interested individuals should contact Rosemary Hagen,‘;
” ESP Coordinator, Edison High School, Minneapolis, Minriesota.
¢ o . » a
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eighteen students were placed in the project within the first month
v 9 - )
of the 1972-73 school year. ' Sixteen students enrolléigin tke project

, sf and twenty-one students left the project during the year, leaving elghty-

" seven students enrolled in ESP at the end of the year. Acecording “to ' N
records kept by the project coordinator, the twenty-one students who
left ESP during the year did so for the following:reasons: ! \

A ‘Transferred ‘to regular prOgram at own request
'\, Transferred to regular program at ESP staff request
é’ Dropped out, re-entered regular program, dropped Qut

‘ Dropped out . ) - .
‘ .- Did.not appear o - e
On work program,-eould not arrange ESP schedule e
Transferred to other special program in Minneapolis

Transferred to school outside Minneapolis

w
4
i

Thirty-two of the ESP students were identified by the Minneapogi
Public Schools' Spec1al Educatlon Department as eligible for ass1stance'
from the Special Learnlng and Behav1or Problems (SLBP) Program. Three
types of students are,ellgible for SLBP instruction: socially maladjusted,
learning disabled, and emotionally disturbed. o ) _ ) o~

-

Personmel’ .

Four cert1f1cated teachers--one each in Engllsh, mathematlcs,
reading, and socibl sftudies-~worked with the ESP students the entire

year.. An SLBﬁItutor was hired durlng the first semester and a work experi-
ence coordlnator helpédd with the ESP ‘students the flrst semester. A

. counselor and school social worker also were available_but had , their

regular student ass1gnments as well. Tour teacher aides worked 15 hours
per week as aasistants to the staff members - The reading teacher acted

- a
\ Lo
. y & * ﬁu -

-

«

as the coordinator of the project.

Project Activities . ‘ ) -
\The basic ESP student schedule was three consecutive one-hour classes
~-in the morning,. The ESP English, mathematics, and social stud1es teachers

each had a class of ESP -students during each of the three hours. The

readlﬁ teacher also had & ¥ class during each of thése hours in which she
WOrked with -forty-nine ESP students with severe reading problems.J

v 2
s

.°‘
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The SLBP tutor worked with twelve SIBP students in the reading center
E1ghte@n of the other twenty SLBP—quallfied students in ESP were part ¢

- . s

of the forty-nine students who rece1ved readlng help.

"& Thillnstructlonal materials and methods were highly 1nd1v1dnal1zed
within 211 classrooms. For example, the students in ESP mat tics

Y ie?is. -
Vocat1onal awareness and orientation were emphas1z d throughout the

worked at the1r own rate w1th1n a cont1nuumkg§ mathematlcs s

program. The work experience and counsellng depar Lments contr1buted #
occupational materlals, the soc1al.%tud1es class had a unit on careers,

the math teacher used special job-related ‘materials, many field trips . -
were taken, wqu-related fﬁ&ms were shown, and about one-third of the '

- ESP students "shadowed" workers on the job.

- Several of the ESP students “participated in the tenth grade Wwork ' ¢
Experlence Progrem (WEP) Students in the Work_Experlence Program were
scheduled into a ope-hour work E&1entatlon class each mornlng, regular‘
classes the rema1nder of the morning (ESP classes for ESP students), ‘ w U
~and.-a superv1sed Job in the afternoon. Sixteen ESP students were- enrolled s
in the Work Experlence Program 1n September 1972. ~However, by'May 1973,
the number of ESP ‘students in the Work Experience Program had decreased
to four students. -During .the school year, two students ‘left ESP and
stayed in WEP, twelve students left WEP and remainedﬁ}n ESP, and eight °
students\left both ESP'and WEP. ’ ‘

The ESP teachers met once a -week- throughout “the school year durlng ~
a common p eparat1qn perlod to plan future ESP act1v1t1es, discuss mutual
problems, admit new students, and Shlft stu?ents schedules when necessary. ¢

R4
S
- . i

: Evaluation Plan . t

A \

The evalua or began work on the project towgrd the end of the first .
semester. The ESP staff members and the evaluatpr decided that the
evaluation should concentrate ‘on basic skills & evement and student
attitudes owa;d ESP and school in general. Achl v ment tests had been
given in all academic areas in September of 1972 and- wsre scheduled to ?
be Eiven aga1n at the end of the 1972-73 school year. A student question-
naire was developed that measured general attitudes toward school and
spec1f1c att1tudes toward th ESP program. A copy of the questionnaire .
is in Appendlx A. : o ) . P

v
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aﬁfor placement in ESP, but elected not sto participate and were enrolled

.with both of their parents. Manw of the students had poor attendance )

' days, with & ggzian of ,thirteen days. absent. Scholastically, 73% of

[(median days’ absent was twenty—seven), were better students in ninth
. scores. on the Differentlal.Aptltude Test. -

_had better ninth-grade attendance records (median days absent was seven)

¢t ’ C B . ‘ .
Academic and behav1oral dats also were collected from edch student s

n1nth grade school record to help prov1de &a good description of the
students in ESP. o a ﬂ' ' S

A Description of the-ESP Students

' Table l on.page 5.preseng§ a descr1pt1ve p1cture of students who
were in ESP at the end "of the 1972=73 school year, students who left
ESP during the year, and a- comparison group .of" students. The thirty=-two

comparison students were on the ninth grade counselor' % recommended list

Ain the regular tenth: grade program at Edison. . . C e

~ About three-fourth@ of the on—roll ESP. studﬁnts came from Northeast -
Junior High, one=-fourth from Sheridan. About 60% were boys and 80% llved

records in ninth grade, forty-one percent were absent twenty or more

the students reéceived a grade of D or F 1n ninth ade-English” 8hd,
.received a D or F %n ninth grade social studies, and 62% received a D or
F in mathematics. The an-roll ESP students medidn raw' score on the N :
Verbal Reasoning section ‘6f the Differential Aptitude Test was at the
twentg-S1xth percent11e on,Minneapolls c1tyw1de norms The studentg
medlan raw score. on the Numer1cal Ahility section of the DAT was at.
the twenty-eighth percentile. \ - « -
Compared with the on-roll ESP students, the sﬁudents who'left the

ESP program durlng'the year had poorer ninth grade attendance records
grade (about 50-60 percent. received a grade of D or P), and had s1m11ar
'The comparison students, those who chose not to participate in ESP,’

than did the on-roll ESP students, received better grades in junior high,
and scored somewhat higher on the Differential Aptitude. Test.

\

-

Behavioral- Ratings o . v,

N1nth grade students in Minneapolis Junlor high schools are rated

o L

by teachers at the nd -of the school year on six behavioral categories'-

e e e e A

e et g e e = g S A e
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. Teble 1 ,
- R . « o Descrlpt.lon of ESP S'i‘.udents9 S’cudents D w . —~
. » - o : “Who- Left EBSP9 and Comparlson/ Students C '
) e " EsP _ Stuents W};p - Comparison-
. 1. ‘_ .| $tudents Left ESP | Students
, L . L =87 N2l - N=32
. Sex S Male.q»" . e | g . 9 664
o . " ¢ | Female = - . 1 39 29 . L 3k
J‘upior fiigh' o - B;‘o;rtﬁeast - ;}71;%. | 63 - 63%
' W ,;Shenda,n . S - 320 | 38
| ‘. - | other | I o | - 50 o
® 7 parents 4 Tame [ e ] 1= Tqon | e
c g L . e;fj-«.,C>r1e S @ 21 30, | 22‘:‘.;;1 °
Days Absent in | Lo days or more : 18%’“~ 3 . '37%6\_‘__ R i2% "
Ninth Grade ' "1 20-39 days 23, 1. 26 . ol .
. S 10-19 days +  «n | 21 | 26 . 16,
i ‘ L ' 05-9‘5ayé B R 1 ‘ 16 53
. . . Median days 'a/.bgggt - 13 dair-s 1 27da3%‘ 5 7.days
( Type of Math in ~ 7| General Math = Yo 61% ¢ _ 6_5% I
0 Ninth Grade _ , | Algebra- o 1 =30 - 39 . 5 35 \
 Gbade in Nintho R orB - T e | 166
Grade English c <7 19 ] ko | 31
- . | DorF 73 .60 - | 53
 Grede in Ninth Aors RN R S AR N
. Greide'Soci‘al‘ Studies I Y LR ' n . 29 T 25 . .,
' D or F SN T ' 59 | 7 '
Gradé in Ninth o A'or B ver ou% . 3% . | 36
. Grede Mothematics RV Y oer - -38 R D
L. - .:‘ " D or F e - \50 ~'.. ,32. R .
Differehtial .Ap’tit_ude e | Median Raw Score’ # 137 ) .7 11.0 -2 '
Test Verbal . - Minneapolis Percentile 26 22, - ” 30
Differential Aptitude Medien RewsScore 0.3 - 1o ©13.3
Test Numerical - Minneapolis Percentile . 28  ~1 , 31 . B Ly
' . & . ‘ v
N 9 - K : '
¢ ) ) » &
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g .classrpom 1nvolvement, assumptlon of work responslblllty, cr1t1Cal-
oquestaoning attrtude, ¢lassroom leadershlp, con51derat10n of others,
. “and feell about sélf. The magonmtv of the,on-roll ESP students .
received ngiingsoat the\lower end of the -scale on the four behav1oral
categorles most closely related to“school work (Table 2 on page 7)»
Fdfty percent\of the ESP students were rated by the1r teacher:as un1nvglved';
'or veﬁ? 1ncdnsistent on the classroom-lnvolvement scnle, 60% of the
students were rated asrsemetlmes or often refus1ng to assume respons1bllity :
.for'égmpiéfion of theldﬂwork, 60% were ratedxes rarely or never asklng
fuestions, a mw'76% were ed. as haV1ng passive or negative leadershlp

‘chanacterlstics; Aboutcone-

1rdgof the ESP students were rated as belngd,A

ometimes ox. often inconsiderate’ of the feellngs of others. One-thlrd

’ g
T alsd was rated as hayving unshre or\poor self 1mages. . : 2

(

? .

‘?_ - The ratlngs of students who left ESP durlng the year, were somewhat -
more favorable %han ratlngs of the gn-roll ‘students on five soales and . -

similar td the ratlngs of on=roll studerts on the feellngs-about-self

. . \ . . -
- écale. o ' '. o ° o o, .' ' '
A . b ‘J . - v

-

The comparlson students recelved.more favoraéle teacher rat1ngs © '
: than d1d the ESP studénts on all six behavioral categorles. For' examgle,

on the classroom- nvolvement scale, 38% of- the comparlson students and 8%
of the ESP students wene rated as actively’ or very involved -in classroom

-

- d1scuSS1ons and actmwltles. .

. . - . . €5 “
A . .. e ‘ \' i
o . 3 - . : : X B . @ .
J N . E . . . .

. S : %chlevement Test Results
: ) The ESP staff memberséﬁdmlnlstered forms 3A and 3B ofﬁ\he Readlng,
l Studies tests f¥om the Sequentlal Tests

jEngllsh Expreéslon, gnd So } ‘
‘of Educatlonal Progress (STEP?/Serles II to ESP students at the t1me .
they. entered the program and\agaln at the énd of the year. The stults.
d1scussed in this sect;dh are based“on students who were in the ESP"
program the ent1re school year. Forms 3A and 3B were developed forﬁuse;

. with typlcal studentstln grad s 7- -9. Publlsher norms- are not~ava11able
for tenth grade students Tha September 1972 scores were converted to

. _pe;centfles using the test puq lsher 'S norms appropriate for fall ninth

graders; while May 1973 scores were converted to percentlles uslng

b

sprlng grade nine norm&. Eg : . ¢ . &
N 1‘

g

&=
-
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' Tﬁble 2 - .
N Ninth Grade Behavioral Ratings of ESP Students, Studehts
Who Left ESP, dnd Comparison Students - .
. L X > . , ) ‘
Btudents
* S . ESP Who Left|Comparison
Behavioral ‘ .. Students E$P Students
Category Behavioral Descriptor N=8T. N=212 N=32
Tavolvement in. Very involved, initistes discussion B % o 0%
Classroom Active, shows genuine interest 8 33' 38
Discussion and f Mild invelvement} politely attentive ‘ L2 33 L1
Activities Un1nvolved, distracted, attention wanders 36 20 22
_ o ‘Very 1ncons1stent,;vacillates 14 13 0
Assumption of . Always accepts responsibil1ty, much, n
ReSponsibility ,independent study - . . %} 0 3.
) ways accepts responsibillty, some l
fom‘fompletion %VJndependent study . T 16,
A g
of Work and Usupilx accepts responsfbility, sdme . ,
Independent independent study : .33 53 Ry e
..%udy Sometimes refuses, 17tt1¢ indep. study 39~ 13 31
. Often refuses, no independent study 21 27 g
+  Critical, _-Frequently challenges or questions ideas 3 0. 3,
# - Questioning Occasionally challenges or questions ideas o b 20, 22
Attitude Sometimes questions for clariflcation L .33 33 by
: S Rarely questions ' 30 20 25 -
. 1~£\‘y~ o v ,: > ' - )
L " Does not question’ L .-"30 < 27 5
tleadership - Outstandlng demonstrated leadership ability i 0 0 3.
~ -in, Occs51onally demonstrates ability to lead | . 5 20. 9
Classroom Generally demonstrates independent gelf- ' ‘ o
- . confidenee - o 18 33 LL
'jﬁi Passive and/or cohﬁormlng, goes slong 59 27 | 38
’ Leadership coﬂtributions are negatlve 17 - 20 s 6
Consideration Always considerate 5 s 7 ~ 6
of Rights and Usurlly considerate 25 33 b1
. Feelings of Not noticeably considerate or inconsiderate| - 38" ; 33 * Lk
» Others . Sometimes inconsidérate 21 13 9
L . Often inconsiderate 11 13 0
How Does Consistently shows feelings of self-worth | -« 3 ] 7 9
Student Feel Usually shows good feeling about himself 36 . 27 59
- About Inconsistent feeZing about self ’ 28 27 13
Himself?* Unsure of self and how to relate to others | 20 2T 16
_ Poor self image, negative impression‘\f > :
selfwworth 12 13 3 .

Behavioral descriptions were available for lj of the students who left ESP.

a

-

_ T _
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\\\ . The ESP Etudents showed greater improvemcnt on the Social Stud1es

, Accord1no !% the STEP 1nterpretatlon manual the Réading test
measures the ablllty to read and understand a variety of materials.
+ *One part of the test requlres strelghtforward and inferential compre-' Sy
’ ) henslon of sentence 1tems The student must answer questions about
' passages of varying lengths 1n the second part of the test The Engllsh
Expresslon test requires the student to evaluate the correctness and
effectlveness of sentences by detecting grammatlcal errors or choosing
among various rephrasings of sentences. The Social Studies test measures
student development in broad skills and understandings, drawing items

from polltlcal sc1ence, soclology, anﬁhropology, economlcs, h1story

and geography, . /
What\ gains, if any, did the ESP students make between September 1972 |
and May 1973 on these standardized ach1evem~nt tests? Readlng pretest »

~and posttest scores ﬁEre obtalned for 67 of the: 7Ll students who were in <
ESP all year, Engllsh ExpreSS1on.scores were obtalned for 60 students, .,'
and Social Studles scores for 62 students “Mean scores and correspondlng

.

. publlsher percentiles based on nlnth grade school norms are given in
4

4

Tao Table 3 on pege 9. ‘e

' Although the mean score Wwas higher on thei&psttest than the prgtest
for both the Reading and English ression tests, the gains were hot
substantial enough to 1mprove the%ZZoup 5 peq..ptile rank corresp ding@

to the mean scores. The percentile changes were negligible; down two ‘

percentlle p01nts from the llth percentlle to the 9h percentile on the
‘ Reading test and up two percentile points from the 13th to the lSth

‘percentile on the Eng%ish Expression test.

test. The percentlle (29) ‘gorresponding to the May 1973 mean posttest
'score ;es'n%neteen percentile points higher than the percentile (lO) -
- corresponding to the September l9%2 mean pretest score. t\\\\ .
| Table 4 on page 10O presents another view of the achievement test ‘

+ 'gcores. About ones=fourth of the ESP students scored at or ‘above the LOth
percentile on the September 1972 administratlon of each of the three tests

L - Compared with the pretest, & somewhat greater percentage of students

stored at or above the LOth percentile on the Reading end English EXQresszn

e .Jposttestﬁ%gluen in Maygl973. Greater 1mprovemcnt was,shown‘on the Social

Stydies -test. Forty-five percent‘of the studentshfcored at or above
d / . . . ’ .
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y '

“Mean Scores, Publisher Percentiles Based on Mean Scpres, and Percentile -
‘Gains for Edison ESP Students on.the Reading, Englishl Expression, and
Soc:i.z;,]3 Studies Subtests of the Sequential Tests of Educap&eng.sl Progress T

N - . o . 'P -
) ' . { Pretest i Posttest
= e | -Sept, 72 May T3 Gain |
R T T s
. . Mdan Converted Score® - b38.6 + L3 .8 5.2 )
: !
"“%%blisher Pezé'ycenti'le A 1 ) , -2
) ) . \". . ’ N ) .
English Expression {‘I\I=.60) LT NS ) ‘
, " /'Mea.n Converted Score - 432.0 435.0 : 3.0
AR . . . ) ‘ ¢ ] .
Publisher Percentile - 13 15 .
b -y Sockal Studies (N®62). , _
' ‘Mean Cohverted Score w30k 7. 438.8 . 8.1
< ) ) -
Publishér Percentile - 10 . BT
7 ) TN
» ) ) \ °
/
:ng‘} -
8 N
t o };\‘(’
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» ‘ oo : - . \ . .
e Percentage of ESP Students at‘Selected Percentile Ranges on the ‘Reading, ¢

< English Expression, and Social Studies Subfests ¢of the Sequential Tests

of ®ducational Progress in September 1972 and May 1973 ’
- : . . ) - A

hd 4 -

. * 3 . § v v T
| ﬁargentile g Readf./gg . English Expression : Social Studies -
Femge ¢ | gept. 72 | May 73 || Sept. 72 ey T3 sept. 72 | May 73 o
L 6.9, 1 T - 16 whee P10 64 . 2T
: . & . . . o -
40=59 - L1z 13 - 13 25 .. 1. 18
20-39 - 37 21 28 e o | CEN- R -
b9 0 | 3T e R (R B - I R
.i - - - v . \b 0 ?J J—
E ., B e ., - | . </
; . v 3 . ; N -°
. s " .' X ' ) P ’ )
;o ' , 4 . R -
o } 49 7 . . A) J "(' ,
4 . Ch S M X} ' §

Teble 5

Number and .Percentén,ge of ESP Students_‘Who Gained Selected Percentile Amounts -
Between September 1972 and May 1973 on the Reading, English Expression, and -

Social Studies Subtests of the Sequential Tests of Educational Progress

’

_ Percentile Reading * English Expression| Social’ Studies
= .Geinorloss |. N .., % N % .- N ‘ %% o
Gain 20 + 5 7 8 ° 13 » ‘15 -1
‘ Gain 10-19 8 2 .5 8 14 - .23
. Gain 1-9 12 18 | o - 23 - 13 | 21
‘ Even O ~9 13 b 7 2 | 3
. Loss'1-10 22 33 16 - 27 11 18
_ Loss 11+ _ 11 16 13 -2 | 7 11
o \ . i1 7 . 1
r \ ‘
, ‘ o “ :
1 - / , '
0
,/ N ) v A ”Gg ’ !




N . ) : ~V . . . » ) l

. . . o j .
. 0 . N c, K ]
p o X P . : . .

b _ R 'S o , " ) d B

. ' ., T ’ \ . 4 ‘.' : . .
R P X . ) o -, . « 1 )
b - . © L N . . o Lo s - }

. 27 the 4oth percentile in May 1373, compered with 27% in September 1972.
Although 73% of the stude s showed i\a.w ‘score’ ga.ins between fall

. \
?‘ " \\ o and spring Re&ding tests, 377% gaine,de on the\ publa.sher § norms,- 13% sx&yed ) 4
S the same on the norms » and 494 lost on the pﬁpllsher g norus ('I‘able 5~ ‘ :
_ _on page 10). Inchvidual percentile changes on’ the Edglish Expres ion }) -
» N\ « sest were similar to.the individual Reading test‘\changes. - On the/Social
’;» . .‘g Spudies test, 68% of the students gained on the pupllsher s n betmeen

Y

" yf=ll and spring, 29% lost,‘ and 3 stayed the same.

, ’ ‘ Mathemstics achievement tests also were given /t; ESP vstu.dents at
the \\ginning and end of the school year. Resu1ts were not, reported

' qg\ because the test was developed locally and. ndrmative information is not

availabil.e. © Te

- - . : ‘

-~

_ STEP Achievement Summery N .

‘ R , Begween September 1972 and May 1973, ESP students made gains on
°o " the STEP Reading and English Expression tests that would, be expeqted of

é,' students who scored well below the awerage on publisher 8 norms . Although
B ' mean raw scores were higher in ‘the ‘spring than 1h the prev:.ous fa.ll, the
percentile ranks corresponding to the mean rEwW seores were the, 'same in
. the spring and fall. ESP students showed greater 1mprovement on the .
Lo 5 ' [gocial Studies achievement test. The !glpring 1973 mean score corresponded : -

2y | ‘to’a percentile rank of 29, compared (\?ith & percentile rank of 10 in the
" fall of 1972. :
| Student Attitudes \

ESP students were given & Questionnaire’ in May 1973 tha.t mea.sured
genera.l &ttitudes toward school and specific_ attitudes toward the
Employability Skills Program. A copy of the questionnaire is in Appendix A‘."
‘Attendance and graduation credit date also were collected for the first

‘and second semester. ’ - // ~ ¢ ’
1 .

Tenth Grade Progress o

’ 4

Did the ESP students attend .school regula.rly? Did they earn enough
high school credits to be on schedule for gradustion after three years

[y . . -

" of high school? - T | :




‘o

v

Attendance. The median number of days. absentwdurlng the ﬁzrst semester 3 E %
of l972=73 wag' 5 days for the seventy-one ESP students’ who were in the
program the entlre year (Table 6 .on -Rage 13) . Attendance was not as good.
the second semﬂster-—-the median days absent was 7 days. For the l972=73 *
school ye&r, 34 of’the ESP students were absent twenty or more days, '
w1th e medidn of l3 days ébsent. The median days absent for the ESP

ﬁ students in ninth grade wag 10.5. days, but’hl% were absent twenty ox, - N ‘

The medid days absent for the thlrty-two comparlson students, those o -

more days’ . : - L

P-4

4ot to enroll in ESP, also 1ncreased frop ninth (7 days) to ) o
tenth grade (10.5 days) However, contrary to the ESP. students, the R

‘comparison group had a somewhat greater percentage of severe "attendance

w

[

problems 1n tenth grade than 1n n1nth grade Forty-two pexrcent of the
comparlson students wére absent twenty or more days in tenth grade, .
compared with 31% in ninth grade. . % e
Dropout rates for tenth.grade ESP students vere simllar to drOpout :
rates for all other Edlson-tenth grade studénts. A student was: def;ned i ; | ‘ﬁ/?
as a dropout if he withdrew from ESP (if en ESP student).or Edison (if
not an ESP student) without transferﬂlng to another high school ,program.
Accordlng to data collected from the Sbhool records by the ESP Coordinator,
the fbllowing numbers and perce:;;kes of. tenth grade students: who were N

enrolled in 'September dropped -0 of the program.

N . ed
' ESP Tenth Graders | 3 of 90 or 3.3%
Non-ESP Temth Graders - 26 of 560 or b.6% . °

Comparison Tenth Graders 1 of 32 or 3 1%

Credlts. Thréesyear hlgh»schools in Minneapolls requ1re that students

earn at least thlrty credits to rece1ve a high school diploma. Therefore, T
a student should complete at least ten credits in ‘tenth grade to be on .
schedule for gradtation. After the.first semester, 684 of the ESP students
hadiearned five or more ¢redits. At the end of the year, 26% of the ESP

fr studentsbhad earned ten or more credltso However, another 51% of the 'ESP

"~.grade;

. students had earned 8 to 9.5 credits for the year and could-get back on
8 three-year graduation schedule if they\took an extra class in eleventh

° ¢ N




Table 6
. Tenth Grade Attendance and Graduation Credlt Status

/,

of ESP Students and Comparison Students

13

<0

- ESP Comparison
7 Students Students
- N=T1 N=32
Days Absent First' 20 days or more % 164
Semester of 10~19 days 18° 25
Tenth Grade ?:9 days 75 .99
- . Median days absent- ' | 75 days - §.5'd§y3
Days - Absant Second 20 days or more - ; o S It 16%1
Semester of .10=19 days _ . ‘24 23. - L
Tenth Grade 0=9 days 62 - 61; 5-
' - Median days absent 7 days | 6 daxs‘
Total Days 4O days or more ‘ 11% 19%.
Absent } 20-39 days ) ! 23 23
! Tenth Grade 10-19-days * 31, S 16
0-9 days 35 ‘ k2. .
Median days absent 13 days 10.5. days.
Total Days 4O days or more s 1h% 12% .
Absent . 20-39 days | 27 19
Ninth Grade 10-19 days . b 16
' 0-9 ddys L5 53
MEdian'days'absent'; 10.5 dayé 7 days
Graduation Credits _ Five or more 684, 65%
Farned First Semester, [ '3 - k5 26 16 .
Tenth Grade ' 2.5 or less 6 19
Graduation Credits Ten or moré 26% 27%
Earned Tenth 8 -9.5 | 51 W8 .
'Grade Year 6 = TS5 a 10 . "6
5.5 or less 13 19

/
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»,measur1ng school-related attitudes in theszglmow1ng areas‘ liking-of-

. a learper, pos1t1ve reinforcement, and progress {in learning. Seventeen ~

-

/
O /
e i i/

The students in the comparison group earned the same'percentagesz\

of credits as did the ESP-students. However, the somparison Students

:

.had somewhat better grades in ninth grade then did the ESP studentsf
although ne1ther group sparkled academically in 1unlor high. N
In May 1973, the ESP students were asked 1§/they planned on graduat1ng r

from h;gh school. Seventy-six percent of the ESP stidents said yes, L9

said no, and 20% were not sure. ° ' v

L4 N ,-‘

General Attltudes . . : P

' The questionnaire adm1n1stered in May included. n1nemeen 1tems

school, teachers, curriculum relevance, student dnput, self-concept as

of these 1tems came from the Student Opinion Questionnaire *(SOQ), a

93-item 1nventory developed by the Minneapolls Public. Schools Research :
.and Evaluat1on Department. Since the S0Q had been administered to all |
Edyggn students in May 1972, c0mparat1ve data from the year prlor to /
ESP were ava1lable. : ¢ : : \* . \ -

. Table 7, on pagevl5 gives the percentage of ESP students who either
strongly agreed or agreed with each of the nineteen statements. The table
also ‘gives the responses.of two comparison groups who took the SOQ in May l972
(l) Edison stu@ﬁhts in grades 10-12 who said they received average gﬁades
in schodl, a.nd (2) tenth grade students. The group with average grades
was selected as a comparﬁQOn group because they most closely matched the
descr1pt10n of grades that ESP students said they received. S1xty-two
percent of the ESP students said they rece1ved average grades, 19% sa1d
below averageg 8% said very low, while. 9 said above average, and 3%
said ekcellent.

" The follow1ng prgcaut1ons should be considered when comparing the
attitudes of ESP students with the two comparison gx%ups Tenth graders .
hgte expressed more favorable att1tudes than eleventh and twelfth graders. &

" 6n several SOQ items,. part1cularly on items related to curricplum relevance
and progress 'in learning. Since the 1971-72 average-ach1ever %roup 1:21udes
eleventh and twelfth graders as well as tenth graders, this comparis

group probably had 1ess favorable responses than did 1971-72 average,
achievers from tenth grade only Data is not availaeble for l97l-72 tenth

grade average achiévens. _ . . . -

o




. ' Table T

5. : 7

-

Edison E R a.nd Previous Year Student Responses to

,.

Ttems Met\suring General Attitudes Towa.rd Schoql

Edison Edison
.t ' Average Tenth
. °1 &SP Achievers | Graders
| 1972-73 1971-72 1971-72
' ‘l- N=79 =539 Nu6L
Liking’of ?chwl Lo o
Schoolwork is interesting 4o . 359 W,
I like school k 38 48 63
‘I don't like sch work | : 57 7L - 60
I don't like my cﬁasses ' ' 32 39 , 31
Teachers . R *‘l , s
I t‘flisnk my teachers understa.nd me. 56 : 37 50
Most of my tea.chers seem )to liKe ne %'a 73 8L -
Teachers in this school do a poor Job i 43 30
T like most}of my teachers -t ) 680 69 Th
Curriculum Re vﬁnce ‘ ) ‘ ]
This school tea.ches me - thg things I want to learn . b7 .. 1'| 28 B b2
Most schoolwork will be useful to me when I get S i
out of school : 5G] , b3 50
My teachers are willing tq listen to~ suggestions :
from students a . 81 a a
I have freedom in choosing ‘what I want to ‘study 56 ' . a a
Many times students are given a chance .to . % -
decide what their class does 51 Ll L5
Se]_f'-Concept as a Léarner -g &
I have the ability to- learn most things 84 88 ,91
I see myself as a successful student 43 55 70
I am not very good in schoolwork 66 49 31
Positive Reinforcement i
T am praised when I do good work \ 5k 40 45 °
T am alwaeys told about my bad workiand not my
good work 19 L9 40
Progress in Lea.rninﬁ '
I think I an learning 8 léyuin school 59 35 50

°

-

.8mnese two items are not included in the Student Opinion Questionnaire.

-
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' Nineteex percent of the ESP stuydents, compared -with 4% of the 1971-72 -

~ compered with 35% of the 1971-72 average ach1evers,and 50% of the 1971-72

Previous studies of S0Q responses have 1ndicated that students ‘who
said they'received above’ average and excellent grades respoqfed more ° 0
favorably on most SOQ items than did students-who said they;received
average and below average grades. Since more than 50% of the l97l-72
tenth grade comparison group said they received above average or excellent
grades, this comparison group probably had more favorable responses than
did 1971-72 tenth grade average achievers. »

On the 1tems measuring self-concept as a learner, 8&% of the ESP _
students said they have the ability £5 learn most things, 439 said they
see themselves.as successful students, and 66% said they are not very good
in schoolwork. The students in the two comparison groups saw themselves
~as better students than did the ESP students.

. \The ESP students expressed equally or more, favorably att1tudes than™ V-
did students in ‘the tyo comparison groups on all other 1tems, with one.
exception. - The one exceptional rtem measured a general attitude toward
school, "I like school." Thirty-eight percent of the ESP students sa1d
they like school, -eompared with 48% of the l97l-72 average achieVers
‘and 63% of the 1971-T2 ténth graders- On the other three liking-of-school%

items, the three groups expressedofairly ‘'similaf attitudes . ' .
“~ . The ESP students appeared to have moré favordble views- of their B -

. )
tegchers than did students 1n the comparison groups For example, lh% <

of the ESP students said teachers in thLS School do a podr job, while 439
of the 1971- K? average achievers and 30%" of the l97l-72 tenth graders
agreed with that statement. The ESP- students also indicated they received

more positive reinforcement than was indicated by ‘the comparison students.

average achievers and 40% of the 1971-72 tenth graders, said they are
always'told about their bad work and not their good'Work. - ]

The ESP students had substantially more favorable attitudes than
the l97l-72 average achievers and somewhat more favorable attitudes than
the 1971-72 tenth graders on the two,items related to curriculum relevance
and the one item related to progress in learning. For example, 5% of the . e

ESP students said that they think they are learning & lot in school,

tenth graders.

16
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Attitudes Toward ESP

ESP students were asked to indica.te whether ESP helped them in several
a.reas related to the ob,)eﬁ)tives of the project, . In a.ca.demic areas,. 85%

' year or:two, 54% said they-wers

able 8).

When a.sked |

of the students indicated ESP helped them improve their reading skills,

65% of the students said it improved their writing>skills, 7l+% their
~math skills, a.nd_lr63% their socipl studies skills -
. to compa.re what they learned in ESP with ‘what they lea.rned in the previous

_helped more with reading skills in ESP,

¢

~at>

3% said th"y were helped more® with writing skills in ESP, 52% more with
math skills’ in ESP,L and 36% more witp spcial studnﬂes skills. About 10 - 20%
of the ESP studehts- said they lea.rned more in each or‘f the four skill, areas

in the one Or two years prior to the ESP program than in the ESP progra.mq

3 .

7,

L3
[P

- -

Ta.ble 8

Benefits of the Employa.bility Skills Program .as . Perceived by Students

- E

~ " How Much Has ESP . ompare_d With Iast Year,
~ JHelped You? ' Area : ESP Has Helped .
A Lot Some  None . ) - More Sanme Less
V226 s 63%  15% | Improved my reading skills _ Wb 3Th ' %
9 .56 35 | Tmproved my writing skills ¢ |39 .4 15
. 18 56 36~ Improved my -math skills L s52 29 719
11 52 " 37 Improved social studies gkills 36 ) ':;g ’22
1 60 - 26" Improvedémy understanding of myself 46 L2 12
, 21 5. 28 | Learned how to get along With students | 33 = . 55 12
13 53 34 | Learned how to get along with adults 28 51 22
36 53 12 Learned, ebout different careers and jobs| 73 %[6" 10
.| Became more aware of what I want to ‘ f
© 19 41 o b1 do after I leave high school 56 30 1k
3
) Anout two-thirds to three- %‘}ourths of the ESP students said that ESP
helped them impr ove gelf- understa.nding and lea.rn how to get along with
\ | adults and other students. Forty-six percent of the students said ESP
- Relped them improve self-understa.nding moré than did progra.ms in the
@ previous year or two of school. . \
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/ Sixty percent of the students said ESP helped them becoue nwre |
aware-of what to do after high school, and about 90% said they‘learned aboutp
\‘@?zlfferent»careers and jobs. Learnlng about careers and jobs rece1ved the%"f
most favorable rating of all areas .on the list. Seventy-three percent , v
of the students said they learned more in ESP about careers. and jobs "than
. in the prev1ous one or two years X

. @he ESP students also rated several special [ESP act1v1t1es 1n which

they partlcipated on & usefulness scaie ranging from very uSeful to

somewhat’ useful to not useful (Table 9) . The number of ESP'students who ;f' ~ 0
" par21c1pated in the act1v1t1es ranged from 8% who said-they were tutored |
- by another Edison student to 95% o said they watched full-length 'g/ﬁgs
feature fllms. other act1v1t1es(Z: Mthh half or more students partici- ' ©

pated were a careers unit in social stud;es (47%) » f1eld trips (89%),
reading paperbacks and magazines (92%), word games and puzzles (90%),
and chess (55%) . T ‘ X PR )

*

Pa

) The magsrlty of the students who participated in edch activity rated ¢
: the activity as either 'very useful o®r somewhat useful. Shadowing
people on the Job" reckived the highest usefulness ratlng, S1xty-four
percent of the students said shadowing was very useful and 28% said it

was somewhat useful. ~ . -t ‘ N
I ) .
9

| Table 9 o . _
Student Ratings. of Special ESP Activities B o

-
b

'ﬂDid You Participate? ' ; 9 , - If Yes, qu»Useful?a
Y& - Mo | Activity - » S " 1 Very ' Somewhat Not
2% 79 Shadowing people on the job A 64, . 28% &% )
| L7 © 53 ‘.Careers unit in socials studies”® o 28 62"« 10
85 < 15 Field trips 33 55 12
ée 8 Reading paperbacks,/magazines , 36 , 53 11 .
22}l4a/ 78 ' Work program - ‘ ‘ : Q'32 : 63 5
i 8 o2 Tutoring by another Edison student - . 10 50 ko
% 5 Full-length feature £ilms 27 T 63 10
23 77 Cemputer games = ' 5 - 68 26
) 18 g2 ' |Working on Pocket to Ya 40 47 13
. 13 87 - Group meetings with Nesbitt or Hlte 38 " 38 23 ’
90 10 Wﬁi: games or puzzles 26 160 13
7 55, k5 | chess o | 3 _ 28 1

gOnly students'who indicated that they~partiéipated were included in the usefulness
ratings. .
3 Q B ) ‘ . o ~o
ERIC . ‘ 18 R .
o 25




Students' overall attitudes towand'ESP were substantlally mnre.: ¥
Vﬁavorable than the1r attitudes “toward a regular, or tradit1onal, school

program. "When asked to compare ESP with the.program they had the pre- ‘
vious year; about 60% of thé ESP students said thé? learned more and .
v ' ' liked school more in ESP \(Ta.ble 10). Abort 15% of the ESP students ~ :

cn | Teble 10 - . . = iR
Student Comparisons Betwqen ESP N .
‘and Regular School Programs

)

’ -~ L. Percent o
y .. 0 Statement' , z Response N=T79 |
Comparing.last year with this | Last year ‘1 159 =
- j : | 'year,gg 1earned more _ ‘?his year ' 62 . ‘n
’. ‘ “ 1, Yo difference | 23 >
. Comparing’iast year with this | Iast year ' L 16 :
E year, I liked schobl more This year 61 g?
A L . No difference 23w,kw, ’
© . ' It a program similar to ESP | Regular Edison| * - .
e . were available next year;.“ frogram. 4 19 7
- what program would you ESP Prbgram 81 RS
! . choose % "' ' ' ' :
< K r
If given a choice next year between the regular Ed1son program and “,
. /a program similar té ESP, 81% of the ESP students said they would choose
“ rthe program similar to ESP. . - .
J " Student Views of Best and Worst ‘Parts of HSP A -
e . In the May questiennaire. students were asked to 1nd1cate whaﬁ’they

thought were the best and worst parts of the Employablllty”Skllls‘Program

The student responses -were grouped into categories based on similar

NN

" content. The number in parentheses represents the nunmber ofﬂstudents

P

‘who made each particular response or one similar to it.

. ) . . said they learned fore and liked school more in the year pr10r to—ESPQGg;
while‘%3% said  there was no dlfference between ESP and, the previdus\year.,'
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bE ! Best Parts. About half of pthe "best' respox)ses were in the general ' ' €
area of student freedom and responsibility for d01ng and selecting their .
4 : ~ own- worl:. O ; : \'\\. . .. s ' ‘

- Working a,t your ownmspeed or rate “("114)
s Working on your &vn (h) e ' -

T . ) Exercising sel@;reliance (1) -0 i" . v\/ k y o
w - . e Tahing 8 1ot of z‘esponsibility on yourself (l) R - . B
Tl Doing almost s erything on my own beca.use I 1earn more that way (1)
| ‘ . Selecting whit,you want’ to 1earn (3) v N ) B
S . Tot being pushed 2 forced to do things you don't want to do (5) /
o . Doing woé you 1ike ) : : o " ‘ ‘e '
/ | . Wn‘ t‘hlng (l»‘i.'.‘ B Lo

" Other student comments abm

a8

such as relevance, openness, fun, movies-field trips, Iearning about your-

'self, free time, and’ grading T B \' S
- ' . Doing what you and teachers think will \help xou im the, future (1)
) - P Wprking on what you neeii (l) R "’?.‘-.‘{) L ’
) .k Not going wer things ¥y learned already’(l) / . et
: : A ; ¢ ' LS S
/ ' - . More open a.tmosphere, most of teachers w111 1isten o yous (1)

. Not being afraid to speak your mind; you can be friendly to a.
teacher that helps. you (1)

. : ‘
. & -« Get credit for youg: thoughts a.nd not your tea.cher s thoughts (1) . ]}’

. Teachers are more" e:tperienced in working w:‘[th us ,Qmore ‘freedom (1)

.'1
—

I talk to gome kids a.nd they don't mind coming to school° ESP
gave kids’a ]§bt more interest in schopl (1) S . .

-« “Most of the work is fun (1) @ } < 5
= .« It's fun (1) . : :
1 "+ . Field trips.have been good (3) , _
] . Movies‘(é) ' : ' b, S
| . Fjeld trips and movies (}) o _ T 0 , : s
> E 'i . Field trips and shadowing experiences (1) . ) Y '

ield trips“, movies, shadowing, and games; not cooped up al.laday long (1)
2 »

; . Glyes the kids a chance to f1nd out who they are@&what they can do (l)

' . You.can learn a lot about your career; now I know what I want to do (1)

{ ~ .

- ' : . L3

.20

~ . ...' ' ‘.,” »z.?\\" ,g " —




" Worst parts. The ESP students made fewer comments about ‘the worst bants

. in read1gg About three—fourths of the ESP students scored at or

.
. Free time (3) N .

'« Being able to have at least one day’a week for fun and games (l) A,

. Every Friday we have a game day when you can play games, read _
paperback books, etc. (l) ] i -,

v | . J\

~
-

. I am graded on what I do not what éveryone else does (l)
., . I love it;.i% compares each gtudent wi%h himself (l)

y

¢ <

of ESP than they did about the best Earts: Comments that the*work was
not hard enough and_criticisms of individual teachers were the only

categories with more than one comment..

. The work 1% second grade, there's mo challenge. You don't
learn anything (1)

~

I like more work to do at least br1ng work home once in a whlle (l) .

.  You don't really get anwthlng ‘out of it (1)
. If youdon't do any work the teacher's don't care (1)

p :Criticisms of individual.teachers (3)

“

. Teachers let some k1ds do whatever they want whlle they make others work (l)

]

. ; The kids are too mean and snotty (1) R
. They stiil mark to darn hard for*me and others in thg program (1) Iy
.  Being pushed around by sSome Of sthe teachers (1) ‘ .
. When you get ‘homework (1) | ' '

. Not emough films (1)

)

» < - Recommendations |
/' . & 0' .

l; Contimue a special program for students»who'are simllar to the students
who part‘%lpated in the 1972-73 Employability Skills Program. A
majority of the l972-73 ESP students felt they beneflted academically
‘from partlclpatlng in the program. Students’ att1tudes toward speclal

program\aspects of . ESP and toward teachers were p081t1ve, eighty

percent would chooge ESP over a regular high school program if they

had a cholce next year. , . - P

-

2. Higp prlorlty should be given to the' cont1nued development of a

rogram to improve the basic skills -of the ctudents, partlcular;x . -

- p

\ _'. | 21 . . - .
. . - &8 .




below the-39£h percantilé on a standardized reading fest using - | R
ninth grade norms both at the beginningALnd the ond of the 1972-T3 ¢$:

o school ygar. Since one-third of the ESP studéntgﬁ%ere eligible for’ |
SLBP instruction, more individual or small<group instruction from , e,

‘° SLBP tutors seems like a reasonable’ approach. ‘Parhaps the readlng

. ‘Jbrogram prov1ded by all ESP teachers can be altered in some way to

. produce gre%ﬁer reading 1mprovem°nt\among the students. )

~ . . : -

. 3. If the vocat::nalncareer and employability-skills aspects are to . e ;

continue as objectives of the program, more resources should be put

into this area. The 1972-T3 ESP students responded favorably to
field trips, career units, and the shadowing experiences and indicated
- : el y
0 that they learned about careers and occupations. However, it seems ’ .

that ‘the program would be much stronger if the counselors and work

\\coofdinators were more involved with the program. More work experience

oggortunities and more vocational counseling seem appropriate.. ‘ NEN
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‘Minneapolis Public Sghools

l

e . : ' ;:‘ Edison Employebility Skills Program 1=3

This.qQuestionnaire asks you how you feel‘about school and about special parts of -
the ESP program. Please ansver as thoughtfully and honestly as possible.

~

For each of the following statements indicate whether you Strongly Agree, Agree,
Disagree, or Strongly Disagree by marking (X)_in the coxrrect space. .

) , Strongly ‘ | Strong}y»‘ '
‘ . \ Agree | Agree Disagree Disagree -
(L) Schoo;work is interesting . e Lot
(5) MWy tedchers aré willing to listen ‘ . S
to suggestions from students . . . ’
(6) 1 am praised when I do good.wbrk : ‘ ‘ ‘ .
. s e - p ——
(7) This school teaches me the things® )
I want to learn 5 ) * . ‘
(8) I think T am learding a lof in school v - ) |
*(9) " I think my teachers understand me S .
. BN ' 5 4 .
- (10) 1 have the ability to learn most things 5oL . i
'(11).>Most of my teachérs seem to like metv . ,f ’ °

(12) I am always told about'my bad work
and not my good work

(13} T like school

" (14) I see myself as a successful student .

Y - -

' (15) I.have freedom in choosing what T .

‘want to study 7 \/ﬁ:ﬁy&/

‘ -

(16) Meny times students a c given a chance

D to decide W%gt their class does * ‘ \ )

(17) % ddn't like school work Y ‘

- » ps) o / . -

(18) Most school work will be useful to 6 \ _ .
© me wien’I get oyt of school . ‘ _

7 3 °

.(19)1 ~Eeach§£s in this school do & poor job

(20) I don't like my classes

(21) I am not very good in school work

(22). I like most of my teachers

2L - %\ w2l i




({) . . . } -'” ._. . ) . J
) *" For each of the areas listed below indicate on the left how much the ESP
. program hes helped you t;.his year. Then on the right indicate how much ESP’
haes helped you compared with the last year or two in school.. o

How Much Has ESP Helped? " Compared With Last Year,

o Area .+ -ESP Hes Helped
A Lot Sone None . _ . ., More Same _ Less
(23) ' Improved .fiy reading skills - (32).
(W), " | Improved riy understanding of. myself : (33)
E : ~ | Became ‘more aware of what I want i ,
(25) | to do after I'leave high school e (34)
(26) ' W Improved my wri't? skills ' ' 4 (35)
\ o : ' ' ‘ O
o . lLearned about different careers S .
]%27)" £ and jobs x | ST (36)-
V 7 ‘ : ‘ ) . ) h. . ’ .
(28) . o .| Improved my math skills , oo (37)
: - r " . : -,
» , / Learned how to get along with ' - & '
(29) ' adults oo . A &38)
_(30) . : | Improved sccial studies skills ' _* . (39)
, | o Learned how to get along with ‘ o -
-(31) . - ». | students T ‘ . - . (Lo) -

- !‘IIIIIIII EIIIIIIIIIEI;IIL:IIBIIIIIIIISIIISIIIIII-IIIIS;II.I-IIIIl!:IISIIIIIIIIIIIIi-
Listed below are some ESP activities in which you may have pa.r'ticipa',t'e,d. On the
 1eft indicate whether or not you participated in each activity by marking (X)
° YES or NO. For each activity where you check YES, indicate on the right how
‘ « useful the activity was. .

Did You farticipé,te ?

If Yes, How Useful?

Yes No - Activity - . ' Very = Bomewhat . Not
= ' T . ;
(b1) ' Shadowing people on''the job . Co o (53)
(42) | L Ca.(ree:s unit in socia;L stud%‘es" S ' (54)
(U3 o Field trips o (55)
o ', | .Reading paperbacks, magazines, , L
(bh) N newspapers - - (56)
. . ) M
f ' , :
(45) . ] Work program L 4 , - (57)
(L6) - .| ratoring by another Edison student 4 __(58)
- (47) : | - Full-length feature films ‘ : (59)
(48) Computer games C | . (60)
(49) : Working on Pogket To Ya | : \ B ,(\61)
N A ) ¢ | Priday group meetings with : .
H(50) — . Nesbitt or Hite o (62)

(52) Word games or puzzles “{ : = (63)




of .
: i o [ . G . . B
" (65) Comparing last year with this year, I learned more
- 1.. last year ' :
2. This year T,

3. No d1fference

v (66) Comparlng last year with this year, "I liked school more
) . 1. last year '
u - Thls year o o
3. No dlfference ‘ - _ s T Ty
(67) Which way do you prefer to do your work in school?
& . ) 1. Do.the same work at the same time as the rest of my class
2. Have my. own 1nd1v1dual work to 4o’

3. Makes no difference o L

The following few questions are about the ESP meth program. Indicate yoﬁr

~ansver by marking the- choice that best tells how you feel., If you are not . -
taking ESP math, go, to question (72). - o
, : L Strongly T Strongly

i Agree - Agree Disagree * Disagree

(68)‘1 enjoy ESP math o

(69) I like Meing able to work on my own .
: rather than having everyone in the .
math clags working on the same thing

(70) I like the idea of tests before and
. after each math unit :
(71) I am not receiving enough help 1%

math class

How do you think the ESP math>class could be improved?

®

- . . ‘ : i ’ o
. E . /_,[ . . ) 5
(72) If a program s1m11ar to ESP were available next year, what progrem would
. you choose? : , ’ »

1. Regular Edison program

; . . 2, ESP program

(73) At this time do you plan on graduating from high school?

l. Yes
2. No " '
030 Not S"u.re‘ : ’ . s N

26




%

, (714) How would you describe the grades you have recelved during the last 2-3
- . Years in school? : _ : t

I 1. Excellent ' | w e & ‘
' 2. Above average ‘, ?
L 3. Average . S L
¢ ) . . 3 B 4 ) ’
‘ L, Below average g
* 5. Very low h '
In your own words, what do you think a.ré\the best and worst parts about the = .
ESP program? ( \
' MR VR . ' » ' \1
. - i {
) ' )
: . — \
Q
% i .
. Y \

o

What suggestions. do you have for improving the ESP program?

4

/

.
.

o

April 1973 Research and Evaluation Departiment
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