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In the 1ate 1960' S and ear1y 1 io's open space educat1on was;be1hg

-~ *

advocateb as the approach to be ut111z d in the 1nstruct1on of e1ementary
~ L
school youngsters! In the ear1y to mi \1970 S, research was conducted com-
\ ' :
paring achzevement of children in an open spaCe setting with youngsters in b

a more trad1t1ona1 env1ronment By and| large, these studies (Burnham, 197{\
Sackett 1971 McCa11um, 1972; Read, 1973) found 11tt1e d1fference between d f .

T' the two tipes of programs. ,In fact, Sa/kett (1971) concluded that 1f the
B4

child's whole personality is taken into account the open space arrangement
was not a significant factor. A / L ;
v . / PO y
Stud1es wh1ch found sﬁgn1f1cant d1fferences in favor of the open «

.Space sett1ng bas1ca11y showed such J1fferences to occur in the amount of

-

act1v1ty in the c1assroom, greater 1ndependence from the teacher, and a .~

-greater w1111ngness to take r1sks (Anjfant 1972 Lueders Sa1mon 1972,
' ' Meyers, 1971) In add1t1on the/ Eﬁsona11t¥ factors of se1f-esteem, att1-

( T

Ja demonstrated deference in avor of the open space c1assroom. (Bea1s, :"

a

1972 Beck]ey, 19735 LaForge/1972) o - S /

! In 1970 M111ersv111e State Co11ege, through the efforts of the Educa- i

«\1‘

t1qna1 Deve]opment Center, embarked on a campus based Summer. Happen1ng wh1ch . ;‘

N

had an Open Educat1on theme « After a successfu1 f1ve year effort, from,1970

to 1974 the summer program was sh1fted‘1n emphasﬁs awdy from the, co11ege

0

~_.fnto a netWork venture 1nVo1v1ng foﬁ?teen schoo1 djstr1cts thrbughout the

;‘ e _.é

° state of'Pennsy1yan1a. As a result of their work With the ear14er programs, °
! ° [ "' s £ v . . P ~ N )
- . \‘; .;, g , ‘- } " ’,_ . o R *I,x
. s . . S ool , 1, 2 Ce e ! .

ide ic - . - " . ’ ‘ 0
- - 1 .. - v . . B - ‘e
< R St S S '\5 L . A ‘Y NS . A
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.. o the. emphas1s of the Educational, Development Center Network System veered -
PRI

[\‘from the concept of Open Education toward a broader'concept of Ind1v1dua1-
1§ed Instruct1on. Eva1uat1on of these programs dea1t onTy w1th the affect- ’

- \

. .ive impact upon the teachers and the usage of 1nd1v1dua]1z1ng techniques in

o _ their regu1ar.c1assropm during the school year.”:(hnttonen and Jernegan,

< g o?97.6)\. ’Thel results.of this analysis -showed overall positive jmpact ih .
i _\ - .- ohanging the methods of instruction of classroom teachers. *

! . AR
. ‘ ’
.

However, with the current.growing concern‘for educational acdounta-

. bility, it is® apparent that an attempt must be .made td examine the eﬁfects
. o \

: . of the Summer Happening and Network programs upon the actua] performances of

ch11dren in the reguiar school” year. The basic variabtes o?‘achievement,

v

att1tudes towards se1f and att1tudes toward school seem most appropr1ate v
~ . . ,;a K ’

R to_be included in such an analysis. S :

.

- - ',

. ' 3 . The curxent reportswill present cross-sektional' 1ongitud1na1,acogni- '
. . . t1ve, and affect1ve data gathered over-a three year period on ch11dren frqm ‘
- . L .

a specific school d1str1ct whose tedchers were tra1ned through the Summer

—

. Happen1ng and Network programs of the M111ersV111e Educat1ona1 Deve1opment

B Centen. The schoo]s 1hvolved in, the ana]ys1s are housed 1n bu11d1ngs wh1ch

. .. o

- T were buﬂt and established in the\4=0 s and 50 s, in 11ne, w1th the‘trad1- .
» V; . tional se1f-conta1ned c]assroom congept. Furthermdre, the emphas1s of the \
;‘; %§;3§ _ d1str1ct 3 curr1cu1um for the past f1ve years has been upon 1ndiv1dua1121ng .
! ‘7;;” S 1nstr0ct1on without changing ‘the phys1ca1 structure.of the1r bu11d1ngs. o
2 o) h .- | ’ -~ L " h N
e - . ; b r ‘:\ ’
& P ““ ')‘ -~ L) ‘ n -
L . A b4 - i
" A, : - - s - . ,:
i . . g ° s ) o .
A 2 e T
° : , LA ..
’ .- . - . ' .” > ':}’:" :1‘ ' - .i" *‘x
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B “%' L PROCEDURE -

¢ v

The schoo] district involved in the present anaTys1s is Tocated in a N
. rura] area in Nestern Pennsy]van1a, outs1de an 1ndustr1a1 c;ty with a popu-
Tat1on of;approx1mate1y 60,000. The 1ncome Tevel .of the fam1]1es in the
d:strict varies widely with middle to upper mnddle class fam111es form1ng
one segment and ruraJ poverty families formwng the other end of the 1ncome
spectrum. The d1str1ct 1tse1f has been educationally 1nvoTved in try1ng to ’
Bring about individualized programs for-the past several years, and has ‘
\ ach1eyed vary1ng degrees of such 1nd1v1dua11zat1on 1n the: d1str1ct schools.
’ - The present ana1y31s w111 center on three of these schools one of wh1ch—
i f\\\the\school d1str1ct fee]s represerits a modél of 1nd1v1dua11zed 1nstruct10n
| The other two 1nc1ude a schoo] which has similar popuTat1on youngsters to
the mode] school, but has not progressed tota]]y in. the area of 1nd1y1dualr

Q ¢

1zed 1nstruct1on‘zand a. schoo] represent1ng high' I.Q. cbi]dren\trom~mﬁddleﬂ

;A‘h: b ‘upper m1dd1e class income parents.

P TESTING PROCEDURE - :

a In the spr1ng of 1974 ch11dren who wegg in- the third grade 1n the
schooT d1str1ct under anaTys:s were g1ven the Comprehens1ve Test of Bas1c '
Sk111s Th1s standard1zed 1nstrument y1ered scores on the factors of
Read1ng, Language, Mathematics, and a TotaT of the three areas; Reference,

Sc1ence, and‘Soc1aT Stud1es In‘the spr1ng of 1976 a s1m11ar test .was again

g1ven to all students 1n both the th1rd and fifth grades in the schooT dis-

| § trict The maJor1ty of. the f1fth grade students had . been tested as third:

_,;;4?, « toe . _ . :A




Q.

.

graders in the spring-of 1974.

VA

In add1t1on to the ach1evement test1ng, youngsters in thé schooT dis-

t ct were also g1ven a th1rd grade att1tud1na] measure (Faces Quest1onna1re, .

Anttonen, 1974) .« This att1tud1na] 1nstrument y1e]ded scores on three fac-

tors Schoo] C]1mate, Independent Stu , and Schoo] Work, a]ong n1thea com-

a La

3 t1a1 des1gned by AnjAonen, ]974 Th1s Semant1c D1fferent1a1 techn1que

’ 1nstructfon school will be compared w1th a s1m1]ar student popu]at1on

" tapped tee]ings f students about Readwng, Me, Secial Stud1es, School,

. ANALYSIS OF DATA: _ c . L

7

Arithietic, and Science. For a copy of thfs,attitude instrument and scor-

ing.procedure,’see Appende’B. . . . o /-

< . s ¥ -

Since the samp]es from the three schoo]s are not either truly random

<

.or comparab]e, the data ana1ys1s wHl1 be presented in descr1pt1ve terms

only, w1thout stat1st1ca1 tests of 1nference. The data will be ddV1ded ' ,

into three maJor sectiens: (1)‘Cross-sect1ona1 ana]ys1s of the 'standardized
achievement data 2) ]ongitudina] anaTysis of the acthVéﬁent datal and (3)
a final sect1on dea11ng w1th Lhe two attitude measures In alnr compaF1sons

_the three schoo]s outlined above w1]] be used SO.- that a mode] 1nd1v1dua11zed
<

SN

school, and a school w1th a h1gher 1nte1]1gence, more affluent student e

. . e , . , ' : . .
popu]at1on. - : . i
The stat1st1csepresented will includé means and standard deV1at1ons

for both the ach1evement and att1tude measures. In add1tion, mean and ; ;

”fa,w«' 4
e — 9 3 o
\ . .
LN \ .. N o
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. made for those youngsters who were tested on the ach1evement measure in the . ]
springs of 1974 and 1976. The achievement means will use as the?r Uit of ’:
. analysis grade equivalents obtained from the raw scores on the various, sub- .
;3ECt tests and ,the-attitude measures will use as their unit of analysis'the C
%
nmp]e raw scores obtained for the various factors on the two 1nstruments.
-
In order to s1mp11fy the- presentat1on of the resu]ts the model 1nd1v1dua1-
)
1zed‘1nstruct1on school will be des1gnate in the report s1mp]y as the Model
‘School, the similar student popu}at1on scheol w111 be labeled the Para]]e] T
Schoo] and the h1gher 1nte111gence, affluent student popu]at1on will: be &x ! o
. CL A .S -
referred to as th ‘Atxp1ca1 School. - T )
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standard dev1at1ons wi]] also be calculated for the gains wh1ch“have been
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GRADE 3 GRADE EQM‘b JALENT. MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS .
(FOR 1976 COMPREHENSIVE TEST. OF BASIC'SKILLS) ., . -~ ¢ :
€0R IHREE COMPARATIVE .SCHOOLS . . ' L

o, ', ~a < _' T T
‘Model School. - - " Paraltel Sghool |~ Atyp1ca1 Schoo1
.- (N=25) | (N=32) - ~(N=50)

* Mean - Std. Dev. Mean $td. Dev. . * Mean__Std. Dev.
h27 1.91-% /0 Lbs 1299 | 4. 54T 2.0
Cales 2.8 . 433 238 0 521 2040

- ’ Ad

o

4067 < 1.4 .. 3.8 T ¢ - 444’ 32
4.23  1.68 3.81- 175 L4797
.96 2.9, - Fa3 0 20s0 76560228

a9 - a3 5.78  2.21
5.63 2.48
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L © - GRADE 3 .GRADE EQUIVALENT MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS . = . -
i (FOR 1976 ‘COMP‘REHENSIVE TEST OF BASIC ‘SKILLS) . e T ;
LSRR THREE COMPARATIVE SCHOOLS " ' CoL
: . . EMode'I School. - - ParaHe'I Sghoo'l ) Atyp1ca'| School
o .- (N25) Y- L e . (N=50) |
jSubtest " Mean * Std. Dev. Mean Std Dev, +Mean .Std. Dev..
Readdng W27 1.91-% /408 1099 . v B34 . 2.04
Langu s 2z 433 2.3 521 2040 .
Wothematics . 4087 C 1410 .. 3.8, 1.4 - aas’ 1.3
Tota'l 4.23  1.68 3.81 - 1.5 - .. 479 k6.7
i;ReferEnee ' 3, .96 2897, 43 2.0, . 5.56-. " 2,23 K
“Sehence . ... 4 37, 199 - 439 . 2.2 \IQ 578 2.21 '
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the h1ghest mean grade equ1va]ent occurred in the ModeI schooI.,

. h -
‘/

“In the compar1son of the ModeI schooI with the ParalIe} school 6

- "y

-

.ou% of 7 of the ach1evement subtests had hwgher mean grade eou1va1ents 1n

Y,

. the ModeI s f. A further exam1nat1on of Table II revea{s that the
greates;é?dfference (1 11) occurred 1n'§me area of Reference. D1fferences

. of 35,~ 50 mean grade equ1va]ents favoring the Mode} school occurred 1n

the $ubtests of SoEﬁaI Studies, ScTence, and Languagef The other three ‘)
areas, Reading, Total, and Mathematics, were w1th1n/425 or 1ess mean grade

equivalent units for the two schooTs. e

. In addn&ﬁon to the actua] grade equ1va1ent ‘scores, the Comprehensive
fest of Bas1c Sk111s aﬁso prov1ded for Grade 3 onIy, a predicted grade

)
equ1va1ent ach1evement score- based on an intelligence, measure, for each of

)o

By tak1ng the d1fference between actuaJ and ant1c1pated

- achrevement, a discrepancy score was obta1ned wﬁth a pos1t1Ve score 1nd1ca-

- st

t1ng achwevement -above predgct1on, and a negat1ve score 1nd1cat1ng achieve-

ment below prediction. . - ;‘ B K SR

T ’ - . *

TabTe III presents the means and sfandard deV1atTons for these disa\

crepancy scores on 1976 th1rd grade data for the three cbmparat1ve schooﬂs:

B I ~ 2.

wAs Tab]e III shows, the Atyp1ca1 schoo1 had“the h1ghest meaﬁf%1screpancy
\ i.¢IEQSCores‘for the’ subtests of Reading, Scrence, and\Socf“I Stud1es The Mode]

g
5 PR

schoo] had the*highest mean d1screg;ncy scores for the sub&ests of Language,

e

Reference,'and TotaJ .In the area of Mathemat1ts, negat1ve mean discrep-

E ancy scores’ were obtained for ai] three schoo]s.: Li v -

In comp!rmg the Mod§ ,sohdo] with the ParaHeI schoo] it 'ls 'Inter-

""est1ng to note that higher mean d1screpancy scores, favoring the Model




& ?i ' AJ'TABLE I h";

GRADE 5. GRADE EQUIVALENT : MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS -
e (FOR 1976 _COMPREHENSIVE, TEST ‘OF BASIC' SKILLS) P
v FOR THREE COMPARATIVE SCHBOLS o a

‘ ©
+

- o~
. . - . . K
»~ ‘ B = S

Model School Parallel Schoo]
... (NsB57) ) (N 64) T
M@n Sthw.’ MNxsm Dw.‘

e of NERETY
i *

6.23. 2.2 . 6.00 2 01, IR
L6377 2359 6.01 2 224 6.40-
6,88 W71 646 - 236 10 6.61
fs‘.'277 .89 6.06 - 1.91 T6.4é
‘ﬂ’8.18 2820 706 2.81- L 6.82

6.95 271, L6512, 6.98"
6,60 2.64 N ST 2\ 670

<,




-, ‘TABLE III

" YGRADE-3 DISCREPANCY SCORE MEANS ANU'STANDAR
(FOR‘1976 COMPREHENSTVE TEST OF BASIC
FOR THREE COMPARATIVE SCHOOLS
mk

Y .

. Model School -
(N=20)
 Std. Dev.

Mean

Para1le§ ghqgﬂ -

Mean Std Dev._

[ /
- s
-4
DEVIATIONS
KILLS) - o
e

Atyp1ca1 Scho
3(N=47)

L e25. 0 w99
L
.86 .
.76

.91 -

Reference

Ty -

o Sc1ence . L2900 1.0 ~\\e1 - 1 35
| 1.13 ‘

Soc1a1 Studies ., .60
’ - ’ J ’ ! <
, T ~ b
. ] -
| C .
s, }

[

Mean Std Dev

01

""

‘\5

41
0s”
-.09

i 24
1 42

:
:
89‘”
,
.
|

R =

¢.g‘5,’
.90

164
.45

- . . o .
’ o~ :
: ~.86 . - 1.55. -
1 ~ : )
.t'.
’ : ‘:
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|
occurred in 6 out. of the 7 subtests with the biggest differences R

. ,school
occurr1ng for the subtests of Reference (] 009, Language (. 64),,and Soc1a1 ‘:

- Stud1es\( 59). o N e Lt T

: " In addition to the data obta1ned in 1976 for Grade 3 youngsters,
. © K s
similar discrepancy scores were'available for a samp@? of students who were A

RN A, . .

1n the third grade in each of the ‘three: schoo]s in the spF1ng of 1974 ﬂ "igwi

. ey

R ~ Table IV gives the means'and standard.deV1at1ons for. éach schoo] for the

PR
s )

- e

i _ 1974 d1screpanqy data . S ’ . B e

”~ . ¢ - N »

) o ) ' In order to present e1ther the,ga1n or loss for the mean discrepancy/g>

<

from 1974 to»%976 for each o(\the schools, a f1gure was prepared showing
. ‘the d1fference between the mean grade equ1va1ent d1screpancy scores for the "g;

two year per1od (See Tables: 1II Iv, and F1gure‘i) Ga1ns were represent-

Y s ~ » . o

.;:' I . ed by bar “graphs above the zero po1nt in thé f1gure, and losses were repre-

et

> - . _ sented by’bar gr1fhs below the zero po1nt 1n the figure. As Tab1es 111, IV, o ?
'and Figure 1 show, the largest ga1n/,nn d1screpancy scores occurred in. the
Model, schoo]dfbr the areas of Language (.18 to .75), Reference (.65 to .

.

1. 17), and Soc1a] Stud1es (. 08 to 60) The~next Pargest“ga1n occurred for

the Atyp1ca] schoo] in the area of Soc1a1 Stud1es (. 39 to 96) All otherkn

= . ga1ns or 1osses for the, three comparative schools were .35 or 1ess. ) AN
4 ? «

. _ ‘/‘ J— - & . 1
Lo Thus -the resu]ts of the croSSesect1ona1 ach1evement data basica11y .

shows that the Atypical. schoo] has higher overall ach1evement 1n terms of

mean grade—equ1va1ent scores .on thg Comprehens1ve Test of Bas1c Sk1lls for

both Grade 3 and Grade 5. However,»the‘comparison between the MOde1 schoo]

PP < wig
., \‘._’ A

- vy

ia | o and: the ParaTTel schgol show consistent]y higher achfevement scores for the~

-

Model: school. Eurt ekmore, when the- factor of I Q.~ i{ taken 1nto account,

- e, )

.4 N ) L
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A3

the Model schoo] shows the greatest ga1n for 5 out of the 7. ach1evement sub-

"\ tests in the per1od from 1974 to 1976
. -tently stand ,out in. fauor of the Model school re Reference, Social Studies;
5 and Language. Th1s is not surprising, ‘since the goal of individua]izing.
; instruction.is to have youngsters seek know]edge and 1nformat1on indepen-
f; - ‘ dently A]so, the emphas1s of the 1nd1v1dua11zed program 1n'the Model
\:‘ e . ‘ N
, school has been predom1nant1y in the curr1cu1um areas of Language, Arts,.
Cot “and Social Studies. . ' N
.7 : ¢ . . R e '/.
. ) In the next section; data based: on the long1tud1na1 analys1s of the
) T -~
o Comprehens1ve Test of Basrc Sk111s will be presented ]
( ¢ T, . ) . '
SRR N | . :
3 ; S ) ‘ *
‘s v. ‘ z / \ " - A .
. ' | ' T ‘ o
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In add1t1on, the areas which consis- ™




507 LONGITUDINAL ACHIEVEMENT DATA.- -

H - .
- . . “ ’ . .
: to LA e ’ ’ . . PR

coe FERREEN . . ' , C .
;;};ﬁi.ﬂu f.}' A} outJJned 1n the sect1on on Procedures, a samp1e of youngsters in ' RN
;;, ’:im each of * the threeuconoarat1ve schools had been tested both in the spring of .

%i& . ’?:° 1974*and 1976 w1th*the Comprehensive Test of Basic Sk111s Table V pre- .. °
?2/'\"';; *sents the grade equiva1ent means and standard dev1at1ons for both Grade 3 . 5,:

o and Grade 5. 1ongitud1na1 data on each of the seven subtests. In add1t1on, s

the tab1e a1so g1ves the mean and standard dev1at1on for the ga1n scores

. S a1cu1ated from the d1fferences between the grade equ1va1ent scores for
° : these two test1ng times. The tab]e a1so presents the mean and ‘standard ¢
- "deViation for the intelligence test'given when the yaungsters_wene in . e~
© 7 . arade3 in 1974, o | -/ -
e e ” ' . d
e . * As can be seen from Tab1e V the largest mean grade equ1va1ent gain

for the areas of Reading, Mathemat1cs Tota1, and Soc1a1 Stud1-s occurred °

oA

:p in the Atyp1ca1 schoo1. However, for the area of References the greatest

ot
-
-

\pean ga1n (3.29) was in the Modelschool. For the areas of Language and
. N a3
. Science, the d1fferences between the three schools were all w1th1n approx1- p

i mate1y .30 mean. grade equ1va1ent unlts . . s ’ S . t

In comparing the Mode1 school with the Para11e1 schoo'’, “five out of
the seven subtests (Read1ng,’Tota1 Reference, Science, and qu1a1 Studies) .
had higher meap‘grade equivalent scores in the Mode1 schoo1 The b1ggest . .
‘if _ " mean. difference occurred in the areas of Reference ( 94) and Reading (. 53) ‘

; -, For th:.other three subtests, Mathematics Science, and Soc1a1 Studies, B 'fﬁ
;'d1fferences of .30 or less mean grade equiva1ents were found between.-the ' )

o " ,xtwo,schpols. The'two subtests’ wh1ch favored the ParalTel schoo1 were R

T - . L
. o . R . ]5 ‘ ‘
;é“‘ . , '. . . o~ > - <
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¥ GRADE 3 AND 5 GRADE EQUIVALENT AND. .Q. MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS ‘ -

< g § " FOR 1974-1976 COMPREHENSIVE TEST OF BASIG‘ SKILLS L e
PR . - FOR THREE COMPARATIVE- SCHOOLS * . A
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- LA K - . N
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S

. % Model Sehomi Parallel Schoo} Atypical School =
- (N=24). . -~ (N=20)° . (N=28) - Lo
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so- o rd Grade . - : 3.50-‘- ¥9:28.__" 5. 1.89°
: ".5th Grade . 5.43 1.94 814y  2.70
JGain . .25 . 1.82  1.01 .2.7€ " -1.57

) el

L4 N4
’

« ¢

Nc'f‘w \e::'

. -
w N OO
AN
—_—— —

.

(0]

o]

.. > Langgage s -
‘ : _3rd Grade ' ...
. X 5th,Grade .
< I BGain ’

.85 .1.63 _ 5
.85 © 2.50° 7.
10 7 1.63° -2

.50
00 - T
62

—o s
mm_r
N O B
- N

i~

o
N O W
—_wN

. " Mathematics . . . L ] .
;- -, " T 3rdGrade. ' 437 _.1.47 .3.80- 1. 4.84. .27

: © 6th Grade”  , 6.39 1.7 6.07 2.39 7.50 .20 -
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e
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Lanéuaée and Mathematjts‘“a]though differences of .30 or less mean grade .

.- equivalent un1Qs decurred in both cases. - ;*' . Q.a S a\ o, b
N N 9 ' ! (‘ ’»’ y
. * @ N .“, T
: hus, the resu]ts of the 1ong1tud1na1 ach1evement data ana1y51$ shows T, :
. that the Atyp1ca1 schoo] br1ngs about greate? overa]l ach1evement gains on ";;
; N ;the maJor1ty of subtests Qf the COmprehens1ve Test of Bas1c‘Sk1Tﬂs. How« S e Ké
:\ - : ’ R "“}‘\ii, :
«.eyer, it is 1nterest1ng to note that in an area of 1nd1v1dua11zat1on, \gg
- ? Y . * Te s
) Reference, the greatest gain was; made Jn the Mode] schooT,, This- result(1s-p P
. ¥ cohsjstent with the goa1 of the program, wh1ch seeksfte haVe youngsté?? .
= ' ) S~ '
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ATTITUDE DATA - o
A\/ 1 T |
As ut11ned in the secf1on on Procedures attitudina] data was
gathergd/;:r ‘youngsters who were in Grades 3 and 5 for the three compara- ‘
t;;e schools in the spr1ng of 1976. Children wholwere in Grade 3 were '
' g1ven the Faces Test (See Appendix A). This test. yielded scores on three
‘faotors Schoo] C]1mate, Inde ndent Study, and Schoo] Wark. In .addition,
‘a total. score was obta1ned by dd1ng across a]] the 1tems¢wh1ch were in- '
_c]uded in th1s scalef Tab]e VI ﬁresents the means and standard deviations . '
for the,three comparat1ve schoo]s As can be seen from Table VI, children

in the Model school Had a’ h1gher mean é&t1tude score for the subtests of '

,‘Independent Study, Schoo1 Work and also far the Tota] . For t.e factor of

<@

’ utilized (See Append1x B) This teeﬁn1que tapped six affective jmen-
' j/FS1ons Read1ng, Me, S 1af§$tud1es Schoo], Mathemattcs and Scieh

\
Tab]e VII presents ‘the means and standard deviat1ons for the three\compara-

Y -

tive.schools, for these Six concepts As Tab]e VIT ‘shows, higher mean atti-
.4 4 \ " \,

tude’ scores were. obta1ned for the Model schoo] in 5 out of the 6 d1meh ions:

*
3 M é Y

-

'Read1ng, Me, Social Stud1es, Schoo], and Mathematics.; For ‘the goncept R:

‘QV

‘Sc1€nce, the h1ghest mean occurred in the Atypica] schoo] g S \\

If one v1ews the combihed—resu]ts of the third and fifth grades i ' .. ;

S is)1nterest1ng to note that for eight of the ten measures a high~r1nean

Pk

k 'attitude score was fbund in the Mode]’school This resu]t is consistent \
with one of the obJectives of an 1ndividualized.program, name]y that ' {
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*_youngsters who are given more choice and freedom in seeking

,débengently-should have "better" attitudes toward school and school work

Loy
when comp
programs:

k4

K In the next séction:of the report, a -summary and conc]usign‘wiﬁl

" presented

. ° ’ ' -
ared to youngsters who are involved in more "traditional" based -. -
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Mode\f Schoo] ‘ 'Para]le] Schoo] Atypica] Schoo]s

(N=20): | (N=28) = -, - T (N=47);
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CONCLUSION ™

- n ’ C B e -
s

- s oar

The results of the compar1son of the three schoo]s involved in the

.
\

"present ana]ysls presents some 1nterest1ng’f1nd1ngs. Obvi usTy, the find-

ings support the v1ew that intelligence is st111 c1ose1y related to the

ach1evement of youngsters This is revea1 d in the éons1stent1y higher

3

mean grade equ1va1ent scores for the schoo1 with a student popu]at1on which

can be character1zed as upper 1nte111gence, and com1ng from homes wh1ch are

1
R

in the mvdd]e to upper socio- econom1c 1eve1 - © - *
a el
However, the study alsg-shows that youngsters who have been exposed

to an 1ndiv1dua11zed curr1cu1um can ach1eve greater growth and perform at a

higher'Téve] 1n'certain spec1f1c areasuof sk111 deve]opment Spec1fica11y,

such youngsters ach1eved and gained in the sk311 area of Reference wh1ch
tapped their ab111ty to work independently. In addition, the verbal areas””
of'Language,and Social Studies also showed a high level of achieyement.

For the areas of Mathemat1cs .Reading, and Science, youngsters who were

~ e

exposed to such/an 1nd1vidua1ized approach did not tend to do 1ess,we11

than youngsters who were exposed to a more "trad1t1ona11y" based curr1cu1um. .

.
-

’

T/e study also tended to support the view that ch11dren in an indi-.
v1dua11§ed program have bettgr attitudes toward school’ and its\subJects.

A Agaﬁn, th1s is not surpr1sing, s1ncE~one of the maJor goa]s of an individ-.
L .

ua1ized 1nstruct1on is to make 1earn1ng more enJoyab1e and hence bring

-
L

about better’ .school and schoo1 re1ated affect 5,
R ,;ﬁa‘“.%,

0bv1ous1y, the schoo1 district invo1ved in the present analysis has

A

&

made a commitmeqt to the whole’ area of individua11z1ng instruction./gA11




‘the schdols in the district, 1h'addtt10n to the Model school, are. present]y

1 4

3 seekih@ to develop this metho'd. The school (ﬁSt?"iCt itself is not 1nterest- - "

-

- ed 1n making claims that its approach 1s‘br1ng1ng about great ga1ns in
achievement, and estab]ishing entirely new modes of 1nstruct10n. 'Rather,

they feel that they are attempting instructional methods wh1ch seem to

T — ’

bring about, better results in some areas, and the present repbrt tends tq

suppprt their claim.

- L wa
\——“\\~‘, \~-/-

_Hopefully, ether schooT districts wi]l Want to examine the techniques

Y and tactics wh1ch have brought about the success achieved by the particular
Vi

school. system involved in this report.
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FACES INVENTORY

Name

School

- ﬁate

DIRECTIONS: Boys and girls, Wwe are interested. in how you fee; '
' about school and ‘some of the things you do in ‘school.-
e Read each sentence below and on the following pages.
" Put an "X" on-the face that shows how you feel. -
Please check onlyone face for edch senteneE'and make
sure you answer, each sentence.

. &
-

<5

- ¥

-0 : )
Thls is houégafeel when 1 go- to the doctor.

3 -
~

Y

This 'is how I feel“whenffwbomE:ﬁbnghoolg

’

el

@

I-feel like this when the teacher telle
by-. myself without any help. -

) sThis is how I-would feel-if I could go to school for the mest
ofLmy life.
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. is how I feel about going back to school after a Vacatlon. :
{10. . . 4

<. <
ThlS is how I feel when I talk to my teachers.«e :
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I feel. like.this about studying alone.’ - s

-~

This is how I would feel if we coulq,have séhool on Saturday, too.

/
/‘
,8

-.w/l feel about school rules.

~
- . -«
’
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SGORING PROCEDURES .
~ FPR -

. . /
IHE FACES Iﬂﬁl

The 20 items of the Faces Test yield three scores. on what
can be called three factors. These three factors and the items
that are part of these factors are given below. :

FACTOR

. . Attitude towérd school
climate

xgl Attitude toward 1ndependent
— istudy .
"\ *
III. Attitude toward school~
work . - ; _ -
/ L - . RN,
. Each item is scored on a 3 peint scale with & "positive" RN
response/getting a 3 and a '"negative" responSe a i, For example,=
for:itey 1, "This is hoy I feel When I ‘¢ome. to school 'y the Y
welght; 1g. 18 . ‘ A

,

11 other ite s, with the exception of L4 12, and 18, are s1milarly
welghted. For items numbens L, 12, and 18, the threépoint scale - -
is reversed. For example, for’ item Y, "I feel like this when' some-
one does not follow the rules.', the weighting is

€

N In order to obtain a score on a factor, the weights for .t} he <
_ Items that are included in -that factor. are sim gly added. Thus, -
" for'factor I, the scores can.range from. 8 to 2 whereas for factors

L

IT and III the scores can range from 6 to- 18
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Today | would like you to think about yourself and,syourt schooIWor and how yod“feel about >
yourself and your schoolwork The thin you tell us erI not be use in an'y 'way to give you a

An example of these words s

: ““_—HﬁPﬁY

<

. At the top of each page will be som\ I
you are always happygwith readmg, place an X in box 1 If you feef you are not aIway§ happy with
readrng but are happy most of the time, place an X in box 2. If you feel yau are sometuneﬁhappv \
and sometimes sad with readrng, place an X in box 3. If you\feel you ‘are not always sad ‘but ‘sad
most of ‘the time with reading, place an X in box 4. I you feel you are aIWays sad w th readrng
+ place an X in_box 5 However, if you feel yoy cannot answer to the thmg,~p1age an Xin box 3.

¥ - L

s On each of the words on the_ next pages; try to thrnk aboht how yoﬁ reaIIy feel. about the
school thing at the top of the page and mark your answer so it is as close to how you feel, Mark
. only one answer for each pair of words, Make sure your answer is in the bbx -not outsude the box, %
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LoE e - SCORING SCHEME v ’ )
.- * FOR AT '
} ‘ SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIAL 2 ;
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The scoring scheme -for any concept on the Semantic Differentia]ﬁfor

children is based on $ix of the twelve adjective pairs. The six adjective'\

&g

pairs -are: Happy-Sad ~Bad Good N1ce-Awfu1 Crue]-K%ﬂd Fei}-Uhfair,'Dis-

-~

'fike-Like. In each case a "pos1t1ve" response receives q{5fand a negative

response a 1 with 4, 3 2 used to complete the dedle three boxes. For =

’

example: R

tappy -5 4. 3 2 Sad

Bad LT 2 3 4 5- ' Good

t

_ By summlng across the six &dJectlve pairs a total score can be ob-

i, -

o .
téined. These scores can range from a h1gh of 30 to a.low of 6 ..
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