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Cr-- '' '_i_isianA-#dUl-tixemfOation superviSors, instructors,

the pi,.. hes-iof Beauregard, East. Batoh

son, :,and, -4c-Arette. were involved in the
.4,14,i#1.,J research study. ,.;:-In he study, a cothp;ailison. was

4#:ids used to :deter:nine a
. ,

student ' s erigibi-11.tyeo ,the test of Genera). Educa-
4

, f 41 - , = _

4 , /
tional-DeveloRment top 1,)in 64 siani. Of the '590 students

ABSTRACT'

.

eof two #dult educl,

A.nitiallyenrolled,,516 remained as partiApantS4.n the study.

The traditional staddard, Standardequired that the

student earn a total battery score:of 13.0AtikttlW,C,alifornia

'

- -

Aphievement-TW (CAT) with -no subject matter 'score

.below 12:0. The alternatiVe standard, Standardequired

,.that the student earn a raw score of 34.oi above on the

American:College'Testing-Adult Performance Level Survey

(ACT-APL Survey) and a minimum of 10.0 in each subjed%
air

matter area on 'the CAT.

LStudents k volved became pert of either the control.
,4

group or the experimental group. The control group' received

instructionin:the traditional adult education program while

the experiment) group was taught throOgh'an APL-based pro-

gram. 4The division of students into groups allowed a com-

parison to. be made of the percentage of dr outs.. from each

prograpi. Students could be recommended for GEO testing

through regar4less of group association.

r.



The purpose. of the Study was to ..compare the percentage

or studbnts, initially qualifyink,for trough Standard 1

and Standard 2,. Perdentagea.of'ptudents intt ally qualifying

who actually took tte GEH and padsed witel.also-compared. An

examination of.theattrition rate .of students'-in the control

grP410 versus thosOn the;experimental groUp-was.accompliphed

in the study.

Adults enrolled-in.both group were administered a' pre

CAT-and APL Survey. Students earning a minimum'of.-9.0 or

above on the CST were included in the study-. The Study involved
. .

the time period in the parish programs between September, 1977

and April,.1978.°Instructors at each Site recorded test scdres,

and all pertinent data on record - forms. 'Data were taken from

thlireaord forms and coded for computer analysis. The procedure
1

means of the Statistical Analysis System (SAS) was employed-to'.

obtain descriptive statistics fromrthe data._
)

Results from the analysis snowed that 6 percent of the
_

r . r .

Audents initially recommended foi- GED.testing 'qualified

through'Standard'l and 83 percent. qualified thridugh Standard; -2..

The remaining 11 percent initially met.requirements through`

both standards.

Of the initial recommen ions made through Standard 1,

89 percent of those tested on-the GEDIpassed. 41f those

tested after initial recommen ation through Standard 2, 97

percent passed'the GED. One hundred percent of thosestested

after. initial recommendation through both standards passed

the GED. Of the two stanOrdsi the highest percentage of



initial recommendations cnne_thrOugh qtandard 2. This er

standard also produced the highest percentage ,of students-
,

Ai '
_

passing of the initial recommendations. .

,
i

/

Data were also.summarl4ed for those recommended fQr GED
, -

*
testing after instruction. The greatest percentage of

..

rocommendatleyns after Instruction came through the alternative

criteria. These'stude'ntS would not, have qualified for-the GED

throUgh the traditional criteria, yet 90 percent of those

tested passed.

"k1/4

Information on attrition rates revealed that 78 percent

of the students in the control group remained in the program

while 92 percent remained-in the experimental) group.

It was shown in the_study that the APL instruction and

alternative` criteria allowed a large percentage of students

to remain in an adult education program and attain a high

school equivalency diploma when these students would not

have been recommended for GED testing through the traditional

program requirements.
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. .

N*ODUCTION AND BAC

the original Louisiana Adult PerfOrmanCe Level Pilot

-

Louisiana became the first state to conduct a.

structured, comparative study of, the t ad4tional adult.education.-

St UdY., 1976-7

program and .the_ Adult Petformance Leve/J. (APL) -based program.

--4
i

Research findings 1.401c4ted a mean c e in test.score-

Calif rnia Achievement Tedt and Adult Performance Level Surirey---

'which was. greater' for the experimentl'group taught through the

V .y

APL method. Adult educators.were encouraged to consider,the

potential benefits of the APL curriculum, if not as the basis of
- , , P

,.

,
.

. .

their prograMs, then as a supplement' to them. 'Adult students
4

scoring below'ninth grade level on 'the'initlai California
___:.

Aphievement-Test(CAT) were given,prefeasence. for.lncluswen in
. - .

.

the 1976 -7.7 study. It was suggested'that the study be expanded
\,.,,,.

to include,, in an alternative. program ,-thesGeneral Educational

Development (GED) adult student achieving above the 9.0 level on

standardized 4chieVement test. (3.47)

The present research' was,based on the suggested expansion

of-the above-mentionedorigin41 pilot study. .Data were collected

for the -Louisiana Adult PerfOrmande Le1.41Research ancP'ClirriculUm

'Design project, funded by the Louisiana. State Department of..

Educaticr, Bureau of Adult and Community Education. The design-

11



was-"based on the "Guicferides for Pri:potea Research;ttude7(2)

4,for the A977-78. Louisiana Adult PertOrma nce. Levej....tesearch.
'A-41 2 I 42'

The pertinence-and timeliness_ of -the topicf under eons era-

do
'-

-

havo:-provedit to be one deservihg of atiention; ,Several
.

states have begun to-examine and some have impliOented. alternative

methods for -an adult student to.earn a high sehool diploma: In-"

A . .. .

eluded in the rgiakmOf alternatives at methods of instructions.
.

,
. . -.. .

and new standards-of measuring student knowledge and-Ability. (2;1)'

;The original Louisiana L study dealt primarily with issi-

.'ing the
. ,

effectiveness of Aim as a method of instruction. The

present -research _attempts to examine the effects of implementing
It

a new standard of meas5lement throughtowhich.amadu/t_sthdent

.may qualify for GED teStingin.an attempt to receive a Louisiana
A

highschool equivalenc)f
, ,

Preeently in Louisiana, O.etraditional-requirements for an
. - -

adult .studenftoqualify for GED testing 'demand that the-student
'

.achieve .a 13.0 overall .grad Placement on the-CAT with' no subject/

.matter area (subtest) below 12.0. Of the gtates,comOrising.

Region' VI of.the-U. Si Office'of EducdtiowAdult'Edi2cation

RegionsOklahoma, Arkansas, Tpxas, NewMexico, and. Louisiana
).

Louisiana holds th highest achievejnent requirements.fioi GED
..,

,, 6 -
.

testing qualifica ions. , (4:6)
. *-.

- ,

A perrenial problemin adult educatiOn has been keeping.
r

participants in the program. Students who are attempting to
) ', '

. '.. . ( i .

meet therequirements such as th6se specified 'Louisiana often

be me discouraged and discontinue ,the program. (4:6)

,.The results of a research study reported in 1974 to the
. ,

Louisiana State Department, of Education (4) determined that

12
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lthe mean grade acement on' the total batteryybf the-CAt for

sampfe senior level- students in Louisiana'secondary school's,Was
-

9.6.. Mean subtest -scores were 10,2 in language, 8,1 in math,

'10.3 in reading.7. The sample high School Students wei74-hot

4, .

and r

achievin the, standardized achievement-test at. -the same level

.expected OP:adult stu4ents,4s. prerequisite t9 -pg0,testing. The

1974 study thatOa:moriealistic.standOd than.the

existing one mtghencoUrage the adult .00omplete the
- .

, .."

requirements for the high'ohoolequivalency-diploma.

"-

I
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM-

,

The implementation of competency-based education in adult

educatidn instruction has logically stimulated the need for

alternative means of assessing achievement As baSic skills

have traditionally been measured by Standardized 'achievement

tests, these criteria have been used'to assess performance of

adult students following the traditional route to,GED. It

parallels that life-c4ing skills (those,?competencies,neeessary

for an adult to function in today's society) have, an alternate

instrument of evaluatton to provide the student with an.alipro-
,

. priate'channel toward the goal 'of receiving a high school

equivalency diploma. One such proposed a ternative standard'

requires that the adult student earn a w score of 34 or above

on the ACT-APL Survey and a minimum of 10 in each subject matter

of the. CAT. (2:1)

It was the intent of the presenttstudy too-compare the per-
,

centage of students whoare initially recommended to take the

GEDby the traditional, qualification standard (Standard 1) and

.13



.4

the alternative standard (Standard2). Standard 1 requires that

thebstudent earn a total battery score of 13:0 on the CAT with
1

no subject matter area- score below 12.0,. Standard 2 i-equires

that the student earn a raw score of 34 or above on the American

College Testing-Adult Performance Level Survey (ACT-APL Survey)

and,a minimum of 10.0 in each subject matter area,:pf the,. CAT.

The percentage of students who. pass GhD on'initial attempt was

also coMpared by standards. In in attempt'to compare attrition
.

rate of students, receiving instruction through the _traditional'

prog En and the APL program, participants W re enrolled either

in the control group°(traditionaleinstru tion) or the experimental

group (APL-based instruction).

The above info-rmation may be stated as the following ques-

tions to be'answered:

1. What percentage of aduflt students who initially qualify

to take the GED were tecommended through the traditional criteria

(Standard 1)

21. What' percentage of students who initially qualify to take

the,GED were recommended through the APL criteria .(Standard 2)?

3. Whatpercentage of students who initially qualify for
. .

GED testing through either standard actually pass the GED test?

What is the attrition rate of the students in the control

group versus those in the experimental grout)?

DEFINITION OF TERMS. 2

4

For' the purpoSe. of the study, the following terms are definetil

I. GED.. GED refers to the tests of General Educational

Development.- SatisfaCtory completion of the GED by astudent'-

14



1

enrolled in an adurt-educatiOn cla'ss determines the stude'nt's

.eligibility for receiving a high school equivalency diploma.

Specifically, the student must score a 35 of above on eachbf.
4 .

the five subtests with an.overall-average not below 35. (If

an of the subtest scores tall below 35, the overall average

must be at.leaet 4.5 for-satisfactory completion.) The subteists

include WrAting 'skills social studies, science, reading skills,

and Mathematics.

2. Standard 1. This term refers to the traditional criteria

used in Louisiana deterMine a student!s eligibility for GED

testing. This standard requires that the student earn a total

battery score of 13.0 on the California Achievement Test (CAT)

with no subject matter area score below 12.0. The subject matter

area tests are'language, mathematics, and reading.

3. Standard 2. /s Standard 2 refers to the alternative criteria

for determining the student's eligibility for GED testing. It '

requires that the student earn a raw score of 34 or above on .the

ACT -APL' Survey and a Minimum of 10.0 in each subject matter area

on the CAT. (A raw-score of 34 is within the above average range

on the ACT-APL Survey.) (2:3)

4. Recommended for GED., This phrase refers to the fact that

a student was recommended, or qualified, to take the GED test by

meeting the specified criteria. In ale' traditional sense, a

student would be recommended (qualify for GED testing through

Standard 1.

5. ACT,-APL Survey. The Adult Performance Level Survey is

an instrument of the American' College Testing Program designed

for diagnosis and evaluation of those competencies necessary for
. -

an adult 'to function in today!s society.. (3:4) The competencies

15



were determined through an APL Project Aducted through the.

University of Texas at Austin and include five general'knowledge
A

areas: health, government and law, community resources, occupa-
.

,tIonal knowledge and consumer economics. 9

Traditiohal Approach/Method.. The traditional approach

,refers to individualiFed'prescriptive instruction based on sttident

need as deteInfned byja standardized achievement test. In'sfpuo

...

/tion is designed to*litprol)e the student's academic skills in f
g , .

. .

language, mathematiCs, aild reading through both group and indi-
,

Viaual instruction. (3:3)

7. Alternative' Approach/Method. This term refers to a

program of instruction based on student need as determined by the

)

APL Survey. 'Lessons are related to the five general areas of

knowledge stated above in "definition five. The teaching of

academic skills takes place incidentally., (3:3-4),

8. Control group. , The control group refersto the group

consisting of students participating in classes taught through

the traditional adult eduCation instructional method (traditional

approach). (2:2)

4'9. Experimental group. The experimental group refers to

the group consisting of'student'S participating in classes taught

through the APL teaching ethod (alternative approach). (2:2)

lo. Site. Site ref rs to the location of the adult education'

program in the parishes :p ticipating in the research study. The

four sites involved are Beauregard, East Baton Rouge, Jefferson,

and Lafayette, parishes.



Chapter 2

REVIEW OF. RELATED LITERATURE

At the,timeof the 1976-.77 LOuisiand'idult Performance Level

Pilot Study,,selleral states had begun to implement the APL con -

ept Ipto their loRal adult 'education progra6. Few studies had
-

been conducted which could, provide inforMation ork.the-:;effept
, .

uili.41frItructton_relatedto life',competencies,and no ptudies:

were being conducted to compare APL -based programs with tradt

tional adult eduoation'Classes. (3:2) It was the lack of

comparative studies which revealed'the needfor a structured,

comparative .study.of the traditional :and APL programs.
/ .

In 197677, Louisiana became the first state toconduct such

a.study of`the two programs in ten adult education program sites

in 'the state. One and thirty ix participants were

included in the final statistical analysis. Each site operated
-ef

both .a control and experimental grOup. Adults enr011ed in both

groups were,adminlatered:a pre CAT and"the APL Survey. The.

*bititroi groii ' participated in a traditional adult education

;whtl experimental group received instruction 'in

.-:"

C
,.

O
-

AdA's arir for-adult living today. Both groUps were

mini , ,,
.

,t

'kt 'r, ' AT and APL Survey, at the conclusidb of the
, bier fk,

study... mOroly '..t''waS shown in both groups with the change in

test score being greater for the experimental grou0. A t -tes't

.mpri,oce.ciur4 of the Statistical Analysis System revealed at the

!.O5, level of significance that the average change in test score

7
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for -the group and the experimental group was significantly

different. (3:45)

In a 1976 New England life skills pilot project, pre and post

APL test data were provided although activities were primarily)-----2

directed toward proviiing instruction. (5:13) Six learning
.

centers injhree states, and the%Adult Education Resource Center,

of Worcester State. College were involved. The groups organized°
A, .

in each site received APL instruction and students were adminis-
,

tered pre and post test's of the ACT -APL Survey.
! i

Signifidant

.

chariges at the 01 level in totbal'APL'rscores were shown 'inn aeven

of the nine gr ups in w ?ich results were'analyzed.': (5:13)x,

With the continuation of objective study and.4he implementa-

tion of APL instruction in several states, anothe"need was

evidenced. There existed a need for adequate assessment of those

skills aquired by the student and therefore a need for d(4termining'

what alternative criteria can provide the student with an effe0-

tive means of reaching his goal.

States reported by Fischer ,(5) and :Roth (9) as already having.

implemented alternative'standards'or criteria include/New York,.

Illinois, Texas, Alabama, and Oregon. From the afforts of the

states utilizing adult - competency -based instruction has come the

External High School Diploma., The External -High School Diploma

allows the adult student credit for learning gained through life
Y
Y -

experiences. Students are required,to work'from a home-based_

program,(as opposed to a school-based program) for areas needing

'further study. Such a program is presently being modeled by New

York State. (9 :6) The uniqueness of theNew York State progrr

is that it is a performance assessment system. No instruction is

prbLed and participants must. demonstrate proficiency in a



required number of generalized coMpetendies and individual
p. v ,

,

competencies through task astignments. 1(514) One'hunderd and

fl4tY-fouraduIts had rived a high diAloma,through the

:Program as-o: late ,1976. (5:14), -In a olle-yedr Tollow-up study

\I

i.

of twenty-eight of those earning the diploma, 62 percent felt
c

, ,9 e .,

they had received job related rewards, 1(0 percent felt'personal

satisfac'tidn, and 77 to 96serfent sUppo ted.statemerits concernlng

ttteiF increased life coping abilitieeir e New York, State High.

School Diploma Program, which issues the diplomas, is Operated

by the Regional:Learning SerVices and hasiserved as the model

...program for others deAring to establish Ouch programs. (114)

Competency -based instruction hasaiso4prOvided a means for

earning credits in an.APJ program in Illinis. In the second
i

year of,the Project Career Success in six high school

.credits` were awarded for satisfactory coMpletion orAPL study as

demonstrated throUgh performance on a set of tasks. (5:14)

Te4s has modeled its External Diploma progra--, Nevi

York project. Tife Texas programs are more (closely associated

with the Adult Basic Education (ABE) centers in order to allow

students to supplement basic instruction y,t4th the life cOMpeten--C,

cies-they are'lacking. (5:15) Many adultS who have already

earned .a GED want to take-the External' Diploma in order to master.
, AN' ;S

the required competencies. (9:9)

Home-based diplomas are also offered in Alabama., At, the

time of Roth's research, Alabama offered hOme-based'diplomas in

ten of sixty-seven bounties, including seventeen school syatems.

(9:9)

\,0-4 Oregon's adult edur!ation.piograms are administered by its



10.

thirteen cOmmunityc011eges. The colleges plait to grant External

"Diplomas by 1978. 0:9)
f,

)In the States reported above, alternative criteri for

earning a' high school diploma' have been employed,. It some of the

casesicited, students succeeding in ABE programs expressed ,a

'desire to meet. alternative criteria it order to become-compqent

in life-coping skills. The alternaiive.criteria proposed in-

Loutsiana incoFpordtes new'oriteriafrom a traditional ,tancisrd-

.

ized test.with\Jife-coping (APL) 'criteria.- The alternative APL

standard is proposed in relation to GED testing.

Rankin (8) reports that the-GED and APL take fundamentally

different angles of approach toward the high school diploma, yet

the two have some resemblances and similarities that often require

related skills.. A chart is used by the author to briefly desoribe

-some of the areas_ of overlap between '1-,0 GED and APL.

Cervero (l) suggeSts that if the APIand GED approaches ta.
41,

instruction are not significantly different, then perhaps thought
,

shOuld be given to the rationale for offering APL instruction to
/ - .

ABE students as ah alternative to the GED testing' program. In

Louisiana, APL criteria for GED recommendation is proposed not

in place of QED but., along with new criteria from a traditional

measuring instrument, as an alternative channel totGED testing

for students not meeting traditional recommendation requirements.

New criteria havt 'been proposed in Louisiana in an attempt

to test'the effectiveness. of analternative standard for GED

recommendation in the state. The examination of Standard 2 as a

means to rfbommendation and passing of GED may reveal information

concerning the value of the APL'criteria in relation to the tradi-

tional criteria. If the objective study of the APL method in

2'0
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,

practice -has merited a place in the adult edUclAtion pripgram, a

.spcicific APL-relaed recommendation 'standard for GED shoi3ld ra31so

41.

be 'studied ai3 a, direct, rotite to GED iestini. The teetrg of such

a specific standatd WasAlot obserVed in the review of related

11torature...

21
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.1'he present

- Chapter 3

RESEARCH DESIG AND PROCEDURES

:
study? was be/unoin a3 attempt, to examine the

results ofmplementingspeciic altdrnative criteria for, ED
,

°

recprom4,4-ti?nsin Louisiana.y Other states have

eriteOla for,eurning.a high school equivalenci'

.

employed attermite

ploma yet none

are so_ppeci9.calWelated to ACT7APLSurvey'reSults cOvbined

with the already 6"xisting standardized test in uke--CHAT:
\--

7 ... :,., : ,.:,,,..

./..-

by

THE SAMPLE

Each parish in the state of Louisiana was issued an initationj
I -

.

. ,

the. S4itte Department of Education, Bureau of AduIt-And.Community

-Education, to participate in the 'original Louisiana APL study. Of

the ten parishes participating, six were included in thp final

Statistical analysis. From those parishes engaged in the, original

study, four parishes have.continUed'iheir involvement .in the

78-Louisiana APL stUdy. Parishes participating -are "Beauregard,
o

East Baton gouge, Jefferson, and Lafayettel.
,

PROGRAM GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES

Participating'- parishes received written guidelines from the

project directOr prior to actual instructional time at-each site.

Procedures andibr guidelines were established and carried out for

the areas, described below.
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-Site:Personnel

Instructors at each site were certified teaChera with ex-,

perience in adult education'Anstruction. Those, teaching in the

experimental group were familiar with API, methods and' materials.

Tembhing Methods
r .

Inttruction for the control group involved the-traditional

adult 'education teaching method 'as 'defined in.Chapter 1. `Standard-

liation of APL teaching Methds -roi..'tt;e experimental group was.

established with the use Sk Modules from the Vniversity of Texas

at Austin and/orthe API. Louisiana Tech CurricmluM Guide. (2:2)

°

Instructional Time

Instructional time was set with a,matx4mum of 190 to 200 hours

per student. The time period involved in the pArish programs was

between September 1977 and April,,1978. (2:i)

Grouping

The adUlt educators at each site were required to apprise-

potential eligible students of the two approaches, APL and

traditional, and counsel theM on the-alternatilir Groups were

divided in order to make them proportionate in terms of sex, race,

socio-economic status, and age. (2:3)

Testing

Pretesting withthe APL Survey and the CAT was accomplished

during the first twelve hourS of student attendancb.\ The CAT was
,

giVen first and in two testing sessions. The APL Survey was given.

on the thirdtesflag gession Students must have earned a'

minimum of CF.Ja on the CAT for inclusion in the study. (2:3)'

23
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Posttesting with the APL SuVvek and the CAT was to be done
I' * r'"

during the 'last twelve ;hours of student, attendanbe prior to pro-'

. gram termination or at the completion Of 190 to 200 hours of

instructional

Records

Data on .test scores, ).nstructional hours-, andNall other

pertinent informatio was'recorded,by,linstructors at each ,.site
A

ecord Fprm. Akcopy,of the form may be reviewed'tn the

append x. The form was supplied by-Louisiana Tech.'

PrOgrgM Monitoring
4

The project director' and staff members made periodic site

visitations to reviewi,the progress of the study .and.to ensure

that adherence to the research guidelines was being°maintained.

TREATMENT/ OF .DATA

)

Data were taken directly-from Record Forms and coded

forlComputer analysis. The procedure means of the Statistical

alysis System (SAS) was used to obtain descriptive statistics

rom the,data. The descriptive statistics will be summarized an

epresented in,table form.

DESCRIPTION 'OF PROJECT SITES

Brief information
4

prpsented below.

related to' the individual sites i

k 24



Beauregprd Parish

adult education students in Beauregard Parish participdted
.

.
v f,.

. .
,4 .

th the' study 'at the Adult Learning .Center .yin the' parish.,' All ,

instruct4toil received by both groups, was individually prescribed
-, -

7'by instructors who were'experiended,'
___)

deitified teadherp.: Part).r,
..,

. , , .

- ,

1;)i"pants could attenddlass ariii time the cepteK was opOn. pe.only,

vatItable,noted was that ther,:traditionarprodontfined mere
r . -p I

#

. MAterialg.which could be used away from the.ceiter while the API;

.

itittrials, teacher-developedpacketand University of Te*asc. . .

Modules were not available for use outside th'b classrdbm.

.

EastBaton Rouge

.The APLexperimental class in East-Baton Rouge Parish met

at the Valley Park Adult Learning Center centrally located in

Baton Rouge. The control group classes met at the Rosenwald

Adult Learning Center in Baton Rouge. The cep4er is located in

North Baton Rouge which is primarily an industrial area. In-

ction was available for the experimental group on an indivi-

duallpasis between the hours .of 9 a.m; and 9 p.m. Monday through

Thursday, and 9'a.m. and 4 p.m. on Friday. The hours of instruc-
,X

tion for the' control group were the same as for the experimental

group. Two certified teacheres provided the primary instructional

assistance for the APL group.o.Several paraprofessionals with

experiende in adult education assisted the teachers.

Jefferson Parish

TheJefferson Parish contol group and experimental group were

.located in two separate centers inthe parish. The control group

was located at the Kenner Adult Education Day Center, and the

2t
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t.
L

experimental .group.-was located a .the Westbank.Adult"EduCatOn

Day Cerer in Gretria. The ,parish is an extremely rhpidgrowing,

and generally affluent suburb of t ity.of"NeW..Orleanie. In-

.'et.r.actOre'gt. both cente :were experience adult. eddcators.." In-

.,.
'$.47rUctkon for the experiMental:grou0'W10 bo'

z

h in.diyidualizedoand
,pc-k. . ,

, .,
.

etIllip, With more emphasis'on'.indiVidulalJ4 4nstrust, i,fn.. Ihe,,
I ' S .W.

.

- e .

control'group recei4ed Malay gro 4nstruction. Clarlsse47for the, .

I. 4 ,,,

16.xperimental group were
-4,

dfa:half hours day fortii/e'day$
\

.1

a week.

Lafa ett Parish

Lafay,efe Parish Adult.Education Prograth conducted .

s _
.

, /
.

ses for both groups.in the 'study at the Main Adult tducation.

center in Lafayette.'

The're were two sections of the APL class,
0 . '

one ,for, the day class Students and on e for the. night Class

students. 'Instruction was individualized, and prescriptive.
. .

Triose students at the main center who, participated through,the

. traditional program and students from two additional centers who

wer hot' informed o.f the alternative method, made up the control

group.



Chapter. 4

PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF: DATA.

Data reported from the four ting peiishes have: been

compiled and are- Presenied in order to pro ide information on the

implementation of alternative criteria to D qualification in

Louisiana. Analysis, of data:is used in answering the questions

3tated'inChapter 1 and in interpreting the -findings., summary

. information from4computer analysis is presented in-Tables

MEAN INFORMATION ON' pARTICIPANTS

.Mean infOrmation in Table I summarizes the despriptive

on participants. Table t reveals that thk.average grade 440 pleteci

in the control-group'was 9.6,and 9.8-forthe-,experimental. The

average age was :24..6 and 23 for the control and experimental,

groups respectively.. Both groups were largely .white female.

The aVerage'pre CAT ores showed little variance' by

observation between the two groups, inelkating closely matched

groups froM the onset of the study The same was true for the
. .

pre APL scores:

17
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APL AND TRADITIONAL ADULT EDUCATION GROUPS
-MEAN INFORMATION

-
;../Control

Group
Experimental

Group

Initial
Participants 191 399

Age 24.8 23

Grade
Completed 9.6 .9.8

Pre CAT 1 11.3: S 11.:4

.4 (
2

3

9.8

10.9 '.

16.-2

10.8

Pre .AT
Total - 10.7 20.9

Pre .APL 31 32

Ho s of
Initruction 90 62

Overall

.590'

7 1
9.7

11.4

10.1

-30.8

10.8

32

71.6



CONtIDERATIONS

:$0,101.1g.dittia.On's,GED: recommendatioasby:stapdardsit.-

ame eVident that several students initially A41ified f'Or-test-

Ang by.mteting'requirements for both Standard 1 and Standard 2

19

siniultaneoudly, Because of this occurrence' additional inrormatio0

and interpretations on-students who_qualified for GED testing

through .both standard's is presented. (These'studeOWare not

tallied under either Standard 1 or Standar0 2 but are Counted

once.in the tables as qualifying under both.)

An additional tonpideration which arose concerns the per-
_

Certage of students recommended for GED testing. A small number

of students in both groups were recommended for testing throUgh
.

the various standardg'b6t were not tested at-lhe time the st

was -conEltded. asolkcited by initructors include students not

attending the testing sessions and time lapse in availabilit5rof

testing due to specific-site related difficulties. Therefore,

tables II-VII provide percentage analy4es fort ose recommended

and those recommended who were actually tested then passed. Such

breakdown was necessary to best represent the data.

INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS

Table .II summarizes information on initial recommendations
.

d

for.GED esting through Standard di Standard 2, and both standards

from the perimental and control groups combined. Thirty-nine

percent of the' participants enOolled in the study from both groups

who qualified to take the GED were initially recommended. Ninety--

seven percent of those tested passed.

29.



:RecoMmendations-by:Standards

Of:the'initial recommendations, 6 percent..wei,e- recommended

:through Stana4ard1.,:,113 percent were recommen4d-through:Stapdard'24

and 11 percent Apalified-for.GEO testinvbk-initially meeting re-

OUirements-of both Standard.1-And Standard'. 2. Of the-total'ini-

trair-rocommende&by Standard 1, 89 percent of those tested.

cias-sed, withose reoevm,manded by-Standard-2, 97 percent tested
.

Pa:1°401.'4. at uflose recommended through both standards, 100 percent

tested passed.

ef TABLE II

INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GED.
COMBINED GROUPS

Standard
Percent

Recommenced
Percent Passing
of Those Tested

2

Bott#

'Total

6

83

89

97

)100

97

INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS BY GROUP

Initial recommendation *information given by group is provide0

in Tile III. Since no instruction had preceded the initial
w

i

recommendations the.group data may seem to be 0 little signifi-

cance. However,.. it is , presented. in 'oiler to complement the group

analysis information on recommendations made after instruction and
.

the total recommendations made by group which will be examined

later 41 the report.' 30
41)



TABLE III

TIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR (QED,

GROUP ANALYSIS

'Control erimental

Perbent Percent Passing, Perceni . Percent Passing

.8tafidard ' Recommended Of Those Tested . Recommended Of Those Sited

, .

1

2

Both

Total

,22 89

lod

100

98

43.

35

43

100

37

97

'NM

97

0

31
0



ontral Group.

It can

ard

be seen. that of those initially recommended through

all, were in the Control group. In thieOproup - under

789 percent of those tested 'passed. yUnder Standard 2,tandard 1,'
4r

l00-percent-of those sted pa4sed.

As a whole, 43 pe ent he-total control group recommended.

were initially'recommended. Of t ose tested,'98 percent passed.-':

Experimental Group

Of thqse initially recommended.in the experimental group, all

were redditunende4ihrough Standard 2. There were no redommenda-

tions under,Standard 1. Althoftrghall/iniiial recommendations
. t

1

or this group came through a single standard, 97 percent of

--)

th se tested pasSed.
.-.

%
- Is

.
4.

t As a whole, 37 percent of the to 1 experimental grodp,t,

ecommended were initially recommended d 97 percent took the

GED and.passed.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOLLOWING INSTRUCTION

Although the thrust of the study was directed toward initial.-
4

recommendations, qt is of interest to observe 'recommendations madg

following instructiOn in the traditional and API, methods. This

inamation is represented in Tables IV and V..

Combined Groups ) )

.The greatest percentage - -76 percent--of recommendations male

following instruction came through Standard 2, the alternative

standard. This was followed by the 14 percent who qualified

through both standards. Finally, 10 Pei,cent were recommended

through Stindard 1, the traditional standard. 'Ninety percent of

those tested pasted after recommendation through Standard 2.

33



Ninety - three percent of those tested visaed after.liecomMendatkOn'i-
.

thrpOgh.bbth-Statidards. Of those tested ninety-two'percent

y Standard 1 vatOsedtheGED.

As -a:whole; 61 Percent.of those recomthended_ware:sreCommendp*

f011owing instruction. Of those tested, 90 percent took the''

GED and passed.

A

TABLE -IV

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GED FOLLOWING INSTRUCTION-
COMAUED GROUPS.

Standard
Percent.

RecomMended
Percent Passing_
of Those Tested

. 1 ia 92

2 76 90

Both 14 93

Total' 61 90

'RECOMMENDATIONS FOLLOWING.INST4PCTION
GROUP ANAJYSIS

Table .V presents data from group analysis following ImstruC-
°

tion.

Control' Group

In the control group, the greatest percentage of-those later

recommended did so through both. standards--52.percent. The next

highest percentage came through Standard 1--39 perceht, then

standard 2--9,percent. Of those qualifying and testing under

bot standards, 92 percent passed., In Standard 1, 92 percent

passed, and in Standard 2, 100 percent passed.

34



REcOmIDTATIon FOR GED FOLLOWING
,

GROUP ANALYSIS

Control

Percent Percent Passing .Ftr9ent Percent Passing

Standard Recommended . of'Those %fated Recommended of Those Tested

39

2 9 100

Both 52 92

Totill : 57. 93

92.

I

99

63

Mum
t

100

90

as



.57 percent

control group were later
.

of-th4se'tested:passed th

Experimental Group

There were 'no

experimental' group.

.

inf the total 'recommended ,the

ommended. Ninetpthree tercent

GED.

later recommendations

Ninety-nine percent

through Standard k in ,the

of those-laterrecOmmegg-

ed in the-'experimental grOup.qualified through' Standard.2, and".1.

percent through both standards. Of those later recommended

through Standard 2 'and.tested, 90 percent passed.. Under both

standards, 100 percent passed;

As a. whole, 63 percent ofthe'experimental group recommended
I

were recommended after,instruction: Of those-tested, 90 percent
e . °

paised
's

*:-TOTAL RECOMMENDATIONS

The total reCommendations for GED are presented in,Tables01

and VII. Table- VI proyides inf0i-matisn on 'combined groups and.

Table VII gives groupanalysis.

lmbined Groups
o

,

AS!a matter of interest, information is ptovided in Table V

on the, total recommendaticins for. GED through all standa*ds. This

includes both the'initial i-ecommendations and those madefoilowing .

instruction. VOf the total recommendations made, 8 percent of the'.

students qualified through Standiard\i, 79 percent through

St,ndard 2, and 13 percent through both standards. Ninety -one

percent of 'those tested passed after recommendation through

Standard 1. The same is true for 96 percent by Standard.2 and

.95'percent by both standeirds.
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.Of the total percentage of dents recommended through

Standard 1, Standard 2 and both.standirds, 93 percent tested-
*

.

passed:

TABLE VI.

TOTAL RECOMMENDATIONSFOR GED.
.COMBINED GROyPS--.

Standard:
Per:cent

Recommended
Tercent Passing
of Those-Tested

1 91

79 93'

Both 13 95

Total . 100' 93

')1

TOTAL REO6MMENDATIONS BY GROUP

Group analysis for total recommendations is presented in

Table VII.

,
4

Control Group
a W CI&

.

In the control group, 31 percent of the total recommended

for GED qu'aified through Standard d 24 percent though

Standard 2. The greatest' percentag .f total recommended came

through both standards-L-45 percent.

Of those recommended and tested through Standard, 1,, 91

percent passed and for Standard 2, 95 percent passed. As a

whole, 62 percent of the total control group were recommended

and of these, 95 perctnt tested passed.
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,EXyeriMental'Groip

It was interesting to note that of the 'tota1Arecommendations

made from the exnerpental group, `none wereArecommended through
. .

Standard 1. Ninety-nine percent of the total recommendations '

in the experimental group were make through /Standard 2 and.l.
f 1

percent through both standards. Of' those recommended tnrdugh

,Standard 2 and tested 92 percent passed. For both standards,

100 percent passed.

39
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TABLE VII

RECOMNERATION8 FOR GElk

GROUP MALySIS

Control

'Percent Percent Passing

-'Recommended of those Tested

*Both

Total

31 91

24.

95

62 95,

Experimental

Percent Pereeht,PAO

Recommended., of Thoie

mi 8iIf,

e9

1

81

'

I



RET4TION AND DROPOUT DATA

Ouestionfour stated in Chapter 1 concerns the attrition

Pate. of students in the control group veraus,the experimental ti

group. A.review of Table VIII reveals that of the, 590 studwits
4

initially enrolled, 191 were in the oohtrol up and 399 'were.
,

916 experimental groUp. In the control, group, yerOirt

remained in the program andf22 percent discontinued, In.the
.

experimental group, 92 percent remained and 8 percent discont.nuyd.

The overall attrition rate: of stunt was 87 percent retained

and 13 percent discontinued thepTogram. Of the 590 particfpants

in both grbups, 74 discontinued.

Retentfon and drOpout-datafor.individual sites'Is provided

In the appendix..

TABLE VIII,,

MBAN RETENTION AND DROPOUT DATA

Total Retained. Pe'rcent Discontinued Pek.cent
,

Control Gfoup.I91 149 78

Experimental
Group. , 399 367 92

Composite.' 590 516 87

42

32

74

8

13 p.

4 1



INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA

DE* ohlr:which.the report is' based resulted from the combined

.Infermation from the.lndi;tidual sites, .Generaldiscussi'on'of data
A

y.individual sites-is presented below. Specific information On:, -

individual sites is included in the appendix.

so

.11p1.11:eArd Parisfl

Forty-six students enroll d in the traditionally instructed'

class in Beauregard Pal4ish. Nine students discontinued

program. Fifty-one enealied in the APL class and six. discontinued.'

The greatest percentage of initial, recommendations from both

the control and pxPeriniental :group, in Beauregard Parisholme

through th4 alternative standard. In the experimental group all

of the iLcoMmendations, both initially and after0.nstruction,

came throUghSfandard 2-AAfter instructi6n in the control-group;

the peecentages of recommendations-came equally. from Standard 1

and Standard 2. In allCases, a high percentage passed of those

qualifying for testing through .the alternative standdrd.

East 'Baton Rouge'

Thirty students participated in the control group of East
4

Baton Rbuge Parish. Eleven discontinued the program. Eighty-two

participants made up the .experimental grouR and twelve dropped

from the program:

No initial recommendations were made in the control group.

Following instruction, all of those recommended in the control

group qualified through the

the/6ED. _

traditional criteria,and all passed



In the experimental group, all of'the recOmmendations, both

initiaL-and after instrud caMe through tlIaiternative

standard: : A high perce tage of these passed the GED.

Jefferson Parish.-

Sixty-seven adult stucfents originally, participated in the

control group in Jefferson Parish. Ten discontinued the program.

Two hundred and seven students made up the. experimental group'and

seven dropped.from the program.

Although half of the initial recommendations in the control,:

group were made through the alternative standard, none 'of the

students were tsted. Also, one - fourth of the students were

initially recommended by both standards but none took the GED.

The remaining, fourth of the initial recommendations in the control.

groyp came through Standard 1 and all passed the GED.

Following instruction in the control.group, the greatest
4r

percentage 'of recommendations came through both standards

simultaneously and aIl gassed the GED. The next greatest percentage

qualifying came through the traditional criteria, then the alterna-

tive standard. In both cases, all students tested passed the GED,

In the experimental grotip, all of the ).nitial recommendations

came through Standar 2 and a high percentage passed the GED.

Following instruction in the.experimental group, no recommendations

were mada-qthrough Standard 1. The greatest percentage of

recommendations came through Standard 2 which also produced a high

percentge of GED passes. A small percentage qualified under both :

stand ds and all of those tested, passed the GED.
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LafEt.yette Parish'

Forty-eight.students enrolled An the control group in

,Lafayette Parish Twelve discontinued the program. Fifty-nine
- .

enrolled,in'the experimental group'and seven discontinued.

The greatest percentage of initial recommendations made in

61e colitrol group carne through both standards simultaneously.

All of'those tested 'passed the GED. The next highest percentage

came through Standard 2 and all of those. tested passed the GED.

All of the initial recommendations in the experimental group came--

throtigh Standard 2. All of those tested under: the alternative

standard passed the GED.

Followitig'instf,uctiOn in the control group, 'no recommendations'

were made through Standard 2 alone, although the greatest percent-
.

age qualified under both standards with a large percentage of

these Passing the GED. Following instruction the experimental

group, no recommendations were made through Standard 1. A high

percentage.Of.;ttudents were recommended throu h Standard 2 with H

a, large percentage passing the GED. A small ercentage qualified'

undei' both, standards and all of those tested passed.,



..C)UESTIONS

Analysis of the compiled data presented n the flr8t part of

this chapter provides answers to the questions presented in Chapter

.1: and restated:here.

What percentage of adult students Who initially.qualify . .

to take'the GED were recommended throUgh the traditional criteria

(Standard 1)?

"Six percent,of the students initially recommended for GED

qualified through Standard 1.

2. What percentage of students who' initially qualify to

take the GED were recommended through tfle'APL criteria (Standard 2 ) ?

Eighty-three percent'Of the students initially recommended

for GED qualified through Standard 2.

Information on those qualifying through both standards brought

abopt additional findings which should also be reviewed in answer

ing the original questions of the research. Eleven percent of the

students initially recommend for GED qualified through both

standards.

3. What percentage of students who initially qualify for GED

testing through either standard actually pass,:the GED?

Cif the total initially recommended through Standard 1, 89

,percent-tested passed. Of those testing after recommendation
.

through Standard 2 percent passed the GED. One hundred percent

of those testing afte recommendation throughboth standards

-actually passed the GED.

4. What is the attrition rate for students in the control

group versus those in the experimental group?

1
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'In the control group, 78 percentremained'in the prosKgm and

22 percent discontinued. In the experimental group, 92 percent

rem:1177nd rind R percent. discontinued.

I
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Chapter 5

INTERPRETATIONS AND FINDINGS

As a whole, the greatest percentage (83 percent) of students

initially qualifying for GED were recommended through Standard 2,

the alternative standard. This was followed by 11 percent who.

-initially qualified through both standards. The remaining 6 percent

of the total initially qualifying were-recommended through the

A

traditional criteria, Standard 1. Of the total recommendationp made

in the study, nearly 40 percent were made initially.

The highest percentage of students passing GED through the..

various standards was the 100 percent initally recommended, tested,

and pasaing who qualified through both standards. This would not

seem unugual since-the students qualified through bOth the tradi-

tional and new requirements and entered the GED testing situation

with "benefit" of both qualifications.

The Text highest percentage passing of thOse tested after

initial recommendation came through' Standard 2,-97,percent.

Finally, the smallest; percentage (89 percent) passing of those

tested came through Standard 1, the traditional criteria;

It can be seen. that not only did the highest percentage o

initial recommendations come through Standard 2,.but this standard

.. also produced the:highest percentage of students passing of those

tested after initial recommention.
9
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the pattern was repeated Wheh reviewing the,follOw.rup

information resulting from the study.. The greatest percentage of

recommendations.after instruction also came through the alternative

criteria., Of the total recommendations made in the study, the

i,1",,(11- percentage came throUgh this alternative standard.

Of particular significance is the group analyses which indi-

cate.the percPntagps-reQomme9ded and passing by control and
r

experimental group. The group breakdown of the students initially

recommendedrevealecithat all of the initial recdriimendations in

the experimental group came through Standard 2 and 97 percent of

those tested passed. None of these students would haVe been

initially recommended for GED testing through the traditional
6

criteria, yet 97.perCent actually took the GED and passed after

initial recommendation through the alternative standard.

Again, of those later recommended in/the experimental' group,

none qualified-through Standard, I alone, though 1 percent did

qualify through both standards.t 99 perdent of the4,1Atf\

recommendationsin the experimental group ,came through tandard 2,

and 90 percent of those tessted pT. ed the,GEa.

Aslo of importance is the greater percentage in'the groups
k

receiving APL instruction who remained in the program. The dropout

rate for this group Vas lower-than that of the blip receiving
,0

traditional instruction.' The APL instruction.not nrSr tended to

hold students in the program, but also enabled a large percentage.

of students to pass the GED, when these students would not have

been.considered.for.;testing through the tradiiionajstandard.

-Since one of the problems Madultiedlication has been that of

2
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keeping Students in the program, it seems that the APL method" and

standard offer a way for those students to continue in a program

which will help them reach their goal effectively when these needs
0*

have not always been met in the traditional sense.

In effect, the offering of the)aliernative standard could

provide the chance,..f6r an adequate education and a high school

equivalency diploma for those students not already being reached,

effectively through .-traditional methods anaqualification standards.

The ramifications of 'an' adequdte education for the adult student

in Louisiana ultimately extend to the broader reaches of the

economic and-social future qf the state. As stated in the,Public

Affairs Research Council (PAR) reports 'The Impact of ,Illiteracy

Louisiana," "The greatest impediment to the future well;-being

or Lolitsiana---economibally" and socially - -is the stibstantfal poition

of its: population who lack an Adequate education." (7:1)
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Chapteiy6

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS'

The research reported:.involved 516 adult edudatiOn stude*

from tho tonisinna parishesof.Beauregard East Ba'tonRodge,
. .

'and Lafayette. In the study, a comparison was made of

two standard's used, to determine the adult education,,tudentes

eligibility for taking tbe test of General Educatid alDevelopment

(GED) in Louisiana.
h

'The,traditiOnalandard, standard 1, required that

student earn a total battery sOore, of 13.0 on the California

Achievement Test (CAT1 with no subject matter-area'score below

12.0. The alternate stal StAlkard', ivpired that the
t,

. student earn a.raw score. of 34 or above on the American College
-73

,Testing-Adult PerfOrmance,Level Survey (ACT-APL Survey) and'a,

minimum of 10.0 in each subject matter area on the CAT.
-

Students participating became part of either the control
p

group or the experimental group and comparison of.dropout.ratd's
.0...4, . % .

'Thfr t4e two groups was accomplished. 5ile control group received -.s--

.
. 7 ,

:

., .

Instruction in,the traditional adult,edudation program while the

y
experimental group. was taughtthrough an APL-bdsed program.

f ,

The study compared the Percentage pf. students initially

qualifying to take the GED based on Standard 1 and Stapdand 2.

It was fcAind that not only did the greatest percentage of initial

recommendations for GED testing come through Standard 2, bUt this-
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standard also produted the highest percentage of students passing

of those initially recommended through the two standards..

The greatest percentage of recommendations following instruc-
, t

tion alto came through the alternative criteria and produced a high

percentage of.students passing.

- In observing results from traditional 'and experimental gro ,p,
4

it is seen that the dropout rate of studehts in the APL-instructed

grtup was lower than that of the control grog

The APL instruction tended to hold students in the program at

a gredter rate than did the traditional instruction. Thq APL

criteria enabled a large percentage of students to pass the GED

when these students would not have been given consideration for

testing by the traditional standard.

The alternative standard, which ineorporates new criteria from

the traditional measuring instrument-with API., criteria; seems to

.offer a way for students to remain in a meanin ,program which
/

enables them to obtain a high school equivalency diploma when this
4-

\

c

goal has not always been reached effetively 'by traditional pro-
.

,

/---grams and standards. r

Louisiana, the implementation of the altiPhative standard

in adult education programs could ultimatelir affect the substantial

portion of the population'who lack an adequate'education.

',

It-is hoped that, the research presented has yielded results
:

14
&

. ,

or suggestions which directly or indirec-tly allow the adult

education student to effectively and competently achieve that

necessary education. I
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BEAUREGARD EXPERIMENTAL °



Instritc
scent Percent Passing Percent Percent
coiendeg of Those Tested

.
Recommended. o'se:r



Initial Followin Ins ry char

Percent Pe ent. Passing Percent ,Rercent,

Recoramefided hose Tested: Recorhmended ,o ose

v JEFFERSON EXPERIMENTAL

SIM
mos'

98 98 99.

a

59

t .

4 ,"

4gr 14,e.

59

100

99

I
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LAFAYETTE EXPERIMENTAL

Both

Total

100

43 100.

r.

60
,6

3,

57

t

86

100
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