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h The study co-pared tuo.adult educaticn standa:ds used
n‘ta deterllne L00151ana “student ‘€1igibility for taking' the General
,Bdncational Development (GED) test. Of the initial 590. studénts, 516
" remaimed as stndy participants The tra§itional standa:d, ‘Standard 1,
. required the student to earn 13.0 on th Callfotnia ‘Achievement Test .

+~ (CAT) "vith Rc area score belov 12.0. The alte:ﬁative ‘standard,

Standard 2, required ghe student tz earn & rawv score cf thirty-fout

-or above on the Americam College T st1ng-ldnlt Eetfo:lance level

Snrvey (ACT-APL Survey) with a sinisum cf 10.0 in each CAT subject

; area.. Students vere pretested on tlie CAT and ACT-APL. A ccntrcl group

received 1nstruct1on in a traditional adult edpcation prcgram; the =
. ‘experimental group was taught through an APL-tase¢d procgram. The study
* conparés the percentage of stidents initially gualifying for GBD

. through Standards 1 and.2. Percentages cf,students initiadlly’ - :d

qnalifying who actually took.and passed ¢ GED vwere alsc: colpared.'
“of the initial Standard 1 recommendaticrs, 89% passed ‘the GED; of
those recoamended through Standard 2, $7% passed. Ninety percent of .
{the persons who qualified for GED testing by altermative and not
;raditional criteria were aple to pass the test. AEL instructjon and
| ctiteria allowed a higher percentage. of students t¢ remain in an .
adult education program and attain a high schocl eguivaIEncy diplOlas
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m;ﬁshesiof Beauregard- East Baton 27“;f

: ,below 12 0., The alternative standard, Standard@# .xequired
: ,that the student earn a raw score of 34- or above'bn the |
American College Testing-Adult Performance Level: Survey A

3 (ACT-APL Survey) and a minimum of 10. o in each subjec’t
=p

”'-matter area on the CAT. .
Students ﬂLvolved became part of either the control
group or the experimental group. The control group received
instruction in the traditional adult education program while
' the experimental group was - taught through an APL-based pro-
_ gram. The division of students into groups allowed a com-
parison to be made of the percentage of drozouts from each |

program. Students could be recommended for\GED testing

through either standard regardless of group assoctation.

‘- 5
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- The purpose of the study'uas to oompare the percentage .

wa‘” z*. .-S‘* 7* #

of students in’itially quaufymé for. Gi:n throush Standard 1

-

and Standard 2. Percentages of students initially qualiinng '
- who actually tobk the GEB and péssed were also compared. An.

o*

examination of thewattrition rate of students in the control

..

o StOUP versus those in the experimental gronp was.accomplished‘f

in the study. : ;' U . r_‘. g P
Adults enrolled in both groupg were administered a pre

¢ !

CAI and APL Survey.- Students earning a minimum of 9. O or }

above on the’ CAT were included in the study.v The study involved

—

the time period in the parish programs between September, 1977
sand April,_1978. 'Instructors at each site recorded test scdres .
and all pertinent data on record-forms.. Data were taken from-

. thelrecord forms and coded for computer analysis.‘ The procedure
\

means of the Statistical Analysis System (SAS) was employed toi
obtain descriptive statistics from’ the Qata._

Results from the analysis sﬁowed that 6 percent of the

%
§%udents initially recommended for GED . testing qualified

through Standard 1 and 83 percent qualified through Standard 2..

Q“The remaining 11 percent initially met requirements through “‘

both standards.

-
‘ - r

. Y, . e
Of the initial recommendations made through Standard 1,

89 percent of those tested|onTthe GED'passed. Of those v
tested after 1nitia1 recommen ation through Standard 2, 97
percent passed the GED. One hundred~percent ofathose tested j;

. after initial- recommendation through both standards passed

the GED. Of the two stanéﬁrds, the highest percentage of .

&

'- . . ) . . .
! 6 » . : i
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initial recommendations came thnough Standard 2- ThiSf;;( = ~

tstandard also produced the highest percentage,of students

o

'passing of the initial recommendations..;. L o

e,

Data were also . summarized for tnpse recommended er GED
1

g _testing after 1nstruction. The greatest percentage of

‘ -

rocommendarions after 1nstruction came through yhe alternative

¥

v'ecriteria. These studdnts would not ﬁave qualified for the GED

'through the traditional criteria, yet 90 percent of those

- tested passed.: | t_‘ C '. . ’

“ ) - . . o . :
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;groupo

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 thesL students would not
have been recommended for GED tesfing through the traditional

program requirements. _ : .- v
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the original Louisiana Adult Performance Level Pilot
A

Research findings iq@icated ‘a mean ¢

‘calif rnia Achievement Tes\ and Adult Performance Level Survey--~_7

‘which was. greater for the experimental group taught throuzh the
APL method. Adult educators wére encouraged to consider ‘the '

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

= N ’

their programs, then as a supplement “to them. ° Adult students %

scoring below 'ninth grade level on ‘the initial California

F

Aphievement Test (CAT) were given,preference—for inclusyen in

-

1.

the 1976-77 study. It was suggested that the study be expanded

to include,,in an a1ternative program, the General Educational

13 ¢ -

£ .

'Development (GED) adult student achieving above the 9 0 level on

a standardized achievement test. (3. 47) .

rd

The present - research was based on the suggested expansion

of- the above—mentioned original pilot study. .Data were collected

k4

for the Louisiana Adult Performance Level Research and: Curriculum
° \ -

Design project, funded 'by the Louisiana State Degartment of -

Educatiqp, Bureau of Adulb and Community Education. The design

3

l ' | 1 ' "' . . .‘n

Y.
. " .
. - »
. .
’ . L
" . - i
. .
.
R . St . -
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u-s>based on the “Guideliﬂes for PropoSed Research;Study“ (2) et

The pe?%inence and timeliness of'the topic}under consfdéra—

tion havpvproved.it to be one deserving of attention. Several g

E S [

\

states have begun to examine and some have implemented alternative

methods for an adult student to.earn a high school diploma.- In-

) y
}Jcluded in the realm-of alternatives-are methods of instruction

TAnd new standards of measuring student knowledge and'apility. (2 1)

£l

rThe original Louisiana QEL study dealt primarily with test-.

#

ﬁing the effectiveness Of APL as a method of instruction. The ._,'

. ?
. . .

present research attempts to examine the effects of implementing
'a new standard of meaJ—rement throuéi-which annadult.student

) may qualify for GED testing in, an attempt to receive a Louisiana

v~ ) .

et T Doe

high school equivalency dipIOma.ii | -7-..\

K

‘Presently in Louisiana, Qhe traditional requirements for an,@'

_adult student ‘to qualify for GED testing demand ‘that the student

.achieve a 13.0 overall grade placement on the CAT with no subject/

I

matter area (subtest) below 12. 0. ‘of the states comprising

‘Region’ VI of the U S Office of Educdtion,Adult Education -';:

:Regions——Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas, New Mexico, and Louisiana--

~

L0uisiana holds tz?’highest achievement requirements for GED ) .

testing qualifica ions. (4 6) - ,’ o “u

‘.)

v

A perrenial problem in aduIt education has been keeping

participants in the program. Students who  are attempting to -
. o

. meet the requirements such as thbse specified/hx\Louisiana often

»péqug\discouraged and discontinue the program. (4: 6)

4

- The results of a research suEdy reported in 1974 to the-.

Louisiana State Department of Education (4) determined that
o, ,

! < 2 ."'u- R 1 . P . P
S R - 6 - o - i .



'10 3 in reading.; The'sample high school studenvs we\\\hot o

-,expected of'adult students,as prerequisite to GED_

'requires that the adult student ‘earn a

“r . . . ) coe A . N B
- . . 3 '
. » . SN

’

_,the mean grade\blacement on* the total battery&“f tﬁe~CAT for

'oachieving\sﬁ/the,standardized achievement test at the same 1eve1'

testing. The

1974 study suggested thatfa more.realistic standard\than the .

. existing orle might encourage the adult student toacomplete the

’

.requirements for the high dchool - equivalency diploma- (4‘5)

P .

~ . \ [ Ol -

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM -

; The implementation of competency-based eddpatioﬂfin adult

education instruction has logically stimulated the need for:

'alternative means of assessing achievement. As basic skills

: have traditionally been measured by standardized achievement

q

tests, thdse cr1teria have been used to assess performance of

, adult students follow1ng the traditional route to GED. It

2
parallels that life coping skills (those competencies necessary

for an adult to function 1n today's society) have an alternate

‘3

"'instrument of evaluation to provide the student with an. appro—.

- s

.priate channel toward the goal of receiV1ng a. h1gh school

Aequivalency-diploma. One such proposed a ternative standard

W score of 34 or above.

-

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

‘of the CAT. (2:1) L

4 : .
It was the intent of the present«study to'compare the per-

Y, -

centage of students ‘who . are’ 1nitially recommended to take the -

GED by the - traditional qualification standard (Standard 1) and
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‘ .. . ) ' -A . . v . . . N » . '.
‘the alternative standard (Standard-z). Standard 1 requires that

the-student earn a total battery score of 13'0 on the CAT with
‘ “
- no subJect matter area—score below 12.0. Standard 2 requires

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

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

and a minimum of 10. O-in each subJect matter areavgf the CAT..-f
\ ' -
The percentage of students who pass GED on 1nitial attempt was .

: also compared by standards.‘ In an attempt to compare attrition .

\

rate of students receiving instruction thr ugh the traditional

Proékém and the APL program, participants 3>re enrolled either

in the control group’ (traditionad(instrug\ion) or the experimentél'

group (APL-based 1nstruct10n) ) | - ‘
o The above 1nformation may be stated as the following ques-

tlons to be answered'

. dl. What percentage og/agght students who initlally qualify
to take the GED were'recommended through the traditional criteria
(Standard 1)? L

“

' a/ What' percentage of students -who 1nitia11y qualify to take
' the. GED were recommended through the APL cr1ter1a (Standard 2)9'
1; 3. ~What’ percentage of students who initially qualify for
GED testlng through either standard actually pass - the GED test?
4, What is the attrition rate of the students in the control

I .

group versus those in the experimental group°

. \ . . '
. . ~
. ¥l L

DEFINITION OF TERMS e

q .
For the purpose. of the study, the following terms aré defineu:

1. GED.. GED refers to the tests of General Educational
- Development. - Satisfactory completion of the GED by a student




enrolled in an aduIthducationAclass determines the student's
.eligibility for receiving a high school equivalency diploma.f
Specifically, the student must score a 35 or above on each{bf .

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

a.n:clof the subtest scores ,,fall below 35, the overall average

Smust be at least 45 forksatisfactory completion ). The subtests

include writing skills, social studies, science, reading skills,_ .o

and mafhematics. .,'“

‘ 2.' Standard 1. This term refers to the traditional criteria '
‘used in Louisiana to determine a student s eligibility for GED |
testing. This standard requires that the student earn a total
‘battery. score of 13.0 on the Californ1a 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 ’ Standard 2 refers to the alternative criteria

yfor determining the student's e11gibillty for GED testing. It ‘

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

v

ACT-APL" Survey and a fainimum of lO 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) 5"1

4. Recommended for GED.J Th1s phrase refers to: the fact that

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

meet1ng the spec1fied cr1ter1a. In tne traditional ~sense, a
,student would be recommended (qualifjg for GED testing through
Standard 1. ’

J
L}

. . N '
5. ACThAPL Survey.' The Adult Performance Level Survey 1s

¢ -

an instrument of the American’ College Test1ng Program designed

for diagnosis and evaluation of those competencies necessary for

an adult to function in today S society. _(3.4) The competenc1es

<.
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were determined through an APL Project c‘%ducted through the

University of Texas at Austin and include five general knowledge

Ly
.~

'areas.»~health- government and 1aw, community resources, ‘occupa-

tional knowledge and consumer economics. . L .

. —

6., Traditiohal Approach/Method.[ The traditional approach

.refers to individualized prescriptive instruction based on sgudent

v.need as dete?mined by}a standardized achievement test.- Insﬁruc*

'l

/tion is designed toaimprQVe the student’s academic skills in l{

language, mathematics, .and reading through both group and indi-
‘ e .

. vidual 1nstruction. (3'3) ,‘ »' : o '

7. Alternative Approach/Method. ThlS term refers to a

 program of 1nstruction 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 inciﬁentally. (3:3-4), o

8. rControl group. The control group refers. to the group

-

consisting of students participating in classes taught through
. the traditional adult education instructional method (traditional

approach) (2 2) ‘ ’,f"

PO

' *;9.7'Experimental;group. The experimental group refers to

the group consisting of students participating in classes taught

through the APL teaching ethod (alternative approach) (2:2)
10. Site. Site refers to the location of the adult education’

program in the'parishes Pa ticipating'in the research study. - The

four s1tes involved are Beauregard East Baton ‘Rouge, Jefferson,

N .‘, ?
A Ty

and Lafayette parishes. ‘ »z}
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REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE L

- At the, time' of the 1976-77 ﬁouisiana‘Adult‘Performance’Level .

ept lnto their loqal adult educatfon programs. Few studies had

”~

g been conducted which could provide information on ths effect of
R N : .

uuvh«jnstruction related to life competencies and no studies
’were being conducted to compare APL-based programs with tradi— ‘
tional adult eduoatbon classes. (3 2) "It was the lack of
comparative studies which revealed the need for a structured,_;

P ;comparative study of the Eraditional and APL programs. ‘ '/
« Y I .

In 1976~ 77 Louisiana became the first state to. conduct suchg

‘,=f a study of the two. programs in ten adult education program sites
- 4
in the state, One hundred and thirtyjsix participants were

4included in the final statistical analysis. Each site operated

. . c - g

both a control and experimental grdup.’ Adults enrglled in both
- !

,groups weresadministered -a pre CAT and the APL Survey. The_“

_ 'antroi group p"”-ticipated in a traditional adult educatiorg

S ‘-l ’ J
. \ experimental group received instruction in
';. 32 T g ' 4 . .
- conjget _g~.3 Both groups were
" y % ;i y
., gami AT and APL Survey at the conclusion of the

tesp-score being greater for the experimental group A t-test

'sﬂproceduré of’ the Statistical Analysis System revealed at the

! i.,05;1evel_of significancevthat the average change ip test score

.
- . 5

.
7 .
oo

Pilot Study, seVeral states had begun to implement the APL con-.“]

_’y
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fordthe_OOntrol 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/ka//
directed toward proviiing'instruction.- (5'13) Six learning

Jcenters in ;hree states and the Adult Education Resource Center

of ercester State College were involved.‘ The groups organized @

M)

g‘in each site received APL instruction and students were adminis-_ -

k

"'.tered pre and post tests of the ACT-APL Survey. Significant :

‘-

changes at the o1 1eve1 in total APL*scores#were shown 'in seVen
of the nine groups in w?icﬁ results were analyzed. . (5: 13)
- With the continuation of objective study and §he implementa-'
'n tion of APL instruction in several states, anothem, need was
evidenced.‘ There existed afneed for adequate assessment of those
‘skills aquired by the student and therefore a need for détermining
;] what alternative criteria can provide the student with an effec-"‘
tive means of reaching his godi ’ -
States reported by Fischer (5) and Roth (9) as already having
implemented alternative standards or criteria include New York,,
Illinois, Texas, Alabama, d.Oregon. From the °fforts of thev
states utilizing adult competency-based instruction has come theu
-External High School Diploma.v The External/High School Diploma .
allows the adult student credit for learning gained through life_'
‘_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_the'New York State program
is-that it is a performance assessment system. No instruction is

prodided and participants must demonstrate proficiency in a: ]

4 . . o

Q E - . . ) BN P L _ . . N .
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required npmber of generalized competenc1es and individual K
competencies through task asSignments. (5 14) One *hunderd and

fifty-four adults had ngceived a high §choo} diploma through the

program as of late 1976. (5: 14) In a Qne-year follow-up study

d of twenty-eight of those earnino the diploma, 62 percent felt

P

they had received JobJrelated rewards, lCO percent felt personal

safisfaotiop and 77 to 96Nper ent SUpported-statements_concarningf
3 .

\_/ ) ) ) ° L g ' S
x\heir 1ncreased life coping a.bllities{1 The Néw York State High' °*

School Diploma Program,‘which issues the Piplomas, is opérated'
. " by the Regional Learning Serv1ces and hasiserved as the model
| program for others desSring to establish éuch programs. (5¢14)
} COmpetency—based instruction has. also=pr6vided a means for.
earning credits 1n an. APﬂ program in Illintis.’ In thé second
:.year of. the Project Career Success in Illiﬁois, six high school
credits were awarded for sat1sfactory completion of’ APL study as

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

Teﬁ?s has modeled its External Diploma progr'f RN .

Sy

York nroject. THe Texas programs are more,clbsely ass001ated

>,

. with ‘the Adult Basic Educatlon (ABE) centers in. order to allow_.n

]

' Zstudents to supplement bas1c 1nstruction thh the 11fe COmpeten-/f‘
cies they are lacking. (5: 15) Many . adults who have already

earned .a GE? want to take the External Diploma in order to master-‘
. N I _ , -

the required competencies. (9:9)

T

Home-based d1plomas are also offered 1n Alabama. At the
time of Roth's research Al abama offered home—based diplomas in

ten of s1xty—seven counties, 1nclud1ng seventeen school systems.

(9:9) | . S o,
. . . 0 o . _

,\\/ﬂ'Oregon's adult education.programs are administered by its

°

Q \ 7' S ] '. . " 19"\ ',"

o
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.thirteen cdmmunity.colleges. ‘The colleges plan to grant External

1

Do , o )
Diplomas by 1978. ¢9:9) . ¢ T ) '
4y
- In the states reported above, alternative criteri for

' earning a high school diploma’ have been employed. In some of the

cases cited students succeeding in ABE programs expressed a

é.édesire to meet alternative criteria iﬁ order to become competent :

in life-coping skills. The alternative criteria proposed in VA'.:‘

'Loquiana incorporates new'criteria from)a traditional standard-

ized test with\life-coping (APL) criteria. The alternative APL
standard/is proposed 1n 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 resemblancés and similarities,that often require

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

-some of the areas of overlap between ‘:c GED and APL

e

Lervero (1) suggests that if the APL and GED approaches to:

)

ainstruction are not 51gn1ficant1y 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
Lou151ana, APL cr1ter1a for GED recommendation is proposed not

in place of GED but* along w1th new criteria from a traditional

,'measuringlinstrument, as an alternative channel to\GED testing

for students'not meeting traditional recommendation requirements.

New criteria have ‘been proposed in Louisiana in an attempt
J
to test the effectiveness of an alternative standard for GED
recommendation in the state., The examination of Standard 2 as a

means to rgbommendation and passing of GED may reveal information

concerning the value of the APL‘criteria 1n relation to the tradi-

.tional cr1ter1a.» If the objective study of the APL mexhod in

200 . ..
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praqtice has merited a place in the adult eduéation pquram, a
_ qucific/APL-related recommendation standard for GED ahogld a;so
e be studied as a- direct.rokte to GED testing. The test#ng of such *

‘a specifio standard was not observed 1n the réview of related
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v 7 .Chapters ¢ "

L "El , o "\. " i

| : RESEABCH DESIGI? AND PR‘OCE'DURES S
b “The present study was hegun in ag; attempt to examine the
%; ‘results of‘implementing specific altérnative crfteria for ED

Z]-rOOOTmbnglfion,in Louisiana. Other stat;; have employad

terndte

a

s

B -

' .:crltefia for eapning a high school equivalency p!oma yet none ..

'are so specif;call& related to ACT-APL Survey results combined
¥ ' .7‘? ¢ v .
~with ‘the already Existing standardized test in uﬁe—-cAT- VR |

G . ‘{{-.1

I
. ! T _
.“ el THE SAMPLE ° | \
| _ .

- o N . * v I

Each parish in the state of Louistana was issued an in%itatio?
..

.by the State Department of Education, Bureau of AduIt~and Community
+Education, to participate in -the. original Louisiana APL study. ftht
"the ten parishes participating, six were included in the final -
’statistical analysls. From those parishes engaged in the. orig1na1
study, four parishes haye continued their involvement in the 4;;;--

78?Louisiana APL study. Parishes participating are’Beauregard, )

L

' East ‘Baton Rouge, Jefferson, and, Lafayette[ f
|-
/
|

PROGRAM GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES f .
. -

n, 4

Participating parishes received written guidelines fnom the

. .proJect director prior to actual instructional tlme at each site.

Procedures and/or guidelines were establlshed and carried out for

£ 4 R : . .
the_areas,descrlbed below. S T s
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8ite;Personnel L I

' Instructors at each site were certified teachers with ex-,

. —t

\

- perience in ‘adult education’ ;nstruction. ‘Those, teaching in the s

.

experimental group were familiar with APL methods and materials.

]

. “ ) :
. . . - .
Tt . ‘ - e . v N

Teaching Methods ) ' L. ’ o ' : :
. B 4 ' F l

Ingtruction for the control group ‘involved the traditional

- N

»7»'adu1t education teaching method as defined in.Chapter 1. ‘Standard-

4%dtion of APL teaching methdds for the experimental group was
: established with the use 3& Modules frdm‘the University “of Texas

at.Au tin and/or- the APL Louisiana Tech Curriculum Guide. (2:2)

e . - -
A / : : Lo R - . r ‘
. o - ’

Instructional Time

Instructional time was set with a, max;\um of 190 to 200 hOUPS

—a

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

between SeptembeJ\ 1977 and Aprll 1978. (2:1i) . Lo
Grouping . o
E : . : S

'The adult educators at eachwsite'were required to apprise~
potential ellgible students of the two. approaches, APL ~and ‘
traditlonal and counsel them ‘on the alternativq'F‘ Groups were
divided in order to make them proportionate in terms of sex, race,
?' socio-economic status, and age. (2:3) . |
" Testing ‘ | - ' |
; " Pretesting with the APL Survey and the7CAT was accomplished
: -

dur1ng the flrst twelve hours of student attendancé.\ The CAT was >
L f ’ C

. . .
given first and in two test1ng sessions. The APL Survey was given -

on the third tesfing éession.. Students must have earned a

‘ minimum of 9.0 on- the CAT for inclusion in- the study. (2: 3)
. o :* . .
i LT 'Z"G., : 4253 o ‘.-q o N
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Posttesting with the APL Survéw and the CAT was to pe done

'.

| o T . L Lo | -
' during the last twelve hours of student attendance prior to pro- -

i

. . . ' s, N
gramfﬁerminatiqn/Br at the completion of 190 to 200 hours of
- R - ) . . '\ . . . . N t. L
i : . 1] N B . . o N / .
binSquqpional timea. ‘. ; R T
‘. ‘ S * y %. ,“. .~ i . b £ R
. Lo i .o w . - . ‘ . ‘. s .. -~ i
Records AT : S : S P
'-———‘_.. ‘ ho o : ] R v | o - e :,‘ E . L
. ‘Data on .test scores, ,}nstruct;onal"hQUrs-, 'and'_aall other N
pertinent 1nf6rmap;o?‘wgs'fecdrge&,by,thtructors at each.site’
uging Cﬁpordprrm. Alcoby”of the form may be reviewed’ in the .
0 " . » . \ . - : 3 - N N c :
. appendfx.. The form was supplied by-Louisiana Tech.'. . *
'>Prggr3m1Monitoring I o )
’ . ) N ) " N n 7.’. 3 '
' The project director’an% staff members made periodic site

visitations to review.the progress of the stud¥.ahd.tg ensure

that adherence to the reseaﬁéﬁ~guidelines waéyﬁeing’méintéined.

5 [

-

\ . : TREATME;}/OF.DAT ' - g/ | |
) S ! . g ,

-

Data were taken directly-from.fﬁb Record Forms and coded

for%computer analysis. The prope&hne meéhs of the Statistical

alysis Syéteh'(SAS)‘Was used to pbtain’descriptivé statistics

rom the data. The descriptive statistics will be summarized and

~

represented in table form. '
" DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT SITES |
!, Brief infofmation.related'to'the indi?iduql sitesfis ’
' presented below.

«

“a

. . . ot . N T I . ¢

.24 -
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Beauregard Parish . _'- s | V -
. , .
t :}dult education students in %9auregard Parish participated .
r g -

ih the” study at the Adult Learn}ng Cengsr~dn the parish. " ALY

) instructyon received by both groups was individually prescrib/d

e

.. 'by instructors who were experienced° certifietheachegs- Parti—.s

_,orpants could attend class any time the cente; was open. fhe only,
i
"’yaﬂiable noted gas that th% traditional program’cont§ined more

—

.'materials which could be used away. from ﬁhe center while the APL

N

matErials, teacher—developed packets and University of Texas’

~

»Modules were not available for use outside tﬁ% classroom.

- .

. R o . . l
East Baton Rouge . - ) g

%he APLfexperimental class in East-Baton Rouge Parish met
at the Valley Park Adult Learning Center centrally located in
Baton Rouge. aThe control group classes met at the Rosenwald ",
Adult Learning Center 1n Baton Rouge.' The ceyter is located in
North Baton Rouge wﬁichsis primarily an 1ndustrial area. In-
sichtion was avallable for the experimental group on an indivi-
dual’ basis between the hours .of 9 a m:. and 9 p m. Monday through
Thursday, and. 9 a.m. and‘4 p.m..on riday. The hours ofﬂlnstruc-{
tion for the'control group were the sameas for the eXperimental
group. Two certified teacheﬁs provided the primary 1nstructional

assistance for the APL group. ., Several paraprofessionals with

experience in adult education assisted the teachers.

* ' ’ . ‘. f
Jefferson Parlsh oL . : : -

‘t

The -Jefferson Parish contol group and experlmental group were
iocated in two separate centers in'the parish. The control group

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

O b‘ o L . . ',_ /‘_ ) N . . AR




16

experimental group ‘was located a the Westbank Adult Education

4

ﬁi}i Day Center in Gretna. The parish is an extremely rapid\growing,
J'. ': S A .

i
) ,and generally affluent suburb of t ity of New Orleans. ﬁIn-

\

structors“/t both cente mere experience adult educators._'lnf-

-

cp

Lmoup, with more emphasis on individualiz : instruq&\gn. »e'.~

,3MStruction. Classeé for the

\u o
\_d a half hourg§a“day for ‘five" days

.
~

‘" .. e Lafayette Parish Adult Education Program conducted . ;;

'_center in Lafayette.‘ There were .two- sections of the APL class,

. '

“_one.for the day class students and one for the. night class

students. Instructlon was- individuallzed and prescriptive.

3

o QThose students at the main center who partlcipated through;the

.traditional program and students from two add1tional centers who

rd

‘were\not‘informed of the. alternative ‘method, made up the control -

group.

- P

1. : ¥
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ST Pktsznmarion AﬁbVANALYsis dEQDAmAg

o .

: Data reported from ‘the four ;ting parishes have been

<4

>Eompiled and arerpresented in'order tc pro‘ide information on the ;
:fimplementation of alternative crtteria to ED qualifIcation in e
uLouisiana. Analysis or data is used in answering the questions
'"stated in Chapter 1 and in interpreting the findings., Summary

: information from«computer analysis is presented in Tables I-VIII.'

- MEAN INFdRMAflON ONPPARTICIPANiéff

Mean information in.Table I summarizes the descriptive data

B

.on participants. Table I reveals that the\average grade c' pleted

in the control group was 9 6 and 9 8 for the experimental. The
. &
caVerage age was 24 8 and 23 for the control and experimental

o -

groups respectively., Both groups were largely white and female. '
. The average pre CAT-gsdores showed 1ittle variance by |

observation between the two’ groups, ind'bating closely matched

'groups from the onset of the study. The same was true for the

[

‘pre APL scores.



‘APL AND TRADITIONAL ADULT EDUCATION GROUPS
= MEAN INFORMATION oo

TABLE I .-“

.,\* E

‘Tnitial

: Participants-v

: Agé,3[

Grade
‘ Completed

: Pre CAT 1

e

T e
. .- /

PRI P

2
3

pre. &7

TOta;“

"Pre APL

-/}Control

Group

/ Experimental

Group

o

101

24.8

11.3"
9.8

10.9 -

10.7
31

-

399

.%3

9.8

ade

- 10.8

10.9

f

. 32
“Hoqés of . -
Inétruction . 90 62
A T\ , :
e I 7

590"

: iijal'

.'j'fdyéraillf"

9.7

11.4
-10.8

10.8

32

71.6

hY



": | CdNSEDERATIONS.

,dg analyzing data onNGED recommendations by standards it

~{ns by. meeting requirements for both Standard ! ana Standard 2
) simultanqously. Because of this occurrence, additional informatio
‘aﬂd interpretations on students who qualified for GED testing
throusn both standards is presented. (These students are not =
ftallied under either Standard 1 or Standa%d 2 but are counted
_once in the tables as qualifying under both.) -

An additional consideration which arose concerns the per-

g‘certage of students recommended for GED testing. A small number

5

of students in both groups were. lecommended for testing through
the various standards blit were not tested ax’/he time the studar/\>

.

- was. concluded ‘easo% cited by ingructors include students not

L.attending the testing sessions and time lapse in availability of

Jtesting due to Speoific site related difficulties. Therefore,.;
’tables II-VII prov1de peroentage analydbs for those recommended
and those recommended who were actually tested then passed. Such

breakdown was necessary to best repreSent”the data.

£

IﬁiTIAL RECOMMENDATIONS

Table II summarizes information on initial reoommendations
' for GED esting through Standard:l, Standard 2. and both standards
- from the perimental and oontrol groups oombined. Thirty-nine .

Percent of the»part101pants enmolled in the study from both groups

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

. seven percent of those tested passed. - '_ -

{?7wcame evident that several students initially aﬁélified fOP teSt‘

n

e



ot the initial recommendations, 6 percent were recommended

and 11 percent qualified -for GED testing‘by*initially mepting re-]f;

:quirements of both Standard 1 -and Standard 2.

1

tested passed.

7

-
e

Z TABLE 11

of the total ini-

t1allv~'r.ecommended—by Standard 1, 89 percent of those tested

,--' INITIAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GED .

COMBINED GRogff

passed, * uf rnose renﬂmmnnded by-ﬂtandard 2 97 percent tested

| passed. Of uuose recommended througﬁ both standards, 160 percent

.“A

_?throﬂzh Standard 1,.83 percent were recommended through Standard 2, o

9 .*

-

_ percent Passing

‘ ‘ Percent ' N
Standard Recommenaed ‘of Those Tested
.1 6 89
2 83 97
Botdﬁ 11 /}100'
- A\ . | :
Total . .39.

.97

< Initial recommendation.information given by group is provided

.
,
s

INITIAL_RECOMMENDATIONS BY GROUP

in' T 1e III. aSince no instruction had preceded the init1a1

recommendations the. group data may seem to be of 11tt1e signifl-,

cance. However,-it is’ presented in ogger to complement the group

analysis information on recommendations made after instruction and

4

the total recommendations made by group which will be examined

later in the report.v

U800

TR




MTIAL RECOMJENDATIONS FOR GED
| GROUP ANALYSIS

Control

 Bertent  DPercentPassing  Percent. . Percent Passing
- Stendard Reconunended 0f Those Tested - Reconmended -,“.‘}, Of Those Tested

| '_.Bdtn % B T, -

ol ok w0 @

.
>

-
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Q~ntrol Groqp : j - ' -_j | 'd,,.; o f'-j L

i-’It can- be seen. that of those initially recommended,through

;ﬂtapdard 1 all were: 1n zhe control group. In thiaigroup under

100 percent of those dested passed. ' T P

- AS a whole, 43 pe

twere initially recommended. Of those tested, 98 percent passed.

Experimental Group ; -

-

of” thgse init1a11y recommsnded.in the experimental group, all

~were recommended~through Standard 2. There were no recommenda-

'.v\l

" tions under, Standard 1. Although{allglnitial recommendations

thpse tested passed LA rf'. . i;ib

’.

orathis group came through a‘single'standard,'97 pencent of .

.

e

,ecommended were initially recommended d 97 percent took the
GED and' .passed. o o _,'- _ s

Y

[

RECOMMENDATIONS FOLLOWING INSTRUCTION

- - .,"’

A Abthough the thrust of the study was directed toward initial'

recommendations, {% 1s of 1nterest to observe recommendations madg

following 1nstructlon in the traditional and APL methods. This -

inf:§mation is represented in Tabies IV and V. .-

N

‘Combined'Groups " o ' -2 o '/

.The- greatest percentage-—76 percent-—of recommendations mahe

following instruction came through Standard 2, the alternative

-the- total control group recommended

+ As a whole, 37 percent of the totainexperiméntal groupi Tx,

?ftandard 1, 89 percent of those tested passed. Under Standard 2’7"

standard.' This was followed by the 14 percent who qualified T

through both standards. Einally, 10 percent were recommended

Y

'through S!hndard 1, the traditional standard. Ninety percent of

‘~

those tested paSSed after recommendation through Standard 2.

./ 33 ~_. | - o »

LS



"through both staﬂdards.

Of those tested. ninetybtwo percent

“"ffed'by Standard 1 passed the GED. _“a;

As a whole, 61 percent of those recommended were recommendedg;

following instruction.

.;ED-and passed.

<

Of those tested, 90 percent took the j'

Control' Group .

o / ~
' TABLE AV -
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GED FOLLOWING INSTRUCTION »
- Co D GROUPS S 5
-A : . . 4 v..
e Percent Percent Passing.
- Standard - Recommended 8t Those Tested '~
Sl © 0 92
2 76 90
Both 14 ©. 93
(.. motal | . 61 .90
RECOMMENDATIONS FOLLOWING. INSTBUCTION
: GROUP ANALYSIS
§ Table V preSents data from group_analysis folloﬁing instruc-
tion; | ) . :

In the control group, the greatest percentage of~those'1ater

L

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

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

_\§tandard 2--9«percent,

Of those qualifying and testing under

bot@ standards, 92 percent passed.,

In Standard 1,

passed “and in Standard 2 100 percent passed..

¥ -

34

92 percent
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ommended.- Ninety-three percent

i of those tested passed th GED. e

Exgerimental Groug l“? o A.f-"f s f.f . ,‘\“_ L
" There were no later recommendations through Standard r inathe
fékperimental group. Ninety-nine percent of those Iater recommend--
*'ed in the- experimental group qualified through Standard 2. and 1
pezeent thxough both standards. or those 1ater recommended v
through Standard 2 and tested, 90 percent paeseds .Undér-bqtﬁ-.
:standards, 100 percent passed. o ' e’ ‘. ’ . ‘,

".AS a whole, 63 percent of the experimental group recommended

-~

-

were recommended aftérninstruction. Of those~tested, 90 percent

v

' passed the GED. -

. -
.

‘TOTAL REcoMMENbATIons

'4

. The total recommendations for GED are presented in_Tables VI
and VII. Q&'hble VI provides information on combined groups ‘and .
Table VII gives group -analysis. o B s {

A S A o SR .
ombined Groups ' ' - d

CON “ —_—

As -a matter of interest information is provided in Table vI

‘.on the total recommendations for GED through a11 standards._ This'
) includes both the’ initial recommendations and those made\foilowing
instruction. of the total recommendations made, 8 percent Of the

. -students qualified through Standard\l 79 percent through
Standard 2, and l3 percent through both standards. Ninety-one
percent qr'those tested passed after recommendation'through

* Standard 1. The same is true for 96 percent'hy_Standard.é and
.gs'pereeht by both standards. .

37



Standard 1 Standard 2~ and both stdndards, 93 percent tested

-

passed | : . ' . . ' ; R ) ’ . \"' ,' | ] :.
e ° ~ ' v
_ TABLE VI
. e TOTAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR GED o L
- . L COMBINED GquPs O
o S . j ¢ S P
e e v ———— - — - I-_:_ — _L —
/ . e R . . J . .. , T ) . .
: ' . - Percent - " Percent Passing _
Standard* - - Recommended . -~ ~of Those Tested
1 ,- 8 - ] ) '1_ " < 91
- . 2 . 4 ' - . R ) ” .
"2 | : 79 - .. 98
"Both | T . g8
. ' . € : * » « - .
_Total. o S 100 S S ea .

TOTAL REGOMMENDATIONS BY GROUP
s Group'analysis for total recommendations'is presented in
" Table VII. B
Control éroup ¢ o - : s - -
In the control group, 31 p;rcent of the total recommended

v

for GED qua&ified through Standard :Zznd 24 percent through

; Standard 2. The greatest percentagelef total recommerided came .

through both standards--45 percent.

Of those recommended and tested through Standard 1, 91

RN

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 percknt tested passed,

3 )
N [
. . .

Q “- : h | - . m . .,l‘£38ﬁ-
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_ 'E_x_perimental Groug b T e - o : - ?

STt was ir;teresting'to note that of the total recommendations
made from the exper;«nental group, none were,‘recommended through

standard 1. Ninety-nine percent -of the total recommendations )_\

" 1n the exper:lmental group were ma&e througl}/ Standard 2and.l |
\
_ percent through both standards. Of those recommended through N
: Standard 2 and tested 92 percent passed. For both standards,
‘ 100 percent passed. - I
: i . . .
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RETE*TION AND DROPOUT DATA o -

Question four stated in Chapter 1 concerns the attrit}on :

.
. 4

;:rate of" students in the control ‘group versus . the exPePimental

?'group. A review ‘of. Table VIII reveals that of the 590 students

; initially enrolled 191 were in the cohtrol g up and 399 were B

%

1n bhe Pxperimental group. “In the control group, perc nt

&

remained in the program andf22 percent discontinued.- In the

' experimental group, 92 percent remained and 8 percent discont}nued.

R

The overall attrition rate of stu§vnt was 87 percent retained

and 13 percent discontinued the program. Of the 590 participants‘

I,,in both grbups, 74 discontinued. ‘ .7 ' T ,f, 4/ -f
o ~ ,

Retention and: dropout data for individual sites”is provided -

in the appendix.»~
"E::ﬁf' ,~dﬂf ‘.i . 'TABLE VIII, -{_( . *iii_f_ o

.+ MBAN RETENTION AND DROPOUT DATA

. . . - . C -
- . \>:
-

L S-SRI T-
SRR e ot Coe 29
.o . ‘_ L . . . . o .

‘Total Retained Percent ,Discontinuad"Percent"

L —

~ Control Group. . 191 fﬁ\\€49 .78 .. 42 fj\*4ﬁ§‘

~

Experimental

‘Group. < 399 367 ST ‘32 8
Composite” .. 590 .. 516 - 87 , ~ 74 o . 13-

w -

XY
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e e INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA ~ . -,

L Data on which the report 15 based rGSUIted from the combined

t

| information from the individual sites. General discussion Of data

+
w

py 1ndividual sites is presented beiow. Specific information on
individual sites 1s included in the appendix. - e

\ . 4 : ) ' o °

o

chuepard Paris_,g v S

ot
Forty—six students enroliéd in the traditionally instPuCted

a

. <.
class in Beauregard Pa{ish. Nine students discontinued the

. . ¢

_ program Fifty ~one enrolled in the APL class and six dlscontinued.

The greatest percentage of initial recommendations from’ both

,*the control and experimental group in Beauregard Parish came U‘

through thé alternative standard. In the experimental ‘group a11 'k

a

- of ‘the 3ecommendations both 1nitially and after instruction,

/>

came through Standard 2’\kAfter 1nstruction in the control group,
» . 14- .
‘the percentages of recommendations came eQually from Standard 1

and Standard 2._ In all: cases, a high peroentage passed of those

quallfylng for testing through the alternative standard.

East Baton Rouge L

v . . -
- .
. . o

ﬁ-,> Thlrty students part101pated in the control group of East

A

Baton Rouge Parish. Eleven discontlnued the program._ Eighty-two -

,?

participants made up the experimental groug and twelve dropped

| from the program. AN e ITv 'i U

)

No initial recommendations were made in the control group-
Following instruction all of those recommended in the contrdl

group qualifled through the traditional criteriavand all passed

N 4

\

the’ﬁED LT - ".'_ o o | i

-

F R ¢




- In the experimental group, all of "the recommendations, both
'initial and after instr:cp&ﬁﬁ\\came through thé\alternative

_ Vel - : ,
standard.f Aihigh perceftage of these passed the GED. R

| Jefferson Parish _

; i-, Sixty-seven adult stugents originally participated in the
°0ntr01 gPOup in Jefferson Parish. ‘Ten discontinued the program.,f
Two'hundred and seven students made up the~exper1mental group and '

5

Seven dropped . from the program. L

Although half of the- ingtial recommendations in the control
- group were made through the alternative standard, none of the
.students Were tested. Also, one-fourth of the students were
»vinitially recommended by both standards but none took the GED.- fim';
3 The remaining fourth of the 1n1t1al recommendations in the control .
:_groyp came through Standard l and all passed the GED. I
) Following instruction in the control group, the greatest
percentagé ‘of recommendations came through both standards‘,
simultaneousl; and all passed 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 group, all of the initial recommendations :
'Acame through Standar ‘2 and a high percentage passed the GED.
WFollowing instruc ion in the experimental group, no recommendations
_were madgﬂthrough Standard l. The greatest percentage of
‘ recommendations came through Standard 2 which also produced a high

. percentage of GED passes._ A small percentage qualified under both

fstand: ds and all- of those tested, passed the GED.

. . .
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 bLafa ette Parish I Y o 1

Forty-etght students enrolled in the control group in ’ . :
Lafayette Parishb_ Twelve discontinued the program. Fifty-nine
i'enrolled in the experimental group ‘and seven discontinued. S

The greatest percentage of 1nitial recommendations made in‘
Lhe coutxol group came through both standards simultaneously.,
All of those tested passed the GED.k The next highest perceﬁiageb
B came through Standard 2 and all of those tested passed ‘the GED.

All of the initial recommendations in the experimental group c;EE“‘\\

through Standard 2. All of those tested under the alternative

+

. standard passed the GED.

FollowiAg instruction 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 in the experimental_v

l;

group, no recommendations were made through Standard l. A high
percentage of. students were recommended throujh Standard 2 w1th

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

4

* under both, standards and all of those tested.passed.' : E o ,f




S B 'Qf ' '.P o o s
R _/" | QUESTIONS R

N Analysis of the compiled data presented i the flrst'part of '
this chapter provides answers to the questions presented in.Chaptgp.
1 and restated here. . _ ' o '. L _ ,
ll. What percentage of adult students who initially qualify
\;to +ake the GED were recommended through the traditional criteria

o

'(Standard 1)? .

Six percent.of the students 1nitially recommended for GED
L quallfied through ‘Standard 1. ' |
- : ..2, . What percentage of students who initially qualify to.
.take the GED were recommended through the "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
about additional findings which should also be rev1ewed in answer-
_ing the original questions of the research.' Eleven percent 6f the
students initially recommendqﬁ for -GED qualified through both
standards.'. = ’ '

\
v

3. What,percentage of students who initially qualify for GED
'ftesting through either standard actually pass the GED? '; |
| ' Of the total initially recommended through Standard l 89
‘.percent tested passed. Of those testing after recommendation
through Standardwzy percent passed the GED. "One hundred percent
of those‘testing a::zé recommendation through both standards
uactually passed the GED.
4. What is the attrition rate for students in the control g}\
’group versus those in the experimental group? |

Lot .. o . c .

Sy p?"i'~: I i_4fi
\)“ : [ 1. .




‘In the'controllgroup,i78,percentfrema1ned'in the'progtgm gnd

o . . R . o= - ‘\ .
22 percent discontinued. 1In the'experimental-group, 92.percent :

s
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. remained and 8 percent discontinued. » » o
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Chapter 5

v ‘ INTERPRETATIONS AND FINDINGS

.

-

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

'initially qualifying for GED were recommended through Standard 2,_

bthn a]fernative standard. This was followed by 11 percent who

-initially qualified through both standards. The remaining 6 percent

i

~+ of the total 1nitially qualifying were- recommended through the .

.-traditional criteria, Standard 1. Of the total recommendations made

-~

'in the study, nearly 40 pepncent were made initially.

The highest percentage of students passing GED through the,‘

hvarious standards was the 100 percent in1ta11y recommended, tested,

" and PaSSing who qualified through both standards. This would not

seem UDUSual since the students qualified through both the tradi-

tional and new requirements and entered the GED testing situation

with "benefit" of both qualifications.

v The hext highest percentage passing of those tested after

initial recommendation came through Stand&rd 2--97 percent. , .

~

Finally, the Smallest?percentage (89 percent) passing of those "

e

: tested came through Stahdard-l 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

.o

tested after.initial recommengation.

35"
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The pattern was repeated when reviewing the. follow-up
information resulting from the study. The greatest percentage of
recommendations after instruction also came through the alternatiVe
criteria.. Of the total recommendations made 1n the -study, the
highoot pcxcentage came through this alternative standard.

Of particular significance is the group analyses which indi-

| cate\the peIConfagpc xccommended and passing by control and

-

| experimental grOup. The group breakdown of the students initially

\

recOmmended revealed that all of the 1nitia1 recommendations in -
the,e_xperimental group-Came through Standard 2 and 97 percent of

those‘tested passed. None of these stulents would haVe'been”

{
initially recommended for GED testing through the traditional

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

in1tia1 recommendation through the alternative standard. . Rh

(

~Again, of those later recommended ingthe experimental group,
none qualified: through Standard 1 alone, though 1 percent did
qualify through both standards., Yét 99 percent of thela¥en /

.

recommendations*in the experimental group came throughj%tandard 2,

~and 90 percént of those tested pasged the GED

-
’

Aslooof 1mportance is ‘the greater percentage in the group‘

“

.receiving APL instruction who remained in the program. - The dropout
“rate for this group was’ lower than that of the gﬁxop receiving d

‘;vtraditional inStr‘uCtion. The APL instruction no nry tended to

hold StUdentS in the prcgram, but also enabled a large percentage

L4

of students to pass the GED, when these students would:not have
"been‘°°n5idetegjfor,testing through theItraditional:standard.
Since[One ththe pr°blemsvfﬁ;adultﬁedﬁcationohas'been.that of 7
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.D/\ v ] _. Lo ) v' ,. l. . . . ks . '37 ‘

” keeping students in the program, it seems that the APL method‘and

_standard offer a way for those students to continué in a program ‘<
: which will help them reach their goal effectively when these needs
.{have not always been met in the traditional sense. N |
_ In effect, the offering of the’ alternative standard could
provide the-chancé;fbr an adequate education and a high school
.vequivalency diploma for those students not -already being reached
'effectively through tradxtlonal methods anquualification standards.v
The ramificatlons of anf adequate education for the adult student
in Loffisiana ultimately extend to the broader reacheS'Qf.the
.eCOnomic and- social future Qf the state. As stated in thexPub&ic
Affairs ﬁesearch Council (PAR) report‘ "The Impact of Illiteracy
dn Louis1ana," "The greatest impediment to the future well—being

- of L0u1s1ana——economlca¥1y and socially—-ls the’ substantial portion ’

of its population who lack an adcquéte,edueation.“ (7:1)

-~
.



',Chapterj6
, e .
summny AND concwsxons '

.
J

The research reported involved 516 adult edudation studen&

-

from Lho Iou1Q1nna parisheS'of Beauregard East Baton;ROUge.
'Tclfofsun,'and Lafayette. In the study, a comparison was made of

two standards used to determine the adult educaticn ?tudent's

.eligipility for taking the test of General Educatio al’ Development{

(GED) in Louis1ana. 2t . .
» K

'The traditional</tandard Standard 1, required that’

e

-student earn a total battery score of 13.0 on the California
IAChieYement-TeSt (CATl_with no subJect matter -area 'score below

12.0. The alternate standiiEa, Stéﬂara“"ﬁ_ requived that the -
: .,
student earn a .rav 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 on the CAT.

f ~

Students part1cipat1ng became part of e1ther the control

= b

group or the experimental group and comparison of dropout rates
» o
. \ ’ .
f“\fgr the two groups was accomplished. The control group received S

instruction in the traditional adul t. education program while the %

¥
experimental group.was taught through an’APL-based program.

4

N
_%5 ' The study compared the percentage Qf studentf initially
qualifying to take the GED based on Standard 1 and Standand 2
It was fdhnd that not only did the greatest percentage of 1nit1al

”recommendations.for GED testing come through Standard 2, bt this

~

. 38
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,standard also produced the highest percentage of students passing

of those initially recommended through the two standards.,

The greatest percentage of recommenda?ions following instruc-~ .
tion algo came through the alternative criteria and produced a high |
percentage of students passing.

s In observing results from traditional and experimental grqggﬁ,

{

it is seen that the dropout rate of students in the APL—instructed

group was lower than that of the control grodb“

- The APL instruction tended to hold students in the program at

-

.'a greater rate than d1d the traditional instruction. Thq APL !

f
cr1teria enabled a large percentage of students to. pass the GED

.

when these sStudentsg would not have been given consideration for
dtesting by the, traditional standard.

| The alternative sbtandard, which ineorporates new criteria from

[ 4
4

- the traditional measuring‘instrument"with APL criteria seems to

JEETa
- £
o

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

enables them to obta1n a high school equivalency dtploma when this -

\ .
goal has noy always~been reached effectively yy %raditional pro-=

?

L . N (\
‘grams- and standards. ' ’ A

In Louisiana the' 1mp1ementat10n of the alt}ﬁnative ‘standard ."
' i
i adult education programs could u1t1mate1y~affect the substantial

pOPtlon of the population who lack an adequate education.

| It- 1s hoped that the research presented 'has yiei&ed results

or suggestions which d1rect1y or 1nd1rect1y allow the adult
~educatidn student to effectively and competently achieve that

»

necessary educationu . " : ' : . | ¢ e

7_:;1- ;‘ i_j o pi .?».-
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