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Creating Pathways Toward Geoscience Education for Native American
Youth: The Importance of Cultural Relevance and Self-Concept

Sara Unsworth,"?@ Eric M. Riggs,? and Marc Chavez®

ABSTRACT

Native American nations in the United States have a unique legal status that is rooted in a complex relationship between the
United States federal government, individual state and local governments and tribal authorities. Although geosciences are
often at the center of these relationships, especially as they pertain to the development of natural resources, tribal economics,
and environmental stewardship, Native Americans remain severely underrepresented in advanced geoscience education. We
evaluated the effectiveness of a culturally grounded, field-based geoscience education program for Native American
adolescents using pre- and postprogram surveys. The results showed that at the end of the program, youth were more likely to
agree that their tribe uses science to manage natural resources, their tribe has always used science, and earth and rocks make
them who they are. These responses were related to an increased likelihood to agree that what can be learned in school is
important to their tribe, that they will go to university, and that they could be scientists as adults. These findings highlight the
importance of two factors in helping to create pathways toward the geosciences for Native youth: 1) perceived relevance of
science to tribes, and 2) self-concepts (e.g., concepts of self as earth, rocks, and scientist). © 2012 National Association of

Geoscience Teachers. [DOI: 10.5408/11-218.1]
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INTRODUCTION

Native American nations in the United States have a
unique legal status among indigenous peoples around the
world. This status is related to the particular details of
European colonization of North America over the last 500
years and the subsequent founding of the United States in
the late 18th century. The legal status and history leads to
continuing development challenges and opportunities root-
ed in the complex relationship between the United States
federal government, individual state and local governments,
and tribal authorities. The geosciences have been and still
are often at the center of these relationships, especially as
they pertain to the development of natural resources, tribal
economics, and environmental stewardship. Importantly,
however, Native Americans remain severely underrepre-
sented in the sciences in general and in the geosciences
specifically (National Science Foundation, 2007). In the
present work, we evaluated the effectiveness of a culturally
grounded, field-based geoscience education program for
Native American students as a step toward increasing our
understanding of the factors that motivate students to
pursue formal education in the geosciences.
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The Problem: Resource Management and Educational
Disparities

For Native American reservation communities in the
United States, the geosciences have a bearing on future
economic and social conditions as well as on sustainability
and improvement of environmental conditions. According to
data presented in Henson et al. (2007, p. 161), tribal lands in
the contiguous lower 48 states of the United States contain
30% of the U.S. coal reserves, 40% of U.S. uranium deposits,
and 4% of oil and natural gas deposits. Indian lands also
have considerable freshwater, timber, and other agricultural
resources. Federal government and history is replete with
examples of resource dispossession over Native objections.
The resulting need for Native American earth and environ-
mental science expertise in reservation-based communities
has been well-documented (Guerrero, 1992; Semken and
Morgan, 1997, Grenier, 1998; Semken, 1999; Karr, 2000;
Riggs and Semken, 2001; Marcus, 2002; Riggs and Riggs,
2003). However, the income and educational and social
disparities between reservation communities and other
American populations is striking, and Native Americans
remain underrepresented in advanced education in general
and in the sciences specifically.

For instance, Native American high school students
have the second highest dropout rate (15.1%) compared to
other ethnic groups (U.S. Department of Education, 2008).
Other statistics show that adolescents who drop out of high
school are 3.5 times more likely than those who complete
high school to be imprisoned later in life (U.S. Department
of Justice, 2002). In addition, high school dropouts earn only
37 cents for every dollar earned by someone with more
education (U.S. Department of Education, 2006; Rouse,
2005), and students from low-income families are up to 6
times more likely to drop out of high school than those from
higher income families (American Youth Policy Forum, n.d.).
Poverty is very high among Native Americans on reserva-
tions—the highest of any ethnic group in the United States
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at 27% in 2006—with 39% of Native American children
under the age of five living in poverty, which was almost
twice the percentage for the rest of the United States (U.S.
Department of Education, 2008), and an average per capita
income for American Indians on reservations that is roughly
one-third that of the broader American population. These
statistics suggest that failure to complete high school can
lead to a vicious cycle in which academic achievement,
dropout rates, and poverty is perpetuated within families
and communities.

There is also evidence for disparities in science
education more specifically. For instance, the results from
standardized tests reveal that many Native American
children perform at or above the national average in science
in grades 4 or 5, but by grades 8-10 are performing well
below the national average (e.g., California Department of
Education, 2008). In addition, although Native Americans
make up roughly 1.7% of the American population, only
0.63% of all bachelor’s degrees in science and engineering
have gone to Native Americans in the last 10 years (National
Science Foundation, 2007).

The Need for Culturally Grounded Earth Science
Education

Underachievement and underrepresentation of Native
Americans in science education are particularly surprising
given evidence that Native American children tend to have
highly sophisticated understandings of nature characterized
by complex causal reasoning about interrelationships in
nature (Cajete, 1999; Bang et al., 2007, Unsworth et al.,
2012). Several educational researchers and scholars have
argued that mainstream education in the United States
reflects majority culture (i.e., Western) worldviews and
provides little cultural support for Native American youth
(e.g., Dehyle, 1992; Lee, 1995, 2001; Aikenhead, 1996; Crago
et al., 1997; Cajete, 1999; Mclntyre et al., 2001; Powers et al.,
2003; Warren and Rosebery, 2007). For example, Aikenhead
(1996) documents ways in which formal science classrooms
are based on Western perspectives of science, which include
an implicit view of humans as “apart from nature,” while
Bang et al. (2007) reported findings in which Native
American adults and children are more likely than European
American adults to think of humans as “a part of nature.”
Lack of cultural support for Native American students in
science classrooms may underlie disparities between stu-
dents” knowledge of science and their performance in
science education. Educational interventions have the
potential to produce cascading benefits, given that address-
ing problems in education may prevent escalation of other
problems for young people and their families in the future.

Bang and Medin (2010) have documented successful
outcomes for Native American youth who participate in a
culturally based science education program; see also Denzin
et al. (2008) and Kovach (2009) for examples involving the
use of indigenous methodologies in other domains. Educa-
tional activities in this culturally based science education
program were focused on science as a set of practices and
orientations that include Native practices and worldviews.
Native community members were active participants in the
design and implementation of the program. Their contribu-
tions led to explicit use of Native worldviews throughout the
program, and their participation highlighted the message
that science is not just for non-Native people. This program

Creating Pathways Toward Geoscience Education for Native Americans 385

also focused on ways in which school science is relevant to
Native communities, which Aikenhead (1996) argued is
critical for increasing Native students’ level of engagement.
Students completed surveys and semistructured interviews
at the beginning and end of the program, and the results
showed that students were more likely to conceptualize
science as something that is done by Native people at the
end of the program. Students were also more likely to think
of science as a practice rather than as a set of facts to
memorize at the end of the program. Importantly, while
Bang and Medin’s (2010) work documents the success of
culturally based programs focused on science in general
(with a heavier emphasis on biological science), there has
been very little work focused on culturally based earth
science programs more specifically.

THE PRESENT RESEARCH

The goal of the present research is to evaluate the
effectiveness of a culturally based earth science program for
Native American youth in California. This study is part of a
larger effort to design and evaluate the effectiveness of
educational programs built in partnership with Native
American communities in Southern California and partici-
pating universities. The details of our program structure are
described in detail elsewhere (Riggs et al., 2007), but in
general, the overall program couples the efforts of Purdue
University with local programs, faculty, and students at San
Diego State University, the University of California, San
Diego, and students and key San Diego County community
colleges. We are also cooperating with Native American
reservation communities in San Diego and Riverside
Counties, and the educational programs and environmental
offices that serve these communities. The design and
assessment of this project explicitly engages many major
community institutions, described as development “subsys-
tems” by Smith (2000). Adopting his terminology, we have
engaged the educational, social, and cultural systems in
particular, with oversight, approval and guidance from tribal
political and financial subsystems. Our program is structured
to use our external funding from the National Science
Foundation to leverage and create synergies between
existing tribal programs and institutions such that we
minimize the common developmental errors related to
funding critical but temporary programs that depend on a
continuous flow of external funds without building internal
capacity. This program has formally united a well-estab-
lished high school to college bridge program operated by
and for local tribal communities—Intertribal Youth and
Young Native Scholars (ITY/YNS)—and an early outreach
program that involves outdoor science for younger children
called Science Explorer’s Clubs. Together these programs
seek to create a culturally responsive recruitment and
retention pipeline. The goal is to build sustainable programs
rooted in the community that will persist long after external
funding expires.

ITY/YNS Program

The ITY/YNS summer program is most directly amena-
ble to testing assertions made in Riggs (2005) about the
ability of field-based education programs to access and work
with tribal, culturally held knowledge and thus best facilitate
the bridging of the culture of geoscience and tribal culture



386 Unsworth et al.

for high-school age students, those most at risk for dropping
out of the educational system and those poised on the
threshold of college careers in geoscientific disciplines. The
ITY/YNS program has been operating (with and without
NSF support) since 2000, and there has always been an
attempt to connect earth and environmental science
education to Native culture and tradition and other issues
on and around reservations. Formally trained Native and
non-Native geologists and scientists provide instruction in
this program using field- or place-based education and a
Native American cultural framework. Activities are focused
on cultural storytelling, rock formations, natural resource
management, language, history, local water measurements,
fault lines, sediments, native plant species, camping, tribal
leadership activities, and drawing/artwork. Individual tribal
practices and beliefs are highlighted through personal
sharing by program participants, including both mentors
and students, and through visitation to specific reservation
communities in California. When activities take place on
nonreservation lands, the history of Indigenous people who
have inhabited—and who continue to inhabit—those lands
is included in the activities. Two themes permeate the earth
science instruction: 1) geoscience can be used to manage
resources on or near Native reservations, and 2) science has
always been a part of Native American tradition, history, and
culture. These themes are consistent with Aikenhead’s
(1996) observations regarding the importance of highlight-
ing the relevance of science within Native American cultural
communities.

An example of a field-based activity in the program that
highlighted the relevance of formal geoscience education for
Native culture and resource management took place during
an earth science camping trip near the San Luis Rey River on
the reservation of the La Jolla Band of Luisefio Indians in
southern California. Multiple activities occurred in the
campsite space, which created a place-based foundation
for the development of connections between the students,
the cultural heritage of the Luisefio people, the natural
resources in the area, and formal geoscience methodologies.
After arriving at the campsite, students spent the afternoon
swimming in the river and spent the evening engaged with a
local tribal leader in storytelling and traditional singing. The
next day, students learned about a proposal for a landfill to
be situated at the foot of a mountain that is sacred to the
Luisefio people. They also learned that this area is
immediately adjacent to the San Luis Rey River. The
students were charged with the task of deciding whether
they should support the proposal for the location of the
landfill. They discussed the aspects of the project that might
affect local tribal communities, and they learned about the
kinds of information they would need in order to support
their decision. They engaged in formal geoscience activities
in which they measured the amount of water flowing
through the San Luis Rey River and examined rock
formations to make predictions about the stability of the
underlying bedrock. They also learned about plants and
animals inhabiting the region, including the medicinal
properties of some of those plants.

The goal of the formal science activities was more than
simply inspiring an interest in geoscience methodology—it
was to connect geoscience methodology to concepts of self,
culture, and resource management using the field and place
as a foundation and having students engage in critical
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thinking about real issues facing Native American reserva-
tions in southern California. Building these connections may
help to bridge the path for Native students to pursue higher
education in the geosciences and bring this expertise back to
reservation communities by taking tribal resource and
environmental management positions. An important step
in exploring this possibility is to assess whether the program
is successful in helping Native youth develop a perspective in
which geoscience is relevant to themselves and their cultural
community and whether an increase in perceived relevance
of science is related to other concepts of science (e.g.,
attitudes toward science), concepts of self and culture, and
motivation toward advanced education. This is the focus of
the present research.

Pre- and Postprogram Assessments

In this research, Native American adolescents partici-
pating in the ITY/YNS program completed surveys at the
beginning and end of the program. The surveys included
questions that measured changes in and relationships
between concepts of science, perceived relevance of school
for Native tribes, motivation toward advanced education,
and concepts of self and culture.

Measures for concepts of science were derived from
Bang and Medin’s (2010) research with Native American
youth in the Midwest. These measures focused on the
relevance of science to tribal communities, beliefs about self
as scientist (i.e., the possibility that one will be a scientist as
an adult), science/culture overlap (e.g., whether one can
become a scientist and practice one’s cultural way of life at
the same time), concepts about where science is learned (i.e.,
science is something we only learn in a classroom), and
attitude toward science. Measures for perceptions of culture
focused on cultural pride and youths’ perceptions of how
much they know about their culture. Concepts of self was
measured by focusing on self-confidence, self-descriptions,
and a perceived interdependence between self and various
domains, including nonbiological natural kinds (e.g., rocks,
Earth, and Sun), biological natural kinds (plants and
animals), social kinds (friends and family), and artifacts
(e.g., computers).

The measures for concepts of self and culture are not
comprehensive, though there was an open-ended question
that provided youth with an opportunity to describe
themselves in their own words. The self-description
question used in this survey is based on a measure of self-
construal known as the “twenty-statements” task in which
participants are asked to complete the statement “I am ...”
20 times as a list of 20 statements (Bond and Cheung, 1983;
Cousins, 1989; Rhee et al., 1995). Using this task, Rhee et al.
(1995) obtained evidence for cross-cultural differences in
self-descriptors. Specifically, they found that European
American adults used more trait descriptors (e.g., smart)
and fewer social role descriptors (e.g., daughter) compared
to Asian American and Korean adults. Although several
theories of identity have been proposed in previous work
and several measures have been developed (e.g., Erikson,
1950; Tajfel and Turner, 1979; Markus and Nurius, 1986;
Oetting and Beauvais, 1990—1991; Marcia and Carpendale,
2004; Horse, 2005; McAdams, 2006; Packard and Conway,
2006; Phinney, 2006), the specific goal of the present
research was to investigate changes in specific aspects of
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TABLE I: Pre- and postprogram comparisons of scale item means.
Survey Constructs Preprogram Mean', SD? Postprogram Mean', SD> | T Values
Concepts of science
Relevance of science to tribe
Tribe uses science to manage resources 5.69, 1.99 7.44,2.34 —2.73%
Tribe has been doing science for long time 5.69, 2.24 7.38, 3.20 ~1.90°
Concepts of self as scientist
Possibility of being a scientist as adult 3.38, 2.83 4.56, 3.39 —1.47
It would be easy for me to be a scientist 3.94, 2.79 4.88, 3.05 —1.54
Science-culture overlap
Scientists and tribe view nature similarly 5.44, 2.39 5.19, 2.76 <1
Be a scientist and live cultural way of life 5.25, 2.46 6.69, 3.03 —1.68
Overlap in Western and Native views 3.21, 1.72 3.29, 2.20 <1
Science only learned in classroom 4.25,1.92 3.44, 3.03 <1
Like science 6.00, 2.68 6.38, 3.07 <1
School learning is important to tribe 6.94, 2.70 7.69, 2.21 <1
Will go to college/university as an adult 8.13, 2.31 8.38, 2.80 <1
Self-confidence 8.00, 1.56 8.33, 1.68 <1
Perceptions of culture
Perceived knowledge of culture 5.75, 1.65 5.56, 1.97 <1
Pride for culture 9.13, 1.46 9.69, 0.79 —1.54

Notes: 'Higher values represent greater agreement with scale item; “standard deviation; *approaching significance; * p < 0.05.

self-concepts as well as associations between these aspects
and other constructs.

Predictions

Given the program’s focus on the ways in which
geoscience can be used to manage resources on Native
lands and the perspective that science has always been a part
of Native American tradition, history, and culture, it was
expected that after completing the program, youth would be
more likely to agree with statements that tribes use science
to manage natural resources and that tribes have always
used science. However, it was not clear whether these
conceptions regarding the relevance of science to tribal
communities would be related to other views of science,
concepts of self and culture, and motivation toward higher
education, and whether we would observe changes in these
other factors as a function of participation in the program.

METHODS
Participants

Sixteen Native American adolescents (10 females, 6
males) completed the pre- and postprogram surveys. The
ages ranged from 12 to 16, and the mean age was 14. The
adolescents were from communities throughout California
and other southwestern states, including Death Valley
Indian Community (Death Valley Timbisha Shoshone Band
of California), Big Pine Reservation (Big Pine Band of Owens
Valley Paiute-Shoshone Indians), Lone Pine Paiute Sho-
shone Reservation, La Jolla Reservation, the Fort Indepen-
dence Indian Reservation, the Pyramid Lake Paiute tribe, the
Fort Mojave Indian tribe, the Navajo Nation and the San
Diego urban Indian community.

Materials

The survey included questions that measured concepts
of self and culture, concepts of science, perceived relevance
of school for Native tribes, and motivation toward advanced
education (see the supplemental materials for the survey
instrument; available at: http://dx.doi.org/10.5408/11-218s1).
Data regarding participants’ gender, age, grade level, and
tribal affiliation were also collected. The majority of the
questions involved Likert scale ratings of agreement with
particular statements (see Table I for a complete list of scale
items). For this reason, participants completed two practice
questions involving 10-point Likert scale ratings in order to
gain familiarity using these scales (see the practice questions
in the supplemental materials). This 10-point scale was used
for all the scale items in the present research.

Scale items measuring perceptions of culture included
participants’ perceptions of their own knowledge of their
culture and their level of pride in their culture. Concepts of
self were measured by including a scale item for assessing
self-confidence, an open-ended question in which youth
provide self-descriptions, and a question measuring per-
ceived interdependence between self and nonbiological
natural kinds, biological natural kinds, social kinds, and
artifacts (the list was generated by the authors of this
manuscript; see Table II for the complete list). In the latter
question, participants were asked to “circle any of the
following things that make you who you are.”

The measure of self-confidence was used in order to
examine participants’ evaluation of the self and possible
changes in these evaluations. Previous research has shown
that global self-esteem (i.e., overall sense of self-worth) is
more stable over time and is therefore less likely to change
as a function of an intervention (see Blascovich and Tomaka,
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TABLE II: Pre- and postprogram comparisons for proportion of participants who circled items that make them who they are.

Items Preprogram Mean?, SD? Postprogram Mean?, SD? T Values
Earth 0.31, 0.48 0.69, 0.48 —3.00%*
Rocks 0.06, 0.25 0.31, 0.48 —2.24%
Land 0.13, 0.34 0.44, 0.51 —2.07°
Sky 0.31, 0.48 0.50, 0.52 —1.86°
Water 0.38, 0.50 0.63, 0.50 —-1.73
Rivers 0.19, 0.40 0.31, 0.48 —1.00
Ocean, sun, coyotes, birds 0.31, 0.48 0.31, 0.48 <1
Clouds, plants 0.13, 0.34 0.31, 0.48 —1.38
Corn 0.06, 0.25 0.00, 0.00 1.00
Turtles, cars 0.13, 0.34 0.13, 0.34 <1

Fish 0.00, 0.00 0.06, 0.25 —1.00
Oranges, bread 0.06, 0.25 0.00, 0.00 1.00
Hamburgers 0.19, 0.40 0.19, 0.40 <1
Chocolate 0.06, 0.25 0.13, 0.34 —1.00
Family 0.69, 0.48 0.75, 0.45 <1
Friends 0.56, 0.51 0.69, 0.48 —1.00
Acorns, scissors 0.00, 0.00 0.00, 0.00 <1
Computers 0.25, 0.45 0.06, 0.25 1.86°

Notes: 'Higher values represent greater agreement with scale item; “standard deviation; *approaching significance; * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01.

1991). Evaluation of self-confidence, which typically involves
more specific evaluation of one’s competence, skill, or ability
(Crocker and Major, 1989) might be more likely to change as
a function of an intervention. A single item measure was
used rather than a multi-item measure, given the practical
constraints of the present research (i.e., limited time to
complete the surveys). Robins et al. (2001) describe the
benefit of using single-item measures, particularly when
constructs are not considered to be multifaceted, which is
less likely for measuring more general rather than more
domain-specific constructs, and when researchers are
balancing psychometric concerns with practical constraints.
Robins et al. (2001) found substantial correspondence
between a single-item and multi-item measures of self-
esteem.

The open-ended measure for self-descriptions was
based on an adaptation of the twenty-statements test, which
has been used to measure cross-cultural differences in
identity (e.g., Rhee et al.,, 1995). Typically, participants are
asked to complete the statement “I am ...” 20 times as a list
of 20 statements. Given time constraints for completing the
surveys, in both the pre- and postprogram survey, partici-
pants were asked to complete the statement three times (i.e.,
as a list of three statements) rather than 20 times.

Survey questions assessing concepts of science included
scale items measuring perceived relevance of science to tribal
communities and concepts of self as scientist, as well as a
Venn diagram item measuring science/culture overlap.
Responses to the science/culture Venn diagram item were
recoded into a scale from 1 to 7, with “1” representing
nonoverlap between Western science views and Native
views and “7” representing 90% overlap. Other concepts of
science were also measured using scale items, including
where science is learned and attitudes toward science. Scale

items measuring perceived relevance of school for Native
tribes and motivation toward advanced education were the
final constructs measured in this study.’

Procedure

Participants completed the preprogram surveys on the
first day of the ITY/YNS program before any of the
instruction or activities began. They were told that partic-
ipation was completely voluntary and that there were no
right or wrong answers. They completed postprogram
surveys on the final day of the program after the last
activity. The postprogram surveys were identical to the
preprogram surveys. Participants were told that while many
of the questions might seem familiar, they should respond
on the basis of what they think and how they feel at that
moment. Participants were reminded that there were no
right or wrong responses. Surveys took approximately 20
minutes to complete.

RESULTS

The results are first reported for pre- and postprogram
comparisons and then for relationships between the
constructs showing change as a function of the ITY/YNS
program. Given the small sample sizes, effect sizes are
reported for those that approach significance and for
subgroup comparisons (e.g., comparisons between partici-
pants who did and did not circle, say, earth and rocks as
things that make them who they are).

! Other constructs were also measured in the survey as part of an
exploratory pilot study, the focus of which is beyond the scope of the
present paper.
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TABLE III: Correlations between relevance of science and other constructs.

Survey Constructs Tribe Uses Science to Manage Resources | Tribe Doing Science for Long Time
Concepts of science
Relevance of science to tribe
Tribe uses science to manage resources - 0.73**
Tribe has been doing science for long time 0.73** -
Concepts of self as scientist
Possibility of being a scientist as adult 0.17 0.44"
It would be easy for me to be scientist 0.25 0.27
Science-culture overlap
Scientists and tribe view nature similarly 0.01 0.12
Be a scientist and live cultural way of life 0.30 0.26
Overlap in Western and Native views 0.12 0.28
Science only learned in classroom —0.16 —0.16
Like science —0.14 0.05
School learning is important to tribe 0.39 0.64**
Will go to college/university as an adult 0.63* 0.59*
Self-confidence 0.73** 0.76**
Perceptions of culture
Perceived knowledge of culture 0.25 0.03
Pride for culture 0.40 0.08

Notes: *Approaching significance; * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01.

Pre- and Postprogram Comparisons

Comparisons of responses to Likert scale items at the
beginning and end of the ITY/YNS programs showed that
students were significantly more likely to agree with the
statement that their tribe uses science to manage their
natural resources at the end of the program (results for all
Likert scale items can be seen in Table I). Students were also
more likely to agree with the statement that their tribe has
been doing science for a long time. While this difference only
approached significance, the effect size was large (i.e.,
Cohen’s D = 0.61), with approximately 38% of nonoverlap
between the two distributions of responses to this item
(Cohen, 1988). Differences in the responses to the other
Likert scale items did not approach significance.

Comparisons between pre- and postprogram responses
showed that students were significantly more likely to circle
“earth” and “rocks” as things that make them who they are
at the end of the programs (see Table II for responses to this
item). Students were also more likely to circle “land” and
“sky” as things that make them who they are. These
differences only approached significance, but the effect size
was large for the difference in circling “land” (Cohen’s D =
0.71, approximately 43% nonoverlap between pre- and
postprogram response distributions) and medium for the
difference in circling “sky” (Cohen’s D = 0.38, approxi-
mately 17% nonoverlap between pre- and postprogram
response distributions). Students were also less likely to
circle “computers” at the end of the program, though this
difference only approached significance (Cohen’s D = 0.52,
approximately 33% nonoverlap between pre- and postpro-
gram response distributions).

An examination of the responses to the self-description
task shows that participants were more likely to spontane-

ously describe themselves as “strong” at the end of the
program (38% of students) compared to the beginning of the
program (6% of students), #(15) = 2.08, SE = 0.15, p = 0.06
(Cohen’s D = 0.81, indicating a large effect size with
approximately 47% nonoverlap between pre- and postpro-
gram response distributions). Other responses included:
Native/Indian, smart, funny, outgoing, short, pretty, young,
happy, proud, Navajo, kind, hungry, tired, small, excited, a
cheerleader, a volleyball player, a person who likes to hang
out with friends, a leader, a skater, fun, nice, courageous,
twelve, a golfer, sixteen, a student, a cool person, good at
beading, quiet, athletic, honest, beautiful, a BMX rider, a
sister, a woman, a friend, in awe of the world, and
connected. These responses did not vary systematically
across pre- and postprogram surveys. One student wrote
“scientist” at the end of the program.

Relationships Between the Constructs

Analyses were conducted in the postprogram survey
data to examine relationships between constructs showing
statistically significant changes as a function of the ITY/YNS
program and other constructs. Correlation analyses were
conducted in order to examine relationships between the
relevance of science to tribal communities and other
constructs (see Table III). The results showed that students
who were more likely to agree with statements that their
tribe uses science to manage their natural resources and that
their tribe has been doing science for a long time were
significantly more likely to agree with statements that they
will go to college or university when they are adults and that
they are confident in themselves. In addition, students who
were more likely to agree with the statement that their tribe
has been doing science for a long time were also more likely
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TABLE IV: Comparisons between participants who did versus did not circle Earth as something that makes them who they are.

Survey Constructs Circled Mean,! SD? (N = 11) ‘ Did Not Circle Mean,! SD? (N = 5) ‘ T Values
Concepts of science
Relevance of science to tribe
Tribe uses science to manage resources 7.64, 2.46 7.00, 2.24 <1
Tribe has been doing science for long time 8.27, 2.33 5.40, 4.22 1.78
Concepts of self as scientist
Possibility of being a scientist as adult 5.73, 3.47 2.00, 1.00 2.32%
It would be easy for me to be scientist 5.45, 3.50 3.60, 1.14 1.14
Science-culture overlap
Scientists and tribe view nature similarly 5.55, 3.11 4.40, 1.82 <1
Be a scientist and live cultural way of life 7.27, 2.90 5.40, 3.21 1.16
Overlap in Western and Native views 3.70, 2.41 2.20, 1.10 1.31
Science only learned in classroom 3.18, 3.13 4.00, 3.08 <1
Like science 6.64, 3.59 5.80, 1.64 <1
School learning is important to tribe 6.94, 2.70 7.69, 2.21 <1
Will go to college/university as an adult 8.13, 2.31 8.38, 2.80 <1
Self-confidence 8.00, 1.56 8.33, 1.68 <1
Perceptions of culture
Perceived knowledge of culture 5.75, 1.65 5.56, 1.97 <1
Pride for culture 9.13, 1.46 9.69, .79 —1.54

Notes: "Higher values represent greater agreement with scale item; *standard deviation; * p < 0.05.

to agree with the statement that the things they can learn in
school are important to their tribe. The two items used to
measure science epistemology were also highly correlated
with each other.

Comparisons were conducted to examine differences
between participants who did and did not circle “earth” as
things that make them who they are (see Table IV). The
results showed that participants who circled “earth” were
significantly more likely than participants who did not to
agree with the statement that there was a strong possibility
that they will be a scientist when they are adults. The effect
size was very large (Cohen’s D = 1.47, approximately 69%
nonoverlap between the two distributions).

DISCUSSION

The results from the pre- and postprogram surveys
showed that students were more likely to agree that science
is relevant to their tribal communities at the end of the
cultural and field-based geoscience education taking place
during the ITY/YNS program. In addition, agreement that
science is relevant to tribal communities was related to
reports of higher self-confidence, stronger agreement that
what can be learned in school is important to one’s tribe,
and stronger agreement with the statement that they will go
to college or university as adults. At the end of the program,
youth were also more likely to indicate that they perceive
interdependence between self and both earth and rocks
(above and beyond a range of possible items to choose from,
including plants, animals, food, and artifacts) and they were
more likely to describe themselves as being strong. The
results also showed that students who indicate that they
perceive interdependence between self and earth are more

likely to agree that they will be scientists when they are
adults.

As mentioned in the Introduction, it was expected that at
the end of the program youth would be more likely to agree
that tribes use science to manage natural resources and that
tribes have always used science. Changes in these items
reveal the effectiveness of the program in meeting one of its
primary goals. However, it was not clear whether we would
observe changes in other items or whether we would see
relationships between factors. We did observe changes in
responses regarding concepts of self. An increase in
perceived interdependence between self and earth/rocks
over the course of the ITY/YNS program that is also
correlated with the likelihood for youth to think that they
will be scientists as adults may be related to and maybe even
extend implications for changes observed regarding the
relevance of science for tribes. Specifically, changes in
perceived relevance of science for tribes may reflect a larger
network of connections being made between concepts of
self, earth, community, and science. This possibility is also
supported by positive correlations between perceived
relevance of science for tribes, perceived relevance of school
for tribes, self-confidence, and motivation toward advanced
education.

Importantly, however, the measures for concepts of self
used in the present research are not comprehensive.
Furthermore, the nature of the concepts of earth and rocks
and the conceptual understanding of perceived interdepen-
dence between self and earth/rocks are unclear. More
research is needed to better understand youths’ concepts
when they respond that earth and rocks (and even land)
make them who they are and whether their responses
actually reflect perceived interdependence between them-
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selves and the earth. If so, it would also be important to
determine whether youth are conceptualizing earth more
abstractly (e.g., as a globe) or more concretely (e.g., as soil,
water, or plants). At a minimum, the results from the present
research provide a first step toward addressing Bang and
Medin’s (2010) call for research that explores the relationship
between identities and science epistemologies by showing
that culturally based earth science programs designed for
Native American youth can facilitate associations between
concepts of self, science, and tribe. Future research should
build on the present findings by expanding the measurement
of identities and earth science.

Importantly, all of the items used in the survey are based
on youths’ self-reports regarding their ideas about them-
selves and their level of agreement with particular state-
ments. As a result, it is unclear whether the concepts
themselves are changing (i.e, concepts of science and
concepts of self), or whether youth already possessed these
concepts before the beginning of the ITY/YNS program but
become more likely to respond in ways that are more
consistent with what they already think. In either case, the
implications for youth should be positive. For example, we
could predict that youth will feel more motivated to base
future decisions about education, community-involvement,
and career choice on concepts of interrelationship between
concepts of self, science, culture, and education if their
concepts are changing, but also if youth are becoming more
comfortable expressing their ideas or if their concepts are
becoming more explicit. In future research, we plan to
include measures that assess concepts directly and indirectly
in order to examine differential effects of changing concepts
versus changes in youths’ likelihood to self-report what they
already think. In addition, we hope to follow-up with
students longitudinally in order to determine whether their
self-reported motivation to pursue higher education and
science-related occupations is consistent with their actual
decisions and behaviors. Longitudinal research will also help
us to assess whether youth who ultimately go on to pursue
advanced education in the sciences return to their commu-
nities to work toward supporting the sovereign interests of
their tribes.

An additional limitation in the present research is the
small sample size. Effects of the program were large enough
to be easily observable in spite of the small sample size,
suggesting that the effects of the program are substantive.
Calculations of Cohen’s D effect sizes support this conclu-
sion, revealing medium to large effect sizes for differences
that were significant or that approached significance.
However, changes in many of the constructs that did not
reach significance were often trending in ways that were
similar to changes that reached significance. An examination
of Table I shows that some aspects of perceived science-
culture overlap trended toward change over the course of the
ITY/YNS program. For example, compared to the beginning
of the program, at the end of the program students appeared
to be less likely to agree that science is only learned in the
classroom, more likely to report that they like science, and
more likely to report that they are proud of their culture. In
addition, at the end of the program, students appeared to
exhibit stronger agreement with the statement that they
could be a scientist and live their cultural way of life.
Interestingly, aspects of perceived science-culture overlap
that involved viewing Western science and Native views as
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similar did not trend toward the direction of change, and
levels of agreement with these items remained weak.
Together with findings for perceived relevance of science,
these trends suggest that even when students are connecting
science with culture, they may still consider science and
culture as distinct from one another. A larger sample size
would help to determine whether these differences are
reliable or whether they are simply due to chance. A larger
sample size would also allow for more specific comparisons
between youth from different tribes or even between youth
belonging to the same tribe. Native tribes are not homoge-
neous, and our goal is to focus on both between-tribe and
within-tribe variation in future research as a way of better
understanding the way in which individual-level factors
interact with community-level and program-level factors.

Overall, the results from the present research provide an
important step in a larger program of work that seeks to
create pathways for Native American students as they
navigate multiple cultural perspectives in pursuit of earth
science education. The present findings provide support for
Aikenhead’s (1996) observations regarding the importance
of highlighting the relevance of science within Native
American cultural communities by showing that culturally
grounded earth science programs designed for Native
American youth can facilitate changes in Native American
adolescents” self-reports regarding their concepts of self,
science, and community.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Eleanora I. Robbins,
Nils Landin, and Juan Herrera for their invaluable contri-
butions and guidance in this project. The authors would also
like to thank Wallis Levin for her assistance in preparing the
data for analysis. This research was supported by NSF GEO
0914586.

REFERENCES

Aikenhead, G.S. 1996. Science education: Border crossing into the
subculture of science. Studies in Science Education, 26:1-52.
American Youth Policy Forum. n.d. Every nine seconds in America
a student becomes a dropout: The dropout problem in
numbers. Available at http://www.aypf.org/publications/
WhateverltTakes/WIT_nineseconds.pdf (accessed 20 April

2007).

Bang, M., and Medin, D. 2010. Cultural processes in science
education: Supporting the navigation of multiple epistemolo-
gies. Science Education, doi: 10.1002/sce.20392.

Bang, M., Medin, D.L., and Atran, S. 2007. Cultural mosaics and
mental models of nature. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 104:13868-13874.

Blascovich, J., and Tomaka, J. 1991. Measures of self-esteem. In
Robinson, J., Shaver, P., and Wrightsman, L. eds., Measures of
personality and social psychological attitudes. New York:
Academic Press, p. 161-194.

Bond, M.H., and Cheung, T.S. 1983. College students’ spontaneous
self-concept: The effect of culture among respondents in Hong
Kong, Japan and the United States. Journal of Cross-Cultural
Psychology, 14:153-171.

Cajete, G. 1999. Native science: Natural laws of interdependence.
Santa Fe, NM: Clear Light Books.

California Department of Education. 2008. Standardized testing and
reporting program. Available at http://star.cde.ca.gov/star2008/
viewreport. asp?ps=true&lstTestYear=2008&IstTestType=



392 Unsworth et al.

C&lstCounty=&lstDistrict=&lstSchool=&lstGroup=
1&IstSubGroup=1 (accessed 12 May 2010).

Cohen, J. 1988. Statistical power analysis for the behavioral
sciences. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Cousins, S.D. 1989. Culture and selfhood in Japan and the U.S.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 56:124-131.

Crago, M.B., Eriks-Brophy, A., Pesco, D., and McAlpine, L. 1997.
Culturally based miscommunication in classroom interaction.
Language, Speech, & Hearing Services in Schools, 28:245-254.

Crocker, J., and Major, B. 1989. Social stigma and self-esteem: The
self-protective properties of stigma. Psychological Review,
96:608-630.

Dehyle, D. 1992. Constructing failure and maintaining cultural
identity: Navajo and Ute school leavers. Journal of American
Indian Education, 31:24-47.

Denzin, N.K,, Lincoln, Y.S., and Smith, L.T., eds. 2008. Handbook
of critical and indigenous methodologies. Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage Publications, Inc.

Erikson, E. 1950. Childhood and society. New York: Norton.

Grenier, L. 1998. Working with indigenous knowledge. A guide for
researchers. Ottawa, ON: International Development Research
Centre.

Guerrero, M. 1992. American Indian water rights: The blood of life
in Native North America. In Jaimes, M.A., ed., The state of
Native America: Genocide, colonization, and resistance.
Boston, MA, South End Press, p. 189-216.

Henson, E.C., Taylor, ].B., Curtis, C.E.A., Cornell, S., Grant, KW,,
Jorgensen, M. R, Kalt, ].P., and Lee, A.J. 2007. The state of the
Native nations: Conditions under U.S. policies of self-
determination, Harvard Project on American Indian Economic
Development. New York: Oxford University Press.

Horse, P.G. 2005. Native American identity: Serving Native
American students. New Directions for Student Services,
109:61-68.

Karr, S.M. 2000. “Water we believed could never belong to
anyone”: The San Luis Rey River and the Pala Indians of
Southern California. American Indian Quarterly, 24:381-399.

Kovach, M. 2009. Indigenous methodologies—characteristics,
conversations, and contexts. Toronto, ON: University of
Toronto Press.

Lee, C. 1995. A culturally based cognitive apprenticeship: Teaching
African American high school students skills in literary
interpretation. Reading Research Quarterly, 30:608-631.

Lee, C. 2001. Is October Brown Chinese? A cultural modeling
activity system for underachieving students. American Educa-
tional Research Journal, 38:97-142.

Marcia, J.E., and Carpendale, J. 2004. Identity: Does thinking make
it so? In Lightfoor, C., and Chandler, M. eds., Changing
conceptions of psychological life. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Marcus, S.M. 2002. Science on tribal lands. Geotimes, 47:20-22.

Markus, H., and Nurius, R. 1986. Possible selves. American
Psychologist, 41:954-969.

McAdams, D.P. 2006. The redemptive self: Stories Americans live
by. New York: Oxford University Press.

McIntyre, E., Rosebery, A., and Gonzdlez, N. 2001. Classroom
diversity: Connecting curricula to students” lives. Portsmouth,
NH: Heinemann.

National Science Foundation, Division of Science Resources
Statistics. 2007. Women, minorities, and persons with disabil-
ities in science and engineering. Arlington, VA: National
Science Foundation.

Oetting, E.R,, and Beauvais, F. 1990-1991. Orthogonal cultural
identification theory: The cultural identification of minority
adolescents. The International Journal of the Addictions, 25:655—
685.

Packard, BW., and Conway, P.F. 2006. Methodological choice and

J. Geosci. Educ. 60, 384-392 (2012)

its consequences for possible selves research. Identity: An
International Journal of Theory and Research, 6:251-271.

Phinney, ].S. 2006. Ethnic identity in emerging adulthood. In
Arnett, ].]., and Tanner, J.L., eds., Emerging adults in America:
Coming of age in the 21st century. Washington, DC: American
Psychological Association Press, p. 117-134.

Powers, K., Potthoff, S.J., Bearinger, L.H., and Resnick, M.D. 2003.
Does cultural programming improve educational outcomes in
American Indian youth? Journal of American Indian Education,
42:17-49.

Rhee, E., Uleman, J.S.,, Lee, HXK. and Roman, R.J. 1995.
Spontaneous self-descriptions and ethnic identities in individ-
ualistic and collectivitistic cultures. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 69:142-152.

Riggs, E.M. 2005. Field-based education and indigenous knowl-
edge: Essential components of geoscience education for Native
American communities. Science Education, 89:296-313.

Riggs, EMM., and Riggs, D.M. 2003. Cross-cultural education of
geoscience professionals: The conferences of the Indigenous
Earth Sciences Project. Journal of Geoscience Education, 51:527—
535.

Riggs, E.M., Robbins, E.I, and Darner, R. 2007. Sharing the land:
Attracting Native American students to the geosciences.
Journal of Geoscience Education, 55:478-485.

Riggs, EM., and Semken, S.C. 2001. Earth science for Native
Americans: Geotimes, 49:14-17.

Robins, RW., Hendin, HM., and Trzesniewski, K.H. 2001.
Measuring global self-esteem: Construct validation of a single
item measure and the Rosenberg self-esteem scale. Personality
and Social Psychology Bulletin, 27:151-161.

Rouse, C. 2005. The labor market consequences of an inadequate
education. Prepared for the Equity Symposium on “The Social
Costs of Inadequate Education” at Teachers” College, Colum-
bia University, New York. Available at: http://mea.org/tef/pdf/
social_costs_of_inadequate.pdf

Semken, S.C. 1999. Aboriginal cultures and earth science. GSA
Today, 9:18.

Semken, S.C., and Morgan, F. 1997. Navajo pedagogy and earth
systems. Journal of Geoscience Education, 45:109-112.

Smith, D.H. 2000. Modern tribal development: Paths to self-
sufficiency and cultural integrity in Indian Country. Walnut
Creek, CA: AltaMira Press.

Tajfel, H., and Turner, J.C. 1979. Anintegrative theory of intergroup
conflict. In Austin, W.G., and Worchel, S., eds., The social
psychology of intergroup relations. Monterey, CA: Brooks-Cole.

Unsworth, S.J., Levin, W., Bang, M., Washinawatok, K., Waxman,
S., and Medin, D. 2012. Cultural differences in children’s
ecological reasoning and psychological closeness to nature:
Evidence from Menominee and European-American children.
Journal of Cognition and Culture, 12:17-29.

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics. 2006. Dropout rates in the United States (NCES
2007-024). Available at http://nces.ed.gov/pubs2007/2007024.
pdf (accessed 20 April 2007).

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Educational
Statistics. 2008. Status and trends in the education of American
Indians and Alaska Natives (NCES 2008-084). Available at
http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2008084
(accessed 22 June 2009).

U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics. 2002.
Correctional populations in the United States, 1998 (NCJ-
192929). Available at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/pub/pdf/
ecp.pdf (accessed 25 April 2007).

Warren, B., and Rosebery, A. 2007. Teaching science to English
language learners. Washington, DC: National Science Teach-
ers Association Press.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU ([Based on 'AP_Press'] Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


