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San Jose City College's Future Think Program consists
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Since 1945; Marriage and Family; Ecology and Man; Science Fiction:
Introduction to Literature: Science Fiction; Introduction to
Sociology; and Sociology/Fiction of the Future. An evaluation by an
independent consulting firm was based on student responses to a
conprehensive course and program evaluation instrusent and on

.classroom observations. The 367 students completing the survey gave a

favorable assessment of the program, courses, and instructors. They
believed futuristics to be an important curriculum topic, felt their
study had favorably affected their own thinking and planning for the
future, and felt more responsible for the future of society. In-class
observations showed that instructors were creative in melding
instructional strategies to the requirements of the topic. To
determine the integration of program materials with the general field
of futuristics and global perspectives, students were asked to list
which of the Articles of the U. #. Declaration of Human Rights were
related to their courses and which vere not. Their responses tended
to concur vwith the stated objectives of the course, but the students
vere only moderately optimistic about the chances for achievement of
goals in world affairs. (MJK)
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908 FOX PLAZA
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 91102

FUTURE THINK PROGRAM

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Results of the DCM Associates Survey of the Future Think Program

at San Jose City College clearly indicated a strong, favorable
reaction of students to the nine courses offered, to the instructors,
and to the idea of future studies at the college level. In only

one instance did student evaluations tend to be negative with re-
spect to a series of positive statements about the Program, in-
struction, and content. This was in regard to career planning;.

not a part of the stated objectives of any of the curriculum
offerings.

Students believed that the study of the future was important

to themselves and society, found the instruction and instructors
interesting, and want more opportunities to study in the field.
The students were able to identify, from a list of thirty human
objectives, stated in the United Nations' UNIVERSAL DECLARATION
OF HUMAN RIGHTS, those Articles which best approximated the
published objectives of the courses, and were also able-=to a
lesser degree--to recommend new content that might be added to
specific courses based on the Articles.

The 367 students completing the survey instrument represent an
average age of 27 years, have completed nearly 14 years of school,
and in the majority, plan to go on to a college or university
degree. Most of the students are emplcyed, the majority on a
full time basis. Their comments in open-ended sections of the
evaluation instrument suggest a hich degree of social awarcness
and concern and a willingness to bec involved.

One result of the courses, as reflected by thHeir” reaction-to - .
questions regarding the chances that the DECLARATION'S Articles
would--or would not--be achieved was that the students tended

to move to more moderate, or realistic, appraisals of possible
world futures, and tending less to. extreme opinions.

While the purpose of the evaluation was to look at the total
Future Think Program, and not to evaluate the individual courses,
the survey and cbservations did provide information that should
be of assistance to the Program directors and the individual
course instructors. This information is contained in the forms,
which have been sorted by course number. The student personal
information data has been removed from each form to insure con=-
fidentiality.

Students were asked to make recommendations regarding possible
improvements in the specific courses, and to indicate the
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strongest parts of the sections they were attending.

A review of these open-ended narrative statements by students
indicated a few general observations:

l. Students were supportive and positive in their
attitudes toward the courses and the instructors
and were willing, in the main, to make rec-
ommendations.

2. Students particularly appreciated the opportunities
to have community speakers and other guests and
requested more.

3. Students, in the main, praised the quality of
instruction and appreciated the openness of the
classroom environment and the enthusiasm of
the instructors.

4. Students appreciated the use of the films and .
video tapes and asked for more; however, they
recommended that some of the films and otuer
programs be more carefully screened to ing.:ire
better quality. :

5. Many students recommended smaller class size,
or that classes be divided into smaller dis-
cussion groups more often than is presently
done. :

6. Students did not demonstrate a sense of
attachment to the total Program, but more
identification to the individual courses.

7. Some students were critical that some classes
) did not begin on time, or ended edrly. They
recommended that small group discussions could
be successfully used to run out the time of a
session that might end early.

BACKGROUND AND DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES

Instruction in the Future Think Program at San Jose City College
began in Spring Semester, 1974 under USOE Grant Mo. OEG-0-74-

0489 (P.L. 85-864, Title VI as amended by P.L. 92-318 (Sec.60l1)).
Program evaluation was required under terms of the grant.

Following negotiations early in 1974, DCM Associates, San Francisco .
was retained by San Jose City College in mid-semester to evaluate
the first semester's instructional program.
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DCM Associates is a private, for-profit futures cducation pub-
lishing and consulting firm headquartered in San Francisco,
California. A statement of DCMA's qualifications and those of
personnel participating in the present evaluation is given in
APPENDIX A to this Evaluation Report.

In several meetings with Future Think Program Director Mr.

William Jacobs, Co-Director Mr. James Gray, and members of the

Program staff, an evaluation strategy was agreed upon and imple~-

ﬁented. A sequential listing of evaluative activities is given
elow:

l. DCMA Project Leaders Dr. Ronald L. Hunt and
David C. Miller reviewed and analyzed existing
Future Think Program documentation, including
the proposal document, individual course syllabi,
and other materials prepared hy Future Think
Program instructors.

2. A protocol, suitable instruments, and a schedule
was prepared for actual in-class observation of
every section of all courses offercd in the
Future Think Program. Thesc [ormns appear as
APPENDIX B to this Evaluation Report,

3. A panel of qualified futurists and futures
course instructors was organized by DCMa from
its roster of associates. As mentioned, a
listing of projeect personnel with their quali-
fications is given in APPENDIX A,

4. Future Think classes were chserved during the
period April 29 through May 21, 1974, using the
protocol, instruments, and observers previously
designated.

5. DCMA Project Leaderes Hunt and Miller, working
closely with Future Think Program Directors
Jacobs and Gray, developed a ccmprehensive
course and program evaluaticn instrument to be
completed by all students at semester's end.
This instrument was administered by Future Think
instructors during the final week cf classes -and
delivered by them directly to DCMA for analysis.
The instrument incorporated items reflecting
Program ctaff's evaluative requirements as well
as DCl!IA's assessment objectives. This ingstrumnent
is reproduced in APPENDIX C. A total of 367
students represcnting virtually all students
enrolled completed and returned the instrument.

Briefly, such was the background of the Evaluation Project.

In the following two sections, "Summary of In-Class Observations,"
and "Summary of Student Respunses to Survey Assessment," are
reported.
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SECTION 1: SUMMARY OF IN-CLASS OBSERVATIONS, FUTURE THINK PROGRAM

Nine courses in the Spring, 1974 semester of the Future Think
Program at San Jose City College were observed by the six DCMA
observers listed in APPENDIX A during the period April 29
through May 21, 1974. Observation protocol and instruments
used were those given in APPENDIX B. In the following sub-
sections, brief summar.es of individual class observations are
given. The final sub-section offers some general remarks based
on in-class observations overall.

Language 1l: Language, Culture, Change (May 21)

Class featured graduate student guest lecturer fror the Stanford
University Chinese Studies Program, dealt with concept of homo-
genous vs. heterogeneous cultures, and the problems of cultural
assimilation as exemplified presently by the Han Chinese efforts
to incorporate other cuitures on its borders. A great deal of,
information was presented, and the class represented an excellent
exploitation of rich community resources, even thouygh the dguest
was an inexperienced and often uncertain instructor. No direct
attempt was made in this session to relate class content to the
future, although the relations are obvious and may have been
developed subsequently.

History 50: Third World Since 1945 (May 1)

Essentially a fast-paced, well-corganized, well-received lecture
session. Instructor collected term papers duc that day, and

most students had them. Aa open, cordial atmosphere was main-
tained. Students attended the lecture well, reacted with comments
and questions which were used by instructor to present additional,
related material, especially several paperback books he had just
read and urged students to read. While information flow was
heavily one way, the class was effective and clearly enjoyed by
the instructur and most students alike. No direct tie was made

to the future explicitly.

Psychology 94: Marriage and the Family (April 30)

Class devoted to discussion of open marriage and parental atti-
tudes in the family, based on the new book SHIFTING GEARS. Brief
use is made of an eye-messages exercise form, and two tapes

based on the book are played. Circle format prempts discussion;
only half the class actively participates but with two or three
exceptions all seem actively interested. One student tends to
dominate discusszion, instructor strives to maintain low profile
so that most information flow is between students. Interest



and participation increase as class proceeds, somewhat inter-
rupted by playing of tapes at end of class. No explicit tie-in
is made to the future, although implications for future are
clear,

Biology 63: Ecology and Man (May ] and April 29)

In both sections, cur-sent local political and other news events
were cited from papers and magazines. Lecture method used
heavily, although pace was moderate and students were afforded
(and used) opportunities to raise que~tions and make comments.
One class was large and the classroe as quite hot, creating
attention problems. Instructor made .fective use of humor and
strong statements of personal convictions to stimulate guestions
and thought. MNo explicit reference was made to the future.

English 1-A: Scicence Fiction (May 8)

A small, informally conducted class which effectively promoted
general, intense discussion of contemporary America by relating
the present to a discussion of assigned science fiction stories
from the text. Instructor reports that attendance by enrolled
students has dwindled because of the term paper required in all
English 1 classes. A few students in class requested more struc-
ture in assignments and class, but most students as well as the
instructor seem to enjoy and prcfit by the approach taken.

English 1-B: TIntroduction to Literaturc:ficience Fiction (May 1)

Class devoted to the topic of mind expansion through meditation
and use of drugs. Insiructor relied primarily on the discussion
mode. He showed great skill in iclating the text (Huxley) to his
cwn and to the students'personal experience and views, and in
keeping the discussion clearly on ccurse when it threatened to
wander. A blackboard diagram presentcd at the beginning of
class clarified clacss objectives well and kept it before the
students. A high rapport cxisting among students «nd between
them and instructor, with much two~way sharing and lcarning.

Sociology 10: Introduction to Socicologyv (May 7)

A large class (48 students) devoted to conveying information
about growth and development of cities and about education.
Lecture mode used, organized around hlackboard graphics. FEven-
tually, questioning of students by instructor elicited parti-
cipation by about one-quarter of the class. Student interest
and attention improved as the class proceceded. Mention of
final exam date. Given class size, experience was as efflective
as might be expected, although interaction was little feasible.
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Socioloqg 13/English 69: Cociology/Fiction of the Future (April 30
and May _

Both sections are large (45 and 50 students). One section has

six Future Think instructors, the other has two. Both sections
featured videotape lecture by Lord Ritchie Calder from the ETV
series, "The Next Billion Years." Videotape quality poor, program
format of a lecture in a British accent often difficult to follow
for many students. Auditorium sctting for one section not con=-
ducive to good discussion. In one section, a real and successful
attempt was made to elicit student views about the future in re-
action to those given on the videotape. Further, the concept of
scenarios for alternative futures was introduced and treated
effectively in small discussion groups. In the six-instructor
session, instructors tended to dominate after-film discussion.
Taken in all, this course more than others actively introduces

and deals with "the future". Large class size and the physical
and programmatic quality of the videotape detracted from the
quality of the experience overall.

General Remarks Based on Classroom Observers' Reports

Future Think instructors appear to be creative in melding a blend
of instructional strateqies to the requirements of the topic,
personal teaching styles, and the severe constraints imposed in
many cases by large classes.

Cited in the observer reportis above are the following instructional
techniques: conventional lecture, colloqguia, team teaching,
invited guest lecturer reprceeenting community resource, appropri-
ate feature films, in-class exercises, videotapes, and audic-
tapes.

"This instructor and all others chould attempt to relate lecture
material to Future Think. I don't believe the word 'future' was
- mentioned at any time. I sense one important deficiency exist- = ° -
ing in the courses I observea: an integrating concept or idea
about the future. This course and the others I cbserved could
be taken without ever knowing the relation ¢f one to the others.
There should be frequent reference tou integrating concepts."

And another observer: "It's now been two days since I was on
City College campus, and I'd like to make scme general comments
about Future Think and the instructors I visited. We discussed
in detail how this program came into being, how it was operating
at present and where it vag heading...

"All the instructors commented directly on their subject's re-
lationship to the future. They invited and encouraged studcents
to consider the consequences and implicationrs of a particular
action or event both fiom a personal and a collective standpoint.

- - 69
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" The global perspective was never lost sight of. In addition
and perhaps most importantly, each was a warm and empathetic

person in the classroom. A warm and comfortable rapport ex-
isted between them and their students. That attitudinal en-
vironment was conducive to learning,.

"My next remarks are open-ended:questions and not intended as
criticism of the Future Think Program. Rather, they are re-
flections about futures programs in general. As I am involved
in gne, these are questions I ponder often, without much reso-
ution.

"We call our programs 'future', and so the ccntent may be, but
is the method? Have we altered teaching styilcs or learning
modes? Are there innovations in teaching methods? Should
there be? 1If we purport to teach about the 'future,' should
our techniques be new? I feel the core questions are these:

"How do we teach people how to learn? To sort out the wheat
from the chaff? To identify, categorize, clarify? To ask
their own questions? To know where to ¢o to find what they
want to know? To trust their own curiosity and intuition?
How does somebody get 'turned on'?

"I have no answers to these questions, just the questions,
‘I'd like to explore them with other learners someday.”

Such were the major outcomes of the DCMA classroom cbecervations
of the Future Think Program. We turn next to thc evaluation
instrument completed by most students in the YProgram during the
last week of the Spring, 1974 Senester and forwarded directly
to DCMA for analysis.

Lo
o
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SECTION I1: SUMMARY OF STUDENT RESPONSES TO SURVEY ASSESSMENT
: FUTURE THINK PROGRAM

A DCMA survey instrument was complcted by 367 students enrolled

in the courses Sociology 10, Sociology 13, Psychology 94, English 69,
English 1-A, English 1-B, Language 1, Biology 63, and History 50

in the Future Think Program during the week ending Spring Semester.

Personal Data

The average age of students in the program was 27.6 years of
these 56% were male and 43% female. The average student had
completed 13.9 years of school; 84% statiig plans to go on to
higher education. Of the students cmployed, 65% were working
full time and 34% part time. Types of occupations ranged from
Zizlgrofessional, 24% technical, 39% semi-ckilled and 11% un-
8 ed.

Distributicn of students completing the survey, by course, was
as follows:

Number
Biology 63 89
English 1-A 23
Fnglish 1-B 20
English 69 32
History 50 55
Language 1 25
Psychology 94 46
Sociology 10 97
Sociology 13 71
No reply 15
) Total R ¥ i LA : .

Most students (265) in the Future Think Prograwm were taking only
one course, while 74 students stated that they were taking two,
and 10 students three courses. Three students indicated that they
were taking four courses in the Program in the same semester.

Coursei{s) Evaluation

The overwhelming majority of students reacted favorably to the
Future Think Program. Support of the Program was cvident in
student responses in Block D of the survey and in their open-
ended evaluations and reconmendation=. These narrative comments
are being returned to the instructors without student personal
data attached to insure the complete confidentiality of the
statenents.

*Includes responses for more than onc course on a single form,

-8-3%
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TABLE I
Summary of personal data, 367 students,
- Future Think Program, San Jose City College
Spring Semester, 1974
Age: 27,6 years
Number of school years completed: 14
Employed this semester: No: 27% (100)* Yes: 72% (266)
Fulltime: 65% (172) Parttime 34%(20)
Type of ¢mployment: _
Professional: 25% (66) Technical: 24% (63)
Semi-skilled: 39% (1.04) Unskilled: 1C% (28)
How much further do you intend to pursue your formal education:
Ph,D.: 7% (26) M.A.: 18% (66) M.S.: 4% (14) .
B.A, & 32%(117) B.S.: 16% (57) Certificate: 2% (6) A.A.: 13% (49)
No degree or certificate: 4% (14) Other: 4% (13)
Fomale: 43% (158) Male: 56% (204)
Enrollment in individual courses:
Biology 63: 24% (29)
English l-A: 6% (23)
*English »-B: * 5% (20) - -~ - SRTEE
English 69 2% (22)
History 50: 15% (55)
Language 1l: 7% (25)
Psychology 94:13% (46)
Sociology 10: 26% (97)
Sociology 13: 19% (71)

* numbers in () iudieate nualcr of otutonte
giving thie resronse

'
G9
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In Block D of the instrument, students were asked to rate a
series of positive statements about the Program, instructors,
content of the courses, and the relevance of the experiences to
their lives and to society. Students rating a statement with
the numeral 1 "emphatically agreed" with the statement; a 2
indicated that they "simply agreed"; 3 meant that the student
"simply disagreed" with the statement, and a 4 represented
"emphatic disagreement."

An examination of Table II reveals the students' strong approval
of the courses,instructors,and Program.

Sixty-two percent of the students emphatically agreed, and 30
percent agreed, that: Item 8, "futurists and futures study are
of great value to society;" 52% emphatically agreed and 41%
agreed that they: Item 12, "would encourage other students to
take one or more of the Future Think courses."

Forty-five percent of the students emphatically agreed, and 44%
agreed that: Item 9, "the instructors were well prepared;" 35%
emphatically agrecd and 46% agrced that: Item 10, "the instructors
excited and held their interests." Forty-nine percent emphati-
cally agreed and 41% agreed that: Item 17 "more college courses
should concentrate on the future;"and 58% emphatically agreed

and 32% agreed that: Item 16, "a global perspective is necessary
for everyone."

Additional favorable reaction to the Program was indicated by
the students' emphatic agreement, 29%, and agreements 36%, with
the statement, Item 19, "this has been one of the best course
experiences in my college career," and 28% emphatically agreeing
and 36% agreeing that, Item 18, "they planned to take other
courses in the Future Think Program."

Another set of questions asked students to respond to statements
that related to the effect the course or courses had on them
personally. While students were less emphatic in their expressions
of agreement in these statements, than those relating to the
course content and instructors'performance, there was still a
strong majority of students responding favorably to the state-
ments.

Thirty-threec percent emphatically agreed and 51% agreed that:

Item 1, “my Future Think coursec(s) made me {cel more responsible
for shaping my own futurc;" and 23% emphatically agrecd and 52%
agreed that, Item 2 "the course(s) made them feel more responsible
for shaping society's futurc." This feeling of responsibility
carried over to a similar agreement, 19% emphatic and 44% simple
agreement, with the belicf that, Item 5, "they would feel more
responsible toward other nations of the world." 1t should be

L
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W = emphatically 2
agree agree

QUESTIONS

1.y Future Think course(s!
nade me feel more respon-
sible for shaping my own
fature,

2.My Future Think course(s)
mzde nme feel more respon-
sible for shaping soci-
ety's future,

3.4y Future Think coursef(s)
have given me more help
in planning my life ef-
fectively than have other
courses I have taken.

4,1 have done more reading
in the Future Think
course(s) than in other
course(s).

S.My Future Think course(s)
have made me feel more
responsible towards other
worla nations.

6.1 have done more thinking
in the Future Think
course(s) than in other
college courses I've had.

* numbers in ( ) indicate number

TABLE II

Summary of student opinion (367 students)
Future Think Program, San Jose City College, Spring Semester, 1974

2 = simply

=

33%

23%

197

22%

18%

26%

3 = simply

disagree

2
(119) #* 51%
(82) 52%
(68) 41%
«va 23%
(69) 44%
(92) 32%

4 = emphatically

disagree
RATINGS

2

(183) 2% (32)
(186) 17%...61)
(146) 30% (107)
(82) 38% (137)
(159) 27% (97)
(114) 28% (101)

(Table II continued next page)
of students giving this response

5 = other

[

. (8)

(ALY
31

3% (11)

7% (24)

14% (489)

5% (19)

7% (26)

jn

5%

5%

47

4%

4%

?%

(17)

(18)

(14)

(13)

(15)

(24)
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TABLE II (econtinued)

1 = emphatically 2 = simply 3 = simply 4 = emphatically 5 = other
- agree '~ agree . disagree . disagrze -
. 7. . RATINGS
QUESTIONS 1 2 3 4 5
7.My Future Think course(s) - . - - . " .
have caused me to modify .
ny own lifestyle. ; 13% (47) 36% (128) 38% (13¢) 10% (36) 3% (11)
8.Futurists and futures
studies are of great
value to society. 62% (223) 30% (108) 3% (11) 2% (7) 2% (8)
2.My instructor(s) in this
course was well prepared. 45% (162) 44% (159) 3% (12) 3% (8) 4% (16) )
)
10.My instructor(s) excited _ %1
and held my interest. 35% (126) 46% (1€6) 10% (35) 3% (12) 5% (18)
11.Having taken this Future . -
Thirx course(s),I under-
stand human nature better. 15% (53) 60% (217) 18% (63) 4% (14) 3% (12)
12,1 would encourage other
students to take one or
more Future Think courses. 52% (187) 41% (147) 3% (12) 2% (6) 1% (5)
13.Now that I have had a Fu~
ture Think course(s), I
am better able to plan
my own life. - 10% (37) 50% (178) 32% (113) 4% (13) 3% (12)
14.Now that T have had a
Future Think course(s),
I better understand :
world affairs. 20% (73) 46% (165) 27% (97) 4% (15) 2% (7)




1 = emphatically 2 =

agree

QUESTIONS

15.My Future Think course(s)
has helped me to plan my
own career more intelli-
gently,

; 16 .A global perspective is
necessary for everyone.

17.More college courses
should concentrate on
the future,

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

18.1I plan to take other
courses in the Future
Think Program.

12.This has been one of
the best course exper-
iences in my college
career.

simply

agree

j=

3 =

TABLE II (continued)

simply 4 =

4 emphatically
disagree

disagree

RATINGS

9% (32)

658%

49%

28%

29%

(207)
(176)

(96)

(101)

2

jw

32% (115) 4¢% (162)

32% (114) % (24)

41% (14€6) 6% (23)

36% (127) 20% (70)

36% (127) 24% (85)

End of anN@_HH

- 13 -

ji=

1%

5%

other

(33)

(5)

(5)

(16)

(23)

jwn

4% (13)

3% (9)

»
ks

3% (9) %4

11% (39)

5% (17)
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noted that 27% disagrced with the greater feeling of world re-
sponsibility as a result of the course(s).

In terms of personal preparation for life, the course(s) received
more mixed reactions from the students. In response to the
statement, Item 3, "My Future Think course(s) have given me more
help in planning my life effectively than have other courses I
have taken before, " 19% emphatically agreed, 41% agreed, and
30% disagreed. Thirty-eight percent of the students did not
believe that, Item 7, “the course(s) had caused them to modify
their lifestyle,"while a total of 49% either agreed or strongly
agreed. In response to the statement, Item 11, “"Having taken
this Future Think course(s), I understand human nature better
now," 15% emphatically agreed, 60% agreed, and 18% disagreed.

The value of the course(s) in personal planning was reflected

in statement, Item 13, "Now that I have had a Future Think
course(s) I am better able to plan my own life," to which 10%
emphatically ayreed, 50% agreed, and 32% disagreced. Students
placed less value on the statement, Item 15, "My Future Think
course(s) has helped me to plan my own career more intelligently,"
with only 9% emphatically agreeing, 32% agreeing, and 46% dis-
agreeing,

While still positive, statements relating to the students'
agsessment of their own performance rated lowest of all. In
response to the statement, Item 4, "I have done more reading in
the Future Think course(s) than in other courses I've taken,"
38% disagreed, 23% agreed, and 22% emphatically agreed. 1In a
more favorable sense, studenits felt that they had done more
thinking in the Future Think course(s) than other courses. they
had taken. To this, 26% emphatically agreed, 32% agreed, and
28% disagreed.Finally, 20% of the students emphatically agreed,
and 46% agreed, that they, Item 14, "had a better understanding
of world affairs as a result of being involved in the Program."

From these responses, there can be little doubt that the students
engaged in the Future Think Program find the experience of defi-
nite instructional and personal value. They praise the quality
of instruction. It is only in the single guestion concerning the
relationship of the course(s) to career planning that there are
more negative than positive responses. It is possible that this
is a realistic appraisal of the fact that career planning was not
one of the objectives of the courses, or the Program.

- 14 -
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SECTION III: APPLICATION OF THE UMIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN
RIGHIS TO THE FUTURE THINK PROGRAM COURSES

In addition to gleaning information from the students concerning
their evaluation of the various courxses in the Future Think Pro-
gram, the administrators of this study felt it important to find
out if there were general, unifying concepts that were being con-
veyed. While it is not always difficult to measure the achievement
of objectives in a single course, the analycis of several diverse
courses under one program is a challenge. It was decided, thzre-
fore, to use a general set of human and individual goals, or
objectives, to which the students in the Program would, or would
not, identify, and apply in the description of the course, or
courses, they had taken. To achieve that end, the United Nations
UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS was selected. 1Its thirty
Articles contain the aspirations of that world body for mankind,
- and seem still to be acceptable as gocals for humanity. (See
APPENDIX D).

In applying the Articles to the courses, students were asked to
list, after each course taken, the Article numbers as first,
second, and third choices representing "topics actually covered
in the course." In addition, students were acked for their

three choices of Articles representing "topics NOT covered in
this course which should have been." The result of their choices
is shown in Table III and Table IV,

There were two other purposes in using the DECLARATION OF HUMNMAN
RIGHTS in- this survey. First, was it poscsible that out of thirty
Articles that students would show clear indications of agreement
on topics, both in terms of what was in the course and what
should have been? Second, did the effect of the Future Think
Program have a tendency to change students' world outlook in
positive, or negative, directions or have no effect? Definite
results were achieved in both instances.’

Students tended to select Articles as relating to the courses
in congruence with the objectives for each of the courses and
were also able to identify Articles that came in close agree-
ment with the published course content. (See Table V and Tsble VI).

For example, "Article 16, "the right to marry and found a family,"
was the first choice of most students in the Program. In re- .
viewing course outlines in Socciology and Psychology, it was

noted that several of the courses placed an emphasis on the
nuclear family as a basis for looking at the future of society.
The second most chosen Article was 1, declaring that, "All human
beings are born free and equal in dignity end rights." This
Article reflected the emphasis in English 69, History 50, and
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TABLE III

Summary of student estimates of the applicability of
The United Nations Universal Declaration Of Human Rights
to the Future Think Program, San Jose City College,

: Spring Semester, 1974

In your personal opinion, which of the 30 Articles in the Uni-
versal Declaration Of Human Rights were: '

A, Related to topics actually covered in this course:

First choice: Second choice: Third choice:

Article Article Article
Course: Number, N* Nuwber, N¥* Number, N*
Sociology 13 16 28 1 25 24 19
English 69 1 11 - 28 9 2,25 7
History 50 1 19 2 16 4 11
Sociology 10 16 47 2 34 26 28
Biology 63 25 42 21 17 29 14
Psychology 94 16 23 1 10 19,25 9
English 1 A 19 9 18 6 1,26 5
English 1 B 1 9 19 7 2 €
Language 1 26 7 3 6 25 4

B. Topics not covered in this course which shouldl have been:

Sociology 13 14 10 11,13 7 1,5,21 5
English 69 22 8 15,25 5 . 14 4
History 50 14,15 7 17 5 X x
Sociology 10 25 9 12,29 38 15,23 7
Biology 63 26 7 1,22 6 X x
Psychology 94 25 5 24 4 X x
English 1 A X x X x X x
English 1 B X x X x X x
Language 1 X x Cox x X &
*N = number of students giving this estimate

X = responses too few to report

+ the Articles are reproduced by Nunber in an Appendix to this

Evaluation Report--see Table of Contents

oy
15
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TABLYE IV

Recapitulation Of Table III:
Articles in the Universil Declaration Of Human Rights
which are related to courses
or which should be added to courses
in the Future Think Program, San Jose City College
in the opinion of students enrolled in the Spring, 1974 semester

A. Related Lo courses:

_ First choice: Second choice: Third Choice:
Article Article Article

Rank: Number+ N* Number + N* Mumber + N*
1, 1¢ 90 2 50 26 33
2., 1 39 1 35 25 20
3. 25 25 21 17 24 19
4, 19 9 28 9 29 14
5. 26 7 19 7 2 13
6. p 4 x 3,18 ¢ 4 11
7 X x X o 19 9
8. x & p 4 & 1 5

B. Should be added to courses:

-

1. 14 17 12,29 & 15,23 7
2. 254 14 11,13 7 1,5,21 5
3. 22 8 1,22 g 14 4
4, 15 7 15,25,17 5 % 2
5. 26 7 24 4 X 2

. (# recormenied for EFnglish #3,50ctology 10,Psychelogy 94)
C. Articles most often mentioned:

Related to courses: Sheuld bLe added:

1. Article 16 (20) 1. Article 14 (21)

2. Article 1 (79) 2, Arvticles 17,25 (19)

3. Article H  (95) 3, Article 22 (1¢)

*N = number of students giving this »stimate y - responses {opfew to
o + the Articles are reproduceqﬁgx Number in report

ERIC an Appendix to this Report-xffe Table of Contents
T - 17 -
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TABLE V

Summary of student selection of Articles from the
Universal Declaration Of Human Rights judged related to courses in the

FIRST CHOICE:

Article Number and Summary:

16,

25,

9.

26,

The right to marrywith full consent of in-

tending spouses, and raise a family as a

protected fundamental group unit of society,
All human beings are born free and equal in
dignity and rights and should act in the
spirit of brotherhood.

The right to a standard of living adequate
for the health an? well-being of the family.

The right of freedom of expression,

The right to an education,

SECOND CHOICE:

1.

2.

Ul [P |

‘N
(oo
-

see summary above,

All rights enjoyed regardless of race,
color, sex, etc., including political
freedom,

Freedom of thought, conscience, and religion

see sumhary above,

Right to life, liberty, and security of
person.

Right to social and international order
until rights are achieved.

- 18 -

Future Think Program, San Jose City College, Spring, 1974

Course

Sociology 13
Sociology 10
Psychology 94
English 69
History 50
English 1 B

Biology 63

English 1 A

Language 1

Sociology 13
Psychology 94

History 50
Sociology 10
Biology 63
English 1 A
English 1 B

Language 1

English 69
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TABLE VI
Summary of student selection of Articles from the
Universal Declaration Of Human Rights for addition to courses in the
Future Think Program, San Jose City College, Spring, 1974

Article Number and Summary: , Course:
14; Right to seek and enjoy in other countries Sociology 13
asylum from persecution, History 50
15. Right to a natiorality. | History 50 -
22, Right to social security, economic,cultural, English 69
and social rights, and freedom to develop
personality.
25. The right to a standard of living adequate Sociology 10
for the health and well-being of the family. Psychology 94
26, The right to an education, Biology 63

- 19 -
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The first choice in Biology 63 was Article 25, "...the right
to a standard of living adequate for the health and well=-being
of himself and his family, etc." which was in line with the
topics of ecology and environment stressed in that part of the
Program.,

Students felt that Articles 14, "...the right to seek and enjoy

" in other countries asylum from persecution," and 25, "the right

to a standard of living,"should have received greater stress in
some of the courses.

Instructors will wish to examine the Articles, and those selected
by students, as they relate to their own courses. These Articles
may also provide a valuable point of discussion for the total
Future Think Program staff in seeking greater unity in the
Program.

The survey was also interested in determining the effect the
courses had on student optimism or pessimism relating to world

affairs. Following their assignment of Articles of the DECLARATION

OF HUMAN RIGHTS to the various courses in the Program, students
were asked to indicate their estimates of the chances that the
goals would be achieved. They also were asked to estimate their
rating of the chances if they were completing the survey BEFORE
taking the course(s). The items and the student responses
follow:

"Now that you have read and thouyht about the UNIVERSAL
DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS, and also have taken a Future Think
Course (s), we would like you to 'play futurist' for us by
giving us your personal predictions about the human rights
mentioned in the DECLARATION. Please answer the following
question by checking ONE REPLY OHILY: "In my opinion, the chances
of attaining reasonably well most of the human rights mentioned
in the DECLARATION by the Year 2000 A.D. are: 57 Good, 143
Fair, 133 Poor, 12 None, 21 No Respouse.

“Now, one last question. HRere it is: "If I had been asked
the question above BEFORE TAKING THIS FUTURE THINK COURSE(S), I
robably would have felt that the chances of attaining reasonably
well most of the human rights mentioned in the DECLARATION by
the Year 2000 A.D. are: 78 Good, ll6 Fair, 115 Poor, 33 None,
24 No Response." .

It should be noted that a greater sprecad of opinion was attributed
by the students to their estimate of chances before taking the
course{s). This is a typical reaction found in Delphi surveys
after several iterations, and after reflection on the response

of others. One might conjecture in looking &t the students'
responses to these items that they have moved tc a greater position
of reality, or on the other hand, tec a rore wmodcrate posture

with respect to world affairs in the futvurec.

”

o

&

~
& 4

- 20
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APPENDIX A

DCM ASSOCIATES: STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS

DCM ASSOCIATES, a private for-profit firm, was established
in San Francisco in 1966 as a constlting and publishing organiza=-
tion. Since its inception, DCMA has concentrated its interests
and activities in education and in futures research and futures
studies, Current or recent assignments include:

l, Assisting a community college in designing, developing,
securing authorization for, and implementing a campus-wide Intere-
departmental Futures Education Program,

2. Organizing and directing a three-~weel futures education
workshop jointly sponsored by a university and a major futures
research organization,

3, For DCMA's own ADVENT futures education procram, de=-
signing, developing, testing, and publishing an integratecd set
of learning materials for futures education, hased on the cur-
riculum developed for the field by ADVEMT's co-directors, David
C. Miller and Dr. Ronald L, Hunt,

4, As project consultant to a management planning consul~
tant firm and to one of the nation's largest contract research
organizations, assisting a large insurance holding company and
a rail transport leasing corroration to apply Divercencec Mapping
to their top-management planning activities, Divergence Mapning,
of which David C, Miller was a co-developer, is a systematic pro-
cedure for identifying significant alternative futures ané as-
sessing their potential impacts on organizational missions,

The evaluation of San Jose City College's Future Think
Program was directed by David C, Miller and Dr, Ronald L, Hunt,
Assisting in classroom cbsarvations werc the following associ-
ates: Carl Cheyney, Jacques Locke, Thomas Mandel, and pyan
Howell Pyke. David Gilli directed computer data analysis,

DAVID C, MILLER is a nationally reccognized futuriest edu-
cator, consultant, and researcher, He is a charter member of the
15,000 member World Future Society, and a general editor of its
periodical, The Futurist. In 1966 for San Francisco State Uni-
versity he directed one of the naticn's first futures cducation
workshops for teachers, "Technology and rducation in the 2lst
Century" (subsequently the basis of a book by the same title).
He has served as futures consultant to such organizations as
the American Institute of Architects, The RBoeing Company, The
Weyerhaeuser Company, Transamerica Research Corporation, and
the Puget Sound Governnmental Conference, During 1972 ancd 1973,
Mr, Miller was a founding partner of Pacific louse, a futures
studies consultant firm in Palo Alto, Califcrnia, Since 1967,
he has been Adjunct Professor in the futures-oriented graduate
Cybernetic Systems Program at San Jose State University,

Lal |
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APPEMDIX A (continued)

DR, RONALD L, HUNT is Professor of Instructional Tech=
nology in the School of Education, San Jose State University
and President of Hunt Productions, San Jose, During 1966 and
1967, Dr. Hunt organized and directed a pioneering futures
study of education in California for the State Committee on
Public Education. Currently, Dr, Hunt is directing a multi-
year project for a multi-national energy corrmoration, devel-
oping a series of multi~media learning materials about energy
and the environment for use by public schools., Together with
pavid C, Miller at San Jose State University during 1971-1973
Dr. Hunt directed the cesign, development, and test of a
graduate curriculum in futures education. The project was
sponsored by the U.S, Office of Fducation's first curriculum
grant in the futures field, The curriculum is now in use in
many colleges and universities and has been adopted by DCM
Associates as the basis for its ADVENT futures education
program, of which Dr, Hunt is co-director.

Mr. CARL CHEYNEY is on academic leave from the doc-
toral program at tue University of California, San Diego
where he developed an innovative and successful course
in futures studies for underachieving undergraduates. lr,
Cheyney is engacged in developing a project emphasizing the
future of the San Francisco Bay Arce, He also is developing
a community service futures education ccurse in association
with a community college and a directed-reading correspondence
course for DCM Asscclates.

Mr., JACQUES LOCK) is a senior staff member in the
Information Systems Group, Lockheed Missiles and Space Company,
Sunnyvale. A graduate of the futures-oriented Cybernztic Systems
Prcgram at San Jose State University, Nr. TL.ocke is preparing
for a career in futures cducation at the community college level.

Mr. THOMAS MANDFEL holds cne of the first futures degrees
ever awarded by a university from the University of Dawaii. le
is currently on the project staff at the Center for the Study of
Social Policy, .Stanford Research Institute where he is parti-
cipating in futures research projects in the fields of education
and energy.

Ms. DYAN HOWELL PTEE is a faculty memker 3in the Cemmuni-
cations Department, College of Marin, Kentfiel?d, California,
In that capacity she has since its inception taught in and paxr-
ticipated in the development of COM's nationally recognized
futures instruction, an effort which has now culminated in
what may be the nation's first interdepartmental futures edu-
cation program at the community college level. Ms, Pike is
presently co-authoring a futures textbook with Ms, Maryijene
punstan and Ms, Patricia Garland whoee earlicr work, Worlds
In The Making was the first undergraduate futures textbook
published, and which is used in hundreds of colleges and

secondary schools,
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APPENDIX B

Classroom Observer's Report
San Jose City College Future Think Program, Spring, 1974

PART I: Master List of Observation Items

NOTE TO OBSERVER: The following items are the things we ask you to note
in particular as you observe your class session. In addition, please re-
cord all other observations you helieve will be useful to Program staff
in improving and strengthening the Program next semester,

1. Was the instructor on time?
2. How many students were tardy?
3, Did class begin on time?
4, How many students in class?
5, How were the "vibes" before class?
6., How did the instructor begin class?
. 7. Were today's objectives clearly stated?
8, Was a homework assignment due?
9, How many students turned in assignment?
10, Which instructional mode was used primarily during this half-hour?
(a) Lecture (b) Discussion (c) Other (specify)
11, What is the general level of student attention?
.12, What is che general level of student participation?
13, Any use of visual aids? 1If YES, specify.
14, Any mention of other Future Think courses? If YES, specify which ones.
15, 1Is the instructor's major apparent objective to give information?
16. 1Is the instructor's major apparent objective to stimulate thought,
discussion? :
17. What other major objective does the instructor seem to have?
18, 1Is the "pace" of class rapid, moderate, or slow?
19, How well does class seem to mcet instructor's demands?
-20. How well does instructor secm to meet the class' demands?
21, Are you yourself learning something new about the future? If YES,
please specify?
22, In what ways does the instructor's approach resemble your own?
23, In what ways is the instructor's approach most different from yours?
24, What percent of the information flow is FROM instructor TO class? FROM
class TO instructor and class.
25, Does the instructor seem to be enjoying himself/herself?
26, Does the class seem to be enjoying itself?
27. What reference or use is made of text or other required materials?
28. Is a homework assignment given? If YES, do most students acknowledge and
seem to understand the assignment?
29, What one thing have you learned in this class that you will use yourself?
30, What one thing would you like to suggest to this instructor?
31. Vvhat other general remarks or observations do you have? REVIEW THIS LIST
TO PROMPT YOUR MEMORY,
32, Did the class end promptly?
33, Did some students stay after class to talk?

- R5
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PART II: 3'320'31_

Coursse Title ‘ Dats hesrver

INSTRUCTIONS 10 OBSEIWER: 1. Pirst, complets all items reguested abovwe
3. lay this Form Desids PARR I: Master List

on
8. As class proceeds, scan the Master xﬁz-m- U
4. When & Master List item mentions something Wv
Jot the number of that itam on the form, £ by your
cbeervation. Make your written comments as clesr and
88 you can,
S. Pay special attantion to Items 31. .
6. Yhen the half-hour intervel is ovem, put aside this
oopy of the Form, get a fresh one, and begin again.

7. Use both sides of this Porm if sstessary. If 80, please
writs "CEER" at the bottos of: this page. :

E

- 24 -
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APPENDIX C
DCN ASSOCIATES
W8 Fox Paza

Sen Fraveticn, Ca 14102
J13-626-3125

THIS 1S NOT A TESTI

Fo: All estudents, Future Think Program
San Jose City College, Spring 1974

From: Dave Miller, DCM Assoctates

Any new educatioral program requires an asseg Nl .o
sment by an independent, qualified outside pawtih!thruhInsiche
DCM Associates has been retained for this purposec

by your instructors. Our job is to find out what
vorked, what didn't, how you the atudents feel

about the course, and how it can be improved next
year. To that end, this ia& your opportunity to

make suggestiong., Thio ia not a test. You needn't
8ign tha encloesed questionnaire unlesa you want to.
After you have completed the questionnaire, please
8eal it in the cnvelope provided, and give it to
your instructor. S/he will give it to us, unopened.
Your inetructor will never see your form, and your
replies will have no effeet on your course grade.

As a student in the Fuiure Think Program, you are
concerned about what life may be like in 1984,

2000, and even beyond. Having eompleted one semeéter
in the prograr, you can contribute to the Program's
future by telling us:

1. Who you are (ineluding your name ONLY IF YOU WIBIN).
2. What you gained from the Future Think Progran
3. What you recommend for making the Program

even better next year,

We wish to express to you DCM Assoeiates' appreciation for
your help. Your {nstructor will aleo be grateful for your
help. Most of all, students who enter the Future Think
Program in the future will be appreciative of the contri-
bution you have made toward improving the Program for them.

How, please turn to the next page and begin.
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CuadFlnanmiil 913 YOX PLAZA
Pf:c;v:‘.'.?:.:.':-'l"-'.',‘;.:\' GAN FILANCISCO, CA Gl o
Puture Think Program Queationnaire, 5-74, page 3" = -
THIS IS JOT A TEST! '
PART 1 : ‘0 YU ARE
BLOCK A :  QprronAl, FILL IN THIS BLOCK ONLY IF YOU WISH TO.

L. Your name
2. Your address and home phone

BLOCK B : A1l students MUST complete this Block.

3. Your age years.
4, No years of school completed as of June 1974. YEARS

« Are you employed this semester? N0 —__YES

If employed, do you work ___ FULLTIHE __ PARTTIHE. (X one)

. If employed, please check one of thce Ctems below: '
— 8. Professional employment c. Sem Semi-skilled employment
—_b. Technical employment __d. Unskilled cmployment

8. As of June, 1974, how many yecars of schcol will you
have completed?

5
6
7

YEARS

9. Please X one block below to indicate how much farther
you intend to pursue your formal education

a. Ph.D. b. M.A. ___c. M.S. __ d. B.A.
— ©. B.S. — F. AA. — 0. certificate
h. no degree or certificate ___ . other (please specify)

10. Please X one: a. I am FEMALE —.b. I am MALE.
11. In the 1ist of Future Think courses below, please place an
X beside each course you are cnrolled in this semester:

—. 2. Biology 63 f. L f. Langquage 1

—b. English 1-A . 8. Prychology 94
- €. English 1-B —_ h. Sociology 10
w—. d. English 69 —_ 1. Sociology 13

e, History 50

©

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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R ELE N Lokl bl od

NS STIAL DCYM ASSGUIAT
| WPR D Pl iery Sy s s -

PROFPRIETARY 003 FOX PLAZA
Future Think Program Questionnaire, §-74, page 3N FRANCISCO, CA 9i

THIS IS HQT A TEST!

What You Gain
SDART T MHAT YOU G

Brock C : A1l students MUST complete this Block.

One of the best ways to find out for yourself what you
have actually learned in a course is to use what you

. have learned in thinking about related {deas and ma-
terials you have never actually seen or thought about
before. That is the course evaluation approach taken
1n this Block of the Questionnaire.

Along with this Questionnaire, you vere afven a printed
copy of the UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS.

STCP RIGHT NOW AND TAKE THE TIME TO READ THROUGH THE
DECLARATION CAREFULLY. YOU WILL BE ASKED A SERIES OF
QUESTIONS ABOUT THE DECLARATION BELOW.

flow that you have finished reading .ie Universal De-

claration Of Human Rights, let's see if the ideas in

the Declaration can be related to the ideas presented *
in the Future Think coursc(s) you have taken. REMEMBER,

THIS IS HOT A TEST. A11 we are trying to discover is

whether or not the course may have helped clarify your

ideas about such topics as human rights. Here is how

we shall go about 1t:

On the next page, we have listed once again all the
courses in the Future Think Program. PLEASE PLAGE AN
X BESIDE EACH COURSE YOU HAVE TAKEN THIS SEMESTER.

For each Future Think course you have taken, we want to
have your opinion on two things:

1. Quickly reviewing the Human Rights fn the De-
claration, which Articles in the Declaration
raise topics which were covered in the Course?
For such topics, write the Article number from
the Declaration 1n the space provided under
“INCLUDED"

2. Looking through the Declaration once agatin and
thinking about each Future Think course you have
taken, which topics were NOT covered which SHOULD
HAVE BEEN COVERED, in your opinion? Once again,
write the Article number from the Decclaration
in the space provided uner "HOT INCLUDED BUT
SHOULD HAVE BEEN." '

If you have any question about-what you are to do, please
l check with your Instructor. Wheén you are ready, turn
Eﬁigk the page and begin. .
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Puture Think Program Questionnaire, 5-74, page 4 sAN FRANCISCO, ¢ «.r

THIS IS [OT A TEST!

COURSE NUMBER DID YOU IN YOUR PERSONAL OPINION, WHICH OF.
TAKE IT? THE 30 ARTICLES IN THE UNIVERSAL
DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS WERE:

A. RELATED TO TOPICS B. YOPICS NOT COV-

DU A830C1.3 50

ACTUALLY COVERED ERED INTHIS
IN THIS COURSE: COURSE WHICH
| (Give Article Nos.) SHOULD HAVE BEEHN
COURSE NUMBER DID YOU (Give Article MNos.)
: TAKE_IT?
Sociology 13 A. b. C. a. b. C.
English 69 a. b. C. a. b, c.
History 50 ' a. b c a. b. c.
Sociology 10 a. b. c. a. b C.
Biology 63 a. b. c. a, b, C.
Psychology 94 a. b. c. a. b C.
English 1 A - a. b. C. a. b, C.
English 1 B a. b. C. a. h. C.
Language 1 a. b. [ a. b, c.

Now that you have read and thought about the UMIVERSAL DECLARATION
: OF HUMAN RIGHTS, and also have taken a Future Think course(s), ve
! would 1ike you to "“play futurist" for us by giving us your personal
: predictions about the human rights mentioned in the Beclaration.
Please answer the following question by checking OHNR REPLY ONLY:

«In my opinion, the chances of attaining reasonably well most of the
human rights mentfoned in the Declaration by tle Year 2000 A.D. are:

| CHECK ONLY ONE REPLY HERE: - ___Good ___ Fair __ Poor __ Hone

Now, one last question. Here it is:

“If I had been asked the question above BEFORE TAKING THIS FUTURE
THINK COURSE(S), 1 probably would have felt that the chances of
attaining reasonably weil most of the human rights mentioned in the
Declaration by the Year 2000 A.D. are:

CHECK ONLY ONE REPLY HERE: __Good ___ Fair ___Poor __ MNone

That completes Block C. Hlowgo on to Block D on the next page.
- 28 -
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Future Think Program Questionnaire, §-74, page §

THIS IS NOT A TEST!
BLOCK D:  AwL STUDENTS MUST COMPLETE THIS BLOCK.

In this Block, you will be asked whether zou agree or dis-

. agree with a number of statements about the Future Think
Program. In expressing your agreement or disagreement,
PLEASE USE THE FOLLOWING RATING NUMBERS

A "1" means that YOU EMPHATICALLY AGREE with a statement.

A “2" means that you SIMPLY AGREE with a statement. ’
A :1“ means that you SIMPLY DISAGREE with a statement,

A “4" means that you EMPHATICALLY DISAGREE with a statement.

A."5" means that you have SOME OTHER OPINION about the statement.
(When you put down a “5", add a few words which expresses
. your personal opinion about the statement.)

llow do YOU rate
: this statement?
QUESTION . (1.2,3,4, or 5)

1.My Future Think course(s) made me feel nore
responsible for shaping my own future.

2.My Future Think course(s) made me feel more
responsible for shaping society's future.

3.My Future Think course(é) have given me more
help in planning my 1ife effectively than
have other courses I have taken bcfore.

4.1 have done more reading in the Future Think
~course(s) than in other courses I've taken.

5.My Future Think course(s) have made me feel
more responsible towards other world nations.

6.1 have done more thinking in the Future Think
. course(s) than in other college courses I've had.

7.My Future Think course(s) have caused me to
. modify my own lifestyle

8.Futurists and futures study are of great value
to society.

9.My instructor(s) in this course(s) was well prepared

||

10. My instructor(s) excited and held my interest

Go on to the next swae
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Q - 29 %W

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Future Think Program Questionnaire, 5-74f page 6 DC:H AS30CTATLN

THIS IS H{OT A TEST! Y08 FOX PLAZA

SAN FRANCICCN 4 a5t

~ How po YOU rA
CONSIDEZMNTIAL this statemen.{;
QUESTION PROPRIETARY (1,2,3,4,0r 5)

11. Raving taken this Future Think course(s),
I understand human nature better now.

12.“1 would encourage other students to take
one or more Future Think courses.

13, Now that I have had a Future Think course(s),
1 am better able to plan my own life.

14, Now that I have had a Future Think course(s),
I better understand world affairs.

15. My Future Think course(s) has helped me
to plan my own career more intelligently,

16. A global perspective is necessary for everyone

17. Hore college courses should concentrate on
the future. -

18. 1 plin to take other courses in the
Future Think Program.

19, fhis has been one of the best course experi-
ences 1in my college career.

20. DO NOT USE THE RATING SCALE FOR THIS QUESTIO:
For me, the most meaningful presentations were:

FIRST:

SECOND:

THIRD:

21. DO NOT USE THE RATING SCALE FOR THIS QUESTION:
For me, the most effective methods of presenta-
tion were: ' T

FIBST:

SECOND:

THIRD:

Go on to the next page
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. DT ASSOULAYES
THIS IS HOT A TESTmriDENTIAL A
. FROPIVMTTARY 908 POX PLAZA
BLOCK E: ALL STUDENTS MUST COMPLETE THIS BLOCK, SAN FRANCIENO, CA Bi1i
Finally, we wish to have your specific recommendations about
what should be added to or aleleted from the Future Think Pro-

gram next year. Please use the separate spaces provided below,
one space for each course in which you were enrolled:

Course Number
Topics which should be ADDED:

——————

Topics which should be DELETED:

Course HNumber
Topics which should be ADDED:

" Topics which should be DELETED:

- Course Number
Topics which should be ADDED:

topics which should be DELETED:

(YOTE: If you were enrolled in more than tharee Future Think
courses, please usae the baek of this sheet to give
your recommendations for the other courzes.)

L W
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Future Think Program Questionnaire, §-74, page 8
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PROPRIETARY  THIS IS NOT A TEST! 808 TOX PLAZA

BLOCK F: ALL STUDENTS MUST COMPLETE THIS BLOCK, SAN FRANCISCO, €& 01102

Apart from the actual Future Think course(s) you took

- this semester, we vouid also 1ike to have your general
recommendations for the program's future development.
For example, we'd 11ke to have your thoughts on the
following points:

- 1. What new courses should be offered?
2. Which™of your other instsnators would you 1ike
to have offer @ Future Think course?
3. What different kinds of presentations would you
11ke to see tried?
4. What community resource speakers would you like
to have invited to participate in Future Think?
5. What books, films, or other materials would you
1ike to see used in Future Think? A

Those are just a few typical questions about which wve
would likg to haveiyour xiews. Please answer t?em-;
or any other questions that may occur to vou--in the

) bTank space provided below. (Use the back of the sheet
if you need more space.) .

That completes thie Future Think Evaluation Questionnaire.
DCM Assoctiates wishes to express our appreciation to you

for your contvibution. Be assured that your suggestions will
be carefully considered and reflected im our recommendations.

- &5-
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. UINLVERDAL,
"~ DECLARATION

o of
HUMAN RIGHTS

On sacemsan 10, 1948, the Ceneral Assembly of the
Usnlted Nations adopted and prociaimed the Universal
Declerstion of Human Rights, the full text of which
appears fa the following pages. Following this Mistoric
oct the Atsembly called spon alt Member cowntries to
pudlicize the text of the Declaration and “to camse it to
be dirseminated, ditplayed, resd and expounded princi-
patly in echools and other educational Institutions, with.
out distinction based on the politicsl status of comntries
or tassitories,”

]
e

-

Final Authorized Text
UNITED NATIONS

OFFICE OF PUBLIC INFORMATION
' UNIVERSAL DECLARATION

OF HUMAN RICHTS

PREAMBLE b

Whersas recognition of the inherent dignity and
of the equal and inalienable rights of all members
of the human family is the foundation of free-
dom, justice and peace in the world,

Whereas disregard and contempt for human
rights have resulted in barbarous acts which have
outraged the conscience of mankind, and the
advent of a world in which human beings shall
enjoy freedom of speech and belief and freedom
from fear and want has been proclaimed as the
highest aspiration of the common people,

Whereas it is essential, if man is not to be com-
pelled to have recourse, as a last resort, to re-
bellion against tyranny and oppression, that
human rights should be protected by the rule
of law,

Whereas it is essential to prom'ote the develop-
ment of friendly relations between nations,

Whaereos the peoples of the United Nations have
in the Charter reafirmed their faith in funda.
mental human rights, in the dignity and worth
of the human person and in the equal rights of
men and women and have determined to pro-
mote social progress and better standards of life
in larger freedom,

Whereas Member States have pledged them-
selves to achieve, in co-operation with the United
Nations, the promotion of universal respect for
and observance of human rights and funda-
mental freedoms,

oWhereas a commion understanding of these
lChts and freedoms is of the greatest importance

' the full realization of this pledge,

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

APPENDIX D

THE CENERAL ASSEMBLY
" proclaims

THIS UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF
HUMAN RICGHTS as a comnton standard of
achievement for all peoples and all natlons, to
the aad that every individual and every organ
of scciety, keeping this Declaration constantly

. in mind, shall strive by teaching and education

to promate respect for these rights and freedoms
and by progressive measures, national and inter-
national, to secure their universal and effective
recognition and observance, both among the
peoples of Member States themselves and among
the peoples of territories under their jurisdiction.

Article 1. All human beings are born free and
equal in dignity and rights. They are endowed
with reason and conscience and should act
towards one another in a spirit of brotherhood.

Artlicle 2. Everyone is entitled to all the rights
and freedoms set forth in this Declaration, with.

. out distinction of any kind, such as race, colour,

sex, language, religion, political or other opinion,
national or social origin, property, birth or other
status, .

Furthennore, no distinction shall be made on
the hasis of the political, jurisdictional or inters
national status of the country or territory to
which a person belongs, whather it be independ-
ent, trust, non-self-governing or under any other
limitation of sovereignty.

Article 3. Everyone has the right to life, liberty
and security of person. -

Article 4. No one shall be held in slavery or
servitude; slavery and the slave trade shall be
prohibited in all their forms.

Article 5. No one shall be subjected to torture
or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment.

Article 6. Everyone has the right to recognition
everywhere as a person before the law.

Article 7. All are equal before the law and are
entitled without any discrimination to equal pro-
tection of the law. All are entitled to equal pro-
tection against any discrimination in violation of
this Declaration and against any incitement to
such discrimination.

Atticle 8, Everyone has the right to an effective
remedy by the competent national tribunals for
acts violating the fundamental rights granted
him by the constitution or by jaw.

Article 9. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary
arrest, detention or exile.

Article 10, Everyone is entitled in full equality
to a fair and public hearing by an independent
and impartial tribunal, in the determination of
his rights and obligations and of any criminal
charge against him.

Article 11, (1) Everyone charged with a penal
offence has the right 10 be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to faw in a public
trial at which he has had all the guarantees
necessary for his defence.

(2) No one shall be held guilty of any penal
offence on account of any act or omission which
did not coustitute a penal offence, under national
or international law, at the time when it was
committed. Nor shall a heavier penalty be im-
posed than the one that was applicable at the
time the penal offence was committed.

Article 12. No one shall be subjected to arbi-
trary interference with his privacy, family, home
or correspondenes. . ¢ ) mprast et
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the protection of the law against such interfer-
ence or attacks.

Article 13. (1) Everyone has the right to freedom
of movement and residence within the borders
of each state.

(2) Everyonc has the right to leave any country,
including his own, and to veturn to his country.

Article 14. (1) Cveryone has the right to seck
and to enjoy ir. other countries asylum from per-
secution,

(2) This right may not be invoked in the case
of prosecutions genuinely arising from Ron-polit-
ical crimes or from acts contrary to the purposes
and principles of the United Nations.
Atticle 15. (1) Everyone has the right to a
nationality. ‘
(2) No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of lu_s
nationality nor denicd the right to thange his
nationality.

Article 16. (1) Men and women of full age,
without any limitation due to race, nationality
or religion, have the right to marry anfi to found
a family. They are entitled to wrual n_ghts as to
marriage, during marriage and at its dissolution.
(2) Marriage shall be entered into only with the
free and full consent of the inteading spouses.
(3) The family is the natural and hmdamex{tal
group unit of socicty and is entitled to protection
by socicty and the State,

Article 17. (1) Lveryone has the right to own

property alone as well as in association with
others.

(2) No one shall be arbitrarily duprived of his
property.

Article 18. Everyone has the right to f.rcu.!om
of thought, conscience and 1clipien; this m.:m
includes freedom to change his religion or hel:'c{ ,
and freedom, cither alone or in community wu.h
others and in public or private, 10 :_nam{est h.""
religion or helief in teaching, practice, worship
and ohservance.

Adticle 19. Lveryone has the right to frccdmn
of opinion and expression; this rig_ht includes
freedom to hold opinions without mtcr_fcrcncc
and to seck, receive and impart information and
ideas through any media and regardless of
frontiers.

Artlclo 20. (1) Everyone has the ripht.to free-
dom of peaceful assembly and association.

(2) No onc may be compelled to belong to an
association.

Ariicle 21. (1) Everyone has the right to take
part in the governinent of his ountry, directly
or through frecly chosen representatives.

(2) Everyone has the right of equal access to
public service in his country.
(3) The will of the people shall he the bacic of
the authority of governmcat; this will shal! be
expressed in periodic and penuine elections
which shall be by universal and equal st.uﬂ'mnc
and shall be held by secret vote or by equivalent
free voting procedures.
Article 22. Everyone, as a3 member of socicty.
has the right to social security and is entitled to
realization, through national effort and im?r-
national co-cperation and in accordance with
the organization and resources of zach Siate, .of
the economic, sacial and cultural rights indis-
pensable for his dignity and the free develop-
ment of his persenality.
Q Arlicle 23. (1) Everyone has the right to work, to
E MC free choice of employment, to just and favow able
ammmmm  conditions of work and to protection again-t
1

.
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\2) tveryone, without any discrimination, has
the right to equal pay for equal work.

(3) Everyone who works has the right to just
and favourahle remuneration ensuring for him-
sclf and his family an existence worthy of human

dignity, and supplemented, if nccessary, by other
theans of social protection.

(4) Everyone has the right to form and to join
_ trade unions for the protection of his interests.

Article 24, Everyone has the right to rest and
leisure, including reasonable limitation of work.
ing hours and periodic holidays with pay.

Article 25. (1) Everyone has the right to a
standard of living adequate for the health and
well-being of himself and of his family, includ-
ing food, clothinp, housing and medical care
and necessary social services, and the right to
security in the event of unemployment, sick
ness, disability, widowhood, old age or other

lack of livelihood in circumstances beyond his
control.

(2) Motherhood and childhood are entitled to
special care and assistance. All children, whether

born in or out of wedlock, shall cnjoy the same
social protection.

Article 26. (1) Everyone has the right to edu.
cation. Education shall be free, at feast in the
clementary and fundamental stapes. Elementary
education shall be compulsory. Technical and
professional edrration shall he made generally
available and | her education shall be equally

accessible to all n the basis of merit,

(2) Tducation s all be dirccted to the full de-
velopment of the human personality and to the
strengthening of respect for human rights and
fundamental freedoms. Tt shall promote under-
standing, tolerance and friendship among all

nations, racial or religtiovs groups, and shall
further the activitics of the United Nations for
the maintenance of peace,

(3) Parents have a prior right to choose the kind
of education that shall be given to their children.

Article 27. (1) Everyone has the right freely to
participate in the cultural fife of the commanity,
to cnjoy the arts and to share in scientific ad-
vancement and its benefits,

(2) Everyone has the right to the protection of
the moral and material interests resulting from
any scientific, literary or artistic production of
which he is the author.

Article 28. Fveryone is entitled to a social and
international order in which the rights and free.
doms set forth in this Declaration can be fully
realized.

Article 29. (1) Everyone has duties to the com-
munity in which alone the free and full develop-
ment of his personality is possible.

(2) In the exercise of his rights and freedoms,
everyone shall be suljjcct only to such limitations
as are detennined by Jaw solely for the purpose
of securing due recopnition and respect for the
rights and freedoms of others and of nieeting
the just requirements of morality, public order
and the general welfare in a democratic socicty.
(3) These rights and freedoms may in no case
be exercised contrary to the purposes and princi-
ples of the United Nations.

Article 20. Nothing in this Dedaration may be
interpreted as implying for any State, group or
person any right 1o enrape in any activity or tn
perfariy any act aimed at the destruction of any
of the rights and freedoms set forth herein.
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APPENDIX E

Articles Related to Topics Actually Covered

ARTICLE SOC. 13 ENG. 69 HIST. 50 SOC. 10 BIO. 63 PSY. 94 ENG.

1A ENG.

1B LANG.

1 TOTAL
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N0 REPLY TO A, 62--did not respord to at least one Article
NO REPLY TO B, 86--did not reepond to a second Article

RO REPLY TQ C, 129--did not respond to a third Article
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ARTICLE SOC. 13 ENG. 69 HIST. 50 SOC. 10 BIO. 63 PSY. 94 ENG. 1A ENG. 1B LANG. 1 TOTAL

AP2ENDIX F

Topics Not Covered Which ‘Should Have Been
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8O REPLY TO A, 238--did not respond to at least ome Article

NO REPLY TO B, 278--did not respond to a second Article

NO REPLY TO C, 323--did not respond to a third Article

NO REPLY TO COURSE(S) TAKEN & NO REPLY TO ARTICLES, 37 - 86 -
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APPENDIX G

Results from Block B, Future Think Program Questionnaire,
San Jose City College, Spring Semester, 1974

The total number of students is: 367 .
The average age of all students is: 27,6583
The average number of years of school is: 213,980
The number of students taking one course is: 266
The number of students taking two courses is: 74
The number of students taking three courses 1s:10

- The number of students taking four courses is: 3

‘ The nunber of students taking five courses is: 0

Item: Number : Percentage of all students in Program:
Female 158 43.052 7
Male 204 56,686 %
Employed 206 72,460 %
Not employed 100 27.2¢48 %
"No reply 1 0.273 &
PercentAga of all employed:
Fulltime emp, 172 64, €68
Parttime cnp. 20 33,884 %
No reply 4 1,804 % -
Professional,, .. 66 fw 24,812 %
Technical 88— 23,684 %
Semi skilled 104 ¢ 38,086 7
Unskilled 28 7 10.526 %
No reply s . 1,880 7%
Ph.D, 26 7,084 %
M.,A, 66 17,9684 3
M.S. 14 3.815 %
B.A, 117 31.880 7
B.S. 57 15,531 %
A.A, 49 13,8351 8
Certificate € 1,635 %
No degree 14 3.815 7%
Other .23 J.642 %
. No reply 5 1,262 %
Biology 63 89 24.251 %
English 1 A 23 6,267 &
English 1 B 20 5,450 %
Fnglish 69 32 8.719 %
History 50 56 14,946 % U
Language 1 25 €,812 % vagzss ';Y OF CALIF.,
Psychology 94 16 12,534 % NGELES
Sociology 10 97 26.431 %
Sociology 13 71 19,346 % MAR 07 1975
No reply 15 4.087 7 oL
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