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.As many readers of this report will know, th
/1/D/E/A/ Change Program for Indwidually

. Guided Education (IGE) is a teacher inservice
program aimed at two basic goals: (1) indi-
vidualizing learning, and (2) continuous
improvement of the staff and school.

This school improvement effort includes
cdncepts that have come from the work of
many people and _:mﬁzc:o:m. The processes
of implementation stem from the Study of
Educational Change and School Improvement
begun by /I/D/E/A/ in 1966 and from sub-
sequent staff work done in cooperation with
other institutions_and schools. We also have
drawn on such programs as the Ford
Foundation-sponsored Harvard Teaching
Teams’ project conducted from 1959 to 1964
and from worK of the Wisconsin Research
and Development Center for Cognitive .
Learming. =

"IGE 1s implemented within Leagues of |
Schools that are committed to working to-
ward the program’s two basic goals. ,
Additionally, each League is associated with
an Intermediatg Agency—a .oo__m@m. university,
local or state eflucation agency,.or other
type of institution—that provides a Facili-
tator to wor ith schools in its area.

In 1970, there were 125 schools partici-
pating in the project. Toddy, more than
1,200 schools in 36 states, plus American-
sponsored schopls in approximately two

* dozen other countries, are in some phase of
implémenting the. |GE processes.

A

Each phase of developing IGE has been
accompanied by Special attention to evalu-
ation. Initially, we examined research °

-

A
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relating to selected school practices that

. ultimately became a part of 1GE. The way
we combined these practices into a compre-
Jhensive design for use in schools was analyzed
intensely by selected teachers and admini-
strators and by university scholars.

The tGE training materials and ctinical
workshops that have emerged from our
developmental efforts have been shaped by
both forimal and informal studies of their
effectiveness. We continue to operate and
refine a comprehensive system of monitor-
ing the extent to which the IGE concepts
are being implemented in participating .
schools.

This report is based on one of several
iInquiries into the effects of IGE. As noted

in the text, the material is from a study by
Belden Associates of how administrators,
teachers, parents,#and children feel about
various aspects of IGE and their beliefs about
Its results.

Though information from this survey shows
that perceived benefits of _%.m are highly
favorable, we do not suggest this study is a
substitute for other measurement and
evaluation of IGE effects. Accordingly, we
continue to sponsor other studies of pupil
achievement and 6ther impacts of IGE. We
frequently receive reports of evaluation
studies done through the sponsorship of
other institutions. '

Ous own work and the studies by others
show that change is taking place in IGE
schools. As this report verifies, attitudes
toward |GE are overwhelmingly favorable.

The inquiries we have sponsored, and other

. <

evaluation reports, show that IGE’s impact
on student achievement test scores ._mm..:mxma.
The program’s impact on costs also is mixed
and is largely determined by the individual

school. . *

Taken together, the wide-ranging set of
studies of | GE reflect that the resultg are
very positive and reinforce our belief that it

.15 ope of the most promising school improve-

.

ment efforts ever undertaken.

<<m5<mmm<o:-:mma .::.:mno:m:a ﬂmmbosnw\
with comments, suggestions, or questions,
Also, we invite you to write for other infor-
mation relating to IGE.

Samuel G. Sava
Execuytive Director

. . -y . .

Teachers and students  along with parents and
admmnistiators  gave thewr views on G during the
Belden survey Across the board, attitudes were
overwhelmingly favorable, }
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Almost all the teachers questioned responded that

the IGE program did a “good” or .‘mx‘nm\\m\:: Jjob

of producing quality education. .
7

What the report is ﬂ

This report presents af:&:@m of an attitude
studywgconducted among school administra-
tors, teachers, students, and parents involved
with mnso@m using the /I/D/E/A/ Change

. Program for Individually Guided Education

1GE).

Belden Associates—a research firm located
in Dallas, Texas—carried out the two-year
study at the request of the Institute for
Development of Educational Activities, _Inc.
{/I/D/E/A/), the educational affiliate of wrm
Charles F. Kettering Foundation.,

The study was designed to help /I/D/E/A/
staff and others evaluate the Change
Program for IGE during the 1972-73 and
1973-74 school years.

-

[ g .

-

“The Report” -

1

What we were trying
to find out

The main z,::@m we wanted to know
were: <.

~ .

GETTING READY.TO _~m>U

* How administrators, teachers, parents,

and students feel toward IGE as they
participate-in its implementation.

* How attitudes of peoble in schools with

high levels of IGE implementation-
compare with attitudes of people in
schoals with low levels of IGE imple-
mentation.

How attitudes of people in IGE schools

in urban areas differ from those held by
people in IGE sehools in non-urban areas.

e How peoples’ attitudes differ in IGE
‘schools that are mostky white vs IGE
schools that are mostly non-white. .

r—r-

* How attitudes of pegple whio started IGE

with strategies, materials, and training

prior to 1972 compare with attitudes of

people who have started |GE 3,08
recently. .

. page four . .

<

How the researchers -
conducted the stydy

Belden researchers, in consultation with
/I/D/E/A/, designed, developed, and tested
four standard interview protocol question-
naires to gather pertinent data from school
administrators, teachers, students, and
parents of the students in the IGE schools
or schbol Learning Communities*. These
interview protocol questionnaires {copies of
the 1973-74 versions are in Appendix A),
were used to measure the following: *

bout IGE.

P

* Expectations of the four groups

-

o Dpinions about how these expec
2 have or have not been met.

tions

s Concepts that each group_had of its role
and the roles of others in implementing IGE.

. vmﬂnmo:o:m of o:m:@mm being made as a
result of using IGE processes.

e Opinions about the effectiveness of IGE.

*Some IGE schools use “Learning Oo:#.dsmc\: in
referring to teaching teams and groups uf mEQm:ﬁ
Oﬂsm_‘ }GE schools use the term "“Unit.”*
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Belden researchers collected the survey data 830_2 a:::u dwuw 74, IGE school _.mqu_zm . For the two years’ data 83«33 and- ) ‘n,.
3 during *mom-ﬁo, ce interviews with the \ Communities were sampled.) . summarized in this report, ﬁrw.hc.hscmq of - -

-respondents. Most of the administrators aggd - . Belden drew a sample of school Learning completed interviews is distributed as

some of the teachers were _,:ﬂqums.\ma at 0033::;_8 from a list of all IGE schools follows: )

school; some’ of the teachers, all of the supplied by /1/D/E/A/. When the school’s o . . .
parents, and all of the children were inter- " urbanity (rural, suburban, urban, or oo Total  1972-73 197374
viewed in their homes. “ m::mqn:ﬁ or level of IGE implementatiom Administrators . . . 127 78 49

Field interviewers received written instruc- was not available, the school was omitted - Teachers ...%... 244 146 98

tions on hew to find respondents, how to fromr the list. The school Learning Commu- Porents ........ 1216 \ 715 500

. - -\ . ege » - - B - ‘ .

ask the questions, and Gther pertinent nities were Stratified by urbanity and .. Children........ 1215 [ _T15 500 1\
information. If an interviewer needed ) IGEness to ensure an appropriate distribu- Total ... .... . 2801 1854 1,147
additional training or other help, they were tion of respondents m_b:um:.o% dimensions. "

able to get it quickly by telephone from School Learning Commuriities were then - Combining data for the two years made it

wm_am: Associates.* — selected in a systematic manner, giving each possible to reduce ﬁ:m»m.su_m size in 1973-74

+ school in each stratum an equal chance of and stifl maintain the desired mc__:
Belden Associates carefully checked the selection. W o - h mw & .. o
work of each interviewer for consistency . < . . " . " ) | Y .
and quality.-Approximately 10% of each A:m.m,.\m._cm:o: desigh called for a set o*. . L o
. interviews from-eath selected school, with - ’ . .

interviewer’s work was verified by Soo:.

Mort than 1,200 students were interviewed—-along -
, tacting qmmoo:am:ﬁm

each set composed of: } with an equal number of parents,

All interviews were conducted May 21 e 1 administrator . . . either the principal

through July 2, 1973, and May 2 ::o:u: ¢ ) .om mﬁ:m was not available, the vice- e
T July 11,1974 principal. g .
¢ 2 teachers ... selected systematically

o .. e N\ from the faculty list. :
+  Getting a representative

-

* 10 students . . . selected systematically

mﬂa—u,_w , . ~ ) -+« «from student lists. .
" Beldén and /1/D/E/A/ designed the- mﬁca< to e 10 parents. . . selected automatically as
ensure a reprgsentative sample of all R the parents of ﬁ:m 10 students.

) .

If a selected Smo:m« or omqm:ﬁ could not be .
\ interviewed after three attempts, a substitute

administrators, teachers, students, and
omqmaﬂd: schools or school Learning Com-

.

&

munitieg where |GE was in operation during
the 1972-73 and 1973-74 school years. (IGE was selected and interviewed. No child was
schools were chosen for the 1972-73 study’s interviewed without first interviewing the
; “ : ; parent. In several cases, a parent’s interview
J *Acopy of the interviewing specifications is _ had to be dis€arded because the child could
.available from Belden Associates. See “Where to not be interviewed; thus all parent and
write_for L,,o_d information’ an page 22 . student interviews are matched pairs. .

! .
. - . . "

Cr - . page five' _




T A »

| r

[
Here's what we mean.when
co
we say...

3

The ﬁozos.\v:m descriptions and examples are
provided as Mﬁma in interpreting terminology
and content oOf this report.

TERM
Total

‘School’s Location
Urban .
Non-Urban ¢

s School's/Learning
Community’s IGEness  participating school or school Learning Community.

«

High .

Medium

Low * i

Primary Ethnicity
of School

White
Non-white  °
Years Child in _mm

f 4
One Year

More Than One Year

YEARS SCHOOL _2._Dm ’ : ‘

One Year

*
@

Two Years

“Three or More

- - DESCRIPTION e
All mmmoo_&m:ﬁm in the category of respondents Um_:m ﬁmcc_mﬁm\a mco: as all
teachers, all parents, or all children interviewed.

mmo: school’s setting as Soo;ma to Belden by. \_\D\m\\y\
Respondents in urban m:Q inner-city schools.
Respondents in suburban and rural schools. .

Level of IGE program implementation, as reported by /I/D/E/A/, far each

+

Respondents in schools during 1972-1973 school year with 66% or higher
level of IGE program implementation. Respondents in school Learning
Communities in 1973-1974 with 52% or higher level of IGE program
implementation. !

mmmuo:m&.m:ﬁm in schools during 1972-1973 school year with a'45-54% level
of IGE program implementation. Respondents in school Learning Commu-
nities in 1973-1974 with 45-51% level of _Om program implementation, -

Respondents in schools or school rmm«:_:u Communities with a 44%,.or _mm
level of IGE program implementation.

mz::o make-up of each school participating in the study as reported by the
school administrators.

mmmumaam:.ﬁm in schools with more than 50% white students.

. Respondents in schools with more than 50% non-white students.

Numbeft of years each child has Umm3,5<o_<ma in.the IGE program..- «

mmmuo:%q;m Aum:m:a and chiidren) in families where child reports he was -
in the IGE- n«omqu for the first :Bm during the 1972-73 or dmuw 74 -
school year.

> Respondents (parents and children) _: families where the child Soonm he
has been in the IGE qum_‘mB for more than one year.

Respondents in schools which Ummm.: participation in the IGE program for
the first time during the spring or fall’of 1972 and 1973.

Respondents in schools which began mmqﬁmomomﬁmo:.m: the IGE _.u_‘oua.S..
during the spring or fall of 1971 or 1972. )

Respondents in schools which began participation in the IGE U«ou«ma ,.»
during or before the fall of 1971.

E

Q
-RIC
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All tabulations were made by computer)
Punching of data on computer data cards
was verified systematically to insure -
accuracy. All frequencies and percentages -
reported in this report and in the detailed

report entitled “Revised Computer Printout”

have been checked for accuracy and con- -
m_mﬁm:o< Samples of the format used in the

9585 are shown in >oomna§ B.A oo%«\

of the printout can be purchased ?03

Belden Associates.

@

< -

n>C,.q_OZu Statistics at work

The number of interviews must be borne in
AN mind in evaluating the stability of each
result—for all samples have results subject to

A Q@?Dnm:zw larger number of ngm% felt that students were learning and performing ' : _u_:m-oq.w:m::.m tolerances ranging ?03 a (o o]
better since IGE was initiated. . T . ) fraction to several percentage points.
. . . . . Two rules of thumb dre:
. ) . ) . . . " The larger the sample, the more accurate
H ) On open-ended questions—which allowed - ° ! §
How Belden Associates P d d g4 » the percentage. Results based on the total
n_ _J n_ t - responcents 10 give an unstructure sample are therefore more reliable than ‘
mvanmmmm t e aa Q R response—a listing was made of a sample of those based on ooqﬁ.m:m of the sample
. . i .
" In processing, Belden «mmmmqo:ma adjusted the the answers, and the Belden project team . S < .
difference in size of %m two samples {1972- grouped the answers into meaningful ® The further a percentage is. from 50—in
73 and 1973-74) by upweightirig both sets categories. ) either direction—the more accurate it is.
of interviews tq achieve proportionality. All completed interviews were edited and And small _M_:mqn:owm.cmgmm: percent- .
“ + Response frequeqcies of all 1972-73 school coded systematically. Written instructions ages are seldom signiticant.
year interviews were doubled and the - were supplied uniformly to all workers in . You can compute tolerances for any result
. response frequencies of the 1973-74 inter- the Belden office, following a training in this report only through-a laborious . ..
views were tripled to bring the sample into conference. Questionnajres were edited for statistical process. However, you can quickly
proper-balance. In the case of the admini- form, completeness, and logic. A member . check the approximate tolerance by looking -
strators, for example, the sample contains . of the Belden project team systematically at Table 1. The total :ca@mh ofsintgseitws
127 rdw interviews, i_Zo: have been ’ chegked the work of each editor-coder for for administrators, teachers, P ts, and :
upweighted to 303 cases. . accuracy and comparability of work. . students are also shown _:,A..mc_ma .
" ; , 1 ‘ v ~ C m
’ . . >—J
v, - . . : M
“~ , ! . % page seven ° (LR




<

“_ . . "« How to use the approximate
.. . tolerance table - ¢

: Suppose you want to know the tolerance
.o you should allow in a result in this report
. given as 22%. s .
’ - First,.identify ﬁ:mﬁcc -sample; for the *

. “ i exampley say it's 'First year administrators.’
. TABLE 1 Then, find the élosest “Survey Result” to

Use This Table To Find The Approximate Tolerance 22%; in this case, it's “20% or 80%." Follow
t Of The Survey Results For Each Sub-Sample the column down from "“20% to 80%"* to
« the row labled “First year administrators’’

o . ) APPROXIMATE TOLERANCE -and you discover that a 22% result is subject
’ Sub-Sample* )  Survey Results . to a 6% tolerance,
. ! 10% or 90% 20% or 80% 30% or 70% 40% or 60% 50%

L3
p

f

This means that the survey result, 22%, is

White administrators accurate within an estimated 6 percentage

. ,ﬂﬂﬂ_ﬁw Hmn:ﬂwho:o_,m 3% 4% 5% 6% 6% “points, plus or minus. The true reply could
First year teachers o ' be as little as .—@.Xu or as much as 28%. '
Parents (all sub-samples) i . Table 1 is based on.the probability that the
Students {all sub-samples) . . ) - chances ar.95 ifl 100,that the range of the
Urban administrators *",results—such as the 16 to 28 above—includes
Non-urban administrators the true percentage that would be obtained
.F.._n_vw_,w mmuﬂmﬁm_ﬂﬂwmmnw . . if we had interviewed theentire populatio
First year administrators 5% *6% 7% 8% a% being studied—instead of just the'sample’
Urban tedchers . ’ -+ Inthe other 5 cases out of 100 the tolerance
High teachers . would be greater. -
Uwﬂ.ﬂnmwohwmozma . \ . mmmc_a for “non-white maB_:_mﬁ.‘mﬁoa and
Three-or-more-years teachers ‘ ~ ’ - ‘’two-or-more-years m&B_:_.ma_‘mﬁoqm are
Non-white administrators . 7% 10% Ton% 12% 12% included in this report for the sake of com-

. . - pleteness. We believe, however, they are
Two-or-more-years administrators Too unstable to produce meaningful results . ~ subject to such large tolerances that they
. ) - . v should only be used with-extreme caution.
Regarding the total sample sizes: _ . .
Administrators . . . N =127 iy g :.nc.c__m:ma. they m:oc_a. U..w m:oé: only
Teachers. .. .. ....N=244 ) e within a table and never in isolation; and
Parents.........N=1215 - ol . : should be tagged with a word of cautiop, as
- Students, .......N=1215 N p ) ¢ weshave done in this report. . .

N

+
Q
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What ‘you'll be _..mn&:m :

The *o__os::m three sections comprise the
major r:a_amm of the 1972-74 IGE Evalu-
ation Study. Each section is organized
around one type of question included in the
interviews:

e Attitudes about IGE no:.omu.ﬁm. :
e Attitudes about umﬁﬁé started with |GE.

e Attitudes about the effects of IGE on
students and the school.

<<m ve reported the findings mooo_‘a_:m to the
responses offered by each of the four groups
of people included in the study—school
administrators, teachers, students, and their
parents.

Because this is the second year of the study,
the bases have increased over what they
were in our’report a year ago. So, we've been
able to make comparisons between the
different sub-samples—classified by school /
urbanity, |GEness, the primary ethnitity of
the school, and the number of years_the
school has participated in the IGE program.
We've presented the noteworthy differences,
if any, within each group and between
sub-samples.

Throughout the report, we‘ve put numbets
in parentheses which indicate the page in
the Revised Computer Printout® where you
can find the full statistical table. We’ve also
added bar charts in sorne sections to point +
out various findings.

How people feel about IGE
Szmmvﬁ

General Attitudes About IGE .

The general attitudes of administrators,
teachers, parents, and students about IGE
are very positive,

" Responses to the questions that follow reflect

support and acceptance of the concepts
underlying the prégram:

*Sege “Where to write for more information”’
on page 22.

page nine

“
.

O.o you expect to continue IGE implementa-
tion at the present level? (10)*-

. About
{ncrease the Same Decrease
Administrators 85% 12% 1%

Is your school adopting IGE too rapidly? (32)
Too rapidly About right
8% 86%

How well does IGE produce quality
education? (7, 24, 61)

Too slowly

Teachers 6%

Excellent Good Fair Poor
Administrators 74% 24% 1% . -%
Teachers 44% 50% 5% 1%
Jn_,mﬂﬂm 35% 41% 8% 5%

How does the school your child attends com-
pare with other schools you know of?~{46)

. About Not as No
Better theSamé ~ Good Answer
Parents  47% 33% 10% 10%

Student reaction toward those |GE charac-
teristics they are most familiar with and that
affect them most directly are positive. Most
students are awate that characteristics in
this list are happening in their schools. . .
and they like them:

*These numbers refer to pages tm the Revised
Computer Printout where you can find the full
statistical table. This printout is available from
Belden Associates. See ““Where to write for more
information’ on page 22.
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How do you feel about the way you do things at school? (74-77) Interviews with.admininstrators and teachers
L No included an onm:-ms,ama question eliciting
o Like Dislike Donotgo  Answer what they dislike about the |GE program.
Kids in class who are (oc:umq or older 69% 17% | 8% 6% ._.:mmm are 3@30% frequent responses:
Help teachers decide what work you are to do 64% 9% 24% 3% What do you dislike about IGE? (2) (17-20)*
Working with a different group during the day 84% 8% 6% 2% . Requires
L. . . . too much School
Helping other kids with their work 80% . 7% 1% 2% . No_ time/  Under-
Choose what you will study 62% 1% 23% 4% ﬂ Complaints  work  staffed
.1. her | h h ttod 879% * 3% 8% : 29% Administrators 25% 29% ° 12%
eacher lets you choose what you want to do b b b b Teachers 14%. 16% 14%
Doing things in groups of two or three Kids 82% 8% 9% 1% -
o+t 0, 0 ) o -
<Ko_‘_n by yourself somg of ,ﬁ_am time .mm& 9% 1% 1% *Responses add to more than 100% because some
Have more than one teacher 76% 14% 10% -% respondents mentioned more than one item.
. 1 )
Administrators, teachers, and parents re- -~ i

wwndlie
-y
-~

sponded to words that describe the IGE
program—very much, somewhat, or not at
all—with these results: -

The IGE program is successful (5, 23, 63)

Very Not No
much Somewhat atall Answer

Administrators 54% 43% 1% 2%

Eight out of ten children in
IGE schools are enthusiastiq
about “helping other kids

Teachers 52% 43% + % 5% e o O
Parents a7% . 32% 4% 15% -
- - .

The Program is exciting (4, 22) 62) .,

Very Not No

much Somewhat atall Answer
Administrators 87% = 13% -%, -% .
Teachers ** 73% 24% 3% ~% '
Parents 40% 38% 8% . 14% 7

-
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What other things do you dislike?

Poor support

: Program from District ~ Other
9 Cost  or Facilitator® Answers*
Administrators 2% 8% - 34%
{nability
. . to meet
Toom the needs + Other
X Planning Time of children Answers***
Teachers 8% 16% ° 53%

€

. - "
- ¥

The amount of time and work involved in
the program is the dislike most frequently .
mentigoned by both administrators and

chers _Bo_mam:::u IGE. Approximately

te
/ \ fu::n_om_ in eight and one teacher in .

.~ seve respond Emﬁ understaffing was a
/ ,a_m__xw

Only 2% of the administrators mention the
noﬁio* implementing | GE to be g problem.

Teachers are also concerned about the amount
of planning time involved and the problems

of meeting the needs of their students.

N -
\

L 4

*Facilitators are speciatly trained people who
s\oqx directly with the schools to initiate and
*o.ﬂm_‘ the |GE program there.

. ***Such as: complaints about organizational
structure (8%) and _m:m:, ‘of time to implement
(5%). .

***Such as: ,no_..:u_mms.a about materials (8%) and
length-of time to implenient (2%).

A coNcern of some administrators and R.mm.&mwm is the work \er associated with IGE. .
- F'4 *

-

The benefits listed by principals outweighed
their dislikes, When they were asked to list
/fﬁ:m benefits of :mé,:u an IGE Facilitator,
85% listed such things as: support (36%), aid
in _?u_m..:m:ﬁm:o: (9%), source of special
:m_o and materials :pmkv evaluation (5%),
m:m::u ideas between schools (19%),
coordinating.the program (6%), and other

benefits (9%). There'were about 15% who
did not benefit from a Facilitator,

+
o
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Most teachers feel the processes of IGE are

effective for fast as well as stow learners™and.
for culturally ma<m3ﬁma as well as culturallye

different students:

.
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About three-quartars of the teachers ihterviewsd felt IGE was
equally effective for culturally advantaged children and culturally

different children.

Do you feel that the IGE program works better for the fast _mm_‘:o? or’
slow learners, or does it work equally-well forboth? (37)

-
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Fast Slow Equal’ No
) Learners Learners for both Answer
IGE works better for .... 20% . 6% 72% 2%
Do you feel that the IGE program works better for the culturally
advantaged children, culturally different o:m_a_‘o:. or does it work
equally well for both? (37) b ,
Q . Culturally  Culturally Equal -
~. . Advantaged Different for L
O Children Children  Both  Answer
IGE works better for .... 12% 6% 3% 10%
! . . . )
? ’ N . o
Attitudes in schools with | , ©. Plan to increase |GE implementation during IGE is “excellent’’—produces quality
" high' IGE, . N the next five years. {10) eddcation. .
. _Q:o:nmroc.km “low” . L . : .High Low
o o \ High | ow Admini o w, e
» : ” ﬂ | I .
Attitudes of agministrators, teachers, . _QMMHM& _OM%M& ministrators /
parents, and students are most positive in >Q3_:._m:‘mﬁo_‘m Teachers (24) ‘ 59% 35%
schools/Learning Communities that have N

implemented IGE to a higher degree. Those

in IGE schools with ‘high’’ implementation

scares (above 55%) responded more

positively to these points than schoofs with
. 45% or below:. e

3

The rate of implementation is “‘about right.”’

High . Low
, IGEness |IGEnes§
Teachers (32) 94% - 78%
S page .<</o_<a

One benefit from having an IGE Facilitator
is that he stimulates sharing ideas between

schools. (9).

Administrators

- High Low
7 MSEness  IGEness
~26% 13%
OB
v
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The school my child attends is better
than most.

\ High Low
IGEness  IGEnegs
Parents (48) 50% 45%
"Students like the way they do things
at school. :
. High Low
IGEness |IGEness
Helping other kids ,
with their work. (76) 84% 78%
Choose what you
want to do. (76) 90% - 86%
Work by yourself
some of the time. (77) 91% - 87%
Having more
than one teacher. (74) 76% 74%"
Kids'in class are older ’
or younger. (75) 7% . 67%
<-Help teachers decide
what work you are to
do. (75) - 66% 64%"
Work with different
groups during the )
day. (75) 86% 83%"
Do m:m:uw in groups of
two or three kids. (77) 83% 83%"

&

“Differonces are not significant.

Students in IGE schools have more positive atti-
tudes toward academic programs-—most noticeable
in the language arts and math areas,

’

'

Attitudes in Urban vs Non-Urban Schools
Acceptance of IGE is similar for administra-_
tors, teachers, parents, and students in
urban and non-urban schools. There are a
few exceptions.

>

Non-urban administrators more frequently
plan to increase the level of IGE implemen-
tation during the next five years than do
urban administrators {10): )

. 100% -+
I 75% 89%
1a 85%
78% N /
. 50% =+
-\
25% -+
>a34_23833 Urban Non- Total
N urban

Plan To Increase Implementation

. o>
& 13

pnge thirteen

Urban administrators more frequently
mentioned poor support from the district
or Facilitator as something they disliked

about IGE than did_non-urban administra- “M.
tors (2):
100% - “Poor support from the
district or Facilitator’”’
%% T . :
50% + . » )
%% T . J./
[ 12% . 8%
_ -_ . 4%
0% - =[]
Administrators “ Urban  * Noms- Total
Urban -

What Things Do You Dislike
" About The IGE Program?

. .

-
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n general, reactions to the program are equally
positive in schoofs that have primarily white
stadents and those with primarily non-white.

~

“Reactions from parents and students regard-
ing their @w:mqm_ acceptance of |GE favor
neither urban nor pon-urban settings.

>

Schools with primarily white students com-
pared to schools with primarily non-white
g students. .

The number of administrators intervigwed
in schools with primarily non-white students
is too small to use with meaning (See Table
1 on page 8.)

H

<

/—
But,the nimber of teachers in each sub-
~ sample interviewed is sufficiently large to
include in this report since two teachers
were interviewed in each schoo! or Learning
Community.

The teaghers’ attitudes in white and non-
white schools are similar on questions dealing
with likes and dislikes of the program and
their attitudes of how well IGE represents

\ quality education. moﬁoo_ ethnicity is not a
factor with teachers’ attitudes toward IGE
no:omma.

While both groups are positive, teachers in

- schools of primarily white ethnicity feel
more comfortable about the rate their
schools are adopting the program .ﬁsm:

* teachers in schools with primarily non-white
students: .

v
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Rate of IGE adoptionis ... (32)

School School
Primarily . Primarily
White Non-white Total
Too rapid 6% 13% 8%
About right 88% " 78% 86%
Too slow 5% - 9% 6%
o No Answer 18% 2% 1%

Parents of children in primarily white schools
more frequently say their school is better
than most other elementary schools they
know about:

1s your school better than most? (48) .

Parénts ffom Parents from

Primarily Primarily
White Schools Non-white Schools
Botter 50% 3%
Ahput the same 31% 40%
Not as c,ooa 10% 11%
Don’t know 9% 13%

Parents in primarily non-white schools
express a greater interest or need to increase
the amount of parent involvement in their
schools than do the parents in primarily
white schools..(64% qf non-white schools
compared to 48% of fvNjte schools.)

Parents in primarily white schools (81%) are

more frequently aware their child’s school is

part of IGE than are parents in primarily .,

non-white schools (66%) which may partially
explain the differences in their general

opinions about IGE. .

N

-

Parents were very positive about IGE’s “Instruction

designed for each child’s :ma&m: and ’'Small group

wori .\\ 3 . .
100% -+ “Excellent’’ or “Good”
75% 4 |- o
78% 76%
0% -t 67%
25%
g s
Parents White Non- Totat
Schools  white
. schools

What 1s Yaur Geouneral Opinion Of IGE?

g

poage  fiftoon
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Parents react positively but differently about
activities that are closely related to the IGE
program. They were asked if they thought.
the activities are excellent, good, fair, or
poor. Parents whose children attend schools
with 513?:« white students respond
“Excellent” or “Good’’ more frequently to
all activities except "cogtinuous evaluation
of teachers.” The two groups are equally
positive about this activity (52-55):

~

Parents Responding
"Excallent’ or “Good”’

School School
Ethnicity  Ethnicity
. Activity White NonWhite ._.oﬁm
Instruction designed
" for each child’s needs 88% . 80% "87%
Several teachers )
working with
each child '82% 76% 81%
Use of special
materials 91% 85% 90%-
Smail group work 90% 86% 89%
Each child learning )
to plan his ownwork  70% 65% 70%
Continuous evalu-
ation of teachars’ skills 79% 78% 79%
-
Multiage grouging 60% 54% 59%

.
.

Questions that mm.xmo, the respondents to com-
pare their schools to othérs yield more posi- -
tive.responses for primarily*white schools.
Those that asked about improvement in
student behavior and academic performance
_yield more%positive responses for the primar-
ily non-white schools. (35, 36)
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Do you'think student academic performance
is better, mcm ut the same, or poorer than
beforé the | —wuqoﬁma was started? {35)

School School
Ethnicity Ethnicity
White '  Non-White  Total
Better 58% . 63% 59%
About the same 26%_ 18% 24%
Poorer ) T 3% 4% 3%
No Answer 13% 15% 14%

.

.

[
Since adopting IGE do you think student
behavior has improved, stayed the same, or
become worse? (36)

School

School
Ethnicity Ethnicity :
Y White ., Non-White  Total
_ Improved 25% 37%  27%
Stayod the same 51% 42% >  49%
‘ Become worse 14% ) 9%~ 13%
No answer 10% 13% 11%

How _umov_m feel n_co.:
getting mﬁnlmn_ with IGE

The /I/D/E/A/ Change Program has been
refined since Facilitators and schools first
began with IGE. Facilitators and /I/D/E/A/
statf have monitored, critiqued, and modi-
; fied the ways they help schools get started,
conduct inservice trainjng, and implement
the IGE outcomes.

K

o
.

Ay . v
Interview questions relating to the initial
implementation steps yield responses that
show the procedures used recently are
more effective than those used before 1972.
Survey results in .S:o\ow that have adoptéd
the program recently m:o<<.30:w positive
attitudes toward several factors: awareness,
difficulty, the role of the Facilitator, teacher
transfer, |GE inservice ﬂ:mﬁzm_m. IGE train-
ing for teachers, and initial parent acceptance.

We interpret these findings to mean that the
more recent strategies are, at least n part,
responsible for the increasingly positive
attitudes toward the initial steps of working
with _Om.

Lo
Training A
_,\_oﬁwAmmo:m«m in ‘newGE mo:oo_m say they
receive special training for IGE than do
teachers who started IGE two or three years
ago:

. ’ .
wog T N'I\ .
80% +
' . 80.4
N -
0% 715
” +
60% 1 [61.2
The School %
Started IGE At Least 3 2 1
v Y ears Years Year
Ago Ago Ago

Percent Of Teachers Who Have
Received Special IGE Training

poage sixtaon

i
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The percéived quality of training offered
teachers starting IGE is rated higher by
teachers beginning the program more
recently:

70% -1
5
A -», . n\nl -
:, 60% -1- N 63.2
< .
X ' 57.7
50% -1-
40% 1
35.8
30% < oo
- r ] 13
The School —
. Started IGE At Least 3 2 1
Years Years Year
> Ago Ago ° Ago
(& .

Percent Of Teachers That Say Their
Training Was “Excellent” or "'Good” *

~~
4

Teachers in new IGE schools generally rated the quality
of thelr IGE training higher than did teachers in schools
that started the program a few kmma before.

ol
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Relationship Between Training and-Level of
Implementation (28-31) .
Teachers in “’high’”’ implementing schools
more frequently say they had special train-
ing for IGE than those in ‘‘low"” implement-
ing schools:

80% T .
80.3 | .
70% —+ ) .
71.9
60% -+
50% - ) q
Toamer
AO* -T= , 4
Y
Schools with a Schools with a
Low Level of IGE High Level of IGE
_Bn_o:.o.zmzo: Implementation
Percent Of Teachers Who
) Had Special IGE Training (28)

.

~.\J./ & P
Teachers in ““high’” implémenting schools
more frequently rate their quality of train-
ing as “Excellent’’ or ““Good’’ than those in

“low’’ implementing schools: ®

70% 1 .

69.5
60% 1

50% -

40% -1 45.4

30% -

)

Schoolg with a
High Level of IGE
Implementation

$chools with a
Low Level of IGE
Implementation

.M.va_do:» Of Teachers Who Said They
Had “Extellent” or “Good” Training (29) =

- -

~ .

. ge seventeen

Cross-tabulating teacher responses shows

that “Excellent” or “Good’’ training most
frequently occurs when the Fagilitator con-

ducts it. In some cases the principal, a central '
office staff member other than a Facilitator,_ N
or a consultant conducted the ﬂm.:m:m.f_.:mm

chart refers to thesé trainers as “‘Others's, -

- 3

oo%+ ~ oo
’ 1 ved
\ | .
80% 1~
: . . ga6 | /
70% + J ’
68.4 .
60% 1
: . /
50% -1
yo .
Ly W

*

Trained by “

Trained by Others
. Facilitators

r .

Percent Of Teachers Who w.u< Their
Training Was ““Excellent” or “Good’’ {28)

°
[

O
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IGE Materials ) R

The IGE inservice materials and strategies ﬂom -
their use have been modified as a result of
the past five years’ experience. * o

Teacher attitudes toward the materials are
more positive' now than beforé. Seventy-
three percent of the teachers starting IGE,
during the past two years feel the materials
are “‘Excellent’’ or !Good’’ while only 36%

of those starting earlier feel that way:
. Mar

4m.mn.:ma feel the IGE inservice materials ~
are . .. (27)

Started IGE ., .... 3 2 1
years years year
ago ago K90
Excellent or good - wm..x. *73% 73%
Fair . 39% 21% 17% »
Poor . 21% 1% 5%
" No answer 5% 5% 5%

" The more positive feelings could stem from

the materials being more appropriate or more
complete and current. The ways the more .
recent schools are using the materials or the
need they.have during the early steps of
implementation may also affecetheir

attitudes.

(S

Teacher transfer does not happen as’fre-

quently in schools starting IGE more recently.
Fewer principals and fewer teachers in schools
more recently beginning the program know -
of teachers who left the school because of _Om

Do you know any teachers who left this
school because thedGE program was started?
(8, N.: ]

Started IGE..... 3 2 1
years °  years year
ago - ago ago

Administrators 51% 37% 32%
Teachers 39% * 27%  26%

Fewer teachgrs in schools more recently
beginning IGQE feel the change is very diffi-
cult than do teachers who began earlier:

Teachers feel changing to the IGE system
is...(24)

Started IGE ..... 3 2 1
years years year
ago ago ago
Very difficult 22% 8% 8%
_Somewhat difficult 48% 48% 63%
Not difficult 21% 38% 28%
No a¥wer ! 9% 6% 1%

A\
’ page eighteen” ®

~_One explanation of why the teachers may
feel this way is-suggested by their attitudes
toward the rate their schools are implement-
ing the program:

Teachers feel their rate of adopting IGE
is...(32) -

Started IGE..... -3 2 1

years years year

. i ago ago ago
Too rapid 13% 7% 7%
Aboutright . ‘8a%  §5%  88%
Too slow . 8% 4%

-

Orientation of Parents

Parents seem to have received a better
o:m:ﬁm:o: to IGE in schools recently be-
ginning the IGE program than in schools
that began the program several years ago.

.More parents are aware of the program, . .
m:Q their initial feelings. 8<<ma it are more
positive: -

Parents have heard of IGE and are aware
their school is using it. (51)

Started IGE..... 3 - 2 1
years  years  year
W . . ago ago ago
Yes, have hedrd of IGE 64% 73% 74%
Aware school is using
a program like |GE 67% auo.x. 80%
Whén IGE was :a«v.:c‘oa:oma parents
thought the program was . . . (56)
|
Started IGE..... 3 2 1
years  years « year
) ago ago ago
Excellent or good 40% 52% 55%
Fair 13% 16% 13%
Poor g 13% 7% 7%
Don‘t know, no answer 35% 26%  .26%
. O
., . '
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In schools with & high degree of IGE
academic performance was better than D

- . y
>

\Y

&

Ioi,_u.mo_u_m. feel about the
effects of IGE on students

n\on_/:..w school

This section of the study reports attitudes
about'the effects of IGE on students and the

school. Issues covered include: student

academic performance, students’ attitudes
toward school, student behavior, mﬂcam:ﬁm
attitudes toward their teachers, and differ-
ences between the sub-groups of the study.’

olementation
fore the program.

T

’,

R

about three-quar

.

#

&

ters of the parents felt their child’s

.

~

Academic Performance
A majority of parents (88%) are positive in
their feelings about their children’s progress

-»

_in school. Eight percent are somewhat

dissatisfied and 3% are very dissatisfied.
(1% did not answer).

To follow-up on this response, parents were
asked to compare how well their children
had donk in school this year and last year.
Their responses were cross tabulated with
the number of years the children had been
in a school participating in IGE: .

page ninetesn

»

*
How well has your child done in school this
year compared to last? (42)

YEARS CHILD IN IGE k
5 More than  Total
One Year One Year Parents
Learned more 38% 52%" "43%
About the same 23% 33% 26%
Learned less 4%. 4% 4%
. S~ (
No answer/ndt in ’
this school last
year 35% - 1% 27%

Teachers rated the academic performance of
their students before and since beginning
1GE Implementation with these results:

Since beginning, IGE student academic per-
formance is ... (35) ~

. Degree of
. Implementation Total
High Low Teachers
Better 6% 53% 59%
About the same 13% ~ 28% 24%
Poorer 0%~ 5% 3%
No answer 11% 17% 14%

.
+

A m_m:_:nm::< larger number of teachers feel
that students are learning and.performing
better since | GE was initiated. This is
especially true in schools implementing-most
of the IGE program outcomes (high imple-
mentation) compared to schools that haven‘t -
(10w). Seventy-six percent of the teachers in
the highjmplementing schools feel that
student academic performance has improved
while none feel it is “poorer.” For low. .
implementing schools analogous figures are:
53% say “‘better’’ and 5% say ‘‘poorer.”

_ERIC
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Students’ Attitudes Toward m.o:oo_
. Attitudes of students toward their academic

Between 26 and 27 percent of the students
were not in these grades last year so their -
responses do not apply

kY

5

Compared to lagt year, how do you feel
-.about school thig year? {72)
) .
303 About More Does
: j:m The Last Not

des toward language arts and .
- athematics than toward such things as field
Mi@ teachers, or changing classes:

hat have you liked most about the way
hings were done at school? (65, 68)

/. Before
. This Year This Year
Mathematics 23% 2%
| ‘anguage Arts 19% 8%
Gym 14% 6%
rts . 11% 5%
:mzu_:m clayses 10% 4%
eachers 9% . 8%
ield Trips ' 3% 2% x

] mqm_#w were also asked about their children’s
ttitides toward school. They feel their
- thildren like the teachers and the school

3 <
_Umzmq this year than last: . e {

i

I
Imm your child enjoyed school more this year
grm: last? Has your child liked the teachers

r:o_.m this year? (43)
b

Students react even more positively to their
schools and their teachers than do their
parents. They were asked to compare their
feelings toward school, learning,.their sub-%

& Year Same Year Apply
Enjoyedschool ~ %3%  31% 8%  18%
Learned 63% 16% 3% 18%
. Subjects . B
Interesting 57% 20% 5% 18%
jects, their teachers, and other students with~ Like teachers 34% _ 40% | 8% 18%
last year. ._.:w: responses more frequently - 'Like other kids ©33% 42 e 7% 18%
favor "this year™ for mmm: _,83. Eighteen percent of ﬁ:o. m.ﬁcamwm were too

young to have been in school last year so
their responses do not apply.

~

T T, <

i More About More Does
! This  The Last  Not
o I *  Year Same ‘Year Apply
’ Child has liked )
fs teachers *  26% 42% 5%  27%
O:__a has a:_o<ma
, !school wm.x.. 33% 5% 26%
|
|
|
Lo
,_ . J
A > ~
. ’ '
~

mﬁcmmsﬁ Behavior . v, .

Student behavior more frequently improves ) i

than it becomes worse when schools partict- - A ¥
spate in IGE. Improvement is more frequently o .
‘reported by teachers in schools that are . .
primarily non-white (37%) compared to white ’ .
(25%):

Since the adoptiop of the IGE program, do “
you think studgnt behavior has improved, : —_—
stayed the same;, or become wopse? (36)

Degree of IGE ’ ” School Bthnicity Tatal ;
High Low White Non-White Teachers

Improved 35% 26% . 25% 3% 27% /

Stayed the same 48% 52% 51% 42% - a49%

Becomeworse *  11% 11% 14% 9% dﬂx. /

No answer 6% 11% 10% ~ 13% 119%

4 Improved student behavior was m_mo reported
. more frduently in high implementing (35%)
N schools than in low (26%).

.
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- Summary L%

+ " Schools included in this study are partici-
", pating in IGE ‘by directing their inservice
. efforts toward adopting the 3% IGE out-
comes. No school, however, has mao_mBm:ﬁmm
all the outcornes.

* ° " The average degree of |GE implementation
in thie schools included in this study is 49%—"
+ ranging from 30 to 75% implementation. = °
. Conclusions of our study, therefote, are.
confined to statements about schools under-
) going change—not effects of IGE fully
installed. ~ ‘

~

~

Conclusions we-draw %9,.: this study are
based on data c¢ollected through_face-to-face
interviews. Staternents mcoc.ﬁ?:m:am as
student behavior, how well students learn,
and the genera} effectiveness of the 9%83
are opinions of the respondents. The cor- »
. - 'clusions should be interpreted with this in =
“mind.”  ° . . :

~

The study is not lengitudinal, .—.:o:mm the
m\m._a,\ spanned ﬁs.a.v.moroo_ years, the same
pechiafiftre rfot included (except by chance) '
‘2 in thé two phases of the study. We have not
| offered conclusions regarding how attitudes -
change SM..H: time as a school or Learning
Comghunity participates in |IGE.

& w -

/IJ — i
Students and teachers in 1,200 schools across the .
U.S. are now implementing the /I/D/E/A/ Change
Program for IGE.

1 ‘- ., / .
%ﬁz: these limits, then, we believe these
conclusions are appropriate:

1. General attitudes of maBm:._m:mS.qu
teachers, parents, and students are positive
toward IGE. They support the inservice

+ training, the educational concepts, the
organization, and the overall effects of
the program.

-~

.t Nrgm@\w:ﬁ ion strafegies for initiating

IGE are imprdwjng. Attitudes of admini-
stratdrs, teachers, and students:toward .
methods of orienting m:Q.:‘mm:_:m_ are .
more positive in schools that use the more
recent strategies tham in those whp used
earlier procedures. .

- A Y

.

.t

- 3. Administrators and students in schools
_that have participated in IGE-for.three or
more years feel more positive about the
educational, concepts of {GE than those

in the program only one or two years.

"4, Administrators, teachers, parénts, and

= students are-more posi{jve about the pro-
gram in schools that have implemented
nost of the IGE ougcomes. The degree of

. implementation.is £onsistently related to

positive-~feelings, ¢ffects on students,

- acceptance, and commitment to the
program, '

~ o o

page twénty-one .

5. I general, the attitudes of administrators,
teachers, parents, and students in urban

and non-urban schools are equally ooaz<m&)~
& -

6. The majority of teachers bélieve IGE pro-
cesses work equally well for m_oi and fast
learners and for culturally advantaged and

o:_ﬁc_‘m__.,\&:mqm:ﬁ_mm_‘:mqm.
-

Attitudes of parents and students toward
the program and its-effects are more posi-
tive where students have attended an IGE"
school for more than one yeér., .

N

T e

&

, ~

&

. M - e
In general, reactions to the program are
equally positive in schools thdt have ™ * <.
primarily white students and those that .

are primarily non-white. ..
~

9. Implementing | GE can result in perceived
administrato~ wad teacher over-loads
especially when the rate of change, the
level of sapport, or the sequence of-adop-
Wo: are not appropriate to the capabilitiés
and resources-of participating schools.
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Where to write for more
information , :

If you'd like to examine the Belden Associates .

study, write and ask for ““Individually Guided -

Education: National Evaluation Study

Revised Computer Printout 1972-1973, 1973-

1974.” The cost is $7.45 (plus postage), and

the address is: J -
. .- -

Belden Associates )
National Evaluation Study on IGE

2900 Turtle Creek Plaza

Dallas, Texas 756219

The address for the M:S_‘Smfm:u specifica- —

tions is: .

Belden Associates

Interviewing Specifications .
+ 2900 Turtle Creek Plaza \ o

Dallas, Texas 75219 - :

If you'd like more ._:ﬁqssmzo: about the
/1/D/E/A/ Change Program for IGE, write:

NID/E/A/ o
5335 Far Hills Avenue . -
v Dayton, Ohio 45429
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Belden Associates — Job 142 SCHOOL SURVEY

/ RN \
'

LY

TIME INTERVIEW STARTED: f 'IQEERVIEWER NUMBER:

— Administrator buestionnaire 4,

\
Hello, | em with Belden Associotes. We are cqnducting o nationwide
grom for the Institute for Development of Educational Activities.

Your school, (NAME OF SCHOOL FROM LIST) has been selecteld stientifically as one to be incl

uded j
viewing teachers, parents, and students from your school over the next several days. This type of y{his one of the featy

IGE program and is an importont factor for thejo_g?om's successy \

(MAKE APPOINTMENT TO INTERVIEW ADMINISTRATOR AT RAUTUALLY CONVENIENT TIME. [|F HE REFUSES

. L4 N
study of the Individually Guided Educa

the study. We will be inter-

&

tion pro-

fo“

bNTERVIEW OR RE-
EDIATELY )

FUSES PERMISSION TO TALK TO TEACHERS, PARENTS, OR S'f'UDENTSF CONTACT BELDEN ASSOCIATES IMM

la.

*

(PROBE:) What other things do you like about IGE?

(/

-

%

.
-

> » 2
.

First, | would like to ask you bo}h what you like and dislike aboutthe IGE program. What do you

like abgut the IGE progrem? |

y’/Whof do you dislike about the IGE program? (PROBE:) What other things do you dislike cbout IGg

a -

0

. ’t' o
TT B
2. « I'm going to read you some words that might be used to describe different edycational programs. For each word plecse fell ) 1
me if you think that word describes the IGE program very much, somewhat, or rot ot all. - i
VERY MUCH " SOMEWHAT NOT AT ALL DON‘T KNOW i
: 1
G, ImOginative «veeveeeefoooasoassonscens | ceneensee 2 tevenewe 3 tieeneee. 4 ’
: . % ; . 1
b.  Progressive or enhanCing e e e cecesssncosncee 9 coveecees & coviee 7 tiiiina.. 8 |
C.  COmPlex ouvuuemeaceonssnssosconsonee 9 coeeneaas 0 iiiiiiie X tovaaras Y j
d. SHMUIGHRG « oo lereessoennsnnnnnnghnse Divanannnee 2 cadeeees 3 cenennnns |
e. &citing.....ooooo--."-ooooooooclocoo. 5 oo\-oooo; L 7. sescssses 8 1
F.  ERCIENt vuevnnennerneesnnesneesenee @ meceneees 0 tivinnee X evunnnnnn ¥ %
Ge  SUCCESSFUl e eueereiineannanesssssases b ociiiienes 2 tiiiieas 3 liiiiaa. 4 1
, |
da. In what way is yc;ur administrative roie’ln an IGE system different from any other administrative experience you moy have had i
in the past? ~ i
, | |
- 5 - i
3 . ! . ‘ 2:)' i
i
B |
‘
b.  Bosed onyourow;\ iaeos of what produces quality edu~* EXCELLENT eeveeecen k POOR ....’..,....... 4
- cgtion, would you say that IGE is excellent, good, GOOD.vovvananans DON'T KNOW, OR ‘NO
foif,oftbof? FA'R....&’-..-.....; ANSWER e00 000000 5 ;
" ¢ ;
4, Would you say ‘that Changing to the IGE system of VERY DIFEICU[.T%.....,& DON'T KNOW, OR NO i
Q teathing wos very difficult, somewhot difficult, or SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT . ANSWER. { cvvveeess 4

not at all difficult for most teachers?

NOT AT ALL DIFFICULT, 3

Do you know of on} teachers who left ihis school be-

YES...o..o.-.-oo..lc..........o--........ 5

(ST =W
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Poge 2 — Administrator Questionnoire an

6. What are the benefits of having on IGE facilitotor in your geographicarea?

. c v
. ~
']
J

& t
| -
) T ‘
- 7. Durjng the next five yeors do you expect to increbse INCREASE . v v eennees ! D
*  IGE implementotion, continue ot the present level; or BOUT THE SAME . ... 2 %
. decreose the level of implementotion of IGE? ECREASE e vveeveans 3 i
O ! T 1

F .
8. In what ways, if ony,‘1 do you plon tg chonge your use of the IGE program? (PROBE%h/em onything else you expect t
¢hang i g | . . .

’ 1- Yo op .

EAR. v eveennnens
ARS"I".IIII"
ARS ..uvnnnnnn
ARS . evevnnnnnn
<«
YEARS ..., .. L.

9. How long hove you been ussocuoted with on IGE 1
- school ? :

_ : ‘ 4
: 5

ZYEARS.\“......‘./.. 7.
8 YEARS « e vereiees 8
9 YEARS e evvvnsanas 9
10 YEARS OR MORE... 0
DON'T KNOW, OR NO

ANSWER. o oo vuene X

Q‘Q&QN_.-

o .
g ! : 6 YRARS .. 0uennnnn
. o v
i/ Thank you very much for this interview; oll | need now is a.little infonno),bm\bglgclussify this interview.
. ~
i

~ W

-

B .
/A. In oll, how mony elementory level teochers do you, 4 ORLI:ESS ./. ssenees 1 18220 . .0i0innnn
| " ¢ baterin this school ? 5-1 i iieii. 2 21 ORMORE....eses

. ‘ . . A A
Y / B. (SHOW CARD A) WhafisthePrOPOrﬁo:f\Qdents WHITE. it ettt nnecececnconcannsanns
?

LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMERICAN, .

in each of these ethnic groups in your sch
' , PUERTO RICAN) . ..iveennenanonsds

ol ' OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS (ORIENTAL, INDIAN, ETC.)
C. Whot is your exoct job title or description? (PROBE:) SUPERINTENDENT, . ... 1 ‘, OTHER (Specify:)
. What type of work do you do in the school system? PRINCHAL ....0000s 2. 4
'( ' ASSISTANT PRINCIPAL . 3 ’
\ »
D.  Letme be sure 1 hove your correct nome, in case the NAME: : . *.
—_— office wons to check my work. A 4
(READ FROM LIST PROVIDED == RECORD CORRECT NAME ABOVE.) T
E..  The oddress here is? ADDRESS: , cITY: o B zi: .
F. Moy | hove your telephone number, in case the office - AREA 'CODE: ' . PHONE 7. ;
wonts to check my work ? NO“PHONE deceosecss X REFUSED s e e oo vssess Y
. Thot is all; thank you for the interview. 7
G. ETHN'C‘W: WHITE v.'... ® 8 66 500 80606000 0 ' H. sm: . m'. ‘b. .......‘....h.... LG A 5
BLACKI...III..IIUIUIIIUOO 2 / FWAL.E .......'....“..‘.....‘l. 6 k
, LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMER- . ’ e 261
ICAN, PUERTO RICAN)...... 3 ~
OTHER (ORIENTAL, INDIAN, ETC.) 4 i
.  DATE: L .- . . j
n i m P . - p '€
B KCME INTERVIEW ENDED: T !NTERVIEW LENGTH: ¥ MINUTES j
P : % :

v N M J . ! >
N 1)
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Belden Associotes - Job1-42 SCHOOL SURVEY Teocher Questionnaire #:
TIME INTERVIEW STARTEl;e INJERVIEWER NUMBER:
Hello, my nome is with Belden Associctes. We ore daing o notionwide study on educotionol progroms, ond we

would like to tolk fo you for @ few minutes. Our records show that you teach ot (NAME OF SCHOOL). s that correct? {IFNO
LONGER TEACHES AT SCHOOL INDICATED ON LIST, DISCONTINUE INTERVIEW .} This study 1s sponsored by the Institute for
Development of Educotional Activities, ond we have your school odministration’s full cooperation in conducting thése interviews.
Of course, your interview is confidential and no one in your school district will see your onswers.

First, | would like to ask you both what you like and dislike obout teaching in o school with Individuolly Guided Education

la.
(IGE). What do you like cbout the IGE progrom 7 (PROBE:) What other things do you like obout IGE? -
b.  Whot do you dislike cbout the IGE progrom? (PROBE:) What other things do you dislike about IGE?
. . R
2. I'm going to reod you some words that might be used to describe different educational progroms. For each ward please tell
me if you think that ww?d‘escriba the IGE program, very much, somewhat, or not gt all. ’
VERY MUCH SOMEWHAT NOT AT ALL | DON'T KNOW
0. Imoginative . . ... A ERDUP O JPPIR< cereeaifhel. 4
b. Progressive or enhoncing. . ..o evuenaenns 9 R - eeees 8

, c Complex B P ST ceeen O e X el Y
d. SHmulating ., ... i iiieinennarneeeee boaiiiiii 2 <
€. EXCItING . - oo veomuneanseseetenenane 5 cuviiin 6 P -

. Efficient........ B 0 e X e Y
9. Successful e tree e e 2 i 3 ..... ceee e 4

3. Would you say thot changing ta the IGE system of VERY DIFFICULT. ..... e Cesena F A
teoching wos very difficult, somewhat difficult, or SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT . oo vvvvivvennentonconens 2
not ot all difficolt for you? . NOTATALLDIFFICULT.......................3

DON'T KNOW, ORNO ANSWER v ov.vvveveen. . 4

b, In what way is your teaching role in on IGE system different from any other teaching system that you moy have worked with
in the past? %

c. Bcscdonyourownidcasofwhatprog‘:ccsquolity EXCELLENT ., . ..vuens ) POOR..HH--.--.\:\‘
education, would you say thot IGE is excellent, GOOD.....voveuns 2 DON'T KNOw, OR .
good, foir, or poor? . s FAIR, vevevnnnoenes 3 NO ANSWER .. ...

4, Do you know ony teachers wha lef this school because YES‘
the IGE progrom wos storted? NO vvereerosoesnsaseetessnesssascoensssns 2

5. 7 Do the teochers in your unit work together o5 o team, WORK TOGETD'EU;....................,.... 11

*_ or do they eoch toke care of their own duties ond WORK INDIVIDUALLY. + o v ev v evenreerroencnenns 21
interests? _ 77 NOT ASSIGNED'TO UNIT..eseeoseiasinss e 3

: . DNO ANSWER. .\ v uvveeeecoaaanncoanossnees 4
‘ |

¥
A
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Poge 2 .. Teacher Questionnaire ¢ Job 42

6. And would you say that the IGE in-sarvica materiéls EXCELLENT . . ,p0vvn. 1 DON'T RECEIVE

that you receive are excellent, good, fair, or ? GOOD .../ eeeee. 2 MATERIALS........ §

N FAIR eieeee.. 3 DON'T KNOW, OR ‘

POCR.....coveuren 4 NO ANSWER ,..... 6

7a.  Did you recoive any special troining for the IGE YES ¢ttt etsesenssssetsscnsersssrssnnnnnans 1’

progrom? NO (GO TO Q.81) eeereennonnsocsarevasens 2

b. Who led the spacial training? ) TRAINED BY LEAGUE FACILITATOR ...... tecereees 3

TRAINED BY SCHOOL PRINCIPAL. . .......... 4

TRAINED BY SCHOOL CENTRAL OFFlCE ADMINISTRATOR 5

OTHER (Specify:)

DON'T KNOW , OF NO ANSWER . et 0

€. Ingenerol, would you say thot this troining is excel- EXCELLENT....... ettt teae et e s 1
Ient good, fcnr, or ppor? GOOD Ceenenenans e et et e e 2

Y ettt 3

POOR. .« ittt ittt i it it et 4

DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. 8) .... §

d. Why do you say that?

~.
L .
' - .
. k]

8a.  Would you say thot your school is odopting the IGE TOO RAPIDLY . .......... e e 1
program too ropudly, about as fast as it should, or ABOUT RIGHT . ... v ittt i s i enn e eer. 2

too slowly? TOO SLOWLY .ottt ie i iingrnnenrnenennns 3
D BON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWE'R,.LOTOQ 9) .... 4

b. And why do you say thot? T )

9. ‘Sok:e the IGE progrom hos been introduced ot your BETTER JOB NOW. ... .cvvevern e e eeeeee 1
school, do you feel it made it possible for you to do NO DIFFERENCE o ..o vviveenennnns e vee. 2

o better Job as o teacher, has it mode no difference, KEPT FROM DOING GOOD JOB L, .3

or has it kept you from doing os good a job? DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER . . ...ovvnnnn.. .. 4

10. Dox'oufeelthloeofherfecchersinyourunitm‘ MOREEFFKTIVE............;......-......... 1
more effective, about the some, or lass effective s  ABOUT THE SAME: . 2. ... vervinnnnnn ger e 2
teachers than before the IGE progrom was storted? LESS EFFECTIVE . .t .. v i e vt et e nennns ivess 3

! DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER . . ........... ve. 4

- - ; -

1k Do you think thot student acodemic performance is BETTER . .... . e reeee e R |
beﬂer,cbouﬂhesqme,orpqorerthcnbeforethe ABOUT THE SAME e eceesacesesseene s veo b
IGE progrom wos started? POORER . . ... e e 71
DON'T KNOW OR NO ANSWER ....... R -

»

-
s
-
Y

.
¢
" _L..‘LA o




Poge 3 ~ Teacher Questionnaire N - Job 142
12, Doyouthinkthcfyéurstudemsenigschoolmore, ENJOY MORE, | .\ iviiineneronosnennennnes 1
less, or obout the some os they did efore the [GE ABOUT THE SAME | |, ...ttt nrenavennnnneas 2
program storted ot your school ? s ENJOY LESS....... Ceeeenaee B 1
DON'T KNOW, ORNO ANSWER , . .............. 4
. . >
13.  Since the odoption of the IGE progrom, do you think | IMPROVED. .. ..0vvuus DON'T KNDW, OR

student behovior has improved, stoyed the some, or
become worse ?

STAYED THE SAME. ...
BECOME WORSE .....

NO ANSWER ...... 4

W N -

l4a. Do you feel thot the IGE program works better for the

’

FAST LEARNERS......

1 DON'T KNOW, OR
SLOW LEARNERS ..... 2
3

fost learners, or slow learners, or does it work equally NO ANSWER ...... 4
well for both types? EQUAL FOR BOTH. ...
b. Do you feet thot the IGE program works better for CULTURALLY ADVANTAGED CHILDREN «.......... .5
culturclly advantoged children, culturclly different CULTURALLY DIFFERENT CHILDREN ... ....... -
children, or does it work equally well for both ? EQUAL FORBOTH . . oot et it ie i eennnnns R
~ — DON'T. KNOW, ORNO ANSWER ................ 8
15. (SHOW CARD A) What is the proportion of students WHITE . ................ e .
in eoch of these ethnic groups in your school ? BLACK c vttt it i ee .
LATIN (QUBAN, MEXICAN AMERICAN,
PUERTO RICAN). . ..... e
OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS (ORIENTALZ?
. INDIAN, ETC.)...... s
16.  How long hove you been associated with on IGE 1 YEAR. .. ... .. D I I T oo 1 Z
- school ? 2 YEARS s+t ettt e, 2 )
g . 3 YEARS e ottt e e e .3
= 4 YEARS . . oottt e i et reeaie 4
§ 5 YEARS....... Gt Gttt 5
2 é YEARS ---- » L I I I S R Y AP EPEE A s et e e e 6
i T YEARS . .o ovreranan. . e N P
I B YEARS . ottt i i e e e, 8
D YEARS . ittt e e e e e . 9
10 YEARS & o ittt it ittt it tenn e, .. 0
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER..... R . X
Al | need now is o little information to help to classify this interview. * .
A.. Let me be sure | have your correct name, in case the NAME:
office wonts to check my work . ~_
- (READ FROM LIST PROVIDED -- RECORD CORRECT NAME ABOVE.)
B. The oddress here is? ADDRESS: aIry: ~ ZIp:
Cy Moy | hove your telephone number, in case the office ~ AREA CODE: - PHONE/
wonts toekeck my work? - NO PHONE ........ X REFUSED ......... oY
That is ol ond we thank you for the interview. C .
. o . -
C 0 ETHNICTY; - - © B sEX:

~ WHITE. c oo s i e vmronnnononenns |

- BLACK t o vvvee e N svenonnanssomas 2
’ LATIN (CUBAN, MEXI

RICAN) . ......

5
6
. 29

N AMERICAN,, PUERTO
) OTHER (QRIENTAL, INDIAM, ETC.) +co...

U 2
4
" o F___ DATE:

CME‘INTERVIEW ENDED:

IText Provided by ERIC

INTERVIEW LENGTH: MINUTES




Belden Associotes — Job 1-42 " SCHOOL SURVEY . Parent Questionnaire #:
TIME STARTED: - . : . INTERVIEWER NUMBER:
Hallo, my name is with Belden Associates, o research company, and we are conducting a national survey about
elementary school education. We want to ask you o few questions.,
*1. Our records indicote that you have o child named YES (CONTINUE)
(CHILD'S FIRST NAME) wha ottends (SCHOOL NAME) NO (TERMINATE {NTERYIEW) ) ]
slementary school. Did the child ottend that school
this post year?
2. Did your child ottend this school before August, YES ....e.o0 ... T DON'T KNOW, OR
19732 NO(GOTOQ.4).... 2 NO ANSWER . ...... 3
30. We would like for you to tell us how well your MORE NOW .. ... bl
child has done in school this year, compared to ABOUT THE SAME ... ... vciveeeuennocssncnee. 5
lost yeor. This yeor, has your child learned more, LESS NOW L. i iiiiiiiiiiininncsncennnnnee. b
less, or about the same os last yeor? (PROBE:) DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER . ...... et 7
Waell, how about the grades? DID NOT ATTEND SCHOOL LAST YEAR (GO TO Q. 4) 8
b.  This yeor, has your child liked the teachers ot school ., MORE NOW ........ ¢ LESS NOW.......... X
* more, less, or about the some os last yeor? ABOUT THE SAME,... O DON'T KNOW, OR
’ ' NO ANSWER . ...... Y
c.  This yeor, do you think your child has enjoyed school MORE THIS YEAR..... 1 LESS THIS YEAR....... 3.
more, less, or about the some? ABOUT THE SAME .... 2 DON'T KNOw, OR
. . NO ANSWER , . ..... 4
E T4, Overall, would you say that you ore very satisfied, VERY SATISFIED. .. ... § VERY DISSATISFIED .... 8
somewhat satisfied, somewhat dissatisfied, or very SOMEWHAT SATISFIED . 6 DON'T KNOw, OR )
g . dissatisfied with your child's progress in school this SOMEWHAT NO ANSWER . ...... 9
s year? DISSATISFIED . ..... 7
<
s 3 N
3 5. As you know, there are certain activities that parents can participate in os part of their child’s educational progrom. Some
of these would include onendmg PTA ond other school meetings, ottending school boord meetings, visiting your child’s
teachers, or perll?ps taking students on field trips. .
Doyou think that parents at your child's school MORE........ ... 1 DON'T KNOW, OR
should participate more, less, or obout the same . ABOUT THE SAME ves 2 NO ANSWER , ...... 4
as they do now? LESS. . ... Goeeesae . 3 .
6c.  Thinking obout the school that your child ottends com- BETTER & v v v eevvennvoennnneeennneenceanne |
pored with other schools thot you know of, woutd yousay ABOUT THE SAME ... iv vt v ienvnoneroaonnanns 2
that it is better thart most other elementary schools, NOT AS GOOD ...vovnveerseanscaerasnosanee 3
about the same, or not os good os other elementary DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q 7a) .... 4
' / scbools?

b, Why do you say that? (PROBE:) What other reasons do you have?

7a. - ls(NAMEOFSCHOO,[)diffJ’I_entfrunother ’ YES ¢ vveeneee Xyeeeecenncoccaocasnnsanees 1
_— elementary schools in any way that you know of? NO(GOTO Q. 8a).veviivninnnnnecnnconnas 2
- R T L = 3 I
. b TR -
o b.  In whot way? —_ T INDIVIDUALLY GUIDED EDUCATION SCHOOL (GO TO
. ) OTHER (Spscify:) . 4 .
8. Hove you ever keard of the Individuolly Guided YES cvvveeenceeee. I DON'T KNOW, OR /
Education or *IGE" Program for elementary schools? NO.............. 2 NO ANSWER....... 3
. N 7 g
\)‘ . D‘dYGka'*n‘f(MME OF SCHOOL)‘S”"O‘ YES.010.oc000.n.'.l......n....’.0‘!0!000. ‘
EMC the Individuolly Guided Education Program © NO s ieieeedennneoeoaneeeessassaceassennes 5.

~ K —_
? . .




Poge 2 — Parent Questionnaire ' '. Job 1-42
9. (SHOW CARD A) Here is a list of activities that might be o part of on educational program. For each activity listed,
please tell me if you think the activity is éxcellent, good, fair, or poor?
» — .
’ EXCELLENT GOOD FAIR  POOR , DON'T KNOW
a. INSTRUCTION DESIGNED FOREACH CHILD'S NEEDS. .. 1 .ocvee. 2 *.‘@3 cese 4 el 5
b. SEVERAL TEACHERS WORKING WITH EACHCHILD. ... 8 vveeviee 7 cuae B 40es @ venneees O
C. USE_OFSPEC!ALMATERIA’LS...................«.l ceroees 2 veee 3 coeo 4 Liiieead 5
d. SMALL-GROUP WORK ....c.vvvevecvcvocceose ® viveeee 7 c0ooe B8 00 @ o0veee.. 0
e. EACHCHILD LEARNING TOPLAN HISOWNWORK. ... T .ievves 2 sveee 3 voee 4 covvnnee 9
f. CONTINUOUS EVALUATION OF TEACHER'S SKILLS... 6 ceo0eee 7 oo B 0o @ t00ve... O
9. * MULTI-AGE GROUPING . . v vvsveososnososaos U ceeeeee 2 cove 8 cove & cveeveg. B
’ 102c. When it was first introduced, did you think the IGE EXCELLENT ¢ o e v vvvaeronvnosoocnansoanansns )
program was excellent, good, fair, or poor? GOOD ... vueeeeossosooossorsosssssaroneee 2
, i FAIR «vevevvennenosnononnecosssesoogmerces 3
: pooa.,%4
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. IT).... §
. 3
b. Why did you feel thot way?
11.  Were you fomiliar with the teaching methods used at YES.....................................‘l
your child's school before the IGE program was NO(GOTO Q. 13} it iieeeinennnronnsonnens 2
started there? DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. 13} .... 3
12. (SHOW CARD B) Looking at this card, which would BETTER NOW..... ... 1 BETTER BEFORE ....... 3
. you say best describes the way you feltobou“htsschool ABOUT THE SAME .... 2 DON'T KNOwW, OR
before the IGE progrom and how you feel now? NO ANSWER ....... 4
E 13.  We wont to get your general opinion of the IGE program, EXCELLENT....'..... 1 POOR. ..... . oo 4
s os currently being corried out in the school your child GOOD..........0n 2 DON'T KNOW, OR
':<T cﬂends—-wouldyousoyitisexcellenl,good,fii_[,orpoor? FAIR, e ivneervnses 3 NO ANSWER . .. 5
14, (SHOW CARD C) Listed on this card are several words that might be used to describe on educational program. For each
word, please tell me if you thmk that word describes the IGE program very much, somewhat, or not at all,
VERY MUCH’ SOMEWHAT NOT AT ALL DON'T KNOW
a. lMAGINATlVE.....:‘.................. T tiieieneee 2 tiienneee 3 teeenneann. 4
b, STIMULATING + o vevreervoconsnnoonoee 5 teeiennees b civeveiee 7 civiennen.. 8
€. EXCITING., . v vvevnseonssossssssosnse 9 R | S S ST TS 4
d. EFFICIENT. o e e e vevecoossnsvossnccsce b sosmeesenss 2 teveneone 3 sovenvennees 4
e. SUCCESSFUL ........¢.cee.n o L I - R PO - |
Alt | need now is a little information on your household to help clossify this questionnaire .
A. Let me be sure that | hove your cofrect name, . NAME: ‘
( in case the office wants to check my work, : - .
$
// B.  Theoddress here is:  ADDRESS: CITY: ZIP:
c. May |'ask your phone number in case ﬂnomcc‘ AREA CODE: PHONE /: : = ;
wants to check my work? HAVE NO TELEPHONE. . X REFUSED v v e v v eee v e Y o
Thank you very much for this interview.” : ’
a ¥ - 1
B D.‘ ETHNIC[TY: * - WH”E 0.ouaolooo..onuo’no.o.uuooloo.couooo\l -
N i BLACK0.00000000..0o....lol.oool.ooooooo. 2
\ o ‘ " LATIN (GUBAM, MEXICAN AMERICAN, PUERTO RICAN) . 3
\ QTHER (ORIENTAL, INDIAN, ETC.)e .. .. cooe b 4 ;
— ;
SEX OF RESPONDENT MALE . 7. eoveeens 5 FEMALE oouvennuieses 6 o
v , » - 3 - . T . * 1
DATE: : ) 3 - 3
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1. .
Belden Associates =+ Job 1-42 . - SCHOOL SURVEY . Children’'s Questionnaire #:
TIME INTERVIEW STARTED: INTERVIEWER\NUMBER:
Hello, my nome is ' , and | want to ask you a few quesﬁ Bbouf your school ,
‘1. What is the nome of the school thot you have been going to? SCHQOL:
(BE SURE SCHOOL NAME IS THE SAME AS THE SCHOOL NAME ON THE LIST PROVIDED IF NOT, SOLVE
DISCREPANCY.) ¢ .
2. What hove you liked most about the woy things were done at school this ){ecr? (PROBE)
: !
A
> i .
e T - .
3. " Nat counting kindergarten, how mo;zy years have * ONE (GO TOQ.8)... 1 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 ORMORE
you been going to school ? “° '
)
4, Before this year, Y:hcf did you like most about the way things were done ot school? '
DR N ’ [
5. i what ways hos 4he schoo! this year been different from last yeor ? (PROBE:) In what other ways hos it been different ?
t [d
3 ' ta
s ? .
5 .
5
6 N
g
.- éa. Compored fo lost yeor, have you-enjoyed school MORE NOW, . . iivtereerinnncncassannssonnas 1
more, less, or abdut the same this yeor ? L, ABOUTTHE SAME ...........c.cvvvenvnnnee.. 2
) ’ LESS NOw .. ... it et e e B
. DON'T KNOW, OR NO- ANSWER ................ 4
b. Compoared to lost yeor, do you think you have learned MORE NOW ..... TR -
. more, less, or about the same this year? ABOUT THE SAME . et ittt veoe b
—_—— . — LESS NOW . ..... B 4
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER ........ e . 8
I c. Compored to |°5f yeor, do you ﬂ“nk your sub]eéfs hcve MORE INTERE'STING NOW. s es e s e 00 e s e 9
¢ been more interesting, les interesting, or pbout the ABOUT THE SAME ...... R teraeriniaa. 0
meT??'yeor" LESS INTERESTING NOW .. ..vvierreneennneenss X
A DON'TKNOW,ORNOANSWER................Y
7a.  Compared to last year, do you like your teachers MORE NOW.... ...... N 1
more, less, of obout the same this yeor ? ABOUT THE SAME ... ’N; creees 2
- \ : . LESS NOW. 4 ot vsveeeseveneessnonsnecennens 3
DON'T KNOW, ORNO ANSWER . . v vvnvernnan. 4
b. ' Compared to last year, da you like the other kids in MORE NOW. . .. ieiiinneiisiinnateocnnsss feres S
school more,‘less, or about the some this year ? ABOUT THE SAME .. .vvvvvvnenennnereneiveens b
_— —— - LESS NOW .. veeevrvnnvnecdhierenennses ceeeas 7
" . . DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER . ...... T -

(CONTINUE ON BACK)




\ 1
: \\\
I ’ \‘\ “
| Poge™2 -—- Children"t Ouesfiomaire- < s - ' - .Iobl-iZ_-
8.. Do you like having more fhcn one teocher help you HAS ONLY ONE TEACHER . .o vvveeenneveennnes |
with your wogk? N\ B 1 T I <
N : NO ......... e en e, 8
-\ DONTKNOW ORNO ANSWER + . .vcvnennn... 4
g P
L]
9. There ore o lot of different things IQ some kids do ot school ond other kids do not get to do’, If you do not do any df the
things | ask obout just tell me you don'\do them. . .
R ’ poO, DO, DOES NOT DON'T KNOW,'
» * LIKE DISLIKE DO THIS NO ANSWER
- o. First, do you have ony kldsmyourclosorumt who ore -
oyeoror?woyoungerorolderthon you? (IF YES, ASK:) -
DoyouIlkethof? ...... e e et L2 i e 3 e, 4
D b. Doy I|I<e helping fhe teachers decide whot work you -~
P v 1= J A A PUT- TP - TP A |
c. How obout working with o different group ofklds\(urmg I
fhedoy? (Doyouliketodo thot?) . v vvwsvveneansneeas @ oo 0 Lo X wvinneal Y
’ d. Helping other kids with their work? (Do you like thot®)....... 1 ... 2 .J..... 3 .. ., ..
e. Do you lik fochoosewhotyouwillstudy?........4'....... S5 ... 6 I 7 oii.... 8
f. Do you jike it when the teocher lets you choose whot you )
wont tojdo sometimes? .. ..... e eeseee s et e e 7. 0 ioeved X N 4
g._ How obout doing things in groups of two or three kids? . —
(Doyou like if?) .., . ... ... et eeaaeaana S V< S
3 h..DoyouIikefoworkbyyourselfsomeoIfhefime? ........ R - R A -
€3
o -
g 10.  Which of your subjects this year have been port of IGE, the Individually Guided Education program ?
e S
\ NONE, NOT IN IGE PROGRAM, ..... ciee-aseass N
1lo. Did you go to the same school this year that et e e eaese e ceea 1
you went fo the year before ? N et e aa e et 2
. IN SCHOOL LAST YEAR (GO TOQ A........ 3
b. Were ony of your school subjects part of the IGE pro= YES . et i i i e TR
gram lost yeor? NG ... P ST
, : DON'T KNOW ORNOANSWER cieessnii.. b
A. Let me be sure thot | hove your nome down correctly . N%ME:

Thank you. ~ ) l - . .- / , ) ) ’

7
4

SEX: MALE., .. ...p.. 1 . 'ETHL\IICI'I'Y’: TWHITE. ottt et iie s ey e s o nae e ate b

FEMALE ....J... 2 BLACK:............‘...

” -o‘oo--poo

LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMERICAN PUERTO RICAN)
OTHER (ORIENTAL, INDIAN ETC.) .

RN

>

NN AN N

/
cory DEMOGRAP/IC CHARACTERISTICS FROM PARENT'S QUESTIONNAIRE, NUMBER:

=

| o\ 33 ]

—
.

TIME INTERVIEW ENDED: INTERVIEW LENGTH: .- MINUTES

-
T R
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. o -
€

L : : , u o : \ . 1GE EVALUATION
~ - ! - : - P
. GUESTIONS 7A»B == IS (NAME OF SCHOOU), DIFFERENT FRQOM OTHER ELEMENTARY (SCHODLS IN ANY WAY THAT YOU sz« of. CIF YES)
- - . IN wHAT NAY. ‘ . o \
- < . N ~ .

PARENTS =- 1972~7h==ccemeecemmccmecccceccccsccemeemmececccccccccscccccoscosccaoceannn :

- 1974 SCHOOL «m>xwnnnnnnnnnnunnnnnnlnnnnnnnnnnnlnnnnunntnnnuuluuununnnnnnn‘annVA -
SCHOOL'S .LCTN SCHOOL®S/UNIT'S * YRS IN IGE-~ YRS SCHOOL IN I1GE=~- R

’ . NON=~ IGE*NESS=~—ccwcac—n ONE MRE THN ONE TNO . THREE ' '
) ‘ TQTAL cxw.>z HIGH MEDIUM LOWN YR ONE YR YR -YRS OR MORE ,
v . - '
. BASE \ 2332 1808 1011 985 934 1857 1075 1368 1217 347

PERCENT 100 <0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.9

) YES, SCHOOL 983 613 568 499 1060 622 770 702 2%0 .
IS CIFFERENT =~ 54.4 60.6. 57.7 53.4 57.1 $7.9 - 56.3 . uq.oﬂ 60.5
INDIVIDUALLY GUIDED . S _ i 131
EDUCATION SCHOOL CIGE) . 37.8
GENERAL REFERENCE T0 N e . T 15
NEW PROGRANR DEEINITIONS to aid in interpreting the printout tables: 4.3
. . . ! <
o . .  Ton :
- TEAM TEACHING The basis for the table is the repliesto the question quoted at the 6
top of the toble. Sometimes more than one question is used for a 1.7
i t -
INPIVIDUALIZED single toble : . : 9
-Description of the population used for »&c_nzam the table, such as’ 2.6 v
xcrd.ul»mm%o\muza Administrators, Teachers, Parents, or Children. - / .
. . . . ¢
- The groupings of breakdowns of respondents by which the results o ) |
SMALL GROUPS are :..w.c._nnmn_ (such os Total, Urbon, or Non-urban).
» o R - ! . Lo
TEACHERS WORK = Labels down the _om_”u.n_n Om.:uv_? one for each -Qi of results, ) |
- TOGETHER usually answers to the question. )
EACH CHILD LEARNS The number of weighted iriterviews, ond percentages immediately R vy
AT HIS OWN RATE below . ) fee
. OPEN CLASSES . ) - 2
3.3 - . . .. 6.9
: DTHER WAYS 342 117 225 117 112 113 216 126 155 162 2s -
- 11.7  10.4  12.4  11.6  11.4  12.1 11.6 11,7 11,3 133 7.2 :
‘L. 1 . . ‘ . . 3 i
NO» SCHOOL IS NOT : 1250 425 825 3938 417 435 797 453 598 515 137 7 * i
DIFFERENT R L2.6 37.9 45.6 wo;.,b/bwgw L6.6 62.9 62.1 43.7 62.3 wo.m_ L e

. B

.
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pcmmﬂuoz 38 -~ BASED ON <ocz OWN IDEAS Om WHAT PRODUCES oc>rnﬂ< EDUCATION, WOULD YOU SAY THA

FAIR, OR POOR.
_ s .

-

ADMINISTRATORS -- 4owmnﬂao-n-nn--a-----non-o-nn--nwo-o--nno:nunm:o:u-

»

IGE EVALUATION

GE IS EXCELLENT, GOOD»

, 1972 - 1974 SCHOOL YEARS=====-==-- e
- . . scHOOL*s LCTN SCHOOL'S/UNIT'S PRIMARY ETHNCTY® YRS SCHOOL IN IGE==
. - ; NON= IGE’NESS=======~==c= OF SCHOOL------- WBnE THO THREE
. L * - TOTAL  URBAN  UR3AN HIGH MEDIUM LOW WHITE NON-WHITE ~ YR . YRS OR MORE
BASE “303 121°% 182% 106 * 103 * 94 « 241 62-%% <145 % 123+, 35S eex O ,
PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 ° 100.0 S
\EXCELLENT 223 86 137 . &8 78 57 178 45 98 - 98 27
73.6 71.1 75.3 83.0 75.7 60.6 73.9 - 72.6- 67.& 79.7 77.1 '
6008 74 33 41 1% 25 35 59 1s 45 23 6 x -
N 24.4 27.3 ' 22.5 13.2 24.3 37.2 24.5 24.2 31.0 18.7 17.1
FIR 2 2 T2 2 , . 2
R ¢ 1.1 : 2.1 .8 1.6 .
- - : — ©
POOR
¢ 7 - *
DON'T XNOW, OR 4 2 r 2 T 2 TR 2 2 ’ :
NO ANSWER . . 1.3 1.7 ¢ 1.1 3.8 .8 3.2 1.4 5.7 -
- . 2 / .
> * o ) | \ . \
- v - » - - i
. te
- % Results in this .NQHEB relatively unstable “ .
because of Eww .puvuo base. , .
N «
4 . \
#+ Extremely szmall sample base -- C » .
interpret percentages with'caution. . ) ]
7 //y . R . .
| " -
7i *s¢Base for this column too small o . i
to produce meaningful results. i ° . ;
: , Of
. . ; - / i D — W
- . . : ;
v page thirty-five T~ b




. IGE EVALUATION

§
3
£
E

R . ——
QUESTION 12 == DO YOU THINK THAT YOUR STUDENTS ENJOY SCHOOL MORE, LESS, OR ABOUT THE SAME AS_THEY DID BEFORE THE IGE
PROGRAM STARTED AT YOUR SCHOOL.
. QUESTION 13 —- SINCE THE ADOPTION OF THE IGE PROGRAM, DO YOU THINK STUDENT BEHAVIOR HAS IMPROVED, STAYED THE SAME, OR
i BECOME WORSE.
. TEACHERS 1972-74--==S2c—r—cc—ccccccac ————- - S :
.. 1972 = 1974 SCHOOL YEARS====-=m====ccemceo-esceosemccmcmomomcocmesococomocmoom oo e
.. - ' SCHOOL'S LCTN SCHOOL*S/UNIT'S PRIMARY ETHNCTY YRS SCHOOL IN IGE=--= . .
NON~ IGE'NESS-==-======== OF SCHOOL--~--=- ONE TdD THREE - . - '
TOTAL  URBAN  URBAN HIGH DIUM . LOW WHITE NON-WHITE YR YRS OR MORE
. - BASE 586 26* 360 203* 198 - 185 474 AAN. 280 239 67 : .
PERCENT 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 400.0 100.0 100.0 ~100.0 100.0 100.0 . :
STUDENTS ENJOY SCHOOL 437 - 168 269 170 142 125 356 81 204 184  _, 49
MORE 74.6 7%.3 74.7 - 83.7 71.7 67.6 75.1 72.3 72.9 77.0 73.1 .0
ABOUT THE SAME | 80 38 %2 20 26 - 34 66 14 55 19
13.7 16.8 11.7 9.9 13.1 18.4 _13.9 12.5 19.6 - 7.9
. LESS 10 ; 10 < 2 5 .3 7 3 4 6
. - ) 1.7 . 2.8 1.0 2.5 1.6 1.5 2.7 1.4 . 2.5 o
. DON'T KNOW, OR 59 20 39 1M 75— 23 45 % - 17 30 12
NO ANSHWER , 10.1 8.8 10.8 5.4 12.6 2.4 —yos——12.5 6.1 1.6t
: STUDENT BEHAVIOR HAS —- 159 64 95 71 40 48 118 41, 90 49 20
INPROVED 27.1 28.3 26.4 35.0 20.2 25.9 24.9 36.6. 32.1 - 20.5 295 : h
. . I
STAYED THE SAME 289 113 176 - 97 96 96 242 . 47 134 _ 128 27
. 49.3 50.0 48.9 47.8 awwu 51.9 51.1 42.0 47.9 53.6 40.3
- BECOME WORSE 76 26 50 22 33 21 10 3¢ . 34 T8 ‘
. 13.0 1.5 13.9 "10.8 V6.7 11.% «4& o 8.9 12.1 14.2 11.9 )
ON'T KNOW, OR - 62 23 39 13 29 1 - 14 22 28 12 .
. NO ANSWER : 10.6 10.2 10.8 6.4 14.6 10.8 dc.ﬂ 12.5 7.9 1.7 17.9
) (v SRR . : , , . ‘ :
S * ) . ' . - .
- 5 .
- . ,
3 . o .
. -, . . \n Jr. - ' A
’ & Results in this column relatively unstabdle e , < N ) ]
. because of small sample dbase. ) . - , « -
' . . . @) :
. , . n/ . kl W “
. » - > i
< /.s “ Lo ' . < " M
. |
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N IGE EVALUATION—

»

QUESTION BA ~- HAVE YOU EVER HEARD OF THE Hzon<noc>rﬂf mcmrmo EDUCATION OR *IGE' PROGRAN FOR MFMLmr4>m< SCHOOLS .
QUESTION 88 ~- (IF YES) DID YOU KNOW THAT (NAME OF SCHOJL) IS PART OF THE INDIVIDUALLY GUIDED EODUCATION PROGRAN.

PARENTS == 197276 ==cmmmmccecccc oo cc e oo a a e c e cccccccccccccccaae .
, . 1972 = 1974 SCHOOL YEARS======-=-=e--mecececmcccce—ccccccccecccicoecaa- ——— -
» . SCHOOL®'S LCTN. SCHOOL'S/UNIT*S YRS ‘IN IGE-- YRS SCHOOL IN IGE==-- .
“ NON- IGE'NESS~==r=ccca== ONE MRE THN ONE TWO THUREE ¢
TOTAL URBAN URBAN HIGH MEDIUM LOW YR ONE VYR YR YRS OR MORE N
BASE 2932 ™22 1808 1011 985 934 1857 1075 1368 1217 347 .
~ PERCENT  100.0 180.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0
YES, HAVE HEARD OF “IGE® 2123 861 ' 1280 759 - -718 664 1316 307 1013 889 221,
PROGRAN 72.4  °75.0 70.8 75.1 72.9  69.0  70.9  7S.1 74.0  73.0  63.7 : )
 AWARE CHILD'S SCHOOL 2285 910 51373 815 781 687 1398 887 1093 959 233 .
1S PART OF °*IGE® 77.9 81.1 75.9 80.6 79.3  73.6 75.3  82.5 79.9 78.8  67.1
. NO, WAS NOT AWARE Y% 4 212 435 7 196 204 247 459 188 275 258 e
. — 22.1 18.9  264.1 19.4 20.7  26.6 26.7  17.5 20.1 21.2 32.9 o
HAVE NOT HEARD OF' "IGE’ 709 235 474 213 T 244 252 470 239 296 296 117 - M
PROGRAW 24.2  20.9  26.2 21.1 264.8  27.0 25.3 22.2 21.6  24.3  33.7 T ‘
. DON®T KNOW, OR . 100 46 564 39 23 38 7 29 59 32 9
NO ANSJER 3.4 4.1 3.0 3.9 2.3 6.1 3.8 2.7 4.3 2.6 2.6
2 ~
t c . AN .
“ a . ) LT el LN
: : U ,.
"~ . ’ . ) - .
. . g ) ) . ’ . .
i ’ : , I
. ) c . &)
- P \Ul

[E
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. : - . . - , : v 1GE EVALUATION
W ~ . o St
. QUESTION Z7== WHAT HAVE YOU LIKED MOST ABOUT- THE WAY THINGS WERE DONE AT SCHOOL. THIS YEAR. P
. ’ CHILDREN e e TS PP
- 1972 1974 "SCHOOL <m>xmll'ln.llllllll!l'llllrll.-"lllllllllllll'llllllllll'l'llllllll||.
) SCHOOL®S LCTN SCHOOL®S/UNIT®S YRS IN IGE~-- YRS SCHOOL IN IGE~~= |GE SUBJeom ceund
: ) ~ NON- IGE*NESS~-=-=ccmeno= ONE MRE_THN ONE TWd  THREE LANG.
8 TOTAL / URBAN  UR3AN  HIGH K MEDIUM LOW , YR ONE YR YR YRS  OR MORE ARTS MATH
BASE 2932 ¥ 122 1808 1011 : 985 936 - 1857 1075 1368 1217 347 1314 1283
PERCENT  100.0 100.0°‘ 1000 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
LANGUAGE ARTS 548 219 329 174 183 191 391 157 246 235 67 263 198
: . . 18.7 19.5 18.2 7.2 18.6 20.4 21.1 14.6 18.0 19.3 19.3 200 .- 15.4
SOCIAL 'STUDIES 79 26 55 2s 27 27 34 45 —— 28 46 T S5———_ 34 34
’ 2.7 2.1 3.0 2.5 - 2.7 2.9 1.8 6.2 2.0 3.8 1.4 2.6
MATHEMATICS 685 353 332 24t 212 232 462 223 336° | 296 53 288
23.4 31.5 18.4 23.8 21.5 24.8 . 24.9 20.7 24.6 , 24.3° 15.3 219
SCIENCE 100 48 52 .72 37 29 %9 51 60 37 3 43 u
- 3.4 4.3 2.9 3.6 3.8 3.1 2.6 4.7 - &6 3.0 .9 3.3 3.4
H € - - (‘- - -
ARTS ° . 319 110 209 106 107 1be 217 102 126 172 21 149 115
. . 10.9 9.8 ° 11.6 10.5 10.9 11.3 - 11.7 9.5 9.2 14.1 6.1  11.3 9.0
FOREIGN LANGUAGE ' 14 3 11 s . * s « - T2 12 4 10 69
. | WS .3 .6 .5 . -5 -4 -1 1.1 .3 -8 .5 7
- b4 .
GYM 404 130 - 274 122 157 125 255 149 147 203 56 150 16}
13.8 1.6 " 15.2 12.1 15.9 13.4 13.7 13.9 10.7 16.7 15.6 11.4 12.5
TEACHRRS —~ - - 268 92 176 88 68 112 - 206 _ 62 141 94 33 130 103
‘ . ¢ 9.1 8.2 9.7 8.7 6.9 12.0 1.1 5.8 10.3 7.7 9.5 9.9 8.0
- \\\\\\\l\\ , . R - A - . ¢
WULTIPLE TEACHERS 187 57 130 103 36 50 109 78 . 99 61 27 100 ‘85
. . . 6.4 ~5.1 7.2 .10.2 3.5 5.4 5.9 7.3 7.2 5.0 7.8 7.6 6.6
TCHANGING CLASSES & 299 91 206 119 85 93 191 108 132 _110 57 129 128
: < 10.2 8.1 1.4 1.8 8.5 , 10.0 10.3 10.0 9.6 9T0~ - 16.4 9.8 10.0
3 N N .
208 96 112, 78 . 53 77 - 135 73 75 121 - 12 102 - 105
7.1 8.6 L 6.2 | T.T . - 5.6 8.2 7.3 6.8 5.5 9.9 3.5 7.8 « 8.2
- . i AN ¢ i
~ 83 23 60 15 43 25 53 ~30 36 44 3 * 35 27
- 2.8 2.0 3.3 1.5 4.k 2.7 2.9 2.8 © 2.6 3.6 .9 2.7 2.3
e N e . . -
- . b . ¢ -
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:

Summary of the
“National Evaluation Of
The |I|D|E|A| Change

"Program For IGE”

Schools included in this study are partici-
pating in |GE by directing their inservice
“efforts toward adopting the 35 IGE out-
comes. No school, however, has implemented
all the outcomes.

The average degree of IGE implementation
Lm‘/?hmo:oo_m included in this study is 49%—
ranging from 30 to 75% implementation.
Conclusions of our study, therefore, are
confined to statements about schools under-
going change—not effects of IGE fully
.installed.

Conclusions we draw from this study .are
based on data.collected through face-to-face
interviews. Statements about such things as
student behavior, how well students learn,
and the general effectiveness of the program
are opinions of the respondents. The con-
clusions should be interpreted with this in
mjnd.* .

The study is not longitudinal. Though the .

_——people were not included {except by chance) ,

study spanped two school years, the same

in the two phases of the study. We have not
offered conclusions regarding how attitudes
change with time as a school or Learning
Community participates in IGE.

B A

‘\ \ '

Students.and teachers in 1,200 schools across the
U.S. are now implementing the /I/D/E/A/ Change
Program for IGE,

Within these limits, then, we believe these
conclusions are appropriate:

1.-General attitudes of administrators,
teachers, parents, and students are positive
toward IGE. They support the inservice
training, the educational concepts, the
organization, and the overall effects of
the program. RS i

N

Implementation strategies for initiating
IGE are-improving. Attitudes of admini-
strators, teachers, and students toward
methods of orienting and training are
more positive in schools that use the more
recent strategies than in those who used
earlier procedures,

w

Administrators and students in schools
that have participated in IGE for three or
more years feel more positive about the
educational concepts of IGE than those
in the program only one or two years.

4. Administrators, teachers, parents, and
students are more positive about the pro-
gram in schools that have implemented
most of the IGE outcomes. The degree of
implementation is consistently related to
positive feelings, effects on students,
acceptance, and commitment to the
program. ¢

-

by

A A A

5. In general, the attitudes of administrators,
teachers, parents, and students in urban
and non-urban schools are equally positive.

6. The majority of teachers believe IGE pro-
cesses work equally well for slow and fast
learners and for oc_ﬁ:qm_._,\ advantaged and
culturally different learners.

-«

7. Attitudes of parents and students toward
the program and its effects are more posi-
tive where students have attended an IGE .
school for more than one year.

2

8. In general, reactiops to the program are
equally positive in schools that have
primarily white students and those that
are primarily non-white.

9. Implementing | GE can result in perceived
administrator and teacher over-loads
especially when the rate of change, the
level of support, or the sequence of adop-
tion are not appropriate to the capabilities
and resources of participating schools,

C

E

Q




