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%raduat1on requ1rements 1n I111n01s, a staff report was” prepared for the ;ngu'

.

: 'State Board of Educat1on and presented to board members at the June 23

J o
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S T e ANALYSTS OF . St et
o ILLINQIQrHIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION REQULREMENT T
TR _ : ) \ Bac"round };“;a;éxfﬁfﬁﬁ 'fQ”.fﬂ"%* e

N ‘H1gh schoo1 siaduat on requ1rements pre maJor ssue ﬂﬂ gdUtat1on. e

- National a%tent1opfhas -been generated ‘ghe Naj 1qna1 Commigsion-on
-~ “Excellence *in Edycation report,: among ‘others.: AShe Educét1dn Commission of
- .the States reports that Indiana, Kentucky, an V1rg1n1a are‘among the-states® ,
. Currently ex3m1n1ng state 1eveP graduat1on requ1rement‘Lv 1w 111inois, SRS
». “ legislation :has.peen, introduced in both houses.of the -General Assemb1y (S.BY -7 s
0669 and H B, 1179)9wh1ch would-mandate high schoo™ gradiation requi ements .

Lr f[beyond those’ now in’ effect (See. A;/end1x A for cop1es of‘these b1_1s

’ vAlthough each geneﬁ$t1on down)fhrough h1story has cr1t1c1z'd‘the qua11ty of
~ education, current”drguments;Seem to rely very heavily dnkﬁec11 Ang test ™.
.scores ‘as- ev1dehce that student ach1evement has dec11ned e A

%R'.“ At least two d1fferent approaches to us1ng &he author1£y oflfﬁéfstate are

‘;QH be1ng proposed in- response to this prob1em. The -first approach is’to ramge R
\\ ~achievement -by adding to the ‘cgurses students must. take ip-high school, .,.,;) o
. decreasing elective courses,’or changing, the amount'of t1me spent on certa1n - >
ctivities. Lengthen1ng the 'schoel day. and' school.year;, ‘increasing T ““““‘?‘7[;%

'graduat1on requirements, and, assigning. more homework ‘are further—examp1es of
\th1s ;pproach to control the schoo1l env1ronment and factors whickeseem to - f,' .
,affgc' the “learning process. Threse solutions: focus . ;on "1nputs" those EERNEE SR

factors which enter §ynto the ppocess.__v;vnlgfz_\_, - )A_tc- Ll e “,'.<Tf]"f§
CTHE, second appro ché -not we11 known as a state\nn1t1at1ve;sdut ga1n1ng in L e
popuﬂan1tyo att to ra1s ach1evemen by specifying what is expected of S
students ins terms /Of. performance, know1edge, sk111s; etc. . This approach ;' _
~'récognizes that students vary in-thé abititdes, expengences and 1nterests o
—..they’ br1ng ‘to-the classroom. , Most-4mp tan 1y, this ppraach recogn1zes _ ,»;ﬁ
- that students will vapy in_the amount o e Jt takes\them' to- Tearn. : Th1s f'.\“
R approach focuses on "outcomes" .. The numBer}of actua1 courses re uired ‘of -, ;
—al sfudents is “irrelevant " in th1s approach Eince instry ct1on, and: the-tf me »
devoted to gt, s dependent on th? needs “of . 1nd1w1dua1 studentsaor group.of .

students. .“"

\ P ' -
Lo Th1s outcome approach 1s CHrE t]jf%&% 194 Yo S
the Texas 011ege Aand *University~System,: the;tou151ana Board“ofﬁgegents, and
o “the: Co11§gg Board!'s L@ucat1on§1 EQua11ty ‘Project.  While these\three .7 .-
,"_\xassoc1at ons ‘target the outcomes - toward c%é1ege ‘bound students\\the concept
.is not 1qm1ted to the co11ege bound: nor - is it new. Performance ased or’ .
y behaV1ora1 obJect1ves use this approach BenJam1n ‘Bloom,"natje y.known / .
eduoator ‘encompasses ‘this" concept in h1s mastery 1earn1ng ar %ggc where o7\
ormance outcomes are sp cified and -instructional time 1s-var1ed§§
'dividual’. d1fferences in the 1eanﬁﬁng rates of students. Somet
.:t‘“{ 1n 1ts study, of 1nstrUct1ona1 praogram. mandates in I11lino7s, stherState.Boa d .-
ﬂ’:i -0f Education. conc1uded that ‘the state S 1ntenest in. educat1on would be\ -
o (’ better d1rected at what students should know’ gnhd.be able to do as a \
C cqnsequenqﬁ of ‘their educat1on than toward prescr1b1ng how many cour!gs

R what 1engt they should take. T R ;:W“_l’-f'-f
T e . R “w_,. A T

e




"l o .. u.”_‘w".:",“v;- \\ /

‘,” . Gwven the extent of the. 1nterest in graduatfoﬁﬁreQu1rements, and since. the ;'f_‘
: approach taken by the ‘State Board of Education -is. ~substantially different = .
from that which -is illustrated in S.B..0669 and H.B- 1179, State Board- af ;.-
Educat1on staff accelerated its. study‘of gr aduat-ion requ1rements in. o Y
" _—'1111no1s, 1nc1ud1ng state requ1rem nts adg those Wh1ch are required at the
E 1bca] 1eve1 K L TM.. \ o . -

~

C
. 0669 and. H B. 1179), the" current state-and Tocal® requ1rements, a compar1son
aoaooof I1linois requirements. withthe. n t1éﬁ; other states, and selected 1arge
o city schoo1s, and a descr1pt1on of the: methodo]ogy for data co11ect1on and
ana1ys1s T S T T
. e AU AR

Current and Proposed Req;ffgments 3

I o -

Q' Graduat1on requ1rements in. I11inois are’ querned by’poth statutes and -
wwe~——regu1at1ons. _They have evolved over more than a 60" year per1od but are A
T.. similar to those.established .in 1920 by the -0ffice of the. Super1ntendent of -

Publf\“Tnstruct1on Current statutes require. that students at the setondary
7 1eve1 must take the fo110u1ng ‘epurses’ or subJects'-.x 11; L L

: E/ L ,
e %, Patr1ot1sm & Pr1nc1p1es of Representat1ve S 1?hr. pgrk ) e
'«~ ‘Government (Schoo1 Code 27- 4) . _,3"' Week i& e '7435»1~

Phys1ca1 Education (Schoo]»Code 27-6) BV Da11y
e Consumer Education (School Code 27-12.1) .. ”".Document 1 (4—2 14) T
Cap e m o T T S R .~ Requires a ‘course (or: = -
e L o .. < equivalent) 1nc1ud1ng
ool o ¢, dinstruction in o
/}f[j; T A ji-';”ﬂ»"g“~fll;1nsta11ment - °$- .
S e ﬁ%@ O ey - ‘purchasing, budget1 g,
R L S .~ comparison:of prieés -
SR L .. =7 > and an understanding .
S v ‘ e W . . of the rolessof
A R R 7 donsumers. 1nteract1nq/
e ’ - © " withhagriculture,
DR L SR . - ... - business, trade uniens’
T .- . and government in
T - " formulating.and =~
CEER oo o .= .’ - achieving the, goals. of
o . ~ the free enterpr1se )
L o, - o - .+ . system, such. course
e e oo oo o o (or-equivalent) -to
WL e o - .. 4 ... encompass-‘not Tess :
e T " - S " than'nine weeks, and- to .-
- T o S . . be completed during '
no : ' C : o o \.grades 10 12 R




Safety Educat1on (SchooP Code 27-17, 27 22) '_ 30 hours - _;,_ -_f’ ’“g
SubJect’a:eas wh1ch must be taught to students but wh1ch may be 1nc1uded in T
' other courses .as a component of the tota] content aress S -
. . . ) .' b , ‘/ "\.
Conservat1on of : natura] resouroes 1) . S
(Schoo] Code 4713, 1) et ') There are no o~
_ Ty e < - N ‘ ). time or specific . v
SH o ','1., - ;.f L 5,/ ; content: requ1rememts.. o
‘. H1story of the United States (Schoo] ';:x y o [ R
‘Code 27-21) . - e ...,/,.,) o ';f,
"c’“ » / \ .

. h]I other secondary course requ1remeqts for students are. mandated E1ther by
‘ISBE S Document 1 or 1oca1 d1stricts"reqU1rements. S v
Current state regu]at1ons (Document 1f for secondary schoo] gradu 1on ‘ '>(:
“require at .1éast 16 units of sﬁUdy where a un1t 1s equ1va1ent to a da11y
per1od of study throughout the schoo] year .

| [ TR .
A ] 4 Units of Phys1ca1 Eduqat\on 4 S
0 - 3 Units of English Coy S ._{-~f '3 Lo el
- _‘\\ 01 Unitof. Government/H1story/Patr1ot1sm S ;o S
UL 1/2 Unit.Health Education . = )i Wording- -does not spec1fy
o / '1/4 Unit Consumer Educafion = )1 a separate course._ N ]

E]ect1ves suff1c1ent to bring tota] un1ts to 16

There are current]y no statutes or. regu]aﬁ1ons for mathemat1cs or sC1ence as.
.a requirement for graduat1on Loca] schoo] d1str1cts may requ1re these and

. other subJects however S : ,53.’_ RN . .
| The proposed 1eg1s1at1on (S B. 0669/H B. 1179), prior'to'amendment }wou1d- '
'mf: -establish the fo]]ow1ng m1n1mum course requ1rements as prerequ1s1tes to y
graduat1on . g., L . o o e e
' \ " S PP x., . ’
'-af ; Four year H1gh Schoo] - . . Three-year ngh?School o . .
S vﬁ_years of - language arts . = - . ;2 year5~bf 1angdage=arts e
i 2'&ears of mathematdcsv | jj* 7 years of mathemat1cs o
. P '_- S REEE Y ‘:_ .
SRR ,2 years of sc1ence T years of sc1ence Lo oy

/2 years of soc1a1 stud1es N N 2 years ‘of - soc1a1 stud@gs/

oW *~ .

_ 1 year of mus1c art or : - -1 year “of-. mus1c art or .

. fore1gn 1anguage L fore1gn 1an@uage Lo Qs_, o
BRI . o o $ . . -.v . i : . ‘a< ) .
. o 7 -

\" ”.»‘ ‘ K | . .l ‘
.d ' ' . .
.g;' . ) .“,.. R tr
' : . \/ -
\ 8 . 7 ]




Y . _ ,
~ Since there are no bills befﬁaqcurﬁgnt1y considered which -would waive or
v alter the cunrent.réquireménts;(aS'ﬁn physical education, health; safety or
‘consumex, education), these requirements:must<be viewed as radditions to the
current jandates. - o . T . BRI ‘
& pa

e

Major Fibdingg}

Six major-findings were drawn from the analyses:

/

1. 'In comparison with other states, I11inos, in its 16'unit requirement,
: falls at about the mid-point of other states. Nearly.a quarter of the
. states do not specify the number of.uniés\required for graduatioﬂfat" .
~all,.a quarter-require 16, and nearly- 4 % ‘require between 17 and 22.5
. “units,. S.B. 0669/H.B..1179 do not address\gnits per se. Interestingly,
-eighty percent of I11inois‘pub1ic»high.sChooJSvrequirefmoré‘than.the 16
units mandated: by )he state for graduation. - - R
2. When academic areas are cons.idered segarate1y)¢a1mOSt:ha1f.to nearly 75%. \.
+ of the states exceed I11inois' requirements in ‘English, math, science, .. -
" and social studies. The I1lipois physical education requirement exceeds
‘those of ‘all but two other states. . R _ S
3. Only two schools -- Univérsity of I1linois High School at Urbana and.”
' .University High School at I1linois State University, Normal -- meet or
exceed -the exact requirement$ specified in the legi lation proposed v
- under S.B. 0669/H.B. 1179. There are eighteen high §chools which meet ~
- .all requirements except for fine arts and foreign language. After fine
arts, the requirement in'zocja1 studies would be most difficult for
I11inois high schools to fieet. Nearly one-half ofthe schools require
only one year of social studies. . = = . '

o/

4. While the proposed-legislation clearly has an academic orientation, even .
- college bound students in a 16 unit high school would have\difficulty ,
completing 2 years of foreign language, four. years 'each of English, math
and science with the requirements ,established by S.B. 0669/H*B; 1179
unless current requirements for physical education, driver's ‘education, -
health education, and/or  consumer education were waived since ‘they would

~also have to take one other social studies courses Further, research

" has shown that taking only-one year in a foreign language (an option in

_the proposed. legislation) may be inefficient since it is generally.
-agreed that- fluency and competence cannot be obtained in a‘single\yedr.
Non-college bound students would be limited to about two units of -
electives in vocational education, or general education, since the
legislation would require similar schedules for all I1linois students,

~ regardless of individual career goals or aptitudes. B \\ .

, LJ\

5. ,ManyﬁI]linois'schoo1s would have to modify several significant policies
’ in order to' jfiplement the specific requirements of the 1egis1ation\undeh\
~ ‘consideration. They would have to lengthen.the school day or school. \
. calendar in the absence of state commitment of increased resources; .
' : ?shorteq/;he class periods to have more subjects -scheduled in the same \\A

A\
N A
- . _ N ' . ‘ LU
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amount of time; decrease the units currently required in certain
subjects, such as physical education, or provide credit through sources
external to the school (community college, life experience,
correspondence school, proficiency exams, etc.), While some of-these
modifications have merit, most also have fiscal implications.

’ Significant'chdﬂges“injpresent policy and practjce at, the school level
would need to occur in a short period of time to accommodate these
changes. . : o \ : ' .

6. Last, and undoubted]yfmost,important;,there is no evidence that
_ increasing. graduation requjrements affects student academic .
. performance. In fact, there is some evidence te the contrary. I1linois ’
and national data show that there is a weak or inconsistent relationship’
between graduation‘requirements_gnd student achievement, This is a most
~. .disturbing finding since it is counter to most conventional wisdom.
- Nationally, there is evidence that school districts with higher
" achievement have fewer graduation requirements, while districts with
lower student achievement levels tend to use higher graduation
requirements,-probably in an effort to raise achievement.. Graduation
requirement policy can be quantified and controlled; it is "do-able".
‘The very simplicity of this approach may begqﬁ%1eadind“as a solutioen to
a highly complex problem. ' . : o

4

~. Further, the statistic most frequently used in the Press and in public
" debate to justify the existence of a crisis in achievement, SAT scores, |,
for years has shown I11inois to be above the national average despite ’
_its lower requirements for graduation. - Therefore, jt is concluded that
. specifying the graduation requirements that every I11inois student must
.complete cannot be relied upon, within any.degree of assurance, to raise
 achievement scores. Further additions to required courses, despite
" their laudable intent, could create a false sense of. security abgut' the
. degree to which improvement in student achievement has been addressed.
This, in turn, could produce an unwarranted complacency and result in a
~ lack-of will to address other more Fundamental changes in the system,

*




Methodotogy and Staff Analysis of'Datav_

The primary purposes of this analysis are to desc¢nibe the current graduatioh

" reqiirements in I11inois public high schools,#compare these requirements

" with those in the nation and other states, and with the requirements as
proposed in S.B. 0669 and H.B. 179. . :

- 1 . Methodology .

_Information regarding graduation requirements and policies were obtained
directly from documents from 702 schools (governed by approximdtely 600 &

" school district boards of education). The documents were submitted to the

. State Board of Education as support material for the Census of Secondary

School"Course Offerings which focused upon the school rdther than the

~ district as-the unit of analysis. Surprisingly, while it was: assumed that
- the graduation requirements of .all schools within the jurisdiction of the

‘'same school district would be identical, the compilation of school _

graduation requirements identified five school districts with different.

graduation requirements .applicable to each school. While only eleven -

_ .schools out of more than 700 statewide were affected, this unexpected
finding warrants further study. ' o L

T -
s

‘Typically, this information was part of a student handbook or curriculum
guide usually provided to parents and students. Staff were trained to
. review handbooks and to code .the specific requirements by school. (See

Appendix B for a copy of the coding forms.) . .

, _ )

A ‘review of the literature was ‘tonducted. In addition, telephone inquiry to
representatives of selected large ¢ity schools and two state education
aggncjes were made to obtain' further information. Two states, Indiana and
entucky, were recently involved in studies of graduation'requirementé and
state agency staff from these states provided information on national trends
and practices. * vfl G e

There were two limitations in the data. One limitation is that the .
materials submitted may have been incomplete, i.e., some policies may not
have been reported in the documents. It was assumed, however, that student
handbooks and curriculum guides would be the most logical sources of

information for graduation requirements. This assumption was valid for 96%
 of the schools. - ' o U _ :

A second limitation 'is that many local document$ were not idated and, thus, :
- requirements may have changed since the 1981-82 schoo]{yea&. .Typically, new
requirements do not take effect until a four-year span has! elapsed .in order
“fo allow sufficient time for students to schedule courses in a sequence
compatible with the changes. -The data reported represent -graduation - .
" requirements as of the 1981-82 school year or as sent to this-office during
- that "school year. T " ' o



Analysis of Data . o G -

o : ) . ‘

‘I11inois Data ' - N

The .majority of public.high schools are.organized“3ﬁ<; semester system with <
quarterly grade reporting. Graduation requirements are most often specified - -
in terms.of credits or units of instruction that are defined within‘the .-
- context of the local organizational structure. This causes much. diversity
. in the definitions of credits and units of instruction among the schools:
For example, there is mo minimym or maximum amount of instructional time
. represented by a.unit’since class periods vary among’ scpools from 40 to 60
. minutes and the number of days schools are in session also varies to some
extent. The traditional "Carnegie Unit" definition is not uniformly-applied: '
in I1linois schoals. N A : : L. - :
. ’ . . . . ’. . . » i‘
~ As a‘result of ‘this diversity, the. course requirements-specified in school
_documents were converted by state board staff “ta’a.uniformly defined unit.
For the purpose of this repord, -a unit is defined-as, one class period”of:
 daily instruetiom for a full school year fdér courses accruing graduation
~ , credit. Courses® involving less: than one year of daily study, on courses for’
which schools awarded 1ess than one unit of credit.for'd‘fuli year of

participatiog, are reported in fractions of a unit.
161patiog

"Table 1 shows the total minimum units for gradﬁhtion required by loce1

schools in IT11inpis. There were 24 schools where graduation requirements

were not specified For those schools reporting, the range of minimal units
begins at 13 units (for three year high schools) ind*extends from 16 to 24

~ units for four year high schools, with 66.5% of schools requiring between 16
*and-18.75 units. Tgentylnine percent of schools require 19 or more units y

for graduation. Although state requirements specify 16 units (for four year - °.

high schools), more than .80% of schools éxceed this minimal requirement.

Table 1: Minimum Units Required f6r Graduation

- '\\\\; “in I11inois Public High Schools -
“No. of Units ~  No: of Schools (% of Sthools) | (lﬁ
4 ) ‘4. ) . ‘ NG - . .
0 (none indicated inrhandbooks) 24~ -~ T (3.6)
- %13-15.00 ST 3.\ - (0.3)
16 I 9% . (14.0)
16 .50 R oL T ' (0.1) .
17-17.75 - : 146. . - - (21.6)
18-18.75 .- 202 I (29.8)
- 19-19.75 L .78 © (.5)
20-20.75 . S . B | (12.4)
21-21.75 - ‘)%5 R C(2.2) ¢
22 - - - As : (2.4) * |
.- 23 .. ‘ 1 : - st (01) S
& - 3L (0.4) ji
' R ) Y 1 {1007 ' =
. TWean = T7.44; WedTan = T18.00; Mode = 00T T |
| *3-year’high'scho§j§ T .




{A common” pract1ce wal to classfty‘the courses/subJects required for i
;graduataon ‘inte ‘two broad areas; #academﬁc anq non-acddemic: ‘courses and/or .
-activies, Among ‘theé high :sthools following this practice,: ~the ‘subject areas'ﬁy
‘0f. Eng]1sh math;: sc1ence “and: soc1a1 studies are un1versa11y 1nc1uded in“the -
vacadem1c category.: “Other.subject areas’ .suchas" vocat1ona1 subgects art, '
: mus1c fore1gn Janguages, P.E., health,“driver's, educat1on, consumer’
education, ‘band “and‘chorus “are var1ously included or excluded. by Tocal';
pol1c1es which’ determine  the: awarding of: academ1c units, for graduat1on.; In
“this’ report, the category of academic SUbJeCtS is def1ned -as:;including . on1y
. ...the.subject ‘areas of: Eng1?sh ‘math, ‘'science:and" soc1a1 studies; whi]e a11
" other. subJect areas and activities: generat1ng un1ts to' rd required
-Egraduat1on tota]s ‘are. c1ass1f1ed as. other requ1red co : T

,~.;Academ1c,subject requ1rements are shown 1n Ta 1e U
' .required, analysis is- Anconclusive since .the s _mitted mater1a1 may have -
o failed to ihdicate- requirements, or the.school. licies may not linclude a i
“t[w;part1cu1ar subject area’if. graduat1on requ1rements.‘ In some’ 1nstances,-j,
v requirements. were: written in such: vague or confus1ng terms that 1t was not
’““ﬁgposs1b1e to precise1y deternﬁne the,requirements.~ s T B

"ﬂ::jTable 2 shows that 28 4% of schoo]s have. Engl1

.. "state requ1rementfof 3 un1ts. Approximate1y 10% of - schoo1s §:
< ‘units or-~more each .of" mathemat1cs .and science, while 90% of he schoo]s
“require at’ least -one- unit each of, mathematics | and scaence.;.-_ :
. percent: :0f “the . schools requ1“ least: one un1t,off§oc1a1 st=
g 14% requ1re;three onamore unTts s L s
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L Requ1red Un1ts '_‘» Eng11sh v _;fMath .1’" ! Sc1ence 1 Soc."Sts.
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Total _,,m5';j624s.~(100)- T (100) 747 (100) 87 ‘;;(100). -

] ,,'L_,‘a.lv.._'

i

Mean*s 15 QT; Mean 1 05 f‘ Mean 1 03 -Mean =1. 75 .f‘fdf,;
Med1an-3 oo Med1an 1 oo . Med1an 1 oo Med1an“2‘00 Ca

«Qode =3.00- '; Mode 1 oo | Mode ] oo

*Soc..Sts. 2 50 un1t~category 1nc1udes un1ts Lo -._.v,:ff;j."“
eXceed1ng 2.00 but less than 2.50, S e
Y ?*Med1an and. Mode: scores have-been rounded to.the.nearest-unit“or;r.
v -‘f' fraction thereof *¢ E : .."-' ' o .

\Other subJect areas’ requ1red by state regu1at1on are reported 1n Table 3
g \A1though all students must. partmc1pate in .these courses, the. ecision to . .
“grant credit toward graduat1on as well as the amount of credit granted for =
successfu] completion.is -left’ to district discretion. . Typ1ca11y, hea]th and']
consumer education are one semester courses,’ while. safety is often-a S
component ‘of the: driver educat1on\course., No credit is.given. toward
gnaduat1on for_health -or_cénsumer. ‘education: by- approx1mate1y one- th1rd of
the ‘schools, but . from 64-70%. of schools award eithera quarter or ha1f un1t
. for, ‘these courses., “More. thanihalf of the’ schools . do-not award -units of - _
;f_ . credit. for safety.. Phys1ca1 educat1on generates the ‘broadest range of ‘units
desp1te state regu]at1ons which .require daily" class- part1c1pat1on inall- -
schoo]s for the entire four year'si. More ‘than 25% of schools exclude units - -
~in phys1ca1 educat1on from graduation’ requ1rements.. On the” ‘other extreme, ”;-:
16% of 'schools allow-4 units of" phys1ca1 educat1on to accrue toward IR
graduat1on requ1eements.<,<u S e T :
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e u\jTab1e_3: ynits Required~for Other‘Subject.Araas ' 'i-

— '\;' —— No i Schoo1s*Requ1r1ngﬁUn1ts T
, NQ of 7 ey —— - _ g
Requ1red Un1ts ,H@a1th‘ ',; Consumer Ed Lo Safetz

i
l
;'aFNO;’ . i%l,ﬁf_rl No. . (%) _fl:'

1

FTE 0] 2 (100) '@ ‘ (100) '4_ (100),?; )

3v7Mode- 50 - Mode=.50 Mode=0 " Mode=1.00".

“Median=. 50 MedTan=.50 ',,' Med1an-;10 Vedtar=T-00

v‘*Hea1th and consumer(zgycat1on categor1es 1nc1ude un1t§ exceed1ng 25 but dd"\

’ ,1ess than 50 el T

C o

'11111no1s h1gh schoo1s are requ1red to offer courses in art mu51c and
“foreign language, but, as’ ‘shown in Table 4, few school po11c1es requ1re S
students to-take: these subjects as a requ1rement for qraduat1on :
L Approx1mate1y 90%  of - schools.. do.not requ1re art or. muswc and on1y three 2
'f'schoo1s requ1re fore1gn 1anguage , : L

¢ .
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’Tab1e'4é Units Requ1red in. Mus1c Art v L¢
X and Foreign Language S

No of Schools Requ1r1ng Uhqts

- 1 ) A‘

ol of v ot e T |
- Requ1red Un1ts R .,M‘sjc T ! ,:;' Art \ Fore1gn Lanquag_

€ A PR €5 NS IO PR )

7). 1605 (§ )y {671 199 6)
) (9.8) '

) (] )

)

. ; ‘ ' : - l . o ) . : , . " ‘ '.
To)ﬂ ———— %% _(W0)__ 74 (100) 674- ' (1007

— Median=0 ' Med1an-0 - Med1an—0 — S
o Moqgsp : Mode—O _Mode =0 . “1 . i:>'

L Elect1ve units represent those subJect areas wh1ch are - se]ected by the
“student. and allowed to acdrue toward: the requ1red units for graduat1on..» .
A1though electives may include the academic areas, stydents have~the option - -
“of. se1ect1ng*sub3ects -in the vocat1ona1 areas, fine arts and other areas
,_vdes1gned for individual needs ‘and interests. - ‘As shown in Table 5, the range.
. of elective unglgbegins at zero and extends to 14, un1ts.f-The data indicate
that, 46% of tih¥ 1001s ‘allowsstudents.'to elect e1ght or more: units of the '
school's gradua”_-n requ1rements, and: a1most 10% of schoo1s a11ow students '
:.1 to se1ect ten or -more . un1ts. S R . o :
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Restr1gted:e]ectjvesnrepresent:severa1,sub3ect.areas}from;wh1ch.a_studgntg1s;'v~

“required to select -one of,mere_coursesjﬁwFon;example;‘a_graduation-f_ T
©requirement, might specify a unit in either mathematics or science, &r in

=fine arts or foreign language. ThisfparadQXCSeems'to:sﬁﬁgestfuhcertainty~'

"l"regarding,fﬁé'purpose:on’va1ue of the requirement. ~Table 6 reports - the
number " of schools .which specify restricted- electives as-a requirement for
. grdduation. - More than”tWO-thirds'(67.6%)iof'the.5choo1s do not restrict; -
-eléctives. Approximately 24%“offsch001s‘require;pne=or.twb restricted. .
: *zelectives,.whi]e~1ess-than'4% require three or more.’ : ST

. Table 6+ Restricted Electives Required: to Complete -
© " Minimum. Graduation Requirements o )

N

Mo of Required Units - Mo of Schools (% of Schools) . =~
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~Although all-schools in 11Tinois’ are required to hawe policies 'n\external
credit, the majority of schools ‘do’ not address™ the issue in tbé?r student’
handbooks or curriculum guides.‘;Tabl&'7-§hows‘thernumber of schools .

-, reporting such polfcies. '+~ “4\ o o . < e

ol S R ) Lo Tl
R o Table 7: Schools Report} Policies on ' . S
B oL Crgdithfrom External Sources - . SR
R . “No. of Schools T
- Sources of-.Credit - .. * = olicy stated.in™ =~ « No policy reported -
« “for- Graduation . ‘.- school: handbook . " "in school gahdbook ‘ g

-

" Community’ College
Correspondence Coyrse
' Symmer School .. s

61 oL a9
. Evening School .. . | , 48.., . S 612 o ST
._';.-;Proficien‘cy‘wE.xam . T B v]5 R R 645. 5. ;
Adult Education 7 1. 22 T .638
~ Military Experience ' ! e S R B -1 T
.. Life Experience .. B - SRR SREEUERY :1-1: SRR
" Other Source . .. i . m . T 549 -
© Not Allowed T R 659

e 8. . .sB2.
|

- ;iLaréefCity Schoo1 Datavf» _v ”‘ o i ~‘4' o

4

R — ., L . e _
- Howvdoes-IllinojS'_]argest_city-schoo]Zdjstrict comparevwigﬁ_other;se]ected
-.Jarge city school districts across the nation, and. how does. IT1indis: compare -
with{other’states.and'the,nation?‘ Answers to'theSg;qUestions:were!obtajneq oo

. ;from_te]ephone'ihquinigs to schoo];diStrictsjoutsidg.I]]inoisl'

kBecaUSe‘the.Chicago‘schoo] district accounts.for nearly 20% of the I1linois'
secondary_gtudent,enro]]ment,_Chicagé's graduationzrequirements.were,. S
- compared. with those of other .large city school districts:’ Dallas, Denver, .
‘New York City, ahd_Oakland;}California~(See”Appendix C for a list of school
~district officials interviewed). - B L i
. »Table 8 shows graduation requirements for these-five 1arge'cityghigh‘sch001’:'.i
systems.  Chicago schools require fewer total untts’ to graduate (18) than
- the other'1arge,City.schooT;systéms.-'This is due to the factithat Chicago.
awards a quarter unit for.each.year's participation in required PE/health
while the other]citiesmaward_I unit for each.year of required PE/health -~ (7 -
. participation. _EhiCago[schdb]s.require onej1ess'unjtsof math and science - '
" than either Dallas or/Denvér;}bntaEISQ”requives a-half-unit in.art and music -
L ﬂWhictheithervDallasunor Dgnyer1nequiré.;;New_YOrk'City~schoolsjrequirea1 ;- .
-+ more unit:of math and;scieﬁde‘tﬁanﬁChicago;sChoo]s, but also require 3 fewer .~ -
o ‘e]ective»Units~than'Chic§go schoo]s;_vOakland~(CA)%sch0015'require a-half
. unit more'in.socia],studies and a.half unit. more in foreign language-than .. -
' Chicago schools, but require no art.or music and oneless unit -in English. - .-
0vera11,.Chicagp_schoo]s"graduatibn requireméntS’are~c0mparab1e,to*th05egof <
other major cities with 'some.minimal differences. S .
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o, s able e “Conplartson of Large €ity 1o a0
S S f‘ . Sch o1 Requ1rements for Graduation

- L o ﬂ”Chfeaggj‘ Da11as Denver ' New_Xdrk City | 0ak1and Ca. siﬁlﬂ":
~ Tatal. U\rm . "‘--'18"'" - 19 | 21 3 o /19/\ . .z1f’.

'::9,Eng11.sh_ _‘ /4 y S S -
: fMath" - ‘1?‘u” s . 2 /// L, 'H‘L""r.' ) e.

-

N

Science L 'fﬁ,, * .2 R 2 1; ST
. Bt KT P SEDR IR '
. ~Soc1a1 Studies 3 2.5 . - 2 § «..o3 , 35

L P.E. /Hea1th R 20 n o R 3.0
At = a]s T ol 4 05 o

Music . o 0b o

B Fore1gn Language ”'ff.‘:’ .,  :_ . :' S :‘ . j» : ”1'0}5';11

_ ,(.E1ect1ves S 61  7.0 9.5ﬂ' o 3 B - 8.0

?One~additﬁoha1 unit.of;either'math or science: 1S a1so required.

: 5Nat1ona1 Data

\’ ‘Data co11ected by a survey from the Nat1%pa1 Assoc1at1on of’ Secondary Schoo] :
“Principals and the ‘Association of State \grant Directors (1982) were:.

S d1ssem1nated by the Education Commission: &F the States and.used in'the- .

. analysis. . From a:national perspective, ‘Table 8 didplays the number of -\

© states. 1nc1ud1ng the District of Columbia, which have graduation ‘ ‘ .
requ1rements Tower, equa1 to, or. greater than I1linois." I1linois *s at.
approx1mate1y the mide :point of the nation’ with about .one-fourth of. the S

. 'states having lower state requ1rements, one-fourth having equal requ1rements o
"and about half or more of ‘the states having higher -requirements. I111no1s

" *is one of only three states requ1r1ng physical" education for four years. ‘No .
‘attempt in this paper was- ‘made to determine the re1at1onsh1p of state
;requ1rements to proport1on of state a1d to schoo1s. - _
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rTable@}i Compar1son of Graduht1on Requ1rements 1n Irﬁ1no1s

] . . w1th those in Other States e
e T G of " LT AR No.' of ‘States
S _+  y States.Below I11. iStates Exceeding [ with the Same
~Units Required E Requirements - 117, Requ1rements \ ReQu1rements
) \ o ! N - . ‘
" Total Units = S o o - R
. for Graduation 15, .- (29.4) ; 24 (47.1) L2 (23.5)
. English7¢3) .~ 13- (25.5) .| 23 {45.2)w | 15 - (29.4)
. Math (0) . «; 0 claa o (eer) 1M (333
Science (1) "+ 0 136 (70.6) ¢ 15 (29.4
. Soc..St. (1) 10 - ( )' 34“[ (66.77 A | - (13.7):
8 *P. E (4)7"--0" 48- _ ( J) ,0-.‘ '3'- (5-8)
$TTT_‘requ1res .y years of P. E The NCES survey: reported Illino1s
voas requ1r1ng 0 Units. 1111nois data are shown as corrected. E
- ‘, o ,&_ - : ‘

‘ wTable 9 shows the number of tota] units requwred for graduat1onj*regardleéstgﬁf”

of:subject, across the nation. §$1111n01s requires 16 units. Only. twelve’ :
" states do not regulate unit jrements for graduatiom: Almost 24% of the .
- states requ1re 16 units, 16% require 18 units’ ‘and .almost 14% require 20 - '

- units. ' Of those states hav1ng requirements, approximately 6% require ﬂess
,,‘than 16 units and 47%. requ1re more than-16 units.

Table 10: Un1ts Requ1red by étates for Graduat1on

No. of ReQu1red Un1ts\ o No of States ,_~A (% of States)
oo e S (23.5) -,j-;";
£13.00 - . B T (2o)
1.0 . L b2y (3.9
v#16.00 - o o122 : (23.5).
17.00 . 4 " .+ (7.8). .
S 1750 1. < (2.0)
o “18.00 <. 8 1(15.7).
i 19,00 L2 (3.9)
20.00" - - 7 +(13.7).
21,00 ¢ M - - (2.0)
| 22.50 1 ¥ (2.0) g
fATbtal o ‘ 51 (100 0) )
,;'M*d1an 69— Tiode = T6.00- = -
'\*Indfcates 1111no1s requ1rements o '
., b

S 1 R R



" 11. Of those states with s ecified requirements for ‘graduation, more than
- 45% require 4 or more units of English, while the remaining 35% require o
fewer. than 4 units, In mathematics, approximately 19% of the states require
. 2 or more unfts, while 47% require one unit. Almost 53% of the states. : '
require one unit’ in science and almost 18% require two units. Nearly a’
quarter, (23%) of states require less than two uhits of sagial studies and ,
approxima¥ely 22% require three or more units. Thirty-five percent of /.~ 1 -
. states require at least one unit of physical education, and'5 ' require four
~ units. The remaining 20% of states require more than one but less than four
“units of physical .education. 1111nois requires less English, math, science,

:ﬁ, and\social;stud1e§ than most other states, but. more in.physical education. -

The requirements in four ghgzemic areas and phys{Céfﬁédﬁcat1on are in Table ’

\ B UL 0. oo ‘ .
., Table 11: .Units Required. by States for .. "
SIS _Specific _Subject Areas . .- S

ﬁ%._;No.-of'Statgs Bequirjng Units -

L R J : &

" Math - "Sciénceﬁ_ | Soc. St. . | *,E.,
No. E%Y oo (%) | 'No. (%) | No. ‘!%2
1. ¥ 17 (33.3*15 (29.4) 9 [17.6)| - 19 (39.2 R
A -1.00. 2 XQQQJ 24.  (47.1) 27. - (52.9)| *#*75 (13.7)] 16 (31.4)
w1080 T T el 5 0 (9.8)1 5 ‘:(9eg)

. 2,00 - L L9 (17.6) .9 .. (17.6) 16 ..(31.4)F 5. (9. )
2.50 | o T 2 (3.9) 1 (2.0)
3.00 **15 {29.4)|: 1 . (2.0} S it e (18.7) S e
3.50-: -1 (2.0)] . 1T - 52.0 ;

4.00 21 (41.2) L T (2.0); **3 (5.8)

5.00° .+ | S A O ]

6.00. 1 (2.0)} * .. i~ T N j - L
Total = - 5] (100) .5V».(100) i+ 51 (100) -1~ 51 (100) 51 (100)

~*This éurvéy’repbrted‘l]jinois 35 requiring O units in p.E. This has- . .
‘been corrected to show & units. . - T o
**Indicates I1linois’ Requirement. = -

f
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Unrestricted electives represent those tou;;gs'from which a student may

" gelect units in order to meet graduation requirements. Table 12 shows the

number of unrestricted and restricted electives allowed by states to meect .

. the minimum number of units required for graduation;r,

Approximately 25% of'the states allow ejght units and approximately 37%
allow eight or more units to be used as ‘unrestricted electives. Restricted

eledtives are tnits yhich must be selected from specific-subjects, but which-

are not limited to & 71ngle subject, More than 82% of the subjects. allow no
restricted electives /and 12% require one more. more units of restricted-

electives. One state requires ten restricted electives.  In comparison with
most 'states, 111inois allows 8 units of wunrestricted etectives, which, places

""7'('7.\;\

- Table 12: Units of Electives™Remaining After. -
- : :  Satisfying Subject Area ngu1rements :

W
RN

* P
e

, - ““Unrestricted Electives |- “Restricted Electives
© No. of Electives |No, of States \Jper'cent_';_ No. of States  Percent
0.00 19 (37, e (82.4)
.50 o 3 (5.9)
1,50 - . oL : | (2.0), .
3,00 : 2.5 (3.9)
. 3.33 . 1 (2.0)
4.00 , | S R (2.0)
. 6.00 2 (3.9) - | . U
. 6.50 ; 4 (7.8) P
.7.0Q 1 6 (11.8) . .
. 7.50 R (2.0)
8.00 . *g (15.6)
8.50 .4 . (7.8)
9.00 .4 (7.8)
©9.50 . 1 (2.0)° = ,
10.00 \ 1 , o) 1 (2.0)
10.50 1 (2.0) o |
ST 5T (10)
?Indigates IiJinoisJ-no. of electives. ,  o L ‘
: T |
- » & R
%23;3, e

‘it in the upper..half of those states permitting students to elect 8 or more’ L
units’ e e - ) i S e

°
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" A nationwide survey of high school gr
 conducted by Westat, Inc., under
Edication Statistics (l

~ Excellence in Education (
Jrequired for graduation; (b) the un
subject areas, of English, math, science,
languages; (c) distr

ad

“ACT scores); and (e) act
achievement, -

The survey,sampled.571\school districts representativggof
1,370 school districts with
from this study:with comparable
the Westat study-used mean scores. 501

population of 1
the statistics
Unfortunately,

cpmparisons of the typica]kp%“usual practice.

Table 13:
oo - _upon the NCES Survey for t
T in Education oL
. National |
Averages
L Mean
Number of -
Credits Total . 19.8
Number: ‘of Credits
Corg Subjepts L 9.5
. English Credits 36
Math'Credits " "' 1.7
Science Credits 1.6
ﬁ‘SpéialiStud{éé .
s Credits 2.6
~ Foreign Language '
. Credits *
b.g./Health Credits 1.7 °

. " of Schools with

MCT - 25%

at
contract with the National Center for
(NCES) in support of the Nat _

" The study focused upon (a) the credits
its of credit required.

fct policies regarding
ass {gnment of homework ; (d) measures of academic achievement -

jvities implemented or planned to improve academic

"Cﬁmpanisoh of 111inols Avérages
he Nationa1‘Cqmmission-on Excellence

1on.req61réments was recently-vf
fonal Commission on

from-the core
social studies-and fdreign o
minimum competency - testing "and
(1.e., SAT and

N )

.0f the national |
high schools. , Table 13 compares
I114nois public school data. .
ely which limits -

with NationéwﬁAverages Based

IMNinols

Averages . .
- Mean Median ~ Mode .
17.48 - 18.00  18.00
16.99 .00 . 7.00
'3.16 3,00 . 3.00
1.05 1,00 1.00
1,03 08 1.00
1.75 2.00  ~2.00
* Sk *:
1.49 1.0 1.00
14.2% .

*[ess than .l

:3i3 :
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Except for foreign language requirements, where the I1inois averagd is.
similar to the average for the nation, I11inois averages for 'specifjic
graduation requirements are less than those of the nation., These '
differences may be due to methodological differences in compiling the data,
State Board staff &nalyzed specific documents assumed to contain such
information. Westat, Inc. collected data verbally from staff in\each
state.Specifically, the NCES study defined a unit of credit as aclass

" scheduled for a minimum of 200 minutes per week ‘for 36 weeks, while the
I11inois studw is ‘based upon a unit of <redit defined as a datly pariod of

-

instruction throughout the school year or the equivalent, The NCES repor?

does not indicate how classes involving mare than 200 minutes of weekly
instruction were described in terms of units of credit. Thus, 1t is unknown
if a 250 minute class was included in computations as 1,25 units of credit’

or-1,0 unit of credit,  * . '

More importantly, the NCES study reported inconclusive findings regarding:
the relationships between academic achievement measures (ACT and SAT scores)
oncentrations of economically disadvantaged (Title 1) children. A
significant negative relationship was reported between the achievement
measures and' the percentage of students eligible for Title I, which means
that achievement scores decrease as the numbers of students from low-income
families increase. This reaffirms the dramatic relationship between-poverty

/End differences in graduation requirements except with respect to

.and student achievement. A significant-positive relationship was reported

between SAT scores and length of time {n credit courses,-but no signficant

relationship was repbrted_betﬁeen length of time and ACT scores., THe NCES

report states: . . _
The failure to find a consistent pattern of positive
relationships between requirements.and achievement may
arise from a number of factors. First, tiere is a z
tendency for school districts with lawer student
v achievement to raise formal requirements as a strategy
\ for improving achievement, while higher achieving ‘
o districts see. less need for this type of action. The
Vo survey findings support this, in that ‘districts with
L the fewest percents of students eligible for ESEA
Title I assistance (currently Chapter 1 of the
Education Consolidation and Improvement Act) have the -
highest achievement even though their requirements are .
: the same or lower-than other districts.. Second, in
" . some districts, higher requirements aré the result of
. recent policy changes to counteract low achievement.
These -policies may. not have been in effect long enough
to result in measurable differences in achievement.
For example, policies enacted in the 1981-82 school
'year would have minimal effect on the achievement of
. students in 1981-82, but may ‘influence the achievement ‘
| test performance of students in later years. Third, ¥
. since these data reflect aggregate district averages,
. significant effects are more difficult to isolate than
. if students were the unit of analysis. Fourth, the
‘averade achievement scores of small districts are
subject to signficant variability because they are
‘based on relatively few students.

24
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o ~ Moreover, some variables thathave been linked to v
| achievement in other studiescould not be measured, in
. this survey. Among these variablds are the quality of
\ education, level of student preparation on entaring
high school, student motivation, teacher expactations,
and per pupil expenditure. » . ‘v R

‘The data on which the public mast often evaluates achievement levals for
- high school, students are the scores from the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT)
 and the scores from the Amarican College Testing Program (ACTY, . Illinois
"« and national data from both of these testing programs are displayed
. graphically in Figures 1,2 and 3. e

The $AT score has two dimensions: Verbal and Mathematics, Figure 1 ‘shows

the yearly average scores of pupils in I1linois compared to national averagex

scores. The Il1linois averages on both the Verbal and Math tests have been

consistently above the .national averages every year from 1969 through 1982,

Both the I11inois and national Math scores have been consistently higher

than thé~Verbal scores through the same period. Further, while national

Math scords have declined by some 5.27% (from 433 in 1969 to 467 in 1982)

and the I1linois-average Math-scores over the same period have declined by

dess than 1,0% (from 518 in 1969, to 515 in 1982) the respective Verbal )

scores have declined by 7,99% nationally and by §.5% for Illinois., Based on

these data, declines in Verbal scores have been greater than the declines in -
. Math scores, despite the fact that graduation requirements in English have

been higher than those for Math, = . SR

Further, analysis similar to-that performed in the NCES study was conducted.
‘to determine any relationships between the SAT scores among the states and

 their respective graduation requirements. while controlling for the varying/
percentage of pupils taking the tests in the 50 states, the state's course
requirements in .the-areas of English and math were compared to their :
“respective SAT Verbal 'and Math scores.. The. results indtcated no significant
relationship between English course requirements and Verbal SAT scores; but

¢ 1in the case of SAT Math scores, m1n1ma1‘negat1ve_significan}_re]ationship
was found. This means that states with low mathematics. course requirements "
“tended to have higher average SAT Math scores than the states with higher

. math course requirements. .- ‘ SR .

. Inithe case of the ACT, students are tested in English, social studies,
math and science. Both the national and 111inofs averages for each subject
area covered by the test from 1968 through 1982 are displayed in Table 14
and shown graphically in Figures 2 and 3. Table 14 shows that I11inois
students had scored at or above the national averages in all four subject
“areas until 1976, and subsequently have scored slightly below the national .
"average in science each year, in English and social studies in.1978, and in.
English in 1979. : woo ; o v :

[
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'hﬂ,_ : ‘JQTable 14:"AQT Means.for,1111nbis‘and Nationa1 (0.S.) Students -

SchooT ?English " Mathematics - 1 Social Studies  Nat. Science .

Year  I1linois. U.S. -, I1linois U.S. - INMinois - U.S. I1Ninois U.S. -
1968 \ 19, 8' 18.1 20.4 :18.3 21.0 -19.4 . 21,1 19.8
" 1969 19.8 - 18.4. . 21.2  19.2 20,6 . 19.4 21,2 . 20.0
1970 - 19.2 - 18,1 - 21,1 19.5 - %20.5 .:19.3 21.5 20.5
e 19 o 1847 1.7 - 20.3-0-.18.7 - 19,4 +.18,3 21,2 20,2
Cop 1972000 18,40 17,6 - 0 2001 18.6 19,2 184 21,2 - 20.3
. P973 18,5 - 17.8  -.20.2 . 18.8 - 19,0 18.1 21,3 20.5
19740 18,1 - 17.6°0 0 19.1 1841 18,4 17.9 - 2W, 5 20,6
01976 18 17,7 . - 18,1 17.6 17.8 17.4 v21.2 2N L
1976 . - 17.4 .- 17,5 - 17.7- . 11.5 217,00 17.0. - -20.6 . 20.8 .
1977, 17,7 17,7 0 17,7 17.4 - 17.6  17.3 20.7 . 20,9
-1978° . 17.8 - 17.9 17.5 - 17.5 . 17,0 17:1 20.6  20.9
1979 17,7 ..17.9 - - 17.5 . 17.5 170 17,2 20,9 21.1 .
*.-1980 17.8 - 17.9 - 17.6 °  17.4° - 17.3 7.2 20.9 21.1
071981 1778, 17.8 17.6 17.3 17.3 17,2 20,9 . 21.0 .
' »1982 17.9 - 17.9. 6 17.2  17.5  17.3

. 07 208

, .F1gures 2 and 3 show that I]]ino1s and national average scores 1n Eng]ish
- math and social studies, have dec]ined over this 14 year period. The . -~ .

'lu ‘greatest- proport1onate dec]ines 1in scores were in the aréa of social stud1es“"~“’l

- where the national average declined by 10.8% and the I11inois. average
deq11ned 16.6%. Nationa]]y, sc1ence scoresﬁhave increased desp1te minimal
state requ1rements in science.” In.I1linois; although- there are minimal = = .

. requirements in science, science. scores*show less decline than scores in. any -,

- other subject. . Neither the SAT nor ACT data display a. discernab]e .

"relat1onsh1p between course requ1rements and academ1c ach1evement 1n
I]]tno1s or nat1ona41y o S S

, Desp1te the fact that both the SchoTast1c Apt1tude Test (SAT) and the o
. -American College Testing Program Test (ACT) mean ‘results’ for. the states' are.
- a function of the percentage of pupils taking the -tests in' the ,various
" states, the public is often urged. to evaluate: ach1eVement levels for high .
" school -students based upon the results of these tests. ‘While the use- oﬁ the .
~ SAT results to evaluate achievement of I11inois. h1gh school students may‘be- .
hjcr1t1c1zed because less’ than-14% of I11inois public and nonpub11cd5raduates L
,,»part1c1pate in the test1ng program, such ‘is not the case with the ACT.! 'Ip
'y~ the 1981-82 school year, for example, more than’ 67% of all I]]1no1s high
.)’ school’ -graduates took- the ACT. Further; in the 14" years since/the 1967-68
g ,schoqﬂ year, more than 55% of all I1linois' graduates have .taken the ACT
each«year Thus, while the results of analysis of the SAT. s¢ores might be .
: 1gnored because of‘the 11m1ted’proport1on of I11inois- pupils tested, the ACT
~scores cannot be ignored. The ACT scores show no discernable. re]at1onsh1p
‘;between course requ1rements and 5tadem1c ach1evement for I]]1no1s o

/
/
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This report analyzes current high schooi graduation requirements in Iiiinois
based on data compiled from local school documents and compares the data to
~statistics nationally, from other states, ‘and selected large ¢ity schools.

- This analysis was conducted because of a concern -about declining achievement -

-+ levels of high school graduates. .It is an attempt to.provide an objectiVe '

. . by many, disputed by

| - base for decisions regarding the 1ssue qf educationai quaiity. .

* The study conciudes that - the. quantity of graduation requ rements appear to«
‘have no discernible effect on achievemént other than a-s}ight-negative -

~ tendericy for.math test scores .to decline as requirements/ increase (SAT).-

- Comparisons of two approaches being proposed in I1inois| for increasing

. .student knowtedge and, therefore, achievement, lead to the conclusian that -
in all probability, an increase in graduation requirements through réquiring

' additional-courses will:prove to be of.limited value. On the other hand, =~
“the éstablishment of outcome statements for students which specifically -

describe what students are expected to know and be abfe.to do in-the various =

subjects, appears to be more rational and ‘is supported as' a'strategy by .
. several prestigious university-level groups. It is also compatibie w1th \
‘weli estabiished educationai research and practice. _ :
Last but by aii ‘meang. not 1east th1s study confirms what *has ; been believed E
§ few, and m1supderstood by virtually all: the high :
school dipioma means different things in different states; different things
. among various school districts within a state, and even, in some rare cases, -

hh;, between high schools within the same district.  In other words, this . = '
~regularly used device for certifying that students have successfuiiy

. -.completed ‘a secondary school program is by itself ‘totally and unequivocally -
unreiiabie except, probably as a measure of staying power The proposed

‘-_-biiis will not prevent th1s.
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™ . SENATE BILL NO. 0689
83rd GENERAL ASSEMBLY RS

. State of Ilhn01s
e .. . 1983 and 1984 o
~+Introduced April 7.1983_u b)'Scnntor Collins - - . .-

S SYNOPSIS - |
: (Ch. 122, new par, 27-22) , S "

o ‘Amends The School Code to require a hiqh school '

- 'pupil to . take and complete specified lengths of courses in.

~language arts, math, science, aocinl studies and others as a
prerequisite to ohtaininq a - diploma. Applies to pupils
entering the 9th grade in 1988-1985 school year and

thoraattor.
. . LRB83ONEBZRCIW
. A Fiscal Note Act
' . . - may be’applicaple
. »(

‘A BILL FOR. ..
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1 AN ACT to add accuon 2723 to "'rha School Code" 75
2 approved March 10, 1961, aa amgnded, . . Lomr 78
¥, Be it onactad:by the People of - the State of Illinois,” 80
8 represented in the Gcnoral-hqaamblzi SR ’ '
5 ‘Bection 1. Section 27-22 is added to "The Sehool Code¥, .82
6, aﬁprovad March. 18, 1961, a8 nmendcd the added Saction to l”'BJ

7 .‘rand an followsi . . ) ",.' . T v
' (Ch. 122 newv par.‘27-22) ' S B .. % .85
8 7 Sec. _27-22. Required high _ school -courses. As  a 87

"9 ‘ pre-requisite to rocolving a high school diploma each pupil  88
10. - must, in ‘addition to other course requirements, study and 89

11 succoss!ully complete the. tollowingfcourses: . ot

.i2 ' 1. in a 84 year high school, 3 ypars of language arts, or 91

43 " 4n a°3 year high school, 2 years. of langungo arts; . - 92
19 2, two yvears of mathematics-' o o4

15 ' .3." two years of science: , o . - 96
16 8. two years of social Studlas\\ot which at least one. 98

A7 ' year must be history of the United States‘br ‘& combination of - .99

18 history of the United States gnd American government: and-  _  10%
19 5. One year chosen zrbﬁ _{A) . music, (B) art .or (C) -  10:

. 20 foreiqp language ' "”- "1._‘," o . e o
21 This amendatory Act of 1983 does not apply -to pupils' 10!
22 entédring the 9th dgrade in.~1983-1988 school ypq;;and#pgéor “oo 108

23 school years. = S s R .i S e ,j1g¢
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pgpil.;to tdke andgcompleteQSpec1fied lengths pf ‘courses. 1n‘
“language arts) ‘math;: .A;:social studies and: others .as’’ a
'—prerequis;te-~to-obt§ining , +f lo lfj-*Applies~*to—pupxl”“
.entering the 9th grade
«thereafter \ .

aFlscal Note Act-""‘

‘inay be’ aﬁplicable.g;_“:;j: o
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1§f7 AN acT toi ‘add Section 27222 to ‘"rha School Codem, 75
2" approved Karch 18 1961 as amended.;v,]‘f}fgt,‘_,r, R _{ﬁ;l]ﬁ?SQj

fﬁfijffl} aa it enacted by the People ‘of . the 'State  of ‘Illinois,
R DA reprasented in the General Assembly-7= ,ff@;f”;;f&i};'l Vo

s Sectlon l Sectlon 27—22 is added to‘"The School Code""h .82
pprovednnarch_487e49517~as—amended,.H-he added Sect1on—”to~—iaﬁ'?“d
. ﬁj._read as,follows- - : f Lo ‘vsjfuu:-a-f,lwff . f;,ff'“
O (ene 122, new par. 27&22) ”?ﬁ*f”;f?ﬁ}?ffffffiifﬁtvf'“f'» 85
b 855*f Sec.“ 27—22. Requlred hlgh school courses.>"‘Asffa}*5e"““
ggloma——each—~pug;l
: must 1n addltion to other course requirements, study and

& Esuccessfullzgcomplete the folloW1ng courses“” U R
"12 gﬂ(&liw4u4~an a- 4" year high school -3 years of laﬁguage arts,.
13 1n a 3 year hrgh school 2 years “of. language arts-”“’."f- -

RIS 2 twotxkars of. mathemat;cs-"ﬂg;;;;_ :;3_],,“('r,'.q%;s”v'vr}

15’3 | 3 twaxears Oieiflence‘*'”"*?¥+:""““/;*'L'.,~,..~_.g..: 98
3,16?;%3; ,a; twogxears of . soc1al stud;es* of - which at'-least one §m~ 98
§ﬁ7ffffyear must be,h1story of the Unlted States or a comblnatlon of ﬂ 49975
_118}g{¢h15tory of the Unlted states and Amerlcan government- and -t 100
= 19177ﬂ=-t*5.?”6“ year chosen from (Af music”W'féjm-art o£’1§7~”““”165f
;¢20f¥}ﬂfore1gn lang;age “ﬁjf’ﬁf7: bv.%Vc’ S P ;Ll;_”f;
nglif:f‘ ‘This amendatory Act of t983 does not -apply o puplls frffjoﬁj
ﬁé?;ffrenterlggefthe 9th ggrade in 1983—198& school ygar ‘and. pr1or .‘jflbd"
5?3?F? school years ;;f- -p;<;¢¢“:u%‘ R R .[_r,_,,oﬁ.u | 107
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Lffiz. Code Record Type (0 2 School Record 1 = District Record)x and
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E;L;sgseSchool_Number ———

~Code District Type (2 digit code) School Type (4 = 4yr H s., ,,‘
3= 3yr H. S., 2= 2yr H.S., 1= 0ther) Lo ,
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1 358
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Code ‘School Calendar (1 = Semester. System, 2

Quarter System, _;f'5~n'
3 = Modu1ar System, 4'= F1ex System) L

f;£~

Enter the tota1 number of UNITS required to Graduate from this Schoo1'?

M " Enter the number of - e1ect1ve courses necessary to earn the Un1ts
*?;*- spec1f1ed in- #5 above. ,

“Samed
gy R

6a. Enter the number of restr1cted elect1ve courses necessary to o
.- accumulate: the un1ts 1n #5 above. cro e v i

Lns-7.~-Enterﬁthe numberwof un1ts 1n~each of the fol1owing SubJect areas
- 1nc1uded 1n #5 above. , o } Bfect aress:

."MATH

scxsncs -

N
HEALH

CONS.,_ED._

mmmdnm>

‘DRVRS, ED,
P fF.

#'

R 4 N
&

_FOREIGN LANG

ART

-

7&:.1&-«

»

- MUSIC

kS 7a. Can Un1ts be earned through part1c1pat1on 1n studeng act1v1t1es7
" b, How-many? . L 4

S
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iyes’

8 R )
o otherw1se

, -Is;a,MINIMUM,COﬁbETENCY;TEST;required toVQraduate?j:i>
. Ts & MININUM, COMPETENC requited to graduate?. 1=

9.

* N

Are thereH1gh Schoo1 adm1551on standards requ1redfreconmended’ ‘
e e , . Tt ool ol = yes o T
'-f:;} S0 otherw1se

ll ll

10, Are d1str1ct graduat1on requ1rements un1form for all, schoo]s 1n'
PR the d1str1ct’ ' ; 1 =yes, 2 =no_

T }.,J.3. 5 ,:a 0 = Not apul1cab1e

,.-T o

!

Does the docurent 1nd1cate
‘b, ) What is’ it? v

a. ) a max1mum puo11 1oad 1 = yes,.‘,,

Q ) ) . ".'.'..'- B -

:p;11;

N7

'ﬁ}iaﬁ ﬁoes ‘the ‘document 1roxcate ja;)fafminimum_uuoijﬂload,717
T b ) what is. 1t’ ‘ ' ]'. L SR

T?Yésifkf' B

Are excect.ors to- Ila above spec1f1ed for g1fted<oun1ls 1’a

ﬁv*13:
s Are‘there exceptions -to 12a.atove: ‘cr sen1ors or otrers 13b

1;if}yes;gr: cr

“Beth 1’a =no,‘lab =0 if otherw'se
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§§]4 Nhat kinds- of performance Andicators are used? e R
_ &) Letter grades b.) Numeri¢ grades c.) Pass/Fa11 d. ) 0ther o

1S eaf

1;15 what achievement. standards are used? - e i T

-Passing grades b.) Ave. or. Higher grades e, ) M c. T o
’*_d Achievement test ~ " . T e

v‘.

xfis What types of Graduation Docunentation are issued’ .

a.) Regular diploma b.) Cert. of Attnd "l ) Lettr of Compi
d ) Differentiated. Diploma. - .° ;

.-'L. .

!

fi? Is eariy graduation prov1ded for_ after : o
T 7 semesters -b.): 6 semesters  c. ) sooner than 6 semesters
d .Not specified: e.) Not allowed. :

lfi Does po]icy aiiow units to be earned from: a. ) community colleges,. |

32 %

7&3*4 b - correspondence .courses, ‘. ). summer school: -d.) ‘evening school, - ~f'
e proficiencv exam, f,) Adult education, g. 5 military experience,
h 1ife. experience, 1. ) other 'source, J.) not: a]iowed ‘

i

graduation total? 'a.) P.E., b.). Drivers Ed., Co Consumer
PR ) Health e, ) Band or Chorus. . .

e e et s e e St e L—

. ICEXTR
1&19. Are any of the fo]]owing courses required but yield no: unitgatoward SRR R

f:ZO How is the Constitution Test requirement met? -

“Inc,in-required course, b.): Irc. in eiective course, ' |
~Mini course,.d.). profic test.: . .

H7al

";;r How is the Consumer Ed. requirement metf’ : Ly
; Inc. in-required .course,-b.) Inc. in e]ective course,"'“-
Mini course, d.). profic test. (x;;g:_ R T

-'22 © Did- th° document 1nd1cate courses of study for:  a. ) Coi]e e Prep.,,f"
SREREEIE ') I Voc Prep ) C.) Generai Prep., d ) GED- Prep., e:) Other objective

PRI

23, Yﬁwere there different oraduation requirementscfor-any;of/the above,ﬁ':'i
. 22a5 22b, 22¢, 22d,or 22e7. T Cee

“Koag

Anboesa®

[i24;ofDo graduation poiicies ‘address the circumstarces/needs of: e
T -Gifted pupils, b.) Spec. Ed. pupils, c.) Migrant’ pupils, ‘

» ._d Vocational pupils, e.)potential drop-outs. i?,f‘ 5 o J;1~7§T- 1,

—h)-a.—-.vu~ e uh-l -

'-J

'725iftlf 26 1s yes for any- of these’ groups, are poiicies more strict or.
- '»-;iess strict than general. poiicy7 1= more strict, 2= Iess strict

PR Yo

526.'“Does the document deal w1th the 1ssue/prob1em of transfer of units frcn
R ther schools7 LT . . .

27, Are there pol.c1es worthv of speCiai note 1mposed by this schooi?

. a.  regarding units required to gradudte. b, regarding special

_[;Vvﬁrequirements or courses. c. regarding diplcma's or other. dccument-,
.,f’ation d. regarding early graduation or- transrer pupiis '
e, recarding other mattersa
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“. - Representatives Contacted in Selected Large Cities and States - .
. DALLAS - Mrs. Humphries' - 214/824-1620 - >
- DENVER - Mrs. Larue Belcher - 303/837-1000

i

°

- NEW YORK CITY - Mr. Ken Fanizzi - 212/596-6100

T OAKLAND, Calif. - Dr. Haigy Ass't. for Secondaryfsd,‘L7435/836-8292 o

: KENTUCKY-State Educat1ona1 Agency M. C]yde Cauda]] - 502/564-4399iff RPN
: 0ff1ce of Research & P]ann1ng R

S | 'vINDIANA - State Educat1ona1 Agency - Mr. John Harold - 317/927 0111
e | o Curr1cu1um Office
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