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L REPORT ON THE RESULTS OF ‘THE MAY, 1984, SURVEY OF
- NORTHWESTERN HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS AND
- : _A COMPARISON OF SURVEY RESULTS FOR THE LAST THREE YEARS
| D X L \
“ ' ' Introduction . ‘

! '

1 [

A najor conpoﬁﬁnt of the High School Improvement Project's (HMSIP)
evnluat%on bl&h hag~heen the surveyi?g of séudent at¥1tudes and oﬁiu}ons; At
‘Northwestern High School, all foﬁr grades, for :ﬁe lagt cﬁrgg years, have ‘
particiéated in the surveys. 'Student respondents have been membérs of
randomly selected classes. In grades nine, eleven and twelve. selection y?s
madc from\the rostar of aocial studles claﬁses, in grade ten, binlogy classes
+  were sampled.

The number of classes per grade chosen to partiélpate in the survey was
bwsed on each grade's ptop@gtion of thé school s'enrcllment total in the
- spraag of the school year. All three gurveys were conducted ix ]a:a spring.
The number of classes included 1n che study sample was expanded fr.. 16 in
1982 to 21 for 1983 and 1984, |

. A
In all three surveys, the percentage distribution of- enrollments by grade

closely approximated thﬁ’p;;c;;tage distribution of elaasea aurveyed by grade.
While the percentage distribution in the number of questionnaires completed

. per grade varied aL;ghcly from enrollment and clasges éurveyed‘}n 19827 the
variation was more pronounced in 1983 and 1964. For example, in 1982, the
ninch grade contributed to 37 percent to the tntadl enéollmenn, 37 percent to
the number n€ classes surveyed, and 34 qgrcent to the total number of
queagionnairam raturned. In 1983, the ninth gradé represented 43 per;ann ?f
schdol gnrollment, 38 percent of the claa#ca surveyed, but 29 perccnt of éha

questionnaires returnad. In 1984, one out of every six completed question-

naires lacked a grade designéﬁion.‘ This factor in 1984, plus differentials in
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class aize and .absent eiam, probably“contribuéad to tlie variations in the
pazcentage distributions in 1?86 and 1983.1’

Ous-fourth of the school's enroilnnnn completad questionnaires in 1983
aﬁd 1584, and because oé'a smallar sampling, the provortion in 1982 was ome-
seventh. For individual gr;dc groups in e;nh of the surveys, uniform |
proportions characterized but the ﬁirst aqrvhy, In 1982,‘;;e;seventh of each

grade group rngurﬁod complated questionnaires. In 1983, thevpropaktion ranged

between 1) pcrccngx(ninth'grado) and 32 pérccnt (twelfth grade). Flgures for .

1984 are showm in Table 1.

The Student Opinion Inventory, publishad'bv the National Study of Schiel

L T .
Evaluation, wvas the survey instrument used in all three surveys. As an’intro-

duction to the purpose.of the qunaziohnaire, the following statement was b
appanded to the inatrument: "The purpose of this questiéﬁnaire is to assist-
your school in learning more about its instructionai prugram. Your opinigns

and attitudes are of vital importance in helping your school learn more about
. ‘ b v
1ta¢1£."2

lAa might be expected, variation by ‘grade in the number enrclled vis-a-
vis the number of quastionnsires returned was of sufficient magnitude to be
statistically significant wia x2 testing in 1983 and 1984. The %2 fest
results vare: 1983 (x2 = 31.93, df = 3, P =« ,01), 1984 (x* = 21.11, df = 3,
P «.01), and 1982 (x? = 1,00, df = 3, P = NS). :

2Each teacher a’~inistering the questiounaire was asked to read;ihe

following statement, which also sarved to remind the students cf Northwestern
High School's involvement in HSIP: "This class is one of many in our achool
waich is being askad to fill out the questionnaire you have been given. Before
sou start, I would like to tell you why you are asked to do this. Northwestern
High School is one of eight Letroit high schools participating im a four year
school improvement projuct. Gur school has received a grant of over $25,150 to
support our third year of project activitiaes. The goal of the projact is to
meqﬁv. teaching and lesrning at Northwestarn, Since December, 1981, a com—
mittee of taachers, counselors, administrators, and a parent have been holding
mpetings to plan ways aud mesns for working toward school improvement gosls.
You are agked to help in this effart. Your honest answers to the queations in
this questionnalre will help the committes learn what 18 most nepded to
improva our school."” .
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TABLE 1

MARCH, 1984, ENROLLMENT, CLASSES SURVEYED, NUESTIONNAIRES RETURNED BY NUMBER
_ AND PERCENT, AND PERCENT OF QUESTIONNAIRES AS A PROFORTION
OF MARCH, 1984, ENROLLMENT PER GRADE

e,

' T . : Guestionnaireds .
March 1984 Survey Sample Queastionnaires Returned As A
Grade Enrollmgg; 0f C] es Returned Percent Of
Number Percent Number # *cent  Number Percent Grade
’ Enrollment
9 731 39% 8 387 123 312 172
10 529 28 6 29 .90 23 17
11 - 370 20 4 19 98 - Jo5 . 27
12 269 14 3 14 81 21 30
Total 1499 101 . 21 100 392% 100 - 21%

Sarmple

-

*An additional 77 studantnanawgr sheecs wvere returned with grade
placement unnarked. These represent 16 percent of the sample surveyed.

**The percentage of the total enrollmenc with the 77 additional answer
sheets included was 25.

E«vs;y
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Thae Student Opinion-Invantory has 34 queatione with five resbonse choices

per question. 'For purposes of ang}ysis and diacuasion, cpe 34 queatibns were

¢ sortcd?topically'into-aix school deacript&r categoriea. These are: da:udent
ﬂactiv%tﬂbs, instruction, curriculum, gu%daqfe and counseling, school morale,

Ty

. and achool administration.

‘ "Thd report is dividéa into two parts: four narrative summary sections

and three appendices of tabular displays.

g

Narrative Sectiions

P o . o

The first narrative saction presents the students' diffevential assasa-
mnnts,:;n 1984, of the #ix school descriptors, using thé mean of the item;of
ques;i&p scovert per school descriptor as the assessment measure (see Table 2)°

" and a'compa;ison of favorable rasponsad, i.e., the summing of tﬂe percent
chooaing the . two nost pesitive responses as for exsmple, 'very satisfied' and
satisfied' or 'all' and 'most,’ for all three surveys, 1982—1984 (sae
Table 3).
~ A

The sngond narrativa saction prasents the studants'’ diff ential assess~-
ments (1) as aumned percen:s of positive reasponses, per ques ion:—a convenient
measuze and 1ndicstor of response tendency-and (2) us rezults of one-way
analysis of variance tests of differences in mean scores among the four . \
grades, end results of Sheffe tests of diffarences o‘ mean Scores bﬂtween‘ﬂ
grades (see Appandix"A) for the 1984 survey.

The third narrative seccion focuses attention on actitudinal changes over -
time. The discusaion reports chi«square test results for items on the aurvey
insnruﬁant where responae fraquencies, reporced in percents, ahiﬁted in

sufticient magnitude, over time, to result in statistically significant

chi-square values (see Appendix B).

wlyme
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TABLE 2
| NUMBER OF QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS, MEAN OF TRE ITEM SCORES AND THEIR

' BANKING, MEAN OF THE PERCENTS RUSPONDING FAVORABLY AND v
| THEIR RANKING PER SCHOOL DESCRIPTOR CATEGORY ’
< e == = ——
" Nusber Mean Of - Mean Of The
School Descriptor 0f Items The Percents
. Catagories Per Item Rank Reuponding Rank
— Category Scores Pavorably
Student Activities # 6 B, 3.18 5 : 43.7 5
_ Instruction '8 3,50 3.5 56.1 .3
Curriculun .5 362 .1 59.4 2
Guidance & Counseling .5 3.52 2 59.6° !
School Morale 4 3.50 3.5 54.3 . 4

School Administratinn 6 2.80 6 34.2 6

1Based on a five-point scale, with 'l' leaat favorable and '5’ most
favorable. . , ‘

2The percents responding favorably were derived by adding the percents
of the two favorable choices on each item. For example, on Item 34, the
percents answering 'Very Satisfied' and 'Satisfied' to the quehbion, "In
general, are you satisfied with your gchool?" were summed. -

]
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TABLE 3

NUMBER OF QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS AND MEANS OF THE PERCENTS.

b

‘RESPONDING PAVORABLYL

AND THEIR RANKINGS PER SCHOOL

DESCRIPTOR CATEGORY FOR 1982 TO 1984

School ' Number Of

, 1982 1983 .. 1984

. Descriptor Categorias Ic?!?esg:g Mean Rank Mean Ranlj‘ Haan Rar'xk ]
Student Activities 6 47.0 5 4.0 5 . 4TS
;msituc&iou . 8 ”5£.2 4 " 54.8 3 561 3
Gurriculum s 65.8 1 6LO 1 594 2
Guldence snd Counseling 5 61.6 3  58.4 2 59.6 1
‘School Morale | t “ 65.,‘5 2 53.87 4 54,3 &
School Administracioﬁ 6 33.5 6 32.3 6 6,

34,2

1'1'hu percents responding favorably were derived by addiug“ the percents
{item. For exswple, ou Item 34, the

of the two favorable cholces on each

_ percents answering 'Very Satiafied' snd 'Satisfied' to the questiom:

general, are. you satisfied with your school?" vere suamed.
'
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i . The final narrative rection briefly spmmarizeé changas in the numbef of
/,‘”' statistically aignificant one~way analysis of variance Leats and tests of

4 * S
linearity smong grade groups over the course of the three surveys. The infor- .

]

mation presented in Appandix C was tabulated for display in thiz section with
. , -
the results of chi~square tests raported. The firat two of four-tahles have

aggragat&-hignificnnt and n@m-signifiaant rest results bf survey year; the

second two tables prasent the aggtagnted.rehults by schmalfdegeriptmg".

[

categories.

o
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o

Appondix A prassats Ghe responses of Northwestern high school etudents

from the 1984 BUrvVey on the Student Opiﬂiou‘tuv&utory. The rasponses for each
quegtion are';abulatéd in percents and'éhe disp;aya,@ra grouped by school
descriptor Eat¢gory. Additionally, one-way analysis'of variaﬁce'test results’,
aﬁpng tha fo?r grade gfoupa, and where statidtic&ily gignificant, the fesulta
of t-test coﬁparisonq, usihg Scheffe's test for differences between'grade_ '

”

groups, are preaeﬁtad with each tabular display.1

Appendix B consists of frequapcy responses, in percents, and mean scores
for each of the three survejs per guestion, together with chi—sqﬁare test

results detived from ;eGCing the frequency distributions %? each tabular

display.z

IWhiIé the values for the statistics computed (f.e., ¥ ratios from the
one-way analysis of variance tests and t values from the Scheffe tests) are
not included in this report, they are on record and are’available upon

' requast. This also applies to Kppendix ¢ where significance levels are
reported but no statistical values per ﬁa. :

2The number of cases reported for the 1984 sample in Appendix B tables is
markedly higher than the sample totala in tables found in Appendix A where
dgta are differentiated by grade. This 4s due to the fact that a large number
of questionnaires returned lacked grade designations (see footnote in Table 1). ,

> -1
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?hc third sat of tablas in Appaﬁdix C brings together the mean gcores per
grade per year for each question along with the significance levels for tests

of diffarences among means, one-way analysis of variance, and for tests of )

lipearity.

Schogl Descriptor Categories

4

I

Of the six school descriptor categories, guidance and coumseling and
curr;cd%?m vere moat.favorfbly aaséssaﬁ)b? the students surveyed ot North-
vastern high school. Ag?roximately sixty percent of the atudints, on thé
ayerage, responded favorably to the questions in each of the. achvol descriptor

categories. School administration received thé'least favorable asseasment.
; PR

An average of one-third of the students responded favofably to the six school
administration questions. More mo&er;te responsed were evoked by questiaﬁn on

inatruction, achool morale, and‘étudent activities. - On the average, half of

I

the respondents answered favorably to questions in the former two school-

descriptors and roughly two-fifths to tha latter category of queétionh (see .

Tabla z) . , " y .
.. ~ ! : . PR
b3

Thore was near uniformity in the rankinga of school descriptor cas egories

for both the mean of the perceanf responding-favorably and for the magnitude of

< . ‘
the mean scores in all three surveys (see Table 3). In 19§3 and 1984, four of

"the six school descriptor categories retainad the same rank with théltop two

~

ranked categories alternacing tirst and second positiona. School morale

°

ranked fourth in the last two sutvaya, but,in 1982, it ranked . second behind

curriculum. The shift downward of schoel morale altered the positions of the

i

piddle three categories in the 1983 and 1934 8UrvVeys. o '\

a
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The following pattern of regularity to be observed in the rank order of

school descriptor cate ories for all thrae surveys id (1) school administra-

)

h%iOn ranked last in all three surveis with an average of only one-third of the

student sampie.raaponding févorably t& schoel administration questions; (2)

_ s;udent activities ranked fifth or next~to-last in all three surveys, and the
means of fgvornble responses—ranging between 43 and 47 percent; (3) imstruc-
tion ranked fourth in 1982 and third in teh two most recent surveys, but the
neans of favorable regpolses wera virtuallylideﬁtical--SA, 55, and 56 percent
vespectively for the three 7years; and (4) guidance and counseling moved
upwardly wich each succesaive survey, from third to fixst position, buc the
difference in mean scores for all three years was 3 percentage points.

It should be noted in passing that curriculum was fairly consistent ig
rank’ order position--first in 1982 an 19§3, and a%cond in 1984. Mean scores
of favorable responses varied from a high oé‘qz p?tcen: in 1982 to a low of
58 bercent”in<i?83. «

As noted above, response to school morale questions evidenced a marked
decline in favorable opinions. The proportion shifted from two—thirds 1A 1982
to approximately one~half im 1983 and 1984, with a cofresponding drop in rank

from second to fourth.

Results of the 1984 Survey

Student Activitles

Approxidately one-fifth of the Northwestern high school student respon-
deots indicated that many or all of the siudent activities in which they
'participated'involved students in the élanning phage. Differvences among

grades were most pronounced between freshmen. and seniora. Although

G
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by a cne-way analynis of yatian&e test, a test for linearity produced

i s:atistical significance.l That is co'say, the proportion of positive respon~

| 5

7 &
‘diffareances among grade neans wug#"not statistically significant, as measured -
7e8 incraagsed with each ancunding grade group from freshmen to qaniors.

school activities. Oneﬂfourgh thought that they would be acceptad in few or
} L ]

in none c¢f the school'd activities. Differences among grade groups were not

Half -of the studentn fe]t that they would be accepted in moat or all )
statistically signiftcaut.

Although half of the atudents anticipated acceptance in most or all
school activities, almont half indicgfed they would participate in few or in
none of the school's rtudent activities. Only a third expressed a desir§ to |
%articipace in most or all‘acttvfties. Freshmen were least likely to want to
pdrticipate in most of qll and more likely to want to avoid participation.
However, differences apbng the gréde_groupa were not a:atistically gignificant.

Northwestern high achool students were somewhatiambivalent in their' |
judgements as to the suitability of activities' sponsors. Two-fifths felt

~

:most or all the sponsors wera well suited, a third thought few or none were
oo ) B .

‘well suited, and a fourth indicated that about half of the sponsors were wall
suited in direqting atudent activities. Seniors were least positive in their
aaseéaments. Differences in mean scores among the grade groups were not

3

sratistically significant.

m~ o

7

Differences between lower (ninth and tenth) and ipper (eleventh and
’ , : 7 .
twalfth) grade groups on satisfaction .or ack of satisfaction with the variety
and on the quality of student activities nffered at Northwestern high school=-

two separate questions--were marked and statistically significant.

lSee significance levels for testa of limearity reported in Appendix C
tablas,

<=1 ()=
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Half of all roapond&nus expressed satisfaction with the quality of.
student activities offered at Northwestern. Almoat aixty percent expressed
satisfaction with the variety oflactigitiea offered. For both inquiries, just
over ten percent were dissatisfied. |

Retwean grade differences in the assasam&nt of the variety of atudent
activities offered wcée most prounounced between ninth and eleventh graders.
Three-fourths of the ninth graders expressed satisfaction, and one-twentieth
expressed dissatisfaction. 0ne~th1rd‘of the eleventh graders were satisfied
and one~fifrh wera dissatisfied with the variety of offerings}

Inlfarns of quality, both grade groups expredsad extreme poaitions.a Two=
tbirda of the ninth graders were satisfied; three percent were dissatisfied.
Lesa than oue-third of the eleventh graders indicated QaC1sfact10n with
quality, and one-fourth revealed dissatiasfactionm.

Beasides statistical signifigance in differences among and between mean

scores, there was also a relaC1onship‘betwaen grade ascendance and increasing

expression of discatisfaction that was not due to chance for each of these

~—

items.

Ingtruction

On all but one of the eight questions comprising the school descriptor
instruction, the difference in respmnﬁes among the four grade groups was not
pufficlently varied to he statiastically sigeificant. But, for five of the
elght questions, tests for linearity proved statistically significant.

Three-£1fths of the students anawered positively to five questionsg: 359
percant falt that most or all of thalr teachers seemed to care 1f they

learned; 65 percert indiecated that thelr teachera asually or always explained
all—n

i3
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i .
cleaarly what to do on nsaignqnxcs; 65 perceat reportei thelyr teachers usually
gave nost or all the help Fhat was ﬁéeded for .achool ﬁork; 60_perce¢t agreed
that wost or all of’thaif ﬁaachers made sure they understood what the teacher
taught; and 67 parcent felt that thcir'geanpera usually or always explained
how assignments were to be done.

On all five questiqns, proportions of freshmen anﬁwering positively were
greater than those of seniors answering poaitively. With the exceptiog_of the

)

question that dtht with the amount of help given b} the teacher foér homework,

" the tests ) for linearity'on the responses were all statistically significant.

Less than half of the studenés reported that most if not all of their"
teachers were willing t& give ;tudants individual help oﬁt;ide of class time.

An almost equal proporéion indicated that few or none of their teacher#
were w{lling to do s;. These opinions,were fairly uniform among the four
grades: |

Not many more than a third of the students were of the cpinion chat mbet
or all of their geachers gave them enough personal encouragement in their
school work. vao~fifths held that few or none éf their teachars diﬂ.
Approximately half of the aeéiora shared this observation.

while half of the students expressed satisfaction with teaching wmethods
employedlby most or all of their teachers, one-fourth found satisfaction with
few 1f any of their teachers' methodologies. Differences among grade means
were statistically significant, and botween the means of grades nine and
eleven. “

Fifty~seven percent of the former and 36 percent of the latter answered

favorably; 19 percent or the former and 31 percent of the latter answered

negatively. M. J:ra:e posltions were taken by 23 percent and 36 percent

w2




respectively. Thara was also a statistically significant éelacionship

./’.

betireen degree of satisfaction and grade leval.

t

Curriculum

On the avearage, three cut of five students responded favorably to the
five questions nenauringréaxioua aspects of school curriculum. But, for. each
og thesa queations, the viriatién in the responses among the four gfades was
| s:atistiéally aignifiéan; and, on four questions, there was a statiscically
-significaneilinear relationship between grade level and responsé. Consist~
ently, ninth and tenth graders were more positive in their appraisals of
curricular concerns than were eleventh or iwalfth‘graders. The range of the
differance in parcentage points between the highest positive percent and
lowest positive percept was 17 and 31. |

Two~-thirds of th@ ninth graders but less than half of eleventh and |
twelfth graders believed that mwost or everything they wer; atudying wouid‘be
us;ful in evervday liv;ng. Proportions of negat%ve expressions were one-tenth
among the latter and one-fifth or less among the two former Rrade groups.. B

. Close to three-fourths of the tenth graders but just over half of the
eleventh graders felt that in most or all of their classes they were "learning
a 1gt" this year. Overall, approximately two-thirds answered?favoggbly;
oné—tenth answered unfavorably. |

About half of the students Jjudged that most or all of the many qgings
they should b§ learning at present were being taught to them at Northwestern
high school. Here again, there was a marked difference between the feeliugs
of frashmen‘and those of the two upper grade student groups. Whereas two-

thirds of the former made posirive assessments, only two-fifths did so among

the latter two groups. At the opposite end of the response scale, one~tenth

-
“

Lo g




L4

of the fornver felt that ho;e or few of the things they Should be learning were
being taught, but one-fourth of the latter shared this opinion. r |
There was a statistically sig;}f$canc dichotomy of responses Setwegn
_ upper and lower grades to the question of how much were the atudents learning.
Two"Fhirds of the ninth gradcfa and threeffbu;tha of theffnnth graders said
almost all or all thntlthaf could learn tﬂay “ere learning. These opinione
were shhred'by only half of the seniors and jgat ovér two~-fifths of tﬂe
juniors.
Similarly, seven out of ten ninth %nd tenth graders expressed satisfac~
cigp‘wich the variety of subjects offered sﬁudents at Northwestern, yet only
foﬁr out of ten elevengh graders and half of the seniors held the same

opinioﬁ. In addition, one=fourth of the juniors were dissatisfied with’

subject. offerings.

Guidance and Counselin&

Among the services provided students by their counselors that were
addressed in the survey insJ%umenc, assistance in the saleq&%on of courses
received the most favorable assessment (68 percent); help in the selection of
a college, vocational or trade school received the second most favorable
azseasment (60 percent); help in the selection of a vocation was third in
?ropor:ion of favorable responses among students (52 parcent); and the least
favoraplf aaagssed sarvice was help given to solving personal problems
(41 percant).

A éifth item in this series dealt with the general evalqation of guidance
and counseling services at Nbfchwastern. Overall, 65 percent of the students
were either satisfied or very satisfied with the way they were treated by

their counselors.
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Differences in NAD SCOTIA Among the four graden'wara statiastdcally
significant on al}lfive guida?cn and counsaling questions, and on four
questions 11n03t-rnlteiqnshipt vere algso significant.

, On.all quentious;wninth'and toﬁgh grade students were the most poeitivg;
eleventh grade students the most negative. Th? highest proporti. . of aleventh
grade studenta lnlwiring favbrabiv on any question was just ﬁnder half, and’;n
two qgeations, the proportions of unfavorable respoi i1es were apprbximately
half. o S

As noted above, the least ﬁavorablj viaved guidance and counseling
service uaaiﬁalp given 1n‘iolviug.perlonal problams. About half of the
elaventh graders, close to helf of the twelfth graders,-and two-fifths each of
the lower Frad; students reportad they recaived ;1tt1e or none of uha-help
bhat‘;hay neqd@d. For all four groups, the proportion answering unfavorably

eicecdcd the'#roportion answering favcrably.

. School Morale

On three of the four questions addressing school morale, the proporgion
of students answering favorably was approximately half. - Oﬁ all four questions,
diffarences auong;thu mean scores of all four graden w;fa sratistically
gignificant. “ . ‘

The most favaorable student response to a schooi morzle question occurred
with two~thirds answering that. they uéually or always felt they "belonged" at

Northwestarn. DBatween grades scunisciéslly significaut differences were found

fof the tenth grade (80 perxcant answered favorably) and the eleventh grade

"Q .

(54 percent anawered favorably).
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Half o%_tho students expressed satisfaction, generally, with gorthweatarn
digh School. Bat§ ninth and teath graders registerad thé same propoétion of
satisfaction--60 percent, and eich group differed statistically from the
plovcnth ztidﬁra whose proportion of satisfied atudenta was 35 ﬁercent and
wvhoge proportion of disaatigfied students was 41 percent.® In a@dition, thera-‘
vas a @tatintically significant linear telatiouahip‘batweeﬁ 5rade'1§ve1 and
response. -

A similar pattarn of responses was obtained for cﬁe question of how 5§oud
or ashamed students éqre of their school. Half of the ;1nth and tenth graders

vere eithar proud or very proud, bht onli four percent of the former and 14

‘paréent of the lactqr_falt any degree uvf shame. By contrast, only one-third -

of the eleventh graders were proud and one-fourth felt ashamed or very ashamed. *

.bi}ferunces in weans betwesn those of the eleventh grade and each of the lower
two grades ware statistically signific;nt; |

The fourth question, in the set of school morale descriprors, asked
students to rate school spirit. (School spirit was defined as "student
support of athletic teams, charity drives, class mone&éfaiaingﬂptojacts, ate.")
Sixty-four percent of the freahﬁnn and 66 percent of the sophomores rated
Northwestern's school spirit as either good or_axcnllent; 22 percent of the
juniors and 42 percent of the seniors expressed the same favorable ratings.
Ten percent of freshmen and sophowores, respectively, cﬁnracterized school
spirit unfavorably, but an higﬁ a propertion as one-third of the juniors and
one~fourth of the neuiorp rated school spirit as either poor or very poor.

Batween grade differences in mean scoras for each of the lower two grades with

pach of the two upper grades were statiastically significant.




" §chool Administration

percent and 63 parcent.

o~ . .
Jchool Adninistratiod\yaslpp:coivedyas the weakest achnol characte:ist;c

by Northwestern high school,scudaﬁts;, On all six q&estions cdmprising this
school descriptor category, an average of only one~third responded favorably.

The range of’ favorable percentages varied from a high of 46 to a low of 21.

In sharp contrast, the proportions of unfavorable responses were larger on *
2y ,

four .of the sixiquestions; the average was 41 percent answering negatively

across all six,quaotions} and the range of negative responses was between 25

D

On three of the four questions where tha school's administration was
¢ . ! ‘

viewed negatively, differences among grade means were not statistically

significant. ' ‘ -

Statistically significant differences among means did, however, occur in

responses to the way the administration includaé students in making decisions

about matters directly affecting students. Hélf of the senio;s and juniors
exp:etacd dissatisfaction in comparison to éply a third of the two lower grade
groﬁpi. Diffarences in mean scoras bet%pen grades were significant for each
of the lowar grade groups with each of,thééupper grade groups. The test for
linearity was statistically aigniiicéht on this as well as two of the other
three negatively appraised questions.

" Consistently across the four g;ades, about half of the 5tﬁdants were of
the opinion thatlche achool's adminiscration seldom or never seemed to really
care for them as individuals. Positive feelings were oﬁfered by two-fifths of
the ninth grade studenta. Only oneffifth of tha elaventh graders felt the

kd

administration usually or always cared.

).
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A second question, tapping the studenta' perception of the administra-

‘tion's concern for them, asked how much personal encouragement was given by

nagative evaluation was 31ve§ Bcross grades, ranging from half of the seniors -

the administration regarding the student's schoolwork. Again, a consistent

to twﬁ—fifth- of the frashmen. Poasitive responses were givéuAby.aboqt one~
third of the lower grade groubs and by one-fourth of the upper 3rade groups.
Maan scores among the grades waere not statiatical]y significant, but there was
a statistically significant relationship of grade and response as measured by
the test for linearity. |
The fourth question, where nagative'percaptions were found, asked how

often thé administration talked to the students as individuals. Two-thirds
answered either, never, or seldom. As many as 72 percent of the seniors, but
no leas than 58 percent of the freshmen adhered to this oplnion. Only one-
fifth'of the upper gtade studenga and one~fourth of the lower grade students

reported cgmmunicaﬁion as usually or as always on all occasions.

The two questions where the proportion of favorable responses outweighed

' the unfavorable dealt with administrative response to student problaems or

student suggestions and with the way administration generally treatad students.

Half of the underclass students indicaved that within the day, if not
immediately, they could communicate a problem or make a suggestion to_the
administration. While approximately half of the seniors shared these
opinions, only a third of the juniors agreed. Differences between the mean
scores of the juniors and those of the fr@mhmnn and sophomores were statisti-

cally significant. “.e test for linearity was not atatistically significant.

L




Just over a third of the students expressed satisfaction with the way'
they were treated by the administration. Diffarences among mean scores vere
mtatintically signifié?ni as was the test for linearity; and.between géZ&;
nnan;, statistically significant differences vere found between juniors and
n;ch of the underclass groups, raspectively. The juniors expressed the least
fnforlble q;inionsz 19 percent vere satisfied, 42 parce;t were dissatisfied.
Most positive Gete freshmen: 46 pctceng; satiqfieq; 17 phrceﬁc, digsatisfied.

It is of passing interest to note that the percentage of students
expressing the opinion that they were neither satisfied nor dissatiafied, a
moderats poasition, outnuqhoted the percentagas engessing either positive or

I' % f N,
negative opinions.- Qj/’

A . ™

<1

T 7 T I I T T P . s L AL EX b Mk .




i
K2

t

. goyparilon of Student Responsges Lo
For the Last Three Years

School Dcscrigtor Categories ‘

To test for changes in the opinions of Northwestern “high achool.atudents
over time, the rasponses to aach question from each nf the three surveys were
cabulat.¢ and chi-square tests vere computed for each of thirty-four tabular
displays (see Appendix B).

Ten of the ghi-aquara test results were_sfgnificant at the .05 lav?l. 0f
these, eight were derived from tables éecording ; worsening. of stud;nt

A

. Q) )
attitudes, and two, an improvement in student attitudes.

] . >

then viewed in terms of school daacriptor}cacegories (see Table 4), these

ch@waquaremialt results wctaAnof evenly distributed among the six descriptors.
c}

None . of the six tabular displays, relatad to school administration, had

statistically significant chi~square test results, but for all four school
morale tables,. the variationa in the fraquency distributions over time were
ntatistically significant with the direction of attitudinal chnngc shifting
toward less positiﬁe responges. It nhould\alao be noted that school norila
exhibited the greatest amount of volatility in the ranking of schooi
deacriptor categories by average pe;cent of favorable responses (sea Table 3).
In 1982, gchool morale ranked second: with a 65 percent average of favorable
responses. In each of the next’two Years,'tha averageApercent was SL,QS?d its
rank had dropped to fourth. School administration, on the other Hand, :
conqiatenely ranked last and the 6pinions tabulated for all its constituent

Quautiona, across all four grades, for all chree-survey years, were

unfavorable.

: 22
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TABLE 4

§

NUMBER OF QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS, NUMBER AND PERCENT OFITEMS WITH.
. . STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT CHI-SQUARE TEST RESULTS AND OF THESE,
o THE NUMBEK SHOWING IMPROVEMENT OR WORSENING, AND AVERAGE
| RANKING FOR THE LAST THREE YEARS PER SCHOOL
: | " DESCRIPTOR CATEGORY, 1982~1984 | N

\

Ttems With Statistically Sigai-

. Average
C School " ogm;:::' ficant Chi-Squave 'l'engv Results Rank
. Descriptor Categories Per . Nusber\ Showin _For Last
‘ Category No. Percent Improve+ Worsefg, - Three
ment . ing~ Years
M. — 1 :
Student Activities' ' 6 3 sz . 1 - 2 5
Instruction 8 1 13 1 0 3.5
Curriculum s 1 20 o 1 1
. Guidance and Counsaling 5 1 2 0o -1 2
School Morale 4 4 100 .0 "~ 4 3.5
School Administrationm 6 0 0 0 0 6
\
.,21...
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. Thras of the six student activities tabular displays produced statisti-

cally significant chi-square tests. Of these, two recorded a decline in

ki

‘favorablo student attitudes. The average rank of this category, for the last
three years, " was fifth 6; raxt to last.

In 2ach of the thres renainiqg school descriptor categories, a single

chi-square test rasult was atatiqtically(pignificant. Where this occurred,

one tabular dispiay registered a decrease in’unfavorable attitudes over time’
) : \ ‘

(instruction) and two tabular displays docutientaed a decrease in févorabie

~

student actitudes (curriculum, and guidance and couﬁsaling).
Thus, for two of the six school descriptor categories the proportions of

statistically significant chi—squafa test results were substantial: all

school morale and half of the school administration tabular displa;so' The

¢ .
<3

‘direction of change was mostly toward the unfavorable.
For each school descriptor category, a summaty‘discussion will be limited

to cthose tabular diaplays where the chi~§quare test results were statistically
p <

significant, and are listad below.

"

Student Activities ’

-~ ) .
al

Theres wcra improvements in student attitudes on the question of how many
activities that the ituden; would like to participate in would the student
participate. The.proportions ansvering '"None' decreased; the proportions

answerin& 'Al1l' or 'About half' increased in the 198%4 frequency distributions

| over those of 1983 and 1982, respectively. A chidﬁqunre test of‘differences

becwaeﬁ 1983 and 198A response frequencies resulted in a slightly.higher

¢

significance level statisticl from that darived in testing the three sata of

frequencies.

’-lThese chi-gquare test results are not included in this report, but they
are avallable upon request.
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The decrease in the proportion of atudents in 1982 expressing satisfac-
K tion with both the varlety and quality of student activities offe&ed at
| ‘ . : '
j) Northwestern high school was larger in 1983 than it wae in 1984, but

.differences between tha 1983 and 1984 response frequencies, based on chi~ °

.

) - e
. square test results, were still significant at less than the .05 level. .

Using mean scores as an index of the direction of chiﬁgi among‘ﬁhe three

e

annﬁhl response .frequencies, we find that for all six quéstions in this

9

érouping, the mean scores in 1983 decreased from those of 1982, but for the
quaestions where students expressed significantly less satisfaction, the

decrease was .3. ' ] "

¢ -

Instructiq;
Thg decrease in the proportions of students in 1983 and 1984 over thft of

1982, who said that 'None' of their taach;ra made sure students understood .

vhat they taught in cla.q,.accountud for over half of the total chi-square

vilueLﬂ Differences between 1983 and 1984 respon:e'freémencig; were not

Qtatistically significant. Mean scores for the three years were, 'in yearly

.succession, 3.6, 3.6, and 3.7.

Curriculum

The‘narked decrease in the proportions of students in 1983 and 1984 over

that of 1982, who felt that "All' of the things they should be learning right
now Qere belng tnugﬁt at N6§thwestern, and the increase in the proportions in
the lagpar twé years of rhose answering fAbouc helf,' contributed over thgg}-
fourths to the total chi-square value. Diffe;gncea between 1983 and 1984

regsponse frequencies were not sﬁatidticﬁliy significant.




“ Guidance and Counseling . . 0
?

A dramatic change in the decreasing satisfaction with the way students

felt thoir counsalors treated them occurred in 1983.. The dispariiy between
cbsaerved and c:pacted'frequehcies of those who werr 'Very satisfied' in both

, 1982 and 1983 distributions’ contributed to half of the total chi-square value.

<«

A mnnn‘scorn of 3.9 in 1982 was followed by a drop to 3.6 in 1983, but in
1984, thére was an’lmprovgman:-a mean score of 3.8. However, §requegcy

differences between 1983 and 1984 responses were not sta;iatically significant.

\

School Morale

For all ﬁhree-yea% frequency distribution comparisoﬁa of all four
: .
questions relatiug to school morale, chi-square test results were atatisti-

n

;ally aiéuificant. There was a decrease in positive student attitudes inll984
| as compared ‘to '1982. However, on three of theﬁfour questions, there were )
clearly improvedénts in students' attitudes’iniiQSé over thgse expressed in
1983, both in the distribution of frequency counts. and mean scores. On‘the
fourth question, 1uprov;mantu vere ma&e{ albait slight. Yet, for all fﬁur,

the chi~square test rosulis for differences between 1983 and 1984 frequency

distributions were statistically significant.

oy
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Surmarvy «f Statistical Testing Results

Statisiical Significance By Year

To test for variations in the number of statistically significant one-way
analysis og vntianéo tests and tests for linearity among the four grades for
'th; three survey yaur;. the number of statistically significant aﬁd non~-

- significant tast resulta vers cnbdlgccd and chi-square statistics were

computed for bothﬁtahulntionn. Tabulations and test results are presentad in
'stlan 5 and 6 (see Appendix C for the source of these tab;lacions).

In both co-pafiaonn, varistions wafa statisti ally significant. While 26

p&rceﬁc ofvonanway_analy-is of variance tests were statistically significant
. 4n both 1982 and 1983 surveya, 59 percent of the tests were in 1984, Thus;
there was. a marked tgctease in response differentiation among grade groups at
Northwestern to the questions on the survey instrument. This differentiation
during the most recent survey is uuderscorad by a similar marked increase in
the proportion of teats for linearity that were statistically significant:

9
68 percent (1984), 29 percent (1283, 1982).

Statistical Significance By School Descriptor Categories

To test for variations in the mumber of statistically significant test
rasults among the school descriptor categories, frequencies of significant and
non-significant one-way analyais of variance tast recults and results of test
for linearity for all three survey years were tabulated and chi-square
cratigcics ware computed with the reaults presented in Tables 7 and 8.

Variscions among school dascriptor categories were most pronounced anong
instruction and school morala questisna. Eighty-three percent Qf the twenty-

four one-way analysia of variance tests for fnstruction questlons for the

e
«
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TABLE $§

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TESTS,
AMONG GRADES NINE THROUGH TWELVE, THAT WERE OR
WERE NOT STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT AT
THE .05 LEVEL BY SURVEY YEAR

Oue~Hay Analysis of Variance Tests That Ware

Year Statistically Not Statistically Total
Significant Significant Number
Number Percent Number Percent
1982 9 262 25 74% 3%
1983 9 26 . 25 74 34
1984 20 59 14 41 34
Total 38 37 64 63 102

”
x~ = 10.15 df = 2 P = .01

TABLE 6

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF LINEARITY TESTS, AMONG GRADES NINE
THROUGH IWELVE, THAT WERE OR WERE NOT STATISTICALLY
SIGNIFICANT AT THE .05 LEVEL BY SURVEY YEAR

Linesrity Tests That Were

Year Statistically Not Statisticelly - Total
__Significant . Significant Numbar
Number Percentc Number Percent
1982 - 10 292 24 712 34
1983 10 29 24 71 34
1984 23 68 11 32 34
Total 43 = 42 59 58 102

Xl m13.58 dfm2 Pm .0l

)G
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TABLE 7
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TESTS, AMONG
GRADES NINE THROUGH TWELVE, THAT WERE OR WERE NOT STATISTICALLY

SIGNIFICANT AT THE .05 LEVEL FOR ALL THREE SURVEY YEARS
BY SCHOOL DESCRIPTOR CATEGORIES

One~Way Analysis of Varianced Tests That Were

School Statistically Not Statistically’ Total
Dascriptor Categories Significant _Significaut Number
Rumber Parcent Number Parcent
Student Activities /- 6 332 12 67% 18
Instruction 2 8 22 83 24
Curriculun 7 47 8 53 ' 15
Guidance & Counseling .7 47 8 - 53 - 15
School Morale 9 75 3 25 12
School Administration "7 39 11 61 . 18
Total 8 27 64 63 ° 102
" x* = 17.17 df =5 P =< ,0l
. »
. TABLE 8 .
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF LINEARITY TESTS,'AMONG GRADES NINE THROUGH
’ TWELVE, THAT WERE OR WERE NOT STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT
" AT THE .05 LEVEL FOR ALL THEEE SURVEY YEARS
BY SCHOOL DESCRIPTOR CATEGORIES °
o , )
i Linearity Tests That Were
School Statistically Not Statistically Total
Descriptor Categories Significant - Significant Numbar
’ Number Petcent Number Parcent
Studant Activities 8 447 10 562 18
Instruction 8 33 16 67 24
Curriculum 8 53 7 47 15
Guidance & Counsaling 5 33 10 67 15
Schoo) Morale 7 58 5 42 12
.School Aministration 7 39 11 61 18
, ,
Total - 43 42 : 59 58 102
x> » 4,29 df =5 P =NS
=27




three survey years wara not statistically significant. The average for all
six descriptor é;é;gopieo was 63 percent. .

Seventy~fiva percent of thae twelve one~way analysla of varianﬁe tests for
Qchool morale qunsfiona 3oro statistically significaﬁ: for tha three survey
Years. Th; average for all six descriptor categories was 37 percent.

The variations anond the six school descriptor categories in the
frequencies of signigicant and non~significant one-way analysis of variance
, tasts results ware statistically significant. However, variaéiona in the
number of significant and non-significant tests of linearity among the aix

descriptor categories were not significantly different. What variation there

was; was confined to instruction and school morale test results.

»
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A. STUDENT ACTIVITIES

In how many of the student activities that you participate “a are
~the students involved in planning the activity?

(Siudent Opinion Question 1)

érada Pctcants 0f Student Responses Number Masn

Level None Fev A:::; ' Many All Raesponding Scores
9 27% K} ¥ 4 . 29% _ 7% 7% (119) 2.4
10 24 30 ! 25 14 8 (89) 2.5,
11 19 31 24 25 2 (98) 2.6
12 15 27 32 15 11 (81) 2.8

Total 22 30 ' 27 15 , 7 (387) 2.5

\ One-way analyais of variance test for the difference among grade means was
not significant at the .05 level.

In how many of the activities of your nuhool would you’'fael that you
would be accepted?

(Student Opinion Question 2)

= s A i e bt ot - & b e el e

Grade ‘fﬁﬁfsgs Ragpouscs . Number Hean
Level Yone - Yaw Half Most . All Responding Scoras

9 22 27% 258 362 112 - (123) ‘

. 3.3

io .0 16 24 46 14 (90) 3.6
11 1 21 34 27 17 (98) 3.4

12 1 20 26 31 22 (81) 3.5

. Total 1 21 27 35 167  (392) 3.4

One~way analysis of variance test for the difference .
not significant at the .05 level. ° among grade means was

'3 0
1 I..,'
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HBow many student activitias (clubs, parties, plays, athletics, etc.)
that you would like to participata in, do you participate in?

(Student Opinion Questioci 3)

a

Grade Por:ants Onggﬁianc Rasponses Number  Maar

Level  None PV . Half Most ) ALl Raapondiug Scorus
\ R .

9 162 392. 212 16% 91 (122)' 2.6

10 18 21 22 26 13 (90) . 3.0

11 10 ¢ 26 k) 21 12 (98) 3.0

12 15 . 31 21 16 { 17 (81) 2.9

Total 15 0 2% 20 13 (391) ¢ 2.9

JO0ne-~way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade - ad

not significant at the .05 level.

I

How many sponsors of the activities rhat you participate in seem
well suited to the activity?

(Student Opinion Question %)

Crade Parcents Ongzzggut Responses Numbar M
Level : .
None Pew Half Most ‘fi} Rnspondﬁﬁg Scoras
9 " 142 232 16% 23% 24% ' (121) " 3.2
10 17 17 .18 28 .20 .. (89) 3.2
11 6 29 25 32 9 (98) 3.1
12 10 o 17 36 24 14 (81) 3.1
Total . 12 22 23 27 17 (389) 3,2

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means was
not significant at the .05 level. ”

A2




How satisfied are you with the varisty of student activities that
your school offars? ' L.

(Student Opinion Question 33)

Number Mean

crade Percents Of Student1gggponl°'

Very Dis- Dig~- Neither ' . Very
Laval ol f1ed satisfied S Nor D Satisfied Satisfied ~c0Ponding Scores
9 b 2 3% 20% 52% 24% (111) 4.0
10 2 5 26 45 22 (87) 3.8 °
11 3 - 19 43 30 5 (98) 3.1
12 5 13 35 40 8 (80) 3.3
Total 3 10 31 42 15 r376) 3.6

One-way analyais of variance test for the difference among grade means was .
significant at the .0l level.
The t-Test comparisons between grade means were significant at the .05 level
' for grades nine and eleven, nine and twelve and ten and eleven, ten and twelve.

How sacisfied are you with the quality of student activities that
your school offars? Ty

(ctud..t Opinion Question 34)

Grade Percents Of Student Responses Number Maan
Lavel Very. Dis- Dis- Naither Very Responding Scores
sarisfied satisfiri S Nor D Sutisfied Satisfied

9 2% 12 332 " 46% 18% (110) 3.8

10 2 "6 27 55 9 (85) 3.6

11 5 i8 46 23 7 (95) 3.1

. 12 3 15 37 39 6 (79) 3.3
Total 3 10 36 41 11 (369) 3.5

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means was

significant at the .01 level.
The t-Tast comparisons between grade means were significant at the .05 level

for grades nine and eleven, nine and twelve and ten and eleven.

83 |
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teach? ﬁ
(Student Opinion Question 6) _
' Grade Percents Ongtuicnt Raesponses ) ‘Nuzber Maan
~ Lavel Nona Pew H:zt Most All Responding Scores
9 32 20% 92 27% 42% (123) 3.8
10 2 19 20 32 27 - (90) 3.6
11 4 20 22 » 32 21 (98) 3.5
12 4 le 28 . 32 20 (81) 3.5
. Total 3 19 19 30 29 (392) 3.6

3. INSTXUCTTON

Eow nany of your taachers seem to care if you 1aarn ¢he subject they

One-way analysis of variance test for thé difference among grade means was
not significant at the .05 level.

.
4

How often do your tcaéheél clearly explain what to do on assignments?
(Student Cpinion Question 7)

Percents 0f Student Responses

Grade , Numbar Meaan
Level’ Navar Seldém’ Ag;:trg;if- Usually ’Alwqys ‘Rasponding Scores
9 1z ‘132 16% 322 K14 (123) 3.9 |
10 1 14 23 31 30 (90) 3.7 |
11 0 12 25 39 25 (98) 3.8
12 6 10 21 41 v 22 s (81) 3.6
‘Total 2 13 21 35 30 (392) 3.8

One-way analysis of variance tegt for the ditfercnce among grade means was
not significant’ at the .05 level.

¢
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How much hclp do yaur ccachars usually givae you with your scnoolwork?
(Studanc Opinion Question 8)

Percents Of Student Rasponses ‘ : \ g
Crade T Tirtla  About Half Most I AL I pacbor oan
: . Need T Need - I Raeed . Need Need
9 12 122 202 38% 302 - (122) 3.9
10 . 3 14 19 39 ’ 24 (90) 3.7
11 3 15 18 41 22 . (98)* 3.6
12 5 . 9 25 42 20 . (81) 3.6

Total 3 13 ' 20 40 25 (391) 3.7

One-way analysis of variance test for the differance among grade means was
not significant at the .05 level.

How many of your teachers mske sure you undarscand what they t.ach in

. clisn?
(S:udcnt Opinion‘Qucstion,9)
Grade Pcrccn:: OtAgzudcnc Responses Number ¥
Level | None Few n.?? Most [ A11 Responding Scores
9 0% 182 152 33%, 35% (123) 3.8
10 2 18 19 41 20 (90) 3.6
11 1 15 " 28 35 21 (98) 3.6
12 - 4 20 25 28 . 24 (81) 3.5
Total 2 18 21 34 26 (392) 3.7

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means was
not significant at the .05 level.
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How often do your teschers claarly qxplain how aaaignmcncs are to ba

doua?’ )
(Student Opinion Question 10)
Grade ' Purécnca‘gf icg:;:t'nusponsfs ~—'  Numbar  Mean
Level Never Sgldom T;: Time lﬁUaually Always Responding Scores
9 k¥4 ¥4 152« / 40% kYN (123) 4.0
10 2 8 28 o 38 24 (90) 3.7
11 2 12 17 38 ) RN ¢ ) 3.8
12, 3 9 33 30 26 (81) 3.7
Total 3 8 22 31 30. (391) 3.8

One~way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade ,means was
not significant at the .05 level. '

How many of your teachers are willing to give students individual help
outside of class tima? .

(Studene* Opinion Question 11)

Crade Percents QtA:cugunn Responses Number. Maan
Level None Few od Most” - All Responding Scores
: u : Half - —
9 ' 127 gs 272 18% 297 152 (123) 3.1
10 13 /27 16 29 16 (90) ' 3.1}
11 8 28 23 32 9 07 3.1
2 . 7 . 0Mm 24 25 14 (81) 3.1
Total . 11 28 20 29 13 (391) .31

One-way analysia of variance test for the difference among grade means was
nnt significant at the .05 level.
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. How many of your teachers ziva you enough personal encouragement in
your  schoolwork?

(Student Opinion Questicn 12)

| Crade ‘ Percents Of‘:tudent Resvonaes * Number Mean
Level Nons Few i H::: ' Most All Responding Scores

9 142 28% 182 262 142 (122) 3.0

10 1 . 32 . 30 17 10 (90) 2.8

11 10 . 26 18 35 11 (97) 1.1

12 12 36 22 22 T (81) » 2.8

Total 12 O 22 25 1 (390) 2.9

~bne-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means was

not asignificant at the .05 level. N

Ia how maay of your courses arc you satisfied with the mcthods usad
to teach the courses? ' .

(Student Opinion Question 25)

-
b - — — — ‘——-—_——“"?W -
.Grada i Percents Onggzien: Responses Number, N .
Level "None -+ Few Half Most - All Rasponding Scores
9 3% 162 232 6 1 212 (117) 3.6
10 0 18 , 24 42 16 - (88) 3.6
11 3 .28 33 25 11 (97) 3.1
///’12 6 16 36! .32 %10 ©(81) 3.2 ;
~"" Total 3 20 29 o 15 (383) 3.4

‘One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
. was significant at the .0l level.
The t-Test compariaons between grade means were significant at the
.05 level for grades nine and aleven,

A7
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" €. CURKRICULUM

How much of what you are studying do you think will be useful to you
1n evaryday living?

e \
(Student Opinion Quéstion 24)

/crade - L.Purcents OfA:tuzent Responses T Number Maan
‘ s ou Scores
Lavel None Haig.n Half Most thing Responding
8 24% 29% 372 " (120)° 3.9
13 %1 Sz 27 42 21 (88) 3.7
11 )} 18 35 29 17 (96) 3.4
2 6 11 38 31 14 (81) 3.3
Total 3 11 31 33 23 (385) 3.6

Ona-way analysis of variance test for the difference amung grade means

was significant at the .0l level.
Tg2 t-Tast comparisons between grade medns were significant at the

.05 level for grades nine and twelve, nine agd eleven.

Regardless of what your grades may be, in how many of your school
subjects would you say that you are "learning a lot" this year?

(Studant Opinion Question 26)

Grade ‘L‘E:rggnta_Ong::gent Responses Number Mean
Level Nona H‘:gmn Half Most All Rnsponding Scores
9 2% 9% 212 40% 29% (118) 3.9

10 1 7 21 43 28 (88) 3.9
11 2 13 30 41 13 97) 3.5
12 3 3 30 35 25 (80) 3.7
Total 2 9 25 40 24 (383) 3.8

Onemway‘analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .02 level,

The t-Teat comparisons between grade means were significant at the
.05 level for grades ten and eleven.

A8
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How many of the things that you shoulc be learning right now are
being taught in your school?’

(Student Opialon Quaccion 27)

Crade PcrccnggOfA::udcn: Respouses ‘ Numbaer Mean
Level Kone Pew n:;g Most All Responding Scores
9 2% 10% : 20% 38% 30% (115) 3.8
10 1 9 31 43 16 (87) 3.6
11 2 21 38 27 12 (98) 3.3
12 6 20 35 13 6 (81) 3.1
Total 3 15 30 35 17 (381) 3.5

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means -
was significant at the .0l level. '

The t-Tast comparisons between grade means were significant at the
.05 leval for grades nine and twelve, nine and eleven and ten and twelve.

All things considered, how much do you think you are learning from
your schoolwork?

(Student Opinion Question 28)

-

Percents Of Student Responses

Grade Much Somewhat About Half Almost CAl) Number Mean
Level Less Than Less Than 0f What + Al That Responding Scores
I Can 1 Can I Can I.Can ' I Can

9 2% 5% 252 422 25% (114) 3.8

10 1 6 19 53 21 (388) 3.9
11 6 17 34 29 14 (98) 1.3
;2 8 3 36 44 8 (80) 3.4
Total 4 8 28 42 18 (380) 3.6

One~way analysis of v.riance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .01 level.

The t~Teat comparisons between grade means waere significant at the
.05 level for grades nine and eleven, nine and twelve and ten and eleven,
ten and twelve.
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In geveral, how wall satisfied are you with the variaty of the subjects
that your aschool offers?

(Seudant Opinion Question 32)

a——

. ~ Parcents Of Stude : Respounses
Crade . Mean
L;vez Very Dia- ~ Dis-  Neither Very Reigggzing Scores
satisfied satisfied S Nor D Satisficd Satisfied
9 12 1z 267 49% 227 ©@a13) 3.9
10 2 5 22 59 13 (87) 3.7
11l 2 24 33 33 9 (98) 3.2
12 /) 15 28 41 13 (80) 3.4
Total 2 11 27 45 15 (378) 3.6

Our-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .0l level.

The t-Tc : comparisons between grade msans wera significant at the
.05 ievel for grades nive and eleven, nine and twelve and ten and eleven.
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D. GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING PROGRAM

" 'w much help doas your counselor giv. you in the sélection of a
ccllega, vocational, or trade school?

(Student Opinidn Quaaiion 13)-

Crade Percents Of Student Responsas
. Orads T iittle  About Half  Most I ALL T poromret  seeres
__Need I Nead I Need Need Need F 8
9 182 112 62 162 soz 123y 3.7
10 7 8 17 26 43 (90) 3.9
11 6 3 22 20 20 (98) 3.2
12 15 - 1 11 25 38 (81) 3.6
Total 12 15 14 21 39 (392) 3.6

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among jrade means
was significant at the .0l level.

The t~Test comparisons hetween grade means were significant at the
.05 lavel for grades ten and elaven.

Hov much help does your eounsalor éivc you in the selection of courses?
(Student Opinion. Question 14)

Parcents Of Student Rasponses
Grads  fome T Lictle e About Half  Most I ALL I hf“:ﬁ;in sﬂ““or"
ve Need ' I Need I Need ~_ Naed Need o°p §
9 B}/ 82 7% 212 57% ©(122)° 4.1
10 6 & 3 28 58 (90) 4,3
1 7 26 22 22 25 (98) 3.3
12 . i, 9 20 24 37 (81) 3.7
Total 8 12 13 23 45 (391) 3.9

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .0l level.

The t-Test comp ~isons between grade means were significant st the
.05 level for grades ..ne and eleven and ten and eleven, ten and twelve.
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In general, are you gatisfied with the way you are treated by your

counselor?
(Studeat Opinion Question 15)
p Perceants Of Student Responses
: Lavu: Very Dis- Dis- Neither Very Raggzg;zng Stgiﬁl
satisfied satisfied S Nor D Satisfied Satisfied
9 4% 7% 142 33% 43% (122)° 4.0
10 3 7 16 i3 b1 - (90) 4.0
11 8 16 32 28 16 (98) 3.3
12 10 5 24 24 38 (81) 3.8
Tb:al‘ 6 9 21 30 35 (391) 3.8

One—way analysis of varlance teat ‘for the difference among grade means
wag significant at the .01 level.

The t-Tast comparisons between grade means were gignificant at the
.05 level for grades nine and eleven and ten and eleven.

-

How much help does your counselor give you in tha selaction of a

vocation? ,
(Student Opinion Question 16) o
. Percents Of Student Responses ]
i::gi None I Tittle About Half Most I All I Raggﬁg:zng Szg:zs
Need I Need I Need Need Need

9 20% 12% 142 20% 352 (122) 3.4

10 7 13 17 30 34 (88) 3.7

11 24 24 14 28 10 97) 3.8

12 20 15 12 26 27 (81) 3.3
Total 18 16 14 25 27 (388) 3.3

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means

was significant at the .01 level.
The t-Tast comparisons between grade means were significant at the
.05 level for grades nine and eleven and ten and eleven.
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How much help does your counselor give you in solving your personal
problesia? :

- ($tudent Opinion Quqrciou 17 .

Grade Parcents b: Student Has onses

Numbar Mean

Nona I Little ut Half Mogt I ALl X

Laval :

ve Need I Nesd I Need Need  Need DusPORding Scoves
9 0% 9% 82 20% 13 (121) 3.2
10 27 13 14 20 25 (84) 3.0
1 16 27 16 9 (97) 2.5
12 38 8 16 . 20 19 (80) 2.8
Total 32 11 16 19 22 (382) 2.9

Oue-way analysis of variance tast for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .0l level. :

The t-Test comparisons between grade means were significant at the
.05 level for grades nine and elaven.
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¥. SCHOOL MORALE

How often do you fael that you "belong" in your school?
(Student Opinion Question 4) .

Grade Pnreancs‘:f St;:::: Responses Nusbaer Mean
Level Never Seldom out Usually Always Rasponding Scores
— The Tima :

9 7% 'S 217 19% 482 (122) 4.0

10 6 6 9 32 48 (90) 4.1

11 7 13 26 25 29 (97) 3.5

12 9 5 25 19 43 ' (81) 3.8 ]
Total 7 7 - 20 23 42 (390) 3.9

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means

vas significant at the .0l level.
The t-Tast comparisons between grade means were significant at the

.05 level for grades ten and eleven.

In general, how proud or ashamed of your school are you?
(Student Opinion Question 29)

Par 7 p R
E::ﬁ; e arcents Ofnf:zg::: Rasponses = Number Mean
| Ashamed Ashamad ? Nor A (ProudA‘ Proud Responding Scores
9 13 77 12% 33% 227 (114) 3.6
10 2 2 45 26 24 (87) 3.7
11 5 22 38 24 11 (98) 3.1
12 é 11 36 - 29 16 (80) 3.4
Total 6 11 37 28 19 (379) 3.4

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .0l level.

The t-Test comparisons between grade means were significant at the
05 level for grades nine and eleven and ten and elaven.
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How would you rate "school spirit" at your scheol? (Consider students'
support of athletic teams, charity drives, class money-raising
prujects, ate.) ' 4

(Student Opinion Question 30)

Grade Percents Of Student Responsas Numbar Yean
L‘?‘l Very Poor  Poor _ Adequate Good Excellenr BResponding Scores
9 82 3% 252 42% 222 (114) 3.7
10 5 5 26 34 32 (86) 3.8
11 7 28 43 16 6 (98) 5 29
12 15 10 34 29 13 (80) 3.1

Total | 9 11 32 31 18 7(378) ’ 3.4

One~way analysis of variance test for the difference among gradn means
was significant at the .01 lovel.

The t-Test comparisons between grade means wera significant at the

.05 level for grades nine and eleven, nine and twelve and ten and eleven,
ten and twelve.

In general, are you satisfied with your school?
‘ (Student Opinion Question 31)

Percents Of Studeat Responses Nunber Mean

Srade Jery Dis- ~ Dis-  Neither TATY  pesponding Scoren
sat! ‘Cied sacisfied S Nor D _Sstisfied Satisfied _

9 7% 7% 27%  45% 15% (113) 3.6

10 1 6 i3 47 13 (87) 3.6
11 4 37 25 24 11 (98) 3.0
12 6 10 33 36 15 (80) 3.4
Total 5 15 29 38 14 (378) 3.4

One~way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .01 level. ‘
The t-Test comparisons between grade means were significant at the

,05 level for grades nine and eleven and ten and aleven.
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?. SCHOOL ADMINTSTRATION

If you had a problem or suggestion for the administration, how long
would yon have to walt to ¢alk to a member of the administration?

(Student Opinion Question 18)

Talk At Al)l A Month A Week _ The Day ately

) Percents Of Student Responses
Grade ,_._.___.__.___________R__EI;. . - Number Mean
Level Could Not Within Within Wit Inmedi Responding Scores

9 162 72 26% 362 15% (122) 3.3
10 12 6 3l 46 6 (87) 3.3
11 18 20 32 27 -4 (97) 2.8
12 11 10 33 39 8 (80) 3.2
Total 15 10 30 37 9 (386) 3.1
dneuvay analysiz of variance test for the difference among grade means
was siguificant at the .01 level. :
The t-Test c~. - .risons between grade means were signicicant at the
,05 level for gr:i ‘»nv isipe and eleven and ten and eleven.
In general; are you satisfied with the way you are treated by the
administration? '
(Student Opinion Question 19)
Crade Percents 0f Student Respousas Numbar Mean
Leve) Very Dis- Dis~ Neither Very Responding Scores
' gsatisfied satisfied S Mor D Satisfied Satisfiad
9 97 . 8% 38% 37% 9% (120) 3.3
10 10 7 40 -39 3 (8*) 3.2
11 15 27 40 17 2 (96) 2.6
12 18 6 41 30 5 (80) 3.0

Total 13 12 40 KD 3 (385) 3.0

Oue-way analysis of varilance tesu for the difference amoug grade means
was Hignificant at the .0l level,

The t~Tesat comparisons between jrade means were significant at the
.05 level for grades ten and elevea ind nine and eleven.




In gsneral, how often doas the adm$niatratiou seen o really care
about you as an tndividunl?

(Student Opinion Question 20)

Crade ?cgeanca‘giuztggzgg Responses Number  Mean

Leval Nb&gr Seldom The Time Usually Always Responding Scores
9 20% 252 177 23% 152 (120) 2.9

4 10 18 3 %0 Y 2 (89) 2.6
11 20 31 28 : 17 4 (96) 2.5
12 26 29 18 19 9 (80) 2.6

Total 21 29 21 22 8 (385) 2.7

One~way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means was
not significant at the .05 level,

, " g
Are you gatisfied with the way.the administration includes the,students
in making decisions about matters which dircctly affect the studcnta
(dress codu, assexblies, «tc.)? ,

o (Studcnc Opinion Question 21)

Crade Percents Of Student Responses . Number Mean
Level V8ry Dis- Dis- ~ Neither Very Responding Scores
satisfied satisfied 3 Nor D Satisfied Satisfied
9 16% 122 262 30% 17% (121) 3.2
10 14 16 33 29 8 (90) 3.0
11 25 .27 33 10 5 - (97) 2.4
12 28 ‘ 22 28 20 1 (81) 2.4
Total 20 19 10 23 9 (389) 2.8

One-way analysis of variance test for the difference among grade means
was significant at the .0l level.
The t-Test comparisons between grade means were significaﬂt at the
.05 level for grades ten and eleven, ten and twelve and nine and eleven,
nine and twelve.
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How such personal encouragenment does the administration give'you
coucerning ygur uchoolvogk? ' .

(Student Opinion Qpcstiou 22)

 Percents Of Student Responsés

Grade e e e T e S T VO A\ % e e o= AUt o e S SN
Grade G T little Abou: Haif Muet I ALLT puoet o AR
: Reed - 1 Masd I leed Reed. Need sponding scores
9 20% 222 252 17% 162 (119) 2.9
10 23 4 26 21 2% 7 (88) 2.7
11 24 22 28 21 6 (97) 2.6
12 30 20 28 19 4 (81) 2.5
Total 24 22 76 20 9 (385) 2.7

One-way analysis of variance teat for the difference among grade means was
not eignificant at the .05 level.

Does the administration :alk to _Yyou tn aa individual on all occasions?
(Student Opinion Question 23)

Crade PltccncsAggugcudent Respounses Number ﬂhan ’

Level Nevar Seldon Usually Always Responding Scores

The Time
9 187 202 17% 162 9% (120) 2.4
10 33 28 18 17 5 (89) 2.3
11 27 35 21 16 4 2 2 (97) 2.3
12 37 15 10 15 4 (81) 2.1
Total % . 29 17 16 5 (387) 2.3

One-way analysis of varlance test for the differemce asong grade means was
not significant at the .05 level.
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‘A. STUDENT ACTIVITIZES

In how many of the student activities that you parcﬂcipate in aze
the s:udcncs iavolved in planning tha activity?

(Snudanc Opinion Question 1) -

S

School

‘PQrCQB:l 0f Student Responsas

About , Number- - Mean : =
Year Nooe Faw Half Many All Respouding Scores L.
1982 22% 28% 232 192 8% (276) 2.6 e
1983 24 27 29 16 5 (423) 2.5
1984 21 31 25 16 7 (462) 2.6
.Total 22 29 26 17 6 (1161)

x> = §.90 df = 8 |

“8chool

PTN§

~In how many of the ac:ivig}cn of your school would vou feal that you
would be accaptad?

(Scudant Opinion Question 2)

7ot e ettt bl e e
\‘ ?nrc.ncs 3? Student Responses .

:
e

I T I T P T T T T T P ¥ PN P TP

Number Maan
?pur None Few A::g; Most All Responding Scoras
1982 12 16% 30% 332 19% (276) 3.5
1983 3 20 28 34 16 (624) 3.4
. 1984 1 22 26 36 15 (468) 1.4
Total 2 20 28 35 16 (1168)
x> = 10,17 df=8 ° P=OS
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l

How mnany student activitiss (clubs, paréies, plays, athletics, etec.)
that you would like to participats in, do you participate in?

=)

(Student Opinion Question 3)

Peroencs égjscudeut Resoongas

ey

v Koy

. School About ‘Nimber = Mean
Year Hone Faw Half Moat All Respouding Scores
S - . ’ R . - o on TN ey . il . © eam e m e i e emew ¥ e e e
1982 0% 33 . 16% 232 k74 (276) 2.7
1983 . 34 16 “ 18 9 (423) 2.6
1984 16 k) 22 19 12 (467) 2.8
Total 19 33 19 20 10 (1165)
x°® 16,29 df=8 P = .04
%\‘ .
Yirr mavsy gponsors of the activitiaes that you participate in seem
wall suited to the activicy?
(Student Opinion Questicn 5)
$chool Pearcents Of SCui!gc Responses Number Mean
Year None Paw Ag:;f Most All Rasponding Scores
- 1982 15% 162 232 30% 172 (276) 3.2
1983 13 22 20 29 16 (618) 3.1
1984 12 20 24 27 18 (464) 3.2
Total 13 20 22 28 7 (1158)
| x’ =728 dEw=8  Pw0iS
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S 2

How satisfied are you with the variecy oE scuden: activitcies that
vour school offers?

(Student Opinfon Question 33)

Percents Of Student Respounses

Soron
$o:31 Very Dis- -  Dis- Neithew Very-.- Reguﬁizin Sggz:s
sac¢nfied satisfiad S Nor D Satisfled Satisfled P g
1982 2% 11% L . X 192 (265) 3.7
1983 4 13 35 39 9 C(414) - 3.4
1984 2 il 28 N 43 15 (451) 3.6
Total 3 12 30 42 14 (1130)
x> = 23,60 df =8 Pez.OL'
\ 1
How sa:isfiad are you with the quality of student activities that
your school offers?
(Student Opinion_Question 34)
T Percents 0f Student Responses

School «— — Number Maan
Year very.Dis- Dis- Jedther Very Responding Scores

w;;atisfggg_ satisfied S Nor D Satisfied Satisfied —
1982 4% 8% 282 45% 162 (264) 3.6
1983 5 RS S 39 39 7 (401) 3.3
1984 3 9 4 43 11 (444) 3.5

5N
Total 4 10 34 b2 11 (1109)
x* = 26.90 df = 8 P ==.01
« Feo
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B. INSTRUCTION
i Hov many of your :aaéhcr: sael to care Lf you laarn the subject they
| * teach? : C
(Student Opinicn Question 6)
School’ Percents Of “S;zucéenc Responses Number Mean- -
u

Year  Nona T Faw Balf _u/pat: All Responding Scores
1982 3z 1z 5T . I 32% (276) 3.7
1983 3 22 19, 30 27 - (424) 3.6
1984 4 18 19 30 30 (467) 3.6
Total -3 19 18 31 29 (1167)

 xtm.71  df =8 P =NS
How often do your Eucherb clearly explain what to do on assignments?
(Student Opinion Questioun 7)-.;

Sehool Petcents ‘gguitudent Rasponses Number Maan
Year Never -+ Seldom The ﬂmﬂalﬂ Usually Always - Responding Scoras
198° 0% 142 . 21% 31% 342 (276) 3.8
1983 2 13 22 37 26 (424) 3.7
1984 12 20 35 31 (468) 3.8
Total 2 13 21 35 30 (1168)

x* = 10.95 df =8 P = NS




How much help do your teschers usually éiva vou with your schoolwerk?
(Scuﬁcnc Opinjon Questiocu 8)

- : Percents 07 Studen: Responses
¢ Sch : .
¢ School  Gome T Little  Aioat Balf  toat I AL I mzuﬁﬁng goean
| Nead I Need I Need Need Veed P
1982 4% 15% 257 34% 22% (276) 3.6
1983 3 19 18 40 20 (424) 3.6
Y984 3 13 19 40 26 (467) 3.7
Total 3 16 20 39 22 (1167}
. |

x = 12,31 df = § P = NS

How many of your teachers make sure you understand what they teach in

class? A
(Student Opinion Question 9)

School - ?crccn:s OfA:tuden: Regponses — . Number Mea
Year Yone Pew 32;; Most All Responding Scores
1982 6% 182 16% 352 257 (276) 3.6
1943 2 21 20 A 32 25 (421) 3.6
1934 2 7 20 36 26 (468) 3.7
Total, 3 19 19 3 25 (1165)

2 = .

x = 17.7%7 d€ = 8 e 03




How often do your teachers clearly expliim_how assignments are to he

dove?
(Student Opinion Question 10) e

School - . Ptrcnncsaggu:cudent Responses | _ Number ean
Year K Half .

' ‘:fver Seldom The Time Usually Always: Responding Scoras
1982 32 13% 257 asx 25z TTT@iey T 3.1
1987 2 12 21 40 25 (422) 3.8
1984 2 8 22 37 31 (467) 3.9
Total 2 11 22 38 27 (1165)

x> = 11.33 df=8 ° P =NS

How many of your teachers ars willing to give students individual help
outside of class zine?

(Student Opinion Quastion 11)

School . Percents Ongzzien: Responses . Number Mean
Year Nooa Few Half Most All Responding Scores
1982 13% - 30% 23% 21% 13% (275) 2.9
1983 10 30 21 27 12 (423) 3.0
1984 12 28 19 27 14 (467) 3.0
Total 11 29 21 26 13 (1165)

x> m 6.6 df = 8 P = NS

- -
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How nany of your teschers gilve you anouéh personal eacouragement in
your schoolwork?

(dtudent Opision Question 12)

|

| ”

*- Sehool Pexceng; Ongszieu: Responses ‘ Vumbar Mean

[ Year Nove Few Half Most All Responding Scores
1982 16% 322 Cex T dex 92 @14) 2.8
1983 16 31 23 23 8 (423) 2.8
1984 13 29 22 26 11 (465) 2.9

Total 14 30 21 25 10 (1162)
2

x = 7.49 df = 8 P = NS

In how many of your courses are you satisfled with the methods used
to teach the courses?

(Studant Opinion Question 25)

e ey S e e

School : - Percents Ongtuicnt Responses Nupber Mean
Year None Pew H:gf Most All Rasponding Scores
1982 2% 13% 257 (7% 4 162 (269) 3.6
1983 2 17 28 38 15 (420) 3.5
1984 3 19 27 35 16 (458) 3.4
Total 3 17 27 38 16 (1147)

X% ™ 6,95  df =8 P = NS
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G. CURRICULUM

How much of what you are studying do you think will be useful to you
in everyday living? ' '

(Studant Opinion Question 24)

Sehool L‘gzrcln:s OfAzzzgggt Responses e Number - M
Yeaar Than ’

ea None Half Half Most thing Raspouding Scores
1982 1% 132 252 392 22% (270) 3.7
1983 3 13 23 40 21 (422) 3.6
1984 -3 10 30 33 24 (460) 3.6
Total 2 12 26 37 22 (1152)

%% = 13.24 df =8 P = NS
Regardless of what your grades may be, in how many of your schoel
subjects would you say that you are "learning a lot" this year?

) (Student Opinion Question 26)
School L‘s:rccnts Ongggient Resvonses Sumber \ean
Ye ' Than .

ear None Half Half Most All Respouding Scoras
1982 kY4 82 202 432 . 262 (270) 3.8
1983 2 11 ' 27 39 S22y (421) 3.7
1284 2 9 25 41 24 (458) 3.8
Total 2 10] 24 41 23 (1149)

x> = 7.6l df =8 P aNS
B
..
1S
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How mxny of the things that you should Be learning right now are
being taught in your school?

‘(Student Opinion Questiocn 27)

School Percents Onggﬁden: Responses Numb&r ‘M
Year None Yew E:E; Most All Rasponding Scores
1982 1% 132 19% 392 zsz T @en a7
1983 3 19 24 39 16 (417) 3.5
1984 3 16 29 34 19 (456) 3.5
Total 3 16 25 37 20 (1140)

x*'= 22,18 df w8 Pe.0l

All things ccnsidered, how much do you think you are learning from
your schoolwork?

(Student Opinicn Qunation 28)

Percents Of Studant Rasponses

School Much Somawhat About Half Almost All Number Mean
Year 1433 Than Less Than  Of What All That Rasponding Scores
I Can I Can I Can I Can I Can
1982 22 87 261 42% 22% (269) 3.7
1983 3 10 25 45 17 (417) 3.6
1984 4 9 27 : 41 19 (455) 3.6
Total 3 9 26 63 19 (1141)
2 = 6,78  df =8 P =NS
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In geneval, how well satisfied are you with the varlaty of the subjects
that your school offars?

(Studant Opinfon Quastion 32)

Parcencs Qf Student Responsges

sgﬁzzl Very Dis- .  Dis- Nelcher Very Razgﬁgging SZ::ts

gsatisfied satiaficd § Nor D Satisfied Satisfied i " I
1982 2% 82 20t Tsa 1x (264) 3.8
1983 2 9 30 47 12 (415) 3.6
1984 2 12 25 46 16 (453) . 3.6
Total 2 10 26 48 15 (1132)

2

x = 12.89 df = 8 P = NS
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D. GUIDANCE AND CGNSELING EROGRAM

How much halp doas your counselor give you in the salectlon of a

college, vocatiomal, or trade school?

(Student Opinion Question 13)

Parcents Of Studen: HRespounses

School R ’
chool  Goma ¥ Tdtele  Abouc Ealf  Most I ALL L poieecdl o ol
Nead T Heed I Nead Need Need o _

1982 142 1% Y Ty ST B S B 3.7

1983 % 15 21 Y (419) 3,5

1934 12 14 12 22 - 40 (468) 3.6

Total 13 13 13 | 22 39 (1160) -
h U s
8 X2 w600 dfe8 P~NS

(Scudont Opinion Question 14)

3

ch mnch halp does your counselor give you in the salection of courses?

b

T L T T o Tt P L R fO T I T E I LT o W PP L YUY

Pearcents Of Student Responses Mean

School 3 ttle About Ha Moot L ALL L Jming Scores
Need I Need 1 Nead Nead Need
1982 52 102 12% 22% 512 (273) 4.1
1983 7 R 14 15 - 24 40 (421) 3.8
1984 7 : 11 - 11 24 47 (467) 3.9
Total ) 12 13 24 45 - (1161)
xz = 13,08 df = 8 P = NS
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In general, are you satisfied with the way you are treatad by your

couiselor? ¢
. Lo (Student Opinion Question 15)
N : Pirctncs Cf Student Respounsas
8%:23 Vary Dis- Dis- - Neither Very Refgzzzing Scores
saciafind satiQ£i¢d § Nor D Satisfied Satisfied ~

1982 6% 8 157 292 423 273 3.9
1983 8 : 10 22 31 28 (422) 3.6

11984 6 8 20 30 . 36 (467) 3.8
Total 7 -9 19 30 35 (1152)

xX = 18.21 df =8 P = .02

How much help does your counselor give you in the selection of a

vocation? .
(Student Opinion Question 16)
3 Percents Of Student Responses
s;z::l None I Lictle About Half Most 1 all T Raksq;r:gzing Sg::nes
Need I Need I Need Need Need
1982 18% 112 172 23% 2% (273) 3.4
1983 19 12 16 26 27 (420) 3.3
1984 - 18 15 14 25 29 (463) 3.3
Total 18 13 15 25 29 (11.56)
2 w486 dEw8 P = NS

@] 2= N
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How much help does your counselor give you in solving your personal

problens?
(Student ngininn Questicn 17)
, Parcents Of sﬂdent Responges
3;2221 None 1 Little About Half Most I All T Mf“:g;in S'::::s
Nead T Heed T Need Need Need P 8
1952 312 97 15% 263 21% @2711) . 2.9
1943 35 13 13 17 22 , (419), 2.8
1984 30 11 14 21 24 (456) 3.0
Total 32 11 14 20 23 (1146)
x> =10.30 df =8 P =NS
w«] e N
£y
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Y. SCHOOL MORALE

How nft«n do you !nal that you "belong” im your school?
(Studcnﬁ Opinion Question 4)

A}

School Percants Of Studgnc Responses Nuober Mean
Year Nover Siléjgr Aggzctgziﬂ Usually Always Rasponding Scores
1982 sz 10% nz 1ex | sax @) 4.
1983 4 15 19 24 38 (624) 3.8
1984 7 9 20 22 43 (466) 3.8_
Total 5 12 ‘ 17 22 44 (1164)

x* = 32,25  df =8 D e<.0l

In general, how proud or ashamed of your school ara you?
(Student. Opinicu Question 29)

i,

School Percents Of Student Responses Number Mean
Year Very Ashamed Jeither o 4 V8TV pesponding Scores
Ashanad : P Nor A ' Proud
1982 47 92 28% 332 262 (269) 3.7
1983 7 8 48 26 11 (413) 3.3
1984 6 10 37 30 . 18 (454) 3.4
Total 6 9 39 29 17 (1136)
x} = 4590 df =8  P=<.0l

] by
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Bow would you rate "school spirit" at yéur school? (Consider students’
support of athlatic teams, charity drives, class uoney-ralsing
projects, atc.) ’ ‘ ‘

| (Student Opinion Question 30)

School. Percencs 0f Student Responses " Number Mean
Year Very Poor Poor Adequata Good Excellent Responding Scores
1982 57 7% 2% T3ex 262 (267) 3.7
1983 11 15 34 30 11 (416) 3.2
1984 8 11 32 32 18 (453) 3.4
Total 8 12 1 13 17 (1136)

x = 47.29 df = 8 P .01 | K

In general, are you sacisfled with your school?
(Student Opinion Question 31)

School Percants Of Student Responses Rumber Mean
Year |77 Dis- Dis- ~ Nelther VeIY  pesponding Scores
satisfied satisfied S Nor D Satisfied Satisfied ‘
1982 3% 9% 23% L6 197 g (266) 3.7
1983 7 14 35 39 6 (417) 3.2
1984 4 14 28 41 13 - (453) 3.4
Total 5 13 .30 41 12 (1136)
x> = 44.28 df = 8 Pz 0l

b
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¥. SCHOOL ADMINISTRATION

1f vou had a problem or suggestion for the administration, how loung
would you lhiave to wait to talk to a mnmbeg‘of the administration?

(Student Opinion Questiou 18)

: Parcents Of Student Resvonses
Sch - umb Mean
§ ool Could Not Within Within Within Iomeddi- Number !
. Year Responuding Scores
Talk &t All A Month 4 Week The Uay ately ’

TP e trnmipearm A e - - p— ot e o Se -

1982 10z 9% ¢ 28z 421 0% @ 3.3
1983 17 12 10 33 9 (419) 3.1
1984 14 10 28 w9 (461) 3.2
Total 14 10 29 38 9 (1151)

2

x = 10.92 df = 8 P = NS

:In general, are you satisfied with the way you are treated by the
administration? :

° (Student Opinion Question.l9)

School Percents Of Student Respouses Number M
Year very Dis- . Dis-  Nedther . Very  pesponding Scores
satisfied satisfied § Nor D Satisfied Satisfied
1982 12% 14% 19% 292 Y 4 (269) 3.0
1983 16 16 37 27 5 (418) 2.9
1984 11 12 38 32 6 (459) 3.1
- wotl
Total 13 14 18 29 6 (1146)
x> = 8.12 df = 8 ~pP = NS

B b
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In general, how oftan does the administration seem to really cave
about you as an iadividual?

(Student Opinion Question 20)

School Parcan:a‘g:uicggzﬁc Responses . Number . Maean
_'Yﬁﬂr Never Seldom The Tima Usually Always Responding Scores
1982 yex. 5% 24z - o220 10m (268) 2.8
1983 19 30 27 19 5 (418) 2.6
1984 20 28 20 24, 9 ¢461) 2.7

» Total 19 28 26 22 8 (1147

x> «14.26 df =8 P = NS

h

I

2

Are you satisfied with the wey the administration iucludes the studeats
in making decisions about mattars which directly affect the students
(dress coda, -assemblies, ectc.)? )

(Student Opinion Question 21)

School Parcancs 0f §5udan: Responses - Nunber "
Year oL Dis- Dis- ~ Nelther Vary  pesponding Scores

gsatisfied satisfiad S Nor D Satisfied Shcigtied '
1982 227% 137 32% 267 8% ©271) 2.8
1983 23 20 27 22 8 (420) 2.7
1984 20 18 29 24 8 (463) -8
Total 22 . 18 29 24 8 {1154)

32*8035 df = 8 P = N&
w] e
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How much personal encouragement does the adwinistration give you

concarning your schoolworkl
(Student Opinion Question 22)

$chool

Parcants Of Student Respousas

= s Number Mean

Nona I Licela About Half Most 1 All 1
Y £
rear Nead I Nead 3 Nead Nesed Nead R?sponding Scores
1982 252 192 T 2z ox (271) 2.7
1983 25 24 25 18 8 (417) 2.6
1984 24 21 24 21 10 (460) 2.7

o

Total 24 22 25 20 9 (1148)

x* =5.77 dE=8

P = NS

a

Does the administration talk to you as an individual om all cccasiouns?
(Student Of.nion Question 23)

Parcents 0f Student Rasponses

_School oot Balf ‘ Number . Mean
- Ymar 1
a Yaver Seldow The Time Ususlly Always Respoanding Scores
1982 41% 247 162 142 6% (271) 2.2
- 1983 36 27 18 14 6 (419) 2.3
1984 33 28 17 17 5 (462) 2.3
Total 6 27 " 17 15 6. (1152)
% = 6.55 df = 8 P = NS
DG/ fe:7/86
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A. STUDERY ACTIVITIES

In how many of the student activities that you participate in are the
students involved in planning the activity?

{Student Opinion Question 1)

Maan Score Per Grade Significance
Yoar Levels
9 40 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2,22 2.90 2.77 2.78 < ,01 < 01
1983 2.47 2.49 2.58 2.52 NS NS

1984 2.35 2.51 2.59 2.80 NS =Z .01

(Response acale range: (1) None to (5) All)

In how many of the activities of your school would you feel that you
would be accepted?

(Student Opinion Question 2}

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year Lavels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.25 3.69 3.55 3.78 -~z 01 «<Z (01
1983 3.20 3,37 3.54 '3.65 .01 .01
1984 1.26 3.58 3.37 3.53 NS NS

(Response scale range: (1) Nome to (3) All)

C1




How many student activities (clubs, parties, plays, athletics, ete.)
that you would like to participate in, do you participate in?

-.J"l

(Studant Opinion Question 3)

Mes.. Score Par Grade Significance
Yoax Lavels
9 10 1l 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2.47 2.84 2.71 2.91 NS .03
1983 2.61 2.45 2.53 2,71 NS NS
1984 2.64 2.95 3.00 2.90 NS NS

(Responsa scale range:

'(S:udent Opinion Question 5)

(1) None to (5) All)

How many Sponsors of the activities that you participate in deem well
suited to the activity?

¥ean Score Per Grade Significance
Year lLevels
. 9 10 1) 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2.90 .42 3,28 3.23 NS NS
1983 1,03 3,10 1,08 1.39 NS NS
1984 3.19 3.17 3,09 1.13 NS NS

(Response scale range:

‘1) None to (5) All)




How satisfied are you with the variety of student activities that your
school offaers? : ‘

(Student Opinion Question 33)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year - Levels -
9 10 1l 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.56 3.98 3.49 3.65 01 NS
1983 3.50 3,38 3.35 3.14 NS .02
1984 3.96 3.79 3.14 3.32 «Z 01 < .01

-~

(Rasponsa scale vange: (1) Very Dissatisfied to (5) Very
Satiafied)

How satisfied are you with the quality of student activities that your
school offera?

(Student Opinion Question 34)

_ Maan Score Per Grade Siggiﬁii:nce

9 10 1l 12 Apova Linearity
1982 3.57 3.79 3.45 3.59 NS NS
1983 3.43 3.26 3.23 3.26 NS NS
1984 1.78 3,63 3.09 3.31 <= .01 -, 01

(Response scale range: (1) Very Dissatisfied te (5) Very
Satiafied)
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B. INSTRUCTION

How many of your teachers seem to care if you learn the aubjact_thay

| taach?

| (Student Opinion Question 6)

\ Maan Score Per Grade Significance

| Year Levels - - -

9 10 11 12 Anovs Linearity

1982 3.58 3.89 3.81 1.72 NS NS
1983 3.55 3.54 3.57 3.54 NS NS
1984 3.83 3.62 3.45 3.48 NS .01

(Response scale range: (1) None to (5) All)

How often do your teachars clearly explain what to do on assignments?

(Student Opinicn Question 7)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year et Levels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.84 3.78 3.88 3.87 NS NS
1983 3.76 3.66 3.65 3.77 NS NS
1984 1.93 3.74 3.75 3.62 N8 .05

(Response scale range: (1) Never to (5) Always)

Ch




How much

(Student Opinion Question 8)

tielp do your teachers usually give you with your schoolwork?

; Mean Score Per Grade Significance

9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.48 .64 3.54 3.61 NS NS
1983 3.61 3.51 3.50 3.60 NS NS
1984 3.35 3.66 3.64 3.62 NS NS

(Responsa scale range:

(1) None of the help I peed to
(5) All the help I need)

How many of your teachers make sure you understand what they teach in

class?
(Student Opinion Question 9)
Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year Levels
9 10 11 12 Ancva Linearity
1982 3.35 3.65 3.2 3.82 NS .03
1983 3.51 3.57 3.54 3.58 NS NS
1984 3.864 3.58 3.60 3.48 N ,02
(Response scale range: (1) None to (5) Ail)
5
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How often do your taschers clearly explain how assignmer.s are to be

done?
(Student Opinion Question 10)
' Masn Score Psr Grade Significance o
ch:' -L‘”e;v&lg.,_. e - o . e s
9 10 11 12 Anova _ Linearity
1982 3.55 3.70 3.74 3.72 NS NS -
" 1983 3.77 3.68 3,79 3.81 NS NS
1084 4.04 3.74 3.83 3.67 NS .02

(Response scale ranga: (1) Nevar to (5) Always) |

How many of your teachers are willing to give students individual help
outside of class time?

(Student Opinion Question 11)

-—

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year -~ - __Levels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2.55 3.00 3.03 3.31 - 01 ~< .01
1983 2.95 2.95 2.92 “3.428 NS HS
1984 3.06 3.06 3.06 3.06 N& NS

(Rssponse scale range: (1) None to (% AlLl)

Co
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How many of your teachers give you enough perﬂoﬁal encouragement in
your schoolwork?

(Student Opinion Question 12)

’ Meaan Scors Per Grade Significance
Yaar. _+ Lavels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity _
1982 2.63 2.89 - 2.72 3.15 NS .03
1983 2.73 2.71 2.80 2.91 NS NS
1984 2.98 2.82 311 2.76 NS NS

(Resporise scale range: (1) None to (5) All) .

In how many of your courses are you satisfied with the methods used to
teach the coursea?

(Student Opinion Question 25)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Yeeor Levels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.48 1,73 3.5% 3.50 NS NS
w
1983 3.62 3.4] 3.46 3.3 N5 NS
1984 3.55 3,55 3.13 3.23 01 «Z .01

TS

(Responne acale vange: (1) None to (5) All)
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C. CURRICULUM

How much of what you &re studying do you think will be useful to you
in everyday living?

R (Student Opinion Question 24)
, Mean Score Par Gride Significance
Year -
9 - 10 Anova Linearity
1982 3.65 3.79 NS NS
1983 3.77 3.56 NS NS
1984 3.90 3.70 .01 .01

Regardless of what your grades may be, in how many of your school
subjects wouid you say that you are "laarning a lot" this year?

(Response scale range:

(Student Opinion Question 26)

(1) None of what I am studying to
(5) Everything I am studying)

Year

. Mean Score Per Grade

1982
1983

1984

9 10
3.7 3.86
3.67 3.64
3.85 3,90

Significance
Anova Linearity
NS NS
N8 NS
.02 NS

(Response scale range:

e ks Do AN A ke

In none of my subjects to
In all my subjects)




How many of the things that you should be learning right now are being
taught in your school?

(Student Opinion Question 27)

Mean Scera Per Grade Significance
Yeax - Levels --—- - --
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.61 3.94 3.79 3.48 NS NS
1983 3.64 3.50 3.34 3.25 . Nf = ,01
1984 3.83 3.63 3.25 3.13 -z .01 - .01

(Response scale ranga: (1) None to (5) All)

All things considered, how much do you think you are learning from
your schoolwork?

{Student Opinion Question 28)

Maan Score Per Grade Significance
Year vels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.68 3.95 3.64 3.63 NS N§
1983 3.84 3.67 3.4 3.45 <z .01 - 0L
1984 1.84 3.86 3.27 1.38 «. .01 . 0]

{Response scale range: (1) Considerably less than I can
learn to (5) All that I can learn)

C9
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In general, how well satisfied are you with the variety of the subjects

shat your school offers?

{(Studauc Opiniun Question 32)
Maan Score Per Grade Significance
Year Levals - -
9 1) 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.81 - 3.91 3.61 3.53 NS .02
1983 3.73 3.531 3.67 3.35 .01 .03
1984 3.88 3.74 ' 3.23 3.43 «< 01 «< .01

(Response scale range:

(1) Very Dissatisfied to (5) Very

Satigfied)

C10
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D. GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING PROGRAM

How much help doas your counselor give you in the selection of a
college, vocational, or trade school?

(Studeat Opinion Question 13)

A Mean Score Par Grade Significance
- ,!.‘t_ . Lav'l..- e e o
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.42 4.00 3.66 3.66 NS NS
1983 3.47 1.57 3.41 3.64 NS NS
1984 3.69 3.91 3.18 3.60 - .01 NS

£

(Responee scale range:

- (1) Nome of the help I need to
(5) All the help I need)

How much help does your counselor give you in the selection of courses?

(Student Opinion Quastion 14)

Mean Score Per Grade ° Significance
Year - Levels
95 10 41 12 " Anova Linearity
1982 3.8l 4.32 6.22 3,88 .02 NS
¥1983 3.61 3.84 3.69 3.87 NS NS
1984 4.12 4,26 3.33 1.66 < 01 <z .01

(Response acale range:

(1) None of the help I need to
(5) "All the help T need)
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In gereral, are ybu sacisfied witk the way you are treated by your

counselor?
(Student Opinion Question 15) °
Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year Levels
) 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.73 4.13 3.98 3.95 NS NS
1933 371 3.52 3.52 \3;75 NS NS

3.75 - .01

(Rasponse’ scale range:

(1) Very Dismatisfied tq‘(S) Very
Satisfied)

How much help does your counselor give you:in the,selection of a

vocation?
(Studenz Opinion Question 16)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance

Year — Levels
9 10 11 . 12 Anova Linearity
//

1982 31.04 3.64 3.50 / 3.55 .04 .02
1983 3.34 3.32 3.19// 3.40 NS NS
1984 3.39 3.71 2.71 3.25 <= .01 .04

(Response scale range:

Ci2

(1) None of the help I need to
(5) All the help I need)

51
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How much help doss your counselor give you in solving your personal

problena?
(Student Opinion Question 17) -

Mazn Score Par Grade Significance

Yeur Levels - -
9 10 11 12 Angva - _Linearity

1982 2.93 3.01 2.89 2.84 NS NS
1983 3.02 2.75 2.47 2.81 7 NS NS
1984 3.17 3.02 3.52 2.75 .01 wz .01

(Regponse scale range:

(1) Noue of the help I ueed to
(5) All the nelp I uzed)

c13
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B. SCHOOL MORALE
How often do you fsel that vou "belong' in your school?

(8tudent Opinion Question 4)

|
l
Mean Score Par Grade Sigrificance
Yaar > Levals -
9 10 11 12 Anova Linesrity i
14982 ‘ 3.80 k.31 4.29 3.97 .02 NS
583 3.85 3.67 3.63 3. 97 NS N§
1984 3.565 4.11 3.54 3.82 .03 NS .

(Remponee scals range: (1) Naver to (5) Alwaya)

In genaral, how proud or ashamed of your achool are you?

(Student Opinlon (Question 29)

Maan Score Per Grade Significance
Year Levels
9 10 11 12 Anova  Linearity
1982 3,739 3,86 3.86 3.72 .01 .01
' 1983 1.1 3.16 1,27 1,26 NS NS
1984 3,55 3.01% 3.13 .95 @z 0] .02
(Reaponsie ocale range: (1) 1 am very ashamed of my school

ta (3) T om vary proud of wmy school)




How would you rate "school spirit" at your aschool? (Consider
atudents' support of athletic teams, charity drives, class
money~raising projects, etc.)

(Student Opinion Question 30)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year Levels - - e
G 10 11 12 Anova Linearity ) o
1982 3.67 4.05 3.84 3.18 - .01 .03
1583 3.44 3.18 3.10 2,62 <2 .01 - ,01
1984 .67 3.82 2.86 3.13 « .01 - 01

(Response scale range: (1) Very Poor to (5) Excellent)

In generxl, are you satisfied with your school?

(Student Opinion Question 31)

Maan Score Per Grade Significance
Yaar Levels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.58 3.77 3.74 3.72 NS NS
/ 1983 2,43 3.20 3.17 3.04 .05 s (1
1984 1.%5 3. 04 3.01 3.43 =z 01 02

(Response scale range: (1) Very Dissatlafied to (3) Very
Satisfied)

15




F.

SCHOOL ADMINLISTRATION

If you had a problem or suggestion for the administration, how long
would you have to walt to talk to a member of the administration?

(Student Opinion Question 18)

Mean Scora Par Grade Significance
Year Lavels - -
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 3.29 3.32 2.27 3.45 NS NS
1983 3.25 3.01 3.02 2.92 NS NS
1984 3J.26 3.28 2.80 3.21 .01 NS

(Response scale range:

(1) I couldn't talk to the administration
at all to (5) I could talk to the
adminiastratio. immadiately)

In general, are you satisfied with the way you are treated

by the administration?

(Student Opinion Question 19)

"Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Yaar Levels
9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2.97 3.06 2.93 3.13 NS NS
1983 3.16 2.84 2.75 2.7% .02 «Z .01
1984 3.29 3.19 2.64 2.98 w2 01 war .01

(Rasponse scale range:

(1) Very Dissacisffed o (5) Very
Satisfied)

(216
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In general, how often does the adminlstration seem to really care

about you as an individual?

(Student Opinion Question 20)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance

9 10 1l 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2.64 2.97 2.79 2.65 NS NS
1983 2.87 2.46 2.69 2.47 .02 NS
1984 2.88 2.62 2.5 . 2.55 NS .04

(Response scale range:

(1) Never to (5) Always)

Are you satisfied with the way the administration includes the students
in making decisions about matters which directly affect the students
(dress code, assemblies, etc.)?

(Student Opinion Question 21)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Year Levels
9 10 1L 12 Anova Linearity
1982 2.93 2.70 2.70 3.06 NS NS
1983 3,04 2.65% 2.63 2.462 2 01 = (1
1984 3.19 3.00 2.h6 2,473 e 01 a1

(Response scale range:

(1) Vary Digsatinfied to () Very
Satisf lad)




How much personal encouragemant does the administration give you
concerning your schoolwork?

‘Student Opinion Question 22)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance
Y.‘r Lﬂlve'l;ﬁ‘“ et me s e L
9 10 1l 12 Anova Linearity R
1982 2.62 2,93 2.47 2.72 NS NS
1983 2.84 2.57 2.51 2.32 ,04 < .01
1984 2,86 2.65 2.63 2.46 NS .03

(Responsas s.:ale range: (1) None of the encouragement I need
to (5) All the encouragement I need)

Doas the administration talk to you as an individual on all

occaslons?
(Student Opinion Question 23)

Mean Score Per Grade Significance

Tear lLevels

9 10 11 12 Anova Linearity

1982 2.03 2,36 2,20 2.18 N$ NS
: 1983 2.43 2.20 2.17 2.18 NS NS
1984 2.7 2.32 2.30 2.173 NS HS

(Reaponze scale ranga: (1) Never to (5) Always)
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