Questionnaire.  Engl 112:H1 October 16 2008
Means and counts:
1. How many students were in your high school classes on average: approx. 27

2. Was there an attendance incentive at your school? (e.g., marks for attending): Y=12/N=20


ratings 1-7, where 1 = not at all, or strongly disagree

3. Were you able to nourish your own personal ideas and feelings in school? 4.53

4. Student initiative played a major role in my education: 4.19

5. Multiple choice tests in English are a good way to assess learning: 2.59

6. How often did you read literary texts outside what was required for study?: 4.13

7. High school provided me with a good basis for my further education: 4.78

8. Materials I studied for exams were outlined thoroughly: 5.09

9. I was required to teach myself skills called for in class (e.g., writing): 4.31

10. The PA system in my school was distracting: 3.53

Correlations (two-tailed):

The larger the class size, the more literary texts were read outside study: r = .442, p < 02

Ability to nourish personal ideas is associated with personal initiative in education: r = .578, p = .001

Agreement with multiple choice tests is associated with personal initiative in education: r = .418, p < .02

Teaching oneself the required skills is associated with disagreement with multiple choice tests:             r = -.357, p < .05

Those reporting a strong basis for further education disapproved of the PA system: r = -.346, p = .05

Marginal correlations:
Agreement with multiple choice tests is associated with personal ideas and feelings in education: r = .315, p = .08

Those reporting a strong basis for further education experienced a major role for initiative in education: r = .311, p = .08

Responses to open questions

A. Was there variety in the teaching methods used throughout the school?

Those answering yes (although not all methods were good): 19/32

Used different ways to remembers things; helped students teach each other

Teachers put their own spin on things, kept students interested

Different teacher personalities rather than methods; otherwise “rambling off facts”

Most stuck with textbook content

Yes, but poor, requiring students to teach themselves; interactive teaching worked well but rarely used

Dominated by multiple choice tests

Almost all classes based on note taking, except a badly taught math class based on learning through exploration

Some good teachers taught through discussion; otherwise note-taking

A variety across teachers, but each teacher tended to stick to one method

B. How well did school encourage the development of critical thinking skills?

Only in, or notably in, IB, not otherwise
Only in some subjects; in English writing to comply with teacher’s opinion

Critical thinking encouraged, but worry over whether it was right or not

A major part of teaching, with posters outlining critical thinking methods

Teaching to exams in Grade 12, but some critical thinking made possible

Encouraged but not really needed: always a safety net

Class discussions and assignments required critical thinking

Only in social studies

More in humanities than in science

Not much guidance in acquiring such skills

Not considered or addressed: 10/32
C. Where do you feel you learned more: in or out of class?

Of those reporting: In class: 14/26;  Out of class: 12/26.  This excludes those making no comment and those reporting equal effect of in and out of class.
In class personal ideas were wrong unless they agreed exactly with the teacher’s.

Could have learned everything with a 50 cent library card

Most things learned from parents, internet, reading

In class prepared me for university; outside for everything else

Out of class was only reading and monotonous questions

D. Were you encouraged to read books not covered in the classroom?

Of those reporting: Yes: 10/30; no or only rare encouragement: 20/30

If I read outside, it was only through my own interest

Wouldn’t have made me a reader if I weren’t already

Yes, but not enough time left to follow it up

E. Were programs outside the main curriculum available and encouraged?

Many said: yes, programs did exist, but there was little encouragement to take them; only three or four said they were strongly encouraged

Yes, but courses required for graduating left little room for options.

My school had a host of extra programs available.

Yes: spent many hours in music and drama programs.

A certain number of credits were required to take options.

Study sessions with teachers from other schools were encouraged.

No, but I was involved in extracurricular activities (drama, leadership, yearbook)

F. Did the number of students in your classes influence your learning experience?

Of those reporting definitively one way or the other: Yes: 17 / 28; No: 11 / 28

In some classes: even a smaller class of 20 was noisy and no one paid attention

Sometimes larger classes were better, in the more ideas were put forward

Small classes were more enjoyable, I did better

It was difficult to get help in the larger classes

It depends on the kind of students in the class

It was harder to fall behind in the smaller classes

G. To what extent does the grading system affect students’ initiative?

(A number of respondents skipped this question)

Marks needed as a student incentive (several comments on this)

Effect of narrowing students’ focus onto grades rather than actual education; restricts free thought (several comments on this)

Marks were an incentive for me to do better (several comments like this)

Has an effect on incentive if student wants to go on to higher education

Grades were attained too easily, so not an incentive

Can lead to inequalities, when a multiple choice is marked higher than actual work

Can make students too mark oriented

Likely to discourage students who are not working well.

Percentage grades help students to work harder than letter grades.

Reductive: reduces complexities of learning down to one mark.

Marks typically reflect effort not ability

H. Do you feel that standardized testing benefits or represses students?

(A number of respondents skipped this question)

Induces conformity in students (several comments like this)

Appropriate in science and math, but not in English or Social Studies

Enables learning goals to be set.

Having a capacity for facts, a photographic memory, is different from common sense, life skills, implications of what is being learned (several comments like this)

Tests benefit the school, since teachers are obliged to teach the same materials (2 remarks on this)
Doesn’t reflect individual learning styles.

Important to remember facts, dates, etc., but this has little influence on my skill with a topic

A problem, given that my interpretations differed from the “best” or approved interpretation

Standardized testing is a lazy way for teachers to test.

I.  Does parental income influence a child’s education?  If so, how?

No, little influence

No, since students can receive governmental aid.
Only in the lower grades; by high school you are responsible for yourself

Income can limit access to optional programs and materials.

Only relevant to university; my high school cost only $20 per year

Well off students have less need of jobs to support themselves, can work more at education

In a small town context, teachers know background and this can help.

Income usually reflects education level of parents, students motivated to follow

Lack of a stable home environment will damage students’ capacity to learn

May help students get to private school – but high standards not guaranteed

Only relevant if a student lost motivation; but students with a good work ethic will get ahead

More money in the district usually means better schools, more facilities, etc.

Can often depend on invidual student; wealthy students can goof off because they already have it all (two comments on this)
Parents who are well off have higher expectations of their children

J. What, if anything, would you change about the teaching you experienced at high school?

Nothing: very satisfied with high school education (two comments on this)

More encouragement to students to develop themselves and their skills
Change of administration.
Make all learning interactive; students don’t learn from teachers’ lectures

A serious engagement with modern technology

To be pushed beyond learning required for standardized tests

Focus more on education not on memorizing

Change English teaching for those not naturally good at it
Better preparation for university

Smaller class sizes

More critical thinking in English; more time preparing long essays

Better ways to fire bad teachers

No overhead notes; writing on board instead, helps teacher to think more genuinely

Allow personal opinions

Being able to work at one’s own pace through materials

Relate education more to real world

Teachers who allowed students to miss many classes, hand in assignments late, etc.

Harder grades: would have been better prepared for university

More student involvement in class (reports, discussions, etc.) (two comments on this)

