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o #831¢ of Newfoindlagd and Labrador senior hi
t0" the questionnaire unnzedqn the :?-vey were solictted from the =

. decvsion making. * Both the’ student nnd staff subgroups cl
»

- structure,, were desirable.

4 ARsTRACT

ThIS study described the current Status a,f students' cotncils in 7

schauls. _.Respunsés

follawing {n=school grows: adninistritors, faculty a&'v«surs to the:’

-~ students' councﬂs, studsnts'. cnuncn members, and menbqrs’ of: the

student body.

This study 'v‘ea1 ed"that sgghents councils were mostly involved

in organizing social and recreationl activities, despite the fact that -

the, studet subgroup indicated that studénts’ rights was’ the prine. area
for concern. * The' staff. subgroup cited-student resgbnsibilities as.the
;areain which they wou]d most er to see students involved. An qver-
whelmmg degree of consistency was. revealed between both suhgmups in
citing preferred and non-preferred areas. for student parth:ipation in-
imed that

poor attitudes demunstrnted by the nther, and: ineffectual student staff

comumcatmn weré the major- facturs hindeFing néaningful student
| ¢
invelvenent: in decisi\-mﬂkmg. T'n;‘suggested that few channe‘s of

s_tudent-stgff communication, perhaps. within'a new students® cauncﬂ
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OMPTER T e w [l
Tntoduction > .
« - < =&
enthal~cited in Hook ('I 971) states that,
hought;.and some “forn'of demcratic
parliamentar] cessv‘ the only form yet devised
of #anslating of-thought into political
~ z action -- ... ) cunsrderable devotion ... =~
tp. 22) - N

<
o ¢ / The Mms of Public Education for Newfou

the Hewfoundland Department of Education to be™in agreement. witfy

Rosenthal . Yhe’hs, as stated,_indicate a Stmng belief that the
[4

) + “'desifed fulfillmentof an individual can nrﬂy be reahzed within GT‘

Christian demcratic environment, and that such an individual
B D. (a) is possessed of ... tolerance ... ‘recognition
2. of

the rights of others, the ab\th tn
_co-operate .. . J[and]

(b) s a 1ivély sense of his r1gnts and respon-
" sibilities as acitize 2
(. 6) ; e
fchievenent of such eduicational aims within our School system.
. requires considerable time and energy “fron educators. ~The effort by
thousands of North American high schools, mc'l uding many in Newfound-
g land and Laffador, t encourage the develupment and aperation of

students' fcouncils as a means by which students ray 1earn the: democratic

process, indicates agreement with these ains, and with the statement by

Treslan (1979) that, N - L B
to,partic(pate in shared decisions, with
othersl and sharing the concomitant responsibilities
o for al% decisions reached should provice a_concrete
P 1(’earmng experience in amcranc :1tizensh1p.
. 10)




s,

THER TaAI6g. HPFIERCES T an important part,of ‘any Lgh scns" T

N

curwicilun, Cope (1320) ofiserves - % P i
Whether ie will have “it so ornot, the- tuta1 2 Z
social life is a'school and is determining, §
by its tesching power, the kindiof society we E
. will have tomo rrow. Surely then it is. the -
N part of wisdom to direct this power. .
(p. 107)

He further states that "... the greatest lesson thé School can teach

[1s] how toTive together" (p. 144). » :
% S

¥ ¥ ¥ :
Staténent (of the Problem e) i

That students, as,a concerned educational group, should be involved

in’the decision-making processes in ‘schoils, s well documented by an
abundince of Titeratyre, and by the virtul omnipresence of students'

councils. Relevant literatufe also supports the idea that existing

students' councils fall far shért of their potential. 3
The major purpose of this study is to describe the current ‘status

of . student fmol vement in ditison-naking withinstudents' councils in

Newfoundland and  Labrador senior high schools.. This study will ansver”

i .
the following questions: * '

1. What percentage of s¥ondary schools in Newfoundland
and Labrador have students' councils? =

2." Is effective conmunication lacking between students’
councils and their constituency, fhe student body?
3, Is effective communication Tacking between students

and. staff members regarding meaningful student
participation.in decision- maldng?

4. Is there substantial overlap of areas identified
as important for student involvement in decision-
making by senior hjgh school students and staffs?




X
> » R
Tiw Yol -5. Is there widespread dissatisfaction with ‘
> Se preselt students' -councils amng- students, B
achers, and mimstnm-s?
T4 T s 6. Are students, teachers, and administrators in
. v NewfoundTand- and -Labrador senior high schools

| .+ interested in having. students participate in
Sy uclsion-nnng in 211 areas affecting students?

- 7. Howdo" laculty nd‘visnvs and umn!stumn compare
nithdrfspect to thevr opin{ons ahavt students'
s?

T8 1s there & nrked tenden:y for lgnr grade, 'se;
academic achievement to be dgtermining fncan :
establishing .- - :
E ; studmtslr ‘council’ members
uuncﬂ execunva pus'cinn:‘f

9. _,Is sexa «umm-.g factor’ |n resnonus given to
questions which solicit opinjons about students'
councils in. u".her of the following groups: - -

M facul ty Advi sors’ and_aMnim‘cevs!

How are students ‘represented on on’ students ' comcﬂs.
. i.e. does senior hugn school enrolment determine
- the nusber. of students' council members?

Aht!uu}e R TR (= ':,"

kcenﬂy, 2 number 0f authors -have’ comented upon the 1»neffecﬁve-
Ress of tm -jonty of students’ muncﬂs act!vmes asa viable
_awmcn to pomml tdur):ion Peter-n (1969) and Scharf (1975)
) com:ur with Kehh (xsn). who cununds that 1mlevnncy remains.a mjor
3 pmbl- of 5tudents cnum:ﬂs i

;h

reslan (1 9%0), m cohsmnnnn of -

cus(nq upon, tha dec1sinn-makin m1a,of
‘students- |n ;aﬂnr Mgh ‘school ‘control, an
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© eircuTmn deve]apmem states ‘that

attempt. will: have been -made to-prepare the student
for_responsible cuhzeﬂshlp in a democratic

society.

-(p. 25

> ‘Prev(oﬁs 'dis

un has suggested that stndents cuuncl'ls are:

pu'ﬁ ica educahon Hilda: Taba (15 2), a we]]—-knnwn authnmty on ""

An 1ntenigent de]ineation: of concrete. and ;
tangible’ curricula; objectiyes-can proceed' only
.after. some information is obtanned ‘redarding "', 3
the level on which objéctives:can ‘be. veached . - '

* by a: particular.group of students.and the
emphas|s that ‘may. be reqmred in the Hg)\t nf
_their, experience.

,(P- 2y :

As ear'ly as 1938 Dewey unphasized this part1cu1ar polnt when he pn'lnted

5 e

uut Lhnt "act1v1ty -that \s not checked by ohservation uf what foﬂows

g from it may be temporarﬂy enJoyed. Bnt. mteﬂectuany, it 'Ieads "

nowhere". (p: llo) Further, Entwistle (1971) cnnments that it 15 the

beginning of vnsdum in‘democratic’ govemment tn recugmze the T'\mﬂatiuns { it

upan one's actwnies and to understand the reasons ‘for them" (p. 45)
The meaning of demcracy_. Jacksnn 1981) states ‘the fo'lluwmg,

: We in Newfound'land Tike most North Americans,. know
. a-stability and freedom: beyond anything, that the
* " ' greater part of-the wotld's people-can even imagine:
* " Yet ‘this freedom itself.breeds attitudes which-could
diminish 'or ‘eyen-destroy it. - So" accustomed:are: we
.to the.Tiberties we enjoy that.we are prone: to a;.
kind.of blase, individualism which makes us
" indifferent to the- political institutions and
* practises which make 1berty pnssib]e and :sustain it.

p.




2 unlmte =xpress(on. its society" (p 9)

fundamental role of the educational system. -Democracy will'only — -~
continue 25 -tomorrow’s citizens are trained-today in its basic principles
and practices. - According £o.the A.A:SIA.*(1954), *... & basic presise
nf d-:cnr.y is that the people have an 1u\1=\lhle ﬂgnt to_govern
v)ulselves [and thlt] +.the fullest possible plrticlpltlon of - ‘the ”

people in_ govervmt [|s r:wlred]' (p m-l)
TresTan (1980) EnMst'la (197),
. that iF this principy

fu'ny considered.

* universal freedau uf 1nnrpersnna1 eonmnicat(nn must be urnctiszd S n

prachces vﬂl penlt equal oppormmty |n direct and 1ndirect 1nvo‘|ve-

-nt in decisinn-—king, and will dnnd wncn-!nnt nswns!bﬂity for ©
all plruupults vith reglrd»m decisinns uached

The eﬁntiml context of ﬂcy_. Placed 10 |ts educational
context, Horne and Dewey, cited in Treslan (1380), point ‘out that, “the-

involvement of- democracy referred to as-participatory democracy isof
 paramount -inportance to “realizing a student. cosponent. in high school
contrlvl_' (p. 21). TMs concept of ‘shared decis1on~uking within the
nducttionﬂ Jns’tltuunn 1is supported irnl two perspactlv-s Initially, 3 K n T
:nnmpm'iry socuty has a'right cn deqnnd that dmrath: pnctlces

lre suvported b,v schunl curricul .. Sin psnn (1981) .comment: sqcuty

- makes or.mars. its. husu = aducnt{un and educnion mkas or mrs ns

As aquy as 1920, Cupe 3

“of School Ad




thg minds ‘and wills, in the habits and Muls of all the pe.onle. This

is uu task.of education® (p.”5). Nolte (1971) finalizes the arguent £

by sugg-stmg m: the process utﬂlzed in u:mevlng such a usk --, y

thut which will mvide society -du: the democratic pmdu:t it rigm- o
- fuliysdéseryes - wist focis.on sffactive parucipmm in umm-

making. &
{ ‘A second and see-ingl_y more ohservible ﬂeﬂc!ency is u;e dso-
\ g cratic upecunon of the adolescent subculmre Co'lenn (1961). and -

) - B Eggl:ston (1967). agree\mtsucn a subculture u|sn l:ol_l ‘(1961) + ‘,i
notes that the length of time spen:t in schuol has: forced the adolescent

to move” mvard_towatds his own dge_group, made to _carry-out his

whole social life wlm others ‘of his.own age. um. Ms fellows he

comes—to constitute & small socfet‘y % (p 3-4). Nithin mmatimul

1nst(tution. tMs so:iety becomes :a r:lativ;ly ﬁnlte system, h|:1ud(ng
two new qroups telchers and m-msmmrs Treslan (lm) states
. “that -the school - - .

0 x isa sochl ‘organization comprised of the
= psychologlul make-up of students, m and

-~ administrators, interacting in an administratively
e, ail e -, " ..designed ﬂtv!roment of! r1gm.s and responsi=
2 : . bilities. . e
(p..20) v <. = S

¢ Tnﬂln (1979) indicates thnt 1deal governlnce “of ‘this’ social sb‘uctnn

must b‘ founded uwn dnocratlc princlplcs

¢ that such primlplcs

demand - the” acknowl edgement. of all members.n cnj'lactiva Appmch ol ke =

{

i

i lhinistutim %

t Ny supporting this A ncsmh (1970) writes,




uffacted by'a ) social, policy have ‘an ina'l'ennb]e right to a Voicein \ts
fomuhtmn" (p. 51). Ches‘IeQ(—l‘SlT‘i) concurs, with Mcerath. noting that
“onily those’ whu aregoverned can; best express their needs and desires.

As cihzens withln the1r own unique snc'e'.y, ado'lescents mnst be

x awarded the dempcrahc right to share ln the fomuht(nn uf paHEies

“ mnch affect them.

Tannenbaum (1968) agrees With Gnodman (1962), sserting that edu

'To ;the dnzen or S0 .. whn are 1n contrrﬂ, § ol
*. there is room for initiative. For the téns i
of . thousands. ... of:workers,. itial
% no longer exists. Their ar.t!vn:y is .group
. activity on a scale so.large that.the 43
* 0 individual, except he be in'a pusmon of.

% rol, has: dropped Anto relatl 51g-.

o nificance -
Bt & (p 238)

' uf needs attests -to the fact that pen;ﬂe on]y do thelr best”when the.y

are free to act responsfhly. and are recugnized for' personal acmeve-

ment. Mas'(ew (1954) supports thls with the statement that, -

T, 4 Satﬁsfachon of- the:sel f-esteem need Ieads t
- - feelings ‘of sel f-confidence, worth, strength

capability an¥ adequacy, of -being“useful-and . -,
necessary .in: the world. " But thwarting of.
these needs- prodices feelings. of 1nferiority,
or weakness, and of hielpléssness."  These' 3
feelings in turn:giye.rise to either basic

. discouragement or elseC compensatnry or iin

Vvo'f neurdtic. trends.
;(p 45)




5 tn fnnnu'(ate 1deas and to.execute the

~f bzcame assnciated with impulse and de

ol poHrflcnI freedum wvthin the "schoo].. Such reusomng swns

- struggle. Eoth perspect(ves huve heen u1de]y refuted

: which affe:t the1rschoo] 'er, but that thgy shou1d certainly | be
-

by ¢ character rather than l\y superimposed sets of Taus, Many i
educators questlon the vanity of app]ying this tenet to high

/ schmﬂ students, quot\ng inmaturity as a reason to: deny students

from ‘the under'lying fear of 'Iuss nf authority and an eﬁsuing pwer i

. As early as 1938 Dewey def1ned freedom as; the ahthy or’ pnwer

However, stich fr'eedom

3 necessa'ri]y \mpHed self- :nntrul “and becaime. the work of 1nte1'ngnce, _ Sk

.Converse'(y. he nated that when stddents were. damad freednm of

pth‘cal ar.t\vlt.v, then the acttv'tles were 1ooked upon’ as ends. in” Kt

“ themselves. Nlthuut :uncumnant responslhﬂity. ponma] accivny

5 -and resu‘lted in mmuturn.yf
i Hook: (1871 ‘clams 7

g-yith Dewey, Beitlahel , Cit

that, "What makes for adolescent. revolt |s the fact ‘that our society 3

keeys the:younger. generation toa Tong dependent m terms of mature

¢ :responslbihty and.a st' ving for independence” (p< “63).- It'is not s e

argued that students are actua‘lly capable of mak1nq all decls(nns _' »

1nvo]ved Ain the process, and awarded autunomy where pcssﬂ:le. Swartz ;

(!977) sugg!sts ‘that’ althnugh nme may be "Iost through poor choices.,

“the advantages of 1e&rmng fron mistakes’ should not be demed

* particularly. where lrreparahle harm cannot e done. In fact, Argyﬂs

”0957) beHeves that nﬁstakes do mt Indicate hmutur(ty. Rather, .




wmaturny is characterued by" passlvity, dependence. Tack of contnﬂ X
2 dyer the 'Inmedmte future, and du]y developed-short tme perspectives.
T g Educatnrs can buﬂd maturny pnsitlvely by alloying students. . »
ac:ual pr-actice in shared dec\s(an-makmg. It is ver) \nmature. o
_‘ inconsiderate; and erroneous of adults; especlaﬂy dncatnrs, to feeI 7_ )
“_that they have a1l the rigm. answers all the time/ . In noting that 3

shared decision- makmg s advantageous .to educat rs, Likert (m),

Tannenhaum (1968) and others share Miles® (1965) belief that,
;‘ "Partlcipatmn R 25 Y luhrltant which 0ils ayiay resistance to fnma‘
; authority" (p, 149). Xn further defense of s(udent partic{putwn in
R iy dec1s|on-m;ak1r|g processes; Herman'(lwa) asserts that, "[Students] ... . G
g : 3 sare certaimy c;pab]e of: presenting valid alterﬁative views as to.how to ‘
P approach the taskof improving existing :ondmons" (p. :58) /- As wen.

'they are. e 1nte11(gent, articulate, servne-minded, and pns1twely

:' ealistic in.thelr approach to problem so'lvmg, Involve them" (p. 58): v B8

Studem. unrest and passivigx Entwlst]e (1971) raises the question,

i ~Is-it |nevitah‘le that assomahnns for human i s -
L i improvement must await the stimulus of- chronic oy e
N X § e social- disease: or'can their reformist potential
: - ‘be used to anticipate the conditions necessary 3 ’
: T (for fns)creatwn of the good Tifez . . * i ¥ p g SRR
L Pl iy GRS

; ‘A"vihynber of. educ‘aturs,"wﬁo ave ‘investigated the“sécia] context- of.
. N - T e o = M . i
i, G bl education. have commented. upon the preserice of unrest and passl’vity 1 . -

amung students and the fact that these pose a \Lerydrea'l threat to

.+ "the ach1evement of educatwna'l .goals.: A'Iexander and Farrell (1973) o L i




" means of achieving their aims.

Tatthorn (1968): coments. that, the

uncomnitted, if not checked, will, by force of numbers, turn our schools

- into"'vegetation and decay'. General distrust with the systen and
_indifference, 4s a refuge from fear of the unknown, are citéd as major
*. contributing ‘factors.. Keith (1971) ‘1nc]udes irrelevance 1n’ school .

. democracy. as. an 'additianal factor. ‘Unless the rea'l issue, -.shared

decisiun-making. Ais deult w1th effective1y, no change in student
behavmur can be expected. .
. Because it is‘a mobile force. rebellion has often heen percéived

v“as the’ disorder rnvst‘evnsl]y cured. neverthe\ess, the destruct1ve

- forces attached to ;umbiucy demand ipmediate: at;entmn. Hargreaves and

Lewin, cited in Entwistle (1971 ), _c]eim‘ tu_a_t'tne associated disciplfnary.

problens Tesult from schoolsociology. - Elsroad (1970), reminds us that,

under the bruad canepy of the academ\c structure ue\ haue encouraged
students to think for. themsewes, to. debate 1ssues -to :hal'lenge Lrad-
nmns and to examine authnnty e cannot. assume puzz]ed wunder when
a reversa'l of tms concept. appHed to .the context of pohtlca]
eduqat(on. engineers ‘a student revolt -Hook" (1971) points out tnat,

The. negative action of the institution to

.+ student grievance ofteq appears-quite b
arbitrary and also'results in student attack

“on the. 'system'.-  The school itself becomes

3 the enemy and students turn off to the' whole - *
“w o <educational process. _Effective -involaement

in decision-making will again foster an.
awareness of procedures which result in’
rules'governing the: institution and its

inhabitants.

- (p..108)




Snared deciswn maklng is wldely qunteq ln \‘)ne llterature as‘e
solutmn to, the problém ‘of student unrest and apathy. fgtennan (1969),
“Moore (1972), Chester.(1973),. Loveterrs (1973} ard snS;@n (1980)

concur. w1 \:h ‘Douney's (1965) cnnment that,

K T D C » Soc1al psycholug1sts point out that,... members
¥ ow ¥ y of groups tend to mediate:their differences. +
until & high degree of agreement is: reached.
: 7" i Mhen agreement’is reache ‘menbers of 'the
Bkt 3 S group cl)unfonn with- the group norms:
Y sl P |

That the’ adolescent _years, shnuld he chosen:for ‘the 1ntroductlo of

3 such processes |s only ﬁttlng, s\nce the unlque attitudes exhibited by

"'teenagers ‘make- the "time opportune Vouth questlons, analyzes and is’

fully awake tu the emtions of budchng adulthood In fact, Kelth (1963) e
be'Heves that the experience galned through the years “is the only real

i difference hetween adults nnd youth. Further, -because it has a socual

setting free from the suspu:wn assocwted mth modern poht)cal cuntrol, :

the A.AS:A. (l9ﬂ4) claim the envlranment of the educational 1nstitut1un

to be:more. cunduclve to teacmng demotratlc prmcwles. Imt‘lully, |t

\must be :shown-that the b1nd|ng~ ties of soc'lal unfon Wil

pemanent damage from soclal stom and turbulence. Fundamental *

¢ ! vprlnclpl “and: procedures il remaln lntactl Secondly, the value of

B grdup work must: be. demonstrabed Lorge (1958), agrees wltn Lathan's '
H S (1952) assertion ‘that, "The chief social values cherished by lndivlduals

in modern soclety are reallzed through graups" {p. 376)

A nunﬁ:er of wri ters have “commiented on tne necessity pf dmnstra-

tinn in the learnlng pracess as 1t is apphed *to pohtlcal educatian. \"k

i
(
t L e iE As- early ns 1938, Dewey stvpuluted that, "The.. Tesson for pragresslve




o % ohstac]es o saﬁsfactory xper{ences |n shnred declsioh mak1ng, The ;

i
|

e3ucatiun is that 1t\requ1res-1n an urgent deg'ree o phﬂosuphy
of educatmn based upon a phﬂnsoprw of experience" (p. 19)
According to the A:A.S.A. (1954), - ! DI

._.[l ... we|want the next qenerat!on !o energe
-~ as dependable Teaders and intelligen

- co-operators in the ... world ‘of tworron, [and]
the deals: of [the democratic] fom rn-
ment so ingrained in [their] tMang and acting
.-that no other ideals seem tolerable ... it must -
t()e Tearned h({‘ Tiving that way. -

189),

*

‘Entwlstle (1971} elaborntes further. "The belief. that knowledge of

"po]it’lcs cg be gained 1ncidem.al'ly needs to be” prqved' it is a]most bl g
(52 109) . L
Because it is the fim'l stage of gronth prlor to adulthood. and

certainly a pious hope"

"therefnre very. slnnlar 1n wost ways, adnlescenc; provides the prhre
‘opportumty to educate effe:t've]y in: daneruﬁ: citizenship. * S Effect-
ive ndmt supervislon, Mtl\in tlle c]osed social systen of the scfnol,

can vro inst serfous nistakes. while youth “gains tﬁe only

..ll'lssmg cwwnent. experience -

. who uish to prmm}a student
- mcn_i'

3 indent's' councils
achérs ‘and adminlstrutors as_the prime .

perceived b_v stud ts

5 |dent1ﬁcat{on of these oncerns. wﬂ'l possib‘ly pmvide a basis for i
lmtiaﬂng wsitive change in the funchons of students cnmcﬂs in .




ced for the Studx = ' .. T ST LR e
p Farreﬂ “and A'Iexander (1973). Entu\stle (1971)‘ Glatthurn (]965)

R TR and nthers note tnat preacmng dapocrucy nmst be nugmented:.mth

2

. students o
| . ] TresTan (1977) states‘ Bl
R SR Tt seéns plausibie to conclude that student
" “-involvement in senfor high school. goverance- *
through ‘shared decision-making might pmvi({e
‘the nexus ‘between what is taught :and what is
v‘acnsed demucnaucaﬂy sveakmg. :
)
Infoﬂnat'lon galned from this. study shmﬂd pmvide’an a’s" 2ssment of -the

pranems surrounding the current status of students v:mmcﬂs in
D1rection for- im

Newfeundhnd .and Labrador senlar high schun\s.
: ments through’ greater studemt |nput in educatinnal deciswn—nnldng may

& be 1nditated
i

2 Deli’mnatlans’
““Tne- four. Denomirational,

is follows:':

2y dietrics. <

12 districts:

i pmvince fito districts

lntegratgd:
Roman Cathotic:

1 district.

: 1 dmrmx” G




. ; dac?{s!an-mnk!ng

3 '(Adams, 297, pi19).

- wh!ch resu1ts in a choh:e among alternaﬁye courses af action (Tresla .‘

'1}\ thesé districts; only those. schools offering Gride 10 and 1

programs and ‘haying a stud-nts “council; excepﬂng a'l] grade schmﬂs
vdth enrolments ]ess than IOU. were asked -te. partlc1pate in tne \ ¥
ified "Student lnvaﬂvement Survey"' 7 >. ’
The urvey exannnes the carrent status nf student. mvo'lvement 1n

h'm Newfuumﬂand and Lnbrador senmr hlgh schoo1s.

Nw;‘ttempt is made m\dgneate school-| by-sclmol The survey fucusgs .
“on structures and processes emp1oyed in Newfnund’land “and Lahradur
senior h\gh school_ students" cuuncﬂs and the atntudes and opinions.

“.of students _and‘,staff ‘menbers, toward these structures and processes.

Students ouncﬂ

LA group nf students e]ected by the student body;

vmich using some. fnnn of recognized group prncesses, pruv'ldes Haison

bemeen the studen b and faculw

Faculty advisor.

students' counci'l meetmgs for the’ purpose of provld{ng 'Infumntion and

A menber af the staff who is’ present at”

advising on. apprupriate procedures.. 3

Pol icy. "Any gnverning pr1nc|p1e, plan. or course uf actwn""} ¢

Bec s Mhinaking, That aspect of adninistration’ invalving thinking

1977, .t gy .

It s essentially a- problm-sow'ng process %
involying ?ﬁfgﬂow&rs eps: ' (1) "Recognize, -
i it the problem, (2); Analyze.and




3 nr‘gam ation of persons }etemines (affects) the behavior of anuther

e

“done in an ordanization, (Treslan, 1977, p.13)

evaluate the problem. .(3) Establish criteria or

standards by which a. solution.will be evaluated ¢
- *.or judged as.acceptable and adequate to the need. .-
¢+ . (4) Collect data. (5). Formulate and select the

preferred soTution-or,solutions.

eff:ct)the preferred Solution. (Gr'fﬁths, 1955,

p. 132,

ontrol. A "prncess in which a persnn or group-of persons or

persnn, group or organhanon" (Iannenbaum. 1968, p. 5).: The process

whereby orgamzatwha'l members detemﬂne or influence how things get

* Shared decision-making.- The process, by wh\ch students, teachers

and admmstraturs are Jn\nﬂy fhvolved in the makmg af decisions

pertah\ing to senior high schoo eontrnh (Tres1an 1977 P b E) . f

3 Purncigat!on "Refers tn fannal invalvement in genera‘l policy

‘detemmation" (Carr, 1959, p. 2). ’ ¢

Student Qarticigation‘ The actual -nvolverient of studdnts in’
sen1or Mgh schnn'l dzclsmn-makmg vm funnany :unstituted :hanne!s

with(n the ‘existing “institutfonal cuntrol process. (Tres1an, 19?7, < i

- Al . adk : 3 : ’ .:‘

Stude(nt partic'pation in senior Mgh schuﬂ contrn\ The actual

mvu‘lvenent of. students. either dh—ect]y or through peer. representatmn,

in- those management decisions which gavern and.. affect stuqent academic,
versona'l and ‘social hehakur m the semnr )ngh school. (Treslan, 1977, o

P“l i gy




Res| mgihﬂig
nc’l;!on. (Tresun. 1&77', p. 15) 3
Commnication.. "A k1nd of (nteractlan huﬂMch seriﬁmnts. ideas.

i : or facts become shared" (MIIS. 1971, p. 1) SR
senior high school . A srz»dlrd instruction-time high school *

voffering curr1cu'lum instructlcm to students 1in’Grades 10 nnd 1 as,

Student. A subset of: the 1n-schuo1 c_mny curremly enmileﬂ
'In 2] E dg 7, 8 9 10 or 11 'progrm of .studies,

prescribed b,v the r{acfound'land and Labrador Dejurcmnt of Educathm..




CHAPTER -2
Review of Related Literature
l'hemstary of
Students* Councils
Smdents' coincils became cosmon in American high schools .during
th! lat.e 1930°s : Educators generally lw!e that the fo'llmdng :riteril
¢ for sucmsﬁﬂ -students' -councils. exist: ¥ g S

- defimte terns of reference

- demcratlcnn amutdd - both 1
) the ﬁmcuuna Stages

- a sympathetic pr‘nclpﬂ nnd staff

- a "stable structure" 3 . HE

= respect of: the szudents :

Treslan (1977) indicates ﬁ\ll _the students' council was ﬁle avenue
most North heﬂw nﬁn:nnu chose as 2 means of- preventing the widening
of the gap between students and stlff. _Despite the growth in the number
of students’ councils, the literature suggests that students have' remained
the least Satisfied group of individuals in the school.

The Trldiﬁml . y )

Students ! Council W ; -
Entwistle (1971) notes that politicil éducation has traditionally
‘taught qgnﬂl{r,-(g‘ Tather than participation; obediercs. and Fespect rather
than questipn and criticism. A’Ithnugh, on rare occasions, actual student'
'plrndnat!on in dw's'on making \has been noted, the (naffl:ﬂvaness of .
! studnnts cnuncﬂs st prevnh 1n Nhrth American high schools. In the”*
"United'States, 'n-: n-ﬂoml Association of secnnd-ry School Prlnclpals has

17 -




developed the National Association of Students' Councils under the

auspices of the Office of Student Affairs. This Association offers
consultation to.any shcool wishing to form a students' council, and
distributes a number of ‘publications offering information »un' proce-
dures necessary to-achieve that end. - Névertheless, Ung;r (1978) and

Gluckman (1977) point out that the cdisti tutional rights of -

students in_the United States are not transferabie .to groups., Theréfore,,

fiotwi'thstanding the right to pestefil a'ssen'my. stude}nts' colneisiin -

'the United Statés have only cbase pnwers canferred upon them by

schoo'l authorities L

T A prevatént in Canada," Jarvis and Mercer
k1981 ). ina survey of twenty-four schools and/or school boards. across
the nation, discovered that s;:hmﬂ boards generally do not have 1egis-
lation dealing with stulents’ cuum:ﬂs, or other forms of student
soverniient. A1l authority invested in such entities may be ‘vetoed by
Tocal :school . principals. The annw'mg standard characteristics of
students' couriils across Canads, acccr‘dlng to Jarvis and. Mercer (191)
include:

1. - Stateent of purpose - usually cnm:erned with
fostering.students activities.

2. Elected-officials - officials are elected annuaﬂy,
s usually acconpanied by stipulation of grade

-achievement.

- officials-include:a presidant, vice:président; secretiry,
treasurer, and, m a nupber of cases, ‘group co-ordmatnrs.
members-at-large are either class representatives or are
- elected to the students' council by the general student

body. : 5

3. Meetings - are regular, governed by aconstitution.




4. Faculty Advisor - all. students’ councils have one ’
or more advisors from the faculty. L

Jarvis and Mercer (1981) note furth‘e'r that while two Canadian
Provinces, Ontario and Alberta, have:made substantial inroads in the .
area of students' participation in decislun-mkmg,,othérs 'cont'nun‘ to.

1gnure the (ssue

! urrespondﬁnce with the svokesm for a Saskatoan

Bnani of. Educanon pmdm:ed this cement‘

"Students in our collegiates undertake many :
, activities dealing with athletics, recreational
activities and flmd-rnsingv.. 1 believe 1 would"
safe in sayi?z Rhat ‘the present arrangement
is seen as ‘meet#ig most of:the needs of _both :

B students and staffs. Neither group is very .°
; ©desirous of nstituting major changes at this - 5
% 3 time:

" A vice:, principal fmu Labrndnr quates Lhe followiug policy statement

fmm “The Hﬂndboak for Senior High SchotﬂS in Newfoundland and Labrudor"~ &

The school sy in’ effect, - vaspanswle ‘to parents
and society. It cannot, therefore;’allow students
to make its.key operating decisions.  Yet, it is S
charged with the’ responsibility of providing -~ . -
opportunities for the yra:t\ce of. democratjc : - 4 e
princhﬂes. ¥ e
* The Vice-Principal went on to say ‘that, : ‘
g ‘The main vehicle by whh:ﬁ we enable students
% to learn and practice democratic principles.is
our Students' Council. A variety of sub-committees
“function under the guidance of the Council. Over-
all, a large number of studénts are involved in : y
these* activities. “ : >
Frederick. (19595 lnd Robbins (1969) lnd'cltz that a stmhnts'
council is the apex uf studznt actw‘ Y. Tmy suggest. ammg nther th‘lngs‘ 3

sl that the ‘council should have cr‘plete or srund_

gl ’




..are exercises in | dwcr&tic princhﬂ:s which, “in rea\lny, carry Tittle or

7]

i co-curricular activities.of students. Jarvis ahd Mercer (1981) report

-that In Canada shared responsiMth in.student. lct1vmes. ie clws.
ithleucs fund-ra!sing. is 1ndeed the status quo.

“In not one |nstanu
was. a students' council granted ‘conplete authority for an activlt\y.
Jarvis and Mercer (1981). conclude that students" councils, at present,

concmntant respdnsibnmes.

democracy if the ‘training institution Ts authoritarian® (p. 6, The
Mexander—Farreﬂ report of 1973 concurs with _this concept, rmting tna:
T oi'e aré consldered to be the Lravnmg ground, and' that eﬂuutors will®
be held accountablé by_ the partitipatory citizen-for their approach. to
political, edication. “In preparation for adult roles in contemporary -
dméy’f 'sume'nts figst be.given sore authority in making decisions about

mattgrs which affect ths. s 2 .

In r._ntlng on” the situation, Enhﬁst'le (1971), Tres1an (1977).

and nthers 1nd|cate that smdanm.‘ cnunc'ils tend ‘towards l_acru-pohtics.. :

* where on!y a feu can acuun,y have a su. fhe resul tant ‘passive 'use of P el R

the vote

asa pn'lit!cal weapon ha,i heen an unsluuﬁcwry appmach to, .l
tea:Mng the propar com:npt of imﬂ

alistic Vunctlanlng in 2 demcracy.r

he ™ theatricm and encwrage th- -
ave g1vqn Mrtn 6
Procedire




The reasdy ‘lies within that strictire which encourages the participation-

of all and enforces concomitant. responsibility through
penalty of faflure.. (Such penalties refer.to- the imterml conceptual-"
ization :if faflure, not eiternial ﬁnishmnl. Nevertheless; faflure” t0.. "

succeed may have: repercussions in the real sense). . 2

Reith. (1971) s :\mcurr(ng with Entmsﬂe, natus ‘that student apas hy,

“resulting fm (rrelevant stuu' nts'- couincils 452 rea\ pmblem.. Smr]ents‘ )

’:uuncsls have s Mswry of mcmng the orst fron a adminfstratnrb Lot

Ken:n suggesfs that students councils must be more peup1e cmiented. mav-e
represeutatw: and Lhey sbwld hnve ‘the apportunlty to'be involved An
“‘the. tnﬂy important 1ssues B the rules. regulatians. and act ;

pvem the “students’ "|n school * “v:s.

Treslan's (1977) study detenmed that :hanne!s -of studént 1nﬂuence
are v:rtua] 1y non-existent,and that, in the traditional pmmidﬂ school -
df bureaucracy, voner trave\s from pr1nc1pl1s to shffs m students, - tm

flow never being reversed. He States that, *Students, teachers, and -
“administrators perceived ‘shared decision-making to be currently non-

top management .

existent -fnall schonls'suneyed"r(p. 199), a—nd

decis{nn sources appear to be.far. mved frwn swdents both- in time and

svace' (CES 202) gl we g s P A .
E]atthcrn (1958) elabunt further on, me (n;M'lﬂ,y nf many students'

,connand the respect of the studznt boﬂy, Students

'_ counci‘ councﬂ

nam_bers too often ‘are a_vather’ homgen{zed gmup. nnc at all represznt-




ative of the student body. ~Théy.usually- desire. involvement, are the -
best ‘dressers, and aré favorsi-by the ‘adninfstration. The students’ tend
to regu\t théir council -eﬂers -as- an elitist group of aMnlstntln

- "yes-men", and feel rejected. Glatth that . ac strations’,

‘shodld encourage constructive ‘opgos tion From students', councils. -

Such & concept 1s contrary to what Treslan’(1977) notes-as the
paternal istic attitudes of Nortn American adults, Wpo'believe that only.

they are capable of deciding for thechild. This belief has resulted in,

r|g|¢graes AR g2 -

obsession with, nrder and conm:l - 5 <

dehm-niz'nq effects of punisl ngnt
memorization versus thinking .. . . A

.conformity versus: creativity . £

.external a|sc|pllne versus se'lf-discipline

- obsession with the past versus'the mnre -

(Tr‘eslln, 1977. p.19)

5 5 ST characteristics. * Friesen  (1970) elaborates. forther tht schoo staffs
: cannot assume the universal »ainpuncg of “their ownideas. o

2 ¢5htﬂnrn (IN) and Ke".h (1971) discuss the inability of, cur!bnt 4

swams &ouncils_to sobilize stugént suppm. Katz and ‘Kamn-(1966)
A % 7. suggest' that, “Perhaps the gr!atzst “organizational dilemma of our type of

burelucruﬁc stnx:ture is. ;m cmﬂl:t between democratic. :m:ntlons of:’

mple !M their qua] share in decisim-n-king“ (p. 469) The psycho- 3 :
Jugﬂ;ll vﬂue of shared information. wich nspect to !uders decishm




'cans-m'ered, and what decisTons armade.

lmprovmg and Maintamlng ¥
the. Students” Coum:

Ke'th (1968) writes, : 4

. For the student body, the actw1t1es progran i
"key- to-the- way peoplé Tearn; it ‘is at least haff of "
the .schoo 's curriculumi and it maybe the entire
-school.-progran for-those who do” not plan academic
careers. - For student lenders. it may be’ the First
tonscious” attempt as America's’young adults to

‘done. Everynne has. something -to; Tose i f the .
studen;s council.-does nothing.
5 :

(p.

Tearming experience. at the feet of schiool.” administrators. ~He

Sthat,

] the studénts’ couns

g fur a’colony of ‘'slaves,
of students:councilit: deserves. ' If students ‘are
regarded-as- inferior, untrustworthy, without full .
citizenship rights, the students' council'will
come_an experience.in 1neffactua1 bureaucracy."

. p.-

1. LiBerattsm will invits apathy;
easily given are oftan vacated or vandalized,

= student tyranny. .

2 Ac:eptance and conc\arn For- {ndividials w11’|\deve1ov
se'I‘F discip'l‘lne wi thin the studen body .

: oth(ng ‘good cqmes easﬂy,huwever. Ches]z

student 1nvo]vemnt is tn be mre than.a cynicul hoax. e

work tugether in-complex’ organizations to-get. tMngs s

is a perfect inst’itutinn ;
A-school will. get the kind‘

ccesshm, thrnugh fear, wiﬂ bu1'|d un abmsphere of.

- Glatthorn (1972) _1gys the respnn.é{bﬂiiyj for"the_prrovision of this .

warns

For examp]e. new facl'hhes o

(1970) smed that if.
2 (it) Wil be




i

i s ite b 2 e
*.expressed. in pm:edures and structures; that threaten maaur msH
tutmnal trad‘ltians and present ways of 1ife in schno1 2~ (p. 'IO)

¢ Studenr_s must be mvulved in 1ssues ‘which are important to: ther,. -

hawever mna, they " appear’ to'the fadults.  AS GT atthorn (1968). saysy

<iiwe fieed to risk :antrdversy in'a search “for: rehzvanc_y (p 45

while re’levﬂncy is.a beginmng, mthes (1975). 4ndi cates that knaw- ;

ledge is’equally: fmpnrtant

be kept 'nfnrmed possib]y

by knuw1ng a students cotingil:

»mber personal]y. M:thes 2150 suggestsu

that the students councﬂ meet‘ngs shhuld be apen to; a1 students. "

Tres1an (1977) appruaches the problem ﬂ"um a d{fferent perspecuve

e The traa(ciomﬂ sing]e faculty advisor is. perce1ved as’ an unsahsfacmry

ha1s:m between students and staffs !

rder to increase first-hand:

Students and staffs smre equ.ﬂ nppo urm;y to vaic concems (see

Appendix A)

" Mathes

(1'975) ;gmpl_e'of a s:n@ent‘s' “Couneil. canstitution comares

- 'f‘a‘vn’razﬂy to 'trio"s‘e xarined i1 the Jq;‘vis and ﬁeréer [1951‘) sirvey.

s caum:ﬂ Demcrahc parnclpathn input into.di scussmn of re'levant

issues,’ and mure effectiva c)annels uf comnumcntion are"some means cf

', correcting ’1neffec:we s‘tudencs e T




*"the making.or uwrovmg of decisions which lffect ‘them" (p. 7. A
5

5 . : X s
e’ Respons 11 itesof ¥
the Studénts' Council
The Maryland State Department of ‘Education (1975) states, "...

there is a distinct, Inclirutiun toward partidpltion h,v all people in

smdy completed by: this Department ill 1971 determined that students e

desire’to be involved in dec!sim—-king in the areas of student
curricila, su‘env.—faalw_ r!ht{usl\lps. smdent governance, swdm! b

— '«sdpnne and gweram. and student records.

rmun (1977) "notes that existing and- preferred ga/\ : =
stmcwns differ. hhle § ) s«-rius u-ose woﬂ'l:s. Increased

student par fon in Faakifg. through practises is indi- - \\

uud as being preferred by all three- in-school groups. - Regarding
students’ attitudes, X:’lun had _these Comments

Stugent responses regarding a- preferred goverance
. structure- tended toward the positive extrepe in
each of the 15 descriptor pa!rs. They préferred - . ’
to have a structure that was quite progressive and =sY
simple in design, yet one which would portray much
B orfginality and considerable. permissiveness. This -
> szructure was. enviuged as possess'ng a very relaxed ¢
- EAN
~swts preferred to have:a gvmm
that allowed for considerable student plrﬂcipuim\,
AM yet would operate as.a highly organized entity.
-The structure was to be u\ioml and c1early under-
stood by all.concerned, portraying a yren deal of
respect, equality, acceptance,.and flexibility.
This preferred. structure was envisaged as being. * W
e {nryl;sfor-)'( and hlgmy dmocrlﬁc in nature. . 2
b 5 g

leln 2 danntas nnhbins (195!) thwghts on the reas n' docisinn-- i
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. Represeﬂtatlve Ttiems: in’ Each of Three' Spheres of

Table 2

Inﬂuem:e Found:Amng- Students! Councﬂs

No Responsibility

‘Shared %esynnswﬂuy k|

Comp ‘ete Respnnslbl'luy

C:UT. Hiring and~firing
R of personnel

Téachers” puy

Noncertifi ed
personnel -

School n{nten- 4.
‘ance -

purchase of -
equjpment

6. Scmo1 buses i 6..

- tost of sdml 7.
“lunches’: '

Coyrse nffe'ri ngs

¢ Mskie 0 -
- .10." . Length of schogl 10.
qge T AT
1. Length of vaca- 11
tithol: 7T,

Hal) passes -
13 Disciplineand  13:
Fo-" cpunishment- .
o 1.
: Gndes-and A,

- honour ‘rol T+~

NS ‘selection” ...

“Teaching methods 9.,

woclti zensMp and
ders

;s mblies

school spirit

Athetjes

“Election of

cheerleaders

“Interscholastic
lations

relat.

Organization of
new clubs

Stndent facul ity |

. He'(fare nf

students . -
School. cﬂ;nﬂ_ur

Pmmnn

Tea

*Code of ress_
. ot
12:x Cnde' ‘of onduct

o Foh!g\ e)u:hlnqe

studes

i Pmmot!on of health

and - safe

sales pmjects
2 RO

13.

Social Events <.
Charity arwes ¥

: dons
‘:Exe:nﬂu m"ttez oy
. agenda. meetings

“visitation
Cleanup programs ° .

 Consti tution

Hor ecur»n_lng

Spe:lal mmtgees = <
“Elections

Learhrsnip- B ik
~ training workshop -

Puslicity for

-activities

Charter fng of -

annratullwry and
ondol ence express-

Suggestion box -

l}:vaiuanon of year's

Interschool

revision

Information and
welcoming seryice
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ifvolved ut 411, e belleves thit ‘s tidorts. Should. rot share any Gy b i

respnnslbﬂity |n‘¢urr1cu1um matters, ur in: matters concermng»genera]

o students. : i ST ; i g

G’l atthnrn (1968) disagrees on* a nmhber of pumts with Rnbhirls.

partlm pating 1n any, decision—n\aking area.” The cauncﬂ’s role, accurﬂ-

-ing to Glatthorn's v1ewpu1nt. Shoild be. adv1sory n the fn]lawing areas:

changes “in school. day scheduhng 5 ¢ S e e
length and time of vacation 4 ¥ 0 )
proposals-for-methids’ and :ri teria.of teacher zva]uatinn
courses_being added to - the curriculum
changes in instructiona1 methodology, group size, and
1independent 'stu 3 5
chindes Mo schto) disciplinary, policy i o
recomend course content 5 x .
deployment of schoo] facilities 7

~proposals:for changes in grading systen: 2

-=récommend spend'l‘ng pract\ces af schoul fin nces ’

A

Vo

" should ‘have ccmp]ete autonony “in the' faﬂmﬂng areas. " s

=" establish its_own currdculum, tobe offered outside regn‘lar‘
«class hours, i.e;, 1eadershlp training

- devise. “its own means'of inslrucﬂnn % . y 5
- develop. its own materials’ . & jpe = . %
+% 2 deyelopits: own inter-comuni ty program - g - »‘ ) i
i deyelop Tiason with other:schools ks 8
= charter school” clubs' and other organizatzuns
- .develop a calendar.of ‘socfal actjvities - =

: : ; = raise itsiom funds.and estab1ish pelmes ‘and procedures
2 SR for same




.establish:its: LR award systen. whlch wi’l’l ‘also. goy;m
other groups w:

"= hold elect\nns and” devélop poHcies for a11 otfier schoq'l.
elections!

Treslan (1977 found: that scudehts are'likely to'deisire am.onn‘,..y. 4

S nf S detemlning canrses to he “taken " in’ determining regul ations Fur

) gavn‘ning student Firee tine, and in detemmlng the format of ‘the. [ - X

wdent qovernment. ¥ “He indicates - that teacners .are largely; unwﬂ'Hng E

EE 4% tito share decisions with students with respect:to curricumm matters, e

4 se)ectmg persmme‘l. scheduﬂnq Classes, school - exper\mture, school .

year ‘fomat . evaluation, selecting. an admmistrator, student progress

“and teacher transfer. Firther he  suggests that:.a large number of

iministrators do not pemeive students as being necessary in the dec1s|on-

. mking prncesses regarnﬁng texts. teachmg methods. se]ectlng teachers, 4

scheduling classes: and Hme-tahﬂng, finances; evaluation “(excepting ot

) B student progress), _and teacher transfer. Nowzver, Yab'le 3 imhcatzs the -

more slgn!ﬂcant deciswn—making areas. whgre all thrae -groups.- are

wlling to. partm'l‘ly share or funy share résponsility. ©

S ey, students vant 3 sy ih v(rtuilly “allaréas of deciston-

mdk'lng which !hey percevve “to affeéct them While teachers and adm{m s~

to see student Invo1ver|ent 1|1creas B

Current Trends in
.Student Participatio
Decision-Makin:

g
2
&
o)
2
&
o
2
|
2
)
o
a
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Table 3

Shared decision-making areas preferred by
students; teachers and administartors

- Decisfon-making Area

Détenni'ning type of extra- andintra-curricular activities

Determining discipline standards e : 4 B

Sy, w7 . ‘Detennln'(ng T es and regu'latmns for -student actlvities

™ F‘Inancing student actwmes W e L L FY Y «

. Determming student 5m0k~1ng regulations

Esmhhsh’mg’rules for stiident ‘political activity
(speakers bureaus, etc.)

5 z Selecnng 'library hoaks ™ e 8 . 5 3 : i
Y . ‘Developing studen&t{metal;les R,

v

‘Detgrmimng a schon‘r drug pn‘ncy s
Determifing a poHn:y towurd-parental or cummumty mﬂuence
-, insthe school .

Deternining cafeteria menu‘s

Furmu'l atmg student cumittees :u eet permdwa]ly with the P
% super'lntendent or schna! bdard =

Determmlng student representatmn at. staff meetmgs

(fmm Tréslar, D.L.' Studem. Partfc!pauon in seu‘lor high school
“:governance; ‘A’control. assgmbly model + -Calg < University of. :
Calgary, 1977, p. 157,.mprmted mth penniss )

.z




L . ) - * e w
... at least one great trouble is that we have . .
democracy for granted... &hlu ‘orgotten ~ . +§
:nn it has to be enacted anew in’ mﬁgeu:rltion. . e i
P =, -
_A decade ago, nuever. the Maryland State n-pm.m of

Education (1971) noted, : '
students 2
have the ﬂ’ot not to be stlndlrd(xed or coerted :

into school practices which cancern them without A 3
some participation in the decision-making process L Aghonb
(mich gives rise to thése practices:

Treslan (1977)41:95 a 1969 study. in Califérnia which determined.
that administrators were initiating student p'opk@miof( n decision- -

making in 20% of the schoals in uut snte
Peterman (1969) points out !hat two counts of student protest and-

3 walkout wepe elsny solved h.:ause the administration was willing to Do

‘.'/ give students more; active pnrtlclpatlon in -k'ng decisions in deter-

mining curricnll and in-school rules and regulations.
Kl-n (1972) reports thlt ﬁ!Superintendm of Public Schools

in East Qrange, ! .J.. has devised the 'interviewing and s:re:n'lng $

¢ advisory au-ittee‘ for re_\dmg the hiring of principals. .Two % e

- students are-wembers. of: the cn-xttee No student protest nf decisiqus .9
¢ - b

: m&mmmvmmeﬁ-f
" lLoveterre (197:) cites” inseam:es where students and staffs have ‘

worked wgetmr to. l§1v- prublans wibh cafeteria unus. dres: codcs. i
o B 'Hbrar pollchs‘. ll!d studant qovermuent rorqat. Tne 1m:relss ‘of tha h

pr1nc pp'ls‘ influence’ wn noted.




- Ches]er: (1973) cites a study of si?( schools revealing innovatide-
practices in p‘articipatory democracy. The following behaviours were
observed: ' '

-8 fee”‘né of mutual accountability of both students and staffs

- academic and behavioural improvement through increased self=
esteem

e forced confmnlaﬁon with coanct, and resul tanr accnnmdahon

= more humane . bureaucracy o 5 :

i Nnted areas ‘of parnmpation by students councﬂs wem currwulum
development,. \in- schoo\ rules andirédulations, ﬂnancés. hiring and
Firing of professional ‘staff, student’ poputation,; student actIvihes,
and special prngrams. B

Johnson (1978) describes the situation at-East High school. in
Wichita, Kansas where. a particularly ﬂagrant outbreak of violence,
assault and vandaHsm prompted’ students and Staff to work together and °
design new curncu'lum cont’ant named : "The Peer. Laadershlp Program". . The
program’is gredned with the following results:

--46% decrease in absenteeism

--8.6% decrease in drop-out rates . s

-.22% decrease in assault ¥

25,2% decrease in vandalism costs =
= 46% increase  in student involvément ;

Shaheen (1980) indicates :hac'”mgh"sc‘homs a;m“: ity a monopoly
on benefits to_be reaped:from student part'lcﬂ)ation. The Cotmge‘Lane
E‘lergver)tar_v §_cnool New Tarks perm\ts all’ students to-take active part:
on guvg}nir}g boards. Impressive {mpmvgments were noted in-cafeteria

menus; class -schéduling, bus rales, and other areas. A1l rules w:ér_e
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made by shared decisions,.and the program was operated during regular
school time. Rewards cited include increases in staff professionalism,
and student. civic responsibility. Teachers did not feel ‘that authority
had been ‘abdicated.

* According to Jarvis and Mercer (1981), Ontario is further

5 advanced than any uther province in Canada in. un attanpt to. nvo'lve

students ‘in; decision- -making.. In 1979, the - annnto erd of Educat(on

L mmm a task force to] scnd,y and revise.; lang cbdes of stud:nts‘

X rlghts and respnnswﬂlhes i’ secnndary schen'ls. The Board has. .« et

officially” aqupted ‘the final report of the- task _force nich scates

.the following fnnctlnn§ ‘of students’, governmengs: o oversee'co-
curricular activities and. to speak for students on the' {sues .of. school
management . ’ :

The final revlsinh of, students rignts and respons!hﬂines
5 1ncludes tne follawing statennts: -

The student_body. in every. Toronto secondary school
has.the right' to.elect-a student government and
?a:h s?udent has a respons|b111ty to. par‘t'xc\pate

There shall_be a forum 1n ‘each’ secnndnry school
for discussion:of school. issues...agceptable to:
and determined by the’ student government,’ the
“principal, and' the staff...student. représentation R T
on the forum shall be determined by the student . %
?overnment L =i

:r .The Carleton Board of Education has se f pa Central Students

Council vnth representativas from all s:huuls Memhers of this cuuncﬂ

. serve on Schoo'l Bnard Corllnittees.

ST




25+ many- institutﬂunal prnh'lem

The Board of Education for. the City of Hamilton notes that all’
‘secondary schools have students"cnuncﬂs, Student Teaders Have N S R

month]y meetings at.the Educutmn Center, attended alsn by a suhou'l

board member who answers questwns and interprets poHcy

- Summary: of
. Rélated. Literature

While educators' are cancerned over the e‘spoi.sihi'my"foir‘

deve]uping students' wareness, of demacranc Procésses,’ students'

g councﬂs. as the tradvtional tzacrﬁng methodn N are w1de'ly can-v ar
side '

meFfeche. The authontar!an ro‘le of the. educat‘lon

mstitution Tas, prevented ‘the: students cnuncﬂ fron: peratlng 4 f e

trlﬂy democratic fasnian. parncu’(aﬂ,y in aréas wh1ch affect” students’

school! Hves. Cunsequenc'ly, students contlnue to-be the most

dlssatisﬂed grmw 1n the schonl. expemem:mg gruwth in apathy kL

political unrest ym 3 i Y o > ey SR e

. Studies show: that ail three in schgol .groups tudents. teachers, Gy e E

and admmstraturs - desire 1m:reased student partxciuatwn in’ ec1swn-

‘making. -Such'a sel

ctialized student body, fuﬂct“ ning

tru]y représentative. studen'ts' cnum:i'l, can be effectiva ln su'lving 5 “y

Houever, the demm:rntic parnmpannn in

declsmn—making. pursult of, relevanb ssues, and deve]qpment of more

ffacﬂve commiiniction chanriels’ required far such achievement demals:

maJor changes in_schogl hureaucrutlc structures and genera'l schnol 'hfe.




CHAPTER'3 " -

The Reséarch’ Methodology

Research, vas conducted -using a mnd'ified form.of the "Stn“dent

‘I'nvolvament' Survey".

. This questinnnﬂre was:; designed by the Depanment

of Research and Eva'luation, Dlstrlct of ‘Columbi’ Pub lc Schno]s, Wash:

ingwn, C.in 1973. It determmes how stude ‘3 councﬂs ar vwwed

hy students, ‘tnachers, und adninistrators, the | nature ‘of cnpummlcation

between the three gmups, and the degree of. student particlpaﬂon |n

Vdecisiun-makmg desired by each group.

§ i R '»The Pogmauon

X : o wh(ch offer Graﬂe 10 and H pwgrams Of these schoq]s,"la] were

cnnmcted hy Tetter (see Appendix 8, to detemine how many o them had et

stndents‘ counc|]s, and «mﬂd be wﬂHng to vurt‘cipatq -in Lhe study.

El even all grade schﬂo]s were not ccntacted hecause enrmments were 'less S

than 100 sludents. g sent to-each uarhciputing

+'5chog1 (see Append\x c): to be’ cumpleted as foﬂows

b Pr'lm:'lpu'l or Viée- Principa'l

- Stl{dentg Cuuncﬂ,rFaculty }\dvj»snrﬁ

“Council” Presiy fent.

Councl'l secretary

“.2The ‘two oldest nenbers of ‘the students’ council’ who were not
membérs: of - the  students'-council: executive. . If.‘the’ school vere:
co-edm:anonl]. respondents would be male and female




-

23 - “Four -nels at large t body. Two students
¢ mcmnfmgndfluadhnfmqnde’n.luleud
- a-female from each grade; two males or two females from each:
‘grade if the schoolwere not co-educational. Each male and
_female chosen were the fifth male or fifth female appearing
on the respective class registers. - In the event that Tess .
than five boys or less than five girls were rqism-ed m the -
. % class, the last bay or last girl was chosen.
. that students were all boys or all girls, (M mm ll\d shd’.h
" H register positions from each grade, or the lns two smdenf.s-
’ }wﬁm insuvﬂ:ient mners occurred. ¥ere ch

. The lnstnmem: ;

iy The  "Stud it lnvn'lvemnt Survey" ,:nnta(ned two plrts‘ ln Pirt‘l

’Tvunt\y questinns reférred to neetmg arrangaments, election. procedures.

-nnd ‘féedback nulods. Rnwmeqzs :wld choou to mmr ‘Yes', 'No",
or 'Don’ t Know' by checking the awmpriau column. The ﬂnal wesuon
was opeq—uﬂed. > e 3

“Part lX focused on opinfons- about smdent participation in decis{nn- >

A * -making and about what _Mt o student.

fnvolvement. ~Responses to 25 specific mbstions’ could ‘rimge. fram s

‘Definitely Yes' to 'Definitely No'. -(An bﬂgﬁm additional dﬁog of

e ‘Don’t Care® was omitted). In order to identify those {ssues which
students felt were most |mmnt fur ﬂ‘ to be lnvolved in, ﬂ! question-
_n-ire askedw!sponﬁnts to Tist the" three lssuu ‘that were of weaust

v I-porun:e m them, from a given ’Hst of issues. Thl final wgstiun was

ided and ‘asked ¥ to-1ist p "{ ed with ,;“'daﬂ".

i 1nvolvegngn "_1n‘ decis‘nn-mnk'ng at their school., .

quesﬂons eoncerned structure ‘and s‘ tus ‘of ‘the students quuncﬂs.‘ : 5, eyt

i
i
{
i
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Soo The "scuden't Invol vement: Siirvey” 'was va’hdated through a pﬂnt

study completed by the Department of Research and" Eva]uat(on Hashmgtbn, 3

0.5y 1973, Representatwe classes nf the 7th; -8th and gth grades of

: ~one Juniur 19h school participated !n responding to tne qugsthnna ¥,

staff membErs Df the department_» On-the hasis fi

uestions: -an respunses, the mstrument was revusedn Tne

finaHzed questionnaire was then sent by \:he Asstscant Superincendent for N

Research anq Eva'lu!tiﬂn to. the Deputy Snperintendent of. the Office of -
eview. +The instrument wus “further

Wl Sy et Educational Prograns.and Services for

for cunments

ing Asslstant Super

b D dstributed:to the
Once mndifxed for. this, parncu’(er

Avnmva'l fcr use “das: thus granted
Newfnundhnd and Lahredur study, thek “Student lnvo'l vemem: Survey" was

presented t eight graduate students frov the Department uf EducatwnaL x

Admvnistrah ny. and to e\ght graduate swdents from the nepartmen; nf ot
1 Univers(ty of Newfuund'land for

Curr{culum and Inst uétion at’ Memr‘

Cnangés suggested by, these students were




averaged acruss the group, yielded a v;eliabihty(of 89

Utle'ng Fisher s transformations, a composite:. Pearson-Product- 7.

Moment correlation Cosefficient.was determ(ned on Psrt ll to be.

R —0723

The: inodified-Student Trvolvnént Survey vasused to’ collect a1

survey datn in cms study No ldenﬁﬁcatlon of the respondeht, uther

was (nd{cated on ‘the fpm. Forms were returned by mail. -

§ Tms report s based on the response of a]'l the respnndents For the

. purposes of analysis the" respundem.s have been grnuped mto four cate- 3

'goms ‘that wiTl-appear'in the tables of this repqrt

Stident’ Boy? stiitants- surgayed n e sampleschools ok
. who_indicated they were:-neither students:' councﬂ y
© . .. members nut students " councﬂ officers,

vStuﬂehts council members (mﬂuding officers)
5 * .. membérs .of the students cnuncﬂ surveyed in the
i sample. schoo'ls_ S B

taff members of the sample sohouls
b'le to oversee students‘ council- opera:

= Faculty ‘advisor:
who

5 Admlmstrators' pr nc1pa{|s or: vlce principals of the
5Y _sample schm'ls who comp]eted the survey fo orm.

Faculty advisur and admlhistratnr respunses were 1dent1f1ed and tal‘Hed Bl %

separately. as- wel'l as by gro

Total gmup ta]Hes for studen;s. v

Tyt facult.y advisurs :and administrncars,, were;: further ident'ﬁed by su. et '




CHAPTER 4 ) . §

APré‘senLation'aﬂd “*Analysis of Data a W B %

_ Status
Students Ccancﬂs"

P8 G ‘the fasis of respunses received 6280t sen(or hvgh sp'mo'ls in

Newfnundland and Lahrado?\ having enro'lments of 100 pupﬂs or more

- %
of 7&5 questionna1 res fmm vB& schnuls were ana'lyxed far( this report

' Feln e VY The) rep]ies mpv‘esented 619 student resvonses and 157 aduh: respnnses. ;

cl assif'ied as fu'llcws\ 85 Bdnl'Mstrators, 82 faculty advfsors. 78

students conncﬂ presid ts. 74’ students’ councﬂ secretarjes 74 ma\e

and. HO femule students' counc‘n members a&large, 72.male and 7t

ma]e grade. 11 students 69 ma]e and 68 female grade 10 students

Studeiits’ cb!nd structure. The t‘It'le e af the mdiﬁed

@
'Student: nvo'lvement Survey" ($ge’ Appendix D) suI(clted respnnses fmm

students, facu'lty advlsors, and “administrators regardmg the structure )

of " students councﬂs withln senior h1gh chnu'ls e Based on the resp nses

o of facu] ty i adv1sors. Table 4 dispuys the percentage of schmﬂs in whi h

varmus executive positions parﬂy comprise students cmmcﬂ membersh'p.

The gmat mgorit\y uf stidents” councﬂ

elect students to the exe:ut1ve

paslnons of pres1dent ‘vice- president, se:retary. Lreasurer, or’

of the Iatter two.




Tab1e 4

Students' -Council Executive Positions
by School.' Listed Accordmg ta Frequency of Responses.

aunswm Loyl b

" Exgeutive Posttion . "Bof Schools . Bxecutive Position . . % of Schoolss

U President . Y Uien. T USeoretary for Internal Atfairs

Tab]e 5! d\s)ﬂays the: percentage of: students cuuncﬂ nenbers by

age grade, sex, -and membersMp classiﬂcat n, actording to the

Vresgenses qf s!:uden'gs‘ cuuncﬂ members. Accordmg to. ‘the data sho}vm,_

_the Tajority of students' ccuncﬂ pres1dents and secretaries are

-senior students frﬂm e1thev‘ grade 10 Dr.H Thls ’Is strlkmg when one

cnns»ders that 79 percent af schuo'ls arﬂcipahnq in‘ th suryey off _red

aCadEmlC prugrams in dtﬂtinn tu seniar- grade offerings y ecause of

¥ the. se1ect|nn of respondents (see hage s). no cnnc]usmn can. he drawn

3 nd grade on- students chuice of councﬂ member

about the effect of .age

i at/large In'all; three' cateqomes, there are cnnmderab]y roré female

L then ma1e representahves This |s par ) cu1ar1_v noticeah]e 1n the

‘execn‘mye posit: ons of vres\dent and secretary. i

Table '8 depicts-the percentage of:studénts' counci female or‘male

presidents and: secrecanes i# each.of: these schoo’l types: | co-education-

“or all- g\‘r‘ls, The., fact that the vast maju

“aly, all-boys, yof Students




“Table 5

Studznts Council Membership’
by Age, Grade, and Sex |

 alnie 1981 G et £

~ Studsnzs! Council: . Totals- . Students’ Council.  Totals | Terls [ 7
Presidents ', . By Sex |, - Secrataries By Sex: By Sex

Fos

X :
s ¢
W h !
we R 2 i

',uu §- 5713 307

cnuncﬂ pres1d=nts and secrgtar{es respm\d\ng to fhe survey, were fmm c§7

educat]ana] schoo1s indicate: that schmﬂ typz ﬂoes net affe:t the

Of ma\es or fenales for execut've posﬂ:inns. g

A gmplnc dismay of tha rel twnsmp between students cauncﬂ and.

- senior ‘gradeent inschool i i the stu4y is presented




3 ok B, Table 6. "
Students Courmﬂ Execut\ve hy Sex and S::hool Type
) .nmz 1587

. Schoo‘l Type

tudents :nunc’i'l'éharactensvti'cs Tab1e 8 1ists arious havac- - i

eristics.of students , councils, ahhrevlat:d From questmﬂs 1418 40 Part .

1:of the mdiﬂed Student lnv\ﬂvement Survey“ s Appendix D) The

tab\e Shws what percent of: em:h subgry up mdu:ated that the gwen o

indi:ated that. the characteristic was not \:unmon to then\ “schaol. (g™

cnlwm), and what percent. did not kiow (“dnn t. know" co'lum)

The mdiﬂed "Studeht Xnvu'l vement Survéy eHcfted respnnses ahout:

metmds of repre 0 meetlng prac S, and:procedures for |nput

v " from and feedback tn the student body regarding councn activities. ' Ao

«’general mcture of d % counci'l pra 11!;_ wfour and and “Ldbs -

dnr seniar Mgh schools emerges frum n an' _ysis of the respnnsesf

o nat necessa 1y hg actua\ situaﬂnn. ’Percentages dn

characteristic ias “comipon to chm school (“yes" cn'lunm), what percent S
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‘Table 8

N Status of Students' Councils

. In a Sampie of Newfn_und] and and Labrador High Schools

» . JUNE 7981
N N Student Body  Students’ Council  Faculty Adyfsors . Adninistrators
Henbers ‘
6, < Shtsy; W H ooy e 3% nedr ness -
? «Character{stiés s Mo.DXK. © . Yes Mo DX Yes' Mo DK s Mo DK,
n: : FIE ) s R O
1 . Heating Prodedure: %y R
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,ln students' council actwities can attend a»eetmgs.

total 100 since all respondents did not reply to eyery Atem.

Opinions concerning the existence of a fixed meeting schedule,
or times during the day when the sgnqents' council meets, are con-‘
siderably varied across ‘all four su&igﬁdups,v Duri‘ng meetings‘, Roberts'
Rules of Order, or other acceptable forms of. pamumentury' pmc‘eduresq

are likely to-be vus‘ed by Tess than. half: of students” councils. '’

+Usually, n’eizher teabhers nor students‘ wihio are mot diréct]y involved

The compilation of résponses revealed considerable disagreement

between students and staffs as to whether each’ hommom is represented

“on. the students' -council. wn_ne 39 percent of students and 22 percent

of students’ council members don't know, more than.half of the combined .

student: group stated that students' counéi]s do not. represent homerooms.

Conversely, over 904 of both staff groups asserted that homerooms are ~ ’

represented. - Nefither ‘shhgmup con'siders grade averége to bé a prereq-
uisite for council membérshtp. Usual]y,.aﬂ students‘vnte fur\ councﬂ
representatwes, “both members and officers. -

Over half of students council members and the majority of faculty

‘advisnrs :have' knowledge of the agenda “prior to- studénts‘ council meet-

ings... It is noteworthy, however, that most students and quite anumber

of sﬁlde’nts' council members disclosed no such knowledge. On the other

‘hand, while the'student body responses were somewhat Tower than the .

other vsvubgmups, in‘all cases a-high percentage of all subgroups

indicate tbey. can. stiggest items_.(or discussion at council meetings, and




i adminiscmtnrs tn have a parﬁclﬂar meeting schedu]e Mntnb'ly, 1n

¥ about representaﬁnn and stu

oY)

receive. reports of the meeting procedures.

Question 19 asked respondents to describe fhow often theiv ,
students' . council meets. Respondents could choose.either of 'tt;g
fonowing answers: once per week, twice per month, _évfce per. month,

.or descrlbe uther ex\shng arrangements. Tab1e 9 l:ndicates the

) '_.numbar of students cnuncﬂs wh\cﬁ are perce ved by studenis, students'

cuunci'l l’nbers, students “council off\cers, facu‘lty advlsors and

only 15 schun'ls was total-agreement: on meeting scuedule recorded 6n
‘three gthewj,,uccnsycns, the’ students -council, faculty advisor, and’ -
responding aqminiswatér_ within a school agreed. Disagreem'e‘q\tg
surrounding students' council 'meeh’ng schedules were %ecarded as
follows: hetween faculty advisors.and.administrators, ‘s between
faculty. advisors and’ students' cnuncl'ls 41% between resvondmg admh\—
istratdrs and stydents councﬂs‘ 40‘1, between students' cunncﬂ members -
at large and nfﬂcers, 34%; between students’ councﬂ members and che
student budy, 43%; wvthm the - student body 481 '
Accordmg to ‘the- data di splayed in Tabl es 8.and 9, many students

1ack knowledg of the’ students' Cmmcﬂ procedures at the'rr scmul

studenh bodies are most knomedgzahle about students’ couicil élection 7 -

pmcedures and input—feedback stp‘ctures. They -are 1eést'kmiw1edgeabte

g counci'l meeﬁng -details. - input and

* feedback structures to and from the student “body, apparenﬂy aré: pot vell

developed. _Mo,tah'ly, ,appmxlmqtely one~third-of .students _indicuced thit 2




Table' 9

Students * Councils Utilizing a Particular’
Meeting Schedule as Perceivéd by Subgroups

-Students* Council ! ety
Schedule Student Members Officers Faculty . . . Adminis-"
: Bodyrat My Advisors . - tfators

Lo o large X Gl TG

'“'o"':e per-, . 34 % iy 5
week e %

" iies pene " 38 21 30" -
month- SO
Once per’ 28 B8 : 21
month | i t
When- 28 % - 25 2 P
necessary Lo
No answer/ 23 4 2 1 7
don't know . -

* they have neither kmw:ledge of councii ‘meeting "agendas, nor receive

_‘ reports; neither wem they aware that they could squest ‘items™for

dlscussion Ak cauncﬂ meetmgs Students council members are’ more

definite.about, their responses than are ‘members. of the student body:at

large, revea]ed by a lower "Dun t Know" ms}mnse rate. This»spﬁ;‘m’rts

the methoda’l ngi:al assumpﬁon nf the study tha»t‘the rmst ré]iahie

1nformatim| on the status of “students councﬂs in the: schools cones'

from” thost

students nho are most 1mnﬂved." — _L

$tuHents' council. activities.- An upen ended questiun on the

qguv;cﬂ- do?

g mdif{ed “Student Invo]vement Survey asks. " "What does "your students’'
Table 10 1ists the variety of sctivities cited by the




y <
49
. Table .10
: Actwmas commc:ed by-Students ' Councils in a Samm ¥ e
, ‘of Newfoundland and Labrador Senior High*Schools - s " 2 £ J
- Ranked Accnrdﬁng to Frequency & : o
JUNE.]281_ - B ¥ R
. : e ol
e - Sodent Shagerts Cametl " Stibnts Bking FolsTy Ravisers Ranking
Students Ofcers Hosbers " Coulas " by Stic. ad ixindstac by Staf. :
% Counci) - . i thee - s tors
Aetivities i 7 -
. 4 " i i
! *Soctil activittes. 6 7
i Fund Tptsiig 5
“Caccirricular setivities 3 ;
School pirfe 2
Represent ‘student +* . E
coneerns; T fasoq vith ; 1
staff ;A b0 5. 2 5 '
. . Don"t toaw/no_respanse. w d 7 om0 s 6
i . ourltsle funciions, : - g
volvesent . 1 ) E 6
< 6rimu((qp ‘ g [ 3 wecr s
Soictt student opinfon . 7 5 K] ‘4
Purchse edutnt for . j
choo . s s 4
iaming sssenblfes 2 ] 5 n s
School news paper bt z 3 L "
| Student trips 2 2%, ‘3 1 ”
foo T Canteen sprkers 1 'y X 5 0
L Campatgnsy elections . 1 0 2 i RS
. Yearsook * 1 " 1 v
i Notning 1 1 1 o i
Inter-school students® T :
‘counci] meetings. e TR 0 o 2
P.LA, 2cttvities 07 g 0 2’
. respondents 4n order :of” fvequency of ment’mn hy all student suhgro ps
comlned It is ‘important - to note th/aé on‘ly eleyen percent of students
“and’seven percent of staffs knuw ve.ry htﬂe abcut students councﬂ
w
activities, - Staff members are the 1east knnwledgeable uf a'l) gmups in

this area: Sm:1a1 act1v1ties (dances, parﬁes, -play

s_kan‘ng) wqre o

.. ranked: ninber one by all subgroups. *Res also ed that”




% 'schoul .funchpns

ioof these Iess pnpnhr acuvities among these subgrnups

1 quest:wnna.vre item. The nolurrms labeﬂed "Negatwe" cambine the

did not rep]y to. every |tem.

. .

fund-raising, co-curricular ac;‘lvities'v(spﬂrts, clubs, school spirit)

.and representing student cancerns are other impnnant students'

council functions. While not mentloned so frequently, it is notable
:hat 13 other. actvvities were Hsted. T)ns -suggests that students‘

countﬂs do pursue actmties !n -addition tu ‘those most cumon to

“The rankmg of "Dcn + Know/Nu Response" by st dents

‘and staffs 'as‘ ’

d 74 respe:ﬁvel,v, underhnes the 'la:k of, a reness‘

Ogimuns about students' councils. P,art i uf the modifled

”Student Invalvement Survey“ asked students, faculty advisnrs, and. -
admmigtratars to vffer the1r opinions about students cnuncﬂs in

the1r ‘schools.  Table n portrays-the responses of the survey partici-

' pants to questinns I-2l5 by vgﬁving two percentages fbr each subgroup..

The columns labaned "Ammaﬂve“ comhine ‘the percentages of uersc)ns

:who checked elf.her "Defimtely Ves“ ar 4 tend to tmnk 50" fnr a gwen

. percentage‘s o'f persons who checled "Deﬂnlte‘ly Nn" or."T tend to think “ -

not" Percentages do not necessarﬂy total 100 since aH respnndents

\

The vasf. majority of each gmup nf respondents think that having a

students councn 15 important.- Thls is parhcularly nati eable for

’members at large of the- scudent body, who md\cated previuus]y that they"_ ‘_ .

know Tittle of ﬂ'f mechanlcs of their;Students® councﬂ (see Table 8).

thle most ,mspondents_ in each group-.feel that the]r stid nts “council
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& suggests

. are inclined to have students counci

i 3
deals with important issues, members of ‘students'' councils and admin-

istrators are thie most 1ikely to attest to the. importance of those

concérns. Phe great majority of ‘respondent’s from each, group are jnter-

ested in. students countﬂ act1v1ties, and feel others are as we'l\ g
Neverthe]ess; the 1ow percentage of students Who revealed that they :

receive sufficient: 1nfomat10n abont 5tudents‘ cuuncﬂ activihes

with students cauncﬂs m genera and mth se\ectlon pmcedures was'

h|gh1y affirmed by aH groups: e

The mejnnty of students and students councll nsembers feel that ‘.
teachers and pr‘lncipa'ls shmﬂd attend students ‘council meetings. Huw~
ever, despne v1rtual'|y 100 percent affirmathm of mterest in ‘students
councﬂ act1v1ﬁes, anly half.of the facul ty adyisors and admmlstratars

agree‘ Hith respect. to stuuent attendance at council meetings_. faculty..

- advisors and adnindstratorsare diVided.on the fsste.. Stilents, honever'

meetings open'.. Natab]y. the %

L majority. of students l:auncﬂ members are npposed to th(s {dea. . Tné s

ma.mr\t,v uf respor\dents agvee that studénts'. councﬂs shuuld meet either

befnre or. after school hours, and only adm1mstraturs are eppnsed tu the '

idea. of holding et ings during regular school hours,

‘m gmups are fairly evenly’ dwided on whether’ students cuuncil .

membership should ‘Pequire passing gredes, with adunm strators smmng

| greatest preference, and students'’ council members : snowtng'greatest

deferem:e “Neither - growp favors award\ng credit for r.ouncﬂ membership,

althnugn stndents cuuncﬂ members snuw the most preferen:e.,

need for: more effective :nmumcatmn channe] s Sansfaction




) staff went students to have a‘ say in’how: tn1ngs are den

©of 1nterest,

¥

53

The majority of respondents feel that staff members seriousty

consider students’ council decisions. Interestingly enough, 92 per=

. cent of adnrlmstrators favor this response as opposed to.less than 80

percent 1n each.of v.he other tbree subgrnups As ue'l1 respensts from

-. each subgmup are favor: ble to the questions. which asked whethe!

prmcwa'{s vi, hncipa]s. supermtendents, and sch\ml board

thel\" schuw1

1nc1un'|s and/or vice pr'lnmpe’ls voted "yes"" 80 percent or

" more. of the time, on each nf l:he three quesnons. Just aver nalf of the

fe students cnmlcﬂ‘members feel that- the supermtendent and schmﬂ baard o

persenne1 want students to have..a-say. Appruxmately one tnl rd of a'l'l
students think that teachers, admmlstrators, superlntendents and. tnelr

staffs do rot favor student part!clpatwn in decismn-making.

Opmmns about students’ c%uncﬂ functions by resgondent sex. The

survey further sought ‘to determine whether perceptiuns of. students' 3

uncﬂs functiuns procedures. and | problems were affected by the sex of

the students or facu1 ty advlsors/admmistraters. TabTe.12 di sp]ays the: =

responses uf males and fenmes in these . ‘subgroups to-questiens 3, 4, 9; I.’)v.
18, 19, and 20, se]ected from' Part: II of " the. survey‘ Percentages nay nut
tutal 100 slnce many respondents dld ot answer every’ questwn

No- maJor difference of opinion: betweenther male “and fema1e
students, or between male and fene},stif,fJ respondents wes noted Huwever.

fema1e staff respondents were snmewnat more 1nc11ned than male staff

respondents to think that pnnclpak and vice prmcwals Want students to-
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: ‘in whi:h students 1ght want to become lnvn]ved The survey Pil’ticw-

’
! _do not nECessarﬂy tut_al ,100 s1nce‘all respongents d_ld not rev]y to h

“other thak often. . Hhﬂe studehts tend to favor |nvol vement in these i

-se] ectlnn, rating “of teAchers, mting of prinﬁpa

have a say about how thingsare done -in schools and that students

councl’l members should be’ required to. have passlng gradesA  Female..

staff'respondem‘.s wére Iess s c'Hned “than the male staff respnndents

to upen students‘\cmmci .me s.to the general student bndy. . &

Oumlal\s amut student in a\vement‘ Quest!un ZL on lhe madihed -

“Student Invn1vement Survey 'Hsted 2 numher of dec1snon-makmg areas

pant' cou’ld mdicate one of the foﬂowmg.» whether they thought‘

students shou]d defimtely be invalved, whether: the enéed ‘to think

studeits shouTd be invol ved, whether stidents, should definitely ot be,

Fnvolved, “or whethér they tended to' think students should not be
involved. Tab1e 13 on the| next page, Shows thie" resul ts. wnh two per‘- .
\centages fur each, subgmup, :ombinmg the afflm\ative nsvonses (nta p

one percentage. and the. negative respanses into another. Percentages . {vi«‘

every item.

reemenf onall |tems among s\‘.udents and . .

“among staff:iembers. However. students and staffs do not agree with, eac!

B

dems\qn»makmg areas, staff members are negaﬂve on: tgxtboek ,

-and class sched:

ang E1ghty—five percent or more of al] subgmups’h‘)ghly “favor.

stuliznt mvo'lvement in: subjects offered €0~ curr«lcul ar actwmes. ok

rating of cnurses, schoﬂ sa(ety and securi /s dres_s code, student rights
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: - -, ‘and student responsibilities, Cheerleader selection :is. highly =~ .- - !

favnrud'as welly é]thnugh tw"a 'les.se tent.: ‘Appmxin\at':e'ly- ;me' :

3 se\ectlnn, schuo'l hoawd activlties, and superlntendent' »activmes‘

in each suhgmup

: vStHk(ngly, BE percent or' mre of e’he respnndent‘

s "h1gh’|y avor o-curri cular acH vlties, schmﬂ saféty and security,

dress code. student rights and studen ponsﬂ:ﬂlties Students

est, ctmcern. prmcwaI selactwn as,

1§ Hes as the Mg esf

rate student rights as the gre

. StaFf members rate student nspons1

i the lauese

a'lthough very c\ose to scho\ﬂ safety and, secunty = .and pr(nc\pal

on the lowest.

d staffs Tab'le 14 shﬂus the Té: u'Its with two: percentages

nd tl;e ‘n_egutivev r‘,e;uqnses* into a t,her,; Pgrcgnn.ges'may. not
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add up to 100 since many respondents did not answer all questions.
No major difference of opinion was noted betweeh male and Female
Student respondents. However, female staff respondents are consider-
ably more negative than male staff respondents regarding student_involve-
ment in deciding the design of school buildings, class scheduling, and

athletic rules. Conversely. even thuugh ner&hzrsmf group highly,

. favérs Student 1nvu'|vement in_ rating teachers and princlpa'ls female’
e\:s to- the

; staff respondents ‘are: more receptive. than maje staff resporid

. idea.

L. ' Areas cited 'as most important for:Students irivolvement ‘by senior :

‘Survey", Question 22 asked respondents ‘to-chaose from'the given 1ist of
. 21 areas for possible student involvement (see Table13) the three areas’.
{ o they considered to be rms? important.: Table 15 on th\e next--page &1§p1ays
_the number and percent of twu respondent subgroups - students and faculty
edv1sers/admin15trators 2 who cH:ed a given fter as meet1ng this cr1teria.
Percentages gre: rounded eff to the nearest whole number and may add up

to-more than 100 due to multiple responses,by respondents.

The three areas for stidént fnvolvement cited most. frequéntly by

“studént rights,” subfects;offered, and dres?’

. the student respundents are
code. The. three areas’ cited most frequent'ly by facul ty ‘advisors/admin.
tivittes, and

Astmtors are: student responsibﬂihem l:n—cnrr(cu'lar

B student rlghts. Sbearman s, rank order cnrreht\on was used t detemﬂne

wnether there |s a sign;ficant re'latlonshin between students' and

2 . high school respondents. In Part 11 of the modified “Student Tnvolvement *
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: Table 15

Areds of Involvement Considered .
Most Important to Students in' a Sample of
Newfoundland and’ Labrador
Senior High-Schools
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T percent It i tneuforz mpress{ve that 7. Wrcant of the, s udets -

faculty advisors'/administrators' opinions regarding student involve-

ment; (i.e. do-both Groups consider the same arsas to be of relatively

equal ‘importance?): The rank order corre\‘i“rm. re = .82, si\oﬁed

that the relationship between the rankings of the students an_d' ;aculty

advisors/administrators was statistically significant at'the .01 ‘level L

of probability in a two-tailed test.. * - ; : s
Based on the ‘luus of probability, the chance uf an 'ltun heing

.'semcted when 2 resyondem. fas three” r.hmces “from 2 1ist'of 21 |s 14 3

cited student rIghcs as an.area nf 1mpurtance for student 'Invn'lvament. ;

Thus, more than five tines the" number gf students who gn(gg.t )la_ve heg_y]
éxpected to choose this item by chance thought that studev:n.s should be
involved in making decisions ngrd{ng studev;t'rirghts‘ Thirty-two
percent of faculty advisors/adninistrators, or more than twice the number
who might have been exucted!u choose this ared by chance alsothought
students rights hwan Fm-ther..mre than 14.3 percent of both
groups agree that the_following areas are {nwmnt for studznt 1nvu1ve-
ment: schﬂﬂ saféty and- se:ur‘lty, studenl uspmsih"lties and co-cur
rh:u'lar activities: ~'It is” lnterestmg that more thin 14.3 percent of
stndents and less than'14.3 per:ent of fn:ulty ldvlsors/ntnnistntors
chcse subjzcts offered and dress cnde as important areas for student
1nvulvement. On.the other haud. more than IA 3 pament nf faculty

i advisors/adm!nhtramrs und lass ﬂ\an 14.3 perc;nt nf studants chose

student disclp“ne as an lmporcant area: fur !tudmlt nva\vemenc.




for scudent mvolvement. In the modified "Student :Involvement

teacher selecuom and’_‘

* Notably, the modified "Student Involvement Survey" did not define
any of the areas cited in the question. Each respondent replied in
accordance with his or her own comentualjxatim of the issue. The
coincidence of student - faculty advisor/administragor opinion needs
further definition before any particular concl usn& may be drawn.

It may .be observed fmm Table a5 chat only-the lnfor-atlnn supp"ed

by 74 percent of student. respondents and 87 per:ent of staff respondents
wus uti'l'lzed in anulyling npin{nn; about “the, threa ‘most” _important areas

Questwn 21 of Purf. 11 (seu A pendix D) Hsted poss{ble cholces for

Question 22 un two di fferent pages “Items 'a-n' were Hsted on “the’ vage

pmcerﬂng that on which |!ems o-u' were Tisted. Comparisnn’ of .the data-

displ‘ayed in Tables 13.and 16 d1sclosed that Question. 22, Part 11 had

. been misinterpreted by 26 percent of student respondents and 13 pemen!

of staff respondents. For all subgroﬂps C“’Ad "I YBbIE 13, prmcipal
se]ecnon and tencher selection received the. 1ouest rating of an area\s
suggested for desired student involvelznt in (Hcision—uakmg. Student -
responisibilities was rated extremely high. ! ;

¥ Table 16 shows areas of hwalvennt considered most 1Qomnt to:

students according to total student and staff responses. Per:e;-tages

are rounded off o the fearestwhole number. and may add up to-more than

mo due to mulﬁp'(e responses hy ‘respondents. _Student rcsp’ninswinti‘ns;

1nc1pa1 se\ectinn eve ranked by. students as

teach&r

2, 6, and 10 respectfiely’ Obviously, prinﬂp‘. sela‘un
selectiun, “items ' and. "s' (n Questlon Zl. respectlve'ly..uere runked
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: 2 Table 16 E
i Areas of :Involvement Considered - '
Vost Important to Students. in a Sample of
Newfoundland ‘and Labrador
Senior High Schogls
Ranked According to Frequéncy of Student Response
. JUNE 1981 . ’
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disproportionately with the data shown in Table 13. Accordingly, when
the responses of those students who chose all three areas most import-

ant to them from items ‘o' to 'u' were removed from the data (see

- Table 14), principal s and teacher ranking dropped to
15.5 and 19: respectively. This suggested that utilizing 74 percent of
studslt responsas to Questlon 2; i e. those students who n1d nnt

, choose | the thm areas most |mportant tn tbam exclusiva'ly ,fmm |tms n‘

uld: yiald 4 more valid anaysus of this' oncm! Other n ms

Jfo 'ul
jsimﬂaﬂy affecced. aIthuugh not eo the same extent. 1n:|£14=d

ru]es and s(;lvw] buud nct‘lvlt‘ s, itzms ‘p! and t' res sctive1y Tﬁe
same ratlona’le effected the excl usinn ot '(3 par:ent of staff respnnses %
. to this question (see Table 55). ‘Cheerleader- selactjo,‘. prinmpal selec-
tion, and school board activities, items 'q', 'r' and/'t' respectively,
were thiiareds most affectad by Eisinterpretaticn. | ,
Conversely, Student mswnsibiiit|es. item '0)/, was ranked lower
in Table 15 than: the data in Table 13 would fndidate. A pos;ib]_,e, explan-
ation for €his might be fourd in-an andlysis of the resgonses. given by
“those students who answered Question 22 fncorrec 1y Ninety-eight
percent of these’ studun'.s. or 2.3 times the number that m1gl|t have bezn
expected to-do 'so. by chance. chose student, res| Qs(bﬂities as. one of
the three auas most important for-studen - invd]vement?: ‘lhis suggests

‘tmt had the question been ansuzrgd cor'racuy by ‘this gmuv. a cons(der“

able number would: have Included Student responsmnms in ‘the new

inswar thus u'ltimatn'ly result!ng in a higher rank.
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Opinions about the most. important areas for student involvement *
; by respondent sex. Table 17 portrays the responses g!vzn-tq Questjnn 22,
g Part I1, by students and staffs according to the sex of the respondent,
ranked by the female student subgroup. . The number and percent of
participants in each subgroup are also shown. In acwrﬂsnu with the
" ratfonale provided on-pags 29 74 percent of. the tatalstudent sibgroup
and 87 peru;.ent of the. Zotall'vstaff subgv‘dup‘ were ut!iized in pwviding'_

“this informtion.  Percentages may add wp to- nnrev tran 100 due to

mul tiplz responses by - respnmients.

There’ is very 1ttle differencebetween male and female studem:s ; N

.. opinions’ regardlng mst araas of inyolvement. Honvar. female: student

mspondents are more comerned than lre the male student resvondents

-about ‘student discipline and teaching metlwds. lfa'la Student. respondents
e are more cuncemud about. class ‘scheduling. . - s 3 :

Peglrding the nspnnses given by staff respondents. males ‘show Tore.
“concern than femal es nbmn: student Gnvol vement in atMetIc rules _and

cheerleader select'inn. Female staff members are mre inclined :han male e

staff munhers to Anvolye. students |n mAk!ng dec1s|uns abéut suhjects

{ ™ offer‘d., taachar selzcﬁon. rlﬁng of prl clpn'ls. and des!gn 0 scml
P s widings, £ e E e

Pmb!ens hindering student involvement in smiur hi’gh schools.” In " o

; the final quest'on of. ‘the mdfﬂed "Student lnvolvement Survey

N raspondents were .asked. to 'Hst the _problems at their schmﬂ whiEh kept

students frnm hqv(ng*a say about how thlngs were done. jr_able 18 displays




Table 17
Areas of Involvement Considered Most Important
to Students in a-‘Sample of Newfoundland'and Labrador

Senior High Schools
Ranked According to:Frequency by Group Sex
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the responses given by students (I'H student gmws) and faculty
advisors/administrators. The percentages shown: are based on the’
response or &l survey p.r:i’:ipants.'.iiuluﬁng those making no respoiise.
The, problens are- mentioned in the order of, freqnem:y of mention by
* the mnhined studem. gmnps. A rank order 1s also nond for frequency
.of mntlon by the staff . respondents - A number of student nsponses were

not nlevam: to th! question of 1nvn1 ven\ent in ded |on—mk1ng uffecting

“subjec vnr'aty. and” uere

by 'Sz‘par- 5

There was no response given ‘to tMs pnrﬂcular quest!_
cent of facul ty adv| sorsladn1n|stratnrs and- 35 percent of all students‘ ;

The pmbltms cited most frequent'ly by the students, and those cite nnst
frequently by the faculty adnsurslattmnistratars were qu‘lf.e Mffgr!nt.
° The students’ nen more:- ’Hkg!y'to cite. the” Attitfnda of tea:hers and the

. Tack of eifective student- staﬂ' cnl.ulication as. obstacles to meaning-

flll student plrtlcﬂ)lﬂnn ‘ln declslondnkmq.f A high’ degree of lgree—
oft the other

lznt between- an student. gmnps was mt.ed in this.'egard.
Jand the: faculty ndvisnr/aa!nistrator group was mst er)y to cite

studeﬂt atﬁtu&, hy, or {mtunty as thé greatest pmbluns
stadénty’ unc‘]l members in particular also disclosed’ cofcern with

stude:p(s attuudas “Staff respondents. in‘ agreeing with the scuﬂents,

“were. com:emed as weld ‘over tencher attitude," but ‘did not. associate
prlnclpa] nttitu e or unsympa:het(c adnin!stra;ian, 1n'gemral, wnh

St obstruc’tinn of gnean.lanu'lvstudept jpvolvament. Notably, fe: murisﬂ




. & TabYe 18

Problems Stated by Students and Staffs as Crea\‘.mg
Obstacles to Student Involvement i
Sample of Newfoundland and Labrador Senior H1gh School's
anked.}\ccnrdmg to Frequency of ‘Student Respcnses
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‘pmblems" h(gn on-the list, 1nmedhte‘ly fo'l'lo»dng the 1nitial cum:erns»
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and the &om(nation of students' council meetings’ by the faculty
'_advisors vas not mentioned by the staff group. Students, however,

ranked fear of reprisal sixth as a concern. Further, faculty advisor.
domination of students' council neeungs was ranked elevmth. suggest-

ing that stndents Are more than mildly concemed with this |ssu¢. It

s 1mpurtant to, nnte tha al. three respondunt gmups ranked "no,.-

Astalenste uanmﬂc-ten? “with both student and‘staff respondents’shows

Ing concemn over the. lack-of effe:ﬂve student - staff cn-um:ntlon. =

5 Pmblm h dering Studen 'lnvo'lvmt in_senior high schools bx 3
resgondent sex. - Table 19 -pol ,_rays the nsponses given to Quest'lon 23,

Part: 1T, by (he following subgmups. “female’ s:_udem.s. mgle §§udents.
female staff members, male staff senbers. ' Responsés-aite’ ranked: acsord-
ing to the frequency of response by the feriale student subgroup. A

rpn‘k order’is also noted for the @in!ng three suhgmuus.‘~ + The percent-

ages shown are based ﬁl; the ‘responses 6r lack of response of' all survey
partlcipants, and my tntal nnre than 100 dne m mul tiple respcnses S
by raspnndents. ¥ i i . oo S Y

There was no major d1ffem:e in the mspm\ses qiven By qﬂes and
females in either of the total student or Sfdff subgmups lhuever, :
female Students'regard prinﬂp_al attitude and student vandalism more so _7
than the nnl!' students ‘as hindrances to student |mmivenmt.‘ Male

students. on the other hand. are‘more, 1nc\1ned to, cite student |mturity i

and busslng as majnr pmh’lems. : S y -




Table 19

Problems Stlted by Students and suffs i
as Créating Obstacles to Student Involvement in :
Sample.of Newfoundland and Labrador- Senior High s:boo'ls
.. Ranked According to Frequency by Srvun Sex
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1 the staff si:b:gmup‘,‘, femles, ‘more so r.!;n : t‘h‘h;k that j'}
**'the following are real. problems in involving students: e A
commnication, fear of reprisal, student vandalisn, and too few.
students’ council meetings. Male staff érbers are more. inclined




. CHAPTER 5

3 Sunlﬁai‘y., Conclusions. Recommendations-.

-1nvo‘|vement 1n de:iswn—making mth(n students cbuncﬂs in Newfnund'land‘

i and abr\adur seﬂlor hlgh schou'l g The surmmry uf the finﬂing

based on’

pnsident, vice vres1dent. szcretary,

7 “frequency. ' of: occirren e are:

scudents

“The r'epresen

high schoo'l
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7. Students' council meating schedules aré‘varied, and often irregular.’

8.- The most common pursuits of senior high school ‘students' councils;

according to all. v subgroups,” are sponsor ...,, of. social -
¢ activities and find- -ratsing. )
- 9. A large jroportian of students (nefibers of the generalstudent ixm,y)”
2 mvea’l ed that the,y had 'Hmlted knowledge of students' conm:ﬂ organ-

. \) Tzatlan, pmcemre. and activities ol ol " Bl

; : <AL Desp\te the Tack of ndequate .mfomati n abunt three~fuurths of che

students' think that studen_ts counci'ls ‘deai with important “issues,.

and aré satisfied:

i th what their cuunc\'l does. The majqrit‘y of

" staff membérs a1so agree

12‘. Abnut ha]f the student body were d1ssat\sfled wWith the amoum. nf

. 1nfonnat|on they recelved fmm their. students council

REN Nmost ha'li of the stuaent respnndents think tha\‘. students in tnetr
school’s are not 1nvnlved in dec|s|on-making, relat:lngv to: student;
+ - concerns. o o S o
ia. ,Abwt two-thi b‘ds nf aH student respondents ami more thal; three- .
fnurths of all staff respondents think tnatjdult men! z“s of the
educamona'l system “want students to participate in making decls‘DnS

about areas which affer.t them. 3wk 2 ;

" The.. fo'llow(ng Hst ranks tt\e areas ident1f‘led as impnrtant fnr

. student invo'lvément ecisi

mentum by students and staff‘ ol i -

s ; 1simportant. e et LI A,

w0 “The vast majority of :aTl respondents think havlng a students council
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S - Students 3 staff ; .
¢ ) 1. student rights 1. student responsibilities
YRRl . 2. subjects offered = 2. coscurricular-activities
dréss code 3L student -rights

sschool safety and security ' 4.

P 2 ‘stiident gy ades

i areas “for student partlmpac{on in. dgcis{nn makmg by student and

staff respundents

; | J 00 6. A-sighificant currelafi‘an exists between the- mnkings ascribed to
} 17 Oyer onethird of the student respondents and half of-the staff

) respondents actuaﬂy specified p;vblems which they thought

hmdered students from parhcwatmg “in meamngful dzciswn -making in i
areas affecting. them at thelr schiol.

1o A |- The most frequenﬂy mentiuned pmblems, cited by students and stqffs

i T were:

e E kStudents R A U stafe

5 ‘teacher att!tude 'stiudént.attitude

2. lack of student-staff . studént‘hvin‘atur‘i_ty

aninur;ir‘:aﬁ'nn'_ e B

no pmbl ems

no pmblems ‘amtude of eeachers g
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. ) 7
h 19, On the basis of the responses received, -students, teachers, and
* administrators are,niutual'ly (ntev‘*es‘t’ed or.disinterested in I@vir}g
oy students participate o decision-naking I these aress affecting
| = g T Students: ] S

Areas of Mutual Interest

1 subjects offered:

. cu-cumcular activities

ratlng of courses:

\; 5. ’ schoo'l safe'ty and secur’fty _'
. ol ® 05 6. dress cote o T B 6 g
4 7. student rights L1
u . * 8. stndent responsiblht\es' 8.

L atmetic ru]es‘ G o

cheer]eader sel ection .

21, Sex is not determ'lmng far.tor Al

Which soHcited opmior\s

G studeﬁt diicip1ine‘ LR

.. Areas’of Mlihha] Disiﬁterést Ve

: student' grades

i rat;mg of tea:hers

rating of prlncipals 4

) teachmg methods

“design of schaol buﬂdmgs 0
»pﬂnc{pal se1ect1nn

teacher sel ect\ on

schoo] board a:t]\nﬁes .

vsuper'mten'de_nt 5 am‘ vities
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b "Exish‘ng communication: channels between students' councils -and thetr
constituency,  the student body, are inéffectul.
One-third or more of ‘the student body- indicated thdt -
they knoyi. very - Httle ‘abolit. studsnts‘ councﬂ meetmg

= ',",: T L procedures, and a1mnst half fe1 they don't get.

enuugh 1nfonnation about” students counch activm’é

take stndents council declsmns sel 1ou51y




: safe!:y and security are 1denuf|ed by both studénts,

Although degv"ees ,“f affirmation or riegativism \)ary‘,
student‘s and staff agree by a-51% or more majority®
that‘. students should or should not be mvo] ved in

making deci s{ons about 19 of the 21 decis swy\-makmg

-areas cited. " Neit g staff mel\bers nor: students

|ri’dicaﬁe an interest ‘in havmg sgu;ents 1nvc\ved 1n

all ‘area 'chorn Tife. Student rights and schosl.

und staffs as areas of ‘cons

" The

es. which have nu‘t cusmmarﬂy,xnvo]veﬂ students.

such as rating and se] tmn of t!“cher‘s and principﬂs,

nd super\r@endent and Schnul Board act1 vmes are




The reults of the.study indicate that students'
councils attend chiefly to "the customary council:,
i functions of sponsoring social and recreational

activities. Decision-making-areas in which

: . students wish thei to have .a say.are seemingly .

s o, B 'ignaredf' This. discrepancy ‘mey account for the'

¥ fact, that barely half of t udents think :naz “they ’

have :a .say-about hew tmngs are dane n ‘their schoo1.

; F\n'ther.‘ such ‘irrelevancy mayv_contr‘\bute to'student ¢

s . apathy, ‘2 major problem cited k;yv'the staff subgroup "

‘Aa's Mnderlng- student iiivu'l vement in-deci sion-making.

Staff satisfactmn with student nwo!vement may be

- !ndlcated by ‘the. fact that co-curri cular act(vﬂ:ies,
a pnpular students councl] function, ranked high in

1mpurtance “to-the. slaff suhgmup

acul ty: advisors angd: aministmtors coware favuraﬂy with resp_e:t to -

. then‘ onimons about students councﬂs

Hnite there: 15 considerabls agreement betadén these i

two subgmdp

'acu1ty advtsors are. cons1 tenﬂy

'Iess satisfiednwitn the status quo, than are the

admm stratnrs Nn&a,qu, they ure_ Tess




are done in their school, or that adﬁﬁrii;tratlve and

school board staff uant students to haye a say. *

Facul ty ndvlsors g

e more inclined than admnis“
£ trators to hold cmmcﬂ meetings dunng nagnlar

chuo'l haurs

- abéng;:'fhe ’efféct of Ege and g\-ade on membership at
" large. Hnwever, females ou number
g pusitmns, particularly as stiidents" congt] {mé
utives. 1 )
Sex is net a. determmng fav:tor

uh h voﬁci-\‘. opi,
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i . ) ef'fectivel} reducing a student's chance to have N
i . ¥ . v
] direct input into decision-making-processes, and 3 . [

. " to-réeceiye direct feedback about outcomes. . Again,

4 T & . " ths situation miy be aggravating the ~gmwth or.

; . i s
PR Fg ottt % »exis%ence of student apamy 5

Kez:mnme atinns ! ;‘

pmvinne tu ‘achieye theirpotential. They are as fo'l1oys.

1. Considering: ghe mIe educaticn uust play u- fcstenng demcraﬁc W
1 .

societies, all:schogTs. shoutd be encouraged ‘to involve ‘students 1‘n‘: s

:po'litf ali educatmn programs, which,

that students and staffs Share dems

g concem. Th1s shou d be a cvncern of, the vamc a] Denartment of

Edm:atwn.

‘lncreased to' persana1 ize

< dec i king pr

vange frum 1: S‘tu l 10, dependmg on scl
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= .
schools: (see.Appendix. C) offer acadenmic prug;am:s in addition to.

grades 10:and M, i.e. grades 7,-8 and 9, thus’ drastically increas:

. ing student pnpu'lat’lnn, This suggests that students councH

represenmtlpn, at pr‘esent, i5:far Tess than desmad in mos New-

cnuncﬂ

A shnu}d meet

r'Jnr tu these tifed tcr phn agendas careiuny. Thus,

i execuhvas wmﬂd meet st four: times P montb, tvn ce alone,

'and twic’ wi h\ he. nuncﬂ farum. 7 Accov‘dmgﬁ arhcipants' S

) responses, Imst students' councﬂs have an. rregular meeting schedu)e, A

tendvng to meet nnly when —somethmg ‘mpartanf ari ses, .

_Students councﬂ pursuits shou’ld conceﬂtrqte \m deusiun—m ng P

—t

areas whlch are reTevant ta Stu nts' |mtia1 cancerns, namﬂy.

.areas cf nutual’ tuncem fov‘ student mvn]vement expxessad hy the

‘(student and staff suhgroups

. The data disp]ayed in Chupter g 1nd1cates that a new’fnru 15 "

The - i

needed to increase the. '(ia son’ hetw sen st

2 fact that teaéhers, Ain yenera\ had very. 'I1tt1e contact wnh the Tl

students cnuncﬂ is revealed in Tab'le

e, ceachars, far the *




problen actugl1y hindering mnir;;fﬁ1 s:‘udant involvement'in
decision-making supports this conclusion. Perhaps.a fon- such
as Treslan's (1977) “Control Assembly” (see Appendix Q \vbuld meet
] ] ) 3 . the reqmrulents‘

Consideratigns for. Future study_
'Hhﬂe som msurch is. avaﬂahle. the 1dea that studant myu'lvunent A : } Rt

“ih decis(nn-makmg is al gra'l part of the tuta\ educmrml pro- -

cess. anm therehy. a snfaguard to demcracy needs furthe analys1 " P

urther. t.he theory. that participat on ln decisiommking enhances

subordlnates‘ willingness to comly u\th the. dmands of the buruu- 5 i {r. 80

cratic structure As. hrge]y derived from research |n.tne husiness :

-or'ld The validity of the appli:at(on of these ﬂmﬁngs to the ‘s :
“etucational institution needs further analysis: g BELT I

i 2 st.udent apatny and - 1-azur|u, in ‘the mllouum sense, -are real .
3 .mncerns of. educnors. The literature suupnrts the view that this :
, pﬁmu-emn 15'.' 'self-ful filling prophesy!, i.e. the. Tess students
L oare |nvulved Jn neaningful hcisinn—-ldng, the :more irresponsible
"'they become, “and the Tess suff nadm's trust the-. Further ‘study

.- _concerning this theory ui“ }he;requind to facilitate a change:in *:

‘teacher support of shumd.dgbfs!m~§aging in school’s.

Existing 't‘h_eo‘rie concerning methods of student-staff




BIBLIOGRAPHY &

Adans, P.R. Student participation in university government
g alternative model . Unpu 1ished Doctoral dlssenatim, Induna
% University, 1971.

’

a4
i
i
i

" 'Ains of Public Education for Newfalnd'land and Labrador. st. John's,
1974

| DT i

Mexanden WE. und Farreﬂ, JiP ‘,,!tudent Pnrti:1pution 1n Dec\slon‘ P
Making. ~Toronto: Ontario Institute for Studies in Education,,
Bepartment of Educat‘una'l P1anmngr 1975. (Eﬂc‘ N 00062 Sii

A Educating for Anérican citi hip. gton, 5 T
Départment of the Nulona'l Edu:aﬂon Assochtion af the United 5%
-States, 1954. y

A. “Morale for a - free wur'ld. Vashingtoﬁ, D'C.. Depar(:lent’ of, :
the National Education Association of the lmted States, 1944.¢

‘Argyris, C.. Personality and Grganization. Nen‘iorb Harper, 1957

LA szud} of Desired Student Involyenent. Baltimore: Maryland Staté K
Department. of Education, 1971. . (Eric: _Ed 075748)

J.R. Current Conceptions of Democracy.: M Vork' _Buredu/of =
Pubhcations. Teachers. College, Columbia University. 1843, 8

et al. Conﬂict Resolution”in High Scrmls. A Modest
S.P. Bulletin, 1978, 62; 22 S s

Baylé. J. and Comfort; R. :A rationale for stﬁ"dult purtl:ipatmn in
. ze?g: s(on;maﬂng, Iqarov'mg Ca'llege and {verswt,y Yea:hing_. 1914
- 2% 83 g

4 > Bryant, B.E. High schoo'l students 'Inok at Cheir uorld Sciml
L ¥ .. Management, 11971, .15, 33 i

" Carr,'-A. “Student’ partmpauon m cn]lege poHcy dgtenninanan and %
. sa tration... Unpub]ished Doctoral dissertatian. Tﬁchers »’
Colimbia Universtty, 1559.

Ches

no: ive wvermnca struttures in secondury sch u'ls
ournal of Agg'ljed Bebavioral Science, 19737 9, 261-280,
£
R rwhd puwer and student ﬂecl 51
Leadgrship_. 1970, 426, 10. .




i
u
1.

Gorry, J.A: Student ihvol ver \better than student ndifference e

tay, T

84

Coch, L. and French, >R.. Jr. Overunmlng resistance to c‘hange‘ Nman -
Relations, 1948, 1, 512-532. ;

&ﬂem]m. J.  The Adolescent Society; Glencoe, 111. The Free Press,_ .
T 191 .. ¢ g 3

: tew Yo.rk: " The: mnman T

Cnpe, Henry F.: Education far nemocracy'
nmpany 1920,

University Affairs, 196759, 6-7,

s and: Re
Englewoua C'Hffs, N J

trative

Culbertsun, Jihy Jacubsun, BB P
5 g Prenﬁce Hall, s

rela onsh p casebdok

Ind v dual dec1s1
BuHetm ]970

vy . Expmence n Edication, Lundonf Coler. Maa‘nﬂ_lan; 1938.

anney, L,H. The Ser.cndary Phase nf Education.
1965,

Eastabmak G. xSchocl change and the lmplications for_ Students mghts
Iuterchange, 19775 8, .128-142..

Egglemn, Join.S. - The. social. context of ‘the’ schuaT New ‘fqu:
Humanitee's Press, 1967.. 3

Elsmad, Homer: o. Secnnda school student acti vism - Rockvil]e.
- Montgorery. County Publ |c Schodls, 1970

Enghsh, u.- Orgamzing a. M\ddl
Cnum:ﬂ Hasmngcon,

Schmﬂ or. .!urnur ngh Sclmo’l Student v
s NASIS.PL 1972 .

Entmst]e. H. Political’ Educmon 1n a Demucr Y-, CArter Lane. Londo

RﬂutkEdge and Kegan Paul,

Fergusun JE, Dug Pro ss :
o 95 99

Fu'lta. B Seven ‘ways t' nve
.EngHsh Journa'l 1974 53,‘42

e Third; Curriculum—Student Act;
vnpp!eton»(:entury_-‘cvvft's, Tng

. Ameﬂcan Educatwn

v




" - "
i
s
£ &
£ = - ‘85
3 T, . AT s e
Fredenck. Robert ¥, \Stu nt Act.ivmes In hoerican Education”; : «
Center. for Applied Res: in Eﬁuﬂoﬂ, ch New V rk, 965‘

e e
Fr1esen, . Value cl imates. in Canadhn high scmols The.
& Administrator, 1966. 6,1-4,

Fr\esen. D.: -Open Campus:
D 10 6—10

Gamhen Trevnr J
trator;

» Gzhb. JiR.
-.1967,

Gﬂfond,- nenry How to' Run fnr Schoo ffl:e
+ Books, ‘Inc., 1969,

'.—_Gimu;é»T Studmt. Govenment A pnt-en

The mmpn and m Student Councll “Washingtor,.
15.5.P.s A

L : Sl
& g - 3
¥ Glattﬁmﬁké] The swdent as person. Thehrx ‘Into Practic 3 972" <" ¢
VTR Glackean, Tvai B Students sand: 0 aw,  Reston, nrghm :

o Assoclaﬁon of -Secondary e

P Conulsury nise&lutmn and the cmmuy of scho
New York: Vinugu Books‘ 1962, "

a Anﬂnuy M. Clinical innovation and the mental ‘health’ pmer i
ructure: 'A social’ case history, Amriun Pszcho'lagist 1969,
10-1, S

1 Prim:ipals. 1977,

E i as decision-making. In Andrew, Hi'lps
o (Ed.), Adninistrat eory in Educatinn CMcagn MHidwest™
. Administranon cem University

H.;and: Cn'lHns B.
decisinn‘ma Kin




Hage, J., and Aikem -am change and organlla‘tloml _properties:

' comarative lnalysis American burnal of Sociology, 1970; 1,
3 ! 503-519

AL I 3 A Hensan, Kemneth T. Energing Student Rights. * Journal -of Yeacher

E . 7 Education, 1979, 30, 3-34. N

Hemn, J. - Students' -rights: A: pmg\—al !hafwrks The Clean!n‘g‘-
House, 1973,48, 54- 58 5 S

-vHork and tm Haf.ure of Man.:

S Hertxberg

Holt, dohm, 'uow Chﬂdren ran tew: Yo

o nefenEaTFk;ad i

,lnc,

Hook;: Sydney
s Merrill

;-micri; Ivnn‘ Des:hon’l ing, society. Nan York: Harper an 972,

g Jackso:n. F.l: Newhundhnd Sovemgnty and nadhn Cnnstltutwn
g - “John's:j A Lécture delivered to the St \!ohn's Brarich of _the-
Hunnlties ﬂssociat1on,4 Febraary 11, 1981, 2 .

s - Sl rﬂs D. xnd Mercer D A lnveshgaﬂm of "the Rights ind stpnn—
Tl sibjlities of Students in -Arerican and Canadian Public Schools.

¥ i * Unpublished paper presented to the Department of ~Administration,-
:am;h::ggnivers'ty-of ihwfnmdland. St. .hlll s. Hewfmlldhnd.. 3
pr1

ey Jent; H. C.. vatchwrds and citchuords of Benvr.n:y  Phi-Del s Kappa
11966, 48, 3640. |- =

: Jeh!son. C]aradine, et al Imprwing“iearnmg thmugh peer \eader- .
“ship. Phi- mu Kappan, 1975, 59, 560.

Son, Dayid W.” The Social Psychology of Education. New Vork.
Holt, Rinehart, and_ H(nston, Inc./1970.

oh«son._.) F, Studunt councﬂ
;1972 9 5

et potenﬂ 1

D., and Kahn; R.L. The ‘S
York: Nnay. 656

A Kauhan, R Edncmnna'l system planning. Erwlom 4 L"Hffs
k Prentice—lhu, 972.




- taye, . Student freedon and gower ‘as. instrunents. . Educational

“Keiths KM Trie ‘sitent revolution in the seGemes Dambr|d§e, ms'

. Harvard Student:Agencies. Inc 8. 7 -
3 Kl'lpatrw:k Wi, Groip’ ducanon for'a demcracy%! york .Assu:-' iy

" VLeadershlE ¥ l

eith, KM The p a1 and- the student council, ’N‘A‘S.S.P.'
Butiering. 19715 55, 6674,

Keith K.M.. The si

Tent najorfty: ot pmh'lem of apathy and re student
Counci- Hashmgton, Dic.t 19;

ation’-Press,. 194

K'l&eman. R-P Student nghis and Respons1h1l1t195\h§_hington, 0.C.: -
Naﬂunﬂ School Public Relations Assoc"atiuﬂ. 1972, g

‘Lacham‘ E: - The group basis of politics: . Notes:for'a theary/ Anerican
3 .

Political Science Review, 1952, 465 .376-39

Levme, J., and'Butler, J. . Lecture ‘vs. ‘group- decision in chang1ng
Viourk JDurna'I of l\m:_l’hed Pszchn'logy 1952, 36,.29-33
Lewm, K. Stud‘ES 1n group declsinn In D. Cartwright and A F. i
r (Eds. ) pdynamics: *Research and theor
Evanston ni Row, Peterson. 1953

Likert, B, New patterns of management T
.. .Student participation in senior high.school nan A control
i ‘_ET‘Ldassem ym et GaTgary —Un've_srsi':‘y_rc“l‘ca Qary, 1977 -

'.'Hpset, SM. (Ed. ). Student Pnlltlcs New, York Basic Bonks, 'l967~

L‘ltchfle]d, E.H. -Notes on a gene\ra'[ ‘theory nf adm n
dm:mstraﬂve Science Quarterly, 1956 1, 3-29,

mr}e- 1. et als Asuryey of studies confrasting: the quamy of Group
performence and: indiyidial performance, 1520-1957. . Psychological
Bu'l'letm, ]958, 55, 337 372

Lovetetre, J Student mm vement o schoo'l com\tte!s. 3
Bulletin, 1973.2, 2. o .

Neyl’Yark: ~Harper 1954 i o

‘Maslow. A.. Vnt(vahon and Pe\"snnuhty =




|
|
HES

- dniversity press, 1970.

ueedna-\. R.d.:in The Reader' s Digest, Septenber, 1980, 193. ... ) i
“Nolte, M. . Student  rights:: The ’5‘2“ negnf.lah’lﬂ : !

i Farsnns, T. The' School'Class as a Sicial System, In A. W Halsey, o ]
J._Floud, an * s

: mmﬂns, Jerry H. and Sterling

mnes, George £, The Student Comei): o Neads 167 Las” “Vegas,
da: _Pdper presented at the Annual Convention of the lutlonal
Association of Secondary Schiool Prln:tpl‘ls. 1975.

kﬁratl\, E.J. - Should stidents share the Wl!l‘? Fhﬂl&lphia' T:m?le

Hcere‘gor. D.. The human slde of eﬂterprlse..‘ “New York: &:Gritl-lﬂ'ﬂ.

MiTes, R.E.. Humar relations or human resources? ‘Harvard Business .
Review, 1965. ‘3 ]45-154 .

Moore,” renithdntng. al tarnative Mgh s:hools'

levard o 3
Educntiona'l H!ﬂew, \971 42,313~ 350, p

School 'Board Journal, 1971,

‘and C.A. Anderson’(eds.), Education, Economy 5
Soc!etyA Glencoe, I1T.: ° TheFree Fress, 1961. P 434—455. . 4

Peternan, & ' A-place of responsibility: - Whers it ‘worked- both ways. -
NAS. ._Bulletin, ]959‘ 53, 'I-ZZ.

Poner, L.W. Job ltﬁtu&s Ill management.- Juurml of M\ ied -
- Psychoiogy, 1962, 46, 375-384: sy 3
Reimer, Enmtt School i - Dead:. A'Itemat(v:s in" Education. saruen'.'_
- City, New York: ‘Doubleday, N

joai.'n. Derocracy: ~ The mnteworary theories. ne-mi:’nher'm.

Will{ams Jr. " Student Activities in -
the Innovative School. Hmnelpﬂ'l‘ls. Minnesota, -55415:  Burgess,
Publishing Co., 1969; :

Scharf, P. derocratic school as social currh:uluvl. m'gwsmu s
< - Journal, 1976, 60, 17-25. - S v
Shiheen‘ Jo Anne. Cottage Lane: A ‘student. govemment program thn

.. vorks. social. Fdication, xgao, 44,.387-390,




* SiTberan;
1970,

Smith C.6., -and Tannenbnum, AS. Drganiza'thnal “control. strictir :

'Tannenbaum. A.S.7 Control in orgamzahons~ Ind1 v(dua1 adjustment C i

Shaw, ‘M.E: A comparison of -individuals and sm.m gri’ups in tpe
rational.solution of, cwrpleszpmb!ems. h\erinun Joumal

'Psychology, 1932, 44 49] -5 %
LCrisis in the c]qssmbm. New York:' th,age Baoks

- Simpson, | AR. The custmﬂans of western democracy Dévuni’Eng]anﬁ:

The DevnnsMre Press, 1968

o A -comparative analys\s. Numan Ke\ations, 1963,} 165, 299-316.

sr,ory, M L Tuuacard a renewal of. culture. 'NJ\,S'.‘S‘P; Bulletin, -,

Student cuum:ﬂ nandbuu Reston, Virgin'& 1975."

Student’ 'Involvément Surve Hash!ngton, D.c.! <Distrlct-o : CoT umbﬂ: .
bl fc:Schaol 5. 1973. - gy

Student Struct:res- mving Toward Student Gover'nment Hashingtm\, i
+ NAS.SiPy ; e

Swartz, Runald. On gmnting academic freedum ta students High .
School. ‘Journal, 1977. 61, .70-9 . B

i ‘Taba’, Hilda® Curchlum Develnpment - Theory. and Pmchce. Nevg'

York: Han:ourt Brace; Jovanovich,  Inc,, -1

L 7 i
Tah:on. £, ‘Student council volunteers uvercume apathy Elearing
« “House, -1973, 47, l83~‘l )

v

and-organizational performance.- Administrative Science guar‘tgrlx

Y1962, 7,°236-257. ,
Tannenbaum, A'S. Conm?]‘ in n[ganlzatione, Hew York: - McGraw-Hil1,
1968 Sl

=

Tay'lnr. B. Is Citizenship Education Obsu'le
eadérsmg, 1974 31, 4467449,

Treslan, D.L. A cnns{deraunn of relevant assumpﬂnns “undef’ ying an
ideal - senjor Mgn schaol govemance structure The mrninn 3
Watch, 1980, ]

&

% Edwcational *




2 ,»Tresian. D.L. Identiﬁcatinn of mnagement cnnstructs Tﬁé I'arning:

d Tresnn, .D.L. “Toward:an: iden sen(or h1gh school mvemance T

Willingy M. N., et al, ‘Schools ‘and ¢ o demcratlc society. Nen‘Yo;‘

Match, 1980, 7; 20- -26.

: ’Tresian. D.L. - Studént paruupatinn in’ senfor Mgh school - gnvernance"

+ A-gontiol assembly mode'l. Calgary: University of ca'lgary, 1977

Tres!an, D.L. The contml assemﬂy- An aaninismtive al temative
n’Canadian _senfor” high 'schools.. .The Commonkizalth Cmmcﬂ for.
Educatiunn'l Adm!nlstration, 1979, T6,.10. "

structure. The N1gh School Journal, 1979, 6

flew York: ™

“Ulch; Robert. Fundamentals of dmn:rat\c education.
2 Amer"lcan Book Obmpany. 1940

Ungar; Susan. students Rights av\d Responsihiﬂtiss. Taiynto
 Gage. Pubnshing. Ltd., 1978

Weber‘ The theury of socia'l and econnlﬁc organizatlnu. GIeivgﬁqe,
Jnse Free Press, 1947, s

uarper ‘and Bmthers, 1951 | e

Wittes, S. People nnd Povep. Avm Arbﬂr' UnWErsity of Mlchigan
Press, 1962.

Novsfold, VLA philesophlcﬂ justiﬁcatinn for chﬂdm s Mghts. :
r‘vard Egucational Review, 1974; ‘44,142~

Zacharius, Jd.
evis:

and White, G. Requirements. for major currimﬂum
School_and:Society, 1964 92, 76672

e




3 b - Bl
Legend: S - Student.
: T - Teacher
AP - Assistant
7 prinétpal
P - Principal .~
- Departaent.
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(frun Treslan, DLy student Pa
governam:e' - A control assembly model.
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FRREn 5 S0 March 4, 1981
5 . : ]
Dear 3 807" # i

gradiate student in the Faculty of “Education at

a
Memorial nniversuy, 1 am interested in examining ‘the extent to -

which students within Senior. High School Students' Cowncils
participate in decision-making. Dr. Frank Cramm; Head of the
Depa

rtment of Curriculum and Instruction, ik supervising: my work
3 E -

in this regard.

presently seeking the ass!snnce of Senfor High
School Princlpals in this endeavour. -Schools which have Students'

Councils will .be forwarded a questionnaire. to be completed by
fuﬂow!ng personnel : 5
Prlm:Iya] or Vice Princlpalf Fa:u]ty Advisor;”
Students' Council President and Secretary;
2 Stydents' Council members at large; and
“4 menbers of the student. body. 3

€ -your school has a Students® Councti, ‘cqild you
assist ‘me in this project? Please check the appropriate “box
on the form below, clip, and return via the enclosed envelope

the

2"

8

at your earliest convenience. Thank you f&¥ your co-operation.

Sincerely yours,

-

My schon‘l n|l1 participate.

* My school is- unable to plrt1c|pnte since we: have no

Students' Council.
My school has a Students Council but we do not ui sh

" ) urtlcipate.
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< HPPENDIX C ’
Listof Schools Participating: in RN Rt .
Modified Student Involvement Survey. ‘ /
5 " Integrated Districts | Lo

Vinland: |

James Cook Memorial A11 Grade
Gunner's Cove A1l Grade

‘Mary's Harbour. AH Grade ¥
Pistolet Bay A11 G

Harriott Curtis Coﬂeglate (7~ 1\]

Green Bay:

Harbour View Acadeiy (3-11)
Cape John Collegiate (7-11) - &
Dorset Collegiate (7-11),

. Terra Nova:

Camanville A1 Grade

Dover A1l Grade

Holy Cross Central figh (7-11)
Fog-Central High (9-11

- Gander Collegiate (9-11

Misgrave Harbour All" Grade
Centennial Central High (7-11)

ﬂx D' Espoir:
King Acadeny Central, High (7-11)

Straits of Belle Isle:

St. Augustine's Central High (711)

Canan Richards Central High (7-11)

* Deer Lake:
Hanpden Central High (7g)1)

Exploits Valley:

" Botwood Sr. High (10-11)

Buchans Public High (7- n)
6.F.A. Regional High (9-11)
W. Bramwell Booth Memoral (7= n)

=

)
. TA. Lench Femorial Regfonal High'(9-11)"

* Holy Trinity Centra) m?n

Bonavista-Trini ty-Placentia: = - s
Cabot Collegiate (8-11

Clarenville High (8-11

Random Island Integrated (K-11) ;
Musgravetown Central High (8-11). !
Bishop White A11 Grade 3 4

Port aux Basques: : : Lo
St. James Regional High'(3-11)

Avalon North: ' \

Ascension Collegiate (9-11)
James Moore Central High (7
St Paul's Central High (7-

t. George's Regional High

Persalvic Central High
Jackson HWalsh Central High

ﬁ_":.,\_..

Burin_Peninsula:

Fortune Collegiate (8-11)

John Burke High (9-11)

Pearce ‘Regional High (9-11)

St. Barbe.South:

Holland's Memo rial. Central High (7- 11)
Jakeman Central High (7:11)
Conception'Bay South:

Queen Elizabeth Regional #igh (9 1)
Avalon Consol's dated:

st. Boniface Central High (7- 'I'I)
Mt. Pear] Central High (7= H) ; o\




s o
PO ]
7 )
FO e v -
= w, £%a =7
. 4 R N
N »
VEg, o 3 Inugrl!ed mmms (tnntlmﬁd) : .,
.- -~Cape Freels: “Labrador Ea 3
: St. Augustine's Central High (7-11) .Goose High (9-11)
. lester B. Pearson CEnm] High (8-11)  Amos' Comenius Mezrla] (K- 1'I) 5
" ~ Jens Havew Memor (K-H) J
R84 . Ramea: L3 o
g o T * ' st.-Boniface Centra] High (7-11) . - Librador West:
: . . : ) Pen(hek High (7-11) .
4 “: Bay of Islands-St. George's: = . -Smallwood mllegiate (K-H)
-Herdman Colleglate (10-11) g 4 < s
Stephenville Central High (7-11)
: c {0 2
! O :
b S : Poman Catholic Districts 8 i A
Lo -Humber-st. Barbe: Ky Placent fa-St. Mary's:
Regina Sr. High (9-11) Our- Lazty M. Came! Central- High.
* . Presentation Central High. (7-11) 3 7
S Cabrini Central High (7-11) .= Fatima Cenem High (7-1). - o P
- ‘Mavier Central High (7- 11) S --Enright A1l G 3
~foncallf High (7-11) : dume Nerorist - 61 7
! . - ¢ .Ann's Central High (811) !
: - St. “John's: 3 ’
v <t Edarg's pegional on (), BaLSt. George:
B 3 © St. Kevin's St. Joseph's High (8- 'Il)
Brother Mce Boys Higﬁ (9-11) - Assumption Central High (8- 11)
Gonzaga Boys Regional High (9-11) mlmger Memorial High (8-11)
Holy Heartof Mary Hegiovuﬂ High (9-11) g »
- holy Trinity ATl Grade _ Ferryland:
: Mobile Ceffral High (71
‘M Stella Maris Central High (7-11)
Bishop 0'Re: gh (7-11)
o . Suphen s ngh (9-11) 3 Labudnr- 7
¢ : : - Our Lady Queen of mce (K.n)
% Lonception Bay Centre: ¢ " Labrador City Collegiate. (7-12)°
Roncalli. Central H'Igh (7-11) G Lady of Labrador AT1 Grade
" Explofts-White Bay: b Ban Peninsula: .,

- :St. Pius X High (7—11) : e SE Bernard's Eentru'l H(gh (7 ll)




Ralph Laite mnegiau (7-11) 3
A “Painer coulgmqu-n s
-: Vatérs Punuoosm conegme/ (7 I)
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CAePENDIXD U & - “
St\i&nt Thvolvement Survey . - i

* I.wish to know what you &Wink about your Students' councn

and
your opinion about the role &f students in making dedshms that affzcc 3

. H ou have conpleted thig- questionnaire, seal it i
vided nnd give it to the Mncﬂnl Thank you fnr ynur o

General Informations AR T - LI

Students only should complete pan As Fu:ulty Advisors.part B,
and Adninistrators part.

e

., Place an "X" in the apprupr(ate spaces:

Male - Female'. . Students _Council Pres|dent »'

Studem.s Council Secretary .- Stidents' Cemcﬂ Member
~ .(other than an officer)

Nnt a Studen!s Council l\pber

Part B: - Male \ . Femaie
“How many. nad)ers does. your gtude\ts Cnm:ﬂ havez. " -
List the executive positions of your Studmts Council..

PartcCy . Male . Femald i
: LT :

‘How ‘many gnda ten students are in yeur schoo1?.
. 'How many grnde gleven students are in your school
‘Is your 'schoo - all boys? .- +- all girls?

- co-educational? . : 5 e b e

Is your. scmﬂ -al grade? . - regional high?

- central high? - ot




" 3. Does your students

‘. before or after school?

15.° Are.you told about what happens at students'
s ngs?

o ¢ B 3

Part'1

swer the. following by placing a check 1in the oulu of your choice
for eigh-question. (In tMs questionnaire students' éouncil and student

governzent mgan the same thing.)

1. Is therea schedule.far your students’
council meeting:

2. (an Stidehts who are not students “.council
members attend council meetings?

council meet durIng
regular school fours?

1 meet either

* i mn't\
- Yes'  fp . Kuow
R
L —

4. Mes. ‘your stidents' counc,

5. Are parlumgntlry procedures (Roberts' Rules
of Qrder) uSed in" the students' council .
meetings? 2

6. -les each homercon (section) !\ave at least
--one representative on the students' council?

7. Des the teacher, principal, or-other school
staff members choose the students' council?

8. Do students vote for studen®' council
rs? -

9. If you are not electef to the students'
council, can you parficipate in i€s meetings?

10. Are/ ng grades required to becom a member
of the studeﬂ!s' council?

11. Does the teagher, principal, or other staff
menbers choose the students’.council .
offigers?

12.° ®all students vote for the students' council
' officers!

13. Do only students' council members vote for
students' council officers?

14. .Do teachers (other than the council édvisor]
@ to the council meetings?

. ~council meeti

16. Do you know ahead of time- what'will be

dISsted at the students' council .meetings?




Can you make. sujgestions about What, \dll
* - be discussed at the stmts council e
meet fgs? R

_boes ‘your students': council call special“ ol P wfeg

or additional meetings?*

. ‘How often is your students’ comnci T
" %cheduled to meet? (check. one) * 2

[ TOnce a week? - e s
[ Two times 3 sonth? - SO 7%t
i i o [-]1 Once 2 month? — . 4 .
i s 7 14 Other (tell when) R - : ~
s o 3 "7 20.° What does your students' council do? (For eu-ﬂe nhat kinds of -
-3 L activities, schol terss._fssies, concerns)

L4
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A Part I {

T~in the column which indicates your feeling abouf each que:
s

Give YOUR OPINION on the fn'l'lo\ﬂnq questions. by nlaciﬁ a cl’n:k \

Defin- |1 tend | I teid| Defin-
0 Stely |t |t |dtely
2 Yes |think | think | No
: s ] not
5
1. 'Sho teachers and principals
attend students' council genngs7 N

Do you think that you get enou,
mfuuauon shout Studants comnetl |

lcﬂvihg

Do yoT" think'it 1Zﬂ|morun! to
have a students® Council? -

! 36

o

‘ Does your students' council dea’l
with mtters you think are
important

Do you think that students' council
decisions are taken seriously by
teachers, principal, and other
staff members?

6. - Are you satisfied with the way in
which your students' council
members are selected?

7. Are you satisfied with the way in =
which your students’ council &

officers are selected?

Shou]d passing grades be requlre
become a member of the students' f. .

co uncﬂ

9. Are you interested in" your
students' council activities?

10. D6 you think other students are .
interested in your students'
cnuncﬂ activities?

0. Are you satisfied with the actions
taken by your students' council?

712, . Do you think students in your
school have a say about how things

are done in your school?




"Should studerts get course credit '’
_for being a students' cmmcﬂ ¥
member?

bo you ‘think’ your students
council. meets often enbugh?

' Do you. think yolr students
coungil meet‘ngs should, be npen
all’ stu ents?
Should your students" cuuncl .
meet ‘during reqular school’ hours?,

* Should your students': couficil®
meet either before or after
school? 2 ¥
Do’ you thirk that teachers want
students -to- have a:say.about how
things are done in this schooT?

-Do_ you think ‘that principals and”
‘vice-principal's waht students to’
have 'a ‘say about how. things ai
ne in' your school?
Do you ‘think that ‘the ,superintendent,
and 'his’ staff, want students.to have.
.a say -about. .how thlngs are” done in
this schoun
'Y you think that students shou]d
have a ‘say.about ‘the ‘following:'
a; fextbook selection ¥

- Pefii-|1 tend’

itely
“Yes think

so

I-tend
to
think

Defin-
itely
+ No

not

b. subjects offered . -

* co-curricular acEivities T

tudent

~c:

“"&.. student d(sci Hne
e
f

. rating of teac ers - .

. rating of grlnmgu S,

~h rating.of: course:
i..school safety anH secuer

. J dress code

- teaching methods - LRI
1. des1§n oE sc?nn BuT §!:§s LGy
% m. cPass: schedulin R

n: -student ‘rights




‘students shuuld ave. a. say:.

_r.g_'_i_—l_i_nncgal selection ¥ NPT ST
s.teacher selectjon = % N "

Tz

ol g B ‘-‘, Rk il 2ok

~ 101

. W Defin- | I' tend l‘teﬂd Defin- |.|

itely to itely
Yes | think th\nk No
3 ¢ < so.| not
(continued) ou-think that "+ f. " 3 5 D

about: the. fn‘llavnn H
n. student res ansibxlit{es

ﬂ Eer eiEr selection

t.-5chool board act1v1tles

-u. superintendent’s z

. actw‘lties : o'

‘From the hst in numher 21, wrlte, in rank order, the three wnlchv y
“are most. important to Yo AR

1.7 " i E P

Llst the'. ymhlems ) at your‘ school that you think keep

(Hr(te on back if wore: Space is needed

any,
* students’ from having-a.sayin how thin?s are done 'in this. schco1 R
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