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4 g S ABSTRACT . - g . >
- Educators have become aware of ithe influence of

. various outside factors on instrumental ‘programs in public

schools. In this study four factorsi Socic-economic level,

of parents, family background in music, interest of close

friends.-in- instrumental school music, and general music -

éroqra.m in early grades were selected and their xelationships

to student partlclpatlon in extra—cur:lcular 1nstrumental pro-

grams examined. The- general purpose of this reseédrch was to
identify and measure distinguishing cHaracteristics of three
groups of students: Non-participants, short—term, and -long~
term partlclpa(zf? in existing instrumental programs ot
" Eleven schools under the Roman Catholic School Board
for st. John' s, Newfoundland were chosen for thls study. The '
’ sample used cdhsisted of 162 boys and girls ran‘do_mlg( selected

fxom a group of 624 students. . et
six serles of structured questiong were used fcr "
gathering data from students and parents. Students were ’
interviewed in school, whl].e information was secured from
" parents by means o\f\ telephone interviews. '
The testxng of the first hypothesis xevealed a

dlstlnct positive relationship be tween socld-ecohomlc level

of parents and student participation in extra—curncu‘la:

.instrumental programs. 5 . E 2 e




In testing the second hypothes}.s, 1t was found that

ﬂstxumental ‘training of nfothers, (2) Lnstrumental
‘tranung of fa ers, (3) mothers' continued usage of 1nst:u—
“mental skillg, (4) fathers' géntinued usdge of instrumental- '
skills; (5) evidence of active instrumental musicidnship | -
“oiver two gensrations, and (6) listening preforence of family
were positively associated with senduit participation in‘. )
1nstrumental school programs . i
The testing of the thzrd hypothesm revealed a cu.mu-

lative effect of the factors soclo—economlc level of parents,
family background in mugic, 1nterest of close frlends in
1nstrumsnta1 school mus:Lc, and general music proqram 1n early
grades on partlcxpatlon in extra—curncular mstrumental

programs. ¥

In order to identify d_tﬁanﬁ‘gn‘g characteristics *
of each partlclpatxng group, profiles were constructed by
‘1J.st1ng high score percentages obtained on seven variables,

) following the inclhsion of “two additional variabies: ‘Ercour-
agﬁment recenfed by students to join such programs, and’
‘exposur‘e “to musical training through p'ri.vate lessons. This
resulted 'in the identificat‘ion of several chax‘acteristics of
each of the three groups.

Multiple regression analyses yere carned uut to
detemine therelative effect of each 1ndependent varlable

"on student particfpation in  extra- curricular 1nstr\m\enta1




proérams ‘-It was - found Ehat the variable."General Music

ngram in Early Grades was relatively unimportant,as ¥

'determ.\nant of student pa-rt:.clpatxon. . The. iinding’s' indicated

‘that' the most important vanahlas ‘were “Interst Lof Cldse

Fnends in Instrumental School Musxc, and "Enceul:agement
Recelved by Studen\:s. . 5 "

The ev;uience. gathered in this study strongly suggests

*’-hat the home envlronment ‘and the peer group are factors

.whu:h greatly 1nf1uence stident behampr thh regard to’

ex&ra-currlcular instrumental ,‘progra.lns. Ed\lcatorﬁ should

therefore give the due’ amount of attentxon ‘to the social

Aenvxrcnment to which prospect}ve or’ act_\ve mstrumental

',.student; are exposed. Several recomendatlons were’ made by, -

the authéx.
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v CHAPTER T ) . :

e . THE_PROBLEM s

To ensure the full utilization of existing educational

us , must conti dsly detect, mze, and"
eva‘luate factozs which appear to J.nfluem:e such programs
J either posxnvely or négatively. The ~knawledge gained in
thls way 'will be helpful to admlm.strators and teachers in- o
theu: effdrts to make ex1s1:1ng programs ‘more benefl'clal ‘to

the st:udent: population. i Thxs research was desaned to .

_inves gate the social or situational detemnants of student
behavxour with regard to instrumental music.' The genenl
purpose oi ‘this study was to xdem:ify and meas\u:e d:.stm-
guishing cha'racterlstics of three groups of stpdents. ’ non-
participants, short-term, and long-term participants in
'extra—(_:_urricu].ar instrumental programs. -
: . ) »

I. BACKGROUND TO THE PROBLEM' -~ . g9 €

" The last two decades have witnessed. &, rapid grwth *

nstmmen;.al prog:ams in elementary and secondary pubhc

schools in many parts of North Amenca, and_the educati.oxeal

value of Lnstru.mental traxmng is now widely recogmze

Recently, many schools in la:qer urban areas of 13
Newfoundl,and have made great effqrts w ntroduce such =

progranms. Havihg taught :msf_tumenfal achool mus.u: in




R Vs . i n & A
P Newfoundland for a number of years, ‘the researcher has’ become

0 .
awar'e of two facts. Fixstﬂly, existing instrumental programs

reach d’ greater number of students from hlgher 1ncome than .

from lower lncome famxlxes. Secondly, the drop- cut‘me
N durlng the first two years of J.nstrumental training xs rathex
.high. 'Ihe end of the second year has proved to be a cruc1a1

0 % - point. Experlence has shown that very few students dis-

continu&:in the t[urd year or thereafter. % B, w

_Educators in Newfoundland have become aware of the

- influenge cf certain outside,factors on instrumerital ‘programs

in puhllc schools. The 1nfluence of the social setting and

T the home environment Ltself have -6ften been d1scussed. *

N b

¥ .Furthemore, musxc speclalxsts are noy in general agreement

that early exposure to music is extremely important for .

further musical development of the Chlld.
e N _7 * There are a great number of “factors that must be -
scrunnized in order to gain better understandlnq of N

behav:l.oral dlfferences exhibited by students with regard to

,&wstrumental music. - Some ofrih factors which received an

recent years have been

. 1ncreasxng amount of attention in

. : ’ selected in this study for further investigation.

IThe rnformatxon obtalned from instrumental teachers
assisting in ;he preliminary survey of this study fully
supported thxs contention . e

7=

Y

B2 4 : o2




P

II.. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM . &

The major aim of this study was to:identify the
relationships between selected factors and student non-
partxclpatlon, ‘shcrt—texm, and long-tem\ partlclpanon in

extra—éu:ncular 1nstrume£tal programs in eleven selected,

schools under ¢be jurisdiction of the Roman Catholic School

Board for St..John's, Newfoundland. The following factors, "

were selected: socio-economic level of parents, family

background in musit, interest of close friends in instru-

mental music, 'and the general music program in early grades.

Speclflcally, the study aimed: g
1. 'ro determine “the relationship, between the sooio= . |
_ economic level of parents -and student non-

participatic‘»n, short—tefm, and long-term

~ pﬁrticipation in instrumental programs;

2. To determine the relationship between family
’backgxour}d in musicvandl student non-participation,
short-term, and ]:ong—tgrin participation in )

' 1nstrumenta1 programs; % .
3. ,To' determine the relatiohnship between the lnterest
'of close. friends in instrumental school music’ and
studen(:.npn—participation, shesrtesy, wnd doNgs &

term ‘participation in instruméntal,programs;

‘4. To determine the relationship between the general



. i 4
music program in early grades..and student non- M
= = ., participation, ,shoré-tem, and long-term . |
. 4 =

participation in instrumental programs. ' Wy,

. E III. SIGNIFICANCE OF,

HE STUDY, :

5 i - 8
dy Newfoundland is currently making great.strides in .
i % y

upgraéing educational programs. It was .felt that, at this

stage, a realistic appraisal of both the possibilities and .

the limitations of teaching instrumental music i’n public’

J l, L schools is of‘ i’mp‘or‘tance. : !

Y . . The cbservation that certain sections of the school

& popuiatiop are .le'gs involved in extra-curricular inétrgnnengal _’

. programs has bacgme a matter of concern to school authorities.

“ Furthermore,:‘thg dropping out of students from gxisting
prograns creafies’a waste of energy and. material means.

Studentp’ cease to develop their potentials before they

,’ reach ; étag? where.theéir musical baékgrounds, vbecome'
) beneficidl for their future lives. ’

Theé fact that no related research had previously
been carried out in Newfoundland ‘and the possibility of
providing 1n§ofmation useful for diminishing apparent
problems wartanted the ‘execution of this study .

o
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IV.' TERMS AND OPERATIONAL DEFINITIONS )

(Extxa-c\ax ciflar Instrumental Program ' Ay
This term refers to a school band or school orchestra

program with voluntary participation.

' School Band ‘ . ¥

This term refers to the typical @)anizatim{ of wind

and per ion in which is structurally similar to

the .standard concert band.

School Orchestia

> 5
This term refefs to the typical organization of

-+ _ string, wind, and percussion instruments which is structur-

ally ‘similar to the symphonic orchestra. i

Non-Participant '
This term refers\to a student who had been asked to
state his interest in a beginners' program for instrumental .

music and had responded negatively. : . s 9

Short-Term Participant "
This term refers to a student who had been accepted .

for participa{ion in an instrumental _progr‘am but afs-

\ -~ i

continued within the first two years of training.

Long-Term Participant 3 ; - ¥
This term ;efers~}:o a student who remained in an



instru_ment\a‘:l program fok a period 1on’ger than two years.

B Economic Level of Parents | CH .
&2 The occupatlon of the student's father was used .as

the indicator of the soclo-economblc level of the parents..
Informatxon was secured by means of personal interviews.?

" .The Occupatlon lndxcated was ass;gned a numerical rating

Suggested-by The Plishen Socio-Economic Index Scale.?

Family Background in Music
This factor was designed as a multi-facet variable,

and contains several components:

. (1) It refers to whether or not a parent had.beén exposed

to instrumental training. This information camhe from Section

1 of Question Series E.

. A >(2) It refefs to the frequency of usuage of acquired

musical skills in adult life. 'This information was secured
e :

from Section 2 of the above mentioned Series.

(3) It refers to the interest of parents in music as =
listeners.’ This-information came from Sections 1, 2,-and 3

of Series F.

2Copuas nf the six Series of Questions used in. this
study fo: ion from and parents
are conta:med in Append:.x D. . 4

3see Appendix E.



= L

.(4) It refers to the family background in nmsic over two -

generacmns by includim}r_he ents. -Ii tion

secured from’ Sections 2,_and 4 of Series E was transformed
L p

ixi(:_c scores !q the use of ‘The Two Generatiqn.-Musical Back-

ground Scale." " . - d ¥ B
-8 ' .
Interest of Close Friends in

: Instrumentai School Music

c_lose friends refers to peers with whom a student

il
spend§ most of his time outside the school. A measure of the
_interest of close friends in 1nstrumental programs was ¥ .

obtained from Section 1 of Series A.

Genera‘l Music Prégram in Early Grades

General music program refers-.to classroom music - .
teachmg whxch is part of the curriculur and involVes the
,music specialist and the classroom teacher. Eatly grades
refers to Grades K = 4. The information for this variable

was secured from:.Section 2 of Seriés A.

( V. DELIMITATIONS

It should be noted that this investiqatxon was
ccnfmed to ‘students in Grades 5 - 11 in eleven selected

schools within the boundaries of the c:n:ynf St. John's,

+ “See Appendix F. . - PN
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‘Newfoundland -and under the ‘jurisdiction of thé Roman Catholic'
School Board. Secondly, long-term records were nét avallahle.

Identlf:.catlon of research subjects had to be made from

-records which covered only two school years (1970-72). -

Thirdly, personal variables which give an indication of
individual musical talent were excluded from this study. It _~
must be assumed that-bielogical and non-biological factn.rs

are interrelated to' some degree, which suggests a cautious

interpretation .of findings.

VI. ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT

Chapter I hag identified the problem and indicited

its jmporténce} .Cﬁapter II Vresents a reyiéw of literature

related to this study and introduces three)hypotheses.

Chapter p % 5% 5 COntalnS an outline of the procedures followed

m conducting this LnVeStlgﬁtlon and 1ndxcates how the data

were treated. Chapter IV presgnts ;e}tatxsucal analysis

of the data collected. The t\estlng ‘of the stated hypotheses

- is followed by profiles of participating'groups and the

‘measuring of the relative importance of selected variables

as determinants of student behaviour. The final chapter

' gives the summary, findings, conclusions, and recommendations

of this study. 1



‘CHAPTER IT - -
s F i
RELATED -LITERATURE AND HYPOTHESES

“ The first four sections of this chapt.er contain a
short review of the literature which pertains to {tie pain
- variables of the stated problem. The finad section 'containS'
three hypotheées that were proposed for tesf:inq, and which

in part were derived from the afg;rementioned literature.

Dejager studied the process of music socialization in
Eurépe and America and cpx;cluded tt_lat‘_ schools seem to be less
effective and importalﬁt in this process than' educators would
like to believe. Students attending schools bring with c-ﬁa,mv .

attitudes, aspirations, gxpectations, and skills which are

. largely socially determined. It is his opinion that influ-

ences exerted from factors ou/tside the' school are often quite

important determinants of student participation in music

programs. I’ ’
v In.reference to the sodial" aspect of music, Glenn,

McBride, and Wilson state that "music as alsubject and a fine

art is a social invention," and contend that each cultuke i

1H. Dejager, "Musical .Socialization and the Schools,."

Music Educators Journal, LIII (February, 1967),.pp. 39-41,
-I08-11.



_This implies that; as far as music is coficerned, thbre are no

‘socially determined. : -~

Several investigations have shown that different

_values and specific preferences are related to socioreconomic
s

-levels in our society.? Music is not. an isolated cultural

phenomenon. It is part of the total life style of a social

class. The findings of such people as Hollingshead;" . ;

‘Toffler,’ and Whitehill® have revealed two facts. Firstly,

. / .  y
2Neal E. Glenn, William B. McRride,, and George H.

Wilson, Secondary School Music: Philosophy, Theo: and
Practxce ZEnglewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentlce-Hall Inc.,

. 1970

3see for example: W. L. Warner and Paul S. Lunt, The
Social Life of a Modern Community (New Haven: Yale UniverSity
Press, 1941 erbert Hyman, "The Value System of Different '
Classes: A Social Psychological Contribution to the Analysis
of Stratification," in Reinhard Bendix_ and Seymour Martin
Lipset (eds.), Class, Status and Power; A Reader in Social
Stratification {Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1953),
PP, 426-42; Richard F. Lason and Sara Smith Sutker, "Value
Di. ferences and Value Consensus by S conomic Levels,"
Soc:.al Forces, XLIV (June, 1966), pp 563-69.

\

"August B Hollingshead, Elmtown s Youth (New Ycrk'
John w:ley s°Sons, Inc., 1966).

-SAlvin Toffler, The Culture Consumers: udy of
Art and Affluence in America (New York: St. M.att].n s Press,
1964 P =

6Charles D. Whitehill, "Sociological Conditions Which
Contributed to the Gtowth of the School Band Movement in the
United States," Journal of Research 'in Music Educatxon, XVII
(2, 1969), pp. 179-92. #



1 o ' n
aifferent social classes attach more or less,importance to.
muslc in general and, .'econdly, d:.fferent soclal‘ classes set
up their own speclflc norms as to what is "good" or "bad"

music. B

It is not difficult to link such evidence with the
posltlﬂn each social class l"/olds Wlthln soc1ety. The
problems of the lower classes  often tend to be ~short-range
.and basic, like providing for the ma‘terial‘,thin'gs necessary
» for day—tq{day living. Only when a 'certain-level of income
>i’s reached ‘can people shift their at‘tention from quantity -to
quality. Participation in music, actively and p‘assivély,
depends oh one or both of two'thingsi money and leisure

time. Both are more. likely to be found 'a.JnQng the upper

- classe’s. This point of - view is "held by Kaplan who refers to,,

a national study“and states tha(: proportwnally more
musical partlcxpathn is found among executlve, professmnal
and white-collar ‘occupational gz’?ups than among wage ¥
earners."’ . * s ' 3 ’

There is generai agreement that individuals “vill
engage in musical activities on a voluntary basis only if
-such activities are S\fited to their own musical taﬁte.
Schuessler, who supports this view, ghows i one of his
COSRPUIY. SNPSRSN. S——

7Max-Kaplan, Lelsure in America: A Sodial Ingui.
(New York: John Wiley & Sons; Inc., 1960): pp. 73-74.




studies that persons of different occupational levels exhibit’

3 : 12

| differences in musical taste.® Toffler links aesthetic taste

in ‘general with level of education.? Farnsworth looks at, the
question of musical taste differently and stresses the impor-

tance of musical training for, the. improvement of taste.!0 If

'this view is linked with findings of a study conducted by

B

Grough and Reeves, indicating that children from high income
families receive more musical training outside school than
their less foru'mate counterparts,!! the cumulative effect of
the above mentloned factors bécones. obvious.

" It is gsnerally accepted that chlldren in their early
years are greatly influenced by the ylews held by theif ..
parents. ‘Therefore, as Kaplan points out, the first and
strongest model for the development of musical attitudes, is

provided by the home.12

8Karl F. Schuessler, "Social Background and Musical
Taste," Amerlcan Sociologigal Review, XIII (June, 1948),
pp. 330-35. « '

SToffler, op. cit., p. 46.

10paul Farnsworth, Mus:.cal Taste: Its Measurement
and Cultural Nature (Stanford California: . Stanford
Umversu:y Pre,ss, 1950), p. 63.

“James R. Brough and Martha L. Reeves, "Activities

of Suburban and Inner-City Youth," The Personnel and Guidance

Journal, XLVII (November, 1968), p. 211.

12Max Kapldn, Foundations and Frontiers of Music
Education (New.York: oIt, Relnhart : ana wxnsuon, 1966),,
TR P s



: arning by Imitating Models

P Edward Hall developed a theory of culture communi- . -

-' cahon whxch has been given a great deal of attention. He
cla.\med-that in the process of rearing children, parents,
communicate with their c}:ildre.n on three cultural levels:
the formal, ‘informal, and technical. . The formal level of
culture is learned by the child through precept . and
admonition. Parents stxess the rights. and wrongs, what is
.proper ‘and what is taboo. - This part of culture is usual}_y
accepted without eMallenge, and E:hanqes whi}h affect asp’ects
on this level églﬁe extremely slm;ly. Surrounding Flne core of
the formal level is the informal. ~Here the child Tearhs
through imitation jma ‘observation. Info‘rlul levels of
culture are usually out-of-,awéxene‘ss. 5:111, when cultural

values absorbed on t.hxs level are challenged from other

1nf1uent1a1 groups, a bm.lt-xn defense lnechanxsm vn.ll cause a

_‘person to resist ;_uggested changes. The third level of

) _culf:ux‘e is the technical. - It is transmitted by way of formal _
or institutionalized education. Here innovations are
accepted with greater ease.’ Hall claims that cultural change
usually takes place in form of a complex clreular process.
The direction'jv.‘s from formal to informal to techf:ical to a
new formal levai; This accounts for the fact H{at _cl;anqes in



- SR s v oeu
behavioural patterns are uguélly rather slow.!3 !
'Hallls theory “was used in this st’udy’as a vratigx;‘a‘ie'- .
Lfor H:‘:‘omparing family background in instrumental music witl
studqrit participation or non-pérticipation in instrumental
P programs. There is reason to believe that’teaching music on
" the technical level.can be  more effective, if music had
previously foyntﬁce on the 1nfomal °level. Children
Y with parents actively involvéd in ).nstrumental muslc may’

accept this behav1oura1»~pattern more readily through informal

K—\Qxlture Eransmlsslon. 5

. Influence of Peers e
Students take great'pride’in achievement in actzvlnes

highly valued by their friends.l® Music educators are fally,

. aware of the J.mpcrtance of peer group influence. GlennL

McBnde, and Wilson state: —

Students in our bands and orchestras ‘have a’ number
of -reasons for participating in the instrumental
program. ‘They desire to learn to play well, but they
also want to develop skill in order to_gain acceptance
from their peers and xecognxtlon from teachers and
parents. Social recognition and acceptance are
important motivational forces. in music.' Music par-
ticipation of any kind is never static, but— is always
a dynamic form of social behavlour.‘5

% -

”Edwatd T Ha_;LL “The Silent Language (New York:
Doubleday and Company, e 19597, R

T4ames Samiel Coleman, The Adolescent Society (New
Work; Free p:Zss, 1968) . ! =ESTN

15¢1e , McBride, and Wilson, op. cit., p. 40.
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© Kandel and Lesser conducted a_study of peer‘qrous

influence on educational ‘plans and concluded that "the
2 e

influence of peers increases with the intimacy 6f the

friendship."!® It can be assumed that this also ébblies' to
; -
peer influence on aspirations in »musim " R
=

arly_ Exp_osure and Musical G:owth

. Educators dre aware that a certain amount of musrlcal

“aptitude is necessary for a s‘tuden‘t with the ambition to,

* become”an mstzmgntahst. Without it, he will ﬂi/l to re%cha
a performance level}which proves satlsfactory to h: mse‘f,“ﬂ'is

parents, -and his tfacher. A.study by Bergan has shown that’
5 el 2
students reaching only a comparatively low standard are

potem:lal drop-outs. In the, summaxy of his investiga}.ion he

states that slxty—two per cent of the drop-outs were
w17

classi,fled_ among the weaker pla}ers in the grm‘:
‘Casey conducted a similar study and his findings

revealed ,that one of the four main factors related to student

.
= drop—out in 1nshtumental programs was the inability to

7,

16penise B. Kandel and Gerald S. Lesser, "Pareptal
\and Peer Influence on Educational Plans, of,Adolescents,"
merican ‘Sgeiological Review, XXXIV (April, 1969), pp. 213-23.

//rfal Arthur Bergan, "A Study of Drop-Outs in
Instrumental Music in Five Selected Schools in Michigan"
_(unpublished Dpctoral dissertation, Michigan State University,
“1957) ; cited in Dissertation Abstracts International (Ann

Arbor: University Microfilms), 18, No. 1, p. 115.




achleve a satlsfactox‘y level af pexfox’me\m:e.xa

. i There is growxng support for the ‘view _;hat musxc,al
o

%8 aptitude is a product of 1nnate potentLaI and early e?vi:cn-

-mental’ 1nfluence. ‘As Horner puts it:
' Whilst thé evldence in support-of *s theory of the f
untralnabllxty of musical ability is inconclusive, '
" there is a great volume of research data which - |
*indicates that considerable changes can be brought . .
about by environmental factors such as socio-economic
status and formal (:raln.mg prccedures.19

To suppcrt his statement, Hoxner po:.nts to a study by
Kllpatrlck which shows a strong relationsh@p between the'

slnging ability of pre—klndergarten chlldxen and thexr ‘socio-

* economic ‘background.2?, Horher also quotes a study by

Reynolds which gives indication of the iniportance.otf the -
- musical enVironmént in the home for "musical awakehimg" of

“‘George James Casey, Jr., "A Study of Instrumental
‘Musi¢ Drop-Outs of the Moline (Illinois) Schools" (unpublished
Doctoral dissertation; Colorado State College, 1954) , cited in
Dissertation Abstracts International. (Ann Arbori University
lcrolemsf 25, No. 9, p. 5317. . B b )
19V. Horner, Music Education: The Background. of
Research and Opinion THawthorn, Victoria: .Australian Council
«for Eﬁucatlona Research 1965), p. 31. e,

. . 20y, c. ‘Kilpatrick, ['The. Relatmnsmp Between the.
Singing: Ability- of Pre-Kindergarten Children and Their Home
Musical Environment" (unpublished Doctoral.dissertation,
University of Southern.California, ‘1962), cited in Disser-

' tation AbsStracts International (Ann Arbor: Unlversxty chro-
fiims), 23, Np. 3, ‘p. 886.




pre-school children.?!

Tonal perceptlveness is an important factor 1n \ » %
muslcal aptitude. Dejagdr maintains that. the ‘critical age

for the development of tonal pérceptiveness falls betweer
the fourth and s‘ixth year. 1Inhis opinion, if this pe¥iod is

not properly uunzed, further development w111 be hampered 22,

B = Gordon comlnents on recent longitudinal studles ~which

xndlcate that musical growth slows consxderably after the age
N s .

of nine. He states: 1

.. these dz.vergent resu’lts may be attributed to the

fact that leve.Lof musical aptitude is influenced by % *
early exposure.to music, but after fourth grade or so,

. 'ultimate' muSical .aptitude is.well defined and

impervious to.practice and tra:mmg.“7

’l'hls melles that where both family and school

neglect to Erovlde suxtahle experlences for musical growthgsa
. + student will be handicapped by the time he reaches elementaxf

. #°school, unless his innate potential offsets his disadivantage. -
» N : : u N

‘$tatement of Hypotheses v B B
ot =5 - ' The related literature s\:ated so far in this chapter

- suggests a relationship between the factors sslected for- this

: 21George E. Reynolds, "Environmental Sources of |
. . Musical Awakening in Pre-School Children" (unpublished
Doctoral dissertation, University of Illinois, 1960), cited
% in Dissertation Abstracts International (Ann Arbor: University
s & Micraﬂlmsé, 21, No. 5, pp. 1214=15.

22De;ager, op. cit., p. 41.\

t
23gdwin Gordon, "The Source of Musical Apt;\.tude,
Mus).c Educators Journalg LVII (April, 1971), p. 36. .

. \ 5
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study and.student non—vpa‘rtivci‘pation, short-term, ,and long-
‘seem participations - )

’ The followmg null hypotheses were therefore proposed .

for test:mg- L k
1. There is tne:sgxue degree of probability for students
wlth a high’s‘acio-ecox'\omikc backgroundv and students”

. © with a low socio-economic background to join an

‘extra-curricular ins trumental progtam : . %

2.’ There '15 the same* degree of probabllxty for students
with an extensive ‘family background in music and
students without ;su‘ch background to become long-
term ‘parf;icipant's. ’ . ' . A

3. There is ho cumulative effect of the factors éccio—
&coriomic léve% of parents, family’ buckgrouna in .
music, interest of close friends'in instrumental

school music, and> eneral music program in early

N




’  CHAPTER III E

# . METHODOLOGY, SAMPLE, AND DATA CZLLECTION

. » =

This chapter describes the procedures followed in
conductxng the investigation. Separate sections deal Wwith
the sample, the.instrument, and the collection and treatment

of data. .
I. THE SAMPLE

%\s’ stated i,.n C):apter I, the general purpose of th].s
study was ‘t‘bNidentify some distinguishing characteristics of
three groups of students, namely, rion—participant; , short-
term, and long-term p‘a_rticipants _in ‘e‘xtra-'curzicular '
instrumental programs, and to establish relationshiyg ‘between

their social and situational factors and their musical

behav:.ou::.
The first task was to identify students falling into
one of the three categories and to select a random and a
suitable number of sam.ple sl;.hjects. éuch a samplegis ‘not
representative of the student population in Newfoundland.
Students who, had never been asked to par(:lclpate, as'well as
students whc wanted to participate.in sm:h programs and. were
not accepted, were not included in the sample. Students who
were still active but who had not.yet completed two years in

the program were also excluded. The defining characteristics
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of, the final sample permit us to generalize our findings to

' the population of each of the three kinds of participants

. under investigation. This is, we will not' make statements
either about the general student population in'Newfoundland,
or about the musical background of a selected subgroup of
that population. Rather, this study will permit us to make

) statements about the Probable musical behavidux of students
with a given set of characteristics.‘ For example, we will be
able to conclude with a certain degree of confidence, the '
probability that a student with little or no parental
encouragement will stay enrolled in an instrumental program
for more than two'years. ‘We cannot estimate how many -
students in St. John's or Newfoundland there are with this™’

characteristic.

L The eleven schloals \uﬁder the Roman Catholic School
. ' Board for St. John's weré chosen as the focus for this

research because combined, they had the largest concentration
o of instrumental programs in Newfoundland. Furthermore, the -
’éombined ehn‘:llments of these schools repregentéd a
gppulation with ‘2 wide range of socio-economic status: - &
list of participating schools is presented in Appendix H.

A preliminary survey conducted in February, 1972

revealed that, at that time, 391 students were partici;‘:ating
actively in extra-curricular instrumental programs establishéd '

in the above ‘mentioned schools. Music teachers were then
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- asked to gather numbers of identifiable long-term and short-

term pa.:'t_i.cipanf_s from records of the concurrent and previous

“Yschool year. This resulted in the ddentification of 116
long-term and 76 short-term.participants. Similtrly; 432
. - students in Grades 5 and 6'had been asked to indicate their

>xnterest in instrumental programs and had responded
. . Ineqatively. It was felt that the number in the 1ndxv:.dua1

groups sufficed to conduct a mean%ngful investlgatmn and, the

Board wa’s approached to grant.permission éur th; study.
g Approval’ was gra_ncéd, a;xd. alphabetiged lists of
stude“nts for each of the three groups under investigation
were compiled. The sample subjects were then selected
rén;omly. Or.iginally,’ 55, students fx;om each group were
selected for participatim;. 'Thi_s number was large €énough to
permit reliahle’ statistical manipulétion of the data, and was
_small enough so.that the résearcher was able to cénduct
personal interviews within ‘tihe time constraints under which
he was working. In three césés, perm’lssicn t:r‘)’interview the
student in school was refused by the parents..- As a result,
the final number of respondents in each group was as follows: _
non-participants 53, short-term partlcipants 54, lcng-tem :
participants 55. (See Table I) .
Singe eight of the eleven’ target schools were all-

hoy schools, the fnajorxty of the sample su.bjects were boys.



o . . . J
=T L B, - TABLE I
. NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN POPULATION
AND SAMPLE BY GRO!
I " Available— ‘. Students - \)P-arental Final
_Sample Group Cases . Randomly Refusals Sample
! Selected LR Size
- Non-Participants 432 o' s 2 53
Short-Term . &= v . *
Participants .76 . 55 X, .54
Long-Term . ' o g
Participants 11 - 55, S 0 .55
| Total - 624 - 165 162
X ]
-
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Table II gives the nﬁmber of boysgjand girls in each—of the

three sample. groups.

i TABLE II °

THE DIS-TRIBUTION OF ?OYS AN'D GIRLS IN PARTICIPATING GROUPS

’ Sample Group' * Bays - © Girls } ~’L‘J::'ta1 X
Non‘vParticipargts v 42 33 ° 53
Shcft-Tem «
Participants 44 10 - . 54 v
Long-Term ) 5 e :
PAtticipants - 47 8. 55
’ .

Total © 7133 29 162

In the study by Casey, mentxoned in Chapter II, no
significant diffe:ence was found between the behaviour of
hoys and girls regardxng short-term and lang-tem participation
< in mstrumental school brogxamé 1 ;\lthough the number of
girls in “the samp).e was too small to test for meaningful sex
dxfie:ences, we felt we could safely assume that the sex

distnbutlon of participants in this study had no- bearan on

? N
@

the findings.,
Slnce the opportumty to join instrumental programs

in schools usually concurs with the entry into Grade 5 or

gt o oy .
lcgsey, locy cit.
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Grade 6, and beca‘use programé’are carried through to.Grade 11,
thé ages of the sample subject ranged from ten to seventeen
years. Table III glves a percentage breakdown of, age
categories by sample groups. ihe virtual absence 6f non-
participants and short-term participants in the higher age
.categories resulted from the fact that long-term departmental
records were not available. However, this did nof‘: affect

this particular research project.

IT. THE INSTRUMENT
: Six series of sfructured questions wet/e used to
solicit information fr[ students and pazents\? The student
questionnaires were administered per§ona11y by the authar,’
! while information was gathered from parents by means of’
telephone 1nterv'xe,ws. While the questlonna).x‘e protocol was
strictly adhered'to, consideration was given -to the age

range of tl'ge_participants. As a result, slight wording

changes may have occurred, but in no discernible way did they ,

seem to affect the quality of information gathered. 4
Question’ Series'A was directed to all three types of
vsample subjécts: non-participants, short-term, and long-term
participants. These questions were designed to qain
J}n’formation conc’erning the interest of close' friends in

2see Appendix D.
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" TABLE IIT ' :
SAMPLE GROUPS BY "AGE
(Per Cent) 0 .
'
d ' Age-

. Sample Group ) ,' 10 11 12 130 14 15 16 .. 17
Non-Participants .~ 52% 8% 57% 228 ‘oz . 0% ‘0% 0%
Short-Term < . ) ¢ .
Participants .. 48 62 ‘. 20 . .23 6 11 0 0
Long-Term . ¥ . . : ] )
Participants 0 0 - 23 65 94 89 100 100

Total 1008 100% 1008 1008 100%. 100%  100% 100%

(v=21) . (N=53) (N=30) (N=23) (N=16). (N=9)

((N=7) | (N=3)-

‘Total Sample (N=162), °

sz




instrumental ‘school music and the typé of general misic
. program the student was exposed to in early qr’ades.‘ Series B
was specifically directed to the non-participants, Series C
to the short-term, af-fd Series .D to the long-term participants.
Series E and F addressed the parents and were designed to
gain information about family backgrou}\% in instrumental
music and the intex_:est of parents in msic as listeners.

The decision to use personal interviews was made for
the following reasons. Firstly, experience has shown that
both the response rate and the quality of usable infoma_tion
obtained by this method is comparatively high. This, sub-
Sequently, proved to be the case in this study. Almost all
persons who a‘gre d to participate were later contacted and
provided the request:zd information: [The refusal rate for
participation, as indicated earlier, was less than'two per’
cent. Secondly, this method lowers the probability that
questions will be misinterpreted by respondents. A personal
interview provides the Cinvestigator with the opportunity to
‘make clarifying comments. This was felt to be especially .
important in this study where the majority of the students

in the sample were age twelve or younger, and where the study

dedlt with music and its special terminology. >

III. COLLECTION OF DATA

In May, 1972, the Superinfendent of the Roman Catholic



School Board for st. ‘John's was contacted and ‘permission '
sought £rom him o conduck thé study. ‘A copy of this letter”
is shown<in Appendix A. Permission was granted after the
request had been tabled at a Board meeting. The letter of
reply is contained in Appendix B. A létfer was then sent to
all parents concerned, asking permission to interview the
seleoted students in school. A copy:of this request is shown

in Appendix C. The signed letters indicating parental ai:p;wal

. were returned to thé school office. Thé principals of )

participating scll.ools were asked' to arrange schedules for -
student interviews. These were individually held in full
pr’ivacy. ‘At the completion of the interview, the student was
asked to indicate suitable hours for contacting parents by
phone. Telephone interviews with parents were usually held

the following, day.

+ IV. TREATMENT OF DATA

The information gathered during the interviews was

recorded 0;1 specially prep«;red answer sheets. Answers were
..then coded, t:anéferxe‘d “to intermediary shéets, and punched 7
on I.B.M. c.:r.ds. For coding the occupation'._of the head of

the family, the Blishen Scale v;avs use:{.3 This index -assign§

3Bernard R. Blishen, "A Socio-Economic Index for
Occupations in Canada," The Canadian Review of Sociology and
Anthropology, IV (January, 1967), pp. 41-53.

\




a numerical value. to 320 occupations, using the 1961 Census

X» . of Canada information to rank occupations.. The scores are ¥
' § based on the percentage of males in each occupation whose * -.

income was reported to be $5,000 or over during "the pr‘ecétiing

tvelve month period and the p who had a at
> n least the fourth year of high school. "A copy of the Blishen '  °
* scale is com:alned in Appendlx E. 5 o v

‘The facllltxes of The- New oundland and Labr;dor
. Computer Services were engaged to conduct the statlstlcal
analyszs. , The stat;stxcal Packaqe for the social suences Eo
Progtam JSPSS) was used fd;astatlstlcal data, processlng.

v " For the testing of stated hypotheses, frequency B §

dxstrlhntxons and multivariate technlques, xncludlng cross=

tabular arialysis and multl.ple regressxon were used.

e . “Norman H.'Nie, Dale H. Bent, and C. Hadlai Hull,
Statistical Package for the Social S¢iences. (New York:
McGraw-Hill Book Company, 19 P




< GHAPTER'.IV

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS ~ %

The first three’'sections of this chap:ér deal with
\'.he testxng of the- hypétheses stated in chapter II. The

\:rw:mn contaxns prof].les of the three participating

groy the final section describes the results of two

multiple regression analyses designed to find the relative

effect of each independent variable on student participation

— .
=% »_‘W instrumental programs'. . -
< R I. THE TESTING OF HYPOTHESIS NUMBER ONE
A review of selegted literature dealing with social o
i influenceg on preférred musical experience suggested there
was a relation'sh’ip the soci ic ba of
o o
students and.their part].clpatlon in extra—'currlcular . Ed
e N 'J.nstr.umental programs. In view of” this, the followan null’/
hypothesis was proposed: ) E 5 v
"

s Hy 1. There is the same degree of probability ror X .
—
5 students with a high socio—economic.bgckgromd o€
G and students with a low socio-economic back-
ground to join an extra-curricular instx&menéal
e \ program.. - : . "
. several strategies v:'ere' employed in an Ze»f,fort to test

this and other hypotheses. Included among these were: :



percen.tagé MAistribution of categorizeci socio-economic index
scores, Goodman § and Kruskal's Gamma, ! and comparison of

sample gzoup mean scores, including a .t-Test for the deter-

nificance. " = 3

Slnce ‘the first hypothesls deals with the probablllty

mnatxon of" Statlst.l.cal s

of joining 1nstru.mex;tal progran(s, ‘the scores obtalned from

. both groups.of participants, ushort—term and long-term, were

¢ombined. and’ compared with those of non-participants. The

~— .—sample scores, . ranglnq from - 25 09 to 75 57 Lndex po:mts, were

groupeﬁ J.nto six categomes andﬁcross tahulated. .
.. Table IV, shows the percentage distfibution:of Blishen

Scale socio-economic index scores of non-participants .and’

part:tc].pjnts. An examination of the figures from low to high.

socio-economic :mdex categm:les reveals a; percentage drop for

non-partlclpants, with percentage figures for part.u::. ants

increas:mq accord).ngly. Ha].f of the students falllng into

each of the two lowest socio-econcmic categorles were. non-

,partlclpants, and half were partxc).panl:s. In sharp® contrast,”

%" only 12 per ‘cent of the studen‘ts fallxng into the two thhest

soclo-economc categones‘were non-part].clpam:s, while '88 per

cent were participants. The. percentage. figureés show a

.. 'eo A. Goodman and William H. Kruskal, "Measures of.
Association for Cross classlﬂcatlon " Journal’ of the
 Bmerican Stat. XLIX (December _1354)"
Bp. . 732-64. s s
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} ? ¢ - TABLE 1V, . . . [ a
-~ PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF BLISHEN SCALE SOCIO-ECONOMIC INDEX . - - * . :
'SCORES OF NON-BARTICIPANTS AND PARTICIPANTS :
o B . T Lo
S Nt
e . : 50 Inde’x Category: ! % : o o L "
P Sample” Group = "
© Below v E, m © ' nbove i
: < 30 30-39 , .40-49 50-59 ©60~69 .~ 69 I
Non-Participants: = 50% 508- 378 2% 12 e L0 0T
' Pérticipants “u 80 50 .63 73. . 88 88 e 2
- Total “1008 1008 1008 1008 - 1008 /1008 - .
' (N=16)+  (N=26)  .(N=38) (N=44)- (N¥=17)
N 158 - . ) : o LAy
CNA 4% i : .. . v oy
Total 162 . § E A = A, 4
= 3 e, \
Gamma + .43 i S i w5 \
*Four students in the samﬁle were institutionalized orphans. - Socio- . 4
economic index scores could therefore only be obtained from 158 students. . R
. ; . - \ \
is - 3 b L
Ve g L



positive association between the two variables under con-
sideration. For thepurpose .of comparison, it was of
fonsiderable interest to determine the actual strength of

this association. Goodman's and Kruskal's Gamma is a useful

0 | .
statistical technique.fot determining the strength of

¢ o . . o
_ relationships between oxdinal variables.? With this tech-

‘nique, the existence or non-existence of a relationship-

. between given variables can be expressed by a single figure,

the gamma coefficient. . The higher the gamma coefficient the

e

' ] , .
stronger the relationship. A gamma coefficient' was computed

from the frequency digtributions indicated in Table 1V and
found to be-+.43, showing that there is a distinct positive
association hetwean the two variables under consideration.
A gamma coéfficient can further Be interpreted as a
per cent meastxe of error .reduction in the m\xtual’pred’iv‘:t-
ability of two variables.® In.other words, a calculated
;;annna coéfficient indicates to what degree a prediction

based on, a_.revealedirelationship can be expected to be

correct. beyond the level of chance.' Tq give an example, let

2pean J. Champion, Basic Statistics for-Social -
Research (Scranton, Pennsylvania: Chandler Publishing
Company, 1970), p. 220.

31bid., p. 224. . . o

‘“Andrew M. Greeley and Peter H. Rossi, The Education
of Catholic Americans (Chicago: Alsine Publishing Company,
Smerioang. 5 s 2 n

1966), p. 80. e
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“us assume we have to predict the socio-econo;nic backgromd of
each individual in a ra:ndomly Selected sampl_e of participants
in instrumental programs, and we always predict the socio-
econemic index score to be 50 or above. We will be correct
43 per Gent more of the'time than if we had rélied on the law
of chance by flipping a coin. ' )

Table V presents the means and standard. deviations of -
Blishen Scale socio-economic index scores of non-participants
and participar‘nt& As previously mentionedv, the total sample
scored ranged from 25.09 to 75.57 inde;( points. As Table V !
ind%cates, the mean score of non-participants was found to be
43.1 as compared _to 51.7 for participants. A one-tailed
t-Test for independent samples resulted in a t-Score of 3.87,
indickbing that the mean score difference betweén these sample "
groups is statistically significant at the .0005 level of

f_\/cgnfilience. 2 R z

All measurements used for testing the first hypothesis
suggested a rejection of the stated null’ hypothesis. _Finding
demonstrated a distinct relationship between the stated
variables, thus supporting the contention that students with_w
a hiqh»ﬁéo:io—economic background are more likely to join % ’
extra-cu;x‘icula; instrumental programs than students with a

low socio-economic background. '



( 'I‘ABLE V

MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF BLISHEN SCALE SOCIO—ECONOMIC
INDEX SCORES OF NON PARTICIPANTS AND PARTICIPANTS™

Sample Gzou§ ’ Me.an Sta#é\ard' Salf\ple t-Score Level of
- Score Deviation Size " Significance
- )
Non-Participants 43.1: 11.7 51
3.87 . © - .0005%
Participants 51.7 13.7 107 .
™. N
. !
N 158 * "
Taxx .
Total T62 % R

*A t-Score of 3.37 is neéded for the .0005 level of s:.g'm.f).cance.

**Scozss could not. be obtained from orphans.

ye



II. THE TESTING OF HYPOTHESIS NUMBER TWO

Theories and findings of related studies stated in

¢ Chapter II suggested a rélationship between family background

in music and student participation in extra-curricular
instrumental programs. The follbwing null hypothesis was

‘therefore proposed for testing:

. Ho 2. There 'is the’ same deqree of probability for
" studdhts with an extensive family background
in music and students without such background
to become long‘term partlclpants'
i, The. hypothesxs was operationalized by select:.ng and
focusing on the fo}lowmg variables:
- instrumental training of mother
- inst#nental ‘training of fither
- mothei's activity as an instrumentalist
- father's activity as an instrunentalist
= number of records -and tapes in’ the famly _— '
- number of classlcal records and tapes in the' famly
\ = lxstenmg pre:erence of family .

- evidence of active musicianship over two generations
,(parents‘ and grandparents) . %

The Variables Determining the Instrumental : -
Background of Parents
Infomatlon regarding t—_he relatlonshlp between .in-

strumental trginlng £ mothers and student participation in

v




/

" : ) 36

instrumental prolg:rams is presented in Table VI. The ﬁcﬁhers
of long-term pax_ticipants were more likely to have had -
‘instrument:al‘ _tx;a_ining than either short-term or non- -
participants. The ‘figures are 44 per cent, 38 per cent, and
16 per cent respectively. Also, non-participants had the
highest percentage of mothers with no training.r

Table VII shows the relationship between the instru-
mental ;rainin_g of fathers and student'participation‘)Again,
long-tem participants were most Likely to have fathers with
instrumental t‘rdining’. However, Tables VI and VII also show
that the percentage differe;xces. bgtween lcng—ierm and short-
term part‘icipants are relatively Vvsmall. it ;hould further
be noted that a much greater number of mothers than fathers

received instrumental training. Indications are that there,
L

* is .a stronger association between instrumental training of

mothers and student participation than between instruméntal

& . Cy
training of faghers and student participation’, as demonstrated .
by the two calculated gamma coefficients (+ .42 for Table VI

and + .28 for Table VII). . ®
: In this study, a parent was classified as an active

instrumentalist if the interview revealed that he or she

- played an instrument at ledst once ‘a week, Parents who never -

received an instrumental training or did not continue to ‘use

their skills in adult life were classified'as not active.

Table VI. gives an anaiyéis of the relationship between -



= " dmBLE VI -, : 8

PERCENTAGE OF MOTHERS WITH AND WITHOUT INSTRUMENTAL
TRAINING BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS .

Students' Mothers

Sample Group B B
. Without With

¥ “ Ins 1 Instr s PR
«Training . Training
. : 7
Non-Participants 44% & & 18%
' Short-Term - =
Participants v B 29 38
. .Long-Term : . . @
Pattlc).pantls . 26 . & |, 4 C
Total \ i 998+ - “100%
(N=86) (N=72)
N 158 T
NA . d%* . A ,
Total 162 , : ¢.>

Ty ,
Gamma + .42

*Does not equal 100% due to ‘rounding.

**Data 'from orphans unavailable.
8 g wp
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< TABLE VII LI
’ PERCENTAGE OF FATHERS, WITH AND WITHOUT INSTRUMENTAL "
- TRAINING BY P)\RTICIP}\TING GROUPS

Students' Fathers

Sample Group - 3 ST
g  Without With
- Instrumental . -Instrumental
. Training . Training
Non-Participants . LT 18%
' Short-Term
Participants .« 32 . 37

N Long-Term . .

Participants - 13 45
Total - w008 T 100%
/ - (N=131) (N=27)
N 158 - ’
NA 4%
Total I62 % ;
o

Gamma + .28

*Data from orphans_.unavailable.




B . TABLE VIII' ’ 3

PER CENT OF MOTHERS EOR EACH CATEGORY OF STUDENT .
PARTICIPATION WHO WERE CLASSIFIED AS ACTIVE "
AND INACTIVE INSTRUMENT}LISTS

_Students' Mothers N 9=
Clasgified as

Sample Group

. : . . Not Active . Active |
Non-Participants Coaes 7%
Short-Term . Y
Participants . L35 . 24 .
Long-Term - 5 .
‘Participants 27 £ 69
o2 N Total . 100% 1008 :

. (N=29)
N 158 o s
NA | 4% @ . e g =
Total 162 .

; ™

Gamma + .69 : N
) s s # .
F : *Data from orphans unavailable. Y.
v
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mothers' continued usage of instrumental skills and student
particigation. By far the largest percentage of students
whose mothers were classified as active fell into the category
long-term participants, i.e. 69 per cent as compared'to 24 per
cex;xt for short-term and 7 per cent:for ‘non-participants.

. In Table IX; which reports the relationship between
fathers' continued usage of instrumental sk’ilisr ahd,student
participation, the trend is hot quite as esplicit, although
the data clle_arly' support ‘the hyp‘othesis. A fairly high |

percentage of students whose fathers were classified as active

. fell into the category long-term participants (53 per cent),

but the percentage for non-participants is higher than for
short-term participants (32 and 16 per cent respectiwely).
The difference in calculated gammas (+ .69 for Table VIII and

+ .21 for Table IX) again demonstrates a much stronger

association between mothers' continued usage of instxzumental
skills and student participation than‘between fathers con- d
tinued usage'of instrumental skills and student participation
in ‘extra-curricular instrumental programs.

The VaAébles Determining the Interest

As indicated in Table X, there is little evidence that

the families of long-term participants own moré records than-

families of students'in other participating groups. There is

no distinct positive trend from non-participants to 1orig—terq\v

@ b



a

TABLE IX

PARTICIPATION WHO-WERE CLASSIFIED AS ACT
AND INACTIVE INSTRUMENTALISTS

PER CENT OF FATHERS FOR EACH CATEGORY OF STUDENT

IVE

Students' Fathe:
Classified as

rs

-Sample Group

¢ " Not Active Active

Non-Participants: : 32% . 328

Short=Term, 4 A

Participants : 35 16

Long-Term K s .

Participants ¢ *°32 53
“Total 998+ 1018+

(N=139) (N=19)

N 158 -

NA 4x%

Total - 162" P

Gamma + .21

*Does not equal 100% ‘due to rounding.
**Data from orphans unavailable.

-
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« TABLE' X .
NUHBER OF 'RECORDS AND TAPES IN FAMILY :
BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS™
"'.:5 (Pex Cent) ,
il
Numerical Category of Records’
. and Tapes in Family
Sample Group — :
g 5 or 6-25 °  26-75 76 or.
less | nore
@
. bl =
Non-Participants 29% 208 36s . 3le
Short-Term
Participants 24 43 39 26 "
Long-Term )
Participants . 47 29 25 - . 43 .
motal. %  100%- 1018% 1008 1008
i (M=17)  (N=21)  (N=59) - (N=61) - -
x i
n s , .
e
Tctal 162
’ Gamma + .05 a
€ *Does not equal 100% Que to rounding. o

**Data from orphans unavailable. gt

. § .




of students ir

. 'Classical or Jazz Misic.

- 43
participants, which. is expressed by the.iow garima coefficient
of + .05. ’ o

Table XI shows the relationship betvje‘en the nu;l\ber of
classical records and tapes.in the family and student partici- .
patién. Tﬁe figures reveal that non-participants dist.inguish
themselves from the other two groups in r_he highest numerxcal :
category (25 or more). None of the students whose families
owned twenéy—five or more classical records or tapes fell into
the category short-term partlclpants. However, therv; is very
little dxstlnctxon between shatt—tem and long-ternu partlcl—
pants in ;:h;s particular variable. It will be noted that in
the hlghest numeucal category, the percentage stated for.

short—tem partlclpants is higher’ than the one for long-term

participants (53 and 47 per cent xespecnvely)»

The Statistics in Table XIT indicate that the families

each of the three partxcxpatlng gzoups show

defarences in regard to ﬂxe type of music preferr_ed. The

calculated Chl-square of 10 78 indicates that this-difference,
!
is s‘tatlstlcal],y sxgm.f:.cant at t.he .05 level of confidence.

e
TH& 'percentage figures in this table’ su i Ebat"faml;es of

non-participants are more likely’to prefer Rock Music.or
Country Western and, secondly, that families.of long-term

participants are more likely to prefer Classical or- Semi-



SR R 4 . | B " '
s i g 7 5
o " Mg . 8 % &
4 e o 5 44

; RE L SR e ' TABLEXI W 8
NUMBER OF CLASSICAL RECORDS AND TAPES k:
. N FAMILY BY PARTICIPATING GROUES :

4 1 o ¢ P 3 pde © ol (Per Cent) %

- Numerical Category of
‘Classical’ Records -and - i
B Tapes in Family AR T % 4

-4 or i, 25 0r

. less more” 3
[Non-Pdrticipants' . " 38% ;
' ghort-Term P e *
Parthxpants 9 .32 ¥, .
¢ S T LE el = .
Long—Tem i s 2 s w4 " .
Participants - 7 .30 e AT .
% ~ e B S ie, T At s
“ . Total -, '+  101%* .}’ 99y v
' (9=98) (n=41) - K .

“**Four parents were . unwillxng to supp],y» 1nformat).on~
. data from orphans’ uhavailable .
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' TABLE XII %
g b 2 %
LISTENING PREFERENCE OF FAMILY
£ _BY~PARTICIPATING GROUPS o & o 5
. . u T
! (Per Cent) . - . -
. '?ref’erre_'d _Type of Music ' T
Sample  Rock Music Folk Music Classical =~ Row
.Group . ¢ or Country or Musicals or Semi- Total
& Western or-Light = . classical . N
- Listening or-Jazz .
Non- . . = f
Partlcxpants . 55%, 27% 18%
Short-Term - i o : °
Participants - 38 | 24. .38 - 100%" ;-
5 . (N=50)
s vy T :
Long-Term . )
43 26

articipants: *

32 42

N 152°

NA 10%
Total 162

Chi-sgaufe = 10.78 (4 af); p:> .05)

*SJ.x parents J.ndlcated no J.J.Sten].nq preference, . .
data’ from orphans.unavailable. . - -
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The Two Generation Musical Background Variable .

This vanable was introduced to f:Lnd out whether or’
not there is evidence that ch:.ldren are more ptedlsposed
toward 1nstrumental programs in' the schools if mstxumenta‘l

music was part of the family tradition for more than- Dne‘

generat:.on‘ The Two GLneratlc\n Musxcal Background Scale was © |

used for measuring thzs vanable. ,The matrix from whxch the

scale was built, and the scale itsel® are contained in

Appendix F. "

. i ¥
The percentage distribution of the calculated. scores

is presented in Table XIII, and there is evidence of a
vrelationshi_p between family tra@itiq_x)finﬁnsf:rume%xt.;l music °
and student, long-term participation in instrumental school
programs. Tt will be noted, however, thut the numbef of -
students falling into the two high score categories is rather

small. . Combine§ they represent only 14 per cent of the total

@
“sample population.’ The relative strength of the zelatlonshxp.

“Detween active mus;clans'hxp over two genexatlon_s an‘dvdtuden(:'
participation in instrumental school music’ is expressed-by
‘l‘jfhe calculated gamma coefficient ‘of + .36.

) In summary, _various aspects of family background in
music have been examined. ‘statistical analysis uf‘ five
variables'designed to determine-the instrumental background
of parents, .as well as the instrumental family background

over two generations suggested the rejection of the second




: . TABLE XTII
- 2 "
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TWO GENERATION MUSTCAL :
BACKGROUND SCORES BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS
A i N
3 Score Category
" Sample Group _' - = —
Ly 1.33-1.66 1.67-1.99 2.00-2.32 +2.33-2.67
Non— . - :
Participants 398 .25% 18% 0%
Short-Term i !
Participants . 35 . 39 o180 0
Long—Tem il « &
Participants 25 36 1 160,
Total 998 * 100% 1018* Loos -
! (N=99) (N=36) , (N=17) n=6) -
8
NA q** ¢ g
Total 162 .
» J Y

Gamma: + .36

" *Does" not 4equa1 100% due to rounding.

**Data’ from orphans unavailable.
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null hypothesis. Thus, . we support the contention that
) students with an extensive family background in music are
more likely to become long-term partw).pants t those vzu:h—

out such background. A comparatively strong positive
relationship was found betweex; mbhers moiive as instrumen- '
talists and student long-term participation in_instkume‘ntal
pmgrams. No evidence was found, however, that a greater °
number uf records or tapes in the family, either classical cr
7non-—classlca1, can be associated with student long-term
participation in instrumentil prograné. The Zesults of, the
examination of these two variables do .not suppo’rt an alter-
native hypothesis. On the other hand, some evidence was
found to suggest a positive relationship betweer; flemily
listening preference (for "more" or "less sophisticated" types
of music) and student participation in-instrumefital programs.
" This elso supported the rejection of the stated null-

hypothesis.

III. THE TESTING OF HYPOTHES}S NUMBER THREE

As stated in bhapter'r the ‘general purpose of this
study was to identify and measure distinguishing ShaBagter.
'xst:.cs of three groups of students. Individual relatxonsths
between yar:.ables, as well as the intra-relationship between
their com.b:Lned effect and the dependent variable had to be

estahllshed. The following null hypothesis was therefore .



s JF pmposed for testing~ ' :
“6 3. There is no camnlative effect of.the fabtors
soci c level- of v fa;jnily back-
ground in mus'.{c, in}:erest of clo‘se 'friend§ in
- 7. '" * instrumental school music, and general music ;°
program in early grades.on non-participation,
K S short:term, and long-term participation in X \,

L : " instrumental school programs. &N

) Infoz;natisn pertaining to variables that, so far,
have not been treated in detail are presented in Tables XI¥-
B XVI. Table XIV shows. the association between‘the Js’oc‘:io-

economic level of purents and the degree of student pattxci-—
pation in instrumental programs. ‘Long-tem partxc:.g?am:s are
more likely than either short-term or non-part‘t’cipanf.s to
. , come from hxgh socio-economic backgrounds. The f‘igu’res
Lndxcate a definite positive association between these two
vaziéhles.‘ The relative strength of the relationship is
expressed by the calculated gamma coefficient of + .32. I’t

* will be noted that the percentages fo: short-term and long-

term participants are disnnctly differgnt in the three index .-

i catsgnr:.es ranging from 40-69 zndex points. By far the
highest per c7£ of students with parents in the 50-69 index

categories were long-term participants. In the two lowest
»

(below 30-39) §s well as in the highest index category (above

69), ‘the dif these two groups were

R



1 TABLE XIV )
v il ' PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF BLISHEN‘SCALE SOC_IO-EC()“OHIC
Yo ¥ B 2 INDEX SCORES BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS

: s o ¥ Index Category
‘ sample Group - -
Below Above
30 130-39  40-49  .50-59 60-69 .69
5 . " Noh-Participants . 508¢ - 50% 37% 278 12% . 128
’ Short-Term . ) : : 8 F et
Participants - . 1 25 23 42 30 29. o 47
Long-Term i S " e =
Participants 25 27 21 a3 - 59 )
Total . 1008 100% . 108% 1008 100% 1008
& by K | AN=16)  (N=26) 1 (N=38)  (N=44) (N=17) | (N=17) L
S0 wS iise : € ‘
. WA 4% N ;
Total ‘162 o . =

' camma + .32

\/ " +pata from orphang .not available.”

0Ss.
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found to be.rather i.ns'ignifican;:. -They -contrast, however,
strongly with the figurés for nqn—parﬂcipant;.' “ 5

‘The re'].atior:ship between interest of close friends "u;
instrumental school music and the degree of participation in
instrumental programs, is depiéted in Table XV. Figures
reveal a ‘comparatively strong as;ocintion between: these two
“varifiblés, as expressed by the calculated gamma coefficient
of + .51. It is noteworthy that from the total number of
‘students who stated that none of their friends shqwea;\intezest
‘ in instrumental school m;xsic, only 10 per cent fell‘i‘nto’ the
category long-term ‘participants. Also, the highest percent-
age of students who indicated that some or most of their
friends were interested,- fell into the same group of long-
term putidipmts (51 and 75 per cent respectively).
One section of the student interview sought infor-
< mation ;egafding the type of general music ‘program‘ experi- !

enced in Grades K-4. = The findings pertaining to this
*

variable are presented in Table XVI. Fig\;res indicate a* P
slight positive ‘aa.sociatio'n between the variables referring
to the genérai music p;rq;;ram inearly grades and student
pa;ticipation in instrumental programs (gamma‘ cne’fficiqnt =

- "4 .22). Hovever, the overall trends discernible are cmly‘_

' vagué. It will be not:e'd éhét nnn—Participantas'd{stinguish»

A thémselve_s to some measure from participants in the se

third, and fourth program ‘éateqoty. . On the other hand



TABLE XV

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF INTEREST OF CLOSE FRIENDS IN
INSTRUMENTAL SCHOOL MUSIC RATINGS BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS
J 7y : _. : -

= Ko o Cinse, Friants Interested
in Instrumental Music

sample‘Group
g, o None <  One Some Most
Non-Participants = 50% 3%, 18% 0w
Short-Term 3 ™
Participants § 40 30 . m 25
Long-Term o
Participants 10 T 51 ¢ .75
Total 1008 100 1008 100% .
(N=52) (N=47) *  (N=55)- (N=8)
Total (N£162) =
Gamma + .51 .




PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF K-4 GENERAL MUSIC

TABLE XVI

PROGRAM RATINGS BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS

Sample Group

« K-4 .General Music 3
Program Category . -

Total (N=162)

i very Voice Voice and Edar Voice and Ear
Little and Ear .Training Plus Training Plus
Singing , Training Some Music. . Complete Music
\ only iation tion -
“Non-Participants. 443 } 43y . 24% 27%
Short-Term « .
Participants . 56 26 i 1 38 . 32
Long-Te#h ’ ) ' . oy B
Participants 0 31 4 ! 38 , 41 5
Total . 100% o 1008 1008
(N=9) _ . (N=58) . (n=58).

s
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z_iif'ferem:e betv;éen percente{ge figures for ‘short—tem and
long-term participants in the above mentv:ioned‘ three cai:‘e'r}ories
-is minimal. .

To determine the cumilative effect of these four & -
selected factors on ngn-participation, short-term, and long-
term participation, the score values or categories of each
variable was dichotomized at some relevant point. For the
variable Socio-Economic Level of Parents, scores above the
_overall sample mean of 48.97 were classified as high. Tl;si
Two Generation Musical Background varilable was chosen as a
single measure for family b;ckground in music. A score of

1.83 or better was rated as a high score, -and it was achieved

'xf either one parent and one grandparent-or three grandparents

of the ‘student were active 1nstrumentallsts. For the
variable Interest of Close Friends'in Instrumental School
Music, a student's statement that some or most of his or her
friends showed an interest was given a high rat‘g.ng. The four-
categoriaé of the variable General Music Program in Early

Grades were dichotomized between the ‘second and the third

category, which gave a program coritaining voice and ear E

‘ training plus some music appreclatlon a high ratlnq. The

number of students in each partzcipanng group scoring high

SThe complete Two Generation Musical Background Scale
is shown in Append:l.x F.
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on either none, one, two, three or all of the above mentioned *

variables was computed and cross- tabulated

Table vaI shows the percentage of students in each
participating grou? scoring high on these four selected
variables. The iargest percentage of studen‘t_s‘sco;i.ng high

on none or’one were non—paz':ig}pancs’ (59' and ‘44 per cent

~ respectively). The largest percentage of students scoring

high.on two. variables were short-term participants (40 per

cent). The largest percentage of students scoring high on

three or four variables were long-term participants\' (56 and ...

100 per-cent respectively). Furthermore, a comparison of

percentage”figures in each row reveals ¢hat about two-thirds

(64 per cent) of the non-participants scored high on either
none or one of the four variables, about twc-thirds (69 per

cent) of the short-term participants scored high on either

"one or two,"and ébbut two-thirds (64 ‘per cent) of the iong— L

-term participants scored high on either two or three of, the

four selected variables. The strength of the relationship

between high Ecores -on a greater number of the four selected

‘variables and .participation in instrumental programs is

expressed by the calculated gamma coefficient of + .54.
The measurements used for testlng this hprthes].s
suggested a reJectJ:on of the third null hypotheszs, thus
supp;:rting the contention that there is a distinét cumulativée
effect-of the factors socio-economic level of parents, family

B



PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS IN EACH PARTICIPATING GROUP ". b .
. SCDRING HIGH ON SELECTED VARIABLES* .,

TABLE XVII

Students with High Scores on

Sample ¥ g @
Group 1 2 3 ) Row
‘None Variable Variables, Variables Variables Total |
Non- ' 59% 448 . 26% 162 0% .
Participants 31% 33% . 26% 108 - 0% /100\ |
’ X 5 2 # SN 51)
Short-Term 26 a 40 28 T
Participants 13 31 38 « 17 0 / 998
) ) o ‘. (N 52) .
Long-Term 15 15 34 56 w0 - .
Participants 7 11 e v 3 T .33 18 /100% $
A A ¢ (N 55)
. Total 1008 100% 100% 00% 1008 &
(N=27) (N=39) (N=50) (n=32) (N=10) °
N 158 -

NA
Total 162

Gamma + .54

*The four variables:

Socio-Economic Level of Parents, Two Generation Musical

Background, Interest of Close Friends in Instrumental Schgol Musxc, Genexal Music
Program in Early Grades. ,

**Does not equal. 100% due to rounding.

***Data from orphans not complete.

95 -



) B} 57
background in music, interest of cloéc frién:;is .in instrumental
schocl‘m‘;\_sic,v and general music program in early éradas, on
. non-barticigation, short—tém, and long-term i:ax"ticipa’tion in
, * instrurental school gu—ograms. This means that students with
a ma)onty of characterlstlcs whxch :ecexved a low rating in

th1s four vanable analysis are more lxkelycnot to join, and

Sstudents with a n\ajorlty of eharacterlstlcs which recelved a

&tu.gh raung are more likely to join an 1nstru||\enta1 program

and remain, in it for a period longer than twa years.

. , IV. PROFILES OF PARTICIPATING GROUPS
. .. ‘The identification and measurement of distinguishing, 4

- ° bcharacteristics of three groups of ‘stuvdents.ha‘s ﬁreviously
been stated as the general purpose of this study. .Answers_to,
@nterview questions suggested there’were two additional '

Variables which were of ‘importance: Enccuraéement-Ré'ceived

_by Students and Tralnlng thtough Private Music Lessons. .

There was a distinct pOSlthe relatxonsh;tp between these two . " e

variables and student participation in instrumental prograns.

To obtain some comparatxve meagure of the amount of ‘_' -
encouragement a student received Erom others, an Encouragement .
Scale was constructed. This scale is descrlbed in detall in
Appendlx G, and took ‘into ‘account the encouragement recelved
from the mother, the father, the mus:w teache.r, the’ best

W .friend, and-other friends. Each contnbution \to the scale .




was arbitrarily weighted,in accordance with the assimed. 2
' influence, of eac of thdsé persons on stu’de;itebehsviou:.“
- Tahle XVIIT presents the. percentage Gistribution of the . 5

caleulated encouragement scores. _By £ar the largest per-

centage of students scoring 19-points'or less were non-

s~

® particxpante (64 per cent) The largest percentage of
a students in’ the second lowest score categox:y were short-term
: ' partxclpants (58 per' cent).. By far the la}*gest percentage
.- ._, " .. of students in either of the two highest «categories were
: long-term parcxclpa.nts (67 and 82 per cent respect:.vely)
w The strength of the posltlve relat).onshxp between these two
verlables is expressed by the high gamma coeffxclent of + .78,
' Table XIX gzves xnformatlon regardxng the asgsociation

between ’cralnlng through pr).vate music léssons and partici-

4 " patikon: In Thatiunental school, ~programs.' Ninety“two' per’ §ent
' of all stude.nt.s who underwent musical tralnlng through pr:.vate'
lessons wnre class:LfLed as part:.clpants, with 42 per cent

5 -falh.n‘q J.ntc the category short—term, and 52 per cent falhng

* \
into -the category long-term partxclpants. The %elative

strengtl(“of the xelatmnsh_\.p between ehe two._ vafiables‘.under 5
p” i cons].derata.on is expressed by the calculated gamma coefficient

o B% . S Df+ .59. ~\.‘ s T

4 Mg « Both additional variables, Encouragement Rece:wed by

e students and Tralnlng through Prlvate Music Lessons, were

dlchotomlzed and together with five variables treated

o 5 o
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g w2l T TABLE xv:cn o ;
psncznmcs DISTRIBUTION OF Bucoumssmfm scores ' {
- BY PARTICIPATING. GROUPS .
2 : Encouragement 5
Score Category i 22
32-19. . 20-27 72835 © 36 45~
iNon-Participants ; * . 648 ° 98" - Tasl. . e
' Short-Term TGN i o W i
_Participants. - 24' 7 .ss* .. .30 . 18
Long-Term ' . . . : ac ! e
Participants’-. -, [ ‘12’ *° 33 - 67 - .82 -
Total!  © 1008 100% . .. 101%* .. 100%
. ’ . m=15) (N=43) . (m=27) | (m=17).
Total (N=162): P . B o
< [ Gamma ¥-.78 oo B

~*Highest "score obtained; highest possible score
. 2 ' [ <« -

#*Does not equal 100% due to wounding. °




TABLE XIX

PERCENTA&E DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS WITH AND WITHOUT
TRAINING THROUGH PRIVATE MUSIC LESSONS
BY PARTICIPATING GROUPS

" Students . .
, Samplé . Group
) . : Wlthnut Training

With Training
.. & through . through
A Private Lessons Private Lessons

"' Non-Participahts 103 6%,
! Shokt—Term
Participants 42
N 2
Long-Term - e .
‘ Barticipants - -, 26 52
Total S0 1008 o - 1008
. (n=114) ¢ B
Total (N=162) ™ "
Gamma +°.59 )
sow. N il :
i ~
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earliier, used to build profiles of eaéh’bq@ticipatiné group.
An encouragement score of 20 ‘or better was consldered a hlgh
score. A score cf 20, for example, meant that the mother,
father, or music teacher, encouraged a studént several times,
and the best friend; encouraqed the student once or twice. ‘A
score ‘of 21 meant that the I\Tother, father, or music teacher
encouraged the student many times. In regard to the VaETALTE
Training through Private Music LessoEs, a high rating was

simply given 'to students who indicated exposure to private

. lessons. A third variable included in.the profile, Mothers'

Activity as an Instrumentalist, was dichotomized in thé 4sa|1\e
way. - Studen}:s with active . mothers were given a high rating.

The profiles obtained by listing the percentages of
high scores in declihing order for each participating groupll
are prgsented in Tables XX, XXI, and XXII.

Table XX gives a clear 1ndléat10n of the distinguish-

ing characterlstlcs of non-| partlclpants. Firstly, students.

in this participating group received very little encourage-
m:ent to join instfume}xtal p;:ograms. Only 6 per cent scored
high on this 'variable. Ié can be assumed’that this is .
r‘elated to the fact that an equally small percentage regeiv.ed.

private music lessons. Secohdly, comparatively few of the.

“adult family members of students in this group could be

classified as active instrumentalists. Thirdly, only 19 per
cent of the students in this group. indicated that more than




'!‘ABLE XX

PER CENT, OF HIGH SCORES FOR NON—PARTICIPANTS
P

r ‘Per Cent of
Rank CR Variable + Students
L k Scoring High
" A
C i
1, General Music Program in
3 © Early Grades .45
2. Socio-Economic Level of :
Parents \ 33
3 Interest of Close Friends in
Instrumental School Music .. 19
4 - Two Generation Musical %
1 Background - 18
5 ‘Training through Private -
Music Lessons 9 6
6 'Encouragement Received by
¥ Students “u 6
7 Mothers' Activity 'as an B
4

Instrumentalist -

Total (N=53)
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i = g - 63
2 g - 1 v
one of their close friends showed an interest in instrumental
school music. Fourthly, only one-third of the students
scoréd high on the variable Socio-Economic Level. of Parents.
This is considerably below the percentage of short-term -

particfp‘_ants (50 per cent) and long-term participants (69 per

‘cent) . Wy K

" further thy that a

* ' lessons.

. aqed to Jo:m an in

A pzofile of short-term paxncipants is gwen in
Table XXI. Seve:al characterlstlcs are discernible. Students

in this group receivid a good deal more encouraqc_ement fron: &
vi;ifluencial persons than non-p: rticip;nts. Secondly, com-
paratively few ‘students’ in”thid participating group:scored
high on 'vari;:bles indicating a;:t ve musicianshigv).al.ncng the
ddult members of t);e immediate or éxtended family.’ Thirdly,
the percentage figure indicating interest of, close friends l'.ll'l,;
in'strumental school music (35 per cent) is considerably belqw

that of the long-term participants ‘(62 per cent). It is

ively high percentage of

students in this participating group'received private music

Table XXDX presents a profide of long-term partici-
g v

‘pants. In this group, the most distinguishing characteristic

thé high percentag: of ‘students who were strongly encour-
ental program (82 per cent). Secohdly,
a comparatlve].y high pexcentage of students indxcated thats

some or more of. their _fnends’ were interested in mstrumental
" .
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; TABLE XXI
& e S PER CENT OF HIGH SCORES FOR SHORT-TERM PARTICIPANTS
id- 2 Calll < K .
) A ©'..  variable- ' Per Cent of
Ny 'S . .. Students
' . Scon.nq mqh' i
) General Huslc onqraln S [ ST #
5 in Early Grades s 63
. - Encouragement Received g 1 .
by Students -1
3. " Socio-Economlc Level of : oy
5 ' Parents 50
54 . Training through Private - < ki
A e ‘Music Lessons . gy +
) e o
5 P Interest of Close inends in’ -
N - . Instrumental School Music . 35
y S Wit B C ‘Mothers' Activity as an 3 k
E M erLs Instrumentalist - . % 13
B Two Generation Musical T
Background . 8
¢ 2 - ‘Total (N=54) e
. . * %
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¢ : TTABLE XXIT. . -0
PER CENT OF HIGH ’sc(nzs FOR LONG-TERM PARTICIPANTS'
; 5 - % P "Per Cent of
. Rank. ~ Variable - - Students
t s . p " L. Scoring High
Eh = i Encouragement Rece:.ved by :
3 . - Students ‘82
st © 2 Socm-EconomJ.c Level of
g Parents ©..69
Br® malg 2 3 General Music Proqram in . # 7
. - Early Grades | . 67 . "
4. © _ [.Interest of Close Friends in. )
- # : _ . Instrumental School Music. ' 62 i
5. Training” thiough Private
Muslc Lessons & " T 46
6 . Two Generatlon Miusical " sl
Background s e 46. " -
7 J Mothers' Actlvity as an
8 Instrumentalist . ¥ . 36
% i - 2% _»rotal oesh) .
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Rr schocl music (62 per cent). Thxrdly, 36 per cent of the
. studsnts had mothers who were classxfled as active instrumen-—
o tallsts and 46 per cent of the students scored high on the
vazlibie: Sndicating family background -in instrumental music
over two generations. .Furthermore, 46 per cent of the
students in this group received ;:raining"through private
music leéssons. . Finally, 69 pef cent of the students had
socio-economic index scorés above the sample mean. ,—./—7
7 In sumay, the “Listing of high score percentages of
. ea%h participating group revealed several distinguishing V
characteristics. "It was found ‘that only a small percentage
-of non—éarticipants had parents or grandparents c_:lassiéied
as active instrumentalists. A greéf ﬁercentage of students
in this. partlc).patlng group indicated that most or all of
their close friends had no-interést in 1nstxumental séhool
programs. A significant;y low percentage of studénts in this
group received‘extensiv‘e encouragement _t’o join an instrumental
program. i‘he shcrt—tetm participanté distivnguished ther’nselves
very. little regarding evldence of dctive musicianship in the
lmmedl.ate and extended fam].ly. However, the degree of '
1nterest of close friends in instrumental schonlamu51c ‘and
the amount of encouragement received ;rcm others to.join such
programs was found to be considsrably higher among short-term
participants than non-participants. A great deal more of '

-active musicianship wds:found:.in the immediate and extended
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* families of long-'tem participants than in any other ;;az-

ticipating group. A comparati.vgly high percentaée of students
in this paxt].c:.pat:.ng group indicated that sevexal of.- thexr
close friends were interested in xnstrumental school music,
qnd a great majority of students in-this patticipating group
received extensive er;couraqement to join .instr'\‘mental programs.

MULTIPLE REGRESSION OF SELECTED VI\RIAELES
¢ ON PARTICIPATING.GROUPS

In order to make more detailed concldslox_xs, multiple

. regression analyses w&re carried out. The purpose of these

regressions was to find the relative effect of each independ-

ent variable on the variable, Participation
in Instrumem:al School Programs, when all other factors were

"held consj:ant' In the data px‘esem:ed the beta coeffxcxents

: are the indicators of the relative i ce of the i

ent variables. Beta coefficients indxcate "how much change

in the dependent variable is by a s ized

change in one of the independent variables when the 'or_hers

‘are controlled."® Another way of stat;_ng this is that beta _)
coefficients "demonstrate the comp‘arative wo;th of the
independent variables as they bear upon the determination of

SHubert M. Blaloc}(, Jgr., social s:a::.stics (New York:
McGraw-Hill Book company, Inc., 1960), p. 5
s



the criterion."”’

'The relative i}:\portance of each.of the four in-
dependent va;i§hles first taken under consideration in t_his
study’ is demonstrated in Taple XXIII. . It will be noted that
the variable General Music Program in E;\rl'y Grades- has the
lowest beta coefficient (+ .06), a clear indication th;t éhié
variable is comparatively unimportant. The beta coeffiqie’nt
for the variable Socio-Economic Level of Parents and for the
variable Two Generation Musical Background. is much higher

(+ .18), and indicates that these two variables are com-

' paratively more important than ;the school related variable.

The highest coefficient (+ .29) belongs to the variable
Interest of Close Friends in ;r;;trmental* School Music, which
makes this variable a much more important deteminant of
participation in instrumental programs than any other variable
in (:hxs model. - .

The squared multipld correlation coefficient (R?) -
{ndtcates: the, percentage of the vt e, i e depéndent
variable that can be explained By the independent variables. 8

It is noteworthy ‘that the four independent variables ‘in

7Joseph E. Hill and August Kerber, Models, Methods,
and Analytical Procedures in Educational Research .(Detroit:
Wayne State University Press, 1967), p. 283.

V; s

°John T. Roscoe, Fundamental Research Statistics for -
the Behavioral Sciences (New YorE Holt, Rinehart ‘and winston,
Inc., 1969), p. 270. _
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N =
‘ . 69
; . *TABLE XXIII . -
FINAL SQUARED MULTIPLE CORRELATION COEFFIGIENTS,
R? CHANGES; ANJ BETA COEFFICIENTS FOR THE
REGRESSION OF FOUR VARIABLES
ON’ PARTICIPATING GROUPS
. Selected  Squared Multiple . R? :Change Beta
Variable Correlation - (Percentage Coefficient
o* Coefficient (R?) Increase): s
Interest of & .
Close Friends*
in L
Instrumental’ H )
School Musig .13 i + .29
. Socio-Economic i G, ¥
Level of g | s b
‘Parents. ¢ ~18 .05 +'.18
Two Generation A e
Musical . P H %
Background 22 .04 4918
General Music- w
Program in 8 ‘ .
.22 .00 =

Total (N=162) 5.




Table XXIII can only vbexplain 22 per cent of the variance in

student paxticipation. .This means that a fairly high per-

cenﬁ.;ge of the variance is due to other factors not included
in this model. '

We are speak;ihg more about re]‘.ai:ive' importance of
variables than about absolute’ importance. The relative .

importance of each of six independent variables is stated in

Table XXIV. Two variables found earlier to be distinctly
related to student participation, namely, Encouragement

Received by Students and Training through Private Music

Lessons, were xncluded in the second regression model.’ The
stated be/r_a coefficient (+ 56) for the variable Encourage-
. . . nment Received by Students, clearly demonstrates its com-
‘\ . parative value as an important determinant of thé érite;;ion.

Its effect is more- than two-and-one'half times greater than

the variabl® Interest of Close Friends in Instrumental Schocl

Music (Beta coefficient +..20)., Third and féurth in the - - .
ranking are the variables Training through Private Music
‘Lessox;‘s and S%CiO—ECOnOmiC Level of Parents with calculated
‘coefficients of + .13 and + .10 respectively. © Ii this model,

+ the nurerical values calculated for the variables Two )

_Generation Musical Background, as well as the variable Gendral’

usic Program in Eyrly Grades were found to be statistically
>4 X

insignificant, which resulted in antomatic elimination by the '
SPSS program.’ This means that these two varigbles have

ay ¥ . © ‘
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'I'ABLB XXIV

FINAL SQIJARED MULNPLE CORRELA’X'ION COEFFICIENTS,
“iR? CHANGES, AND ‘BETA COEFFICII 'S.FOR THE
s REGRESSION OF $IX VAR LES -

. ON PARTICIPATING GROUPS ° |,
Selected ' Squared Multiple R? Change Beta .
‘Variable’ Correlation - (Percentage \.Coetticient
- Coefficient (R?) ' Increase) - .
Encouragement  ° v E
Received by Y6
Students .42, - " ‘ + .56
Interest of . = TR § 4
Close . - 3 =
Friends in R K -
Instrumental = ©. .
School Music .48 ~06 +..20

. Training - & 3 s
Through ¥ e
Private Music &
‘Lessons : .50 2L g0 T 4 .13

L 3
. Socio-Economic - g, =
. . Level of o 2 °
% Parents L % <51 * .01 I+ .10
e & Two ‘Generation "
©. Musical ° b .
Background =+ L Y

General iubic . & =
. Program in % 4
Early Grades g bl Y -*

Total (=162) &~

. +*P-level or talerance level was ipsufficient for
fuxther computauon. 5 :) .

%



compa:an.vely very 1iétle :unportance as independent deter— . -

i mnants of the criten.on. g # £ 2 .

o . ‘l'he fxnal squarsd mult1ple cuxz‘elation coeffz.czent in
this model shows that 51 per cent of the va'nance ‘in student
parti.c:.patxon can be explalned by the top four variables in ¥ o

. the table. T}us percentage f;qure is consxderably hqugr 255

than the respective figure in Table xx:n (22 per cen’t) % 'J.‘his =

means. that combined, t.he top four variablds (in Table XXIV

- . student partlclpation i mstrumental p:ograms ‘than the’ ' -4

¢ comhinatmn of variabl.es m 'l‘ahle XXIII. It follaws that the

g top . four vatlab!es in. the- secona reqressmn mpdel ate, 8.’

group, much bettex-. prechctor.s of . student behaviour’ in/

T " . instrumental music . t:hale th

ination;of variables if the

fxrst model: -

% . F
. VI. SUMMARY OF. cm’rxk v 2 A . 3

The’ xesultg of measurements chosen fo); test:mq the

s
. £1rst hypbt_hesi‘ssuggested a reject:.on of the null. hypot.hesxs,

i & thus lend‘.l-nq support to the. v:.ew that studem:s with' .a hlgh

soclé‘-eccnoml.c backg:ound are more lxkely to Jo:m extra- "

S : il curncular 1nstrumental programs than students wn:h a. 10\4 Lug b

eocio-econcm\ic bacquound.r = . - -‘ A ] L8

A '. -To test the second hypot}:;lsis, eight diffezent aspects B

of famlly background in mus.lé were exmned




! analysxs of five variables deslgned to deternune the :mstru—
« % mental backgrcund of parents and the 1nstrumenta1 famlly
background over two generat].ons, as well as the varl.able

J.ndxcatmg family 1J.sten1ng preference, showed results that :

squested the rejection of the seccnd null’ hypothesls, there
. fore this suggests that students with an extenslve fa.nuly

background in music are more 11ke1y to become long—term

T ! ’ partxc;pam:s than students thhout such background. The
’ fJ..nd:Lngs pertaining tc’two variables 1ndlcat1ng t.he number . of .
’ classical and non—dassicél recoids and -tapes i:n tlhe_ f'_a“mily

did riot support a;n‘alte?rnat;;' hypothesis. °
Evidence of a diftinct relationship: betveen nigh .
T scores on a greater nuiber of selected X’ariak‘;le\s and student '
'pa'r‘t’i'cipation in'iristrumental school programs sugdested the
o rejection of the third mull hypothesis. This, a tentative

conclusmn is that ‘:ghere is-a cumulauve effect of the

S ' ‘, faotors .socio-&cond J.c leveL of parents, fanp.ly\ background in

« music, J.ntere,st of olose friends 'in 1nstrumental school muslc,
and ganeral music pfogram 1n early, grades on non-; partlczpatlon?,
Short- term, and' long—term participation in instrumental school

programs g

pe prcfxle for each-o _the three par@iclpatmg gr‘oups

. was 'bu;\.lt by llstlng ;he pErcent ges of hidh scores on seven

e 7 ter).stlcs could be stated for each’ partlclpatlng group._ The
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most promnent d:l.stlngu).sh:.ng factor was found to be d1e

: amount of encouragement recexved by .students from :mfluentlal

persons_ (such as parents, teachers, ‘and peers). .

The £ifth section’ of this chapter discusaed'-the'

Sults of twolmultiple regression analyses deslgned to

determlne the reldtive 1mport:ance of six 1ndependent variables.
The variable General l‘f}uslc 'Frogram in Early Grades was found
to"Be comparatively Unimportant. Only slightly more impor-,
tance dould be attributed to the variable Two Generatiop,
Musxcal Background 'l‘he two. varxables Socxo-EconomLc Level

of Parents and Trdining through Private Muslc Lessons ranked
Somewhat higher. Dlstlnctly higher in- the rankmg came the.
varlable Intexest of close E‘rlends in Insttumental _School
Music. By far the greatest relatlve importance could be
attrlbuted to the vanable Encouragement Received by students.
he' top four variables coul‘explaNl per ‘cedt of the ,
varlance in studem: partlc’xpatxon in extra—cqrncular

xnstrumental programs. LT




' The final section contains the author's recommendations,

‘based on the findings and conclusions presented. .

" j - -0 CHAPTER V . 5
SUMMARY, FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

."l‘ixis chapter presents'a brief summary of the proce-:

duxes follwed in condenng this research. Folléwing a

]
listing of the main findings), sevex‘al contlusions are stated.

I. SUMMARY
i * v .
" < The generél purpos; of thi's zesea_xch ‘was to identify
and measure distinguishing c‘haiacteri’stics_ of three ggroups
of s’tuden}:s: on-pa’rticipants‘, shogt-temm, ?ﬁd long—beml
participanty 4 extra-curricular instrumental-programs.
Educators have become aware of -the mfluence of certain
outsxée factors on xnsﬁxumental programs in Fuhnc schoo).s.
’l’hxs study has therefoxe attampted to analyze and evaluate
social and situatxonal deteruunants of student behavxour with

regard to ,1nstrumenca1 music: Foux factors, seemlngly E
¢ v e v &

! related to student participation’in instrumental programs, -

were. sélected for ihvesi’igatiorh Socio- economlc level of .

» family k und in n\us:.c, intetest of close friends

in 1nstrumenta1 school muslc and the general music program )

4in eatly grades. i

... . Eleven schiools uridex the' Ranur,ciatholi.é School Bodrd
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for St. John's were selected for this study. Alphabetized

list?s of students belongin{; to each of the ‘three' groups under
: ; :

investigation were Tompiled and sample subjects -selected

randomly .

. Six senes of structuted questions were used for
gatherlng data from students and parents. The student
questlonnalres were ad.mlrustered personally by the author -
dunng school hours, while. informatlon was secured from
parents by means of ‘telephone J.nterv:.ews.

_ Answers from-students and parerit_s were first recorded
on specially prepared sheets, and then chded and 'p\mchéd
on I.B.M. cards. The‘fécilities of The Iiewfoundland and
Labrador.. Computer Service were engageﬂ to conduct the

statistical analysis. .The Statlstlcal Package for the Social

|
Sciences computer program was used for statlstlcal data - o

. processing. Dur1 g, thé 1n1txa]. stage of data process;ng it

was found that in addition to the four varxables originally
selected ds the focus, tWo other factojcs were dis;inctly

related to student part pation’in extra-curncular instru-

“mental programs: Encouraqement received hy students to jolﬂ‘
S g
such programs,” and’exposure’ _to rusicalitraining through

prifate lessons. -These,fac‘toxslwere included in the subse~




o i II. FINDINGS -

" THe. testing of the first -hypothesis revealed a
distinct positive relntiqnsnip between sccio—'economiq level
of parents and student participation in extra-gurricula'r
instrumental programs. The mean of the socio—eco\nomin’: index
scores -of participants was considerably higher than the n;ean
.score of non-participants. x ‘ .- -

Fox: the testlng of .the second hypothesis, elght o

différént aspects of family background in muslc were exam:med.

Findings indicated that (1) instfumental training ofmothers,

(2) instrumental training of fathers, (3) mcthérs‘, continued
u.sage of instrumental Skllls, (4) fathers' continued usag'e

of lnstrumental s)u‘lls, (5) evidericer of active 1nstrumental
mus:.c:.a.nsnip over two generations, and l(6) hstenlng pref—
‘erence of £amily were positively associated with student 1ong—
term part.\.clpat,lon in extra—currlcular J.nstrumental programs.

By far the strongest relationship appeared between mothers'

¥ ccnt:l.nued usage 6f 1nstrumen\‘:al skills and student long- -

texm participation. ' NG evidence wds found® that a.'-ql;;\atez !
number of xecbrds or tapes’in tﬁ family, either classical
or non olassxcal, was assocxated w1th student long~-term

-participgtion. in instrumental ‘schopl programs

In testlng the thxrd hypothesls, a 5umu1ative effect

of the factors sociox econo?\ic level of parents, family
3

& . ¢




background i?music‘, in’cerest of close friends in instru--
merital school mus].c, ‘and general music progZam in early
gradé{ on non—part:.clpatxon, short—term, and long-term parti-’
" cipation in extra-curricular instrumental programs was
detected. Findings revealed a strong positive relationship
between high écores on a greAEer number’ of lvariables under
consideration and student participation in. instr\;mental
sc&l music. - : %

In order to identﬁ:fy distinguishing charac_vteristics
of each participaéing group, profiles were.constructed by‘ )
listing high score percentages 'obtai.ned on seven variables.
It was found .that a large percentage of non-partlclpants
had parents or grandparents who cnuld not be classlfxed as
active: 1nstrumental:.sts. An equally large percentage of
_students in thJ.S group lndicated that.all -or most of thelr
friends were d1s1ntenested in instrumental school ,music.

The small percentage of non—partlclpa.nts who recelved exten—
sive encouragement to JOJ.K) an lnstrumental prcgram emerged as
the outstandlng charactetlstlc of th1s group.
S The short—te:m partl. ipants differed ‘very llttle from
. non—partlclpants in terms of active _ musmlanshlp in the
" immediate and extended family. Hnwever, a conslderably ) %
larger percentage of short=- term part:.clpants 1nd1cated that

.several of theéir close frlends ‘showed 1nterest in 1nstrumental

schco} music, and,” in comparison with nun-partigipants, a..



grams emerged as ‘the cuts_tanchng characterlstl‘c of this
3 e .

mu h lazger gercentage of students in this group underwent
mus:mal tra).n:.ng through prlvate lessons. = Furthermore,
close to two-thirds of short-term partlclpant‘s statéd that
they ,recexved exten51ve encouragement to join instrumental
programs. . ~ 0 i

A great ‘deal more ac'civz.e ins’cxumen‘tal muéicianship
was found in the unmedxate and extended families of long-

term partlmpants t;han in the famllles of the t;wo other ®

. participating groups. A,comparatively high percentaqe of

long-term participants stated that several of their close
frxends were J.nterested in instrumental school muslc. ‘The
slqnxflcantly lugh percentage of lnng-(:enn partxc:.pants who
received extensive encouragement to join instrumental pro-
group. s "

. Multxple regresslon analyses were carned out to

determ).ne the relat).ve effect of each 1ndependent vamable

on student partuupatmn in 1nstrumenta.1 programs. -4t was
found thatthe variable "General Music Program in Early 3
Grades" was relatively ineffgc}:ive or unimportant -as a *
determinant of student behaviour in instrumentad ‘music.

The variable "Two’ Gene‘r‘ation‘Musical Backgronnd"' ranked only-

slightly higher. More 1mportance could be attributed to the

two var;ables "Soc:.o ~Economic Level of Parents and Tralnlng

throug.h Pr;vate M\ISJ.C Lessons.". "The most 1mportant variables
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.+ were "Interest of .Close Friends in Instrumental School
N B

Music," and-"Encouragement Received by Students. , The

four highest ranking variaizles explained 51 pefcent of. the
vanance in student partlcl.patlon in extra-curricular z.nstru-
mental programs, indicating that approxinately half of the 7
variance was due to factors “which were not under ;:onsz.der— :

ation.” - . Sa ’ . -

III. CONCLUSIONS

L . The evldence qatixered Ain this study Strongly suggests
that the home envlronn\ent and the peer group are factors
| i ., ., which’ greatly influence student behaviour w:.th Tegard to

" extra-curriéular instrumental programs. It follows that .

: student achievement or non-achievement in -instrumental
" school.music should not-be considered in isolation from ¢

. " Such influential fackors. Talent for musvi'c and ﬂxébdésizg ‘
) for husical exprésion are ur;doubtsdu‘( important deteminants '
of stuaent behavxoui’” yet they are only two c:f the many
fotces that bear on student behaviour with xegard ‘to instru-’
mental music. Less ‘1nvolvement in existing lnstrumental
. school programs among' students from iéw income families and
the comparatlvely high-student drop-out rate’ durln’q the fxrst

two years of 1nstrumenta1 trainxng have been clted earl).er as

. Pproblems whlch school authomtles ‘presently face Perhaps

the first important step for diminishing such problems is to

ts. \4 ‘ =
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. increase the amount,of attention given, to the social environ-

ment to wh:i.ch prospective or ‘aqtive instrumental students '
are exposed. By doing so; measures can be int;odu‘ced which
hold promise to iqcxe;s'e éhe positive and ‘reduce the negative
- : influence of social ‘factors on participation in instrumental
i schoo‘l' programs. & ) N &
.An overall comparzscm of flndings res\lltlng from
various analyses suggests that certaln factors are more
important for jqininq, while other factors influence the
5 p:‘nbabil’ity of coﬂp'tinued' _pax:ti‘cipati:‘m in exf.ra—cuxricular
.instrumental érogfams» Instmencal Atrai'ninq of parents, " \ 4
especially éf the, mother, is an i)ﬁpqxtant factor for students
joining such programs.. ‘In addition, the factbis, socic- ‘
X economic level, of parents and experience of private music
léssons are. also irirborta,nt in this respect. In’other words ,
comxng from a_ family with a h:.gh ;ccia econom.ic status,

é:? " .- having at least one parent who is trained as an instrumen-

talist, and having -been exposed to pvaate music lessops wil’l
greatly enx{ance ‘the chances that a student will join an instru-
’mem:al school proqram. The same r_hree factors seem to be 1ess
\ important for holding studénts in’ such programs for lcnger

than two -yea & . K

The findings of this study suggest that several, _ .

factoxs,a’lxev.influentia‘l for both joining and staying in

3 el e @
instrumental programs. - These are: Receiving sitrong.




: encourogement from parents, music teachers, and. frlends tc
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'Joln such programs; havmg close friends who are interested

in.such a progx:am

in instrumental’ school nusic;’ "4nd the presence- of “active
instrumental musicianship in the immediate and extended ’ .

family. These factors not only greatly enhan'ée the chances

that a student w111 jo:.n, but also +that ‘he or she wzll remaih
It is obvmus that only some of the factors under
consideration here can, be dlrectly or even 1nd1rect1y

lnfluenced by music educators or school adm:.nlstrators. For

.example, as far as edycators are concerned, the socjo~

economic level of parents or the instrumental training of" »
parents are unchanqeable factors. This'limits the area on

wh:.ch any at\‘:empt to lncrease participation and reduce drop-

out. rates can\ be focused. These findings lead to the .

conclusion that special efforts should be made to make
parents fully'anare of ‘(a) the importance of .parental encour-

agement, and (b) the importance/ of parental activity as

instrumentalists for ”stuaenc achievement in ipstrumental

school music. Thig mlqht be achieéved through.already

‘exlstlng lines of communxcatmn between ‘the school and - the &

home .ox through s_pecxal speaker nights in which such topics

are treated. .

smce peer group encouragement ranked high among

:mfluen‘clal faoto:s, it . too’ should be. glven due attention. v




In the light of the findings of :this study, the creation of
a positive attitude among all students towaz’d instrumental

school progzams seems ‘to be oft px‘:u\\e 1mportance. It is cften

' easier to effect changes through a peer group t.han thlough

any. of r_he mdz.vniuals who are part of the.group. Students

are motlvated to ]Dlh sports teams xepresentlng the school

and to perfom brilliantly because any hobours ga.\.ned Eor the

" students £ music teachers.seems to be_ important .for

school automatically brxng .socxal rewards to the 1nd1vz:dual
athlete. . Success in sports frequently increases the status:

of a student within the peer group:' Perhaps the same-moti=_

vational force could be brought more" nto play -in the field
of mugic .education. Teachers and admipistrators should make ,

students fully aware. that school:-bands and orches\:ras are

‘groups representlng tée whole school, and as such, .are worthy

of full'support. Also, no effort should be spared.to find

new and better ways to promote a thorough understandlng cf the

reducational value of :Lnstrumental programs among young people.

Furth.ermtismslnce the amount of enccuragement recelved by

achi . thé instruméntal teacher must act in a

dual capacity: As instructoi and counsellor.

The findings suggest that extra-curricular e

!James Samuel Coleman, The Adolescem: Sucl.ety_
New York: Free Pr.ess, 1968
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E instrumental programs, in the present form, are more bene-

: ficial to some students than to,others. The home environment 8
has,obviously a lot to do with participation or non-partim.- ’
- . pation in exlst).ng programs. This raises several questions.
# = Are exzstlng 1nstrumenta1 programs too restnctlve . Are they*

caterlng taqo much to one type of student’ If wa believe iu

equal oppoxtumty with regard to education, should other

types -pf Lnstrumental programs be added which appeal to

students who are presently mnot part1c1pat1ng'> In this day i
and ‘ags, students ‘aze greatly attracted to'the Guitar. This”

exlst;}ng interest: could defuutely ‘be utllxzed by music

'eduvcétorvs\.' ) The concepts of music-and the apprecxatlon fcr//

n general can be taught through a great v,ara.ety of -

mus:.cal :mstrumem:s. T LY » : .
by . 3

Indlcatlons are that we are*headlng tcwards a further .

. reduct].on in worklng hour ~This means Lhat students of

teday will have more lelsure ti‘me to 'spend than previous

generations. Also, as far back as the Greek culture»x nusic

has been recbgnized as an excellent means -for relmhng

gmotional tension.” Thesé are two addit1onal lmportant reasons
‘ ] J

why music educators’ and adminlstratcrs should take steps to

1ncrease psrticlpation in ex].sting inkfﬁmental _programs,

reduce the drop—out rate, and expenment thh new vtyg;es of-




should bé- given to' the follcwlng reGomended courses of = y

action:

1.

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS, - e e o

The ‘findings of this stuay suggest/t consideration,

B

‘The commum.catlon hetween music. teachars and’ parents i

of prospeqtlve» or, pa:t).cxpatz.ng 1nstrumenta1 studen s

should be °

p.tl.mzed, sq that fathers and mothexs . e

become thorouthy 1nfo ed of t'he unportance of thexr

role with regard to s udent achlevement in :.nstxu-

" mental music. Suggested channels of communication

are: Band Parent’ Cluhs Parent Teacher Assccxatmns,
and’ other social clubs afflllated with sc.hccls. Also,

where tms is not t:he case already, 1nstrumenta1

teachers should mafefp"
indlv.Lduaily o a regular basis., -J o ;

{The, §qciology, of Music should be given a more

_promlnant place J.n the pre-: servzce and. 1n—sexvic€ -

training of musx.c educators, especxally ;nstrumental
teachets. Thls W’J.ll enable them to act competently

in the capacity of”a music counsellur.

School admu@stratoré‘ and. muslc _educators” ‘should.

strlve to create 2 posrtwe att:.tude toward").nitru-‘
méntal muslc programs among the. whcle student bbﬂvy\\e
This mght be achieved thmugh 1nter-schccl’ o B

arrangements to meet ;ﬁxrents aam




competlleons, the awardxng ‘of Qertlﬁcates pf me,g.t
fox: 1ntra-school group competitions, and student
J.nvolvement in deqxslon making in connectxon thh
. certain hand of orchestral acuvuxas. A recent
3 survey‘ conducted by .Mercer gave evidence that these
‘are measures which, in some instances, haye produded
_the deslred results. " '

4. : In axnung for 'a more funct::.onal relationship ,between
the $ocial setting in which .1ndlv1dua1 schools
operate and the .school music programi\geveral pilot
pré:gra:ns st‘muld be. established to.dete‘ ine whether
students not benefltlng "grom exlstlng "prqgrams could’
be att{acted to other’ programs and become‘lung—f.erm
participants.’ éugqested are ‘group if .ruétions‘in

guitar, mandolin, or banjo playing:

Recommendations for further research: ;

1, -The study could lgs. repeat several tlmes *wu:h

" aitferent 1nd1cators for family backgrqund in.
_mus).c, peer qroup 1nf1uence and classlflcatxon of
‘musJ,c programs in early grades. Such additional

information would be useful for either refuung @
¥ vy et

27ack R. Mercer, "Directors and Drop-Outs," The
.8chool Musician Director and Teacher, XLII (December, i§70) v
Bp. 62763,




invalidating .present fin:ﬂngs’.» . P CH
- 2. The connection between family backKground, musical
attitude of students, and participation inlinstru- . 7 -

mental programs could be investigated on a larger

Y AT " . scale by including’ varidus' geoéiéphical ‘areas of
-Newfoundland. - K‘ considerably ,lagger s:tugi'ent s'an‘lple
"+ . would allow t5 cBnfrbl fox more varisbles: Findings'
b s may reveal behavioural differences between stidents .
¢ *from rural ‘and urbal:x aress with regard to instrumental

£ . 4 school music. Such Lnfomatlon cculd be useful for “

initlatzngv instrumental musxc in schools wh].ch -

presently have no such pxogzams » i L

. k4
- "' 3. Id this study, the members of school bands and school
orchestras were ‘not grouped .sepamtely. A future
\¢ . » study could 1nvest1qate whether band and archestral

programs are egually affected by social and sn:uac

N ey d a * ‘tional’ factors. The information gathereq could be

used for planning future e¥pansions Gf existing.

‘string programs. =

B
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[final section. r :

o . T : . 38 Fox AVLn’ue
» > 5 " St. John' *,
g " Newfoundland. B

ey e T, T ' May 17, 1972

|
Mr. F. J. Kearsey, 5 £ . .l
Superintendent of Educatwn . B

Roman Cathqlic School Board; * ca A
St. John's, g7
Newfoundland. " ¥ . 3 %

Dear Sir: . . :
N _— .

The undersighed, graduate. student in Educational

Ad:ninisﬁratio‘n at Memorial University is contemplating
'

a study ‘involving a sample of. p) i 1y 150 s o TEE

‘enrolled in elevén schools under the jurlsd.létlon of your
Board. A copy of the proposal for this study is attached

to this letter. Questions to be used are stated'in the ' .

If pem).sslon is granted, I would contact the
schobl principals concerned and arrange for a suitable -
time to canduct the student :Lnter.vz.ews. E&h interview

wiIl take approximately five minutes, - .
-

T ‘thank : you in advance in .anticipation of your® . E

?operatxon.

* - o Yours truly,
. )
ey ’ Ewald Hajek AT ) &
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‘~ Mr. Ewald Hajek, . . - =y T . e
- 38.Fok Avenue, . . | 5
St. John's.. - S ‘ﬁ&jw [ g

" Dear Mr. ‘Hajek: i S .

Reference is made to your recent request to this
g Board concerning student part;cxpauon in instrd ental_
music pmgrams. & o

: Permission is hereby granted to undertake this
* study in the schools cohcerned. It is .understood,-of 3
- course, .that this study will be .done in co-operation with
school principals and teachers concerned and with minimum’
i disruption in school activities. Regarding-the guestions
i T to be addressed to parents or guardians and the method -of
w s ‘contacting, these people, I would request‘ that you contact
5 5 this office befeore proceeding with this. part of the Survey. .
i We have had considerable difficulties in the past in this s
@ " aspect of research studies and we certainly do not Wlsh any
"y ’ confXict to dev;:lcp due to misunderstandlng on anyoné’'s

. . part % ) R . A
With every qooﬂ wish for success in your study,
I yemain, A e v . N .
. T 5 4 " e

\ . Yours. sincerely, :

“ ¥ L . i ae, .
i 5 - _F. J. Kearsey, il 2
) % Supezintenﬁent of Education. -
5 . FIK/ms ' ) P
B . .
v . )
) ks ey
i » . - Wi
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Department of Edum:wl'n_dminurmﬁm o

= ¥
!« students An sahool and some quxstlons directed to the parents

by phone. AR - . +

’ 97
™ % L MEM)R.IAL UNIVERSITY OF NEWFUUNDLAND . e
St. John's, Ncwfoundlnnd annda !

.

= + . Y

P .c VmMay 29, 1972

- To the Parents

Dear Parents:

The undersigned gradua}:e student in Educational
Administration at Memorial University is presently erigaged
in a’survey of 'muslc programs in elementary and secondary

o
: schools in St. John's! The study is under the_supervlsipn'

gfjbxr/, David Kirby:.

ST e is hoped that information gathered wilk be belp—

ful in planmng future music programs. .

“ “

The survey 1nvolves a short personal im:erview with

s I would like to ask your permission to :Lnterview

your ch11d.

Thank you very much for your cooperaticn. .

_Ewald- Hajek
Tel: 722-8329

Parental Approval: LR Vi ®
5 © R\/ Signature

~ B bed ' —
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: Ques jion Series A o . -

~ Questions’directed to all students:

Quesnons d:.xected to non-parnmpants~ et

‘1.

© 2.

For our ‘purpose, close Eriends are those ‘with whom .
you spend most.of your time outside the school.

Aré any of your close. friends partlclpatlng in an ’
instruméntal program or would like to do so, if -
they had the chance and the ability?

If yes: How many: . One, some, most of .them?

In the school yow attended Grades K-4, what type
of general:music program did you have? i
Did you learn abdut hotes, scales, and intervals?
Did you learn about musical instruments and com osers?
*~Did you 11s(:en&:o records of instrumental music

bid you sing iwtwo Or three part harmony? "
How much classroom singing did you have?

In the school you attended Grades k-4, did all s
students -take part in classroom or stage choirs?

If not: Did you participate in singing groups all

. the time, some- times, seldom;.or never?

How old. are you?

Did 'you ever take pmvate music lessc\ns?
If yes: For what?

‘In how many after school activities are you irivolved?

What is the main reason you did not. join an instru-’
mental program? Can you name other reason57

.d your mother try to encourage you to jo1n an _' e

;‘ instrumental program?

If yes: Once or twice, several times—, many times?

'pid’ youg- father try to encourage you to joJ.n an

-~ lnstxumental progtam?




g e s e T l B . -100
If yes: .Once or :wice, several tJ.lnes, ‘many times?

7. Did your music teacher try. to encouxage you to Joxn
and instrumental program? - .
If 'yes: Once or twice, several times, many times? J

DPid your best friend try to encourage you to join an .
instrumental program?

. If yes: “"Once T twice:, several times, many times?

‘9. Dpid. other friends try to, encoux‘aqe you to join an- /
" instrumental progran\? y o\
If yes: Once or twice, several times, many times? -

- _\Ques-ﬁion Series C s & . ,
Questions directed to shbrt-term» participants:

. 1. How old.are you? - 7 i

2. . What-instrument did you play in the Jmstrumental
group?

3. -For how long were you.in the program when you quit?
- 4. . Did you own the instrument? [ < .

S ' 5. Did you ever tgke private music lessons?
If yes: For what? . "
o 6." In how many after school activities are ydu 'involved?
k2 Dxd your mot_hex-encourage you to joxn “the 1nstmmenta1
pxogx‘am? >
If yes: " Once or thce, several timés, many't;mes? K
8.. Did your Eathsr encourage yau to join the insttumental
*, program?
, " Ifiyes: Once or twice, several times, many times?
9. Did your music teacher enceuraqe you ' to Join the 3
“instrumental program? )
“If yes: Once or twice, several txmes, many t:unes?




. Can you name other reasons?

Question Series D : %

Questions directed to long-term pa:ticipa;t

1.

2.
:3.

4.

S

6.

10.

o \101
Did your best friend encourage you to.join the
instrumental program?

If yes: Once or twice, severaly times, many* times?

Did other friends encourage you\to Jcln the 7
instrumental program?

If yes: Once or twice, several times, many times?
What was the main reason for quitting the program? .

How oldrare you?

What instrument do you -play? Co.

How long? ) -

Do yo\} own'the instrument? °
Did you ever.take pfivate music lessons?

1f yes: For .what? L o~

Othevr than the instr;umental program, in fow many

after school activities are you involved?

Did your mother encourage you to Joln the
instrumental program?

If yes: Once or twice, several r/fmes, many times?

‘pid your father encourage you to join the instru-

mental program?

"If yes: Once or twice, several times, many tunes=

Did your music teacher encourage you to Jmmme
instruméntal program?

If yes: Once or tw'ibe, several times, many times?

‘pia your best fnend encourage you to join the
'instrumental program?

If yes: - Once or twice, several ‘times, many tlmas?




1l.
’

(- 12.

Question Series E

. \
Questions directed to t.he mother and fatl

’

- 1.

- - 102,
Did other frlends encourage you to join the
instrumental program?

cIfyyes: Once or twice, several tlmes, many times?

Are you.still in the’ 1nstrumenta1 program?,

If not: What was the main reason for qultung the
prcgram? Can you name other reasons” s

Do ‘you have any instrumental training? A

If yeS' How much?
Are you a professional musician.,or a music teacher?

Do 'you now play a musical instrument?

-
. If yes: ' Do you play it once a week or more? .

- Question Se

What' instrument can you play best?

Dpid your mcther play an 1nstrument”
Did your father play an instrument?

s F

Questions directed to the\mother or fathér of all.students:

e

Of all students:

Approximately how many records and tapes do you h'ave?

In reference to. records and tapes, what type of musig

is, your 'family listening to mostly?

Do you have any records or tapes of classical or
symphonic music?
If yes: How many?

What is the occupation of the head of the family?




.. APPENDIX E |

N
,

v

* THE' BLISHEN. SOCIO-ECONOMIC. INDEX SCALE,




&% SOCIO-ECONOMIC INDEX FOR. 320 QCCUPATfONS

,‘,' IN 1961 CENSUS OF CANADA* 2
2
' OCCUPATION b 7 t SOCIO-
. = . . 5 i ECONOMIC INDEX »
3 . i . . A
Chemical Engineers & 76.69 .
DentiSts 76.44
* Professors and College. Ptinclpals 76.01
Physicians and Surqecms . . 78.57 -
Geéologists . v 75.49- -
Mining Engineers - . 75.42
. Lawyers ‘and Notaries ) % 75.41
.. CiVil Ehgineers S 75.16
.« Architects : |4 74.52
Veterinarians y & 74.46
Eléctrical Engineers 1434 .
. Professional Engineers, n. e.s.” . 74.27
Physicists . % - 73.81
Optometrists . 3 73.77
Biological Scxentists . E 3 73.22 - .. ° .
‘Physical Scientists, n.e.s. ° 4 72.94 -,
Pharmacists . 72.87
Mechanical Engineers + . 72.78
*Judges and. Maqistrates ’ .72.24
Economists . - N " 71.90 . - 5
Chemists - . ©70.94 T o B
Industrial. Engineers N 2 70.43 .
0; and Chi *70.25 5
School Teachers 70.14 a
. Accountants -and Auditors 68.80 =2 A
* Owners and Managers, Education and Related .. : £y ‘
Services +68.32
“Actuaries and stausticians 67.78
° Computer Progrgmmers g 67.50
Owners and Manaqers, servxces to Buslness . N ¥ Fi
Management 67.28 | =, g
Agricultural Professionals, n.e.s. g T 66296 &

- *Bernard R. Blishen, "A Socio-Economic Index for
Occupations in Canada", The Canadian Review of Sociolo
and Anthropology, IV (January, 1967), pp. 41-53- .
. *#*n.e.s.: Not elsewhere specified | -



OCCUPATION  ° . a $ocro-

ECONQMIC INDEX

owners! and Manégers, Chemical and” -
Chemical Produets Industries oo
Advertising Managers

‘ Air Pilots, Navigators and Fllght

Engineers
Owners and Managers, Electrical Products
&dustnes - B

mers and-: Managers, Primary Metal .
Industries
Owners and Managers, Paper and Allied B
Industries 4
Owners and Managers, Finance, Insurance,
Real Estate .

" Autiors, Editors, Journalists

Owners .and Managers, Rubber Industries
-Owners and Managers, Machinery Industries
Librarians -
Owners and Managers, Petroleum and Coal
Products Industries -7

Sales Managers ] Lo,
Ovners and Mangqers, Mines, Quarries, and-’
. 0il ‘Wells .

Owners and Managers, Textile Industries
owners and ‘Mdnagers, Transportation
Equipment Industries s

Professional Occuptaions, n.e.s.

Credit Managérs

0Office Managers ?
Owners and Managers, Health and Welfare
Services 2 P
Security Salesmen and Brokers

Radio and Televisioh Announcers: o8
‘Owners and Managers, Printing, Publishing
and Alfied Endustries

Owners and Managers, Federal Administratich
Owners and Managers, Knitting Mills
Clergymen and Priests-

Owners and Managers, Mlscellaneous Manu-- -
facturing Industries ki

. Other Health Professxonals -

Artists (except commerciai), Art Teachers
Inspectors and Foremen, C mmunxcatlon
Draughtsmen °
Owners and Managexs, Metal I-‘abncat1ng
Industrles

- - E ¥

66.79

6\05

66. 04

64.09
63.76
63475

63.02
62\'04

" 59.69:
59 60

9.28
59.20

58.29
8.27

58:21 .

58.17

“57.82

57.60



QCCUPATION - / S0CIO-
. ' . : .+ ECONOMIC INDEX

Owners and Managers, Leather Industries 57.23 .
Social Welfare Workers . 55.62 .
Owners and Managers, Non-metallic '

“Mineral Products Industries a 55.41
Advertising Salesmen and Agents 55.37
Purchasing-Agents and Buyers . 55.22"
Insurance Salesmen and Agents N 55.19
Owners and -Managers, Clothing Industries - 54.77
Science and Engineering Technicians, n. e.s. 54.75
g Brokers, Agents and Appraisers 54.74
’ Owners and Managers, Provincial . *
Administration 1 54.54
. Artists, Commercial . 54.06
N 0wner's§and Managers, Transportation, * -
% . Communication, and other Utilities R 53.85
Owners and. Managers, Wholesale Trade 53.80
# Owners and Managérs, Local Ad.mmlstxatmn .. 53.29
Surveyors 3 53.25
Commercial Travellers g © 52.68
: Owners and Managers, Furniture and
e Fixtures Industries’ * i B223L
Teachers and.Instructors, n.e. s. 5 52.07
7 Stenographers - 51.96
Owners and Managers, Fogd and Beveraqe o
Industries 51.70
Radio and Television Equxpment Operatcrs 51.51
. Physical #nd Occupational Therapists 2 +51.11
- Athletes and Sports Officials- . E £ 51.11
B & Musicians and Music Teachers . B 50.93
Nurses-in-training x B 49.91
‘Bookkeepers and Cashiers : . iy 49.55
Funeral Directors and Embalmers’ . 49.47
Foxemen,‘ Transportation Equipment !
Industries ! .0 49.21
N ‘Foremen, Primary.Metals Industries 0 49.11
. Real Estate Salesmen and Agents . 48.74
Medical and Dental Technicians , . 48.56
, Photoengravers 48.26
Photographers . - 48.07,
Engravers, except Photoengravers, . 47.95
: v Ticket,. Station and Express Agents,. o .
MR Transport ) 47.61
Batch and Continuous Still Operators 47.60

. Office Appliance Operators - 47.12
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Owners .and Managers, Construction ]
Industries - ! 46.95 '
. Foremen, Electric Power, Gas and/Water - " .
Utilities 46.75
Power Station Operators ' 46.20 i
Locomotive Engineers.. 45.99
Conductors,  Railroad ~ 45168 # &
Owners -and Managers, Wood Industries 45.52° - s

Owners and Managers, Miscellaneous
Services . .
Foremen, Paper and Allied Industnes
Owners and Managers, Motion Picture and
Recreational -Serviées {
Linemeri? and Servxcemn-—l‘elephone,
 »Telegraph and Power
Foremen, Other Manufactux‘ing Industries ./
Lithographic and Photu—offset Occupatlons
Toolmakers, Diemakers .
Inspectors, Construction
Interior Decorators and W:Lndow Dressers
Foremen, Trade <
Foremen, Mine,.Quarry, Petroleum Well .
Telephone Operators ®
., Owners and Managers, Forestry, Logglng
Actors, -Entertainérs, and Showm
Owners and Managers, Retail Trad
Méshariics and Repairmen, Ofi.tce Maclunes
Clerical Occupanons, ,Dee.
Mechanics and Repairmen, m.rcraft
Nurses, Graduate
‘Compositors and Type- Setters
Deck Officers, Ship
Religious Workers -
Members of Armed Forces
Locomotive Firemen .
Electricians, Wzremen, and Electrical
Repainnen
Auctioneers,
Canvassers and Other Door-to-Door Sa].esmen
Brakemen, Railroad
Paper Makers "
Owners and Managers, Personal sexwuces
Prl.ntl.ng Workers, n.e.s
Mechanics and Repazmen,\ﬂadln and T.V.'
; Receivers -
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T

Photo,;ap}uc Processing Occupanions
Engineering Officers, Sh).p N o
Millwrights | i
Inspectors, Graders and Samplers, n.e.s.
Inspectors, Examiners, Gaugers-—Metal
Patternmakers ‘(except paper)
Typists and clerk typists /
Postmasters
Well-Drillers and Related WQrkex:s 5 7
Foremen, All OtHer Industries ¢l B
Pressmen, Printing
Telegraph Operators- 1 |
.. Inspectors and-Foremen, wTranspott
J Projectlonists, Motion Picture k
Foremen, Textile and Clothing Industries
. Lens Grinders and Pohshers Opticians
Bookbinders
Foremen, Food and Beverage Industries
' General Foremen, Construction
Operators, Electric Street Raxlway
Stationary Enginemen
Rolling Mill Operators
B Chemical and Reglated Pracess Wox:kers
' Prospectors
Foremen, Wood and Furnxture Industnes
Sales Clerks .
Machinists and Man:hlne Tool Setters 4
Jewellers and Watchmakers' o
Civilian Pxotect:ve Servlce Occupatlons;
Stewards’ %
, - Farm Managers and Foremeh L
Other Occupations in Bookbinding
and
Metal Treating Occupations, n.e.s.
Mechanics and Repairmen, ' n.e.s.
Riggers and Cable’'Splicers, except,
Telephone ‘and Telegraph and -Power.
Furnacemen and Heaters--Metal
Cellulose Pulp Preparers:- .
Stock Clerks and Storekaepers 0
Logging Foremen °* g
Beverage Processors
Plumbers and Pipefitters o,
Heat Treaters, Annealers, ’l‘en\pexers, s
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- Pdper Making Occupations, .n.e.s.- A~ 34.07
Hoistmen,. Cranemen, .Dexrickmen 34.06 ' %
o W Inspectors, Graders, Scalers-—Log and Lumber 33.80 ”
1 s " Electrical and Electronics Workers, n.e.s. 33.80 .
iy © . Switchmen and Sigrialmen. 33.76 ==
o™ 2 - ™ Fitters and Assemblers——!:lectr:.dal and Elec- Py g
tronics Equipment - 33.57 i
Sheet Metal Workers ~ % : 33.49 °
- . Metal Drawers and Extruders 33.40 .
[O Miners - ) . £ 33.38 ‘
: Bartenders ¥ % . . 33.29 ¥ .
E Insulation Appliers ' : 33.22 " i
_ Roasters, Cookers and Other Heat Treaters, . - :
- .. 'Chemical . A . N 33.14 : 5 il
s Furriers e 33.03 %
i Boilermakers, Platérs and Structural v ¢ &
Metal Workers 32.93
. Welders and.Flame: Cutters’ ) 32.79 b
A Timbermen - * o TE32561
> Tire and Tube 'Builders ° * ¥z .7 32.34 '
% & Filers, Grinders, Sharpeners' L 32.18 o
e Sérvice Workers, n.e.s. X ‘ 32.17 L @
Nursing Assistants-and Aides _ e i . 32.14,, ©
N Shipping and Recelvlng Clerks 32.14 .
. Millmen - i 32.13 !
Bus Drivers. . : . £ 31.86 / .
Forest Rangers and Cruisers E . 31.85
Metal Working Machine Operaters T 31.67 %
Quarriers and FRelated Workers ©31.61
Moulders w ekl 31.32 5 p
gt Porters, Baggage and Pullman 3L.30 !
Mechanics and Repairmen, Motor Vehicle -  31.30 @ N
Mechanics and Repairmen, Railroad Equipment 31.29 -
. “Fitters and Assemblers-“Metal 3 +431.28
) Crushers, Millers, Calenderers--Chemical +'31.12 o
Electroplaters, Dip Plsters and Related 1, 3
- Workers 31.07,
= Cutters, Markers-—Tnxt:Lles, Garment and . % ! co ek
N Glove Leather - 31.06 N L W
b - . Production Process. and Related Workers,n.e. 5.31 00 c * w
. . Lodging and Boarding yousekeepers 30.94 ¢ S ) %
wil? .. Barbers, Hairdressers, and Manicurists 30.94: [
' Cabinet and Furniture Makers, Wood 30.88 L L
e . Dnver—-Salesmen - 30.74 s .
. 1 g2 - e -
A - &
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‘Labquiférs, Primary Metal Industries 30.68 ., .
Meta}wérking Occupations, n.e.s. - -30:60
~~  Dpeck Ratings -(ship), .B. ge Crews and. 4
. Boatmen @
« Paper Products- Makers ¥
Postmen .and Mail Carriers
Service-Station Attendants . ?
Butchers and Meat-cutters s s
Meat Canners, Curers, Packers, '

/ .* Motormen (vehicle) (except railway)

Waiters . o

‘Hawkers and Peddlars

Oilers and Greasers--Machinery and Vehxcles

(except ship) L

Tobacco Preparers .and wducts Makers i

Upholsterers . . .

Tailors i

~ . Labourers, Trade

- Bleachers and Dyers——-Textxles
Painters (Construction and Maintenance),
. Paperhangers -and Glaziers
- - Taxi Drivers and Chauffeurs Ty,

) Operators of Earth-! Mov:Lng and Other
Construction Machinery F |
Painters (except. Construction and
Maintenance)

Coremakers -

Baby Sitters v

‘Labourers, Mine ' "

Blacksmiths, Hammermen, Forgemen

Bncklayetd’, Stonemasons, Tilesetters

Attendants, Recreation and Amusement

Plasterers and Lathers -

Other Food Processing Occupatlons

Bottlers, Wrappers, Labellers

. Clay, Glass and Stone Work3re, ne.s.

‘Materials--Handling Equipment’ Op: ators

Labourers, Paper and Alhed In ries
) Carpenters -

310311122{5

Fruit and, \Iegetahle Canners and Packers’

.Other Rubbér Workers

Labourers, Ccmmunxcat:.on and Storage

.Ml.lk Processors
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Cooks M. - . ©29.43 4
Construction. Workers, . n. e s. 2 L 29.43 5 .
Longshoremen and stevedcres 29.41 :
Truck Drivers - 2 29.31
Gardeners (except. 'farm) and Groundskeepezs To29.27
Bakers , v 29.26

Labourers, Elecf{lc Power, ,Gas and ¥ g

Water Utilities 29,25 .
Messengers - 29.23 i
“WarehouSemen and' Frelght’: rndlers. ©29.18 ¥
.Polishers and Buffers--Meta +29.12 v
Boiler Firemen. {except ship). i 29.10
Labourers, All Other dustries 28.96
and Dry Cléanefs * 28.93 .

Other Agricultural Occupatinns ‘ 28.93
.Dx and s : 28.77
Riveters and Rivet-Heaters . 28.76 .,
Millers of Flour and Grain Q- 28.75
Furnacemen and Kilnmen, Ceramics - and Glass 28.69
Knitters .. 28.68
Transport Occupatlons, n.e.s. . .28.63
Labourers., Other Public Admm.strat.mn and L.
befence - ‘ 28.61
Woodworking Occupatxons, n.e.s.’ © 28.56 ®
Stone Cutters and Dressers 5 28.52 i,
Apparel .and Related Préducts Makers & 28.44

. Tanners and Tannery Operatives 28.42

' sawyers - v 28.29
Woodworking Machine Operators - 28.29 °
Labourers, Other Manufacturing Industnes 28.22 *
. Janitors-and Cleaners, Building - . 28,22
Labourers, Food and Beverage Industries "28.12

Kitchen Helpers and Related Service Workers 28,11
Engine-xdom lyatxngs, Fxremen and OllerS,Shlp <28.11-

nNewsvendcrs . 8.08

» Railway t 28.03 .
Flnlshers and’ Calenderers » - 27097 ¢ H
Elevator Tenders, Bui 27.96
Shoemakers and Repairers, Not-in Factory 27.87
Sewers and Sewing Machine Operators " 27.87
Cement and Concrete Finishers T 27:86 (' .
Guides . 27.79
Farm Labourers 4 27,77

» Labouréxrs, T)énspurtatlon, except Rallway 27.72
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Labourers, Wood Industries -+’ v . 2187 :
Laboureérs, Transportatmn Equxpment ’ . b <
'Industrles 3 e % 27.49 - ion X .1
Other Textile Occupatlons 27.44 %, L%
Carders, Combers and Other Fibre Preparer‘s 27,378 -, iy N
Labourers, Constructxon » 3 27.25 s
Other Leather Products Makers - ... t27.19
Fishermen vy, 27.17. 3
Leather Cutters ,.  ’ B « 27.10
Loom FixePs and, Loom Pxeparers 27.09
Lumbermen, including Labourers in Loggxng 27.01 w5
Spinners and’ Twisters 1 . 26.94° .
Weavers # = o 26,77 *
Teamsters 3 : .
Labourers, Local Adm:.nlstratlon s

*'Winders and Reelers o E ¢
‘ ——Sectionmen and’ Trackmen.
Labourers, Textile and Clothing Industrles
“Shoemakers and Repairers--In Factory .
Fish Canners,_ Curersy and Packers ;
’l‘rappers and H,unters 2 Y
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_NUMERICAL WEIGHTS :USED IN 'I‘HE CONSTRUFTION OF THE
TWO GENERATION MUSICAL BACKGROUND SCALE

(AQthlty of Feuuly Members as Instrumentahsts) o

2 | ‘ v .
/ ! : :

I
"Family Member Weighted Code.

o \ ‘ L L3
N ! not © o active
- ol . active
) 2 - ‘L =
5 ¥ e " —
Mother 2 ¥ . B 2 . vo4 BT
Fath - . - 4 ’
. X ] 5
Maternal Grandmother . 1 2
Ry . ; :
Maternal Grandfather. ’ 1 2
Paterpial Grandmother . T, 2
‘Paternal Grandfather . 1’ &
. ..Total D . 16

5 .
Note: Scores for The Two Generation Musical Background
Scale' were. computed by dividing the weighted code” ‘total

the ‘number of family members under comsideration (six). The,
highest possible score was 2.67, and it was achieved if both

* parents and all four qrandparents could be classified as

active instrumentalists.  The lowest possible score was 1.33,
and it was given 'if none of the family membets could be ¢

classified as active instrumentalists.

o . . -



RECEIVED ENCOURAGEMENT SCALE MATRIX

APPENDIX .G




. . RECEIVED ENCOURAGEMENT SCALE’MATRIX
s 3 .

. s Encouragement- Responses ' 4 ‘Weighted

1 used in Questionnaire . 1
Person . . 'g:égl;: ¢ . A
never. once several - many 0T hinimuh  maximum
. or times ., times
o twice R e i .
Mother - T 2 L 4 : 3 .3 12 -
Father .. 1. . 2 3 - 3 . 12
Music - * @ e - v %
Teacher : 3 2 3 ‘4 3 <t .12
Best . & R
Friend - X . 2 3 4 2 2" '8
= ’ - . ‘ « " | e
| Other . A # e ‘
Friends 1 b 2 3 R SN i - \ i
25 . — e v, ¥ i y
Total * < . 1 48

Note: Highest possible score = 48; “lowest possible score = 12. For
example, if mother, father, or music teacher encouraged a student many times
(score = 12) and all other persons under consideration encouraged the student
never (score = 9), a total Received Encouragement score of 21 was g).ven.

91T
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. T - LIST OF PARTICIPATING SCHOOLS

9 - ® _I{ppréxil;\nte
All Boys All Girls Student

. Name of School ‘
iy Sthool School: Enrolment
: \ . : : e %
’ Brother Rice ‘High School o -.\\. 715
. Holy_Cross Elementary School * 4 . .18
Holy Heart of Mary Regional Bigh School ‘ » - 1ags
ol S8 Ty ; 3 .
.Our Lady of Mercy School * . . P 800
. St Bonaventire's School % iy ‘ ) otV s . 805
“st. Joseph's Boys School £ I * g ¥ R 220
. 's:.';atricks Hall Elementary School . .. 560
N St._ Patricks Hall Junior High School W ) 530
i 5 L8 N
st. Pius X School for Boys . L 560
St. Pius X School for Girls : * 600
. . . -~
o ¥ St. Theresa's Boys School ALt 505
“‘\ ’ y - .
v -
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