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. . pRanCT‘ABSTRACT o w
THE SEAL COVE DISTRICT VDCATIONAL SCHOOL .PILOT PROJECT
2 ’ N PRE-VOCA’I'IONAL EDUCATION. aN EVALUATION M
OF THE F"IRS’I‘_YEAR' OF IDFERATION . '_.
-BY ROSS RECCORD
P i ~ . v '
" ‘In September 1972 /the £i¥st phase of a pilot_
v‘pro;&@t in pre-vocational education was implemeénted at
" ; the Seal Cove District Vc:catmna% 5chool This pilot "
project was to be implemented ‘over a threeasyear period,
beginning vith grade fife students in Sepember,1972: In

i > .
September,1973 ,gradés nine- and ten would attend and in

SQ,p{:ember,lBH,thé pildt'projecf would include grades -
ning, ’ten,‘ and eleven. 'If the pilot projedt ‘was a’ success
it w&um possibly be implemented in’other -areas of the

provmce .

5y The overall objective of this pro;ect was bo

evaluate the first year's operaz: of the Seal Cove

District Vocational School Pilo roject as it affected

students’ and staff fromothé Conception Bay Centre and

Conception Bay South School Boards. Too.
S

The sample consisted of all the g:ade nine and

senior speclal educatlon students from Concepg:lon Bay
Centre and Conception Bay. South School Boards. All

téachers who taught grade fine subjects in the schools’

3




6perated by these ¥oards, and all ti\e teaalers'\v{ho ere

" teaching the pre-vocationai- courses at the trades school- -
during the-school year 1973-73 were included., In-addition

to this tkle two “school board superintendents and the . @

. p!‘lncxpals fron\ f_he high schcols and trades $chool were '

DG e ‘ surveyed. -The s)an\ple also included one gqxdance ceunselor, .

oo ' a vice-princ\val\,:nd a board superyisor., All data was A
- " collected guriig thé last two weeks'in uay, 1973,

Wy : ' pive ingtruménts’ were used to |:c].1ect d'ata for. : .

e project. A two part questmnnaire was admxnlstered e

to the stuaents to obtain-their views on ‘the pilut .
1 ' project and ‘to evaluate  each of the pre-vocatxanh courses

they were doing. /Thé grade nine teachets'were asked to

-complete a questionnaire in ordex to detemine haw they
i viewed the pﬂoc project and to state any pxobl.ems it was o

causmgcthem. BA qugstxonnaure was also admxnlstered to

t.he pre-vocational teachers in order to determine what A

Ul " they-taught in their courses and biow they felt abolt the 15
. pre-vocational program. Ir‘x‘addition to this the .p;‘e- . 0 . 7
vocai:ional teachers completed an inéiviéual student T

Ed " evaluatxon on each of his students!’ Fin‘ully, the
- 4 adminxstratots were asked to complete a- questlonna.lre .
stating what they felt were the positive aspects and '
difficulties ‘'of -the pilat project as welldhs” :ecmm«_andi@é e
changes. ' L . . o < 5 ‘]




‘school grades. Also, the teachers who taught the grade -

Means, ranges, and standaxd denatmns were calculated
\

; define these problem areas more sfeciflcally. ‘The most

In addition to the five instruments the school s

records were examined to obtain information 6n dropouts and

nine .st'udents the previous (ea’r in grade eiqht were asked

to predict who they ‘thought might drop out of school in
; G o .
grade nine.

A l:omputer programme was used to do a descrlptlve

analysls ‘of the data. It involved the ‘tabulation of ¥

frequency of responses on the various questioﬁnaire items.

where appropriate. Crcsstabulatlons of certain variables - ¢
were used to answer questions specific o each dbjective

of the proJject.

In general At was concluded that the pilot pro]ect

“had made some potential dropouts more’ interested in school 3
&

and -had ‘helped udents declde on' their future career§ by

prcvldlng then wlth a knowledge of vhat was Anvolived dn

some tradeSL . " . * . “,, .

The projedt ‘also identified some areds of d:.ff:u:ulty, s w

‘both in the program as a whole and with some of the pre-

vocational ccurses. Futther evaluation was recommended to.' -,

senous problem facing the teachers and ad.nunxstxatcrs was
that of communications w;th).n the pilot ptc)ect. 2

The data squested that students were not receiving®

. adeguate information about careers and jobs ‘associated

with the preﬁati‘onal courses even though this was one



<

Of the primary objectives &£ the pilot project.

The xesults of this evaluatinn' suggest that all
of the pilot pro)ect objectxves weze~b¢1ng pa:fially
ac).ueved but that further evaludtion is needed to
detemule what ren\edlal actxon should be taken to
ensure f\xll attainment of all ubjectives.

- Further evaluation of course contem:, conad®t c‘r

" and whether the courses were meeting the needs of a11

groups of studente were also squested, Finally,

kecommendations were made t:o the Division of Vocat:mnal

" Education on some procedures to follw when 1mp1ementing

similar programs in other" afeas of the province. °
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-the necessary feedback to-enable'the schoeiboards to

SECTION I.
INTRODUCTION.

This section p\tesents the gverall objective of

the project, the historical background of the Seal Cove

District Vocational School Pilot Project, a review of the
4 :

# 4 o &
related literature, the request.for the project, the

significance and specific objectives.of the project,
definitions, limitations of the project.and a summary and

outline of the remainder of the report. 5
B By " ¥

THE OVERALL OBJECTIVE OF THE PmJECT
* The overall objective of this project was to
" evaluate the first year's operation of the Seal Cove
District Vocational School Pilot Project as it affected
- students and staff from the Conception Bay Centre and
- Conception Bay South School Boards. The school boards

recognized the need to structure their guidapce program.

so ' that students could be better prepared to select suitable .

Sp ® . - . \
pre-vocational courses. Information relative to attainment
'of some of the objectives of the pilot project.was also '

required. This project wes'designed to provide some of

achieve' their goals. - B
T & : » ) o €
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HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF THE PILOT PROJECT .

Beginning ‘of the Pilot Préject N2
In Deeember, 1969, the Roman Catbolic School Board
x‘or Conception Bay Centre and the Integrated School Board
for Conception Bay South met to discuss common problems. .
" The people aL’tending these meetings discuned the high
dropoub rate in their areas and expressed a concern that
some positive steps be taken to 1mprove the, retencion rate
“in the high schools. !

The expresséd concern with the dropgut problem ¥
prompted another mee'ting which was attended by the Director
of Vocational Education for the province. ‘He expressed the
opinibm that students who were not intereatéd in, m;:ndemic
studiesimld be motivated through working in vocatibpal
activities.' As a result o‘!_'_qthis meen,ng, 1t was decidbd
to ask the Provinciul Government to extend vacatlomal
education to high school students.? .This marked the birth .-
ol‘ what is known as the Seal Cove District Vocatlonal- School

Pilot Px:oJect in Pre-Voca}:ional‘Education.

Brief to the Department of Educatdon
" In January, 1970, the two school bc@rds presented a

_
i p ect in Pre-Vocational Education, a
report prepare y the planning co ttee om the three
participating schodl boards, (No other publication infor-
mauo{n glven), p. 1. ¢

2planning Committee Report, p. 2.



brief to the:)M:Lm. ter of Education requesemg the following: ™
Lo

\ L

» l. Tha

istrict vocatxonal school at seal’ Cove

sifbuld bejextended. - . ) “
2. That the servicés of the school be made available
‘a number of periods a week to those high schi;ol
. students who_wished to take advantage of t‘hem.
This brief recommended that if the p:oject was 4 s gcéess it
-could be extended to other areas of the provmce as well. 3

1 .
The Planning Committee . m

i -After these initial meetings a planning committee . . d

Wwas. organized to develop specific aims and objectives and to

. implerpeﬂt the proposals made to government. This cor'raﬁittee_

‘'suggested .the provisiop of a broader curriculum‘yhich would

interest ahigher proportion of high school students. }p/

ofder to achieve this th;ere would have to be: . 2
1. The addition of néw courses to Ehg high schoc;l .

a

curriculum,and

2. The modification of present courses. | s @j

Thesg ne courses were to be pre-vocatiqnal and were to be

regarded-as career explofatofy rather than pre-employment.

However, the planning committee recognized the possibility ° b

J 3planning Committee Report, p. 2. -

YEdna Turpin, "Implementation of a Junior High .
School Vocationdt* Guidance Program in Conjunction with a
District Vocational School Program" (unpublished Master's
project, Memorial University of Newf‘mdland, 1972), p. 1l. .

\ .




b} - . »
that some students, affer consultation with guidance °

ersonnel, would elect to enter speci‘fic‘ tradés as soon

as /they met the enfrance reéquirements.®.

pims of Introducing Néw Courses. ' - ¢ e
The committee' published four &ims of the new pre-

. »

vocational courses:
-1. %o provide for students experience with basic
skills :‘\sed in industry.

2. To give pupils.occupational information and insight

to make a wise choice on the‘ir future careers.
3. To give greater relevance to the academic content
© . of the curriculum.‘ . !
4 To improve t‘he rétention (x.:a‘te in’ high schools.®

'Txées of Students to be Helped by the
Pilot Project < =
‘According to the Committee's published report, the
pilot project was to develop programmes of secondary -
education which vere suited to the needs of the following
groups of students: )
1. Students wishing to enter university. .

‘2. Students wishing to enter technical courses at™

Splanning Committee Report, p. 2.
Splanning Committee Report, p. 2.
i =l

into their own abilities so that they will be able



the College of Trades and Technology and jthe
‘College .of Fisheries: - . ;
3. Students wishing to ta}cé pre-émployment coursés in
vocatmnal schools. o
4. Students who plan to work as spprentTioes dn cortain
trades and students ‘who wish to enter the work

force on leaving high school.’

The Academic-Vocational Pfogramme : o

%-.. The planting committee ‘drew up a program of: académic

and vocational subjects from which students could choose
their courses’” This academic-vocational ‘programme was’
divided in(::o three sections.

1 )X core program consisting of academic courses.

2. An electlve academ:.c programlne. : ‘ﬂ

3. “An elective .vocational programme‘.’ )
The a(mdenuc pro‘gr_amme contained those courses

whlch the* Department of Education considered negessary for

‘a’school certificate’in grades nine, ten-and eleven.. The'

vocational programme consisted of ten pre-vocational
courses in the following general areas: Agricultural
Science, 'Beaut)'( Culture, Cooking, Drafting, Electronics,

Household Management, General Mechanics, Sewing, Typing,.

v .
. ’Planning Committee Report, p. 2. ©e
, "Planning Committee RegértL p. 2.,




the end of grade nine the student was to choose two of

and Woodworking. : s ) v
Although the ten pré-vocational. courses vere zelateé'
to specific trades, in theory they were supposed to_be rore @
'qeneral and ca}:e‘er exﬁloratary than the pre:émployment
courses. The pre—vocat;ibnal courses were to assist the -
gtu&ent to develop the skills and knowledge necessary for &
him “to assess his 1n"terests and, aﬁtitudes so tha¥’he cculd )

make a wise decision when he cliose his career area.

5 ) . .
Implémenting the Pre-Vocational Program o
Originally each pr;s—vpc_a(;_ionax course consisted of
‘three "levels corresponding.to grades niné, ten, and eleven.
At the grade nine, level the student was to choose four
courses from the ten offered and’ séeqd fifty hquts in ' +
each course for a total of two hundred hours in the pre—

vocational program. A pass. in any two of these four

options would give him a credit towards grade nine.. At"

the four optiors he had completed and continue these in
greater depth in grade 'ten. However, a studem': would be
permitted to proceed to level II only if he had shown an  *

:.nterest and had some aptitude for the course work at : =
level Ie ; .

@ ~ A g
. At level II-the student was to spend one hundred. .

hours in each option for,a total,of two hundred hours or

“twenty per cent of the school.time. ‘If the Student was



s_ K .
successful at level IIﬂhe could cont‘in.ué the same two
Courses at level III in grade eleven. . 0 .

Level ITT was designed so that the student would

spend one hundred and fifty hoursein each option for a'
tortabl-aqf’ tﬁfee/ hundred. hours or thiity per cent ok the
‘school time. At thls level the aim was, to assist the -
student in obtainjng a degree of ,competency 1n skill and '
" knowledge whereby he could be admitted to a pre- employment
course, and in certain situations be pexnutted to enter

' the work force with a high school diploma.

i *‘ The Seal Cove Distrigt Vocational School Pilot
Pra)ect in Pre-Vocational Educataon was designed to be
melemented over a three ye?r perlod, begxnning wxgalde ‘
nine in.September 1972. Level II will be implementéd T
September 1973, and level III in September 1974.

It shoyld be noted that the above Vdescrvipt‘ion &
applies to the original pr‘oject plan. Since it was a
'Eiiot ;::oject it became neceéssary to make several changes
Iduring— the[ “first year of operation. The nl‘xr;lber of students
who-opted for the program ?.aced a strain on the
facilities available and a decision had fo be madg on
. whether to 11m1t the number of students who partxcxpated

in the program, or to reduce the amount of time the £
—_— .

te ®Information for the program description was
obtained from the Pilot Project Course Outline for Grade
Nlne, p. 4.




students would be exposed to each level. The plamning

committee chose the latter and {iui’ing the school year

1973-74 will be ing the pre- sonal
- courses for ome half day 4 week ‘instead of the planned one
day. S ~ 2 e .

“.” REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

Lack\ of Relate; Literature 5 2 .
°When\ this project was being designed the writer

exal’nined the related literature ‘that was available in

order to- obtam assistance 1n settihg up the evaluation.

It was discovered that there was vxztuully no literature

available on this type of ,evaluation. The 1iterature that

was available. on. the e*aluétion ‘of pre-vocational pilot

pro]ects used differént deslqns than the one that could

be used in f.!us ptcje:ﬁv Pox: example the evaluatxon of

the Plox‘xda Compensatory.'l.eaxp and Eat_n" program used ‘a

ﬁre-pos}; tés}: control group dgsign." , This program had

an evaluation system Built in’ as an inteqral-. part of the

project and f:herefore., since the infom_l‘ation was a\;'ailaﬁle, "

comparisons could be made between how the students per-—

: formed on certain tests before being exposed to the program .

- ”Bcb N. Cdge and others, Florida Compensator:
Migrant "Learn and. Earn" Program: An Evaluation {Institute
or Deyelopment o uman Resotrces, nesv: : -Florida,

1971)%Jp< 1 :



© and how“they performed on these sar;\e tests after a year
in the pilot project. All pilot projects that were found'
?‘ the literature had efaluation systems built into them.
Ernest Berty, Writing dbout the evaluation of pilot’
programs, advised- that evaluation should begin when you
'start to think about the program and 1t must be. an 1ntegral

BDart of any pilot pro)ect. # . ’ .

The Search for Related theratura v s &
when no applicable hterature could be found, it /
was decided to write the Departmems of Ed_ucat';xon in-the”
A i ot?‘e{\ns provinces and in the Vnort:heasternkstatm‘the

o ' U.é.A. and request any‘_releyant'"literature or evaluation i oW

‘ procedures that they had developed ,f;:r- evaluating .this :
type of prc_:]:ect.‘” & The -repiiés -that' were receive‘d were
not very helpful in conéucting this evaIuition. In fact
most replies stated that although they were 1nvolved in
‘projects of- this type no evaluation procedures had been’

developed as yet.'? | : o~

"Findings in the.Related Literature

. The literature repeatedly referréd to the need of

Myg.sq; Department of)Health, Education; and’
Welfare, A Guide to the Evaluation of Pilot Pro x:ams, (by
Ernest Bertyi Wakhington, i§7 v PP- I-3,

!25ee Appendix A.'

13sée Appendix A. L . )
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»pze-v ional and cax:eer = ion in order.for students

to adjust ‘to today-s technological changes and to help

students see the relevance of the academic ‘cutzxgzulum.

'~

Ginzberg,'* Hardwick,?® Marland,'® in 1971, Rhodes'’ in
1970, Hansen'® in 1969, Hi 1% in 1967, C 28 .

1959, Super?! in 1957, and Rob?? in 1956 were concerned -

with this ptublem and offered suggustxons on how it should
S ¥ .

.

be overcome.
Althouqh educa.tors‘expound on ‘the need for career

and pre-vocational education programs, and there are
, .

1“EfY Ginzberg, Career Guidance (New York~ McGraw-

Hill Book C: any, 1971)7 pp. 186-210. Lo
1 15arthur Lee Hardwick, ireer Education - A Model
for Implementation," Business Education Forum, XXV (May,

1971), pp. 3-6.

. I‘sidney P. Marland Jr., "Educating for the Real
World," Business Educatmn Forum, xxvx (November, 1971),
. 3-5.. - . .

”James A Rhodes, Vocational Educ\ation and Guidance
A System for the Seventies (Co us, 'y arles E.
Merrill Publishing Company, 1970), pp. 7 8.

181 orraine s. Hansen, .Career Guidance Practices in

Schaol and Community (Washington, D.C.: National Vocational
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indications that many of these programs.are being \
J.mplemented, yet there is very h.ttle evidence of

systemat;c evaluations to determlxﬁ the effect of thése

programs on students W

The majorlty of exg,l.uatlons that” were reported in

the literaturé were done on programs that were geared to

rners; poteiﬂ:ial d;ropouts, and school alienated:’

youth . ra\her than the t6tal - school populacmn. on the [)

their ol jectives. Cage?"* and Dougherty An their evalu-
ations of pre-vocationdl programs found th.at the. students .
did not’ make slgm.f:u:ant nnpruvement in academxc subjects ¥
but that school:attendance, personal appeara‘nce, attitude
towards school, ‘behavior re'lationships to peers, and self .
concept did improve In his evaluation of a program for
occupatlonal preparatxon Young found no change in attxtudes
towards school buc a positive galn in ‘attltude tovards
work, %

“235ee Append.l.x a.

2%Bob N. Cage and others, Florida Compensator: 5
Migrant "Learn and Earn" Program: ~An Evaluation (Institute °
for Development of Human Resoutces Gainesvills, Florida,

1971), p. 1.

. 2%3Joseph Dougherty, "A Pilot Project to Develop a-

* Program of Occupational Training for School Alienated Youth"

(Norwalk, Connecticut: .Board of Education, 1969), p. 1.

' 2%yilliam G, Young, "An Exemplaxry Program for Oc-
cupational Preparation" (New-Orleans Public Schools, Interim
Report, 1971), p. 1.

]
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' An informal evaluation of ‘a pilot project designed

to provide a program of occupational training f_or school
alienated youth showed that students became more interested

in school and continued until they had a vocational

certlhcate 27

“An-evaluation gf a similar program imple~
mented in Champaign, I%linoxs found that subjects who were ~
provided with a two year vocationally oriented educational -

program and pre-vocational -counselling had significantly,

better attendance -and fewer school dropouts. 2®

These
students also made a much better vocational adjustmert
than the gonirol group.” Bunda and Mezzano, in their

evaluation of ‘a work expérience program for potential

dropouts, found that students classroom behavior and

® They also reported

attitudes improved cémside:ably.2

that attendance and grade point averaqes 1mproveﬂ

signlficantly. N B
English, in répor‘rting an evaluation of a pilot

t

\

27y.8,, Department of Educatiom, A Pilot Project to
Develop A Program of Occupational Training For seEoo}
Alienated Youth, (Interim Report an Statlst:.ca Evaluaﬁon,

| Washington, 1970), pp. 12-16:

28Champaign Community Unit IV Schools, The .Efficacz

of a Pre-Vocational Curriculum and Services Deslgne to
Rehabilitate Slow Learners Who are School Dropout, Delin-

_————d'_——r———'_—_-—F'—I_E'Rm_—_'—uenc and Unemployment Prone, Final Report, Champaign,, ° -

g Yo p: ?_n
Illinois, » Po L. W

29Richard Bunda and Joseph Mezzana, "The Effects of
a Work Experlence Program On Performance of Potential
Dropouts," School Counselor, XV (March, 1968), pp. 272~
280. L




project developed to céeane a co-d A". . ive effortv

a schooi boarc; and a vocational school, .four:d _that'th.é

Erojent improved the attitudes of teachers and: admini-

-strators towards vocational education.’® It also made
K those involved réalize that career educaud‘n is the

bysiness of all. <. i

A report on a pllot project w;nich was mplgmented
in New York .city stated that an 1nfomaI evaluation ‘of
The R;chmond Plan ravealed t‘hat the prejeqt succeeded in
motwatinq those fomex:ly unn\o\:ivated. , ? '

4
Leighbody, one of the few dissentinq voxces on the *

value of pre-vocational education as a ‘method for i‘mproving

attitudes toward academic studles ‘wrote:

However, the pxactxce of using vocational;ly
related activities as a method for, stimulating
better attitudes toward general studies has been
so limited that evidence, concerning its success
is.very meager.?? -

He goes on tg say that some informal studies that bav,e A
& 3 . -
been done show no significant differences in the dropout

3%Joseph L. English, Delaware State Board for
Vocational Education, An Occugatxoqocati’onal Education
Model for thé State of. Delaware, inte: Report, (Milford,
DeIBwarE. 19717, p-. I. 5 )

- *'Board of Education for the City of New York in
Cooperation with the Ford Foundation, The Correlated Cur~
riculum Project:
New York, ’ p.

derald b.
America's Schools:

ghbody, Vocational Education In
f the 1970's (Chicago:

A New X er:unent for the General Stuaent,



rages between the two groups.®? g . e

cA revlew of ‘the llterature indlcates that although

many pzujects in pre vccat1ona1 and career education have

been 1mplemented few have been subjected to a formal

evaluation. .

that altfiough these’ prograns. o not ysually improve school

The evaluatxons that have been doné indicate

g des they do m\prove student attxtudes, behavior and
irttanest in school.. e L §

o . .REQUEST FOR THE PROJECT PP

Lo _Seve‘!al‘ months prior to the begfnning_ of this '°
_ project, the su;;ex'incendénc of conce'p:{—on Bay Centie  * .
School Buard indicated that his’board would like an evalu-
ation cf the pre-vocatlcnal pilot project to detexmxne i s '

what was happening to the students from his board. In K

. addition to this it would be udeful to determine whether

the pxlot project ‘wds meetmg the needs of the students.

. 'Sincé ‘the Conceptlon Bay South School Boarc} had
" Been instrumental’in beginning the pre-vocational p;l\x:
[
p#oject, n—. was declded to contact the board superlntendent

to deteimifie whethei. he would like the evaluation to

. include students,®teachers and adminisStrators from his’

board as well, He expressed an interest and requested a
meeting to discuss the project proposal.
. ‘ » -



i In early March,1973, separate meetingswere held
with the superlntendents of- Gcncepuon Bay Centre and
Conception Bay South School Boards an& the principal ‘of
the Trades School at Seal Cove. m—. these meetxng the
.project® proposal was presented and dzscussed All parties
agreed with the proposal and permissxon was granted to

proceed with the project.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PROJECT | ﬁ

A guidance wo‘rkshop‘held.in COnCEp’_tiDn éay Centre
School District for the ‘teachers at oncalli and Assumption
I BaneoTs polntag oUE L Mesd ToE AR evaluatidn of the
f).rst year s o?eratxon of. the pilot project to detemlne
what was happening to-the participating stl_zdents. 3% This
need was ‘Further illustrated at another workshop SSousored
by the pilot project planning comittee.' At this workshop
"both the high school and prée-vocational teachers discussed ',
problems they had encountered with the project. Some
téache,:s a‘téendin‘glthis‘ workshop felt that ‘some effort

should be made to deteYmine what effect the project was

having on the students. The need for somp formal evalu-'
ation of the ‘pilot project’ was.made even more pronounced

when small ércup discussions were held with the grade *
nine students at Roncalli-and Assumption high schools. .°°

3%see workshop recommendations. in ‘Appendix B.
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to determine how t‘g;ey felt about the pre-vocational
;'uro'je'c:.“. This project, then, was important for -four
reasons: ' - ' < i3
1. Th‘e eva;l.pat;‘ion would provid‘é‘ feedback to the two‘
school’ boards so that they. could restructure their
guidange proqram. ’ ’ .
2. - It would identify some of the positive aspeCCS
of the pre-vocatxonal prcgram.
. It would identify problems facing th& pilot pro]ect:
and could offer ;ugge}stmns on how to hdlp

alle{iéte lt.hem. ,

project was meeting’ the needs of the school boards
concerned. - ’

. CoL e

SP’ECIFIC OBJECTIVES OF THE PROJECT

Fuxjsuant. to the overall oxgective, this pro:‘iect
‘imed to fulfill the following specific 'objectiveé?

1.' To identify some of the positive aspects ﬁf the
pie-vocationai pilot pmject experienced by gr;de
nine students during the school year 1972-73.  ~

2. .To identify areas where grade nine s‘tudents ;',
experienced diffic»ulties. ’

35The writer.attended both these workshops and held
the discussions with the grade nine students while’ workin
on his practicum at Roncalli ‘and Assumption hiqh schools.

E E— I

o e

~ 4. It would help to determine whether t:_hé pre-vocational
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> " 3, To provide infox.;mation relative ‘to'the attainment

of the following objectives of the Seal Cove

District Vocational School Pilot Project:

,ﬂ. To provide for= students experience with basic
' skills used in industry. i~
b. To give pupus occupatwnal information and
+ insight into their own abill_tles‘ so that t).xey

will be able to make a wise choice on their

future careers.

a

To q:.ve a qreater relevance to the academxc
coni_ent of the curriculum. E
d. To improve the retention rate in high schools.
L2 4. To identify problems experienced by teachers and
administrators at Queen Elizabeth ngh, Runcalll <

High, Assumption Junior ngh and the Trades Schopl
—TN

during this first year of the pllot project.
<

S vy f DEFINITIONS . % s
. : ) y

- LI AQADEMIC STUDENT mean‘s a séude;ﬁ: who has either
_elected or been pl_aéed in a px‘:ogram designed to prepare
him for matriculation and entrance to university. This
‘pro‘gram is designed 'fox-; the brighter student-and is gr;ote

SO exten;ivg than‘ oth_ei' programs in the school curriculum.

DISTRICT VOCATIONAL -SCHOOL me?ns‘a school that

:has been built in a district to train people for various

trades or jobs. = Courses offered at a vocatignal school *

a
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are pre-employment courses; that is, they are intended
to prepare students for the world of work. i
DROPOUT means’ a student who has dropbed out of

school be-fore co‘n\pl;ting his high school education.
GENERAL STUDENT means a student who has either

> 3 X

elected or been placed in a program designed-to grant him

a school leaving certificate. This program is designed

« . L N
for the non-academic student and is not as difficult or

‘extensive as the acaﬁemi,c program. Students who complete '

grade eleven in this program can enter mosf: trades at the-
vocational schools but are very limited in the courses thef :
can take at the Trades College.

PRE-VOCATIONAL COURSE means a course that is
desiénéd to expose the student to the type of work, jobs '
andrcnre_ers involved in the areas associated with the -
course. =

'SEAL COVE DISTRICT VOCATIONAL SCHOOL PILOT PROJECT
means a project that w;s &ev‘eloped to integrate pre- -

vocational courses with the academic high ;choGI program

in'anZicxt to make the academic content of the curriculum
1 ;

more evant. s w
2 SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENT means a‘ student who has
beén placed in a special class designed to meet unique’ .
needs of the student which are not typical of most students
‘1n his school. l:!sualllr', this student has been unable to,
sucéessfully work .in the academic or general programs.
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LIMITATIONS OF THE PROJECT

1.~ The project only included students, teachers and”
administrat‘ors from Roncalli, Assumption, Queen

Elizabeth and. the Trades Schonl. Holy Spirit

. school in Manuels was not 1ncluded because of

@

ccnsiderations of time and money.

2. The project was limited in that' parents were not
included in the sample. A Suxyey of parents’ could
have illustrated other bemefits and difficulties

of the pilot project. L
, SUMMARY AND OUTLINE OF THE REPORT

This section dealt with the overall objective%:&
significance of the prcﬁect; a brief hisi:oryl of the | L
development of the pilot préject; a reviefw‘ oft the reflated
literature; the :equest for the pro]ect, the specxfxt
ob]ectlves, defxnltmn of terms and the l).mltatl.ons or
scope of ‘the project.

Th‘e .:emainder. of the report will be organized as
Followas . &ection two describes the samfle, the procedurés
followed in the colléction of the data and the analysis
of the findings; section thiee déscribes the development
of the instruments; section four will present the findings
of the data apalysis; and section, five will discuss the’
ﬁiﬁdings, conclusions and recc‘:rmne;dat_icns emerging from

the project. .. ‘- L




e ) SECTION. IT . -
. * METHODOLOGY

The purpose of this section is to describe the

procedures which were followed in the project. It is

organized under five sub-headings: general design of

the project; the sample; instrumentation; method of data

.
collection; and analysis. 4 2 fE

GENERAL ‘DESIGN OF THE PROJECT

. Five instruments were used to collect data for

this project.! A two part questiom}aire’ was administered
“to the students to ck)taln the:Lr views on the, pllot q;:m:uec\: o
and to evaluate each of the, pre-vocatmnal courses ' they ’
were do;ng. The grade nine teachers:were asked to comple_t;'
a quest:lluhnaire in order to determine how they vlew_ed the
pilot p“rojeizt and to state any problems it was causing .
them, -A questionnaire was also administered to the pre-
vocational teachers in order to determine what they taught“
in their courge and how they felt-about the pre-vbcatipnal

progx;am. In addition to this Lean:h pre-vocational teacher

',completed an individual .student evaluation on each of

lsee séction' III for "a detailed discussion and

. description_of each instrurerit used in the project.



. asked to predict who they thought might drop out of
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‘his’ students‘ Finally, the administrators were asked to

complete a questionnalre ‘'stating what they felt were the .
positive aspects and d:.ff1cu1t1es of tﬁe pilot project as.
well as recommending chgnges.

In addition to the five instru‘m‘ents, the school
records wére examined to obtain infénnati:;n.on dropouts
and ﬁclxool grades. Also, the teachers who taught the
grade nine students the previous year in grade eight were
school in grade.nipe. \

i .
THE SAMPLE’

The sample consisted of a”ll the grade nine and :,
senior special education students from Conception Bay
Centre-and Conception Bay South School Boards: a1l the/
teachers who taught grade nine sub;ects in the schools
operated by these boards, and all the teachers who were
teach;ng the pre-vocational courses at the trades’ school

during the schoql year’ 1972-73 were included. In

. addition to this the twq school board superintendents and

the prlncipals from the high schools and trades school

were‘surveyed. The sample also 1ncluded one guidance

counselor, a vice-principal, and a board supervisor.

Descrij of Conception Bay Centre
School District . o

&
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5 Roman Catholic School Board with approximately ten schools

under its jurisdiction. 'The district extended from Holyrood
. l . o

around the bay £ Conceptiop Harbour. In addition; it
§ included two communities in T:‘r‘inity Ba‘y.. Avondale, ap-
proximately Ifbrty»x;\i'ies from St. John's, was the central
location for the junior and senior high schools in the
district. ’ ;o .
by : e Assumption nior High, a school for girls, had
three hundred students in grades.seven,eight and nine.
It had a'staff of eight teachHers. Assumption had two
* grade “pipe classes for a total of £ifty-six students.
The ass for the brightér students. had an enrollment of
thifty-eight. Five of these were not participating in
g ‘- the pilot project. The class for the slower students had
an enrollment of eighteen and all were participating.’
The ‘other high school, Roncalli Central High,
. ‘had only boys in grades seven to nine, but had both boys.
- B and girls in gradesr ten and eleven. This school had a
student population of approximately five hundred and had .
a staff of tuenty-two teachers. Roncalli had ‘three grade .
'nine Fclas'ses yith a May enrollment of seventy-eight, .only
 ‘a small number of which were considered to be of high,
) " academic ability. The others were a\‘leraqe to below , -
average in aca@em.ic abiiity; In addition to this there
% were ten segior special education students attending the
pilf)t project from this sgh?o'l.‘ All the grade nines at

a g

g 8 i
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Roncalli were participating in the pre-vocational pilot

project. E . i

Previous to the pre-v ional jéct, s
who attended the two high schools in this district could
be placed in‘one of three prograiin’ -

’_ 1. An academlc program wh1ch was deslgned to prepare
| students for matriculation. N
2 A general program designed to grant a school
leaving ’ certificate. a . .
3. | A special education program for those who were
\) unable to successfully work in the ‘academic or
geﬁeral programs. " ) .
‘There were a total of one hundred and thirty-nine
stu;le'x:xts participating in the p‘ilot p;oject £rom the
Conception Bay Centre' school diétii‘ct. These students had ~ '/
‘to travel to'the Trades School by bus, a dist;nce ranging .
from five to fifteen miles. : 2
: 'l;l;é\hcle area where the scheols were located had
h.ttle or no local industry wlth the exception of a small
‘0il refinery at Holyrood. The majority of people had to

leave home in order to secure work.

Description of Conception Bay South" , %

~N
Conception Bay South school :hstxmt was an.
integrated school board with approximately cwe‘lve schools

under its jurisdiction. The district was compact and
g < g
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actcnd’ed from Paraaise along the south shore of Conception ?
"Bay to Seal Cove, a d),stance of approxxn\ately fifteen
miles. Foxtrap, approximately flfteen miles from St.
John's,)‘«as thé central location for the regional high
school’. & ’ :

Queen Elizabeth Rec_uonal High had approxxmat:ely
six hundred students in qrades nine, ten, and eleven. It
had a staff of twenty-four teachers and one guidance‘-‘ °
‘counselor. There were six grade nine classes and one
senior special education clas‘s dn the school. The May
enrollment for grade nine was two hundred and twenty-four

students., One hundred and eighteen students were enrolleéd

.in the academic program, ninety-four in.the general pro- <

gram, and twelve in the special’ education program.

4 There were two hundred and exghteen students

pa:tlcxpatinq in the pilot project from Conceptlon Bay

So}%;th school district in May. All tHese students had.to

travel to the Trades School by bus, distance ranging

from one to fift‘een milés.
\ Previous to the pre-vocatitnal project, stui‘lents
who attended this high school could-be placed m a
academu’% general,- or,special education program. The
gerieral and speci.al edwbation programs d;ffexed f;om ;
those .offered in Conception ‘Bay Centre school Qistrict in
y

that they offered an industrial arts and home economics

‘program. .The industrial arts program’ was for boys and
G : .

P W, s .
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consisted of- woodworking and technical dréwing. The home
economics program was geared toward girls and offered
. cooking and sewing. ¢ : L
-
Peopley vzho 11.ve in Conception Bay South School
District either work in the immediate area or in St. John 8.
' The ma]onty work in'St. John's as they can cummute wlth

little or no difficulty.

Number ;f'Students s"uxvez,ad' o : & 3§ &
All-the grade nine ?nd senior specidl educatmn

classes in Assumptlon Roncalli; and Queen Ehzabeth were,
surveyed ‘duririg the study. .Tabke 1 provides a breakdown
of the following: .the number of grade nine students in

. each school; the number who droppea,the progran during .
the year;, the number  who only conipleted one section of
the questionnalre, the number who were not in the program
‘in' September; the number not included in the sample
because of absence; and the tocal number included in the
sample from each 5chool

Number of Teachers and Administrators .
r—‘a'————-———

urveye

A questxonnalre was . given to each grade n:Lne -

teacher in the three high schools and to each pre-

vocational teacher at the trades school. Each admini-
strator involved in the pilot project was also surveyed
during the study. For the purposes of this project L‘he

i Lo o
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counselor and supervisor were included as administrators

. = .
since their roles-in the pilot project were more adm¥ni- «

strative than teacher oriented. Table 2 provides a break-
down of the following: - the number of ‘teachers teaching
gnﬁe nine from each school; the numbe: of. teachexs who,
returned questionnaires; the numbe‘r of guidance counselors
included in the sample- the number of principals included»
the number of vice-princ:.pals included;.and the numbex‘ of

. .

board superiptendents surveyed. s .

6 ® © mame 1 °

MAKEUP OF THE STUDENT SAMPLE

No. of [No. |No.f¥ho [Nor in:
- - Only Only
(school _fin X
“End Of - [During |Part I Pax;]n D
May . |the of Ques— |of Ques-
. Year
- P “1¥
£l 5 0 0 =] 0 53
Fncalli | 88 [ 3 -0 1 3 84
Elizabeth | 224 0 I 6 5 | a3,
Tokals | 368 | 5 5 | 1 10. 8 | 30
£




project.‘ The procedures £ollowed in ‘developing the
e

Five' instruments were used‘to col]:ect . data for this .

. ; 27
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g : ‘ H
S . TABLE 2 . : .
MAKEUP OF, TBACHERS AND ADMINISERATORS SAMPLED
. o 4
No. No., iday incipals [Vice- Board
. c . |principals= Superin-
_ |School ing [Who % Sz.perv'isors tendents
: 5 3 o .| 1o 0
Rndalli | -12 | 1L o P - 1
Queen .., . * i ¢ 2
Elizabeth | .13, u 1 L1 5 el
. Pt |
School | 10 1o 0 1. PSS N
— = : = t
Totals | 40 | 35 .| .1 L §ie 2
% 0 B Al “
N % - % —“ [
4 v a W - > INSTRUMENTATION . = °

mstruménts and a- descx::.ptmn of each 1nstrument 15 con-

also d:.scussed in the_ third section of this ‘report.
PR, % % g i E
o * METHOD OF DATA COLLECTION

tained fn section III. The validity,of the instrunents is™ -

when the board superlntendents and t:he p.rlncipal
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sarrangements.’were madg with the school principals for a
2 ORI s :

sui‘&able‘tima to a‘dminisbgr the questionnaires and examine

. . I3
iL - the school. recotds. . o8 by

. All data was collected by the writer dur:mq the .

L Jast two weeks in May, 1973. . B ¥ *
-, Administration of Teacher and*

Administrator Questionnalres R S
Administrator Questionnalres . .

When the writer arrived at the school he gave all
' .the grade nine teachers and the administrators the appropriate

- questio’ﬂnairas. In.most cases these questionnai_res were col-

Qected frcm the- 2 and administrators before the
wrxter left the school. All. but f].Ve of the questlonnﬂxres

vgere collected. ‘ $ -
. 5 . s T
¢ Administration of Student 2
- *. .Questionnaires ' .
3 A simildr procedure was used in admlnlsterlng the
1. student questlonnaires. The wrxter admxnxstered the

4 ,quesmonnaue in two separate -sessions. Part I was "

. administered fo all eleven grade nine classes and the two . &»
s specxal eduCatJ.on classes durxng the first week and part
i3 wns admxnxstefed durlng the second week

The wr1ter went 'into each class, 1ntroduced hlmself,

expla).ned th p\u:pbse of the questionnaire and lnfomed the
students ‘that the).r answers would be kept COnfldentlal.
5 B The instructicns for complet;nq the questmxwa;res were

then explained to the students., The Jwriter was avalla}qle

/ E
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_ throughout’ the whole class period to ensure that if any

" '«‘\ students had problems they c;ould be. answered. It wasnalso“"
possible tc explain errors .in both) wording and format t;
the students. The writer spent the \{irst part of the '

period ensuring that the students understood the directions

and were _coinpl'etinq the g_\%estic’:nnaires correctly. These

" procedures were folldwed for both sections of the student ~

questionnaire.
: Part I.of the questionnaire.took approximately !
twenty minutes to{iﬂipister and part II.took between

- forty-five and fifty minutes. ' At the'end of each admini-
stration the q(lestionnaires were collected and organized by

the student's homeroom. If there were any ’shudents absent /

their names were r and, the admini-

-stered the ques lonnaxres to -them and they were collected
at a later date. Desplte this effort to indlude all pre-

vocational students in the sample, there were still.seven

who were not: included.: . . " .

Trades School Teachers Questionnaire

The. pre-vocational teacher's questionnairesand tr]:ef '
i dividual student evaluation sheets were given to the
supervisor of instruction at the trades school. He |
dlstx‘xbuted them to the teachers .and collected them wﬁen

1 they were cump'leted



School: Records Data ’ . .

The sbhool records data was callected during .the
same Ewg week period that the student questionnalres wWere

* administered. This was dons during ll;néh breaks, after
classes were dlsmlssed, and when a ¢lass was not avauable

.for the adninistration’ of the questi&mnalre. “« ¥ i

¥, " ' ANALYSIS USED ' . " 3
Inorder to determine how the data would be used to
- hheet the objectives of the project, a table of data usage '
.was constructed.?. This table was drawn up in such a way
that the objectives of the study were listed in the first’

column and.th’e different questionnaire item numbers that’

were to be used to meet this’ objective were ligted in

oppcsxte columns,, In.addition to: m:xtlng in the questlon
‘numbers, a description of how the data was to be used was
also inserted. B .

Baslcally 3 descriptive analysxs was utilized. It

1nvclved ‘the tabulation of the frequency of responses on

the various questionnaire items. ‘Means, ranges, and S

standard devxatxans were calculated where appropriate.

Crosstabulations of ceytain variables were used to answer

. o .
__&uestions specific to each objective of the project.

2See Appendix D. ) ‘ &



i‘hé analysis was done by computer, using the SPSS pir%gram.’

z " ,ﬁ .
SUMMARY AND OUTLINE ]
. Y 3

. In this section the met‘hc%]uiogy employed in the

project was discussed, ihcludi‘ng the ge‘ner'al design_of. the

‘study, the sample, instrumentation, a discussion of the

data collection, and the analysis used._

The mext section will deal with the procedures

,followed in developing the ‘inst,:rumerits, validity of the

instruments, and a description of ‘each instrument.® ?

*Norman H: Nie, Dale beent, and C. Hadlai Hull; .

Stat;stical Package For the Social Sciences (New York‘
HeGraw-Hill, 19 75;
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- o SECTION III

. i - LY

DE.‘VELOPMENT OF THE INSTRUMENTS

. - Ve
" This section will be organized around three sub-
headings: procedures used in developing the instruments; .
validity of the 1nstruments, and a déscription of each

instriment.

% . 7
PROCEDURES FOLLOWED IN DEVELOPING

- THE ms'mumri'rs : G

In an effort to bt ity suitable instruments for™

._thxs project, the writer: revlewed the relevam: literature -

and wrote to the Departments of Education in all prov;nces

-of Canada and in the northeastern states of the U.S.A.!

Since there were no sul.t.able instruments avaxlable that

could be utilized they had to be developed by the wn.ter.
The instrument deve.lopmen(: proceeded by following

several steps. 'The first step involved a preliminary

‘survey of teachers, students, and administrators. All

‘these surveys took place in January and February of 1973.

Iﬁs«zecond step was to develop a table of specifications

to 1dent:.fy needed information and- 1ts most: probable source.

>
!see Appendix.A. -

‘ *See Appendix C. N
g5
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e ‘. 'The 'third step was to construct a set of questionnaires _

7 g e :
,based on the table of .specifications and preliminary

I . ! surveys. The final step invo_lved‘ the submission of the

questionnaires to a panel of judges for examination.

. ; ; ) -
Preliminary Survey of Teachers, Students,
_and Administrators o J )

The purpose of these prelin\ina;y discussions with
the teachers, students, and administrators was to obtain
so;!\e idea of what they felt vas happening in the pilot.
pr‘voject‘. It wa’s‘ also necessary to have them discuss the
positive aspects and difficulties associated with the )

pre-vocational program, / N

Pre-vocational teachers. ‘Since the pre-voc\alion'al ;

eusesd wars closely involved with the studeénts while

. teaching the pre-vocational courses, they were able to.
identify some of the benefits and difficulties associated
.with this type of program. ’ These initial discussions were,
‘done on an individual basis and some a\?di’tit‘)nal information
was obtained from a pilot project x:lorkshop held in .
February.® ° . . .

* ‘District teachers. A guidance workshop which was

held in Conception Bay Centre .for the teachers at._A'ssumption

. ’The writer attended this workshop while working on
his practicum.’ See Appendix B.
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and Roncalli High Schools illustrated how 'the district
teachers felt about the pilot project.® 1In addition to

this, discussions were held with the teachers‘on an
i

individual basis.

Students. Since the project was deslgned for the

studenés, it was essential to obtain thelr op:.nmn on what

"they felt was happenlng in the pze—vocatxonal program

Small ‘group discussmns were held with,the grade nine
students at Rorcalli and Assumption High Schools and they
were -encouraged to discuss both the positive aspects and

difficulties their had experienced with .t,h'e"pilét project.®

Administrators. Individual discussions wére heéld

thh admxnxstrators of the schools 1nvolved in the p:Llot

project.” They were asked to express their opinion on whatr_ .
: they thought was happening in the pilot project and to

" .-discuss the benefits/and difficulties that would be derived

from it.
z /

Development of the Table #f Specifications Y

The table of specifications was developed to .
identify <the needed information to meet thg project «
objectives ?nd to point-out its most probable

“The ‘writer ‘this . See Appendix

SThis was done while the writet was working .on
his practlcum




source.® The project objegtives were listed in the first
column and across, from thesé were listed thauposéiblé «

sources of information to meet these objectives.’ Under

each source the types of information necessary to meet each _

objective was written. The questionnaire items were

developed out of thifs.

Development of the Questionnaire Items
The items used in each questionnaxré were based on
the information abtalned 'in ‘the preliminary,surveys and on

the table of specifications. Each question s written in

the approprzate space on the table of speqlflcatxons.

'Thxs‘procedure en@ured that the questions asked would

obtain the information necessary. to meet the projegt
objectives:: : 3 i
The information gathered by a questionnaire is

only as valid as the q‘uestiop‘s are reliable. When

developing items for this type of instru.ment.it was

important that they not only relate to the research
probiem'bu\c that ‘they be worded in a clear and - unambiguous
manner. The items used on these instruments were measured

against Kerlinger's criteria of question writing.”

e

fsee Appendix C.

"Fred N. Kerlinger; Foundations of Behavioral
Research (New Ycrk‘ Holt, Rinehart and wInston, Inc.,
1964), pp. 473-4 ) : 3



- Examination of the Instruments by a Panel

. The final step invelved the examination of the

i.x‘xst_nmem;s by a panel of t_hxee'judg'es who were familiar
.
with the operation of the pre-vocational pilot project.

This panel examined all five instruments item by item and

made sqpe ions for in and format.

All thebe-recommendations were considered and most of the

‘changes were made. After this was done the questionnaires
3 :

were typed and duplicaéed.
VALIDITY OF THE INSTRUMENTS (S

A discussion of how the instruments were validated

- involves a summary of the procedures used in their develop-

ment. Thorndike and Hagen say that validity refers to

the ins what we want it to measure.®’

_Four basic steps were followed in establishing the validity

of the five instruments used in this study.

‘ . e Bl
Preliminary Discussions : . e ’
i The first step took the form of discussions with .

»
the students, teachers, and administrators involved in the

pilot project. These discussions gave the wx;ite\r_ some idea

of what the people involved thought was happéning in the
i . ’ 5

B
®Robert L. Thorndike and éizabeth Hagen, Measure-

' ment and Evaluation in Psychology and Education'(New York:
John Wiley & Sons, Inc.; ¥§55), p. 160. s
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project. These discussions helped establish the validity

of the instruments since they indicated the type of ques’tions

that needed to be asked to meet the objectives of the study.

<
Table of Specifications 7 »

The second step involved the developfent of 4 table
of specifications.® This table ensured that the question-

naire items would obtain the necessary information to meet

" the objectives of the project. Therefore, the content

“'this table. .

yal‘i’dity of the items could be’ established by referring to

Table of Data Usage
The thi'rd step involved the development of a table

of data usage.!® This table illustrated how the data -

®
obtained would be utilized to meet the objectives of the

study. It also ensured that the items included in each

instrument would provide the information needed to meet

the prcject objectives.

Examination bx a Panel ,

The final step in estahlishing the validity of the’
instruments znvolved their examination by a panel of three ~

people who were ‘familiar with the operatian of the pre-

voca_tiunal project. This panel examined the instglume‘\ts

o

¥See Appendix C.

‘ 19%ee Appendix D. . ~ - Ny




“ item by item and this further established their content
validity. d . . . .
‘DESCRIPTION AND PURPOSE OF EACH INSTR‘:’MEN}'K‘ %
o e s K > N

Student Questiopnaire 3

Since the student questionnaire was quite long it
‘ wis decided to administer it im two separate sessions.!! B

Therefore, it was divided into two parts.

“Part I. ‘The first vpart of the questionnaire con- -
tainé’d twenty-nine questions and was organized into
sections A, B, and b. Its'gux‘pose was to obtain background .
T ‘information and some opinions of students about what‘ was ‘
happening in the pilot project, rather than specific infor-

mation on the pre-vocational courses.’ . g

he following information was obtained in section .
. |

Az ¥ P

’ 1. Background infof:mation on name, sex, age, and
) X ~ program the ¢hild was in. coe 8
¢ " 2. The pre-vocational courses ‘the student was doing
in nine and the courses he _wantéd to d’év in ten.
3.’ Future plans of the student.‘ o

‘ o 4. the was' returning to the

s i
next. year and if mnot, why not.
v . . 2 T .-
= . :1lsee Appendix o g 2 " g :
. g P » ™ F . i
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‘ e ey W
" B whef{xer thére were enough courses offerled in thes

- » i
L program. Y

6. Whether the st?udan 's ince{esf' in schobl had
improved. ‘ &
) Section B was éesigneﬂd‘ to obatin information on
what the jtudent felt were the results of the pre-vocational
project. ' ' r
Sectioh D was. used to obtain the ‘following
information: . ) v ’ 9
1’. Whether the student l;ad considered drc?pping out of
school and if he Had, why hé didn't drop out. - * ,

% |
2. : How the student felt about the guidar‘:ce or(,enr_ati‘t‘)n.

s . % il
\ to the pre-vocational-courses when they were still

in grade eight. *. . b g™ /

/ N
Part II. This part of the questisnfaick Sontained
section C.y It cbnsisted of 'éhtrty questions which the
stud‘entlhad to answer on each of four courses he wag‘
doing. Its p‘urpose was to have the §tudepc evéluatg each "‘ " _’
c}:urse he was doing, ‘ § «

Section C obtained the following information on

ejch course: ¥ . £
1. Why a student liked a particular course best.
2. If he didn't c_omplaf:e the course, why not.

-
Whom he thought thé course was best suited for.

How he found the éheory and practical -wozk



L2 . /, in‘ each ‘course.

. 5. Ratlng of tests, Stoje‘cts, and the length of classes.

6.  The amount hé thought he used Eng].:Lsh, Math, and

Science in’ the course§ ¢
“i

. 7. Whether the course made, school more interesting.
8. wWhether the student knew about hobbies, jobs, and

' careers associated with the course and the tralnlng‘

b » . - required for them. N Y

9. Whether he was interested in the jobs and careers

that were associated with the‘course and how_ he

thought he would f£ind them.. t

P Pre-Vocatlonal Teacher's Quest:l.onna:.re

The pre—vocatxonal teacher s questionnal.te was
aivided into’ seven sdctiors.!¥ ' !

Secti#n A was designed to obtain the following

background information: LI . . 5 T

1, .The course each teacher’ taught.

2. Teaching expen.ence.

) V3. Educational .and trade qual).f:watlons. S -
4. Other work experience. . _' 3 :
Seqtilun B containeﬂ?;niz‘le quesh‘,o—ns and liséed ’

some possible Dutcomgrof t}Ae pilot project and asked
5 = " the teacher .tq checi‘c those items v{hieh.they felt’ were

appiicahle.. : o 5 .

‘12gee Appendix G. - ‘ ¥




. .
Section C contained ten questions and obtained

, information on the following: o
, ‘i . 1. The basic’ skius.taualt in Sach course and ‘the
- 3 ’ act:w:l.tles ‘the teacher had the students engage

‘ . 2
Ain to teach th e Skllls.r"

' ' 2.° The amount of tlma each jegcher spent infoming

5 ) students about ;obs and careers associated w:.th"
a ) »hx‘s.course. g . ;
3 e, S g '3:". The amount of use the /student would. have. For o

English, Math and Science in-each course. -

The dropout. and absentee i:a'te in eech course.

Sect;on D contained seven questions .and proyided

. 1nforma(:ion on ‘seite of q:he problms ‘encountered by ‘the

% pre—vocatlonal teachers this year.

Section E contained ‘seven questions and obtaxnei
Lnformatxon on the following:. .

1. whether the pilot project offered enough course&

57 (. 2. How students should be assigned to the cotrsk§.
< : 0 P

3. the h the were

« adequately prepared,to make their.course ..
. e - .. selections. last year. ¥ 2
Section F required the teachers to rate the pro-
H .

ject objectives ‘in order of importa’nce. &
G Section € prnvided an opportum.ty far the teachers
Q ‘to list any other suggestions, c.omn\ents, and Crlticlsms ’

about: the pilot project, - .’ s




“District Teacher'sQuestionnaire

" The district teacher!squéstionnaire was divided
‘.. . # . ‘into five sectiomns.!® ) . I

Sec:ion A obtained’ the following backgxmmd

mfomatxon :

L. "l"he’ courses taught. ' ’ oo
R . - 2 Te;ich;ng ’éxperien;e. C
ch éroéram'feachix‘xg.
-Sectlon B was desiqned to obtaln -the district

~teachers opinion on the positive aspects of ‘the- p;.lot

il proj ect.”, . b .

Section € contalned eleven questlons and was

«..:i 77+ ‘desighed to oBtain the following information:

o A Wh‘e-‘ther there weré enough courses offered-in the

© ‘ “program.’ .

3 7 . :
Whether the grade nine students were more

— C. &
Interested in school tHis year than last year.

-13., Where the academic were to fit in
e # “ with the pilot project. .

4. ~If they thought thatthe number of students:

dropplng out had deoreased ‘this year. .

Sect:xon D consisted of six quest:.ons which were

\:séd to obtaln :mformatlon on'the folloi x/g

lecause of the

Problems the téachers were having




pilot pxoject‘. . ‘ .
2. How stdents should be assigned to the courses.

3. ihe the st s were 1y a to

make their course selections last year. .

Section E asked the teachers to rate the pilot
p:oj_eét obfectives in order of ipportance and to recommend
any cha'xigeﬂ_fhey would l{ke to see in the pre-vocational

program. . . ) o -

Questionnaire &

. ; _. The udministzator‘s questwnﬂélze was divided mEo g

. five sections:' . -

i i o~ - = Secs:ion A was designed to obtain ;:he job 'claési-‘
fication and.identification of each administrator. [

= Section B consisted of six questions which were

. . deslqned to, obtain_the Eollowinq mformaticn. § ¢

. 1. The posif.xve results of the pilot pxo]ect.
2. Whether there' should be more courses offered in
" the pre-vocational program. :
) 3. Their opinion on whether the drépouts had
' ’ decreased. . . '
- % section C contained six qu‘esti.ons in order to
) obtain the following information:

1. .The_problel-ns administrators had with the pilot

. project.

1%See Appendix L & "
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2. How.students should be assigned to courses.

- the were 1y prepared to
make - their course select1ons last year.

Section D asked the ,administrators to rate the
objectives -of the pre-vocatlenal program in what they
>cons).dered to be the order, of importance: ®

i Section E was included to obtain information on®
‘aﬁy_ c‘n:hé‘ryhanges, .comments, criticisms, and suggestions

that the administrators had to make about the pilot project.
" - ¢ X
Individual Student Evaluation

of a checklist and a rating scale.!® Questions A to E
make up the rating’scale and F to H the'checklist.
Kerlinger described the checklist and rating scale as °
simple, economical and acceptable to be use;i in research.!®

The individual student evaluation was designed

' to obtain the following i ion oft the : attending
the pilot proje‘ct: '
1. Attendance. o L -

' 2. Pre-vocational course grade.
3. student's performance in theoryx and practical
sections of the course. o

15gee _Appendix F.
!*Rerlinger, pp. 514-517.

'



.4. . student's.interest in the practical and theory
sections of the course. . 5
5. Student's ability to do the required work:

6. Whether the student was mature enough to dé the-

« 7 course work. '

7. If. the. student had the necessary background to do
- the course work. "

8. the cher would nd that the
i Ak,

‘student ‘do’the course at level II.
e E.ach’pte-vucati‘onal teacher completed an individual
“ student evalu‘atio’n ;n each student in his course. The;e-
< ﬁore'each student had four evaluations cdmplEted on him. y
¥, . E !
SUMMARY AND OUTLINE . i g
In this section the development of the instruments
‘was discussed, anludlng the .procedures followed in
developing the J.nstruments, the vﬁ.idity of thé 1n.struments,
-and a descrxptxon of each instrument. ;‘ .
- The next section will deal witt; the results of the

analysis of the data based on the information obtained |

from the i ts and” ion of the school

records.. g Ny @



‘pre-yocational pilot, project experienced by grade mne

SECTION IV

. ANALYSIS OF DATA .= = y
5, The ovérall objective of -this project was to |
elaluate the first year's operation of the Seal Cove-

District Vocational School Pilot Project as it affected

_ students and staff froi the Conception Bay Centre and *

Coqceptioﬁ Bay South School Boards. - Pursuant to the

R overall cbjectxve there - were four specific ob:ectlves.

This section contains an analysis of tlie data
é‘athered by the §5‘we instruments u‘sed in the é:‘r_oje‘ct.
It will be organized as follows: )

1. Statement of the objective.
2. Presentation of data related to the objective.
3. Discussion of the data. ' ’ ‘

.. FisT 'osdscnv'f.

To identify some of the positive aspects of the

students duxing the school year 1972-73.
Future: Plans of the Students
The data ‘presented in Table 3 indicates what
the students were considering to do when they completea o~
1igh school.
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: " TABLE 3 .

! " .STUDENT'S PLANS ON COMPLETING HIGH SCHOOL :
Future Plans ' / % Responding
Work : . 12
Trades School ) . 37
|Nursing . R 7
Fishéries College . w % 1
University o <10
Other X . ’ " L : 'y

‘|Uncertain ' ' 27,

The data-indicates thai grade nine students were
beginning to think about their future careers. Thirty;-
seven percent of the stu&énts-said that they planned' to
attend trades school while only ten percent indicated .an
rin.terest in-attending university. T):IQ fact that so many
expressed an interest in tra/des school.may be ‘due to, the *

exposure providea by the pre-vocational pilot project.
-

. t P
Reasons Students Gave For Checking Future -
Plans 7

The ‘students were asked to provide reasons for
their future plans. Table 4 provides 2 breakdown of the
reasons the students ‘gave for choosing as they did in
Table 3. 4

]
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TABLE 4
_REASONS FOR FUTURE PLANS

. '

Reason

% Responding

Teacher's influence

Parent's’ influence

Influence of the pre-vocational '
courses
‘|Friend's influence e

No real reason

12
21

54

The data presented indicates that although fifty:

four percent of the students éaid they had no real reason

- 2 - o
for checking their futur€ plans, twenty-one percent said

that the pre—vocationalv courses influenced their decision.

‘. The influence of the pre-vocational courses is made even

.more pronounced when it is compared with the one percent '

who said that their teachers influenced th"e‘ir’ decision.

©
ImErovement of Interest in School

Students were asked to rate thelr interest in

schcol this year as compared with last year.

In addition

to this, they were.asked how much they thought each

course improved their interest in school. Tables 5 and

6 present:.a breakdown of this data.
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- TABI.E 5

STUDENT COMPARISO]

s OF INTEREST IN SCHOOL

49’

DURING 1971-73 AND 1972-73
Response % Responding
Much more . ‘29
ﬁ little more . 30
About the same ) > - 26
No more i . 12
' <~ TABLE 6 e
* 'STUDENT RATING OF INFLUENCE OF EACH COURSE IN
IMPROVING INTEREST IN SCHOOL
Course. # Much More | 8 Little More | % No More
Agricultural 22 ‘ oL a9 29
Scjlence' i
Beauty Culture | Y < a9
Cooking .23 49 ) 29
Drafting Y, "les Y 31
Electronics ! 13 47 41
Home Management 26 "s0 | 24
Mechanids ' 23" . 45 32’
Sewing ' T4l ‘ .45 14
Typing 15 ) 32 s 53
Woodworking . | 529 1] 24




- data which indicates that forty-ol percent of the students

‘The data indicates that fifty-nine percent of ‘the
stud’en_ts participating. in the pilot project said that they

were more interested in school. This'fHay be due to the .

.influence of the pilot project sipge Table 9 presents

said that the pilot p‘roject made [them more interested in
school., The data in Table 6 -ilfustrates that the'p'x-ev
vocational courses did ‘improve the sthd%nts interest in
school. However, the students rated- some . courses more

effective in doing this than. others.

students Who Considered. Dropping Out of

Sixty-eight students imndicated that they had
thought about droppix{g ,out of school. These same students

~ bl .
were also asked to say why they did not drop out. Table 7

presents this data. ' to L

v 2

TABLE 7

REASONS SIXTY-EIGHT STUDENTS GAVE FOR NUT
DROPPING OUT OF SCHOOL “

Reason ) - ) % Responding
Too young 5 S R io
Parent's wouldn't allow o 458
Pre-vocational courses kept you ) 19
interested ; ]
Teachers persuaded you to remain 4 - 6
Other reason L Eh 30
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° N
Although the data indicates that nineteen percent
v

. . ) P
of the students who intended to drop out laia

- because the pre-vocational courses lseét them

not do so

interested,

the majority, thirty-five percent, did not drop out because

their parents would not allow them. Even though the pre-

vocational program conld Have been a significmt factor in

keeping students in school ﬁt was not as :.mpo:tant as the

:.nfluence of the parents. .

- Students Who Planned to Quit School at

-dropping out.,

‘Forty-eight students indicated that they had

intended to drop out of‘schoclA at the end of

Table 8 presents reasons these.students gave

. TABLE 8

grade nine.

for not

REASONS GIVEN BY FORTY-EIGHT STUDENTS

FOR REMAINING IN SCHOOL

A3 ﬂesponﬁan

“Reasons
2
arent's wouldn't allow s i ( 33
Friends persuaded you to stay 8
{ re-vocational course‘s kept you ! 40
fnterésted i
feachers persuaded you.to stay 2
ther reason G 17




In contrast to Table 7, the data 'in Table 8

inéiéates that forty percent of the students said that *

> they didn't leave school 1 they were i d in * W

5 t the pre-vocational courses, while only thirty-three\ per- .

cent said their parents wouldn't allow them to drop out. o

‘Positive As ects Which the Students
See Zn §§e Pilot Proaec

L . .7 = The students were asked to check the possible i
X ' . results of the pjlot pioject which they felt applied to 3
them. Table 9 provides a breakdown of what the students '

i . saw as positive results 'of the pre-vocational program.

TABLE 9

- POSITIVE ASPECTS OF THE PILOT PR.OJECT AS :
’ i . ) SEEN BY THE STUDENTS p i

Possible Results s % Responding

Improved your interest in .s¢hool : 41 B al
w
Gave you an 1dea of what is ‘involved in B 94
some trades
Made .you familiar with handhng certain 81
tools y
TR 4 Béing at “the’ trades school one day a week e 63

made you more relaxed

Th1s data indicates that a hlgh percentage of -
students felt that the PllOt ‘project was improving their .

interest in school, informing them about some trades, and



making them more relaxed while'attending school.

. Positive Aspects Which the Pre-Vocational
s .+ - and District Teachers See About thé Program

The pre-vocational and disﬁri}:t teachers were

Pl =
asked to indicate wha théy felt were thé positive aspects
- of the pilot project for the students. Table 10 presents
- their opinions. . o » o
. w .ot A . . ¢
s i . TABLE 10 . s
POS?(TIVE ASPECTS‘OF THE PILOT PROJECT AY SEEN -
& ¥ : BY THE PRE-VOCATIONAL AND
el T¥ DISTRICT TEACHERS
, . b $ Pre- % District
¥ Positive Aspects Vocational Teachers
2 E ¢ . | Teachers | '
8 .~ |improved the iriterest of 100 . 67
slower students '
Pre-vocational courses.can . 70 78
& . e lead to a hobby g
G
Helps the student mature ‘90 19 -
Prevents students from 90 11
2 dropping out w & &
: Helps the stuffent decide on 90 59
the ‘career he wants. .
Helps the student decide on: . 70 b6 i
the career he doesn't want - : . G

The data which. is presented in Table 10 points’
out that with the exception of preventing dropouts and

¢




helplnq ﬂ\e student matura, hoth groups of * teachexs agreed

on the benents of the pilot pmjec - However, it is

interesting to note that with the exception c;f the avoc-
ational baneflts of the courses, the 'pre—vocatlonal

‘teache:s rated the benefits higher than the dxstrict

teachers. % )
. “SECOND QBJECTIVE, e e

. To identify areas where grade nine students
experienced dxff:.culnes.

‘total sample said €hat they would not be returning to

¥ "' the pre-vocational program t6 do level II.  Table 11

presents the reasons they gave for not returmingz = | ., °

“TABLE 11, .
d REASONS WHY FIFTY-NINE STUDENTS SAID THEY WOULD g
NOT BE RETURNING TO THE PRE-VOCATIONAL £
v PROGRAM FOR LEVEL II . .

Reason | 4 3 Res;;cnding i
i Not int?zrlest/:ed in t;he program‘ : % N 17
) Leaving school . - 27
Pre-vocational courses took too much ‘time " 10
Doing two sciences -in grade ten ki 27’
Teacher recmm\\ended that you not return ; 2
Other reason . : LT 17"




£ January, 1973.

o The data polnts out that forty—four percent of ,

those not :etm:n'ing said they were elther not interested

in the prﬁ)gi‘am or were leaving®school, Thitty—seven per-
Ny £ £ ; ;
cent indicated that they didn't have time to do-both the i,

acadenic ‘and pre—yaéational program. This seems to comple- -

ment opinions exp:essed by the district teachers at a .

Guidance workshcp held at Cohcepticm Bay Centxe in

J
e

Difimulties Which Students Indlcated Thex
) Eaa With the Project L

v ok

& B The students were asked to check some results of

the-pilot’ project wh:Lch they fe“lt applxed to thgm. At

least thlrty percent of the sample found some diff:u:ulty

P ; ; TABLE 12 i

of the total $amp1e who ‘checked each difficulty. ™

DIFFICULTIES WHECH THE STUDENTS EXPERI'ENCED

WITH THE PROJECT

gi Respopding

e T i ‘y;';'

Found the courseé theory difficult

-|Found, the* practical work: difficult’

Had problems adjustlng to the d:.fferem: ;
method: of, teach.‘mg .

Chose on/course “but placed in.a different -

: w1th the pilot pxoject. Table 12 presents the, percentaqe-
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~The data 1ndlcates that thirty percent ‘of the B
students found the names of some courses mlsleadan.
Almost all studencswpo checked this sald that the name -
mechanxcs was misleading for a metal-workl.ng ccuxse and
l:hat they thought it would involve work:.ng oh motors. : &
Student Feelings About 'Their orfientation to the
Pre-Vocational Courses Before ey Made .

The ‘students were asked Fﬁow they felt about the
o'rientauon to the pte-vocat1onal courses while they were a

in Grade VIII. Table 13 présents their opinions. . -

. . "y : ~ - " ,
R a TABLE 13 .
. STUDENT OPINIONS ABOUT THE ORIENTATION TO ,. ‘ - 3 \
PRE-VOCATIONAL COURSES N g LN
How 'Student Felt i : % Responding |
- s
Knew what was involved in eacih’course : 6 g
Knew a little about each course i 38 1
Knew what was cinvolved in some courses N 25 |- =
A ’ L.
Knew very little about some courses * . 20
Knew very. little’ about any courses 19
B : B R
No answer 5 . : b )
3 - & g 5

The data indicates that only. six percent of the

sample felt y they were adequately prepared to make EA

their qouzs felections last year. Sixty-eight percent
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indicated. that they knew something about sdme of the .
courses and nineteen percent 'said that they knew very
little about any course when they made their pre-vocational

% C
course selections. This lack of preparation ||K§y have been

' due to the fact that course outlinés were not available and

the pre-vocational .section of the £rades school was not

completed before’ the students were- asked to choose the’ir
v 4

courses. *
.

Difficulties Students Had With Each Course ¥

Students were asked to check possible difficulties
4 - u
they had with each course they were doing. Tablé 14
A > 2
Aesents ‘a breakdown of these difficulties.

TABLE. 14 : ;

i L N ] -
STUDENT EXPRESSION OF DIFFICULTIES WITH EACH COURSE

‘Course Problem Areas )
. % Theory | #%'Projects | & Classwork |$ No
and Lectures|Difficulty
jri 1.Sci 34 ) 19 a7,
Beauty Culture’ 13 n- | s * 23 =%
Cocking 6 » g oo 6 86
Drafting 18 16 A R -
Electronics 1 10 32 27
Home Management 8 4 .10 79
Mechanics 7 18 " 1n .65
Sewing 4 1 g B, e 83
" 24 | n 2 3
Woodworking ; 4 6 |7 8 2o
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The fact that 'some"students"‘fel\t that. some courses
wels too difficult n\xinus:rated by the-data in Table 14.
The courses 'whichmemed to be giving the studénts the most

. difficulty were also the ones which had- the lowest pgr-

o of hded to do level II. (See
S : e !
Table 17).'This may indicate a need to evaluate both the

content and approach‘used in these courses.

Opinions of the, Students, Teachers and .| =~ ¢
Administrators on Whether There Are #
Enough Pre-Vocational Courses Offered *

Students, teachers, and administrators were asked

whether they thought”there were enough courses offered in

the pilot project. Table 15 presents their opinions.

_TABLE 15

o
. OPINIONS OF STUDENTS, TEACHERS, AND ADMINISTRATORS
ON WHETHER THERE ARE ENOUGH PRE-VOCATIONAL
° COURSES OFFERED IN THE PROGRAM

Rater “ ' | Courses for Boys Courses for Girls
% Yes |- ‘% No % Yes % No

Pre-Vocational 20 . 60 ] 56 " 30

Teachers 5

District 38« 48 37 26

Teachers = .

Administrators 10 90 20 | . 80

Students 26 | 29 30 13

- 3 . S
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The data indicates“i-lhe opixiion‘ that t;here may not
.he‘vei been enough cc;urses offéred, for 'éi:ys ngever,';:hé ¥
sajority felt that there:wers enough coursesinm the prograi
- for girls. Those responding to thié question Ehought that
_éhe program ého’uld have of_fered courses in the foilt_)wing:_ -
:’fishgries, masonry, basic auto mechanics, l‘uandicrafts‘,
photography, waitress, welding, office practicés, and
basic accounti:ng procedures. )

OEinions of Administrators and Teachers On
Whether the Students Were Adequately .
Prepared to Choose Courses Last Year o %

3

The administrators, pre—vccqtionai am‘i ”aistricg:_
teach‘éré were -asked to ipdic_ate ’vghether they éﬁought t};e
students were yell prepared to select their pre-vocational
courses last year: .Table 16 presents their opinions.

p ~ 0 ‘mapie 16 . =

5 L, 2

OPINIONS 01’! WHETHER STUDENTS’ WERE' ADEQUATELY
. PF.EP'ARED TO MAKE COURSE SELECTIONS K

% 0 : J LAST YEAR »
Rater . o o |e Yes| # no
Pre-Vocational Teachers - - 20 0
B . ; .
Administrators ; . 7 . 78
District Teachers o _' 30 |, 70




Peréentage ‘of ‘Studénts Who W ré’ Recommended to.”
Do Leve 4 In Eac Course .

- »
The. data presented in Table 16 points out .that

7 ’ -
. the majority of teachers. and” administrators felt that the , .

students were not weli"’pi_:epared to choose their pre-
vocational courses last year. The'data in Table 13 indicates
(:hat the majority of students felt the same about their pre-

parat:.on. as’ stated previously (page 56) , this lack of -

* preparation may have bem due to the fact that course

outlines were not available and the pre-vocational section
of the trades school was not completed-before the students

were asked tp choose their courses.:. .

\ .

POSSIBLE VDIFFICULTIB; OF THE. PILOT PROJECT

~Tables 17 to'h2 present. data which may indicate -
areas of dszxculty with the pre-vocatipnal pilot project.
This. data would need, to.be examined%further before any
firm conclusions could ‘be ‘drawn. .
v - 2

On the student eValuathn sheet the pre-vccation’al
teache: were asked to indicate the students who were .
recommended to do- level II. Table 17 presents a break-

down of -this data ,bé program and course.".



TABLE 17

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS BY PROGRAM WHO WERE
° RECOMMENDED TO DO LEVEL II IN
EACH COURSE

Course % Academic % Ge;x%ral % Special .
- : ; " Education|’
X\
Agricultural Science 76 80 3 81
Beauty Culture 167 - . 47 None in -
- . 4 Course
Cooking . | © 93 . 80 40 ¢
Drafting . . 93 69 46 ;
Electronics 79 34 *100
Home Management 94 100 None: in
. Course
Mechanics 77 .70 73
Sewing - 89 - 176 None in
@ o o Course
Typing L ., 56 51, 7, *100 3 . R
Woodworking - 81 | 71 - .57

" } 5
*Means that 100% were'tecommended not, to do.

. The “data illustrates a potential dlfflculty. 4 2
seemed that in.the majorxty of courses a hlgher percentage

.of academic students were belng recommended to do level

1T than either 'the general or special educa n fstudents.

Since the prcqram was supposed to be oriented to thifeeds'

of all students, each should have had an equal oppottunxey



b ez
’ to proceed to the fiext level. It.would appear that this
“did'not happen.’ / L 3
Student Opinion On The Theory” Section
—o?_EacTCE——_—*_L-‘—ourse -
Students were asked to rate how they found the
theory vpart of each pre-voca}:ionél' course. Table 18
. . presents the studepts opinion of this. _‘ o
ol F Y " mamiE 18
* STUDENT OPINION ON'THE THEORY SECTION
» OF EACH COURSE
g v Course % Too % About Right| % Too Easy
Sy . |pifficult :
Agricultural Science R .68 .3
. + . |Beauty culture S T 0
i Cook irig ¢ q* 96 4
: ) prafting . L: 4 = gl 4
. |mtectronics EE R 1
Home Managexf\ént T 6 "85 . 10
* Mechanics K 6 8- . | 8.
L Sewing K * 2 g5 - 3
Typing .o | e Low
Wooaworking st T 88 9
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¥ . THe data indicates that the:highast percentage of

;‘tgdents found the’theory section of the courses about
rigﬁt, . However, a‘si‘gnificant proportion found that the
theory ‘in agricultural science, beauty culture, elei;trénics
and typing, was too difficult.’ The question, however,
_depended on the \méirstandxng of the meaning of "theory,"

which could .vary fron\ student to student.

Student Opinion On The Amount Of Theory . .

In addition to rating how they found the theory

section of each course, the students were asked their
opinion .on the amount of theory in each’ course. Table 19

“w > ° presents this data.

P oy TABLE 19 ..
' STUDENT OPINION ON ‘THE AMOUNT OF THEORY . »~..
& IN EACH COURSE .
w Course - % Too Much | % Just Right| % Too
B . e Little
e
Agricultural Scidnce | . .42 19 9
Beauty Culture . 37 55 8
. |cooking. -, 7 B, .89 8
Drafting § 15 . [ 76 8 ¥
. |Plectronics = . 39 50 - 11
- -'|Home Management - _ ' 8 ' 85 8"
Mechanics - 72 23
ﬁ Sewing 3™ 2 91 9 et
E Typing ) 15 ' 46 '
p Woodworking - 6 T2 2| 23
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As in Table 18, the Lata in Table 19 indicates

‘that a high p 't of the that the

amount of theot; containe_d in each course was about right,

but a significant p of the that
there was too much theory ‘in agricuItuxal sclence beauty
culture, electxonxcs and typing. As well a fair pro-

.portion felt that woodworking and mechanics had too little

theory.

Student Opinion On ‘The Practical Section
PSS chonion On le Trogtical Sechien

Students were also asked to rate how they found

the practical section (working on projects) of each .

course. Table 20 provides data on how tiley felt about thisv.

¥ b TABLE 20

STUDENTS OPINIDN ON THE PRACTICAL SECTION
OF EACH COURSE.

Course . % About Right| % Too Easy
. Difficult w 2

§
Agricultural Science 5 . 92 =¥3
Beauty Culture 32 67 g 2
Cooking -+ - wa . 95 . v 3
Drafting g 86 3
+|Electromnics . 77 5 8
Home Management \\5 2 13
Mechanics : " ﬁ * 5
Sewing 2. 95 3
Typing 36 59 5
w:aodworki? 6 90 4

-

o~
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The data presented in Table 20 indicates that the

each course was about right for them.

majority of students thought that the practical seg#ion of ’

Only two courses,

beauty culture and typing, had high pei’centages of students

who thought the practical section was too difficult.

practical work in each course.

responses to this question.

TABLE le

Student Opinion On The Amount Of Practical

Table 21 presents their
5 - ’

The students were asked to rate the amount of

v

STUDENT OPINION ON THE AMOUNT OF PRACTICAL
WORK IN EACH COURSE

Course

% Too Much

% Just Right

% Too Little

Agricultural Scienée

Beauty Culture
Cooking )
Drafting .
Electronics
Home Management

Mechanics

"| sewing

Typing

Weodworking

16
17

0

12’

" 56

72

&

‘81

35

90

74
83
47

77

28
1
1

S19
15
11.-
M




The data indicates that the majority of students .
thought that.the amount of practical work in each coursé - <
was just ‘right. However, forty—’thxe; pe:cent of ‘the
students 1n typing thought that there was too much practlcal
work and flfty-three percent of those in elECtx‘cnlES thouqht

there was too little. : [T .

Student. Exnion On: The Length Of Classes
In Eac! ourse B

.Each ‘student was' asked to rate the length of the
classes in each course he was ta}(inq. Table 22 presents

‘their ratings.

'TABLE 22

STUDENT OPINION ON THE LENGTH OF CLASSES
IN EACH COURSE ; 7

Course 7. % Too Long {% Just Right‘ % Too' Short
Agricultural Science| 31 a5 | 24
Béaucy, Culture 46 LS .14
Cot;king ¢ s . a9 47
Dragting R 53 ° 23
Electronics ‘_ a2 \ 42 '1&\
Home Management- ©o21 62 7
) Me'chafu'.cs ' ‘15 . ’ '“ 36 % \\
Sewing e 1, 31 ~68 .
Typing < . I R < S
|Woodworking 7 w735 % 58




- : 1.'he data ind:icates that a high’ ‘pe:centage of
students in agricultvural science, beauty culture,
electéunics, and. typing t.hough_t the clas‘ses were too long.'r

.-on the other hand a ixigh perceritage of students in |.:ooking,
mechanics, sewing, aﬁdebodwoxki:ng thought the classes in

these courses were too short. There appears to be‘a

'

éelatinnship between how well the students }iked the- o4
\ course and whether they thought the classes were too long

or too .short, For ex‘ampl‘é sewing, mef:haniés, wooq;;:\ogcing ’
~  dnd cool;i'nq were the co‘urses rated mos:. enjoyed by thé

students. =

; =N 'THIRD OBJECTIVE

To pzovide information relative to the attainment
of the following objectives of the Seal Cove District
Vocatmnal School Pilot Project:

a. -To provide ‘fo “students experience vuth basu:
. skills used in industry.
b. ‘o give pupils occupal.lxonal information and
) insight into their own abilities so that they
o < will be able to make a wise choice on thei:
- 7 future .careers. “ 5

- c. To give g:eatet relevance to the ‘acadﬂuc ccntenc
SR - of the, curriqulum. i .

d. To improve the retention rate.




the activities they had the students engage in to S
_‘these skills.' In order to detemine whether this obj tive
was being achieved, the students were askéd to list the
new skills t,hey ieamed and the tl:inqs they diz? to lea\l?li‘(.
them.. Table 23 presents the percentage of the total sample
- who could list skills and.the i:hin_qs they did to l,earjn them )

in agr with the 5

- TABLE 23

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO COULD LIST. THE NEW
SKILLS THEY LEARNED'AND THE THINGS' THEY
DID (PROJECTS).TO LEARN THESE
# i NEW SKILLS IN EACH COURSE

Course o , & Knew " % Knew The
H Ba"sicA skills Things Did
"|agricultural science 65 . '_ T ez
Beauty Culture ) s g 82’ « ., l %% -
Cooking . - KT .50
Drafting ) B B
Electtronics SRk T es . a2
néme_uanaqeymt o F 81 5 7_ 46
[Mechanics * T - . e, i TEn s
Sewing. .. - X ;87 ' o 74
Typing 7 8w > = 72 - . g , 42
Woodworking i g o X “a3




The data presented ih Table -23 séens to indicate - ¥ .

. » that a high pe:s/ﬂ:age of students’ could 1J,st the basxc L
- Ve skllls they were taught, but a much lower percentage coéuld’ -,
o lJ.s{: the pra]ects they engaged in to learn these new sk1115._ 5

v It is’ dlfflcult to undexstand this ‘since the students would ’

! be expected to have a better recall of the projacts than of o i
the ‘basic skills they learned. Tt is possible that! they '
misunderstoqd the, question. There are dxfferences-among B
.the vafious‘ courses ; however. as well knowing what the ) .
basic skills are is not the same thmq as be1ng able to

perfoxm them. g » H &
: To Give Pupils Occupational Information And - e )
i Insxg t Into Their Own ilities So That . £ % wa %
. Tg¥ Be Able To Make A Wise Choice - 4
On Their Future Careers ey :
Each, pre-vocational Eeacher was ‘asked td indicate
t.he amount of time he spent informing students about
caresrs, Jobs, and the. training req\ured for these jobs.
- Thxs is present in Tabla 24, i L M 5

e - .




’

-TIME EACH PRE-VOCATIONAL TEACHER SAYS HE SPENDS

TABLE 24

INFORMING STUDENTS ABOUT CAREERS, JOBS, AND

THE TRAINING REQUIRED.FOR THESE JOBS

Course '10-158] .5-108 [1-5¢| mot Applicable:
Agricultural science | v
Beauty Culture : 7

vis S @ \ ¢
Cooking - g B L a
Drafting & i AV %
E‘llectronics*‘ ) v/ w i -
Home Management ° | /f -
Mechanics 1
Sewing 2 N v .‘ . N
Typing v 1T S ‘4
Woodworking - . v

.

The data :Lndlcates the. amount of t:une each teacher

: spent Lnfom).ng students about the 3obs, careers, and the

traxnmg required for these jobs in the areas associated -

with hls gﬁurse.. A hzgh y)_!

of the

course time in this activity at level i

<saxd that’ thxs t:.ms would ‘be . xncre«_sed at levels II and ﬁiI

“ Occupational fnformation
’ « The' scudénts wete a:ked to List the»;obs they,

nd:.cated that they only spent one to five percent of the

However , they
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o " thought were associated with each course. Table 25 gives'

‘the percentage of qtudents who Kne about jobs and the

s B czammg reguired for them.

o . . TABLE 25

\ . s *E . i

. . THE PERCENTAGE: OF. STUDENTS WHO COULD. LIST AT . B

LR . LEAST ONE JOB ‘ASSOCIATED:WITH EACH COURSE ™ i
AND THE AMOU'NT OF TRAINING REQUIRED

: 'ﬁ‘. o ] 'FOR ‘THESE JOBS P e 3 .
Course | % whonew | % Who Knew About ’
o . - | About @obs * | Training Required e
Agricultural Science ¢| 33 | |» o
B P Beaut}(. Cilture P w65 2
,“ e Cooking CT = Vi T 1) . 1 ]
Drafting ¥ 26 - 0
Elgctron’;’.cs © e |- .2 w F ]
: Home Management -  _ 26, ‘ . .0 . = 3
) 5 . Mech:a’nit':s : . D22 1 . 5
a0 T sennge Lt o - 1 ' b
ol ) Typ{ng s - . : ‘ ' . 4
' woodw’orkip'g ’ bk i s Fe i . i
I . R o
i The data in Table- 25 'oJ.nts out that’ W:Lth the.
! exceptlon of beauty cultura, cookmq, sewxng, -and typxng #
"less_uﬁhan fifty percent of . the' students enrolled in ‘the
T .cours:e knew about jobs in the areas associated with"‘i/t-. ‘,“ i
i FVer'y few -si:ude_nt:-s ’knew‘,a).aoi:\t the tma‘ining‘-req’uir,ed for BN




Course % Very| - Easy |8 About| % Ha}d\-—{ Don't
) -Easy R'ight . Know Any
Agrxcultural‘ N »6 6 51 .21“ 16 -
Sciende § !
Beauty Culture. 2 . 3 i 36,; 39 ¢ 21
Cooking 4 12 53 .3 28
Drafting 3 6 48 i22 22
Hiectronics ,1’13' € 38 31 26 -
Home 4 4 52 2 38
Management : - i .
_|Mechanics 5 9. 54 o /.
i Sewin;gi",l I 58 5 Jé :
Typing 2, 6 .39 27 26 -,
Woodworking ' I | = EL & 65 5 12
Y z ) i 2 @ -
2 ) ; .

jobs and careers which they pad listed.

®
The. students were aske

s:uden‘cansight Into Their Own Abilities
And Occupational Information :

to rate how they thought

they would find the work m the )bbs and careers associated

with each course .

. TABLE 26

STUPENT RATING OF HOW THEY WOULD FIND,THE
WORK INVOLVED IN THE JOBS AND_CAREERS

+ .+ DSSOCIATED WITH EAGEH COURSE
R 2 .

Their rating is presenlied 1n_Ta}31e 26:

-



s Students‘ Q‘nmght fnto Their Gim es

o - < e Lo 73,
Lo R
The data indicates’ that a hfgh'pardentage’ of
‘s't_u‘dents had some insight’ into their ability.to do the work .
in the 5obs"and .careers associated \wit:h eaé‘h coyrse‘.ﬂ Thi’s,
i& only the ’s‘tudenés‘"perception‘cv:f their ability and may

’ not’ have been a realistic assessment, yet it.does indiéite

that they had some idea d¢ how they would fina the work. .’

‘The’ fact that a high percentage of students said tha‘é&hey

dxd not know about .any jobs and careers associated with each
course is a reflection of the amo\mt of u:me each teacher

. spent providing students with occupational Lnformatlcn.

(see Table . T

W In order to determine whether the students had

to rate how they fqund the theory and practlcal work'.in

each course. Their rat;ng ‘was then compared with the pre--
vocatwnal taachex s ratmg of thelr abxllty to do the work
:m hls course. . Tables 27 and 28 pxesent these. comparlsons.

The data in Table 27 poxnts out that in r_he
s 2

majorityvof cases the students have gaxned some ;nsxght* -

into their abillt:l.es in a given course area. "In other
* words, their perception of their ability to do ‘the course

the‘ory compared f;gourably with how the teachgrs saw

\

them performing in their courses. For ex‘énplei only a ' ..

‘small pefcentage. of those students rated in the upper oné -

-
ga:med any - insight into. their own abllltlgs ‘they-were asked 5
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4 TABLE 27 . ) .
'.‘ 5 COHPARISON 05' TEACHER AND STU'DENEI‘ RATINGS OF STUDENT bl
ABILITY IN COURSE THEORY : .\
_|Teacher Rating. Of ui:pe:..Qne Thi:d' Middle Oné:Third Lower ‘One Third
& Students 0f Class * Of Class - of Class ., ,
Students Ratxng. Oﬁ Too * About | Too ';\‘60 About | Too Too . About [Too
How They .Found Difficult|Right|Easy| Difficult|Right|Easy| Difficult|Right|Easy
Theory . & - .
Agr:.cultural Scienca ;Z ', 88 [ 19 76 | 15 43 54 A
Beauty Culture 6" e 6 | 33 30 .| 68 52 a7 0
€ocking ¢ 3 76 | 21 3 95| 3 ‘0 100 | -0,
Drafting 1. | 83| a 12 82| 6 22 76 |+ 2
ElectTomics 10 67 | 23 39 59| 2 52 48| o
Home Management Vs_- g2 | 50 ) 92 |. 8 25 75 | o
Mechan:l.cs ' 4 76 | 20 13 .w 7 { 14 75 | 11
sewing - s o e} e 2 6| 2| s % | s
1¥ping , 207 e3 | is| s s | 7| e 36 [ o
s wqédw&—'kiné 6 85 | 9 3 92| s 7 u 16

vL



i Ty ) e # %
N - ) : . . .
) § e TABLE 28'° ~
: - B COHPARISON OF STUDENT AND TEACHER RATINGS OF. STUDENT
Pt ol 5 ILIT*Y IN PRACTICAL WORK 2
x . ¢ F « . °
3 ‘Teacher Rating Of i Upper One Third -*| Middle One Third Lower One ‘Third @
& o st ude: nts . Of Class P 0f Class. I Of . Class o "
F et B Students, Rating Of |Too . About|Too-. | Too .. |Bbout|Too | Too About | Too
St *kHow They Found . | Difficult|Right|Easy| Difficult|Right|Easy| Difficult|Right|Edsy
, o |Practical Work . ° & L .
Agricultural Sciencel. 0 - | 100 | % 6 . |.88] 6 ¢ % | o *
Beauty Culture T 82 7 23 78 7, pig = To32 b
R -k,c\ganng\ : g5 % & 92.| s £ s BEl B 11 | 89| o
ot Draft:m'g R 6 g 92| .27, -9 89 |. 2 297 711 .0
il Electronlcs N A & R (O T Y- B S 82 | 2 30 66 | 4
: ; | R
o Hcme Management w9 D 76 || 19 0 99 |3 .50 50 0
o " lMechanics i, == o Per| s 9 o =87 | 4 13" 79 | 8 :
Sewing % - 93 | 5. .0 38 | 2 6 9| o
. |Typing - x 6 88 | ‘6 19 15| 6 57 37|+ 6
% . : & . 2 ~ . 1 ", .
¢ "™ ©_|Woodworking "8 Y95 o |- 6 - 89 | 5 | ‘82 9
: ; = o
: o ’ . .
F ' % = v A “
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“

third of the class said that they found the course theory
“too ifficult. On-the other hand, a high percentage of
those students rated in the lower' one thirti’of the'clas"é
said that they found the course theozy too dxifu:ult.

As in Table 27, the data in Table 28" 1ndlcates that
in the majority of cases the students have gaxna:i some
1nslght into their abllzty to do practmal work in a_ qlven

course area.
s

To Give Greater’ Relevaice TS The Academic
. m——g A
In an effort to de vine whether this in'.'lot
project cb;ectlve was bexng met, the pre-vocational
‘teachers were agked to r‘ate the freguency that ;tuc}gpfs"
'would use English, Math, and Science in their course.'.
_Thé studentsv were alsc’asked to rate how often ‘they

thought they used these same aca}demj@ rcourses xn each

pre-vocatxonal course. Table 29 pzesents a compari; orx
of the teacher and studenx: —ratlngs. z
. In Table 29 the l:eachex:s' :atmg of the use of ¢ 7

Engllsh was hxgh for all ‘courses,

& There was a pcssxblllty

‘that the teachers mlsunderstood what was meant by th:Ls

% questldn,.qnd

tetpreted 1t to mean the students'

wﬁhe course. The students should have understood

. ‘the question sihce it was explained te.them by the .

- riter, - C / T
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SSEEE : TABLE 29
- COM‘PARISON OF STUDENT AND PRE-VOCATIONAL COURSE TEACHER RATINGS > %
* E OF RELEVANGE TO ACADEMIC WORK . . .
- I s i | z
: < English .Math Science
‘|course. A Lot |Sometimes |Very A Lot |Sometimes |Very A’Lot|Sometimes |Very
2 - ; Little Little Little
Agricultural Science|.49% F—1] 17 6 ‘68 68% | 22 53
Beauty Culture 56% 29 .| .14 0 81+ & [ 25° 19
"|cooking 0% | 34 -7 36 | [s0 122 4 19, 78%
|Drgfting 16+ 39 Y| .45 79% 5[ 5+ 19 76.
Electfonics = 13% '34 53 80*- -6 3a% | .33 33
Home Management 22% 46 T3l 56% 11 o* 3. .| 70
Mechdnics: - 11% 20 69 67% 4 4 27> 69
Sewing’_ CT| 13w 39 48 24% 34 1 5 94*
5 o ! A
Typing - s4* 19 19 2 82% 0 5 95%
PARLEE It ‘71 | esx 5 2% 19 79
) B ‘ *Indicates Value of ‘teacher rating. . 3
. ) . .
Ly ” v
: ‘ A { %




The' data presented in Table 29 indicates' that

typing is the only course hhere the teacher s and students'

:\xratlngs agree‘dfor all three academxc subjects. In the
other pre-vocational courses there is aqreen\ent on the
use of at'least one of the academiu suhjects.' the .
students and teachers agread on the use of Enqli.Sh "

- three courses, Math in seven, and Sc).ence in five. _ There d
wexemany areas of disaqreement huwever. and even where
,there is a cendency for students and pre-vocatxonal
teachers to agree,r many students vere not in accord with

the opinion ofa majonty of their peers.

Grade Point Averages . . : ; . "
s
The grade po‘mt average’s on the mid term tesults

““at ghe three schools were computed for English; Math,

and Science. ’l‘he results for nud term 1973 vere
,"/Eompared with those of three prevmus years. Th:.s data

‘is presented in Table 30“ " : o
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TABLE 30 LS .
. o o 8 i
MID TERM RESULTS-IN ENGLISH, MATH, AND.SCIENCE H 2
L FOR 1973 COMPARED WITH THE ‘THREE oy
S % . . +. 'PREVIOUS YEARS i ®
i ] ; 5
-|Subjects- | General Classqs [  Academic Classes

i . .| 1970 {1971 [ 1972°| 1973 { 1970 | 1971 | 1972 | 1973 .,

- engrisn - ;
.’ |Language’ sayy| 55 |s1- - 58 68 707 63
English ) o % ) T
Literatire | 47 49| 64 - |53 63 | 61| 59

‘|Eng1ish d L oy s s )
Genéral* - | v- -] 52 | - R

& Math o 50 57 60 59 55

2 Algebra | - " = |, -] - = ] e 65
N \ S
g # . | Geometry b= - T - - - |.61 62"
¥ 5 : . . i .
Science 49 50 50 52 61 | 61 59 64

*New Program introduced in 1972-1973. © . &
: L)

This data illustrate,s‘ that the qrade‘pcint“a'v,er'age B
o .for 1973 had not'increased significantly over the pgast
i three jears. These findings. are compat.\ble with what was

fuund in(the literature where Ln genera,l, pre—vdcatxonal S

pzoggams have not 1mproved‘ ta grade point-average,
S g & .y 3 .
L To mgimve the Retention Rate
The number of dropouts from the three schools for3 4

»-

1973 was compared thh the three years previous. This

‘data is contained."in Table 31,

. S (RS e/ y § ml




TABLE 31
e DROPOUTS FROM THE THREE SCHOOLS FOR 1973 . e
& " COMPARED WITH THE THREE Y
. . ... 'PREVIOUS YEARS ' . TN
3 R -8 i
; h : . m
r 71970 - 1971 1972 1973|° g
i -
¢ Boys a3, 20" - -, 9 ;WIS
. Girls = - i o9 T A
o |wetar - L 26 2 i7 S22
. i # | 2

"(. : ” One: ye‘ar was really too soon to expect a decrease o

in drcpouts and this xs 1nd1cated by the, data presented in B

E - Table 31. Although ‘the actual dmpout raxe had not beer: .

decreasdd, the ‘pilot prc ect seemdtc have had .a posxtive

e the grade eight teachers predicted that sixtyseven

. effect gn, keepmg students- interested in school. For
examp.

of the grade xunes were hkely to drop out of §chool but .

only twenty two actually did. The pre—vocat:mnal prcqram . .

hi may have been a fagtor which kept these students in school.

.In addztlon to th].s ,the data’in Tables 7° and 8 suggests.
that the pre—vacatic\nal courses- have been a factox int W
- keepmg students ;‘{ezested, in schocl. Trabie’ s pxesents
data ‘which 1nd1cacés that flfty—nlne percent of-the students
_in the sample were more interested in schcol this year

than last. ’I‘able 9 also presents data whmh ).ndicéttes B

5 that forty-one - percent of the sampie said that the bre-. '+

vocat1onal program had mvprwea the;r interest ‘in schoul. i




Rating Of The Pilot Project Objectives

The ch

s and admini

81,

s were asked 0’ x:ate

the pilot. project object:.ves in what they consxcfex:ed to .

be the oxder of importance.'

Table 32 presents their’

on, which objectlves come first a.nd last.

dxstnct teachers disagreed w:.th the others on whu:h

objectives should. come, second and third.

@ B .
ratings. ; ’
» TABLE 32 .
' RA’I‘ING OF THE PILOT PROJECT OBJEC VES B‘I".
2 TEACHERS AND  ADMINISTRATORS\ .
objective Pre- " Administrators | District,
Vocational . -Teachers
Teachers ! e
& Positiol Position ~ Position
H. Basic skills ’
used in X
industry ) i .2nd’
! £ o : :
2. Occupational i .
information 1st 1 1st
g .
3. “Relevance - LB | :
© to academic “ £y "
courses’ 2nd « 2nd- 3rxd
_|4. Improve . * €7y ™ '
- ‘retention
rate * Ath/ - 4th 4th -
- The data'indi.cates. that there-'is general agreement

However ] the




EXage | .

i D Y . FOURTH, OBJECTIVE ', 'y Cow
. . To identify. ‘pro‘blems experienced by teachers and , ’
administrators at Queep, Elizabeth High, Roncalli ngh, «
Assumption Junior High, and the Trades School durmg the
first year of the pilot project.

@ Pre-voca‘ onal Teache:s

"Table 33 presents some of the. problems that the + 17,

pre-vocational teachers were havlnq with the”pilot px:o]ect.

2 ) s B e TABLE 33 . " Fagti
. . ' PROBLEMS EXPRESSED BY PRE-VOCATIONAL TEACHERS W
il <
T € 2
y Prublelr'n‘ , % * ¥ P . / | % Responding
|Difficult to check on attendance \/ chw s L o
Difficult to motivate students of this age|: o . \’
o .. .|students found course work difficult _ 0. =
. . | f
: ) = S ents wexe o0 young and J.mmature to 60
N T de work . .
% o : Daffxcult,to keep class discipline ' ) 10
o, Problems obtaining required texts ’ .

= ,,.,4.,\- R

L i .. In adchtlon to"the prohlems Enaibatea by thetasta

Sl g AR Table 33, the pre—vocatmnal teachers said that they

would like mcre 1nput into both the project- opexatlon and»

. progranrdevelopment. 3 In connectxon with this some of ¥

2 e e S e . SN G

r o 2The lnfomatlo?{uﬁmarized here was obtained from
‘ opan .ended questlons on the teachers questxonna:.re,
¢ y




5 . . work on coirse development. X ‘. ¥ e
. Some of the teachers felt that thexe was- a lack
- of communxcatxon within the pilot projegt: botl between 2
them and the planning canmuttge and Batween t.h;m and theQ
dxstrlofeteachezs. cannected with th:.s was the expressed

F . concern of some téachers that they didn't have enough )

i ation  on their 1de and ‘there was no ?ntact
_“ betieen th m and the child's parents.
~s(:me of the teacher fel‘;: that extra staff, was

\——needed- eabh some of the more cxowded courses.
The need for a partition” between the meta{and wood

working shops was stressed by both teachers and stullents.

District Teachers
B . . Tahle 34 Lllustrates\ some of" the probl.ans' the #

dxstrict teache:s are experiencing which they behewe

. ) s

".';han‘felt x:hat school ti.me should be made available for °

to bhe a result qf tl'f p;lot prO]ect .
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 TABLE 34 i

* BRdBLEMS EXPRESSED BY DISTRICT TEACHERS _ .|

Problem - & g % Responding
Not enough time to complete academic 45 B B
work . 5 3 H ®

~ i="F .
Caused extra work 26
Caused problems in keeping attendance . 30: ~ ¥

6 . 5 4 3

Made students more difficult to motivate e B 8

As indicated, some teachers felt that the project *
shouJ‘d be' restricted to general and special aducatxon
students since it was unfa;r to have -them competing vuth
academic students in the same 'co\xrses. This opinion is
supported by the data presented.in Table 17. In addition
to this forty-five percent of the teachers said that they
aid not have time to complete the work in academic classes.
Sc;me tea.che:s felt th:'at the ‘program should.be '
more flexible, s6 that 'slt\idents who ;re late, registering
for school can attend. .In addition to this, ‘they felt.
that the program should be ilgx;ble enqugh to allow
students to change courses when they find out that they

| 3id not like them. - 2

Many over the ladk. of' .

contact between th'em.vselves.and_the pre-vocational teachers.

and between themselves and the project planning c?'mmittee.
« 7 AT G




expetlenc.mg with the pilot project _could be \overqome
with hetter commun1cation. In fact some teachers sug-
gested that there should be an overall pro)ecc duector

or co-ordinator.? . - W w

N

Adnunxstrators : : < .

[Table '35 points out sdme of the probl&ms the

= 3
ad.ministratoxs were experiencing with the pilot project. .

4 : i
"TABLE’ .35 -
Y PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERER BY THE ADMINISTRATORS
‘. INVOLVED IN THE PILOT PROJECT
B P ]

Problem

e % R‘esi;onding .

Obtaining suitable teaching staff 20 ¢
Contractlnq busses . - > . ) 10
Schedulxng busses . “ 10

. Obta\lnlnq textbo‘uk‘s} : N . 10
Ac'ccunting for attendance .. ) . 60
Classrcom ‘discipline prroblems T 20

* | Lunchroon’ aiscipline. pzoblems ) s

Corridor discipline’ problems T A )
Student motivation 40
Accounting procedures . iy @ ) s
|Inadequate office help . : 30

3The 1nformat1cm summarized here was obtained from
opbn ended questions on the district teachers questlonnaxre.




The problem of accoum:mg fbr attendance was
checked by, s1xty percent of the’ admmlstratots, suppnrtxng
the view of the.-district teachers.

T The administrators at the Trades School indicated

" that they nesded more ‘office help, since the admission

of over four ‘hundred ére-vocatimna.l studgnts had placed -
oo much work on the office staff.“ me;z also said that
there were cGrri or discipline problems durmq the lunch
per;.od when\the sfudents- were \msupervxsed for long

‘periods.

The high school administrators said that there was

a problem of.arranging a suitable timetable to accommodate
: 2

" all students. They were aware of the need for greater

flexxhxllty but could not build lt Ainto the tlmetable.
Some adminlstrato:s felt- that there should be a
full time co-ordinator and communlcations person statloned
'at the Trades Schdol, so that the comunlcations between
.the pre-vocational teachers and the high school teachers
could be improved. This was felt to be an important
factor in‘ ensuring the suqéess of 1‘:he pre-vocational

program. ~

“The information summarized here: was obtained from
open ended questions on the administrators questionnaire.
3 . i s




g suMMARY ‘AND Q!ITLINE. o
This sectlon nas descrxbed the analys1s of the
déta, It presented the four” project objer:tlves, the

‘data necessary to meet each objestlve, and included_a

'discusslon of ‘the data. - 5

The+ f:.nal sectlcn wﬂl provide a dlscusslon of

the f‘indmgs_wnh conclusions -and reco dation




» SECTION V 5 x O

*SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOM.‘MENDATIONS

- This section w111 be crganlzed under the three . A e

sub-headmgs as given'in the section title. . The fu:st
sub—sectmn will briefly sumarxze the purpose of and
pxocedures used ‘in the pzoject. The second sub-section
. will cutline the flndxngs and ccnclusions related to
each spec).fu: ob]ectxve of ‘the project. Suggesdlon.E' : -

for' further study will be xncluded in the third sub- -

.section. ' The ;s_ectx‘on will conclude‘ with rgcommend?twns
‘doncerning the Seal Cove District Vocational School ) S

Pilot -Project. #

SUMMARY

n Septenper, 1972, the first phase of a pilot e
projeéct im pre-vocatxonal educat:l.on was unplemented at
the ‘Seal Cove D1;tr1ct Vocaticma} School. This” ‘pilot.
project was to be'implemented'oiler a three year'périod f
‘beglmung with grade n1ne srudent:s :m September, 1972. & =
In September, 1973 grades nine and ten woild-attend ahd . | ¢

in September, 1974 the pilot pro;ect would Al clude qrades

nxne, teh ‘and eleven. If the ,pxlot: project was a
success it would possibly be 1mp1emented in other axeas

of the province. - = o B . s




. |- i - The overall ob]ective of t:his project was to
‘evaluate the First year's operation of the seal Cove -

sttru:t Vocational School Pilot Pro;ect as it affected

/ehe’m

Y students ana staff from the Conception Bay

Conception Bay South ‘School Boards. =

-The, sample consisted'of.all the grades nine and
T . 24 senior specfal_ education students from Conception Bay
Centre and Canception Bay So\g‘th-School Boards. All

. teachers who taught grade nire subjects in the, s;:hools K

f ogerated by thése boards, and all tl-;e teachers who were
s teaclun'g the .px:e-vocnt:;onal courses at the trades school
g ' e .during the school year 1972-73 were included. In
“addition to r.!’mis the two sc‘:hoo]. hoard superintendents and“
' v “ t'hg principai:s from the high schools and trades school
S vere surveyed:s Th¥ sample also.inclpded one guidance

c gnsellar, a vice-| -principal, and a(boaxd supervxsor:. '

v All ata was collected d\u:inq the 1nst two weeks in Hay,

o AN B 1973. g . e
e S Five 1nstruménts were used to collect data for
; Jg 9 .the project. A t.wo part questxonnm.re was adminxstexed

R - the students to obtaxn their views on the ‘pilot
) project and ta evaluate each of the pre-vocational courses °
they were duing. The grade nine te.achex:a were asked to
. .l‘ ; ) 2 /domp}.ete a q\llestic;lnaira in _ox'dex:“t.o def_emi.-ne ‘how they -
* viéwed the pilot project and to state any problé’g'né.ig was

< . . caus:).ng them. A questionnaixg_vas also administered to °



the pre-vocati,onal teachers ine o:der to detémme what

they ta.ught 1n‘,the1r course and how they fielt about the

" pre= vocatxonal progtan\. In additx_on to|.this the pre-

vocational teachers qompleted an individual.student,

evaluation on each 'of his students. 'Finally, the

adnunlstrators were asked ‘to complete a guestionnaire

'statlng what they' felt were the positive aspects and

n

. 7/
dxffxcultles of the pllbt pxo]ect as well as recommand:.ng

changes . - ; i

. Tn ada m to the ‘fivé instruments the school

records were examxned to obtain information on dropouts

'and/gchool gr;des. A}so, the teachers who taught the

‘grade;nine students the previops. year in,grade eight

" were asked-to. predict who hey thought might arop out .

‘af schocl in.grade nine. . ‘. N N

A computer programme was used to ‘do a. descriptlve

analysis ‘of the data. It(&nvolved the tabulatlon of,

frequency of responses on the Vvarious questionnaire items.

Means, ranges, and stahdard deviations were calculated

. where appropriate. Cross tabulatiens of certpin variables

were used.to answer questions specific to each objective

of the project,. . a N
- : . .* . CONCLUSIONS

In this "sub-section the ‘findings ;ind conclusions

felgtive to the four specific objectives will be discussed.
% " ) .
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Positive Aspects Of The pigoé Project !
Experienced By Grade Nine -Students
’ - An examina(:ibn of the positive! aséects of the

pxlot pro]ect revealed that 1(: was htlpmg some. students

in making a decision on theu- future careers. In «

.- ¢onnection with this, the majority of ‘sé'uaen:s felf that

the pllot pro]ece provided them with a-knowledge of whyt'l
was involved in smne ‘trades and made them famxllar with ’
handling cer.tam ‘tools, as well as helpmg them “develop
an avocational interest. Many of the distriet and*pre-' -
vdcational teachers alsd felt that the pilot project was
h‘elplng the students decide on their future careers.

. . The stm‘]ent questm(n/naxres suggested that many -

studem:s became more i in schoo of the

pre-vocatmnal progtram. In fact sc«mé’ ‘students indicated:
that u: actually prevented them from dropping out of . )
school Many of the students who indicated that they
_had originally planned to drop out of school at the end
of grade nine said that interest in the pre-vocational
cn;u:"s'evsl ‘made them decide to continue. Some of these |
students also indicated that being at t:he trades school
one day a week made them more relaxed in school. Many. of
the re: vocational» iZd district teachers felt that the
pilot project improved tks':e inte}iit of the slower students

and helped prevent dropouts.

s g



selected. These could be two causes for disinterest in

“for the courses.

‘Difficulties Exgerienced By The Grade Nine' » .-~
Students Participating Tn The Pilot Project

L An examxnatmn ‘of the difficulties revealed that

some students felt that the p:e-vecatxonal co\xrses were.
taking too much tl_me from the.academic subjects and if ,‘/ :
the_y wanted' to do “two sciences i_n.grade .ten, they couldn't
participate '/j.n ‘the:pilot project. This tended to gontirm *
the district teachers' opmwn that the pre-~ vocatmnal
courses took too much time from xome academxc courses. *
The dlfferent method of teachlng employed by the
pie—vocatl:mal teachers causgd problems of aQJustment for
some' students. {Jthef ‘students indicated that they had
been placed in a course father: than-'the one ‘they had

the program.

Many students, teachers, and admxnlst:atnrs felt

that the orientation and preparation for" the pra-’vocﬁtxcna]{?

course select].on for gr:ade n:Lne was xnadequate. N This ,was

J not necessarlly the fault of the guxdance program but the

result of other factors. such as the 1ack of course

‘ou:lmes,t and the fact instructors were- not avallable to

explain wPat was 1nvnl.ved in each course during. the

Grade IIL or;entatxon. “In addxtion to tl'u.s the pre-

_voc‘ational sectiqn of the trades school was not completed

in time for the s;:udents to be taken to see the setting

,‘ i vl
i 2 .
| | 5w




b g T Wiy g
E . 'xhere was a general feell.ng amcnq students, L “
'teachers, and adm.mistrators that the pre-vocational
s ,pxoqr.am was not broad enough, and- should be expanded to .> o
i;nclude more co\;rses.. : : ) Lo & o
An examinatjon Gf ! ewftudent responses to .
e 2 questwns on the fficultles expenenced in each course r

g revealed that very few students had any ptahlems with ' b

N -the practxcal work, but@any had problems w:Lth &he class- C.

work and theory sections of some courses.
.

In addition to identifying the difficulties s

o experlenced by students, areas of possxble difficulty wer:e9
1denﬁf1ed. These need to be examined’ further». It was
d{scovered that in II;GSt courses a hi‘gher perceiﬂtéqe of

o " acaddnic students were recommended to do level II th&a.n

were either general or special education students. In. °
fact ‘some teachers recommended 'that all' special education

-~ ' students in that course not do level II.  Since the pre- -

vocational courses were supposed to be suited, for all

S "* students this should netJhave happened, dssuming’’ of
" course, ‘that special selection techniqges were not being *
u7ed in assigmng students to courses. ~ .
L An examxnatlon of the students‘ oplmon on the
-~ theory and pract:.cal sections of each course revealed
.. g that courses where the majority of s}fudents %ound the |

theory difficult were also thought to have too much

theory and to} long class perlcxds. On the other l!and,



P Yo 4 .
. courses where the majority of students found the theory

about ‘right were alsc found by studdnts to have too

‘litt‘.]’.@ practical work and too short class periods. The

To Prov)de For Stddents Exgerlence Wlth Baslc »
Skills In In ustry - ‘

‘the* maJorlty of s s in &ll ¢ 1 .

latter courses were also.ranked as best liked by the
highest percentage of students, & /,’ Ve s
A frurt‘her ared of difficulty was suggested: by

sixty percernt of the pre-vocational teachers who said the

student® were not mature enough for the courses. &, Uk,

# The thxrd obj ecuve/ invo. ].ved providxng 'mformatxon

relevant to the at(:axnment of the four object1ve5 ‘of the

pnot project. 5

;. A examnaeion of the data related to this pilot

_ project objective squested that it was being- achieved for,

eyer, it was

possxble that more ccurse time'was spent on areas related
to th:.s objective, 'and the courses had become more skills .
oriented than explotatory. As indicated by everyone:
involved in the pro]ect this chjective should have had a
lower priority than some of the others. \'
: Ve g s B '
To Give Pupils Occupational Information: And Ins‘ight
0_Their Own ilities So That They Wi e e
To Make A Wise Choice On Their Future Careers- .

°

Occugétional' information. ~ An examination of ‘the

responsés on the pre-vocational teachers guestionngires

_revealed that eighty percent of them spent only one to




five percent of their course fime providing students with
"' occupational information despite ranking this ds the most .
important of the objectives, The observation thatjmly a
i} & * 1init34" amount ofstin\\e was ispent in this activity was more
significant becal‘lse o‘fttime inability(Rf . the -students‘ to

. ~ list jobs and the training required for these jobs 1n the . g

- : areas assoc:.ated with each cnurse. A 'nuymber of studepts

could list the most obvmus Jobs associated wm-. cach y .
-“ course. . Fonr\ example, students in the - electromcs course by
knew that some kmd of electrlcal WOrk was associated with

'\ the course’and those in wooﬁworkmq knew «that carpentry was

_ -. involved, but very few-knew whaf e I

I fact 'that over sixty~percenr of the s ueem':s in beauty culture

“and typmg knew’about ;obs and ‘careers in tﬁe areas assoc—
:Lated wu:h the course suggests thak spendlng flfteer( percent,
of the couxse txme 1n th).e area was worth the effor\‘.\ The
B - ) data suggests that this sectlon of the second p:.lot pro;ect

.« .. objedtive was not Being aclueved.

'l‘he pre—vocatxcnal teachers :md;cated that the; 9 .

WOuld spend more time prov1d1nq s:udfzts with occupatfc{nal

1n£ormat10n at levels II and III, At these levela_%the

j were registered f.or at level I. Thxs means that they

would be de;}mxed of informatior on the-jobs and careers
o ;associated’ w:n:h the two courses they elected not. to- do
at levels II and III. Thls procedure would be contrary

to all major thecrles of career developmex\t. Such




v é
@ prominent théorists as Super,‘ szberg, §d"Rqe’ argus.,

that the ‘developrent of a career begins'Wwit]

expdsing the

° person to ds many’different asb-ects' of the rld’ of work

as possible. [Theri, wheh. the person deveiops' broad

& knowledqe ‘'of the ]obs and cnreers open tq h:Lm, he begins
to concenttate ‘on W2 partlcular area and eventua ly makels |
a dec).sl:!n about what he w111 do. A broad expos

careers, .at level I is strongly 1ndlcated.

knew about at léast one job aSSOClatEd with each course

had some insxght into ths:l.r abxlity 6 do. (:ha(: jOb. A
. H

Q%son between: the studem:s ratmg cf hl.S ablllty ‘and @

-+ his tepchers rating revealdd that.the majority of students

o

Innght into thelr abll:.ties. *Those* ’students who 2

tad gained. somé insight /into their ability to dg the: theory .

and prabtiéél-work involved‘in each’‘course. Somé courses
were more ‘successful in this“area than others, " The data,
.sugqestsdtha.t t}us secnon of the pllot pbject ob]ectxve

wasbeing achitavea for the ma;on?y of students. B

# ‘Donaldz 'Supex’, The s choI of Careers (New
York: Harper and Row, PubIi: E % ]5? § v

. 2E1i G;nzbe:q;, ‘Cavéer Guidance (New yo}k. MoGraw- |
Hll Bok Company, 19715‘—. = E—‘ x P
i ! % i

’Anne Roe, ’l‘he Psycholo
, York: John Wilet'.an

y of .Occupations (New_




i there was no general n énd

. E o e v
To Give GrBater Relevance To The Achdemid
Content Of The Curriculum AN .

The -district teachers indicated that the core

courses; English,\Math, a@hd Science had been modified to

coﬁplement\ the pre-y

ional courses. ite' this,

students on the amou.nt t.hese subjec‘gs were applied in the o

pxe-voqatxonal courses. Zn examination of the data

revealed that H'ath and’ Science were the svubjects where
s‘_.tudents and teacliers agreed on the rating of their, use
in most pretvocatiohal coutses. For example,there was

-and

e t on .the use of . -
Math in even pre-vocationgl courses and Science -in five.
This’ may indicate that either Math and Science are used

more lently in the pr v ional

pr their
relevance wad more visible than other academic subjects.

- A compatxson of the mid term grade point averages
in® English Math, and science for. 1973 with the three “
prevmus years revealea that there’was no sigmflcant

1ncrease in class meah grades.

: " The data suggeststhat the thjrd puot pro;ect

“objective was.being partxally achieved since some pre—

vocational courses areq mak:.ng some acudenu.c subjects

more nelevaht to the st Y ” v a large b,

ot‘ students cannot sée j:he relevance of some academic

sub]e;t$ to what t.hey are doiflg in the pre—vocat:.onal

courses. & ° - -



To ImErove The Retenticn Rate In High Schools E

, A comparison made between the number of dropouts
in 1972-73 and the number'for the three previous years
revealed that there haq-.be\en no decrease in the actual}
nhl:nba'r of dropouts."‘l‘lm?éve:, this is not to say that
the pilot proje‘ct had not prevented students from leaving
school. # In fact an examxnatlcn of the data.revealed that
-the opposlte may have been tzue as many of the students who

." had ‘planned on leavlng school dutl.ng the year indicated that
they had remained in  school because of their interest in
the pilot project.; In addltmn to this only a small
‘number of -those predicted to drop out by the grade eight
teachers actuallér did leave school. One year was .real]:y
tao soon to expect any decline’in the rate of dropping
out,’but there were indications that this objective was.

* being at least partially achieved. -

Rating Of The Pilot.Project Objectives ,

There was a general agreement ‘am'ong the teachers(
and admuustrators on which objectiveswere,athe mos't and
least lmportant. However, there was some dxsagreement on,

which objectives should be placed second and third in

importance. o

To_ Identify Problems Experienced By Teachers And
Administrators At Queen Elizabe High, Ronca. £

H sumption Junior Hii And The Trades

S
’ chcoI During This First Year Of Tﬁe Pilot v
PIO !ect

“ " An examination of the questionnaires revealed that



most_of the problems-éxpeyienced by the teachers and

adm:.nlstrators were the type to be expected when :
%
‘ implementing a’ new proqram such as the pxlot pr‘Ject in

pre-voc: tlonal educatmn. :
e, s dorinant problem for all involved was
that Of communication. It was felt,that there should be
mote frequent and better, communication ?stabiished between
the various ‘g‘roﬁps_ involved in the pilot project. It was
| felt by sope; thet Bne group didn't know what the othertuse 3
doing and that there should be more £raquant; neskings E
betwéen the district ana pre—vocatidnal teaéheps.__ S;me
teachers tt;]lt that the ab].lity to solve the pxoblem of
COmmunlCatl.On would mean the success or failure of the
pilot project.
: . RECOMMENDATIONS - g
*u By s

Recommended Instrument Changes : 3 ="
& .

Student guestionnaire part I. During the first S
——%——L, . G,

administration it was discovered that students found the
" format of ‘question one in__seétion A confusing. The- B a
blanks where the students were asked fo place the names
of the courses th;y/ were doing should have been placed
one uider the other rather than across from each other..
In section D tha&ar&’[‘a‘de‘quately",in questions ‘fi_vé and

. )
six caused so‘n\e difficulty as students didn't know the




Recommendations Emerging-From Thé Project

100

meaning of the word. This word should bB& replaged with

one that has mof) meaning to the students,

. " student guestionn‘a‘ire part II:  Question two“in
this part should have been placed in section A of the
student 'qu'estionnair'e. Since there was.no bookwork as

such in some coutses, question seven should have read

. "theory or 1ectures section qf the course." Questlon‘%&en

should have read projects“ 'mstead of "assignments.

Many s assi with

k. Questlon
twelve was confusing to some students since they thought
t’hat M: meant, spending more time with them than thh

others int the class. The question should read, "D1d the

lnstructor spend time help:.ng you,, w1th your project?".

. & P
Individual student avaluation. The individial
studedt evaluation sheet should havé had a space at the

top that the student's home school could be entered.

% 4
i Trades school teachers questionnaire. Question

four in .gection A should have been divided into several

questions. -This‘would have made coding easier.
. \ '

1. ‘There is a need for impx‘cved. communications within
t\!{xe pilot project. Some means should be sought
‘to enhance the involvement of the dxstrlct and

pre-vocational teachers and 'admi'niétrators.



. . ) ¥ T e : .
Teachers El,;ould b& kept informed about what'is
happening in the pilok project. 8

= 2, An overall project director'-shou'ld be appointed.
He could, be made responslble for co=- ordmaung

all aspects of tha pl ot pro;ect. Thls person

. . * should have the necessary time. te help solve

. ' the communigations problem.

P © 3. The hnalysis of the present study should beos’
extended 3’ include: - ) » ;
k ) p a. A detaxled analys1s of each pre-vccatx.onal
course. L. “
b. An analysis of data as applicable for, each
TP ¥ school district or h1qh school 1n001ved.
4. -An evaluations system shculd be desxgned to gather
- ) 1nformat1on on the pilot project and' to organize
- it so that it would be rrsadily accessible. Such
thi'nqs as attendance, academic and pre-voé;tion'al
grades, individual student evaluations, stanhardized\\
‘test results, student course evaluations-and other,
pertinent 'information should be collected, organized
2 .+ and placéd ‘in a central office. A part time person
. would .be needed to organlze -and ad.m).nlster th.\.s %
system. X #
~ ' . -5. There is need for a similar evaiqation to be
conducted each year until the pilot project has

been fuJ..ly implemented. . Comparisons could then




.t . be made between i:hevfindings for ‘each ev;l{:at’ion.
= 6. There is a need to evaluate thg academic ahd
i " 'general coux&es t6 determine whether they are
‘ ’ ° comglxmentlng the pre-vocatx‘onal .courses. - -

The pre-vocational téat’:her; should be -asked to

fy wrlte periodic evaluatxons on how they think the .
- . work is prog:esslng in -their courses and to -

xecommend changes ir} the courses. =
¥ . 8. Ther_g is nééd of furtht?r evaluation of what is :
’happeninq ;:o academic, . general, and special
P - education students:in the pilot project. Tt:

is important to determlne whether the pre-

vdcational program is meeting the speclfic need