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on the various components comprising a teacher's workload.

| ABSTRACT N
: ,,_Ar . \ ' . :‘ _ L
The purpose of th1s study was “to exam1ne (a) the effect that
. ‘W .
a teacher s sex and marital status, years of teaching exper1ende,

'jyears of tra1n1ng, subJect f1e1d,,s1ze of school and average daily
'-number of student contacts have on the’ work]bad ‘of Centra1 and Regiona]

-H1gh School teachers in Newfound]and (b) the v1ews that teachers ho]d

toward their actual teacher work]oad, (¢) the teacheré‘ est1mat1on of
¥

a deSIrable workload and the recmnmendat1ons of teachers for imple-

a

ment1ng-the des1red workload. Three t1me 1ntervals were used when

.calculating a teacher's'workload. the f1ve-day week, the two day

_weekend and the seven day week.

_ Data for _the study was obtalned through a quest1onna1re _u;

-prepired by the 1nvest1gatort of the three hundred quest1onnaires

sent to teachers, a net usable return of 66.7 percent was rece1ved
' _ An ana]ys1s of the data revea]ed that a teacher's sex and |
an -influence on a teacher-s total workload, as well as on some com-

ponents comprising a’teacher's worklcad. On the other hand,-a

of school have Tittle or no effect on a teacher's total workload, or .

—

a. . \. * .
" teacher's years of teaching experience, years of training, and size.

e

oy

.mar1ta1 status, subJect f1e1d and average da11y student contact have ’

Considetable dissatisfaction was expressed by teachers toward:_ .

~* their actual workload. They sought timefprovision duringathe redu]arf

school day for breparatio' and marking, a reduced'c]assroom instruction

Y

1oad,'a‘decrease'in the‘studentvteacher ratio, a reasonab]e quantity'

s f
R . . .
s ' . . L



. e11m1nat1on of non- profess1ona1 tasks. ' : .-

0

. of‘different'subjeéts/courses taught by a teacher and the virtual

4,
w oL

The f1nd1ngs further 1nd1cated that. teachers des1red a tota]

“fworkload of '38.75 hours in a seven- day week, as compared to an actua1

'work]oad seventy-f1ve recannendations d1rected pr1mar11y toward ) E .

© Education were g1Ven.

N

seven-day week WOrk]oad of 43. 83 hours To 1mplement the deSIred

local schoo] adm1n1strat1on, schoo] boards, and thé Department of

Approx1mate1y,one¢ha1f of the recommendations.

ro.

were withjn the control or,intluencelof the local school to imp}ement.
A reduction»in the student-teacher ratdo and the employment of “teacher
aides were the most often c1ted recommendations for 1mplement1ng the
It was apparent in ‘the study that teachers seek to‘

In pgrt, th1s means’ being

des1red workload
have their occupat1on "profess1ona1ized"

relieved of mundane tasks so that more time can be devoted to p]anning

T and carry1ng out. their work for students. :

1 ° . .
. o -
g : C. o ¢
.
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s .~ INTRODUCTION
- S

Teacher workload ' has been'studied bv educators for mere than~ )
" half a century. Severe shortages of teachers, booming: enrolIments, |
'and'increasing costs of educaticn'have served as prime stimulators
" for teacher work10ad studies Numerous 1nd1V1duals have deve]oped

- teaching load formulas in an effort to gauge precisely a teacher S

work]oad

In comparison to the Un1ted States, few teacher workToad

studies have been carried out in Canada. fhe Newfound]and Teachers

A55001at1on conducted a survey of teacher work]oad in 1961 as part

of the Canad1an Teachers Federat1on national survey However, due

" to a Tow percentage of return, the comp]eted questionna1res were never :

separately tabu1ated for the prov1nce No other teacher work]oad

stud1es have been conducted 1n Newfound]and

0

Nature of the problem“ The time. a teacher.spends in the

- classroom teaching is but one component cgmprising-thé actual -time

o L

spent on duties for which the teacher is held responsible. Tasks.

“related to instruction and ‘tasks unrelated to instruction are not
".."necedsarily performed during the“regu1ar'scheol day,. but are never—i.n'
‘theTess‘activities which’ comprise a-teacher's total workload. It -

.“should be of interest to educators-generally, and to_administratorsl

H —
o

'y

Tt

N
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1n part1cu1ar, to have know]edge of the workload of. the Newfound]and ' e
Centra] and Reg1ona] H1gh School teacher, so as to have an add1t1onah' o
rat1ona1e from wh1ch to evoTve teacher ass1gnment po]1c1es

Statement of the probTem The purpose of this study wasato

-‘anaTyze the workload of the Newfound]and Central and.Beg1ona1 ﬂ1gh
‘School teacher. More specifically, it was to examine:
1. The effect of the following selected- factors upon the med1an
, hour]y workload in a five-day week, two day weekend and '
‘seven-day wee%’> : ; ,
P ; .. o _ ,
o a) Sex and maritaT status. ' L ' -

b) _Years of training.

- c) ‘Years-of teaching experience.
~d), Subject field:
1e) -Size of school. ' | . ; R
| f) Average da11y number of student contacts
2. The v1ews that teachers hold toward the1r actual workToad
3. Teachers estimat1on of a desirable workload. '
f 4, Teachers' recommendations for 1mp1ement1ng the. des1red teacher

‘workload o g

@
\ ' o - - f \

- Significance of the study. A relationship between a teacher's ™
morale and'teachfng efficiency exists. According to Friesen, "Good . .

" teachers are those who demonstrate a considerable. degree of johf :

'
()

: 1John W. Fr1esen, ATl Is Not Well In Thé’feach1ng Profess1on," .
The A.T.A. Magazine, L (March-Apri] 1970)

___.,______’_’. w o

» vt
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Sécond]y,'if the complex §6a1s ofﬁmodern education are to be
“met, it is.imperative that the quest1on of teacher work]oad be close-
ly exam1ned and’ be adJusted to reasonab]e expectat1ons A Nat1ona1 . '
Educat1on Association Committee on Teacher Load concluded that:

There was an 1nescapab1e re1at1onsh1p between teacher 10ad
and the goals of modern education. As’ teacher: Toad becomes-
heavier, the poss1b111ty of the goals: be1ng attained becomes
less and -less:. 2 Lo

K7

. 5] . -
’ McMurtry propounds that teacher work10ad w111 become one of -

o
 the crucial 1ssues in education in the 1970 5.3° Referring to a sur~ +

\

?ﬁvey made of ‘Toronto teachers dealing. w1th staff-board reTat1ons and
working’ gondnt1ons, he states:’ '

_ i o . S
Toronto teachers rate their board under 59%.in both Staff*ajgh
board retations and working conditions . . . the Towest in’ ‘ .
the Board's-history. Thére is little doubt that the next - - ch
clash in public education will be over such issues.. ‘The major. =~
. areas which will come under teacher fire will be:, .~ * ~ @
teacher and non-teacher workload
" pupil- teacEer ratios
staff-admifistration re]ations 4

: Dav1s argues that teacher workToad stud1es serve as concrete

" evidence” with which to gain pub11c support for 1ncreased school staffs 5"b-

 This undoubtedly has relevance for the Newfound]and sett1ng.‘ Ev1dence

. 'prodyceg“from workToad/;jud1es in Newfound]and can’ be directed to the,:“”

u
-

Z“N E.A. and Teacher Welfare: Teacher Load " Nat1ona1 Education
Assoc1at1on Journal, XLV (February, 1956), 97. '

’ 3John McMurtry, "Three Main: Areas for CompTaint " Mondax
Morning, II (January, 1968), 32 . .

‘*Ibid S

5Haze1 Davis, “what to.do About Teaching. Load?" The Bul]et1n
of the National Association of" Secondary School’ PrincipaTs XLvi
(December, 1962), 156. .

’



f_prbvincial'decistonamakersfin educatton.to' upport rationaT work

g assignments. ;- - 9.‘ :;,: |
L1tt1e has been def1n1te1y known 1n Newfound]and about the

’ work]oad of the Centra] and Reg1ona1 H1gh Schoo] teachers.. Vary1ng

~op1n1ons have been expressed by teachers and adm1n1strators, and the
pub11c in genera] However, no cdmpTeted teacher work]oad stud1es

have been found by the 1nvest1gator. lTherefore, cons1der1ng th%m

:; tota] s1tuat1on, the need for th1s study was’ demonstrated

:;'péfinitfons of.Terms Used Coe e o,

Centra] H1gh School . A,schooT that exclusive]y accommodates"'“ \

3;pup11s 1n gnades 7 to 1. 1nc1us1ve or grades 8 to 11 1nc1us1ve. f ;4"
- o e . ' .. . -
R Regaona] H1gh Schoo] A schoo] that exc]usive]y acconmodates

':,pup1]s in grades 9 to 1] 1nc1us1ve, or grades 10 to 11 1nc1us1ve._ f

Teachers. An 1nd1v1dua1 ho]ding a vaT1d teach1ng certif1cate

:and who is. emp]oyed to 1nstruct students, but who- 1s not des1gnated -

. @,

" ," as a pr1nc1pa1 or vice-pr1nc1pa1

Teacher work]oad. The tota] t1me required to perform the o

& ST

'.var1ed tasks for wh1ch a teacher TS norma]]y he]d respons1b1e..'

© oy \

]FiveQDay ﬂéek.j'ﬁonday through Frjday,dnc]usive.- -

"':3“i5 " Two-Day weekendtf:Saturday.and-Sunday.v e 1_;f o 7 _.

P

Seven;Day“weeki' Monday through'Sunday inclusive.’
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'L1m1tat10ns of the Stugy,

This study has surveyed the workload of on]y Newfound]and
Centra] and Regionai H1gh School teathers and the views. he]d by th1s
group. The conclus1ons‘and'1mp11cat1ons drawn from this research are

consequéently on]y_appTicab]e to this group of Newfoundland educators.

‘ Secondly, only six variab1es,'of a large number of_possible variables,

have been used in an attempt to determine what has an effect on

teacher workload.

’ ' h . \

.. -Qverview of Thesis

' Data for this study were obtained by means of a questionnaire

o

sent to Newfound]and Central and Regional 'High Schoo] teachers.

‘vChapter I 1ntroduces the problem investigated. Chapter I reviews

'the re]ated 11terature on teacher workload. Chapter ITI presents the’

v procedure followed for co]]ect1ng and ana]yz1ng the data Chapters

IV to IX exam1ne the se]ected factors of sex and mar1ta1 status, which

- inclides members of re]1g1ous orders, years of tra1n1ng, years of

teach1ng exper1ence, subJect f1e1d s1ze of school, and average da11y

',number of student contacts, to determ1ne wh1ch have an effect on

-

,teacher work]oad The views that teachers have regarding the1r actual

workload is dea]t w1th in Chapter X, wh11e the workload that teachers:
percelve to be de51rab1e and the recommendat1ons that they have for

1mp1ement1ng it is contained in Chapter XI. - Chapter XII compares the

. | .
findings of this study to the f1nd1ngs of re]ated studies. A summary -

of th1s study as we]] as the conc]usions of this study, together with

'recommendations and prob]ems for further study are presented in

ChapterXIII T ST -



Basic Assumptions L )

: . . - J : : : . .
For the purposes. of this ptudy, it was assumed by'the .
_investigator that the.data givenjby teachers regardinthheir'actua1

teacher workload reflected the situation as it actually exists. It
was a]éo assumed that the selected~faétors of sek éhd maritai'status,

years of tra1n1ng, years of teaching exper1ence. subJect fleld, stfe ‘
of schoo], and’ average da11y number of student contacts are 1ndepén-

[

. dent of each other in the effect that they mlght have- on ‘a teacher s
. . . pA .
i workload B

- . . DR )
—t— °
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o CCHAPTER 11 : o

'+« REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE *

. ‘ . .
/ v ~

The Genera] Problem of Teacher Workload -

'. To educate the whole child is the task of today s school. The
phys1ca1, emot1ona1, and sp1r1tua1 needs of the ch11d must be catered
to, as well as the mental needs. Recognition, therefore on the &

part of the ‘teacher that eachphild is an individual 1s of prime

1mportance However, are te her. v1ewéd as be1ng 1nd1v1dua1s or are

they. all treated the sam 2 Jdust as chi]dren have d1fferent 1nterests,

: ab111t1es, 1nd1v1dua1 11kes and d1s14kg§,\and d1fferent capac1t1es, '

- so do teachers. Do working cond1t10ns recogn1ze the individual ‘o

d1fferences of teachers and do they perm1t teachers to meet the1r

profess1ona1 ob1igations adequate]y?_ One writer does not think so.

.He' states:

week, too many gtudents per class, too many books to mark,’
--too many“subjects to prepare, too much  imposed in-service-

training to keep up with, too many meetings to‘attend, and

all too often, too many recognized or unrecognized humilia-

tions to be consistent with full’ self-respect. Consider the ..
- reaction of this teacher when he is told that he.is oppres§ing
" students, stifling inquiry, and merely handing on stale

packages of know1edge for students to. regurg1tate back to-

: Consider(:/zkaéher stagoering under too many periods per

= him!

Administrators des1re ‘to have high1y qua11f1ed teachers who

ner. How profess1ona11y are

\) 1Robert Andree, y arge C]asses and Effective Teach1ng“,
The C1ear1ng House, XXX1 ] (February, 1959) 49, -

o
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 Educational Courier, XL11 (April; 1972), 5.

¥

teachers treated? Selden refere to the situation in Toledo schools
where teachers are usqa]]yainyoived in;a teaching role almost all
of the time that'schooi is in session. Unilaterally pre-established
patterns of time result in-the teacher being piaced in a classroom '
that is normally isolated®from other classrooms; teaching and_pTanning
‘ aione;‘having few opportunities to engage in professional inter-
classroom visitation with;ether teachers or discussion with other .
teachers to seg what else is happenihg in the schoo] or how,other o
teachers are meeting their probiems; or .carrying out common planning
With other teachers. Therefore, with almost all of the teacher's time_
accounted. for, the range of freedom of how the teacher utilizes his I
'—time is severe]y 11m1ted///;t is in this context that teachers are
told by administrators to 1nnovate, be imaginative, try out new 1deas,
and experiment with new materials.? . '
Timmermans maintains that teachers'are.requiree to devote too

\
many hours on activities which prevent them from spending time on the

i act1v1ty fbr which they are trained and prize the most--teaching.

Activities referred to are superv151ng in the halls, the cafeteria, the.p S

gym, as well as pre51d1ng over study halls and examinations 3 Hunter
refers to the uneconom1ca1 use of. the teacher's time on activities d

* such as supervision of haiis, study superv151on, supervision

" 2David Selden, Teacher Workload and Teacher Droggut, Quest
Papers Series, No. 5 (Washington Rmerican kederation of*Teachers,-

a

" 3Brian D. A. Timmermans, "Teachers, Time and Teaching";

>



" (December, 1965), 517.

XXXVI (November- December, 1965), /36

S

of students boardihg and getting off busses, -lunch ha]]fsupervision;
. . . ? s .

and a whole arra{jof extra:curriculaﬁiteSks; repetitive paper work

e

and record kéepin% as

the best example of practices that keep teachers in the back-
ground of new advances, "It is 1ud1crous, uneconomical- and
degrading to a teacher When he is forced to spend a high -

. .proportion of his day in tasks that have nothing to do with .
teaching or are not remoftely connected with 1mpart1ng :
knowledge.! r

‘In a Canadian Education Association panel discussion on teacher work- -
-- load, a past president of'the Canadian Teachers' Federation went so:

.far as to suggest that when the number of hours in'the'day are in-'

sufficient for the’ number of activities to be carried out proper]y,

teachers must say, "My JOb is classroom 1nstruct1on. I w;]] prepare
p
my "lessons and I will check the pup1ls work and- I will do the rest

*on . : - . N

"to the extent that I have time".S

Clement concludes that higher salaries are advocated for

teachers, yet they spend a signiftcant portion of thejg'time doing_

3

tasks that‘shou]d be performed by aideé, assistants, or secretaries.
"We. seék to raise the profe551ona1 status of teachers, yet keep them
performing duties hardTy professional in nature" 6

F1nd1ngs,of.stud1es give support_to the view that too much

4pavid J. Hunter, "Working Conditions", The Bulletin, XLV

-t

LY

SBruce Mickleburgh, "Keep1ng Posted" The Educational Courier,

6Stan]ey Clement, “More Time for Teach1ng" The Bulletin of
the:Nationdl Association of . Sécondary’ School Pr1n¢1pa1s, XLVI

»

A(December, 1962), 54, . ) T



. . . - 10,
t1me is devoted. to non- profess1ona1 tasks by teachers. vThe Br1t1sh o
. Co1umb1a Teachers Federation study revealed 19.8 percent. 7 *The ‘
-Canaoian Teacherst-Federat1on found 10.3,percent3, while thF A1bertaf~ » ': ,52\;1'

-«

Teachers' Association study concluded 8.8 percent,?I - B

~

The number of students that a teacher has te“teach has a
' profound influence on the quality of'teach1E§’that is taking place
when cons1der1ng the goal of 1nd1v1dua11z1ngggnstruct1on 0bv1ous1yn. o

the mpre students a, teacher has,:the more time is required for
e ' " , ’ T $ .
preparation, marking, student and parent interviews, and clerical .

aetivities The energy expended hy the teacher is greater. Research, .

however, 1s 1nconc1us1ve 1n support1ng the forego1ng statements - r : ':_'.'\;

Neverthe]ess, it is Ke11her s .contention, that for those who care about |

" the child's persona], creat1ve, and soc1a1 development, there are .
. studies that support the p]ea by teachers for a. reasonab]e class- e (

51ze 10 One writer argues that nany peop]e in and outﬁof educat1on
, are'?ru1t1essly try1ng.to def1he the exact pup11 teacher ratlo for "

T -

u1t1mate learning efficiency. Instead he fee]s that 1t 1s more 6;43\,\' o

{ -

D [" ‘?\
\ 7British Coﬁhmb1a Teachers' Federatlon -Teaching .} ss1gnments in
" Some British Columbia Secondary Schools and The1r Workload Implications, . - o

196/-68, Informational Report No 5, (‘1ctor1a British, Co]umbia _ , _
Teachers ' Federation, 1968), 12. S - oy

4 ) . : N
.

i 8Canadlan Teachers' Federat1on, Teacher Nork1oad ! A Cross-

Canada Survey of the Workload of Canadian Teachers, A Report Prepared
by thelﬁesearch D1vis1on (Ottawa Canadian Teachers' Federat1on, 1962), E
22

0 A . S
. 2Aiberta Teachers Association, The Profess1ona] Load of A]berta D

| Teachérgg A Report Prepared by the Professiona] Load Cmnnittee (Edmonton'
Tberta Teachers' Association, 1963), 12. .

1°A'Hce V. Keliher, "Effective Learning and Teagher-Pupil Ratio", {l,_ ’
. The Educat1on i D1gest XXXT](January, 1966), 20- 21 _ R

N L
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1091ca1 to support the exper1mentat1on that is tak1ng place W1th

s d1fferen@ pup11 teacher ratios within the econom1c restr1ct1ons ‘that -
': s d1ctate what the pup11-teacher rat1o 1s Through approaches such
$ QA as teacher a1des, para- profeSs1onals, team—teach1ng programs,
P ~ 1nd1v1dua1 student study centers, and modu]ar schedu11ng,j§fforts are
| ;;, ' ; ‘ béVng madesto make whatever pupil-teacher ratip is in effect.more
‘" ;; meaningful. n . LT o ;_ L
tixw , ;~v. In a review of.the researcH*on the’ effect1veness of c]ass'%y
L " size on 1eaknlng:T:;t::a conclu%ed that: . P L,
o .-. 3, Although search stgd1es o; ctass §ize dre not con—'
- ~_ '; - c]ps1ve;\there are twice as many stud1es in favor rof . '
l S ’ smaller c]asses over 1arger c]asses. ' ;” o ; ’
‘ 2; Sma]]er ciasses tend to have more var1ety in 1nstruct10na1
u o f methods used than do' larger- c1asses o .
'; T. | , "3 Des1rab1evpract1ces tend. to be dropped when class size
"1' S is 1ncreased des1rab1e pract1ces are added when class
. ;~: _:*w “size is- decreased. | - o .
: " ; ‘45 /Thé strongegt and, best suppqrted argument for. snall -
o 'f o c1asses is that they are a guarantee aga1qst "educat1ona1
o - a001dents". '%=_ ) - . ' f; -
l' o 5. If.the teacher is not 1nfprmed of=changes‘1n c]ass s1ze
o . } ,;'nepol1cy, the resu]ts are poorer than if he 'is aware of. the
’ ..situation. .“ . ; , T R L
il B U T o o o
; e.\\\ i o ol .
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" ' 6. Depressions and other socio-economic forces result in decreasing

class size, and economic prosperity in increasing klass size;

pressure to increase ¢lass size results in a rash/ of studies on
the effects of varying. class s1'ze,1'2

ST It s Weber s view that- prob]ems of teach r workload are:

T, hFunct10ns of the climate of the school. , ’ Pan
§J?: Functions of the basic’ attitude of teachers. ‘ -
5., Functions of the 1nd1v1dua1 energy output’ of theﬁteacher.

4, Funct1ons of the amount of money ava1]ab1e for schdo] support 13
| _ More spec1f1ca11y Weber concludes that -where schoo]s(fere autocrat1ca]1y
' joperated by adm1n1strators, teacher workload was considered ™o be a maJor
problem, whereas’ in schools where a philosophy was fol]owed in which |

,teachers-part1c1pated meanIngfully in the p]ann1ng and dec1s1on-nah;nd
process, and in wh1ch pr1nc1pals substituted 1eadersh1p for author1ty,
and where principals were'the co-ordinators of teacher initiated 1deas
and procedures, teacher - workload was not cons1dered by teachers to‘be a
major prob]em}li mThe irony ot-weber's statement 1s.that democratically ‘“
operated schoo]s often Jhean more work for teachers. | o éﬁ_

Is there a need to study teacher work]oad? Accord1ng to some

writers we have come to expect more of our teachers than they are

L)

- 12George E. "Sitkei, The Effects of Class Size: - A Review of 434f/’_
“the Research, Research Study Series (Los Angeﬁes °Los Ange1es County
of Superintendent of Schoolsﬁ 1968), 10. 7

. ./_'_/
- s

‘ . 13¢larence A weber, Leadersh1p in Personnel: Management)wn
_ Public Schools, (St. Louis: - Warren H., Green, Inc., 1970), 68.

T ‘l4Clarence A. Weber, Pérsennel’ Problems of Schdo} ‘Adminis-~
“trators, (New: York: McGraw 1/}1 .Book- Company, 1954); 125-126.

’
° , . Lo v —

~ L . —



13
able to_hand1e. . The essential ingredient'of time has been neglected
}n the assignment of'responsibiltties to teachers. ’Hunter'cdntends ' fé
that'working conditions prevent teachers from keeping pace with the
rapid  advances taking place in education. Teachers educated in the
1940"%, 1950's, 1960's are expected to prepare‘students to Tive in
the 1970's, 1980's and on into the twentieth century These teachers,
however, are not g1ven the time to adequate]y prepare the1r ‘work and |
. keep up-to- date to meet the new 1deas in their subject area.lS

A teacher workload study, therefore will ascerta1n whether. 3
'jndeed the best use is made of the t1me, energ1es and skills of
teachers "Umstattd suggests that Specific issues wi11'emerge in‘a
: study of teacher work]oad by a schoo] staff:
1.  Are there k1nds of staff we ought to have, but do not

haye at the present? »

2. Can we relieve teachers of some non-teaching duties and

'if so, ‘which ones? ' . ;
'3, 'Can teachers work together in certain combinations or T K
teams to produce for pupils better opportunities for .~~~ .

‘learning and do so with more efficiency?'.
. 4. Do.we have sufficient teacher energy to revise and update
. . . ‘ '
“the curriculum: if we don't, how can we'with this end in

. . R <
view rearrange organization-and responsibility in,our"ja -

ISHunter, Toc. cit.
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.';,Elsbree and Reutter Suogest°that teacher workload studies
-serve to make the‘establishment'of a policy defining the"minimum.-
‘,Tnumber‘of hours that teachers should devote to their teaching:duties:

F easier. It may resuTt in job descriptions.for teachers_being deQe]oped.“
Frank assessments of the existing staff and equipment. should follow |
as’ an outcome of a teacher work]oad study., If add1t10na1 staff .
resources cannot be added when a severe over]oad1ng probTem exists,
| the present curr1cu1um program needs to be examined for possib]e
\prun1ng 17 . ' S - .

The consequences of the present teach1ng Toad of many teachers.
.are frustration and demora11zat10ﬁ# St1nnett propounds -that no factor
_has more to do with success.or failure than teacher work]oad 18
McMurtry states that in various surveys conducted by Canada’ s prov1n-
cial Departments of Education, '

T o

.o overwork, too-large classes, administrative 1nterference,
and general® frustration are reasons given just as,frequently
as poor salary by men and women who have quit the profession.19

j McMurtry continues by d1scussing a study made of teachers

163, g. Umstattd, ‘"How Can a School Get Started on a Staff -
Ut1Tizat1on Improvement Project?" The Bulletin of ‘the National .
Association\of SeCOndary School Prin¢ipals, XLiV, (ApriI 1960), 201.

17w111ard E1sbree and’ Edmund Reutter, Staff Personnel in Public
‘ Schoo]s, (Eng]ewood C11ffs, N.Jd. Prent1ce-Ha|| Tnc., 1964}, 98-1017.

18T M. St1nnett, Professional Problems of Teachers, (NEW York
- The MacMi]Tan Co., 1969) 226-227

) 1930hn- McMurtry, “Three Main Areas for Comp]aint," anday
-Morning, 1 (January, ]968), 32. o
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- who ‘receive proper-certification, only 12 to 15 percent octua11y

~ a5

under the Toronto Board of Educationi The Toronto teacher$ gave

their board a 59 percent ratlng in both staff-board relations and '

work1ng cond1t1ons which was a drop of 12.5 percent from the -

D

‘ previous year. Teacher and non-teacher workload, pupi1-teacher

ratios, and,staff-qdministration.relations will be, in McMurtry's
view, the mgjor areos of clash in public cducation in the 1970;5.29 T
_ - The ooiot.is also made by McMurtry that between 11 and 26
percent of the total Qanadian teaching body }eares the profession
onnua11y.21 In an address to a 1oca1 ot the&A]berta Teachcrs'
Assoc1at10n, Fr{esen exp0unded that for every one hundréd'teachers\.
remain in the teachioq profession;22 Staple indicates that in the
1969;70 gchool year,122.4 percent of.the Newfoundland teaching force ’.i

from the previous school year left the profession. A cohsiderable

" portion of this turnover was.for up~-grading reasons and housewiygs

&

returnjng to the home for a.périod of time. The permanent teacher
- ! - .\ M -
dropout from'the profession in this time period, however, was 4.9 A

percent.23 “Working cond1t10ns and Tow morale are maJor factors

'contribut1ng to teacher dropouts. ;

201bid.
211b1d . .

. 22J0m W, Friesen, VAT 1s Not Well In The Teaching Profess1on“,
The A. T A. Magazine, L. (March-April, 1970), 13.-

23Mark Staple, An Invest1gation of the Supply-Demand Schedule
for Teachers in the Province of Newfoundland with Projections to 1980-81.

A Report Prepared by the Educational Planning Division, Department of

[Edication (St. Jokints:’ Department of Education, 1971), 34-35.
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'Measuring Teacher Nork]oad - AP - _7

' Being a teacher is not a standardized type of occupat1on.
The workload that one teacher has is 11ke1y.to be different from
that of another teacher. due to a host of factors. Meyers c1ted
: the most comprehen51ve list of .factors, reviewed by the 1nvest1gator,
1 that contr1bute to a teacher s workload. The twenty-five factors
were categor1zed under;the three headings of Personnel, Curricular, °
‘and PersonaT.MOraleLZ“' | |
Personne]

Number of pup1ls taught per week
Pupil clock hours

Personal equat1on between teacher and pup11

. ‘ Persona11ty of classes (genera])
e . Class size
- Classification
. . ‘ -Disciplinary, standards
- . © . Attitude toward work -
’ ‘Age of pupils' maturity . )

Mora]s--c1t1zensh1p standards
Mentality .
Attendance. habits’ .
Home env1r0nment of pup11$

Curricu]ar

A , Extra-curricu]ar duties , | -

7/‘

Var1at10ns in Toad ‘because of subJect matter - B o
L _Amount. of preparation (pre-class) -~ - o e .
: Amount of contingent work (post class) . « " R

Number of different preparations
- Number of cclasses taught daily -
o - Amount of non-class clerical work, superv1s1on,
&// S o adm1n1strat1on, etc. .

2‘*‘L L. Meyers, "Needed: An ObJective Method of DetenM|n1ng
' Teacher Load", The Nation's Schools, 111 (April 1943), 30-31.

e



Physical environment’

Length of school day

Relative subject weightings

Number of different fields in which the teacher works
Type of school organization

'~ #length of period

Relative weight of teaching and 1aboratory
Size of school and its type

17

L

t Ut111zat1on of. phys1cal a1ds, mode of presentation

Persona] Morale. : ' ’

o Reﬁat1on between teach1ng load and teacher's
capacity and proportional rewards ‘
Emotional features of school cond1t1ons

. Teacher's health . . :
., Teacher sex o o K '
Length of service and permanence . N ;e
Professional growth ' )
Community and non-school activities
Preparation for field of training

" The teacher worklpad studies revjewed by the inuest}gator;tooh'
;most'ot the factors é%bm the Curricular grouping %nto account: amount

of extra-curricular duties, preparation'tine, post c]ass=contingent

work, amount of clerical work, supervision time, length of class

,lperiod and.school day. As one would ant1c1pate, some .of the npn-
statistical type Persona] Morale factors are not usually found in " -
studies because they are difficu]t to measure. The "Canadian Teachers'
Federation study cites sex, grade leve], subject field, and experience

of the teacher as among the most frequent]y employed variab]es in
teacher workload studies.32 In add1t1on, the 7nvestigator found years
'.of tra1n1ng, size of school, marital status to be used‘rather frequently.

Numerous formu]as have been dLve]oped to medsure teacher work- -

. load. Table.l presents the work]oad factors that are taken 1nto account

1

3?Canadian Teachers!fﬁeHEratipn; op. cit. 11,



TABLE 1

o

COMPARISON OF INSTRUMENTS FOR THE MEASUREMENT

OF TEACHER NORKLOAD* g
Originators i
. Almack- - Brown- . o
Elements of Workload' - - Douglass  Bursch Fritzmeier ~ Sand  Frost = Petit .
3 . B
- Class Periods’ X X X X . X X
Duplicate Assignmeht e X X
Number of Preparations X - , t X X
' Number of Pupils X X S T X
. Cﬁﬁberation ' X :X:' -.X X- X
. Subject Weight | X X X
~ Standard Teacher Load | | X:n
- Length .of Period | X ' X ¥~

¥ eonard Clark,

. "Teaching Load Formulas. Compared“
. the National Association of Secondavy-School Pr1nc1pa1$,‘

XLTTSeptember, 1956), 55-61.

The Bulletin of

J
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Al “

in some of the better known fomulas T.he Almack and Bur‘sch-,- 'B‘r'own
.and Fmtzmeier formu]as derwe a teach‘mg load index. Both formulas,
however', are sbmew‘hat difficult to understand.: Sapd dis_car'*_ded t’he
si_‘ng.;1é load index. Instead, his formula givés the relationship of
the,wvarious factors to each other and'to standards estabﬁshe,d by. him.
,HovJéver:, no, total. load r'neasur'eeis given. Frost's formula is based ‘on
clock hours. Inadequéte rati,oln_a'le _1nvto §ome aspects of his formula
"result in the formula's short comings. Petif coﬁcentrgtéd on .a boint-

o

'systém in hi.s formula. His formula is fairly easy to uﬁde‘rstand and_ '
compu'tev?”- _ . | T
Perhaps the best known and most frequently 'used formlhé is
" that d,eri‘v,ed by Harl Douglass. -His formula was first cier1ved in
1928. Four years later it'wafs refilned; I.n 1950 it was revised. Th-e_ '
Douglass formula is based on uni’tg, each of w'hich rebresent 'the. -
teaching .of one class of tv)eint'y pupﬂs. for one fifty minute period.
The formula reads:3. | ' . |
PL + 50
100

= sec | cp - @y NP - 25CP

. 100

-_— . —

.6PC

1] PL + 50
|| 700

.

4

-—

units of teaching load per week
subject coefficient 'used for.giving relative
weights to classes in different subject fialds

SGC

t, b . o . . -’ o
3E‘Leonar'd Clark “Teaching Load Formulas Compared," The - -
‘Bulletin of thé National Association of SecOndary Schoo1 Princ1pa1s,
Xf (October, 1956), 95-061. k
e

341hid, 57. | !
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strain on the teachers. It has been argued that the’ formula is

20

class periods:-spent in classroom per week
number~of class periods spent per week in classroom
teaching classes for .which the preparation is very
( " similar to that for some other section, not including
: the original section
NP = number of pupils in-classes per week
PC = number class periéds spent per week.in .
‘ supervision of the study: hall, student : ne
.Aactivities, teachers' meetings, committee work, '
assxstance in administrative or superv1sory work,
. 'and other cooperations .
PL = gross length of c1ass periods in m1nutes

cp
DUP

4

’

' Numerous cr1t1c1sms have been 1eve11ed against the use of the Douglass

formula. It does not take into account all the factors of weﬁ: and‘-
difficult and time consuming to compute. Doug]ass refutes this 1atter
cr1t1c1sm Accordlng to h1m, it. shou]d on]y take about three minutes
to compute once you are used to working with it. The subject co-
efficient set up to weight d1fferent subjects is protested by many !

teachers. Duplicate sections are also criticized. Some teachers claim

"that they do not re‘aﬂy'exist. Preparation time (’:'annot‘be reduced if

teaC‘hers are taking 1nd1vidua1 d1fferences 1nto account. The
measurement of cooperat1ons are criticized on the grounds that no

single 1ndex can take into account the amount of time and energy

needed for all the different cdcperatio?fs . Desp1 te all of the '

cr1t1c1sm, the Douglass formula is one of the most w1de1_y used and

-
_A

highly respected teacher work]oad formu]as. 35"

Elsbree and Reutter suggest that the utﬂization of 2 formula

‘makes .the process, of measuring teacher work]oad more obaective.f"s

<

*SClark, op. cit., 55:57. - .
35E'Isbree and Reutter, op. cit., 102,

\
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. Weber, -on the other hand, propounds that if the principle is applied

'that' “no p_roduct' can be more accurate than its least accurate f_actor'.-

no formula fon measnrement'of, teachi,ng '1oad- could be more accurate

-than the basic ‘assumptions regarding the nature of the teaching

experience",37

For weber, teachmg is not a rout1ne burdensome type
occupat1on Rather it is an art1st1‘c exper1ence For those who
hold the former view of teach1ng, formu]as have an i'mportan.t fun_ction.

Subscribers to the latter view could not, according to Weber, accept

load.38 . .~

r

Reduc1ng Teacher work1oad

. teach

] Beg'lnmng With the coHectwe barga1mng era of the 1950" 5-

~

are demand1ng agréements wh1ch contain limitations on the

scnoo day, school year, class s1ze, extra-curricular assignments,

ol
and classes designed to aid teachers 1n maintaining d1sc1p1]ne ‘A1l
have an ‘effect on teacher workload. The major obstacle to 1_nmed1 ate’”

improvement in many of these dreas seems to be cost.3?’Selden compyted

that to implement.a 4-period 1'n§tru¢t1'on day for the teaeher and an

~ absolute limit of 25 pupils in class 'size would require that the

.

'F.E. Peacock Publishers, Inc. , 1970), 71. | e

37C]arence A. Weber,: Leadershm in Personne'l Management in
Eub]jg ghgg] (St. Louis: Warren H. Green. Inc., 1970), 64. :

3BWeber, Ibid. - _ o

A Y

39T.M. Stinnett, The Teacher Dropout (Itasca 11Tinois:

" the ‘app'lication bf‘foimy]aé or equatiops to measure a jceacher's\workj_



teacher workforce in the United States would have to be doubled.*?

Douglass offers twenty-four ways in which the uorkload of

o teachers can be reduced. Twelve of the suggestions do 'not cost any

money. Th ese are:

. 'I .Avo1d1ng 1ong, ted1ous, uninteresting - teachers’ meetmgs
at the close of a full day of reqular work

2, Preventing or reducing to a-minimum the interferences with
the usual routine of the daily schedule: that is, special
assemblies, interruptions by visitors. or by the central
sound system, etc. .

3. Providing simplified forms for a]] regu]ar schoo] reports,
notices, and.other c1er1ca1 routine.

4, -'Ensuring that new teachers obtain who]esome and p]easant
places to room and board and assisting them to develop
someth1ng 1ike normal social life.

‘5. Securing 1nstr%etwna1 suppHes 1n advance of t'ne date
of actual .use. ,

6. -Assisting teachers to "discover” -and use methods 1nv01v1ng
less tension, such as the 1aboratory method and reci tatwon'
methed. ) . _

7. Helping teachers to_discover time-saving methods for cohd_uc,t- ‘

ing written'quizzes and for testing daily preparations.

8. Helping teachers to discover other ways of so'lhng .
. disciplinary prob]ems than that of keeping students
after school.

. 9. - Reducing fear and 1nsecur1ty, co'nducting supervision in
such a way as to ehmmate fear.
_10.' Keepmg to an almost negligible minimum the t1me require- '
‘ment of teachers in connect1on with dmves, campaigns,
and the like, - L .
11, Develop'lng a considerate and co-operative attitude in .
working with teachers; 1ett1ng them have, 1ndiv1duaﬂy and

i‘°Se'Iden, Toc. cit.

(2



)

collectively, a vo1ce in matters concermng the1r work; . ¢
giving them encouragemenf:, inspiration, and constructWe -
advice.
12. Deve]oping throughout the school a friendly, cheerful -atmos-
' phereand cordial relations between students, teachers,
and other personnel.*! - ~
,QF the twe1 ve rema1mng suggestwns, some def1n1te]y require expendi- -
,tures while others would vary from school to school. .Inc]uded are
such fdeaS‘as providing substitute teachers promptly, providing -
mimeographing material,,allowing teachers to use the school secretérjy oo
for business correspondence*,‘ providing aides and assistants. Keeping .

’

class size to not more than 25 pupils, keeping the number of

different subjects a teacher is teaching ‘t6. a- minimum, taking co-
operative activities "1nto'- account in a teacher's total work'load, and ,' ' -

. providing teachers with office space contributes to reducing a

* teacher's work]oad.”ﬂé. : L | BT o
. Review offSe1ected Studj_es &% ) i .
)T}:e National Education Association‘condu e first :nat:ioha1
teacher work]oad s tudy 1n the ‘Uni ted States 1n 1939. It revealed that .e
: teachers spent a med'lan of 30. 8 periods week]y in c'lassroom 1nstruc- L (
‘"t1on. A median of 10.3 hours‘was spent in out-of-c1as§ activities,” .

other than pr‘epar-‘a}:ion and marl.dng.“*3 _In.response to the continued‘"

i”H_ar‘I R. Douglass, Modern Adwinistration of Secondary Schools
(2nd ed.), (New York: Blaisdell Publishing Company, 1964), 88-89,

13

“2Ibid., 89.
' 53"Tﬁe Teacher' Looks at Teacher Load", N A Research Bu]]etin,
CXVII (November‘, 19,39), 231.

.
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interest be1ng "expressed in teacher work]oad the NationaT Educatfon

. Associat10n conducted {ts second nationa] s tudy 1n 1950. It found .

8

that an average of twenty-five fifty-five minute periods was devoted

" to clessneom instruction, or 23.1 hours. ‘Out}ot—elass activities

comprised 13 0 hours ‘whi1e misce]]anedus'duties added Up to 11 9‘

©

a mean. weeET;/;;tk1oad of 48 0 hours.**

—

- Canada's firstenational teacher workload study was conducted

in-1961-by the Canadian Teachers' Federation, in close co-operation
owith'the provincial teachers"organizations Six time intervals were
used ranging from the schoo] day to the year]y total. Tab]e 11

presents the total workload for the various time 1ntervals

L
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‘ © " TOTAL WORKLOAD IN HOURS FOR VARTOUS . .
y o COTIME INTERVALSY )
Time Interval ~ ° . - Median ., . Mean |
-4 school day . - 0 . < 91 7 7792
. Meekend v .t o 367 45
7-day school week o .~ 496 - T 50,47
: Y Seno e c L e T
. Easter and Christmas S . o
7" holidays . - T e, 207 ,
. Summer holidays '5;' . 137.5 - . 95.5
e : . . i ~— < - . - - : —
* - +Yearly Total o T + 2,051.0. . 2,118.0 -

.- *Canadian Teachers' Federatioh, bp..cit,, 21.

In a seven-day week CanEd1an teachérs spent a median of 49 6 hours on

t . 0 s,

N fhejr teach1ng responsib Tities. - ',_, —

,1‘4' Two more teacher work]oad stud1es were under way in Canada
dur1ng the 1961- 62 schoo] year The Alberta Ieachers' Assoc1at1on '
condueted*1ts study aE—a resu1t of a: direct1ve g1ven to the. Executive
Counc11 }n the Assoc1ation s 1961 Annua] General- Meet1ng A seven-'
°day worﬁﬁdad of 50, 2 med1an hours. was being: devoted to teach1ng
responﬁ&b11tt1es by A1berta High Sch001 teachers.“5 Fenske' s study

dea]t with the workload of two hundred andns1x Centra] ‘Alberta- h1gh

.J' . “5A1bgrta\feacb:izt\x§sociation, op. cit., 12:‘- :,
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schoo1 teaghers. 0n1y'ten ar' fewer teacher schoois’were included. -
. .Fenske found that teachers in his samp]e spent a med1an of 43,27

| hours on thei? dut1es.‘+6 o .

Al
~e .

" Table III.presents a‘breakdoun of the teacher workload
‘components used in the Canadian Teachers' Federation, Alberta
Teachers' Assotiattoh, and Fenske studies, together with the time
deVOted:by teachers to each conPonentr~ The Canadian Teachers'
Federation and Alberta Teachers'-Association studies inctude profes-
s10na1 act1v1t1es wh1ch refer to time spent“gt seminars,. 1nst1tutes,~
'conventions teacher organ1zat1on act1v1t1es, university courses, and
profess1ona1-read1ng. It. is déhatab]e whether some:of the profes-_
_sional, act1v1t1es should be cred1ted under teacher workload. Course
work 1s one example. Including all profess1ona1 act1V1t1es
natura]]y inereases a teacher(%;work]oad The time spent on'class-
room 1nstruct1on by teachers in'the three stud1es ranged “from a h1gh
cof 24.7 hours to a low of 21.63 hours. The heav1est preparation load
was 10.8 _hours by the teachers in the Aiberta'Teaéhers' Association
-study, and the lightest preparat1on load was 7.48 hours ‘by .teachers
in Fenske s samp]e. Little d1fference in the time devoted to pro-
fessional act1v1t1es was -reported. Fenske s study revealed the most
;'t1me spent on. test1ng, which included. mark1ng, with 5 48 hours. Rela-
't1ve1y little time was spent on extra-curricular act1v1t1es by any of ’
the teacher groups in the three studies. Superv1s1on time ranged from
'2.9'hours,to'2.4;hours; The Alberta Teachers' As$oc;ation‘study found
v - I e .
' “6Milton Fenske, "An Analysis. of the Work-Week of a Centra]

Atberta High School Teacher® (unpub11shed Master's thes1s, The
Un1versity of Alberta, Edmonton, 1961), ive
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TABLE 111+ - )
A COMPARISON OF THE TEACHER NORKLOAD
OF VARIOUS STUDIES* -
_ .five-Déy week. L ~ Seven-Day Week
~ Elements of Workload = = - | Studies
. _ C.T.F. - Fenske | C.T.F. A.T.A.
" Instruction 24.5 C21.63 - 247 - 27
Preparation® =~ © - 67-- 7.8 9.5 - "10.8 )
 Professional 1.8 - 2.2 1.6 -
Testing ‘(marking) . o 3.2 - 5.48_ 3.9 ‘ 4.1
B ' Extra-Curricular L 0.0 C .. , 1.00 -+ S .5 ; .‘, .4
_ Supervision - . " 2.4 . 2.8 o4 29 o
. adminAlerical © 2 cem S I
' ‘Admin.-Professional .~ .- == - - ' 1.6 |
- in _ fo ess1pna1 _ o ) | N S 1.6
¢ Other =~ - . T P S
| ' (=) B -0 i B vy ARt S 50.2
J« v *Canadian Teachers' Federatwn, op., cit., 28-30- _1*'Fenske, op. cit., 26-38. ’
*A'lberta Teachers' Assoc1at1on op cit., 12. . ' ‘ R
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that teachers were spending 1.2 hours on Administrativ;-C]erica]
h activities, and 1.6 hours on Admindstrative—professional activities.
A total of 1.00 hours was spent by teachers in the Canadian Teachers'
Federation study on other activities. The total median work]load is
affected by the teacher workload componehtsjincluded in the study.
This 1is quite obvious when it is the teachersfin the Alberta Teachers;
Association study that had the h{ghest workToad of 50.2 hours, and
- the teachers. in Fénske's study‘had the lowest workload of 43.27 hours.
| The Canad1an Teachers -Federation study also determ1ned the
‘work1oad of teachers in the two-day weekend. The medJan timeuspent
on preparation of lessons and materials was 1.7 hours, .30 hours was .
devoted to profess1ona1 actiV1t1es, and - 50 hours on testing
Teachers had a total median work]oad of 3 51 hours in the two-day
weekend 47 | ' -
rhe Br1t1sh Columb1a Teachers' Federat1on study revea]ed that
‘teachers had a mean work week of 43 hours. Classroom teach1ng compriised-
44.6 percent of the teachers load, non teach1ng made up 19. 8 percent,
"and school re]ated activities 35. 6 percent Teachers spent an average
‘i of 19. 5 hours in the c]assroom with an average class s1ze of 28, and
Cran average da11y pupil. 1oad of, 112.48 . . '.' ' rv' ‘

Five of the. seven stud1es reviewed had sex and/or'mar1ta1

status as one of the factors which may have an effect on teacher

. =

'J'“7Br1t1sh Columbia Teachers Federation, op c1t., 12-14

I “BCanad1an Teachers Federat1on, op. c1t 2.

.
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workload. The 1950 National Education Association study,*? and the
"Canadian Teachers’ Eederatioh study$°'both found .single and married
' males'to have "a heauder workload than their female counterparts. &
,_Members of rel1gious orders reported the heaviest workload in the
Canadian Teachers' Federat1on study. The Alberta Teachers™ Assoc-
4ation51 and Fenske52 studies conctuded that sex has’ Tittle effect
on a teacher's total workload It does, however; have some effect

on workload components Both studxes reported that males spent |
signlf1cantly more time on extra-curricular activities, wh1le the
Alberta Teachers Associat1on study found fenmles to be spending more .
1t|me on supervision than males, and the Fenske study found females to
be spend1ng more time.on mark1ng. The Man1toba Teachers' ﬂSoc1ety

- found marital status to‘have an-effect on teacher workload.53 Single -
teachers reportEd having§the highest workload It can be concluded ,
from these studies that sex and.marital status appear to have some
effect on the component compr1s1ng a teacher 5 workload . The effect".
that sex and marital status have on total uorkload seems to be -

inconclusive.

AU A
49"Teaching Load in 1950", op. cit., 13.

5°”Canadian leachers'"Federatlon, op. cit.,
S1Alberta Teachers Assoclation, op cit., 24 :
. 52Fenske, op. cit., 76

$3Manitoba Teachers' Society, The Workload of Manttoba. Teach-

ers, l965-66 (winn1peg. Mani toba Teachers' Society, 1966), 5.
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' - The Alberta Teacher's Association,>* Canadian Teachers'
" . Federation,55 Manitoba. Teachers' Society,56 and Fenske5? studies.
included years ot teaching experjencé as one of the factors that may
‘have an effect on teacher workload. Two of the studies concluded

that teacher workload decreases as years of teaching experience

1ncreases The Canad1an Teachers' Federat1on study ‘found that teachers

© L with 0, 1 and 2 years of teach1ng exper1ence tended to have the

"heaviest workload. The A]berta and Fenske studies - found that

: beginning teachehs spent the most time on preparation. Fenske aiso
_:found that teachers with 21 or more years of teaching exper1ence
spent s1gn1f1cant1y 1ess time on preparat1on of lessons and mater1als.

Years of-teach1ng,exper1ence seems to have some effect on teacher-

L. »
workload.

’.

_ 'Years of training was a se]etted'facton in the Alberta Teachers'
Assothat1on study,58 and Fenske5? study. Both concluded that }ears
'_ of tra1n1ng was not an 1nfluenc1ng factor on teacher workload. ‘
Subject field was 1nc1uded in "the 1950 National Education Ca

" Association study,60 The Canadian Teachers',Federation study,b! the

x

T §“Aiberta Teachers' Assbciation, on. cit., 39.
’T | " 55Canadian Teachens"Fedenation: en; ctt., 33.
' 56Manjteba‘Teachers' Society, op. cit., 60.
- 57Fenske, op. cit., 54. ,
. S8Alberta Teachers Assoc1at10n, op. cit., 32.
59Fenske, op. cit., 68. . S

_ 6°"Teach1ng Load in 1950", op. c1t., 15.

61Canadian Teachers Federation, op. c1t., 40,



-A1bérta Tgachers' Association studyez, and Fenske study??lauThév
1950 Nationa1 Education study found that English and.Sociaf?Studies
teachers have the heav%eét wo}kload, and Mathgmétics feachers thé
lightest workload. 1In the CanadianuTeabhers' Federation study,
éng]ish teachers speht nearly two hours more per.week'markjng than -
did other teachers. Social Studies tedchers had the heavfesf -
'preparation lToad. Fenske found that S%cial Stud;es’and English have : .{
- the heaviest mgrking load. He a]sé found fhat Home'Economies_and
.Industr1a1 Arts teachers spent sibnifiéant]y less time oﬁ the L o
various- teaching activities in comparisonfto all other groups. Thé
_ Alberta Teéchers'.Associaiion study'found the opposite of other
stﬁdies. Eng]isﬁ/Socia] Studies teachers-had the 1ightest workload.
The subject that a teacher is teaching has an éffect on his workload.
| - The size of. sch061 seéms to have some effect on teacher work-
load according to the'éanédian\Teachers' Fedeygtionsu and Manitoba
Teachers' §oéiety§5 stddjes. The Alberta Teaéhers' Associatien®® and .f - .
i the Fenske87 -studies cdqc]uded that éhe size of,schoo]'has 1i;£1é '
"effect on teacher work1o$d.: |

C

., 62Alberta Teachers' Association, 6p. cit., 79.
: 63Fenske, op. cit., 39. o ‘ - X
61’Canadian Teachers ' Federat1on, op. c1t., 35,

-55Man1toba Teachers' Society, op icit.,

66Alberta Teachers Association, op. c1t.,.69.

~57Feqske, op. c1p.,
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The National Education Association study, The American

Public-School Teacher, found that as the da1]y student contact in-
—_—
. " creased, there tended to be an increase in the percentage of teach-
A )

ehs who v1ewed the1r 1oad as being heavy and extremely heavy.: Tab]e

. 1V %resents the evaluation of teaching load in relation to the
,average number.of pupils taught daily.

i ., 1

c - TBLE WV PR

v

- EVALUATION OF TEACHING LOAD AS RELATED TO
AVERAGE NUMBER OF PUPILS TAUGHT DAILY*

A4

Evaluation:of o Average Number of Pupils
Teaching Load ' : Taught Daily '
v Fewer than . ‘115-143  150-184. . 150 or
. 115 o : more

Number reporting’ * 365 341 - 266- 410 -
Reasohab]e load 'fé.ﬁ%f 65.1%2 '55.6%" 50.2%

" Heavy load < . 23.0% 29.3% 36.5%  39.8%
Extremely heavy Toad -  4.8% . 5.6%,  7.9%. 10.0%

*National Education Association, The American Puh]ic-Schooli
Teacher, (Washington: National Education Association, 1967}, 28.

Tedchers on either end of the daily pupil contact eontinuuh' 'ortea’i———*————‘f—‘_

the1r loads ,as reasongplgl_hea extrene]y heavy Other factors

' - affecting teacher workload .must be 1nvo]ved

Among the studies exam1ned, the degree of teachen d1ssatfsr

-

. 3



L ) ‘ . 33

—— ~

4@? " " faction.was considerable. The range was from 30.9 percent68 to 44.0

percentsl9 Specific comp1a1nts by teachers in the Fenske study that'

contr1buted to d1ssat1sfact1on were. - g
1. Classes too large. - | g
2. Too many extra curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es

'_3; Too wide a var1ety of subJects to prepare for

4, Cred1t load too great{t )

~ *5. Should notihave to supervise periods.
6. Extra-curricular work not’ shared eQualfy. ‘

" | 7. Too much time spent on meetings. _
8. Too mich clerical work. “ o P e
9. Téb much time requ1red for lesson preparat1on. “
. i 10.

Lack of dup]ication of subjects which would help reduce °

- the 10ad, 70

As workload-increased, Fenske found the general trend that teacher

dissatisfaction also increased.

Among the important teaching conditions that ‘have an effect

- on 1ightening teacher workload, as reported by high schaqol teachers

in the 1950 National Education Association study are:

" Adeg_aje_textbo

_ Teacher is teach1ng preferred grade or subject.

Friendiy, sympathetic principal.

" 68British Columbia Teachers"Federation, op. cit., 23.

§3"The Teacher Looks at Teacher Load", op.‘eit.

"70Fenske, op. cit., 102.

'|
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4. ' Principal w1tp insight -into classroom problems.
,5.' Apprec1at1v?, responsive pupils in maaority 7
“Teachers in the A]berta Teachers' Association study’2 sought
‘a ten perceptureduction” in the time devoted to instruction and -
preparation, i.e. from 27.70 hours to 22.23 houre, and from 10.80
honrs to 9.78 hours. In addition, they sought a. decrease of;forty
percent-in subervision tjme, Aniincrease of eighteen percent was ’
desired for professional activities. |
Table V compares the actua] workload of teachers with the
desired workload for teachers as recommended by teachers and ‘
1_pr1nc1pals in the Fenske study. A s1gn1f1cant decreaee 1n clase-
room instruction, preparation, and total workload time was recomm-
ended by both teachers and principa]s Pr1nc1pals a]so recommended

a decrease 1n marking time. A significant increase in extra currtcular

act1v1t1es was recommended by both teachers and pr1nc1pals

!

:

-

71"Teach1ng Load in 1950"; ob 'Eit:, 26. .
‘72A1berta Teachers Assoc1ation, op.,c1t.,-85.

...,4' - \_ o . ) '-_—_{:1
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TABLE V. |
A COMPARISON OF THE ACTUAL WORKLOAD AND .
i .. DESIRED WORKLOAD AS RECOMMENDED . -+ - '
.~ BY TEACHERS AND PRINCIPALS* i
Teacher Work]oat, i Actual ’ Desired -~ - Signi- | ‘ sh#red ~ Significance .
. Components i - Workload = Workload ficance : WorKToad S .
- S ' . Recommended o _+ Recommended
! by Teachers : } by Principals
C]a‘sfsrdom .o . o _ K _ -
Instruction . - 21.63 v 20.25. . .01 20.00 - .05
Preparation . 7.48 6.00 .05 5.50 .01
Marking .  5.48 5.00 - . nil . . 4.00 .0
- Extra-Currfcular °~ -1.00 .- °~ 1.7 . .01. - . 2,00, - i 05 0 L
. ’ : . * - ’ . . . ) ; ’ .
Supervision . .- 2.48 2.4 . nil 2,75 ., - nil
. Total - 43,27 40,00 .01, 3950 .01
’ g . X - 3 - 3'- R -
. *Fenske, op.. cit., 106-117.
| -

G¢
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CHAPTER BIT . T

PROCEDURE® -~ = - *

Data Co]]ection o _— L : y -

- Instrument - A questlonnalre was deve]oped by the 1nvest1gator
after a study of the re]ated literature. The 1nstrument is d1V1ded
“into three parts. Part I.sought personal and professiona] data = -
needed?to divide the sanple into the various categories for each
selected factor. Part II gathered_intormation as to what the actual ,
work]dad of the Newfoundland Centra] and Reg%ona] Hioh Schoolnteacher .

-was in a five-day 'school week two-day weekend "and seven-day week;

: and the views that teachers held toward the1r actua] workload.

Part LII co]]ected data on the work]oad that teachérs considered to
be desirable, and-the reconnmndations that'they had to implement the

des1red teacher work]oad o . _ S Lo :

~To estab11sh face va11d1ty of the 1nstrument, a pi]ot study

was conducted in ‘one urban and in one rura] junlor h1gh schoo] E1ghteen

out of th]rty-fIVe questionnaires were comp]eted and-returned. _At the

.end of the questionnaire, teachers were asked to comment.and offer

suggestions for imprpving the construction and content of the_question-

naire..  Four changes were made in the questionhaire as a result of the .

pilot study. "One neﬁ'question was added,_and three quest1ons were -.f

[
14

re-worded to make them c]earer

Samg]e In the 1970-71 school. year,. there were forty Reg10na1

o .
- v




\
High Schools-and one hundred and four Central High-échoo1s in'Nen—‘
foundTand. The former had‘a teacher population of 630 or 36.7 -
percent of the h1gh school popu]ation, and the latter had ; teacher
population of 1085 or 63.3 percent of the h1gh school popu]at1on.
'_The completed usab]e returns are broken down into 86 or 43.0 percent' .
from Regional Htgh School teachers and 114 or 57.0'percent fron

Central High School teachers.: The'distributign of teachers in re- .

Iation to type of school in this study 1s'reasonab1y close to the o

PL

provincial distrihution. .Thelteachers included in this study were
chosen by ‘means of a table.of random numbers.

On ApriT 20, 1971, an 1ntroductory 1etter was sent to
distr1ct super1n§gndents and teachers A copy oF the quest1onnaire
was inctuded ‘with the 1etter to the,d1strict super1ntendents,, ‘Five
- days later,, questionnaﬁres"were mailed to a randon samp1e of three
hundred Newfoundland Central and Regional High School teachers. By :'. .
the end of the first week jn May, one hundred arid six compjeted | o
returns were received " On May 7, the first fo110w-up 1etter was ' .'
sent to teachers. Forty-n1ne more returns were received by May 21
_ On ‘this same date the second fo]]ow—up letter was mailed. Twelve )
additional returns were’ rece1ved by the end of May. On Sune 1* -

. the final fo]low-up letter was sent together with a second copy of
the questionpaire in the event that some teachers. might have ‘mis- -
placed or destroyed “the f1rst'copy By the end of JuNe, forty-two . : j-' ’

,'morewreturns Were received for a total of two hundred’ and nine or

69.7 percent. “Two hundred of the two hundred and nine quest1onna1resr :

-

were actually .usable.. -Of thesnine;questionnaires that had to be

A
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disregarded, five vere improperly filled out, two were_frOm guidance
-counse]]ors,’one from a part-time teacher, ‘and one from a teagher’

» who taught at both the high school and e]ementary 1evels. Therefore,

a usab1e return of 66 7 percen was obta1ned

« ; N ’ !

Data Analysis

To determine whether-a'se1ected factor had a signifiqant

- effect on teacher workioad for a‘five-day school week, two-day week-

end, and.seven-day week, the median test was‘used& 5

- The median test is a procedure for testing whether two -
independent groups differ in.central tendericies. More

_ precisely, the median test will give information as to -

‘whether it is 11kely that the two independent groups ‘(not’
necessarfly of the same size) have:been drawn from populations
with the same median. The null hypothes1s is that the two - -

- groups are from popu1at1ons with- the same median; the
alternative hypothesis may be that the median of one
population is d1fferent from that of the other or tha®

the med1an of dne population is higher than the other.

e rhe comb1ned median for all scores/1n both samp1es were
g

o ,found Both sets of scores are d1chotom1zed at the comb1nedemed1an

. and" the data cast 1n a 2°X 2 table. S1ege} states that when N 1s
- Tlarger than 40, Chi Square is used; when N is between 20 and 40 and
no ce11 has a frequency of less than 5 Ch1 Square is used when ‘N

is 1ess than 20, the Fisher test is used.2 The 05 level of signi-,

7f1cance for the median test was used 1n th15 study _y . Dy
’ — 1 . - . e | )
-.'- _' s i I -,v -
_ 1Sidney Siege] ongarametr tgtjs;jgs (New.York:- _ :
MoGraw-H111 Book Company, 1964), 111 . - R
Cwoambfd, N2 T e T
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' '1ngs«wereuder1ved whieh categoriiéd}the reEpon;es'to the question, -

o_ ' -‘ K
. L ‘ o . o
: ‘. S P i 3
y; / - - : _-'_ ’
’ The v1ews that teachers held £oncern1ng the1r»actua1 work- '

1oad were stud1ed Commonallty.was Tooked ‘for Appropriate head—

o

P

-"what are your v1ews concerning thi ‘work1oad?“ '?-
. . ° [] W

. The rep11es to the teachers est1mat10n of a desired work]oad

Lo

1
were compared to the teachers actua] work1oad To test the nu11 L0 .
hypothes15, "There is no s1gn1f1cant d1fference between ‘the actua1

and des1red work1oad“ the medfan test was app11ed.q The .05 1eve1

of s1gn1f1cance was - used - °

s

!
The replies to the teacher%' reconmendat1ons for 1mp1ement1ng o

e

<

_the des1red work]oad were tabu]ated “The f1na1 data appears 1n the

form of a 11st of recommendat1ons. '
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CHAPTER:IV e

THE SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE rEACHER n
- AS A FACTOR IN TEACHER WORKLOAD

P

~

Based on a review of the related 11terature, no- conc]us1ve
statements can .be made regard1ng the effect of the comb1ned factors

of sex and marital status on teacher workload. It is, therefore,

‘the purpose of th1s chapter to determ1ne what effect these combined

"factors have on the work]oad of a sample of 200 Newfound]and Centra] .

and_Reg1ona1 High School.teachers,

-
\

Tab]e VI gives the groupdngs into which teachers'were

divided for the purpose of this study and the number of teachers

. .in-each group The 1argest group is Marr1ed Male, ldél and the .

Sma11est if Married Fema]e, 18.- The other three groups approximate
@ L
each other in terms of number fairly c]osely--Single Male, 28; -

. Member of Re]igipus'Order, 263 and Single Female, 20.

~—>A11 of ‘the .tables that follow Tab]e VI in this chapter are

3

based on the sex- and marital status group1ngs and numbers as shown

in Table VI. The times g1ven 1n the tables are in hours and are
. for three time intervals: a f1ve day week (Monday through Fr1day

"‘1nc1u51ve), .a two-day weekend (Saturday and Sunday), and a seven- day

[

:week (Monday through Sunday 1nc1us1ve) The median times were:

'
N A

S determ;ned from the t1mes as- reported by teachers.

B The': time spent on. classroom 1nstruct10n by teachers in the

.'vaF?ous sex,and mar1ta] status groups 1s presented‘1n Tah]e VII.

A o L i :

°
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. N
" TABLE Vi
THE. SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF A SAMPLE OF

200 NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL AND REGIONAL -
HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS

" Sex and Marital Status - . Ndméen\
Single Female . ) 20
- .Single Male , o ; 23
Married Female o oot g o
Matried Male . . e qosl”
Member of Religious Order- - . . - 26"
Total ' o o \ 200

' various sex and marital status groups 1n the time devoted to classroom

-~

Since teachers reported-no instruction time in*the:two—dey weekend,
the'times for the five-~ day week and seven—day Week'afe the same. A—

re]ative]y sma11 numer1ca1 d1fference ex1sts in the t1me spent on

c1assroom instruction between the various groups Members of Re11g1ous

"~ Orders devoted the most tlme with 22 33 hours, wh11e S1ng1e Fema]es

: reported the least time w1th J9.33 hours.'.The‘tota1 group median

time of 20.42 hours was exceéded by two groups - Members of Re1igioos

.Order and Single Male. The median test for tWowindependent groups

revea]ed no s1gn1f1cant differences at the .05 1eve1 between the

Y

'1nstruction

Sex dnd mar1ta1 status 1s not an 1nf1uenc1ng factor in the‘
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- TABLE V11

-

NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO

CLASSROOM INSFRUCTION*

‘THE SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER AND THE

A

_Total Group

““xNote: .The calculation of significant difference was based upon a |

. comparisan of -each group to all remaining groups.

L
. (N 200) _ -
Sex -and Marital Sfdéyfweek 2-day weekend 7-day week
Status ' — — : N .
. Median Significance Mediqn-' Significance |-‘Median .Sigpificancel}i
" . . . a \
.Single Female '19.33 nil- . - 0.00 - nil- 19.33 nil =~
Single Male - - 20.67. Conil 0.00 nil. < |  20.67 nil
Married Female 20.00 nil 0.00 - nit | +20.00 il
Married Male 20,00 nil 0.00 nil 20.00 " il
-~ . . i . 2,
. Member-of ' . ) - . _ -
. Religious Order 22.33 nil 0.00 nil 22.33 nil
£ 20.42, 0.00 20.42

b



spent s1gn1f1cant]y more - t1me on preparation when compared to the

-

: when the med1an test was app11ed ]

43,

amount of t1me spent . by teachers in c]assroom 1nstruct1on.
The number of hours devoted to the preparat1on of 1essons and
materia1s by teachers accordqng to sex and marital status is given in.

Table VIII. In the course of a five-day week, teachers: in the Member"

i of Reiigious Order group reported the heaviest preparation 1oad with
_ 9.00 hours. ' The Married Male group recorded the lightest Toad with

~ 5.00 hours.- For the remafning three éroups. the 1oads ranged from

'5 SQ to 6.67 hours. Two groups exceeded the total group median time

of 6.00 hours-=S1ngle Female and Member of Re11g1ous Order. The median

'

test for two independent groups revea]ed that members of. religious orders

[
remaining groups. . The app11cat1on of the median test:also 1nd1cated

that married males spent s1gn1f1cant1y 1ess time than other %eachers :
-on the preparation of.]ess0ns and materials. <. .
In the twolday weekend, all but .one group spent 2,00 hours: on .

7

preparation. The Married Fema]e group reported 1.75 hours. The

. fmed1an time for all teachers as one group was 2 00 hours. No statis-

 tical relat1onsh1p was found between the sex and mar1ta1 status\of a

teacher,gand the time devoted to. preparat1on in a two -day weekend

)
A considerable numer1ca// 1fference ex1sts between the various

-sex and mar1ta1 statds groups and the number of hours given to pre-

. paration in a_seven—day-week. Members of re]1g1ous orders devoted the

highest_time with 12.00 hours. They were fo]]owed close]y by s1ng]e

. females who reported 10.00 hours. _The,rema1n1ng groups in descend1ng.

order are: Married Female, 8.00 hours; Single Male, 7.67 hours; and-
] ' . P o 0



TABLE V1

THE SEX 'AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER AND THE
NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED™T

LESSONS AND MATERIALS*S

{N=200)

¢

REPARATION OF

T

'Sex and Marital =

_ - Tofal Group -

<

I

_Siday week 2-day weekend 7-day week :
Status - - - —
T _ Median Significance Median | Significance | Median Sigﬂqaﬁqance
- Single Female . 6.67 nil 2.00 nil = 10.00 - nil
" .Single Male’ 5.17 il - 2.00 nil - 7.67 ail -
Married Female 5.50 nil 1.75 ‘nil 8,00 nil.
Married Male 5.00 .05 2.00 Conilc e | 700 .05
Member of o - : S
"~Religious Order 9.00 .05 o 2.00 nil 12.00 .05
6.00 .- 2.00 -~ N

*Note: The calculation of‘sidnificant difference was based upon a
- comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

b



: Merrted Male, 7.00 hours.’ The median test for tno.independent groups -

by single females. The median time for all teachers as one. group was.

-revealed that married males spent ‘significantly less tine on marking

with 6.00 hours., The remaining groups spent from 6.75.t0 7.00 hpurs .

o 45

EQ .

revealed that mémbers of religious orders-spent significantly more

. time, at the .Osllevel, on preparation than any other sex and marital

statué'group " Conversely, married males Spent significantly less

time, at the 05 1eve1, on preparat1on than any other sex and marita] _
=

'status group ina seven .day week..

The sex and marital status, of the teacher appears to be an

influencing factor in the number of hours devoted to the preperat1on

. of lessons and materials.in e"five-day week-and in a seven-day week.

Table1X presents the time that teachers 1n the various sex : ,

and marital status groups devoted to marking. In.the course of a five—‘ '

day week, the range is from 4.50 hours by marr{ed.males to 5.50 hours

5,00 hours. Only singie females exceeded the total group ms..n time.’

When the median test for two independeht.groupe was applied, it was ' -

A

| than any other sex and marital status group. | S

For the two-day weekend "all but one group spent 2 00 hours

, on marking. The Marr1ed Ma]e group reported . ] 00 hours. Single -

fema]es spent s1gn1f1cant1y more t1me on mark1ng 1n a.two- day weekend

than. any.other group accord1ng to the results of the applicat1on of

- the med1an test Married ma]es, converse]y, spent sign1f1cant1y less .

, -

- time on marking than any other group. .. _ “ -

In a seven- day week, single fema1es reported the h1ghest

' time with 9 00 hours, wh1Fe married ma]es reported the 1owest tlme



TABLE 1X

--—‘,\..“‘1 ) ) . #‘.
THE SEX AND MARTTAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER - X \
AND THE NUMBER OF:HOURS DEVOTED
‘ TO MARKING*
(N=200) -
| Sex_and Marita1' :'5-day week 2-day weekend 7-day week -
+ Status — - - - - :
Median Significance Median Significance .Median Significence
Single Female ' -5.50 il 2.00 .05 19.00 - nil
single Malé. 5.00 nil. 2.00 nil 7.00 ni1l
Married Female 5,00~ nil 2.00 ) B 6.75, nil’
Married Male. . ' 4.50 .05 1.00 .05 6.00 0.5
Member of . , ' - . _ )
-Religious Order 5.00 - nil. . 2.00 nil 7.00 . nil- -
Total ‘Group . 5.00° 2.00 6.00 .

*the:-

The eéicu]ation of significant difference,was based upon.
~a comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

-
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on mar‘king_. Four of the five-groups.exceede‘d the *total'group time.
of 6.00 hc'>urs It was revealed by the median test for two indépen-
dent groups" that married ma]es spent s1gn1f1cant1y less time on
marking than any other group in a seven-day week.
. Sex and marita] status appears to have some influence on the
7.

;.

time devoted to mark1ng by teachers .
"The number of hours spent on staff- and departmenta] meetings,

is given in Table X It must be po1nted out that it may have been

d1ff1cu1t for some teachers to ‘esti mate on a week]y bas1s the “time

' 'devoted to .such meetmgs. It is recognkzed by ‘the investigator thet ‘
.var_ying time intervels occur between staff and departmental meetings.
:No teacher reported .spendin'g time on meetings in a two;day weekend

: Consequently, the t1mes reported for the -five-day week and seven-day

week are identical. AH but one grooup spent 1.00 hours on staff and .

departrnental nieetings The exception is” the Member of Rehgwus Order

group wh1ch 1nd1cated .50 hours. The med1an amount of t1me devoted

- by a11 teachers as one group is 1. Oo[hours The median test for two

1ndependent groups revea]ed that marr1ed males spent s1gn1f1cant1y -

- more time on staff and__departgnenta] meetings then did teachers in

"any other "group. S’ecpnd1y, it revealed _that‘niembers’ of rel 1',.g1'ous' -

' or\ders spent s1gn‘1’ﬁficant1y Tess time."on theee meet%n_gs than dd‘d

'— teachers in any other group. . S . | .

_ rSe.x and marital 'status appear to he've 'some effect on the

- time devoted to staff arid 'de'part'mentaT meetings." e )

Table X1 1nd1cates the number of hours devoted to extra-

“ '}'curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es by teachers in the various sex and mar1ta'|

v,



THE SEX AND “MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER -

N -

TABLE X

QM

¢

-AND- THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO

STAFF "AND DEPARTMENTAL ME TINGS*

~ (N=200)
- Sex and Marital < | S5-day week - 2-day weekend .- 7 week
Status -’ — — — — —e——
: . Median | Significance Median | Significance | Median | Significance
STngTe'EeméTe L 1.00 nig _ 0.00 niT‘- 1.00 nil’
Single Male - -1.00 ' il 0.00 nil 1.00 .| . - nil
Married Female | ~1.00,". nil 0.00 - - nil 1,00 nil
Married Male 1.00 .05 0.00 nil 1.00 ! .05
,.Membef_of’ ) : o _ .
-Religious Order .50 .05 ~.0.00 nil - .50 .05 -
TotalGroup 0.00" 1.00

. fNote:

The ‘calculation of significant difference -was “based upon

a comparison of each group to.aTI rémaining-groups.’

8b .



TABLE X1

" THE SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER
AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED

- TO EXTRA-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES*

~ (N=200) .
Sex and Mdci;a] » 5-day week 2-day weekend ' 7-day week
~ Status - - , Ten = .
' . Median Significance , Median | :Significance |- Median 'i-Significance
Single- Female 0.00 .05 Q.00 - nil .33 .05 -

. Single Male £ 2.00 nil 0.00 nit 3:00 nil
Married Female 0.00 - .05 0.00 |  nil 0.00 .05
Married Male ..1.00 nil 0.00 . nil 1:42 nil
Member of _ , - E . .
Religious Order 1.50 nil - .0.00 nil 2.50 nil

"' Total Group 1.00° . 0.00 1.00

__'*Note:. The calculation of significant difference was based upon

~.a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. -

- 6b
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status groupir{gs In a fwe-day week, single males devoted the most ‘
:tlme to this activity with 2.00 hours. rhe Slngle'Female and Married -
Female- groups reported spehding no time on this ;\c‘tivity, Two groups
eﬁceeded the total group mediah of 1.00 hours--Single Male and Member

of Religious Order The median tes't for two independent groups revealed
that the S1ng'le Fema]e and Married Fema]e -groups -spent s1gr1fmanﬂy
1ess time on extra curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es than any of the other
remaimng‘groups.- "

'Nhﬂe some. teachers in al 1 sex and marital status groups spent ’
time on extra- curricu]ar'ectivities in a two-day weekend, ‘eagh group
recorded spendmg no time on this act1v1ty. MNo statistica'l relation-
¢sh1p was found between-the sex and marital status of a teacher and
the number of hours devoted to extra-curmcular activities in a two-
day weekend. /i i ‘ |

A numerical difference of 3.00 hours ex1sts between the two
extreme groups in the- t1me devc-ted to cxtra-curricular act1v1t1 es in’
K sevenfday week. Smg]e males regorted the h1ghest t1me with’ 3 00 ]
‘hours, who in turn were .fol1owed c]ose]y b_y members of re11g1ous orders E
w'ith 2.50 houré. Marr1ed females reported spendmg no..time on extra-
curr1£u1ar act1v1t1es S1ng]e femaTes reported the second 1owest
time with .33 hours. The median for all teachers as one groﬁp ‘was
-'l 00 hours _The med1an test for twd 1ndependent groups revea]ed that
the Married Fema'le group spent s1gn1f1cant1_y less time on extra-
.curr1cu,1ayr activities than any other group. The medi;n tes_t also

reveé]ed that single fexha]es sbent significantly -less time on -extra- -

. ®

curricu]ar activitd es than aH other groups with' the exgeption of the"
. }'- ! .

4



" on _the amount of time devoted to extra-curricular activities.-

woo T 5
Married Female group.

- The sex and marital, status of a ‘teacher has some influence

LY

o

The supervision Toad of teachers in the various sex and~

‘.mar1ta'| status groups is presented in Table X11.° No teacher in any ‘

.

group reported spend'l ng t1me on superv1s1on in the two- day weekend

Consequent]y, the times for the fwe-day week and seven-dax week are

: the same. Members of rehgious orders had the heaviest superv1s10n .
- load with 1,63 hours. Single males reported 1_.58 hours, whi]e

married males reported 1.50 hours, The'remaining two groups each . '

had a 1. 00 hour's supervision 1oad.' Only one-group exceeded the totala

group median of 1.50 hours No s1gn1f1cant d1fference, at the 05

level, in the time devoted to superv1s1on was revea1ed when each

group was compared ‘to the rema1n1ng groups

. No,stati st1ca1 re]at1onsh1p ex1s_ts between the sex and -
marita1 status o.f-a teacher_, and ‘the number of hours devoted to o
superv1s1on ' N

Tab]e X111 presents the t1me devoted to c]er1ca1 work by

‘teachers in the various sex and marjta1 status’ groups. AU groups.
devoted a median amount %of 1. 00 hours an c]erica1 work in 'a‘five-’day o

: _ week rhe median amount-of time for alg teachers as one group was .

1. 00 hours. No s1gn1f1cant d1ff‘9nces at .the .05. 1eve1, were

revea]ed by the med1an test on the number of hours devoted to M

T 4

c1er1ca1 work by teachers 1n the dlfferent groups.’

whﬂe some teachers were performing c'Ier'Ica1 work in a two-

_ day weekend each group reported spend'lng no t1me on c1er1ca1 work

Fad
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Coee TABLE X11
- S . -
a0 - - .
e L - THE 'SEX AND' MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER - ' -
SR A , L - _ AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED, ) _ e
' B o , T : TO SUPERVISION* _— ' :
. : ' S (N=200) ’ :
s T S, ) o e o
: . 7. ’ > . _ - i T |+ - N . .
" ‘Sex .and Marital 5-day week .| 2-day weekend © 7-day week
' Statu5?*£~~. N —=— : : ‘ &\ TR :
e ,é¥, . Median® | Significance Median | Significance | | Median’ Significance
Single Female |- . 1.00 || _ni] | 0.00 fil oo |0 00 |t il
Single Mfle 1.58 | nil . 0.00 nil © . | .58 | nil.
Vhrr1ed Fema]e *|  1.00 F‘i' niT‘:fég | 0.00 - nil 1.00 Coopil
“Mirried Male | i.50 | mil 0.00 | el | 150 | . aid
N r o o N ’ A IS L B o
Member of - L ) . B
Religious Order |~ - 1.63 | - nil | 0.00 nil |- 1.63 Conil -
" Total Group® * 1.50 ° . o ~0.00 . T _ . 1.50
*Note: The calcuTation of s1gn1ficant d1fference was based upon -
* 7 "a comparison of each group to all rema1n1ng groups.
’ p . - :\4 l
LI -
/:‘ ] - ¢
b k) 4
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*TABLE X111

THE SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER
" "AND THE .NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED -

- : \
.e .

'TO\CLERICAL WORK*
(N=200) =~ -

a———

N

Sex and Marital
Status

PR

“b-day week . -

Z—Hay weekend

. 7-day week . .

° Median -

Significance

Median' | Significance

_ Median'v

_Signifibaqteoll

F
T

" single Female

T%.gﬁi“’ﬁsﬁngle‘Mafe.

LN

-

-

lﬁérried'Fema1é

' Married Male

:  Member of .
Religious Order- |

- e

¢

- Fﬂ 00

1.00

&4

1,00

.00

j,oo@,

. nil

nil

14

nil

“nil

. nil

0.00

Lo~ ( -
0.00 © nil

0.00 |- nil-
0.00 |- . nil ..
¢-.00 "ol

>

nil - -

.33

- 2.00 .

1.00

1.00
- 1.00

1
€ -

nil
Teepil o s
nil -

nil

nil

. 1.00

10.00

100

Tota1_Groub” \

fNote:"%he‘ca1cu1atioh'of significant difference -was based upon a

~

comparison of each group to-all remaining groups - «

L

g5



54

_ih this time period' The med1an test revea1ed no sign1f1cant dif-

ferentes at. the 05 1eve1 of sign1f1cance

In a seven-day week, the Single. Female group reported the
" heaviest clerical load wtth 2.00 hours. Three groups each recorded
a clerical 1oad of .1.00 hours The Member of Re11g1ous Order group ‘
‘ as the on]y group 'to ‘exceed the tota] group medlan time of 1.C0 hours
w1th 1.33 hours. » No stat1st1ca1 reTat1onsh1p was found to exist be- |
tween the . sex and marital status of ‘a teacher and the number of hours
devoted to c1er1ca1 work..

The sex and mar1ta1 status of a teacher has no effect on the

~

amount of. c]er1ca1 work. that the teacher penfonns }:

, - . The nufber of hours ‘devoted o m1scel1aneous activitiesits’
'ngen in Table XIV.~\The term "miscellaneous" refers.to any~teaching: '
activity not 1nc1uded in the prev1ous Seven ‘that have a]ready been )

’ exam1ned 1n th1s chapter Student conferences, parent conferences,
and P.T.A. meetings were_g1ven as examples of misce]]aneous'act‘v1ties
in thewouestionnaire. 'bn]y one'group-repOrted spendtng a different
eamount of time on m1sce11aneous activities in a seven day week from a
f1ve -day. week. This was the Marr1ed Ma1c group wh1ch‘reported .92
hours in a f1ve -day week and 1.00 hours in a seven’day week. rhe
:t1mes for the rema1n1ng four groups ranged from 7§~hours reported by
s1ng1e fema1es, to 1.00 hours reported by s1ng1e maTes, marr1ed females,
and members of re11g1ous orders The tota] median group time. for both

the f1ve day week and seven-day week was 1. 00 hours. A]] groups

¥

: f, reported spend1ng no .time on m1sce11aneous activ1t1es in a two day

‘weekend.. The med1an test for two 1ndependent groups revea1ed that

9 "E - ¢
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- TABLE X1V

>

“THE SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE.TEACHER °
I __ AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED
. C . . TO MISCELLANEQOUS ACTIVITIES*
- : . {N=200) .

Sex and Mérita] .V. :56day.ﬁeek- ;- N . ZQday weekend- .. .. | . " _7-day week .

Status - —
R Median |-.'Significance | Median | Significance Median | Significance

<
Lo

v . " ‘:“T' L g . T oo . . R
. Single Female . T . ..75 - nil 17 0:00 B co 75 - nil

“Single Male . [ . 100 | o onil 0 | -eB0 [ nid | a0 il
Married Female  |°° 1.00-|  nil | 0,000 | it o Too [ it
 Married Male ) e | il . | 0.00 | gl .00 | . nil
-Member of . .‘ - | L N B
. Religious Order |~ ° 1.00.°|. nil v 0.00 |  nail " | 1.00. il
° i N C - '

>

 Total-Growp © 1.00 000 0. T.00

ra . - L L S .
' " "*Note: ‘The calculation of 'significant difference was based upon .2 o _
: , comparison of each group” to all remaining groups. ° : Y

g5 Y
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' Jno s1gn1f1cant d1fference, at the .05 1eVe1, existed between the '

‘Q‘R . ! | ) , v |

var1ous groups on ‘the number of hours devoted to miscellaneous -activit-
'1es for a f1ve day week, two-day weekend, and sevén-day week.-

Sex and marital status have no effect on the number of hours

to m1sce11aneous activities.

. Table XV presentf the number of hours devoted to all the
teach1ng act1v' jes which compr1se a teacher S work]oad for each of'

- the sex and mar1ta1 status groups. In a f1ve day week, three groups '
exceeded . the total medidn group t1me of 39. 25 hours Mémber of

Religious Order 42,33, S1ng1e Fema]e, a, 17 “and. Sdng]e Male, 40.17.

" The Married Fema]e'group spent 38.13 hours, wh11e the Married Male

~group recorded 37.42”hoursf' The median test for two independent'
:groups revealed that the Member of Religious Order group spent
' s1gnaf1cant1y more t1me; at. the .05 level, on- teach1ng act1V1t1es
than any other group. It was _also revea]ed ‘that the Marr1ed Male -
group spent s1gn1f1cant1y Tess t1me at the .05 1eve1, on teach1ng
act1v1t1es than any other group in a f1ve day week
“The Member of Re11g1ous Orde; group spent the most t1me -on

total teaching act1v1t1es in a two-day weekend with 7.13 hours The .

' Marr1ed Ma]e group spent the least t1me with 4.00 hours followed.

closely‘by the Marrled Fema]e group ‘with 4.25 hours. . The two singlé’

. ‘ o : L
groupe . each reported-6 00 hours. The tota1 median group time of

5 00 Hours was exceeded by three groups It was revea]ed»by the

med1an test that the Member of ReT1g1ous Ordtr group spent s1gn1-

- f1cant1y more t1me at the .05 1eve1 ~on total teach1ng act1v1t1es .

N

,than any of the rema1n1ng groups. Second]y’ it was revea]ed that "the

<
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TABLE - XV

= THE SEX AND MARITAL STATUS OF THE TEACHER -
' ‘AND  THE NUMBER' OF HQOURS DEVOTED

TO TATAL TEACH;ﬂﬁ ACTIVITIES*

. . '(N= 00) oo

7

Sex and Marital . - ?S-Hay week 2-d$y‘Wéekehd- ‘ '7¢déy:week‘
Status - ;. — - — - .
‘ Median | Significance | Median | Significance. Median | Significance .. -
Single Female @17 | nit | 6.00 nil - 47.50 il
. Single Male . 40.17. il 6.00 nil 46.42 il
Married Féma]e»“ 38.13 nil "4.25 . nil 41.63 .niJ
Married Male - 37.42 .05 4.00 .05 81,75 .05.
Member of - - RS S ‘ -
Religious Order 42,33 .05 7.3 .05 ',53.17 .05 .
S . . ! 1 , Lo . v . . .
- Total.Group 39.25 .. 5.00 i 43,83

. *Note:

The calculation of significant difference was based:upon
- a qompatison of each group to all ‘remaining groups. '

o
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‘Married.Ma1e gronp,spent'significant]x Tess tihe, at the .05 level,

%‘6n total'teaching actitities than any of‘the.remaining groups.  ~ .
511\\'7 The number of houne devoted to all teachipg activities by

;the 200 teachens-as one group in a seven-day.week was 43.83 hours.:

A numer1ca1 d1fference of 9.54 hours ex1sts between the two numer1ca11y
‘extreme groups. The time devoted to all teaching. act1v1t1es by each
.of the sex and marital status groups “in descend1ng were Member of

,-Re11g1ous 0rder1‘51 17 hours, Single Fema]e 47.50 hours, S1ng1e Ma]e,
45142 hours; Manh1ed Male, 41.75 hours, and Marr1ed Fema]e, 4],63
honrs,/ Three grpups:exeeeded the.total group median tjme. The median .

A"teSt.for two'fndependent group§ revea]ed_that the Member of ReligjOus

"brdér'group spent significantly more stime on tota] teaching actitit%es:
than'any 6therf;ex'and marifal status gfbup “The Marr1ed Male group :

spent s1gn1f1cant1y less time, at the .05 1eve1, on total teach1ng

act1v1t1es than any other group in a seVen day week, ~

-

B " Sex and mar1ta1 status appears to be an 1nf1uenc1ng factor -

in ‘teacher work]oad

T
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-Surmmary
. Tables XV1, XV]]‘, and XV111 present a summary of 'significant’
_ differences betweeln the number of- hours devoted to the various ,teaEh-
'jog activities by teachers according to sex and marital status and alV
"otherteachers _'for a five—day week, two-da'y weekend, and Aseve_n:'da‘y
week. In the_ qodrse,of a f:.ive-day week, sin.g'1e females and married
, fe'males speot significantly less time'on ektr‘a-curricdlar -ac‘t;i'v'iti’es'
when compared to the other groups. Marr-ied males devoted 'significant'-:
¥ 1y Tess t1me to the preparatmn of 1essons and mater1a'ls while | ;
members of a re11g1ous order reported spendmg s1gn1f1cant1y more
-~ time on-th1‘s activity. “Married males a1'so reported spending. s1gn1—

ficant]y Tess time on markihd than’aoy other g‘roup'of'tea'ch'ers but

did report s1gmf1cant]y more t1me on staff and departmental . meet1 ngs. .

Members of a rehgwus order reported spending sigmﬁcant]y 1ess
t1me on staff and departmenta] meetings F1na11y, married males had
a s1gn1f1cant1y thter total work]oad whﬂe members ofa re11g1ous
order the heav1est total work]oad ‘ '

o _ For a two day weekend s1ng'|e females reported spend1ng

_ s gn1f1cant1y more time on markmg than any of the remaining groups, '
whﬂe marr1ed males reported spendmg s1gn1f1cant1y 1ess t1me.. As in
the five-day week, married ma1es spent s1gn1f1cant1y 1ess time, on - '

4 total teachmg act1v1t1es and members of & reHg1ous order s1gn1f1cant—

-

1y more: time,

"In & seven-day week, single fémales had a significantly

"‘heavier, marking load than -any other group of 'teache'rs'. 'Marr'ied males



Sy

had a significantly lighter breparation,‘marking'and total teacher
. wérk1oad4 Married ma]es,'however, devoted ifgn{ficant1y'more time to

staff and departmenta] meetings. Memberé of'd re]fgieus order

<

reported having a significantly heavier preparat1on and total teacher

workload. than any of the remaining groups, but a]so reported having
a s1gn1f1cant1y 11ghter staff and departmenta] meet1ng 1oad

The. find1ngs of th1s chapter suggest that sex and mar1ta1

status do have an.effect on certain teach1ng act1v1t1e5'as well as oﬁ .

> . ,
the total teacher workload.

’

7
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TABLE XVI

= SUMMARY OF fHE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE NUMBER OF HOURS
- "DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS
© ACCORDING TO -SEX.AND MARITAL. STATUS AND ALL :

* OTHER TEACHERS FOR A FIVE-DAY WEEK*

-‘..‘-@:. ;
,.,x{ : Teach%ng Activify T )
Lo . _N.._, ’ . - - i cr - - - . . N
Sex and .Q,C]assroom - Preparat1on " Marking * Staff Extra- Super-  Cleri- Miscel= . Total
o ‘Marital Instruc- - of Lessons . : and curri- -vision cal laneous Teaching
' . Status. tion and Materials Depart-  cular ™ .. Work  Activi- Activi-
~ . ' - mental. . Activi- : ties ties-’
R - v Meetings ties . ‘ .
. Single” nil nil nil nil 205 nil T mil nil nil.
. :Female - ‘ RS - '
" Single nil nil nit nil . nil. . nil, il nit. ni’l
- Male : _ _ : : § . ' .
Married nil s il il -nil . .05 nil nil nil nil .
Married nil 05 .05 - .05 nil _ " nil nil nil . .05
~ Male o Co ' ' - o L
‘Member of . nil .05 nil .05 mil-  nil il nil .05 -
“Re]igioqs-' ' ’ - s .
~ Order -
*Note: The calculation of -significant difference was based upbn

a comparison of each group to all remaining groups..

-~

L
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' TABLE'XVT] . ’y

SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETHEEN rHE NUMBER OF HOURS

DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS

-ACCORDING TO SEX AND MARITAL STATUS AND ALL.

— OTHER. TEACHERS FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND*

' ‘Sex and"

’ ,If_.Statqs ,

‘.

"P?eparatiOn

Teéching Activity.

Total

Classroom: Markwng Staff.. Extra- Super- ‘Cler- . Miscel-
Marital -Instruc-  of lessons . and Curri- -vision ical laneous  ~Teaching '
- tion . and-Materials Depart- cular . Work  Activities Activities
B . T mental  Activi- . ' T .
Meetingsﬂ ties
Single . nil il .05 il nil - nil nil . il onil
.. Female T g i .. : ‘

“Single . ntl Comil nil, . . nil nil  nil. nil - il . - nill
Male - A ' ' S .
Married il nit. Wil mile mil.. ail - nil nil nil
Female ' o : : ‘
“Married nil nil . .05 “nil - nil nil nit . nil .05
Male : oo ‘ o
Member of “nil _ -+ . nil nil  nil nil ~ -nil o onil L onil. . .05

-+ Religious I 3 ' o
Order - . N >
. ¢ N

Nt The L . - N e
. *Note:. The calculation of significant differencl\was based - upon

a comparison of each group to all remaining:.groups.. '

~
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TABLE XVIT1

" . SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE.NUMBER OF HOURS
- -~ DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS

-

"ACCORDING TO SEX AND MARITAL.STATUS AND ALL
* OTHER TEACHERS FOR A SEVEN-DAY WEEK*

o

; --; Status -

Teaching:Activity

a. comparison of each group- to all -remaining- groups. - :

e,

-

: E . . . o
Sex and. .Classroom Preparation- - Marking Staff . Extra- Super- Cler- Miscel- Total
‘Marital. JInstruc- of Lessons. L and  Curri-" vision ' ical laneous Teaching

tion and Materials" Depart- cular ° Word - Activities -Activities
~ N - . mental Activi- o ~ . :
o - - Meetings - ‘ties )
Single” - ®il . il nil’ . il .05 . nil  nil o nile nil
Female - o ; . o :
Single Cnil ni il nil- - nil . nil - " nil il nil
Male . ' : ‘ ' - ' :
‘Married - .nil. il nil nil  nil nil nil il nil
Female 5 : Lo . ~ . :
Married - nil . .05 .05 .05  nil il nil ; nil .05

- Mdle - : ' : , R

" Member of ".nil .05 nil 7. .05 - nil nil  nil  onil .05 .

- Religious - L . . "V S

- Order ~ ' . .’Jr\\
* Notei “Thecaiculation df‘significant difference was based'updn: .

. 89 ) ".‘ .



CHAPTER V_

s . . . . . .~

" THE YEARS OF TRAINING OF THE TEACHER
: -, AS A FACTOR_IN TEACHER WORKLOAD -

N L The assumpt1on cons1dered 1n using the Yyears of tra1n1ng as
,{ : a factor in teacher workload is that as a teacher w1th 1ncreased r’
tra1n1ng has a widet background and poo] of 1nformat10n to draw on -
in h1s teach1ng act1v1t1es, a reductlon in the work]oad may result
This may be part1cu1ar1y true of the teacher S preparat1on Toad.
-:Th1s chapter will exam1pe the va11d1t& of th]s assumpt1on for a
samp]e of.199 Newfound]and Centra] and Reg1ona] H1gh Schoo] teachers.
R Table  XIX, presents the. group1ngs used and the number of
' -teachers 1n each years of tra1n1ng group. In ascending order of ~'n\
"years of tra1n1ng, 34 teachers -are 1n the 1 to 2 9 Zroup; 31 in the .

..“3 to 3. 9 group, 55 in.the 4 to- 4.9 group, 41 1n the 5 to'5. 9 group, L -

and 38 in the 6 or more group. Throughout th1s chapter, the " I

o

group1ngs as out]1ned 1n Table XIX w111 .be used _The times given‘
"I" ’are as reported by teachers and are in: hours for a.five- day week
(Monday through Friday 1nc1us1ve), a two day weekend (Saturdaypand
_'Sunday), and a  seVen-day week (Monday through Sunday 1nclus1ve)
“The number of hours devoted to classroom 1nstruct1on by
teachers in the various years of- tra1n1ng groups is. presented in’
Tab]e XX " Since no teacher reported spend1ng t1me on classroom
",1nstruct1on on the weekend the med1an hours for the f1ve=day week

'-and seven-day week are. identical., The,numer1ca1-range_1s ‘small

'betweenithe'various years'of training groups. 'Ieachers,in'the‘t:to



vy 7 T

, - .68
Y T
TABLE XIX-
" THE YEARS OF TRAINING FOR A SAMPLE . -
"4 OF 199 NEWFQUNDLAND CENTRAL AND . .
" REGIONAL HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS
. Years of Trainingg = . Number
Tte2.9 L. .. .3
3t039 - - _ ) S 31, |
4 t6 4.9 o S 55
5t06.9 o L
"6.ormore . . - FE - -
“’/ o T Tetal L 199

'f tra1n1ng groups.

to c]assroom 1nstruct1on

2.9 group-reported the highest time ‘with -21.00 hours, while the 5 to

5.9 and 6 or more:ghoﬁpe each reported—the“JQWest,time of 20.00 hours. -
‘It'ﬁs'freduentiy reeommehdedtin:the-teacher;wprkléad literature that
beginhing teachers be given the 1ightest-c1assrqun instruction load. e

-'Hohever ‘foh thié:sample'ot beginnih@ Newfound%ahd Centra1-and

Reg1ona1 H1gh Schoo] teachers, the recommended pnect1ce was not

-*fo]]owed The med1gn test for two 1ndependent groups. revea]ed no X

: S1gn1f1cant d1fferences, at the .05 Ievel,.between the var1ous years

e

The number. of years of tra1n1ng that a teacher;has comp]eted
g,.

does not' appear to 1nf1uence the number of hours devoted by a teacher.
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. ) A * TABLE XX \
. THE YEARS OF TRAINING OF THE TEACHER ’ .
. AND THE NUMBER OF. HOURS DEVOTED N
v TO CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION* - -
- : (N=199). . -
“ ' | . J . 1
. Years of Training ~ T 5-day week . 2-day we’e'kend . T 7-day week o )
o Medtan®| Significance | Median | 'Significance | |Median' | Significance B
_ lto2.9 Ai.00 - Tnil- | 0.00 "onile | 21.00 il -
3t 3:9 20.67..| /. ‘mi1 | 0.00 nil 20.67 - nil e
.4 t0 4.9 2058 | il 0.00 il 20.58 3 R
. 5t 5.9 20.00 | = nil’ 10.00 Cnil L |20.00 il e
-6 or mqre. - 1.20.00 . ‘nit --0.00 nil 20.00 YRTT :
" Total Group  20.42 , 0.00 - ( 20.42 T R
B IR B \"'ﬁ," L | : o
' -,’:"Noi.:é The ca]cu]atwn of &ignificant differerce was based upon a . Co
° compar1s1on of each group to @1] rema1m ng groups ‘ - Ll
) o » \ ‘ - ) . o ¥
) | 1- ) . e . OI
-~ B ) \b. \.
-~ ." ‘\ ) v
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" Table XXI presents the t1me ‘devoted to the preparat1on of
Tessons and mater1als by teachers an each of the years of tra1n1ng-
groups. The numerical difference betiveen the h1ghest and Towest
number of hours devoted,to'the preparation'of Tessons;and materials
in a five:ddy week is 2.25 hours Teaohers Tn the 4. to 4.9 group’
reported the h1ghest t1me w1th 7.25. hours, foTTowed by teachers
‘1n the 1 to 2.9 group wWith 6.75 hours. .The 3 to 3.9 group and 6,

or mdre group eaeh reported‘the lowest time of 5.00 hours " The 1 to

2.9 and 4 to 4, 9 groups exceeded the totL] group med1an t1me of 6. 00

S .
hours. The med1an,test for two- 1ndependent groups revea]ed no .
significant'difference, at;the .05 level,. bétween the various years’

of training groups infthe time devoted to the prepanat1on of Tessons

.

and materiaTs. , . _
' In-a two-day. weekend, all groups reported 2.00 hours. The °

tota] group med1an time was a]so 2.00 houns N0'significant'-

s b

d1fferences were found between the” various years of tra1n1ng groups

) A, .

andrthe number’ of hOUrs devoted to preparatlon upon app11cat1on of
. . . 4 " » -~ s

the median-test. ﬁ ' '

number of hours.devoted to the preparat1on of Tessons and

materials

bl =

tra1nhng groups ranged from 6.50 hours to 10.00 hours The 47to 4. 9

s group had the heau1est preparat1on Toad foTTowed by theaZ to\ng

group with 9, .00 hours _ Teachers in theg3 to 3.9 group had the

11ghtest/preparat1on load The 6 or more group recorded 7 25 hours, A

n-( X]

. wh|1e the 5 to 5 9 group spent 8 00 hours Two groups exceeded the

*Q n

o total ! group med1an time of 8.00 hours when the,med1an.test;was,

‘.11‘5. . e
N

«

v,

' a seven- -day week by teachers in each; of the year§ of « _'f .

e
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SR S )ABLE XXT .
‘ . . THE YEARS OF TRAINING OF THE TEACHER: AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS *
. L DEVOTED TO" THE- PREPARATION OF LESSONS AND MATERIALS*
N R “(N = 199y
,Years_of Training - - S-qay‘week e ‘. 2-day weekend. 1 7-day week -
e , f *\\ ) Median 'Significance‘ »Medién Significance | Median’ Significahse
' 1 T = — ]
J 29- - O} 675 it o | 200 | omil o 9.00° | . ni1 .
3 to 3. 9 5.00 | _ “nil .- |- 2.00 . nil .. |" 6.50 nil
4to 49 | 7.28 " i , 2.00 ;,m"l -, | 10.00 ity
5t 59 - . | 600 | a1l .| 200, Coait. | 8.00 | - il / -
6ormore | 5.00 nil | 2000 | At} 7.25 - W
.. . N o . Ct ’ . . ' .
Total Group ., 6,00. o 2.00 | | 8.00 °

- *Note: The ca]cu]at1on of s1gn1f1cant d1fference was based upon '
©° "+ a comparison of each group to.all" rema1n1ng groups

-
;‘b .
."—"
~ . < -
v .
.or W
' &
- . ¢ .
~ ’/ ' )
[N
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app]ied, no sighiticant differences, at’ the .05 level’, were.found

between.the various groups. o
Based on the findingshpresented in Table XXI,’it must be

concluded that the number of hours devoted to the preparation of -

‘Tessons and mater1a1s 1s not influenced by the number of years of

.tramm% that a teache’r has

The mark1ng load of Newfound]and CentraT and Reg1ona1 H1gh '

Y

Schoogl teachers 1s g1ven 1n Tab]e XXII. Three groups - T to 2.9,

"4 to 4.9 and 5 to 5.9 - each devoted 5.00 hours to marking. "The 3

" to 3 9 group spent 4, 25 hours, and the 6 °or more grOUp reported

' “4 00 hours, No -.group exgeeded the tota] group metiian t1me of 5. 00
=hours The app11cat1én of the median test for two 1ndependent

éroups reVeaTed no s1gn1f1cant difference, at the .05 Tevel, in the'

number of hours devoted to. mark1ng

2

A]] but one years ‘of tra1n1ng group spent 2. 00 hours on

. :‘mark1ng in"a two-day weekend The 4 to 4.9 group reported 1. 50

hours - The' tota] group medlan t1me Was 2 00 hours. . No stat1st1ca1
. re]at1onsh1p was found upon app11cat1on of ‘the med1an test between )

'the years of tra1n1ng a teacher has, and the number of hours devoted

4
‘ ’

to mark1ng
In the course of a seven-day week threi groups recorded

6. 00 hours of marking - 3 to 3 9 5 to 5. 9 and 6 or more. .Theﬁ ,
N 7o

rema1ning groups each in 1cated 7. 00 hours The medlan test for.
two 1ndependent groups’ reyeaTed no 51gn1f1cant dlfference at the

05 leveT, 1n the t1me devoted to mark1ng by the yar1ous years of
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" TABLE'XXII

-

" THE YEARS .OF- TRAINING OF THE TEACHER AND .

~

- THE NUMBER OF H

OURS DEVOTED TO MARKING*

.

2-day weekend

7-day week ,

s T wYéqrs of Training | ‘5-day week-

N

Median | Significance-

Me&i@hn

Significance

,Meaiaﬁ_

.Significance.,

1t6.2.9
':3-t013;§ .

4 to 1.9

. 5t0 5.9 -

'6-or more

S\

Joso0 Y e
- T=*4.25 I .:ni]‘-
o0 | nil
500 | nil
g0 | nil -

2.

2

A O Y

00

.00 .
fso
.00
.00

nil-
'tni]'
o nil

nil

\ niﬁ '

~7.00

600
7.00

1 6.00-
- 6.00

nil
T nj1‘
n%l
_ni]-

nil

v

L ]

—

© Total Group_ ~ 6.00

Leg

.00 -

6.00

*Note:  The calculation of significant difference was based upon

* _a comparison-. of each group to all remaining groups.

>

~
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-appear to have an effect on the marking’ 1oad of a teacher

' . : N . ' . : R 7] . ¢
fa _ B o Y -
tra1n1ng groups _ L Lot

“The number of years of trainlng that a teacher has does not

~
L)

Tab1e XXIII presents the number of hours spent by teachers°<.

:']n staff and departmenta] meet1ngs for’ each years of tra1n1ng group

No teacher reported devot1ng t1me to staff and departmental meet1ngs '

‘ fon,a'weekend. Consequent]y;;the t1mes-presented for,the'flve-day .

'Week and seven- day week are'fdentical*' All groups recorded‘l 00.hours.-

The tota1 group med1an t1ne was also 1.00 hours. &he med1an test for U
» .

twolindependent groups revea]ed no. statistical re]at1onsh between

(the number of years of tra1p1ng that a. teacher has and the number of

7 '

_hours devoted by a teacher to staff and departmenta] meetings.

' The years of training that a teacher has comp]eted has no
- .

'1nf1uence on the time devoted by _a teacher. to’ staff and departmenta] . o
"f meetings B L . L . .

" The extra curr1cu1ar act1v1ty load of teachers “in each years

. of tra1n1ng group 1s preﬁented 1n TabTe XXIV - The 5 to 5 0 group -

reported the heav1est load. |n a fJVe day week ‘with 2 00 hours -The’7, o _:

L to. 2 ‘9 and 4 to 4 9 groups each 1nd1cated spend1ng no t1me on this

-activity, while. the 3 to’ 3. 9 and 6 or more groups were in- ‘hetween:

T

"the extreme,groups ‘with 1.00° hours 0n1y one group exceeded the - total "™

4

group: med1an t1me of 1 OO hours;’ It was revealed‘by‘the median test

that teachers 1n the 5 to 5 9 group devoted s1gn1f1cant1y more time

. to extra curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es than’ any of the other groups It was

l

]so found by the median test that teachers in the 4 to 4 9 group
‘_1 ¢ -:' ‘ L e e 'Efg‘, s
»f-," L .ol L Lt ," LS e

S

RN
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R S 7 CTABLE XXIII
a B e .;j ©© " THE  YEARS OF TRAINING OF THE TEACHER AND
AR SN : i - -THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO STAFF .

S % : ' AND DEPARTMENTAL MEETINGS™®

E . e B c~ o (N=199) :

J( L4

h

) . -Years. of -Training i»SQday week . " 2-day weekend-

7-day week

T SR Median | Significance | Mediah.| Significance

Median

Significance

R _- B _-_i — 17> ) — A
~ .71t 2.9 "'1.00 - niT 0.00 nil
| 1.00 - . niT
| SN
1.00 : nil

. 7 T .3 to 3.9
4 t5 4.9

. 0.00

| nil
.0.00

nj]

R 5tob.e T 77100 |, . nil 0.00 © il
S0 v Gormore | 1,000 7| Vil 0.00 nil

. 1.00
. 1.00

1.00

1.00
©1,00

nil
il

nil |
~.onil -

nil

- to N “ - : R . ..
. ' Total Group  1.00 0.00 . 1.00
° o ' . L + _—_— ' . N . .

. : : _ *Note: The-calcu]aéion of significant difference was based upon
R I - - 'a comparison of. each group to all remaining groups.’:

1:_‘
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THE'YEARS.OF TRAINING OF ‘THE TEACHER AND .

L

- ssTABLE XXIV

[

"THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES *

(N ]99)

- Years .of Training

;S-daj weék“-

Y

2-day weekend

7—déy week

Median
.~ -

Median -

Stgnificance

. Median .

B to 2.9
é to 3 9.:.
4-to 4.9 -
5 t0J5\g\

6 or more. 7\?\\\

10.00

1.09
0.00

2.00

'1.00

;s&gniff&yma§7~

-

ini]

nil

N
~

0.00
N o
05 | o000

057 | o0loo

“wil- - | 0.00

0:00. .
.

i1

- nil
nil

-nil _

nil

;25
1.50 -

1.50

.50
2.00

Significance
nil
nil .
.05
.05

- nil

‘ TotallGroup

1.00

~

s TRl

.
~

0.0

halR Y

-

- 1.00

‘*theif The calculation offsidz

-

¢

ghificant difference was bdséd upon
s -, comparisdh of -each group to.all remaining groups.
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BR7YE
spent s1gn1f1cant]ya1ess time dh/t::s activity than any other groupr
Over th1rty percent of the 199 teachers 14d1cated that they -
.I_spent‘s&he time -on extra-curritular activities in a two-day weekend:
However, the medran recorded for each group 1nd1cated that no group
spent time on th1s act1v1ty No stgn1f1cant dyffenenCe.revealed
..1tse1f between the various years of training groups. k
:? «In a seven-day ueek, the number of hours that teachers‘were
engaged in extra-curricular activities ranged fron~.25 hours to Z.OOK
3 hours. The'lightest.eXtra;curricular' 10ad was reported by teachers
“in.the 1 to 2.9 group with .25. hours, fo]]owed by thp 4 to 4.9 group

h
w1th 50 hours The 3-to 3.9 and 6 or more groups each recorded '

1. 50 hours while the 5 to 5.9 group spent 2, 00 hours Ihe median -
© test for two 1ndependent groups revealed that a stat1sticaf re- i
'1ationship exists between a'teacher's years of'training and a teacher's:
/ jextra curr1cu1ar act1v1ty lodd. Teachers n. the 5 to 5¢9. group ’

/d vo ed s1gn1f1cant1y more t1me on this act1vrty than any the other,
_years of tra1n1ng groups The 4 to 4.9.group spent stat1s{fca11y
u:'s1gn1f1cant1y Iess time on extra curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es than any of j
| the other groups s
A teacher's number of years of tra1n1ng hgs some effect~on a
a teacher S extra curr1cu]ar act1v1ty load. The data suggest, \
l’however, that th1s se1ected~\ factor has on]y a shght UVer-aH ' |
n1nf1uence ' |
o Table. XXV presents. the number of hours that_téachérs were
ﬁ{‘tnyp1ved 1h'supérrision duties. :No‘teacherureported spendingstime

.. . .
A -~

| .
! .
| ’ [N . A . ’ I
. e e R . l . . o - I
.ot . . . i . h ' . '
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. ' . ) TABLE XXV .?;_
- - %

s ' _ - - THE YEARS- OF TRAINING OF . THE TEACHER‘
o L - AND THE'NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED  ° L
ToL S R . TO SWBERVISION®* & e
S - (N=199) R S

'l‘\ ‘.
N

“.¥ears_of TrSﬁning,—-¥5—déy week . © 7 2-day weekend \. :  5' 7;day week

s " w

s . ' ,Med{an'...Significangé' Median‘ Significance:| Median Significance

U T 9'5_ < |8 | it {000, | nil -] 1.8 ~ il

3 to 3.9 - |14 | il ] 0.00 ) mil . 1.4z [ e

. ateas . |10 il 0.00° | - nil 1.50 il

: T oo stes9 . - [woo | ail " | ploo | wil | .00 | il
- eormore i [ 167 ootnil o Booo | mit | teer | Taile -
L Total Group . 1.50 - - 0.00 o 150 . G nil
IR RNULEE l_ - ‘1 SN L E - _ —.

_ _ *Néte} The ca1cu]at1on of s1gn1f1cant d1fference was based upon
T e o - compar1son af. each’ group to all rema1n1ng groups.
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: each of the. three time 1ntervals . g;\-} ST

. factor on.a ‘teacher' s,cler;calpload.

1

:_on this activity in a two- day weekend Therefore; the median times:
"reported for both thé five-day week and seven- day week are 1dent1ca1:
.,Only a s]1ght difference'exists between the t1mes reported by eech_'

~of the years of tra1n1ng groups with the excepttdn of thé“s to 5.9 -

-group, all groups. spent between 1 42 and 1.83 hours on superv1s1on

rhe 5 to 5 9 group recorded 1 00 hours Beg1nn1ng teachers were the

(

on]y group to exceed the total group med1an time’ of 1.50 hours No

stat1st1ca1 re}at1onsh|p was revealed by thg.med1an test between a

" teacher's years of training and the time devoted to supervision "

duties. ‘ )
A teacher's supervision'load is-not affected by a .teacher's

~number of years of tra1n1ng

. The c]er1ca1 load of teachers in the var1ous years of

tra1n1ng groups is reported in Table XXVI. " Each of the-years of ‘

L}

tra1n1ng groups 1nd1catea spend1ng 1.00 hours on this- act1v1ty 1n a
f1ve day week and' no t1me on. th1s act1v1ty in a two-day weekend

A]l but the 5 to '5.9 group. reported 1. 00 hours be1ng devoted to

c]erjcal work in a seven-day ‘week . The 5 to 5 9 group - recorded 1.50 -
'hours The '5 to 5.9 group was a]so the only group to exceed.the

o seven day week tota] group med1an t1me of 1 00 hours No stat1st1ca1

re1at10nsh|p wag found between a teacher S years of tra1n1ng and

t1me devoted to clerical work- upon app]1cat1on of the med1an test in

‘7' P

0

<R teacher s number of years of tra1n1ng is not.an 1nf1uenc1ng

L3

.r"-

R
[4
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coT - . l’ . > TABLE. XXVI |
SN . THE YEARS.OF TRAINING OF THE. TEACHER ’
o - “AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED
- . " TO CLERICAL WORK* .
I C . . {N=199)
_ ’ ’ .. \ L
- . 1 ! . . R ) aj}
. : " Years of Training ‘ . 5-day week . - 2-day weekend:‘ _ 7-day week =
‘ T L \ e Median | Significance |. Median | 'Sfcjn‘ificanéé » Median-| Significance
o 1 to 2.9 100 . C el 0000 | -nil 1.00° Tnil
R NI ] 1.00 “nil o] 0.00 o] . nil 1.00° il
T L ato 4.9 1.00 nit 0.00. |~ niln 1.00 i
e . 5t05.9 142007 nil . [ 0.00 S, il ' 1.50 “nil.
2 : - 6 or-more - 1,000 (. onil .7 0.00 : nil. 1.00- nil
*" . Total Group -  1.00 -~ 0.00 ! 1.00
T . . : > !
v . *Note: " The calculation of. s1gn1f1cant difference was based upon ‘ .
A L a compamson of each group’ to aH rema1mng groups. K
. - S ’

- HL



VoL '«.week and seven day week

Lot

o '7'37 67 hours by teachers m the 6 or more group, to 40 00 hours by o - !

-snot mc]uded in the previous seven that have a] ready been exammed

- hours. -

~ . Table XXVII' gives: the median times spent on m‘isceﬂaheous
act1v1t1es as- reported by teachers in each of the - years of tra1n1ng -

e~ -

groups rhe tenn “m1sce11aneous" refers to any teachmg act1v1ty

- N v

-in &his chapter Student conferences parent conferences, and P. T A.

meetmgs were g1ven -as examp]es of. m1sce1’laneous act1v1 tles in the

quest1onna1re A1l but .one group reported spendmgl 00 hours on

-~

m1sceHaneous teachmg act1v1t1es in a f1ve day week and’in a seven-

day week The 4 to 4.9 group recorded .50 hours in both a f1ve day ' v

S1nce few teachers }were engaged in
'm1sce11aneous act1v1ties in a two-day weekend all groups reported

rspendmg no t1me on this act1v1ty in a two day weekend The tatal

Vi ~ T
.group median t1me for the five- day week and seven day week was 1 00 - -

.

. ‘; A compdrison of each yea‘r's of. traini‘ng gr'oup to the re-
maining. groups revea]ed no s1gmf1cant d1fference at the .05 level,

between a teacher s years of tra1n1ng and the t1me devoted to -

m1sce11aneous act1v1t1es. S .

A teacher s m1sce]1aneous act1v1 ty load. 1s not 1nf1uenced
,.by a teacher 3 number of years of tra1n1ng

1

. The number of hours devoted to all teachmg act1v1t1es by -

teachers in the varwus years of tram'ing groups 15 given m Table

XXVIII In the course of a f1ve day week the t1mes ranged from -

teachers m the 5 to 5.9 group The remammg gr)oups rep_orted >

. ' .
. . . L. - ; .’ .
. . B ., . . D

6
! 3

~
TR
)
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CTABLE XXVIT

R THE YEARS OF TRAINING OF THE TEACHER:

. AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED o
- T0 MISC?LLANEOUS ACTIVITIES* -~ ..

(199) -

! Years of Training

5-day week °

.

«'2 ~day week

. 7-day week.

. | Median ~Sign1fjéance Median S1gn1f1cance Median Significance’
. Ato 2.9, - [ 1,00 il 0,00 - nil "1.00 nil
’ . .. _‘-f\,. - N Lo b ,_- . ’ N
3k 39 | 1o nil. 0.00 - il 1.00 - il
* 4 to 4.9 ‘ .50, nit’ .| 0.00° | :.nil - O ~oonil
5 to 5. 9 =1.00 nil " 0.00 - S (5 PR 1.00 " nil
6 or more SR I MO o - nil '0.00 il 1200 nil
" Total Group, _1-00 0.00 ST 1.00 -
*Note: “The ca]cu]atwn of s1gmf1cant dwfference was based upon | '
. a compar1son of each group to all remalnwng groups .
————ey N - ». ‘_-‘ .
i . . N «‘ \. \‘:\ .
‘151 {7» . f r .
- . . -

o>
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- ffrom 38.92 hours t6° 39.42 hours. -Ihree groups exceeded the totaT

~

Y

group'hédian.time of 38.25 hours. No statht1ca1 re]at1onsh1p was

found between years of tra1h1ng and t1me devoted to aTT te&ch1ng

act1v1tﬁes for a five-day week. : R o

o - : e

The 1 to 2.9 and’4 to A, 9 groups recorded spend1ng 4, 00

-
<

hours on teaching act1v1t1es in a twonday weekend. The 5 to 5 9 .
> + I )
group had a work]oad of. 6. 00 hours, wh11e the rema1hing two groups

reported 5 00 hours The tota] group medlan t1me for the 199
NewfoundTand Central and Reg1ona] H1gh Schoo] teachers in th1s study

~was 5.00 hours The med1an test for two fndependent groups 1nd1cated

-

that a teacher s number of years of tra1n1ﬁg have no ]nfluence on a

teacher S ﬁota] work]oad in a two day weekend.

. | . .

Teachers in the 5 to 5 9, group had the heaviest totaT ’

L r

teacher work]oad in a sévenrday week w1th 46 92 hours Beg1nn1ng' :

teachers had the. second heav1est tota] teacher workToad w1th 43. 33

. hours The 4-to 4.9 group reported 43 25 hours, the 6 or more group,

-42.83 hours;,and the 3 to 3, 9 group, 42.58 hours The yed1an test

'?’ ‘

for two 1ndependent groups found no s1gn1f1cant d1fference, at the o

05 leveT between the number of-years of trann1ng that a teacher§>r*<_

r

has comp]eted and a_ teacher' s tota] workToad .
' The f1nd1ngs Of Tab]e XXVIII Tead the 1nvest1gator tg conc]ude
that a Newfound]and Centra] or.Regiona] Htgﬁ"School teacher $ tota] ..

work]oad 1s not affected hy the number of years of tra1n1ng cahpTeted

/‘.‘a " A -

N . e . . . .
e . o . o
- C S R . . R

L
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: ©TABLE XXVIIT |
. - - N - ) . ' . ' . A
: “THE YEARS OF .TRAINING QF THE TEACHER AND L
’ . THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO TOTAL : .
“TEACHING ACTIVITIES* | >
- - (N=199) ;
) ! -
-+ ‘Years of Trafning 5-day week 2-day weekend. ' 7-dayfweek.f
‘Median | Significance | Median | - Significance | Median . 'Significance
1.to 2.9 39.42 < il 400 |- omil 0| 43.33 | - . nil
3 to 3.9 39.33 , nil "5.00 . 0 .mil T 42.58" -} © . il
3 t0'4.9" 38.92 | - nil 4.00 | . nil 4325 | il
5 t0 5.9 | 40.08 nil 600 | - nil /| 46,92 |° - onill.
**. 6.or more 37.67 il 5.00.. | - nil | | 42.83 | nil—
39.25 5.00. 43.83°

Tofa] Group

.-f.-""”'*’\\l L

-
had

*Note: The calculation of significant difference was based upon
: a comparison of each group to all remainigg groups.

‘\ .

18-
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Summary
’ A summary ofcsignificant differences in the number-of nonrs
devoted to each of the.teaching activitieS'comprising-a teacher's

workload for a fivé—day week two-day weekend, and sevenuday week'is

presented in Tables XXIX, XXX and XXXI. It was_revealed by the median

test for two 1ndependent groups that teachers in the 4 to 4, 9 group -_,

spent s1gn1f1cant1y less time, at the .05 level, on extra curricu]ar

I activities than-teacher5~1n any of the other years of tra1n1ng groups..

. On the other hand, teachers in the 5 to 5.9 group spent s1gnif1cant]y

.. - mare t1me on this teach1ng activity. ‘ . f"

No statistical relationship was.revea1edyby the median test
N 5' . . -

© . between a téacher's number of ‘years of training and fhe varijous

'

teacher workload components for. a tw0aday weekend

' In the course of a seven-day week on1y two s1gn1f1cant

\

4

differences were found by the median test Teachers in the 4 to 4.9

.years. of training group had a stat1st1ca11y 51gn1f1cant 11ghter
extra-curricular act1v1ty load, while teachers in the Slto 5.9 years
of training.group had a statistically significant heavier_extra-
curricular load when‘compared to'a11qother groups.

" The assumption examined in this chapter was that a teacher

. has @ wider background and pool of infonnation to draw on in his

teaching .activities as his years of training increase, which would
4 : : ’ : :
result in a reduced teacher workload. . The findings.of this chapter

do not-uphold this assumption. Years of training have virtually noﬂf

effect on a teacher's workload.
- . 0 \
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. | TABLE XXIX *

SUMMARY OF fHE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES.BETWEEN THE NUMBER
" OF HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITLES BY
TEACHERS ACCORDING TG YEARS OF TRAINING -AND ALL
- OTHER TEACHERS FOR A FIVE-DAY WEEK* -

Y

- . . _ Teaching Activity o . .
Years of - Llassroom Pfeparation Marking Staff Extra— Super- fcieri> MisceT- Total
Training Instruc- . of Lessons = *© and Curri- vision cal laneous .Teaching
. tion ©and Depart- cular Work  Activi- Activi-
Materials mental Activi- ‘ ties - ties
T . : Meetings :ties -
1.to 2.9 nil - nil Cl nil nil  °  nil nil _ni) nil nil
2o ‘ - § | v
. 3 to 3.9 nil nil nil Conil nil nil il enil o nile
4 to 4.9 - ' nil ool . - nil - - nil .05 - nil nil +. " nil il
T 5t05.9 ail’ T omil: il nil . .05 . nil | nil nil nil
; 6 or more nil ~ il T nil nil . nil il nil - nil  nil
: . . ' Yo 4 A . ’ . « >
. - *Note: The calculation of .s1gmf1cant d1fference was based ‘upon 2 compar1son of each
’ - group to all remaining groups
f‘ s ) R
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5 . TABLE XXX

R - SUMMARY  OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE.NUMBER -
se OF HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY .
TEACHERS ACCORDING TO YEARS OF TRAINING AND ALL - ; e

OTHER TEACHERS FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND+ - - , . : g

//// SR ’A © Teaching Activity

_ Years of* Classroom Preparation  Marking Staff - Extra- Super- Cler- Miscel- \\{ Total

" . Training Instruc-: of Lessons and, Curri-* vision ical 1laneous - »° Teaching ,
0 - «tion .. and Materidls - Depart- cular - Work | Activities® Activities -
- : N - _mental Activi- - T . . :
o Meetings ~t1ei;ﬂ_ | -
N . i ' . - L
Tto29  mil . nil- _  ail coail.. nil.  eil Ril\ Condl - nil
S3t03.9 . omiT . onil nil onil onil T il il nil il
4t049 il hil pil  nil onil el w7 nil s nild
5t059 .nil nil - nil nil il wil” il owiT - il
. 6 or nore nil - il - nil _nil nil nil - nil il il
" *Note: The calculation of significant difference.was\basedhdpdn- o
a comertson of each group to all remaining groups. B AN ;// .

g
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'.3“' ; e d’ o TABLE XXXI . .
SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETNEEN THE - oA
NUMBER OF .HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING . »
ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS ACCORDING TO' YEARS OF
: TRAINING AND ALL OTHER TEACHERS '
\ FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND* -
'Teacﬁing‘Activity'- ' - , s
. P-] . : . '_,'- - . ‘ . N
e Years’ of ~Classroom  Preparation. Markmg Staff _Extra-  Super-, Clér- Miscel- " Total
Tra1n1ng Instruct‘lon of Lessons . and Curri= - vision dical laneous - Teaching
~and Materials - , Depart- cular . - . Work Activities Activities .
: mental _ Activi-.. - -~ . .
N Meetings ties .= - . e
1'to 2.9 ni ~nil - il enil s U ndl e nil il - onil - i
3t03.9 nil . w1l - oil . ail coeil. nil nil nil . nfl
’ . .. . ) - - . - -
" 4t0 4.9  nil . nil .nil nil 05 nil  nil  nil . nil
"5 to5.9 ail .- npil. o nil < mil .05 - . il nilt il nil -
" 6 or more. " nil B £ T § I ) SR nil”  nil il . il
. - - ° .- ) g o . / . ‘. - - .
\ i r ) R -ﬁj ° : -
*Note: . The caIcuIatronof gtgnificant 'di fference’ was, based upon ! . .
L : a comparison of each group to.all remaining groups. , ’ 3
i . . ._ . , L . 9 M B ‘ . '



C-HAPTER, Vi

THE YEARS 0F EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER
. AS A FACTOR IN TEAC’HER NORKLOlT

»

f
t

) The basic as'sumption'to be ei:é’ﬁ':lned in this chapter is that

-~

' ,as a teacher S years of exper1ence mcreases,_a teacher s work]oad
decreases_. This is founded on - -the premse that w1th 1ncreased exper-

' ience, a t’eacher has a'greater resevo1r of 1nformat1on to draw upon. “ -
It is a]so to be expected that ~the preparat1on 1oad of begmmng A .
-te;chers is heavier than that of 2 exper'lenced ‘teachers since the

' ’Iatter .group is more fam111ar with the range of 1earn1ng matemq]s for o
.the courses. According to the literature, begmning teachers shou]d . '_ "-‘e;ﬁ'#}‘l ‘
be given a 11ghter c]assroom 1nstruct1on,_load With Tess t1me de-
'voted to preparatwn by the more exper1enced ‘teacher, more time may .

be devoted to other~act1\n}:1es such as extra-c_urmcu]ar activities.

0f . the seven teaching load-formulas éxamined:in Chapter 1)1, only.

Pet1t's fomula takes a teacher s years of experience 1nto account | S _
: _' even though four of the stud1es rev1ewed 1n Chapter 111 mentmned this N - o
_ factor. CL S : T R e

Tab]e XXXH presents the six groups 1nto wh1ch teachers Were ‘ .

" categonzed for the purpose of th1s chapter, and the number of teachers"
‘. 'm each group. The group w1th 4.0 to 5. 9 years of expenence is the
largest with 44 teachers and the group with: 20 0 or more- years is the
smallest mth 18 teachers. The remammg four . groups by year§ of

g exper1ence, m ascendmg order are 1. 0 to 1. 9 wi th 25 teacHers, 2 0

:,

] . N . , o
3 ’ . . . . ’ L=
e . . .



S to 3.9 with 34 teachers, 10 0 to 19.9.with 35 teach)ers, and 6. é\
9.9 with .41 teachers ' . "%' .
AH of the tab]es that- foHow Table XXXH in this chapter _' ;
are based on the years of experience groupmgs and numbers as shown
t
.m Table XXXH The times given 1n-the Tables are in hours and are
1 ]
for three time periods: a 'fnve-day week (Monday through Fmday in-
-_ c]us1ve), a two-day weekend (’Saturday and Sunday), and a seven-day

. week (Monday tl}rough Sunday inclusive). The med1an times were deter-

mmed from the t1mes as reported by teachers
' TABLE XXXT1

THE- YEARS QF EXPERIENCE FOR A SAMPLE.
OF 197 NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL AND
REGIONAL HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS

Years of Experience . . Number

1.0 t0 1.9 B 25

2.0 t03.9 . = - 34

4.0 t05.9 T - 44

6.0t09.9 - - 41
© 77 #10.0 t019.9. " 35
' - 20.0 o more o 18

" Total - o 197

e
.

fhe number of hours devoted to classroom instruction by teachers

accordmg to years of experience is given m Tab]e AXX111. Teachers in_ :

_the group with 20.0 or. more years of experience reported the highest

Yy
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3 , . ‘ :
_— TABLE XXX111 -
.. THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER
AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS -DEVOTED y o, .
' . TO CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION* :
) (N“197)
Years “of Experience ” 5-day week 2-day weekend ‘7-day week - '
' ¥ . Median-t Significance | Median - Significancé Med'i_an' Significance

© 0.0 to (é?/-’ ) . 20.00 ; . a1 (0:00. il 20.00 | nil’ -
2.0 to-319. - 20,50 [ -nil 0.00 Cnil 20.50 | - "nil
U4.0t089 | 2000 | owit’ T o0 ff il | 20,00 nil’
- 6.0 to 9.9° 20.00 ~nil | -0.00 il 20.00 . nil
.. 10:00 to 19.0 020,67 .| . :mile | 0.00 nil 20%67, nil

1200 -or more - 21.33°|  nil 0/00- | mil- | 21.33 il
' Total Group' 20.47 10.00 20,02,
o ';J'ﬁ‘{oﬁe. The ca]cu]atmn of s1gmf1 can{: dlffe*rence was based upon a
oo compamson of ~each .group. to all remammg groups o

9, ' ' i_ | :" Y C o
.l: ! 'g - . ’.I : % ." - .\,. _- -,

i A B ' . -~.

. .
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' t1me with 21 33, hours wh11e three groups - 0.0 to 1.9, 4.0 to 5.9

and 6. 0 to 9.9 - shared the 1owest tife with 20 00 hours. The 2.0 . . | L
' tp 3.9 group ‘was ass1gned 20 50 hours and the 10. 0 to 19.0 received - | -
a 20,67 hours ass1gnment . Three groups exteeded the total group
med1an t1me of 20.42 hours Theaapp11cation of the median test for |
, two Tndependent groups. revea]ed no sign1f1cant d1fferences at the
.05 level, between a teacher's years of experience and a teacher's

L : : S N

ass1gned classroom 1nstruct1oh t1me

¢ K

A ‘teacher's c]assroom 1nstruct1on Toad is not‘1nf1uenced ' .' \
by a teacher S years of exper1ence q The adv1ce of some wr1ters that |
‘ beg1nn1ng teachers shou]d be ‘given a 11ghter c1assroom load than |
exper1enced teachers does not seem {o be followed in Newfodnd]and
Centra] and Regional H1gh Schoo1s '

* The preparation load of-teachers in eaohlyears of exper;

' :1ence group 1s given in Table XXX1V. The heaviést ﬂoao was reported .
,by teachers in the 2.0 to 3.9 group W1th 7.50 hours while the 11ght-
“est 1oad was 1nd1cated by the 4. 0 to 5. 9 group with 5.00 hours for a

' five day week. Of the’ rema1n1ng groups, the 20.0 or more group had,

the secppd heaviest 1oad With 6.75 hours:fo1lowed by the 0.0 to 1.9
oroup w%th.G.OO hours, the 6.0 .t0 9.9 group with 5.75'hours, and the

10,0 to} : ‘droup{with 5.33 hours. The median time for a11 teaéhers

" as one group was 6.00 hours. The median test for two'indépendent:
© groups revealed that teachers in the 2.0 to 3 9 group spent sign1fi--.

cant]y Aore time, at the 05 1eve1, on the preparation of 1essons and

mater1als than d1d teachers 1n all of the rema1n1ng groups.

‘ Eour groups reported 2.00 hours being taken up in thé,%

: S ' co S :
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 TABLE XXXIV. - I
THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER AND THE:NUMBER OF HOURS ’
0

~-DEVOTED TO\THE PREPARAIION OF %ESSONS AND MATERTALS*
: . N =197 .

~

Years bof Expérieﬁce '

* 5-day weeﬂ:f. .| 2-day weekend " 7-day weék

Median Signiﬁ'cance Median | Sighificance hlegj?g_n Significance
0.0 to 1.9 6.00- - nil 3.00 il T il
2.0t0 3.9 -~ 7.0 . .05 2.0 . il - 1000 FuE
.'4,0 to 5.9 . 5.00 nil e nild - 7.00 fﬁ?l
6.0t 9.9 . 575 . il 2.00 S w1 . 8000 Ml %
U 10.0t019.0 533 nil S0 0 o1 83wl b
20,0 of more  * - 6.75 M1 <200 - il 9.96 - il
Total Group - | 6.00 | T A -}.2.00 S "8.00 “
ﬁ*NofE: -THE'ca1cu1at1on of sign1ftcant difference was based‘upon
+a comparison-of each group to all ‘remaiping groups. .
- \ e

v
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- preparation of lessons and mat@rials ‘in a typical two-day weekend. .

' .differences between the vatious groups. : o

The: 0.0 to 1.9 group had the heav1e°st breparat'i on 1oad with 3.00-

hours, The hghtest load was expemenceld by teachers"‘ln the 4 0 to :

;.5.9' group with 1.67 hours. Only one group exceeded the total group

‘median time of 2.00 hours. Mo stat1st1ce1 re]atgonsmp was found

between a teacher's years of experience and preparation, load "by' the
median test. ' ,

»

A nwmerical difference of 3.00 hours ‘exists between the

various yegjs of 'experience gro‘up's in a seven-day week Th'e highest

- time was reported by the 2.0 to 3. 9 group with 10.00 hours The lowest

~
t1me given was 7.00 hours by the 4. 0 to 5.9 group. ‘The remai mng

groups in asqendmg order were 0 0 to 1.9 with 7.50 hours, 6.0 to 9.9

© with 8, 00 hours, 10 0 to 19 0 with 8,13 hours, and ﬁnaﬂy the 20.0

Or more group with 9.96 hours. The.median test found no significant ~

!

No general trend emerged »_between the number of hours that a

teacher spent pn-th‘elpreperation of Tessons'and materials and the

number of years of experience that a teecher has. Teacher_s with 2.0
TRer 2 ' ( .

to 3.9 years of’experje.nce did have a s'igniﬁca'ntly heavier.-prepara'ti‘on

lead in a five-day week A teacher s years of "experience does have .
some influence on a teacher S preparatwn 10ad though this 1nf1uence
can only be considered to be slight, <

' ,Table XXXV g1ve§ the mark1ng load of Newfoundland Central and.

" Regional H1gh Schoo] teachers according to the number of years of

teachmg experience. In a five-day week, 5 ?10 hours js the nwnber of ‘

- hours devoted to the marki ng of ‘tests and ass1gnments by aH but the’ ,"

u
.." :
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. " TABLE XXXV B
. : , ) 3 T B -
L THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER AND -
-‘t__lkrh THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO MARKING*
NP : ‘ (N=197) _
o '_Yegrs of Experience’ 5-day week f2-day"weekend . 7-day-week -
i ._ oo _-ﬂ;l " -] Median | éignificance NMedian Signif%cance. Medién Significance -
- ] 9 . . . . ., .. -_‘ . . - Q
y/to 19 5.00 ni1 2.00| nil 7.50- i1
S 2.0:t0 3.9 5.00 nil 2.00| nil” 16.00 . nil
. .?‘—’/; 0 to 5.9 4,00 - - nil I.OO—J' ;05: 5.00 . nil
6.0 t0 9,9 - 5.00 nil 2.00| = nil 6.00 - nil
10.0 t0.19.0 - 5.00 ‘il 2.00| " ni1 6.42 nil
; . ) » .
20.0 or more 5.00 nil - 2,00 ‘mil 9.00 nil
N . i .
~ Total Group 5.00 - ’ 2.00 - 6,00

*Note:

The calcu]ation of Sﬂgn1f1cant differenc
compar1son of each group to all rema1n1n

égabased uboﬁ:a’

g“g{gups.

-
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4,0 to 5r.'9'group. Thi,‘s group spént 4.00 hours_. The median time for

-

"all teachers as one‘groUp was also 5.00 ho rs. The median test found
- o statlstlcal relatmnshlp between years j
markmg load

0n1y one group’ devg,ated from the total group median t1me of

2.00 hours in a two-day weekend This was the 4.0 to 5. 9"group wh1ch

ﬂ

spent s1gmf1cantly less time, at the .05 level, on,;the marlgmg of
. tests and assi gnments than all other remammg groups.
-o ' A range . from 5.00 hours to 9 00 hours ex15ts 1n the time gwen

-'_to marking in a typical seven-day vieek.. Teachers in the 20._0 or more

P

group had the heaviest marking load, while teachers comprising the "

4.0 to 5.9 group had the lightest load. The 2, 0'to 3.9 and 6.0 to
I
9. 9 groups each spent 6. 00 hours followed by the 10 0 to 19.0 group

_mth 6. 42 hours. Begi nning teachers had the second heav1est markmg

1oad with 7. 50 hours. Three of the, six years. of expemence groups

" exceeded the tota] groua time of 6.00 hours. 'The median‘ test for two .

1ndependent groups however, found no s1gn1f1 cant di fferences betfeen *
!

_the various yea‘%'s of experience groups. v

. I A . v
; The number of years of experlence that a teacher has does

statist1ca11y have some 1nf1uence on a teacher 'S markmg Joad as-is -

A

evidenced in a ﬁ ve-day week No'pattern, however, has emerged Thev B

’ teacher group with the most years of experlence reported the heaviest.

.marking load<in a seven-day week, and the begmning teacher group

o .reported the second heawest markmg Toad fpr the same time per1od

The number of hours devoted to staff and departmenta] meetmgs

 -by teachers in_each of the years of experience gro s is shown in
@ : . ‘

’

93

f experience and a teacher's
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Table XXXV1 S1nce no teacher in any of the groups 1nd1cated’that

‘time was spent on these type of meet1ngs in a two-day weekend on a

regular bas1s, the t1nes given for. the five-day-seek and seven-day
weex are 1dent1ca1. It is recognized by the idvestigaton that it is
difficult.to state the number of hours,Hevoted to staff and departJ
hental meetings in terms of a week1} period since some schools have
meetings on]y.once or twice a nnnth:x however, taking this shortcoming
into account, teachers in each group'reported“that\theyoﬁevoted an;
average dt 1.00 hours to staff and departmental meetings weexly A The-
med1an time for all teachers‘as one group was, also 1.00 hours. No

s1gn1f1cant d1fferences were revealed by the med1an test

Based on the findings of Tab]e XXXV1, a teacher s years of

fexper1ence has no effect on the number of. hours that a teacher spends

1n staff and departmenta1 meet1ngs. ,
R
Table XXXV11 presents the extra curricular activ1ty Joad of

e

teachers. The range‘in a five—day week is-from no time by the 20.0

“or more group to 2. 00 hours by the 4 0 to 5.9 group. A1l but\one of

3

the rema1n1ng groups reported 1 00 hours The 0.0"to 1. 9 group spent
50 hours.a 0n1y one group exceeded éhe total group med1an t1me of
1.50 hours
Ind1v1dua1 teachers in each years of expermence group 1nd1cat-
ed that they were engaged 1n extra curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es in a two-day

o
weekend However, .each years of experience group recorded spend1ng o

" time on extra-curricu1ar act1v1t1es Consequent]y, no stat1st1ca1

re]ationsh1p between a teacher's extra currxcular actHVIty load and

number of years oT teach1ng experience was revealed.

b »
-~
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' oo TABLE XKKVI
T . . AN o
. - THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER .-
e AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED"TO :
" - STAFF AND DEPARTMENTAL MEETINGS* B
' - (N =197) .
Years of Experience . - 5-day week _ 2-day weeken@' 7-d§y week "
' Median | Significance. Median Significance| Median |[Significance: -
" 0700 to 1.9 1.00 nil 0.00 “nil 1.00 nil
2.0 to 3.9 1.00 nil - 0.00 nit 1.00 nil
. * ¢ 4.0 to 5.9 1.00° nil 0.00 nil - 1.00 nil
©6.0 to 9.9 1.00° il £ 0.00° nil 1.00 Al
10.0 to 19.9 1.00° opil 0.00 _nil 1.00 Cnit
20.00 or more 1.00 nit 0.00 nil 1.00 nil
©_Total Group 5 1.00 0.00 . 1.00
-Noté: The calculation of significant difference was based upon.a
’ comparison of each.group to al] remaining groups.
. t'__‘j_\_ . .' S . .
L . -~

G6



" TABLE XKXV11

N
THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER

AND THE NUMBER.OF HOURS DEVOTED .
TO EXTRA-CURRICULAR_ACTIVITIES™ ~. . -

| (N=197)
" Years of Experignce, ’ ~ b-day week . , é-&ay WQekend T -~ T-day week
| Median | Significance Median Significance | ‘Median | Significance-
0.0t01.9 “.500 | omil 0.00 | nil . .50  nil
2.0 t&.3.9 1.00 nil | 0.00 Cowil - | 1.00 nil
' o o ! o ' - -
4.0 t0-5.9. - - 2.00 |- il 0.00 | . nil’ 2.00 nil
6.0t09.9.. | 1007 [ il | 0.00 il | 2.00 nil
10.0t019.9 - [ 100 - nil 0.00 nil | T.00 nil
20.0ormore . | - 000 [ . nil | 0.00 it | .50 nit
Total Group 1,50 - . o000 - ‘B0

‘ *Note: The calculation of significant differenée was basedsupon a -
-comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

]
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. by the med1an test for two 1ndependent groups.

g7 .
\ . AN

The 4.0.to 5.9 and 6.0 to 9.9 droups'deuoted'ZlOO hours to - ¢
extra-curricular activities in a seven-day week,‘wht4e—the-2f0 to
3.9 and 10.0 to 19.0 groups indicated 1.00 hours.. The two remaining
groups - 0.0 to 1.9 and 20.0 or more -.eaEh spent .50 thrs’oh extra-
curricular activities. The total group Wedian time of 1.50 hours was v
'exceeded oy two groups. No-significant differences were detennined
Years of exper1ence does not appear to have any effect on the'
‘number of hours devoted by a teacher to extra-curricular act1v1ties

The supervxsory load of Newfound]and Central and Reg1ona1 H1gh !
Schoo1 teachers accordlng to years of expeg1ence is given 1n Table .
XXXV111. No teacher reported spending time on ‘this act1v1ty in a two-
' day-weekend. Therefore, the timesogiven for the five—da& w?ek and
seven-day week are"the same; The heaviest superuisory load'was

experiehced by teachers in the 2.0 to 3.9 group with.z 00 hours. .The

: _11ghtest load was reported by the 20 0or more group with 1.00 hours.

The 4.0 to 5. gfbroup recorded 1 33 hours, fo]]owed by the 6.0 to 3?9 )
and 10 0 to 19. 9 groups with 1 50 hours The second heav1est load:\3 f'
be]onged to teachers in the 0.0 to-] 9 group W1th 1. 58 hours. Two _
groups exceeded the tota1.group med1an.t1ne of 1.50 hours. No statis-
tical relatipnship'between alteacher's years of experjehce'and super—‘"‘
visor§ Toad was revealed by the median test. .
A teacher s superv1éory Toad is not 1nf1uenced by a teacher's

number of years of teach1ng experience.
The  number of hours devoted by teachers in the various years

, of experience groups to cler1ca1 work 1s presented in Tab1e XXX1X.



e | - TABLE XkxvI1 | oo Lo
. T . ' » ) T . v . . Q : Lt . . . . .
. .7 . -THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER_ S oy
‘ AND THE-NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED - -
. .~ - . TO SUPERVISION®
(N=1977)
Years of Experience 5;day week = . 2-day weekend . '7-day week \\
) .. . . . - : N\ x5
Median Si,gnificinge’ Median Significance Median \ -Significance
0.0to1:9 - . | . 188 | oail | 000 | onil - - L 1.58 nil.
2.0t03.9. . - | 200 | “nil .| 0.0 il - | 2,00 | owil
4.0t 5.9 I P T SR IR (N R RS 1.3 | il
6.0t09.9 " | 150 | onil | 0.00 i1 om0 e
10.0€019.9 | 1507 | il | 0.00 nil ] ose | pit
20 or fore " 1.00 i1 S 0000 [ onil . | 100 | nils
Total Group ~  1.50. ' - ' . 0.00 I W' B
., *Note: The ca]cu]ation qf significant difference was based upon a- -
comparison of each group to all remaining groups. o
.‘ “‘ . & ~ o
ot h
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: TABLE XXX1X oy
) Lo ?  THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER N . .- Co
o . : AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED : S -
SRS . TO CLERICAL WORK* ' Lo . .
S o | B (N2197)
‘Yéars of Experience ' o . B-day'week - . 2-day weeke’nd‘w_' - o 7-day Vv'eek('"

. J Mediah | Significance | _Median Significa‘née‘ Median | Signifi;ance
0.0t1.9 - | 1.00 il 0.00 | nil | 175 nil
2.0t03.9. 71,00 et | o.00 wil | o0 | nil |

- 40tos9 1.00 Cnilt 0.00 nil | 1.00 nil
; *) 6.0 to 9.9 . 1.00 - nil - | 000 nil - | 1.0 |0 it
-~y - 10.0 to 19.9 . 1.00 | nil 0.00 nil 1.00 il
. hY . . . . i -..-:‘" ;
20.0° or more . 1.00 . nil. . 0.00 _ nil - 1.00 | . nil ¢
‘Total Group 1.00 - 0.00 ¢ 1.00 R
. L °‘ ‘ ) :fﬂ\ .
\ e *Note: - The calculation of significant difference was based upon a
T ’ comparison of each group to-all remaining groups.
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_ grgups reported spending no time on this activity-in a two-day week- )

anm\ R o 100

e -

Some teachers did indicate that they were engaged_in clerical work
on ‘the weekend.. As a group, however, teachers deVOtedlno time to
clerical uork in this ti'me per'iod. The t1mes reported for the five-~
day week and'the seven-day week_ are identical for a1l groups with the

. \
exception of the 0 0 to 1.9 group. This group reported 1. 00 hours in

S a ﬁve-da_y week which is the same number of “hours as g1ven by all

-t

w i .remai’mnﬂ g'roups but in a seven day week the 0.0 to 1.9 group- devoted

_ '-1 .,fIS hours to clerical work. The 0.0 to’'1.9 group was also the only

group to -spend more than the total group median time of 1,00 hours on

clerical ‘work in-a séven-day week. - ‘The median test for.two .indepen- |

‘dent groups revealed no'sigm'ficant d1 fferences, at the .05 lTevel,

between the various groups. . S
o A teacher s years of tra1mng does not appear to have an effect
on’ the number of hours that a teacher devotes to c]er1 ca1 work
Tab]e XL 1nd1cates the amount of t1me that is gwen to -

mlscellaneous &ctwmes in each of the three t1me per1ods "M1sce1—

- 1aneous refers to any teachlng activity not 1nc1uded in the previous

_seven a]ready exammed in this chapter. Examples of mi scel'laneous

act1 v1t1es gwen 1n the quest1onna1re were student conferences parent

co_nferences and P.T.A. meetings.  Some teachers aﬂocated time to

misce]ia:neous teaching activities in a two-da_y weekend_. However, a11

=]

end. The number of hours devoted to miscellaneous activi ties in a ’
f1 ve-day week and in a seven—day week by four of the years of exper-
1ence groups was' 1.00 hours. ThesO 0. tol 9 group spent 25 hours 1n

a f1ve-da_y week and :33 hours in a seven-day week wh1 le the 20 0 or
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THE YEARS OF -EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER -

TABLE XL

"~ AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED
T0 MISCELLANEQUS ACTIVITIES*
‘..—-\,(N-"l 97) .

Total Group

~Years of Experiénce . .5-day- week 2-day weekend 7-day week
N Median | Significance | Median | Significance | Median | Significance
0.0 to'1.9" .25 nil 0.0, it .33 " nil,

2.0 to 3.9 100 |7 il 0.00 nil “1.00 nil
4.0 to 5.9 ' 1,00 | il L0000 nil © 1.00 nil

| 6.0 to 9.9 1200 hit 0.00 | il $1.00 il
10:0 to 19.9 . 1.00- nil °0.00 nil 1.00 (- il

. 20.0 or more 0.00 nil 0300 nil .50 nil

“1.00 0.00 1.00

*Note®

o~

ot

The calculation of significant difference was based-lupon:a
-comparison’of each group :to all reémaining groups. -
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more group indicated spending.no: time in a ftve—day‘Week and .50

N . . L , S .
hours in a seven-day week:__h@\years of experience:group devoted more

‘than the total.group time of 1.00 Hours to misce]]anegus teaching
. N N - . ‘ .

activities in eitherltheffive—day week or'the seven-day week. No

stat1st1cal re]at10nsh1p between a teacher s mlsce11aneous activity
Toad and a teacher's years of teach1ng exper1ence was found by the
med1an test. | |

Based<on the f1nd1ngs of Table XL, it must be concluded. that

" thé number of hours devoted to miscellaneous activities: 1s'not affected

By'a teacherls'numher of years of teaching experience.

. v

-\?orkload in a two-day weekend with 6.50 hours. Two groups - 2.0 to - I

The total'work]oad of 197 Newfoundland Centraj and Regional

_ High School teathers categorized according to the number of years of

. teach1ng exper1ence, is presented in Table XLI Teachers in the 2.0

to 3.9 group had the heav1est work]oad in a five—day week W1th 40 83’

hours, f011owed .closely by the 0. 0 to 1 9 group- w1th 40. 17 hours. The
]

teachers comprising the 10.0 to 19.9 group recorded the lightest work~

LI

load with 37.25 hours. rhe remaining three groups ranged from 38.37.
hours to 39.50 hours. Three gr?oups - 0.0 to 1.9, 2.0 to 3.9, and
20.0 or hore - exceeded the total group median time of 39. 25 hours.
The med1an test determ1ned no sign1f1cant d1fferences in the work]oad
between the six years of experience groups. |

The 0.0 to 1.9 group reported having the,heaviest'total teacher

. 3.9 and 6.0 - 9.9 - equalled the total group median tame of 5.00 hours.. - -
The 10.0 to 19.9 and 20.0 or more grdups recorded 4.00 hours. The( ' 4‘ P
]ightest weekend work]oad be]onged to teachers comprising the 4 0 to

) - . . -

......



TABLE XL1

THE YEARS OF EXPERIENCE OF THE TEACHER
AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED

70 TOTAL T

EACHING ACTIVITIES®

_ 1/;;__;/{,

[

" *Note: The calculation of significant differenbe was based upon a
~ comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

(N:'l 97') ) - -
B N ) ° =
ngarsld? Experience 5-day week _ 2-day weekend 7-day week
Median Significance | Median Significance Median _Significance
- 0.0 to 1.9 40.17 - nil 6.50 .05 47.67 nil
3 2.0 to 3.9 ‘ 40.83 nil 5.00 nil 46.92 nil .
7 4.0 o 5.9 38.67 ni1 " 350 il 42,67 i1
+ 6.0 to 9.9 38.37. . nd .5.00 . nil 41,83 —map_ il
) } - . ) s . ‘ . R - ‘ .
10.0 to 19.9 37.25 | il 4.00 nil 41.79 niT
- . . - '-: ‘ .- . <
"- , 20,0 or more - J0 39.50 nil Q "4.00 ; o nil 44.67 nil
e Total Group . 39.25 5.00 4383
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5.9 group. Stat1st1ca11y, the 0. 0 to 1.9 group had a significantly

heavier two-day weekend work]oad at the 05 level than all remain- -
. ing years of exper1ence groups. ’

Up to the 19.9 years of exper1ence group, the findings of

' Thb]e XL] show ‘that as years, of exper1ence increase, a teacher s total
work1oad decreases in a seéen -day week. The heaviest load wes 4?567~a-
hours by, the 0'0 to 1.9 group. In descending order the next four
groups recorded median t1mes as fo]]ows 46.92 hours by the 2.0 to
3.9 group, 42,67 hours by the 4.0 to 5.9 group; 41. 83 hours by the -
6.0 to 9.9 grpup, and 41.79 hours by the 10. O to 19.9 group. The
120.0 or move group had the third heav1est tota] teach uorkload_with

A

© 44,67 hours. Three groups exceeded the total group median time of

' 43 83 ours Stat1st1ca11y no re]at1onsh1p between years of exper—
iente and workload was’ revealed by the median test. ’
| A teacher 3 number of years of teach1ng exper1ence has some
effect on.a teacher s total workload in a two-day weekend. Stat1st1ca1]y, _
~beginning teachers had the heaviest work]oad. No statf§t1ca1 effects
: of years of experience on workload emerged. for a f1ve-day week or a

seyen-day week.

Y]
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Summary' .
. A sdmmary of sign1f1cant d1fferences between the number of

hours devoted to the var1ous teaching activities by each of tbe years

of exper1ence groups for a f1ve-day week, two-day weekend, and seven-’

"day week is presented in Tables XLII, XLIILI, and XLIV. Teachers with

2;0 to 3.9.yearsjof experience spept significantly more time on the
prebaration 6f lessons and materials in a five-day week. In a.two- \
day.weekend, teachers in the 0.0 to 1 q group had a 51gn1f1cant]y

heav1er work}oad-than all other groups. Teachers compr1s1ng the 4.0 -

_to 5.9 group devoted significantly more time to the marking of tests.

and_assignments than al1l remaining groups in'a two-day weekend. No

significant differences weré revealed by the median test for two inde-

T b 4

-pendent groups in a seven~day week.

“The basic assumption that as a teacher s years of exper1ence .

validated by the f1nd1ngs of th1s chapter. |

1ncreases, the teacher S work]oad decreases has not been stat1stica]1y

Cown
iR .
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. TABLE XL11
S SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETHEEN THE
o _ ~ NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO THE. VARIOUS TEACHING
. .L ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS ACCORDING-TO YEARS.OF P
o EXPERIENCE AND ALL OTHER TEACHERS . ‘ I
.-~ FOR A FIVE-DAY WEEK* - '
\ T -
_ . ( Teaching Activity .
Years of . Classroom Prepardfion ~ Marking’ Staff’ Extfa— Super- ' Cler Misce;;' Total
* -@fraining Instruction of Lessons ' ..and - _  Curri- vision ical- Tlaneous Teaching
) -, oo and Materials. Depart- cular - Work - Activities Activities
: . mental-  Activi- . . D . : .
i Meetings ties
0.0t0 1.9 nil- nil il il nil nil il . onil nil
7 2.0 t0 3.9 . nil .05 il nil nfl nil © nil nil nil
4.0 t0'5.9  nil i1 nilr. o il il -nil  nil nil il
6.0t0 9.9 nil’ nil nil il onil nil il . nid nil
10.0 to 19.9 'nil". nil nil nil il il nil nil nil
i Ai1C w1 nil nil . onil

: féé.oxgk'more

ni1

nil

nil nil

*Note: The ca1éyﬂation-6f significant'diffefehée was based upon -

4

a comparison of each group to ail remaining groups. ‘

.

<3
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: . i TABLE XL1Ta.
. ‘. . ' B ) " ) .. ) ;
L SUMMARY OF ‘THE .SIGNIFACANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE - .
o NUMBER.OF HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIQUS TEACHING -
ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS ACCORDING TO YEARS OF
_ EXPERIENCE AND.ALL OTHER TEACHERS: -
FOR A\TNO-DAY WEEKEND* -
. | e o .
: 1 - T N
N Ce ] Teaching.Activity
Yeérs of - '_Cfas‘si*oom ; ._P‘repharation ..Marking -Stéf,f' " Extra- 'Super- Cler- Miscel- Total
Expertence . Instruction of Lessons T - and Curri-. vision ical- laneous Teach=
S e and Materials (Depart-  cdlar Work Activities' ing ‘
q - - lmental ~ Activi- B Activi- |
; Meetings ties - ties
0.0to 1.9 nil il - il nil el onil Conil L onil, .05
2.0t6'3.9  nfl “nil Tonil | eil o ndd nil . nil nil nil
4.0 to 5.9  nil nil 05 nil- A w nil onil . il nil
SR e ¥ N e
6.0 to 9.9 - nil - nil. nil nil . ail -nil {1 nil - Tonil’
oy - \ I R . n
.10.0 to 19.9 nil " nil nil ‘il nil nil ° nil nil nil |
20.0 dr more -nil - il St i el pil o nilt i nil
*Note: The calculation of significant difference was based u.pon - -
' a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. i .
St f D

- 201
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Co ‘ TABLE XLV , '" ,
e e ' ° bl
. .. SUMMARY oF THE SIGNIFICANT Q,I.FFERENCES BETWEEN THE . o
e .. .°.* - . NUMBER OF-HOURS 'DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING. - - . ' -
. ;o -7 ACTIVITIES BY, TEACHERS: ACCORDING TO YEARS OF T L
: : .- EXPERIENCE AND ALL OTHER "TEACHERS - L. o
FOR A SEVEN DAY ‘WEEK* -~ . ., _ oo 5 .
- ) € ’ e s o s ' -
a‘ o o Cu -t Teach]j Actw:ty . - )
Years of.  Classroom Preparation . Markmg Staff . ‘Extra- Super- Cleri Miscel-' Total .
Experientce Iﬂstructwn of Lessons « . _ and ©oeurris vision ical laneous  Teaching ~
- s an“d Materieﬂs © -~ Depart- cular - - Work Activi- Activities,
, 0T ; T " mental -° Activi- o . ties’
s ) - " .o - Meetings ties '
0.0 to 1.9. . nil il . nil . nil nil il il " ndl nil
. S B S - Yy .
2.0 to 3.9 1n1"l P L AR L) B RiTS nil ;ﬂ‘ nil nil nil” - . nil
4,0-to0 5.9 Ml ®1 - nil nil. " nil Ml il nil D nil
6.0t0°%.9 . nil  nil . a1 v onil ot . nile nilt nil b o ondl
10,0t019.9 a1 oMl fail il il nil enil o onfl L
) 20;.-0 or-more - nil " pia - nil- nil nil. © nil nil  pil + il o
- ' .e : R .o® B A w.
= - ) N . S x’ ’ - ¢
N *Note: The calculation of significant difference was based upon ™ -
SRR : a’édfiparison: of each group ‘to all remaininggroups. =~ . - S



R C ot CHAPTER VII

THE SUBJECT FIELD OF THE TEACHER AS-A &
“FACTOR IN TEAGHER HORKLOAD u

“The subJect field in which a teacher 1s teaching 1s
frequently thought of by writers as-hav1ng a potent1a] effect on -
' teacher wﬁrkToad. For 1nstance, Donglass devised subJect coeff1-

" ciens~to take into account -the influencing factor that the subject

field might have on 5 teacher's total workload.}

[3

For the purpose of th]S chapter, teachers were divided into ;

the f0110w1ng groups:
U english - ST T

. Social Studies o ‘

'«Mathematics )

N Sc1ence

. French ' o R ; .;,

. Off Pattern |

: No Concentration - 7 BEERC

“ & 8. Qthefs

\

, To be p]aced 1nto groups one to f1ve, the teacher had to
spend 50 percent or more of his classroom 1nstruct1on time in the

*one subJect fie]d which was also the teacher s major and/or minor .
g .

f1e1d of tra1n1ng. Group S1x is for the teacher who spent 50 percent ,
' ' ' o : .' % ’ ’ -
L . . -

* lHarl R. Douglass ‘Modern Administrat1on of ‘Secondary Schools
(2nd ed. ), (New York: Ta1sde11 Publishing Company, 1964), p. 96.

v
- . !
a -
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'or more of his classroom instruction.time in one subject field which
was outside of the teacher's major and/or minor field of training
Group seven refers.to the teacher who reported haying a major and[
or minor fie]d of tratning, but was spending'less than 50 percent
of- his classroom fnstruct1on time in one subJect field. GrOUp e1ght

) 1s a m1sce11aneous category "The teacher who was placed 1nto this
group1hg was e1ther in the f1e1d of phys1ca1 educatIQn music, home
economics, arts, or was a. teacher who reported no.major nor minor

'f1e1d of training. ’ _

Tab]e XLV presents the number of Newfound]and Centra] and

~ Regional High Schools teachers in each grouping. .The groups in order

or size are, English, 40; No Concentration, 29- Mathénatics, 28; |

off Pattern, 28; Social Studies, 25; Others, 25' Scrence, 14; .and

French 11. The total number of teachers is 200.

’ A1 of the tab1es that follow Table XLV in this chapter are

- based on the subject group1ngs and numbers as shownkin Table XLV. .

The times given'in the tables are in hours and are for three time'
1ntervals, a five-day week (Monday through Friday inclusive), a two-

day weekend (Saturday and: Sunday), and a seven-day weelz4 (Monday

a through Sunday 1nc1us1ve) The t1mes are those as reported by teachers.

.« 6\l ) . ' . .
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ﬂ,: " TABLE XLV

THE SUBJECT FIELD FOR A SAMPLE
- - OF 200- NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL .
@ "AND REGIONAL HIGH -
SCHOOL TEACHERS

R

119

Subject Field - -

i Number
. English ‘ ' ‘. 40
Social Studies 25
Mathematics "28' '
~Stience 14 .
.French L n - }_,.
OFf Pattern 1 . ) ow 28
No.éoncentration o ' g 2§ )
Others + 25
Total . 200. -

ot - | - B
The time spent on classroom. instruction by teachers in the

var1ous subJect fie]ds 1s reported in Tab1e XLVI.

- . >

Since teachers

did not devo%e any time to classroom 1nstruct1on on the weekend the '

times reported in a f1ve-day week and seven- day week are the same

1]

- No 1arge numer(ca1 differences exist in the time spent ‘'on classroom '

instruction A h1gh time of, 20.54 hours was reported by Soc1a1

,Stud1es teachers and a 1ow time of 19, 50. hours was

reported by

French teachers 0n1y thé Eng]ish and Soc1a1 Studies groups are

above the total group med1an time of 20.42 hours

rhe mediah test .
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A ik ) TABLE XLVI
: THE SUBJECT FIELD .OF THE TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF H5\Rs
& DEVOTED TO CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION* -
| (N = 200) - i
‘n % .
o ’ B - ' v e
Subject Field 5-day week 2-day weekend ‘ 7 gay veek
o . Median | Significance Median |.Significance Median ISignificance'
, -English | 20.46 nil . | 0.00 nil’ 20.46 | - nil
‘Social Studies .20.54 nil 0.00 . nil 120.54 Conil
Mathematics . 20.33 nil 0.00 nil . 20.33 nil’
Science 20.00 . nil 0.00 il 120.00 il
French o 19.50 nil 0.00 - nil 19.50 nil -
.Off Pattern” 20.67 nil 0.00 nil 20.67 nil
- ‘No Congentration = | 20.67. nil 0.00 nil - 20.67 nil
- . Others - 20.00 Conil 0.00 nil 20.00 nil
" Total Group 20.42 . 0.00 20.42
*Note: The calculation of'sidnificant differenbe was based upon {'

a comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

- : W\
/\.//
< . * ~
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- s
) revea]ed that there was no s1gn1f1cant difference, at the .05 1eve1, ~
between the time spent by the various subJect groups in c]assroom
instruction.’ No,stat1st1ca1 relationship .exists between the subject
~fie]d-in whfch a teacher is teechinglhndithe nunber of hours dévoted
to c]essroom'instruction ' _
Tab]e XLVII presents the number of. hours that teachers in
- each of the subject f1e1ds spent on\the preparatlon of ]essons and -
7méter1ais. There is a numerical difference of 2.50 hours between
the various groups in a fiue-déy week. The.No Concentration group had
the heaviest preparat1on 1oad with 9:50 hours, followed by the English
group_w1th 7.50 hours.\ The Soc1a1 Stud1es, Mathemat1cs, French and ~
the Others groups had the 11ghtest preparat1on ]oads with 5.00 hours.
rhe No Concentrat1on and. Eng]1sh groups were the on]y groups above j
. the tota] group median of 6 00 hours._ The med1an test for two
_independent droups revea]ed that teachers in the No Concentrat1on ~
group devoted ‘significantly more time to preparation than did teachers
' 1n ‘the remaining groups in a five-d week.
In a two-day weekend Eng\1sh teachers devoted the most, t1me

.to preparation with 2,17 hours’ French teachers reported the Jeast
time with 1.67_hours. All but one of the remaining groups of teachers
‘ 'spent 2.00 hours. 0n1y,Enggish teachers exceeded'the tota]-group ‘
* median time of 2.00 hours. A significant difference, at the .05 .
1eve1§ was revea]ed,when.the,English éroup,was compared to the |
remgjning groups. Engltsh.teachers spent significantly more time on

the preparation of lessons and materials in a,two-dqy weekend than



TABLE XLVIL .
* THE SUBJECT FIELD OF TAE TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS

T - o ' - DEVOTED TO PREPARATION OF LESSONS AND MATERIALS* :
ST Su'bde'ct‘F'tel d 5-day week ' 2-day weekend - " 7-day week
’ ' Median. | Significance | Median | Significance | Median | Significance
_English ~ 7.50 nil. | 2.7 .05 10.50 | nit
Social Studies- | 5.00° nil- \ 2.00 nil | 7.50 - nil
‘Mathematics - . ,'5.0_0 : nil . _2.0_0 ' nil - - ) 7.00 . nil
scfence - .| 6.00 nil 2..00 il (] 9.5 il
French - _ | 5.00 |- . nil 1.75 nil - 7.50 - it
" Off Pattern 6.00 nil .67 |~ nil" . | 8.13 - nil
No Concentrat'lon ~9.50 T.05 |0 2.00 nil | 10.33 1 il
Others - ., [ 5.00 nil . | 2.00 nil’ 6.25 nil
Total Group - 6.00 ' ; . ,ﬁfoo . e 8.00 -
*Note: The calculation of significant difference was based lfon o
- _ g a-comparison of each group to all remaining groups. o
T L )

Ll



did teachers in'the other subject field groups. No other sigm‘ficant
differences were found. -

A considerable numer1ca1 variation between the 'subject f1e1d
groupsex1sts in the time devoted to the preparatwn of 1essons and
matermls ina seven day week. Enghsh teachers reported the heaviest
'lload mth 10 50 hours, while teachers in the Otfiers group reported the
. hghtest load with 6.25 hours. The med1an time (‘or all teachers as
one. group was 8.00 hours. Teachers in the No 'Concentration'group

spent 9.50 hours, followed by teachers in the -Scienc'e group with 9.25

hours The Off Pattern: group devoted 8. 13 hours while the remaining

. g’roups spent from 7.00 hours to 7. 50 hours .on preparation Three -

groups exceeded the tota] group median t1me - English, No Concentr-

atlon and Sc1ence Even though a cons1derab1e var1at1on ex1sts in
»,

' ‘ the number of hours devoted to preparat1 on, .the median test revealed

‘that no s1gmf1cant difference at— the .05 level, exists betweén the
var1ous groups in the time devoted to the preparation of lessons and
,materia1s'in\.a seven-day week. , o

_ A statistica1 ~.re1ationsh_1pr'between the subject field in’ which a
;téacher is teaching and the number of hours devoted to. the preparatilon
' lbf lessons and materiuafs was revealed by the median test. However, |
. this re'!atlonship is slight. |

,' The number of hours devoted to marki ng by teachers in the
various subject f1e1ds is shown in Ta’b1e XLVIII. In the course " of a
: five- day week, Enghsh teachers reported spending the most t1me on

markmg with 6.00 h0urs This may be the resu]t of the many )

-



TABLE XLVIIT

: THE SUBJECT FIELD OF THE TEACHER AND THE NUMBER ;
: e . ' y OF HOURS ?EVOTED go MARKING* . . .
° ! o ‘ N = 200 - -

Subject Field . 5-day week ~ 2-day weekend 7-day week

Median |-Significance | Median. | Significance | Median | Significance

English | - | 600 | ¢« .05 ] 2.00 nit 8.25 | il

0 social Studies 5.00 | .ni1 | 200 wi1 . | 7.00 | it
" . - Mathematics . .| 4.00 i nil 1.00 S 5.75 . | nil .
' Science - : 4.75 onil. 10 2,00 -onil o 6.00 nil-
" French | a0 | onile 2.00 s nil | 5.00 N
.. Off Pattern . “| s.00. | ‘mit- | 1.50 nil 6.17 nil:
.,No Concentrat1on - 5.00 1- nil - | 2.00 - nil - 7.00 " nil
" Others oot ] 4.00 omil 1.00 . | - ,nil '5.00 il °
\Iotal Qroup o 5.00 - - 2.00 o o ~ 76.00

S - *Note: The calculation of s1gn1f1cant difference was based upon .
' T . R - oa comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

"J‘-. s ’ L . - . ) v
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- compositions and papers that_gnglish teachers frequent1y say‘they

N . -
have to mark. Teachers in the Mathematics and Others groups re-

ported spending the least time oq(marking with 4.00 hours. The

remaining groups spent §nywhere from 4.50 tB 5;00 hours on‘ﬁark{ﬁg;' -
Only English teagﬁers fepgrted éxceeding the, total QrOUp medién.timg'

of~5;09 hddrs on marging.' The median test.foé'two 1ndependent.groups

reyea]ed’that there was a significant différéﬁce, at the .05 Tevel,

in the time.dEVoted to marking by English teachers in comparison to

_the remaining groups. EhgTish,teaéheré,spent significantly more

time marking than did _teachers in the other groups, in a five-day

week.

) In aatwo;day weekend, the median timé.speﬁt by all teachers )
as_6£e group on marking was 2.00 hours. Teaohefs fn the various .
subject fietd groups do not deviate far from this time. The

Mathematics and Others groups spent 1.00 hours, while the Off Pattern

" “group devoted 1.50 hours. A1l other groups spent 2.00 hours on

marking in a two-day weekend. No group exceeded -the total group
médian time of 2.00 hours. The median test revealed that no

significant. difference at-the .05 level, existed between the various

i v

groups in the time devoted to marking in a two-day weekend.

~A rarige of 3.25 hours spent on marking by the various

9

subject fieJd groups exists for a seven-day week. English teachers

~

have the heaviest marking load With 8.25 hours, fonbwed'. By'Sogia1_

| lSﬁudies teachers and teachers -in the Othérs.group with ZiOO hours.,

. The remaining_grbups had a marking lqad rangfng from 6.17 hburs.for5'7

« .
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; the Off Pattern group to 5.00 hours for the Mathematws and Others
‘ -\groups Four groups--Enghsh, Social Stud1es, off Pattern, and -No.
Concgntration--exceeded the total group med1an of 6.00 hours. The "
median test for two 1ndependent groups revea'led that no s1gmf1cant

d1fference, at the .05 Tevel, existed between the various groups in L

the t1me ‘devoted to marking in a seven-day week.

A stat1st1ca1 re'lat1onsh1p between the subJect f1e1d in whach

a teacrher 1s teaching and the t1me devoted to markmg ex1sts for

'Enghsh teaphers. ‘Th1s re]at1onsh1p, however, is evident only for ' e
the five-day week. Coneequentl Y, ;ubject field cannot be cons1dered ‘
to be a strongly influencing factor on 'the marking ’lo‘ad that a teacher .
may have. _ " - B ’ ‘-

The'\tdme' devoted to staff and deparunental meetings is.given

‘ in, Taole XLIX. It is recognized by the 1nvest1gator that it is |

} difficult to state_ accurately the time spent on these types of"

' meetings in terms of a weekly period. In some schoo]s such meetings

. are held month] y In others they are held b1-month1y Hovve'ver, '
taking these differences 1nto account, the time devoted to staff and'
departmenta] meetmgs as reported by aH groups of teachers averaged
'I 00 hours in both a five-day and seven-day week. No teather in any ,:
group reported devoting time ‘to th15 activity in a two-day weekend.
The med1an test for two 1ndependent groups reveal ed no significant ] : .
difference, at the .05 1eve1 ex1st1ng between the various subject .l - |

v ‘~-fie1d groups in the time devoted to staff and departmenta] . _'

i meet1ngs. No §tat1st1ca1 re]ationship, therefore, exists-




......

N
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- TABLE XLIX

A

THE SUBJECT FIELD OF THE TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS

-~ DEVOTED TO STAFF

(N = 200)

AND DEPARTMENTAL MEETINGS™*

°._$ubject Field i -5-day week " 2-day weekend 7-day week 7
. Median Significance | Median Sigqificance Median lSighificance .
" English 1.00 il .0:00 it 1.00 mil .
Social Studies . 1.00 .| -enil 0.00 nil " 1.00 ~nil.
‘Mathematics | 1.00 nil 0.00 nil 1.00 (LY
Science . 1.00 nil 0.00° " nil 1.00 ©onil.
'French , 1.00 “nil 0.00 nil - 1.00 nil
Off Pattern '1.00 - nil 0.00 nil 1.00 nil
" No Concentration . 1.00 hike | 0.00 nit 1.00 Cnil
Others =~ = 1.00 nil 0.00° nil 1.00 nil -
*1.00 ©0.00 1.00.

| Total Group |

"~ *Note:

The calculation of significant difference was based upon
a comparison of each group. to' all remaining groups. .
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. between the subject f1e1d a teacher is teaching and the time spent on -

staff and departmenta] meetings. V

Tab]e L 1nd1 cates the extra- currlcular act1V1ty 1oad of’
teachers in each of .the subject f1e1d groups A numerical d‘ifference
of 2. 25 hours exists between the varwus groups in the time spent on
-extra—currmu]a{r’act1v1t1es in a f1've-day}veek. The heawest extra- °
curr%'cular‘lo'ad was repoer'by ,Frent:h'“_teachers with 2.25 hours. °
,Teaehers_ comprising the No Concentrattotn‘ group indicated that no: time
was dévoted by them to extra-curricular activities.. The remaining
groups ranged from .75 hours to 2.00 hours. Four groups exceeded
the tota] group med1an time of 1.00 hours--French Enghsh, off
Pattern, and Social $tudies. . The median test foritwo 1ndepe.nd"ent |
;groups, revealed that no significant 'difference, at the .05 1eve],.

v,

exists between the various groups in th_e time devoted to extra-

‘curricular activities.in aifive-day week. X '

#

teachers in the various subJect fields in a(two-day we°ekend Hence,
— Al
all groups reported spending no:time on this actiwty. . No s1gnificant

e Lftt]e‘t(me was spent,on the g'tra-§rr1cu1ar activities by most

difference, at the -05 level, was 'de‘termined between the various . °°
‘ _groups upon apphcatwn of the median test [l ' oo
In the seven- day Veek, the t1me spent on extra-curricular’ |

' actiwhes by teachers 1n the various groups ranged from no time '
spent to spending 2.00 hours. The Eng'hsh Soc1a1 Stud1es, and French
groups reported 2.00° hours. The Mathematms group devoted 1.71 ,

Y hours, whﬂe the Others groups 1nd1cated 1,50 hours. The rema1n1ng

a
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. ‘ TABLE
“THE SUBJECT FIELD OF THE TEACHER AND THE.NUMBER OF HOURS '

»

DEVOTED TO EXTRA-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES *. I
. : (N = 200)
"+ Subject Field « 5-day week b 2-.day weekend 7-day week -
] Median | Significance | Median Significance | Median. | Significance’
English. ‘ '2.00 nil 0.00 nil 2.00 - nil
Social- Studies 1.33 * nit 0.00 il . 2.00. nil
‘Mathematics .75 i 0.00 nil .75 nil
Science 1.00 nil - 0.00 °, nil.. -. 1.00 - -0 onil
French 2.25 nil 0.00 nil - 2.00 .. nil
" OFf Pattern’ 2.00° Sonil 0.00 nil- 171 L il
No Concentration - 0.00 nil -0.00 nil 0.00 nil
., Others . s . 1.00 nil- | 0.00 il 150 . nil .
- Total Group 1.00 - 0.00 00
*Note:. The pa]cu]atlon of s1gmf1cant d1f§erence was based ‘upon )
AT a comparison of each group to all remaining groups

2L
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between the various. subJect f1e1d grdups and the number ‘of hours

- A - . 122

B grgups spent 1 60 hoUrs or 1ess Five groupS-exceeded the total . >

_group med1an of l 00 hours - Engllsh Socra] Stud1es French Off _

Pattern, and Others. The med1an test for two 1ndependent groups _ C

?

revealed no statist1ca1 re]ationsh1p between the subJect field in - , ,4/‘ !

wh1ch a teacher may be work1ng and the time devoted to extra- , o

.

curr1cu1ar act1V1t1es 1n a seven day week.
¢The subaect f1e1d 1n wh1ch a teacher is work1ng has no in- _;

°f1uenc1ng éffect on the time that the teacher devotes to extra- ~

curricular act1vn£1es - oo T

. o
©

. . .The supervis1on 1oad of teachers in each of the subject - .

v

fie]ds is shown in Tab1e L1. S1nce no time was devoted to~super- o 5

. visjon 1in the two day‘weekend the t1me reported by a group is.

-,1dent1c\1 for goth the f1ve-day week«and the seven-day week‘ “Teachers

-in. the No Concentrat1on group ‘reported the heav1est 1oad w1th 2. 00

dhours.. A partial exp]anat1on for th1s group spendlng the most t1me B : f
on supervision m1ght be that they tend to be work1ng 1n the sma]]er o .ef
schooks The EngIlsh anp French groups reported the 1dwest time . '

3 , - 5
w1th 1 00 hours The rema1n1ng subJect field groups- ranged from

. 1.83 hours to 1 250hours The medlan time for a]] teachers as one °

‘group. was 1.50. hours No stat1st1pa] re]at1onsh1p was neVea1ed : ,“"

1

.o o N

devotéd to sYpervision. ;'_A ’ LT e . }»:.:‘ o Fﬁ

ot ; Thevzubgect fieldin which a teacher is workﬁng has no D a P

effect on the t1meuthat the teacher devotes to supervision o ‘ '
v o e e 4
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S v TABLE LD :
_ \_‘C_ , . I'HE SUBJECT FIELb OF THE TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF ,
LI . HOURS DEVOTED TO SUPERVISION*
- o (N =200) .
/‘- : ’ * . ) . " ‘ . ’ [N '- : .,
Subject Field © S-day week ’ . Z-Q?y weekend . | - ,7-day week |
o _ B | Median Signifioahce Median g Significance | Median Sigﬁificance
CEnglish | 100 | o oml 0.00 | il | 100 | -owmil T~ o
.Social, Studies .| 180 | - onil . | 0.00 - ntl 150 [0 it o
~ Mathematics. . | 1.67 |  nil . 0.00° [ nil | 1.67 .| . nil -
Science | orees, | 7 onit, 0.00 © ot I .1.25 nil . - )
'French ' o100 |7 il 0.00 - onil "1.00 nil N o
. i , ) q A . . - . . \
‘ Off Pattqrn- 1.83° "‘2;1(~\v -0.00 nil” 183 | nil o %
No Concentration 2.60 nit 0.00- | - nil _ [ 2.00 -l _
g Others . Tl 1,67 nil 0.06 |- .nil | 1.67: | - nil
5 R ) . . M a . .
Total Group -~ 1.50 = -~ ’0.00, SR 1.50
" *Note: The calculation, of significant difference was based upon -, - B L
~a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. . : S
. . \ . A N
./_= -
0 T
- : w
. et .’
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’ / ' Table LII examines the number of hours devoted to clerical
| work by each of the subject f1e]d groups. qut teachers did not
.report perform1ng c]er1ca1 work in a two-day weekend. 'Consequent]y,
all but one group reported spending the same t1me on c1er1ca] work in
' a f1ve-day week as in a seyen-day week. Only two groups deviated
' . from the,tota] group’tine of 1.00 hours. These were the Science group
. with'Q.DO.hours in a five-day week, and the Frénch group with 1.25
07' ’ hdurs in a f1ve—day week and 1. 75 hours in a sexen-day week ‘The
median test for two independent groups revea]ed no sign1f1cant '
‘difference, at the .05 level, in the time deyoted to clericel work .
- between the various subJeCt field groups | _
,. The amount of‘c]er1ca1 WOrk ‘that ‘a teacher does is not ‘
[Ltatistncally.aftected by the subJect field in which that teacher is /
working. o R . . | o
The time spent on m1sce11aneous act1vit1es by teachers in.
""the various - subject field groups is 1nd1cated in Table LIII fhe
,term "m1sce11aneous" refers to any teach1ng act1v1ty not included in
the prev1ous seven that have already been examined in th1s chapter.‘f
Student conferences, parent conferences, and P.T.A. meetlngs were
~.g1ven as examp]es of misce]]aneous act1v1ties in the quest1onnaire ”'\l
S1nce few teachers were engaged in m1sce11aneous act1vities ina
two-day weekend, a]most all groups reported the same time for both the
; f1ve-day week and the seven-day week. In 2 five-day week all but ,"
two groups reported spend1ng 1. 00 hours The two exceptions were ti\\‘\a
' Mathemat1cs group which reported 50 hours, and the Others group
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o CTABLELIT - v L
R A S . THE SUBJECT FIELD OF THE l'EACHER AND THE NUMBER OF -
n N . ' S HOURS DEVOTED TO CLERICAL NORK* .
- S e T (N =200) -
| Subject Hé]d 5-day week ~ 2-day weekend . 7-day week -
e - - | Median | Significance | Median | Significance Median | Significance
Y. -English © - . | T.00 il 0.00 | - nil | 1.00 | il
s Social Studies 1.00 C il L} 0,00 il 1.00. nil -
Y Mathematics - .| weo | _ wil 0.00 nit- " | 1.00 nil
R - Science -+ | 2000, |- il 0.00 nil 2.00 - - il
P French - ) v onil- ] 0.00 | nil - 1.76_ | © nil.
e 0. Off Patter o lTwoe | oeil - {000 | il Y| 1.00 nil
S No Conce_nt:§¢ion 1.00 nil 0.00. nit 1.00 il
‘  Others - - .00 | . nil 0.00 |  nil 1.00 nil
~ .Total Group .00 . . ¢ 0.00 . . - . 1.00
. a . -
‘ Note: The edalculation of significant d1fference was based upon
‘a compamson of each group to. all rema1n1ng groups .-
. | . . ~




SRR _ TABLE LI
A " THE SUBJECT FIELD OF THE TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS
- T o . DEVOTED TO MISCELLANEOUS ACTIVITIES* .
R - ] (N = 200) . - »
* Stibj_.ect_. Field . | 5-day week - -  ~ 2-day weekend . ~ 7-day week
o Median | -Significance | Median | Signifitance | Median | Sigmificance
English, '~ . | 100 | a1 - | 0.00. | - nil 1.00 nil
Social Studies 1.00 nil. . | 000 | ail | 1.00 nil
‘Mathematics-+. ,. - | ..50 [ - nil 0.00 nil .50 nil
_ Science - - 1.000 [° nil |. 0.00 nit - | 1.00 nil -
" French : _ 1.00 nil | 0.00 -~ nil. 1.00 nil
; ‘Off Pattern . - 100 nil " 0.00 nil | .92 nil
" No- Concentrat‘iOh | 1.00 nil "7~ 0.00 nil | 100 - nil
" Othérs .. . L 0.00 nil = | 0.00-| nil . | 0.00° | - nil
Total Group - 1.00 000 - 1,00
-ﬁ J-T ;' ' *ﬂofe: The calculation of: s1gnif1cant d1fference was based upon '
o R a compamson of each group to all rema1mng*’groups. o
- ) - 1 ( = §\
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" which indicated devoting no time to mscellaneous activities. The
. on]& g_r'-oup which differed in 'the time devoted to miscellaneous
activities in a five-day week and seven-day week was. the Off Pattern
Group. In a five-day week, 1.00 hours were devoted,' while .92 hours
were indieated for the latter time period.- No group exceeded the
total group time of ].00' hours for .the five'-,day' week and seven-day
week. The median test for two jhdependen_t groups °revea1ed that\.
significant di_fferences‘ at the .05 level, existed between the various
groups oln the time devoted to misceﬂaneous'acttvities' for a five~
day week, two-day weekend and seven- day week
No stat1st1ca1 re]at1onsh1p exists betvaeen the subject field .

in wh1 ch a teacher. is. teachmg and the t1me devoted to m1sce1'laneous
activi ties’.L: '
| Tab1e LIV g1ves the time spent by teachers 1n the dlfferent
subject field groups to the tota] teachmg activities comprising a
'teacher s'workload. Infa f1_ve-day week, the range is from 35.63,‘
hours. for 'Mathematics‘teachers', to 41.42 hours for English teachers.
The' second highest time was reported by teachers |n the Off Pattern |
group with 40.67 hours fo'l]owed by the No Concentrat1on group,
~ 40.17 hours ; Social Studies group, 39 50 hours; Science, 38.08 hours;
"the Others group, 37.67 hours, and the French group with 36 50 hours.
The time devoted to all teachmg act1v1t1es for all teachers as one
group was 39.25 hours ! Four groups exceeded the total group t1me -

'Enghsh off Pattern No Concentratwn, and Social Studies The.

median test for two 1ndependent groups revealed that English teachers -

1
[]

- o
T

N2



TABLE LIV | A,

THE SUBJECT FIELD' OF ‘THE. TEACHER AND THE'NUEEEE\QE HOURS
- DEVOTED TO TOTAL TEACHING ACTIVITIES*

SO R ; (N = 200) '
" subject F1gid 5-day week - Z—Qay-yeekénd . - T-day week
, ' | Median | Significance | Median ™ Significance | Median | Significance
© . ‘English | #1205 5.67 | .05 46.83 | .05
- Social Studies™™ 39.50 - | ‘il 5.50 | nil | 44.50 | nil
“. ,Mathematics = .| 35.63 nil .| 300 | . .08 | 37.42 nil
.Science S| .38.08 nil 475 - nil 45.67 nil
French = ' | 36.50 nit”~ | 4.50 | . nil 42.75 -nil
Off Pattern | 40.67 . nil '3.50 - - nil 42,50 nil
No Concentration | 40.17 . nil _ - | 5.00 il 4 46.00 | il
Others - 37.67 | nil | 4.50 nil . .| 40.33 nil
. P— : C _ . '» . L .
- Total Group : 39.25 . 5.00 . S 43.83 °
SR *Ndfe: The‘ca1ci1'1at1'oﬁ.of 'sigm'ﬁ'cant difference was based ur;on
. : a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. e
- -

821
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spent significantly more time on their total teaching activities when

'Y

compared to the remaining groups.

g

. — .
In a two-day weekend, the English group spent the most time on

teaching ectivitie§ with 5.67 hours. .The Mathematics group spent thé
1ea§t time with 3.0ﬁ-hours."The‘total'group.medien time wa§ 5.00
hours. Five groups_spent less than the total group time on.total
teaching.activities. Thebe were the Off Pattern group with 3. 50
hours; the Others group, 4.50 hours, the French grOUp, 4. 50 hours,
and the'Sq1ence group, 4.75 hours. The No Cohcentration groop reported
. 5.00 hours. Two groups exceeded the total qgroup meoiah time. The ’
. median test for two independent groops-reveéled that English teachers ’
.soent significantly more time, at the .05 level, on teaching duties
in a two;day weekend when compareo to the remaining'grouos. Secondly,
it'was also revealed by the medfhn test that.Mathematics teachers
spent significantly 1ess time, at the .05 level on teéchine duties in -
this time period thanoteachers in the other subject field groups.

A considerable numerioa1 difference of 9.41 hours exists_ih
C the.time devoted to teaohing duties by_the various subject field . -,
groupé,in a seven-day week. - Eng}isﬁ teachers reported,the;heayiest
workload with 46.83 hours. Teachers’in the No Concentration group .
reported the - second heaviest work]oad with 46.00 hours In descending'
“ordér for the rema1n1ng subject f1e1d groups were Sc1ence, 4. 67 hours; |
Social Studies, 44.50 hours; French; 42.75 hodrs; OFf Pattern, 42.50
hours; Others, 40 33 hours, and Mathematics 37, 42 hOUrs. Four groups .
exceedeg the total group med1_an tir_he of ,43.83 hours. The median test
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for two independent groups revealed a significant différence,-at the
.05 level, in the time devoted to teaching activities by teachers
in the English group. They spent significantly mdre time on-their

total teaching activities than did teachers in the other.groups.

The subject field in which a teacher is working has some
effect on the time-devoted to teaching duties.: ’

English teachers reported the.heaviest workload in each of the

-

three time 1ntérvais, while'Mafhematics teachers reported thellightest

workload_in'a two-day weekend. The over-all influence of subject

field on total teaching acfivjtigs, hdwever,'does not appear to be

ro]

-

considerable.
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Summary -

) A sumnary of significant differences invthe number of hours

devoted to the various activities‘hy each subject field groups tor

: the five-day Weeh two-day weekend, and sevenéday week is presented
‘1n Tab]e LV Table LVI, ‘and Tab]e LVII In the course of a five-day
week, teachers in the No Concentration group spent significantly more

. time on the preparation of lessons than did teachers in the remaining

tota1 teacher workload when compared to the other $ubJeCt’f1e1d groups.

v . A

In a two- ~-day weekend English teachers sp@nt the most'time on ’
‘ the preparation ofilessons and materials. The English group also
recorded.the heaviest-total teacher workioad,—whiie the Mathematics
gronp'recorded the-]ightest total teacher work]oad.'. |
. The summary;%f significant differences.for'a seven-day week
e "reveals that the English group spent the most time on total teaching
\\N\“ff%*\~7\\\\\\activ1ties. B
. ﬁ“ S Based on the f1nd1ngs of this Chapter, it must be, concludéd
that, the subject field. in which a teacher is teaching appears to have
Tittle otera]]-effect on a teacher's workipad. The English group.is'
' the single group which can claim any maJor workload difference when
compared to the remaining subJect fiequgroups

- *

. . . |
&t . . o - T
. s \ .

-

groups -Engiish teachers had the heaviest marking 1oad and the héaviest

wala
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TABLE LV

SUMMARY- OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE NUMBER

" OF HOURS DEVOTED TO.THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY
TEACHERS OF CERTAIN SUBJECTS AND ALL |
OTHER TEACHERS FOR A FIVE~DAY WEEK*

Subject C]assfoom -‘Preparation Marking

Teaching Activity

Total

. Others

_ Staff Extra- Super-'- Cler- Miscel-
Field "Instruc- ~ of Lessons and Curri- vision ical laneous Teaching
- tion and Co Depart- culawm: .. Work - Activi- Activi-
Materials mental Activi- ’ ties ties
= Meetings ties
English - nil nil .06 nil nil' mil Tail nil . g5
Social . nil nil ~nil nil = «nil nil  nil nil nil
 Studies : : _ \ T .o .
Math-  nil nil T il “nil 0 nil . nil nil nil. = -nil
ematics - ..~ ~ P J , A,
Science  nil” nil il nil - nil . nil, ‘nil nil  nil
French = ni] Ml . . il nil nil =0 nil Tafl0 0 il nil
off - nil nil nil_ nil nil-, il nil. nil- nil
Eattern' ' ’ o : e o ) ) .
No Con- nil’ .05 nil nil il nil = nil nil - . nil
centra- : ‘ L , R ‘ " . :
tion _ _ L .
nil nil : nil- nil nil onil-- nilondl il

oy

. " *Note: The ca]éd]ation of signiffcant difference was- based upon -

_ a comparison of each group to all remdining groups.

<

el
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. - ) | TABLE LVI |
. " .. " SUMMRY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE, NUMBER -
o . - OF- HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING :ACTIVITIES
L . S . : BY TEACHERS OF CERTAIN SUBJECTS AND ALL '
- R o OTHER TEACHERS FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND*
7 | Teaching Activity @ . - . |
S _*Subject  Classroom Preparation ~ Marking Staff Extra- . Sdper-° Cler- "Miscel- | Total .
R - Field - Instruc- of Lessons - and © . Curri- . vision ical laneous Teach-
o : B tion ~ and - °  Depart- cular ' Work . Activi- ing Cl
‘ - Materials . ; mental Activi- K ties - | Activi- | -
_ o . Meetings ties = : ties - -
N : _ 1 | i L o
 English Wil - - .05 .nil nil’ nil il nil il .05 %
. ‘Social - T ‘ S I : ' o '
" "StudieS‘ nil. . nil nil nil nil-. - . .nil “nil nil. - nil
~Math-  nil Nopil o nil . nil < - nil . nil nil nil .05 -
ematics . . . S L - ‘ ) :
Science  nil ~nil nil, nil nil nil. nil nil Y ndl
French . -nil = 7 il . il nil - nil il nil nil nil
COff - nil oonil - il oopdl o copit - il nil nil . - nil
Pattern . A el ’ - o . . . ) °
"No Con~-  nil L " nil a1 . il - nilc il nil  nil
centra- e LT : ' . - '
-~ tion : . o . : )
Others . il aft ol cnil 0 il 7 nil 0 il nil nil’
'-;fo R *Note: The calculation of significant differende was based upon w

a'comparfson of. each group to allvremaining groups.




e TABLE.LVIT. o A o
SUMMARY. OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE NUMBER

“OF HOURS DEVOTED TG THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY

' TEACHERS OF CERTAIN SUBJECTS AND ALL
_OTHER TEACHERS FOR A SEVEN-DAY WEEK*

yras— -t

: , o . ) o_Teaching Activity o
- . Subject - 'Classroom  Preparation Marking Staff Extra-  Super- Cler- Miscel- Total
: Field - Instruc- . of Lessons - ,and ““Curri-. vision ical Tlaneous. Teach-
T tion and, ) A Depart-. cular - Work Activi- ing
' : Materials * .- mental Activi- o ties Activi-
N Meetings .ties , , ties
English ~ nil = il Lonil il nil ~  ni nil - nil . .05
Social nil nil nil - nil nil - nil il . nil nil-
Studies S ) I — BN
Math- . nil - . - nil a1 - il nil il “nit | pil nil
L © ematics oo SR - o _ :
X Scfence  nil" Conil nil | il © il Tail. il il nil
“French, . ni1 7 . il . nil " nil nil . nil il s ndl nil
Off il S © nil nil” - nil, - nil nil nil . onil
: Pattern . : C T o - S _
.. NoCon-- nil " . a1 il ‘nil il > il nil  nil nil.
- .centra- N : T T A _ , C .
tion - e = _ ST S . :
Others ~ nil LA R 1) S L L AN T L
*Note: The calculation of significant difference was based upon : .
a comparison of each group to all:remaining groups. . o, T
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CHAPTER VIII

, .. THE SIZE OF SCHOOL AS A'FACTOR' . . = =°
o e . "IN TEACHER WORKLOAD S

7
h .
— " ) - o

. Itlis the purpose of~this~chapter to report on the effect. -
«.that the n ‘r of teachers in a school'has on ‘the uorklpad of a
Q Newfoundla:S\gintral and Regnona] High School teacher . "
| ' Teachers in smaller schools\Q_,en(ﬁa;e.to teach several dif- =~
_ferent subjects, some.of which are.out of the teachers' major‘gpd/or L

°m_inpr field of:training. This nay have the effect of increasjng the = RPN
) . L S 3 , . :

'preparAtion ]oad’bf‘these teachers. On the other t;:;:«fsgbhers in ; :‘ a_
larger schools ‘usually teach in the1r maJor and/or or field of E .
-tra1n1ng The numbe r of ‘duplicate sect1on§1taught by these téachers -
.'ﬁ‘rj 1s a]so l1ke1y to be greater Both of these factprs may serve, to de-‘

crease the,preparat1gn.1oad of teachers in 1arger schools. The number : | Ch
'»-of hours devoted'to supervision and extra-curw*tu]ar activities may be-
- \\\\\\51gn1f1cant1y less per teacher in lacger schoo]s than in smaller |
schoo]s s1nce thesg tasks can be spread over a 1arger number of teachers
In this study the number of teachers 1n a schoo1~has been used as-the .
ﬂyard§t1ck for size of schoo] s1nce teachers in Newfoundland are allo- . ; oy

..‘ . R
cated to schools based on the number of students. . - ‘ ’ W

For the purpose of this chapter, teachers have been categor1zed 1;1. o "

_1nto one of five groups ‘as given in Table LVIII TWenty-four téachers - '\
- are 1n«the 1 to 8 group; 70 in the 9 to 13 group, 38 in the 14 to 17 '.;
group; 28 in the 18 to 24 group and 35 1n the 25 or more. group for a ".:;,

tota1 of 195 Newfoundland Central and Reg10na1 Htgh Schoo] teachers {f-f. ' :f;

.
a
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Throughoutxthlgldhapter the groupinés as out]1ned%1n Tab1e LVIII w111

% be used. The.fimes g1ven are as reported by teachers and are in hours

3

for a,f1ve day week (Monday through Fr1day 1nc1us1ve), .a two day
weekend (Saturday and Sunday) °and a seven day week (MOnday through

Sunday 1nc1us1ve) _ I T

l

o e THE SIZE OF ‘SCHOOL FOR® A SAMPLE OF 195
i e . NEWFOUNDLAND EENTRAL AND REGIONAL .
. e " HIGH.SCHOOL TEACHERS . .
- -Number of Teachers ’ ;fe ! g T
\ “* . in the School . , ©. 7 0, Number oo TE LS
o o > = ) I
- " e T R N e
NRSUREEE (R N DA 24
B tegenas 0 g T g e
R 1 T S T : I
S "Btezs . .7 28 |
- .« . .'25'or_more : ‘ s - 35 a
;J -~ . »"‘- s ,"’ - ,
. Total™ "', . ot ;" 195
. . i . . ) o L'

L Tab1e LIx presenf% the. t1me spent by teachers in c]assroom

a

1nstruct1on for the war1ous size of scheo] groups. No teacher reported';

C s spend1ng t}me in the c]assroom on the weekend Iherefore,‘the'nnmber
of hours reported for the five day week and seven—day week are iden-
t1ca1, The range betwien. the var1ous groups 1s only slight with a
high oF 90 67 hours by the 14 to 17 and 25’ or more groups, and a’ Tow

S of 20 00 hours by the rema1n1ng groups. Two gnoups exceeded the tota1

S e
J_":\\_.:: T CmelEwmn C. S

=2
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) ) " TABLE L1X _ - . ) -
-~ ; ez
o . : . . o ; o, T
| THE SIZE OF SCHOOL AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS = « _ : ‘
: ‘DEVOTED TO CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION
.D. . ‘\_ : o . . >
: Number of Teachers . 5-day week- -2-day weekend 7-day, week
T Median | Significance | Median ‘| Significance |. Median | Significance . -
° - -3 ® - S
.10 8 20.00 " nil 0.00 - nil 20.00 il o e
. . - : . ’ - . )
. ..9'1013 20.00 nil 0.00 nil 20.00 i
1At 17 20.67. ni1 0.00 nil 20.67 nil”
f-.j;qqéﬂ.~”]8/ta724 20.00 “ni 0.00 ‘nil 20.00 nil
SR 78 o more L . '20.67 . nil Q.00 |  -nil 20.67 nil
s \'}“:‘h o : - - oo
£ Totdl Group 20.42 0.00 20.42 FEET
s .*Nb,"te_: The calculation of significant difference was ‘based upon .
e a : , @ compamson ‘'of each’group to all remammg groups.
g ; .
, A - . b
. ’ oy
oo . o

LEL
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~group medianlt1me of 20.42. hours.’ No statist1ca1 re]at1onsh1p was
.revea]ed between the size of schooI and the tume devoted to c1ass- ':
) ;room instruction by the median- test fqr two iridependent. groups. |
I,' The preparation Toad, of teachers by size of schoo] is grven.
'in Tob1e LX. No large numerieel‘differences exist in the number of .
hpurs‘deroted‘to the ‘preparation of ]esSONS and meteriels between the .
. various size of school groups for a five-day week. Teachers in the -
f; 1 to 8 group recorded the heaviest Toad with 6.83 hours whi]e the
.]8 to 24 group recorded the 11ghtest with 5. 00 hours. The 14 to 17
group spent 6.50 hours and the 9 to 13 and 25. or more groups devoted
6. 00 hours. The total group t1me was 6 00 hours The med1an test
for two 1ndependent groups revea]ed no significant d1fferences at
the .05 1eve1 between the various size of 5choo1 groups in the time .
devoted to the preparat1on of 1essons ‘and materi?ls f ’

In the course of a two- weekend, all groups reported spend-

arat1on of Tessons and materials. Ihe total
. : Ny

group med1an time was a]so 2.00 hours. No statistice1 relationship
"was revealed by the. med1an test fbr two 1ddependent groups between the «
size of school. and’ the time devoted to preparation for. this time period

|
"In a seven-day week, a11 but one group exceeded the total

group median t1me of 8.00- hours The 14 to 17 group reported 9. 25"
hours fo11owed by the 1 to 8 group with*B 50 hours, the 25 or mare -
.group with 8, 25 hours, and the 9 to 13 group with 8. 13 hours. The 18 :
to 24 group devoted_the 1east time with 7.00 hours. The app11cation of
the_medion test revealed no stat%stica]‘reIationship between the_size : ‘

¢ B
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o Y - TABLE LX -
" " THE SIZE OF SCHOOLS AND NUMBER-OF HOURS DEVOTED. . -~ “
TO PREPARATION OF LESSONS AND MATERIALS* - A
(N=195) T
'Number_' ‘éf Teachers - P 5-day week ' .. 2-day weekend ~ 7-day week ‘
o Median | Significance | Median | Significance | Median | Significance .
T8 7 |-6.83 | - nit 200 0| it 7 |.s.50 | nil
9to13 - .. .. | 6.00 .| il 2.000 | nil’ 8.13 nil
Cst017. [ 650 ni1 2.00 | nil’ 9.25 ni1
Bt24., - . _ | -s.00 | ail | 200 | nit | 7.00 nil
25ormore. - .| 600 |  nil 2,00 nil 8.25 ‘nil
Total Group 600 - 200 .- 8.00
. 3 . . ? ‘_ . ) oo P F=1
*Note: The calculation-of significant differenceé was based upon -
' -a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. -
R
;y‘ | ,;
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of sch001 and - the number of hours devoted to the- preparat1on of

‘1essons and mater1a1s ‘ i

| No distinctive trend was revea1ed by the number of hours

devoted to the preparation of lessons ‘and materia]s by teachers in

‘the various s1ze of school groups. The f1nd1ngs of Tab1e LX suggest, -
therefore that size of schoo] has ]1tt1e or no influence on a teacher s

‘Preparat1on Toad. o ‘ o L o .

The number of hours deuoted,toumarkjng bf teachers'ecCOrding ‘

to size of schoo] is. presented "in Table Lx1 A1l but one'size of

school group spent 5 00 hours on this teach1ng act1V1ty in a five- day |

) week. The 9 to 13 group was the except1on with 4.50 hours The' tota1‘$\

groupnmed1an time wis also 5.00 hours. No statistical re]at1onsh1p was lf‘

found. between the size of school\ and the time devoted to mark1ng bx;the

- median test ’ ' -3"

| In the course of’ a two-day weekend a11 groups reported spend-

.1ng 2. 00 hours on marking which is also the median time for all teachers

as one group. The'median test found ne sign1f1cant differences between

the s1ze of school and e time devoted to marking by teachers in the

various size of school groups. " _

i Only a s]1ght numerical difference erists between the verious' o

size of school groups in the number of hours spent on the marking of

_. tests and ass1gnments 1n a seven-day week. The heaviest loed was

- reported by the 14 to 17 group w1th 7. 00 hours, folloWed by the'2§ or u_‘
‘ more group with 6, 75 hours. The rema1n1ng groups all reported 6. DO

hours Two' groups exceeded the tota1 group med1an t1me of 6. 00 hours.

._L\,The.appllcat1ongof the median.test-revealed no stat1st1cal re]ationsh1p {

)
[}
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" TABLE LX1

THE SIiE OF SCHOOL' AND THE NUMBER OF

HOUR$ DEVOTED TO MARKING*

¢ mt————

: T (N=195)
) _-Number of Teachers 5-day ‘week _ 2-day weekend. _7-day week :
| Median | Significance | .Median | Significance | Median | Significance’
Tt8 .| 5.00 " nil 2.00 Cnit | 6,00 nil
9013, - - 4.50 - nil 2.00 il 6.00 nil -
‘Wt o | .5.00.0] il 2.00 nil 7.00 |- il
18 to 24 -. 5,00 - ‘nil 2.00 nil. 6.00 nil
25 or more 5,00 Cnil 2.00 . nil 6.75 i1
5.00., 2.00. 600 &

" Total Group

’ *Note_

-

The calculation of s1gnif1cant d1fference was based upon
a comparison of each group to aH remdining gmups.

178
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\between the size of school and the number'of'hours devotéd todthe
mark1ng of tests and ass1gnments in the course of a seven- day week.
K] o Based on the f1nd1ngs of Table LX], it .can be conc]uded that
~ the number of hours that a teacher spends on marking is not 1nf1uenced_
by the’size of school in which the teacher is working.
Table LX11 presents the number of hours that teachers 1n the
var1ous size of school groups devoted to staff and departmenta1 meet—
. 1ngs. ‘S1nce no teacher reported spending t1me on_th1s act1v1ty in a
_two-day weekend,'the-times given for the five4day.weekﬂand the seuen— :
_Kday weeknare_identica1._ it is recognized by the'investioator that it.
15 difficult to 'state accurately the time devoted to these types:of
' meetihgs ih terms of a week]y period. “In some. schools sych'meetings _
.are held month]y. In others they are held bi—month]y However, .taking - -
these d1fferences into account the time as reported by all groups was C
1 00 hours. This also corresponds to the total group med1an t1me e
I ’_. The~med1an “test for two independent groups revea]ed no sign1f1cant
- d1fference, at the .05 1eve1 existed between the var1ous sizg of
schoo] groups and the time devoted to staff and departmenta1 meet1ngs.
\ Size of school, therefore, is not an 1nf1uenc1ng factor in
. the t1me devoted to staff and departmenta] meet1ngs:
- The extra-curr1cu1ar 1oad of teachers based on s1ze of schoo]
‘5 is giuen 1n Table tX111 In a f1ve day week a]l but one group -
.indicatedathat I.Od.hours-was spent on th1s teaching activity. The 1 .
to. 8 group reported_.33-hours. No oroup_exceeded the total group time:"

of 1.00 hours.-gThe median test found no.statistical relationship .
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TABLE LX11

-~ ' . .

THE SIZE OF SCHOOL AND THE' NUMBER - -
OF HOURS DEVOTED TO STAFF -
AND DEPARTMENTAL MEETINGS*
(N=195) :
- L
* Number of . Teachers - 5-day week 2-day weekend - 7-day week * .

) 'Median |- Significance | Median | Significance | Median & Significance
Cltes. | 1.00 | nil | .0.00 nil 1.00 | nil
9t 1.00 “nil 0.00 | “nil - | 1.00 ni1

Clto17- | 100 nil~ | .0.00 |- il oc, .00 | nil-
Bt . | 1.00 L B L L L
. 2Sormore 100 nit. | 000 | it 160 |omit T
. Total Group 1.00 - - 0.00 - o 1.00

* .. - Note: :The calculation of significant difference was based upon
L ‘a comparison of each group to all remaining groups.

oL’



TABLE LX111

- THE SIZE OF SCHOOL AND THE NUMBER
) OF -HOURS DEVOTED TO EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES*

(N=195)
~ Number ‘of Teachers : 5-day week - | ' 2-day weekend 7-day- week
Median 151gnificancg | Median Significance | Median Significance -
1to 8 0.33 ni1 0.00 nil 0.67 il
" 9to13 o .1.00 _nil 0.00° nil . 175 il
4 to17 “1.00 nil | 0.00 ° nil 1.00 nil
18 to 24 1.00 il 0.00 nil 11,00 il
25 ‘or ‘more, 1.0 il 10.00 nil. - 1.00 nil
" 1.00 - 0.00 1.00

© \. - Total Group _

- Noté

;. The ¢a1€u1ation of significant .difference was based .upon .

'a,comparison.of'eacthroup to all .remaining groups.

L
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between thetsize of school and a teacher's extra-curricular load. .
"~ Despite the fact that.'some teachers spent time on extra-

curricular activities in a tWo-day weekend; each size of school group

J

reported spending no time on this activdty. No significant differences

were found by the median'test '
A numer1ca] d1fference of 1. 08 hours~exists hetneen the 9 to

13 group, wh1ch recorded the heaviest extra-curricular load in a

»

. seven-day week, and the 1 to 8 group, which recorded the lightest

extra-curricular load with .67 hours. The other groups all 1nd1cated

'1‘00 h0ure.' The 9 to 13 group exceeded the total group med1an t1me

' of 1. 00 hours Mo statistical relationship, however, was found ‘to

ex15t between size of}gﬁhool and a teacher's extra-curricular load by

.the median test for two independent .groups.

The ste of school in which a teacher is~working appears to
have no effect on a teacher' s extra- curr1cu1ar load.

. The number of hours spent by teacher§ in superv1sory dut1es

Jis presented in -Table LX1V. Since no teacher reported §pend1ng t1me

on this activity in a two- day weekend ‘the t1mes pre§ented for the

'five day week and seven- day week are identica] With the exception of

one group,.the genera] trend appears to be-that as the sizk of school

. incréases, the number of hours devoted to. supervisory duties decreases.

).The 1 to 8 group recorded 2.50 hours, followed by the 9-to 13 group

with 1.67 hours, 14 to 17 group with 1.50 hours, and the 25 or more

group w1th .50 hours. Despite the,appearance of th%s generalltrend;

- “the median test for twd independent groups revealed no statistical.

're1ationship, at the .05 1eve]; between the size of school n which a”

145
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TABLE” LX1V

. THE SIZE.OF SCHOOL AND THE NUMBER . .
ED TO-SUPERVISION* -

. OF HOURS DEVOT
| S (N=195) -
Number of Teathers - - 5-day week 2-day weekend 7-day week
| | | ~Median. | Significance ‘Median. | Significance | Median- | Significance
Tto8s 2.50 nil 000 | nit | 250 |- ni1
S 9t 13, 1.67 - nil 000 | onfl 1.67 nil
| 14 to 17 1.50 nil . 0.00 ¢ nil 1.50 nil
18 to 24 1.58 nil 0.00 |  _nil .58 "nil
25ormore -, | 0.8 | C ail . | -0.00 nil 0.50 | - nil
0.00 1.50

Total Group - - 1.50

* Note: The calculation . of significant difference was based onﬁ
' a comparisan of each group to all.remaining groups.

L4
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teacher is,working and a teacher's‘ soper\.'is‘orynload.
Size of school has Tlittle or no.jntluenée on’the mumber of
hours that a teacher devotes to superviso-ry d'utvies .
The c]erical work]oad of teachers according to the size of
the schdol in which they are workmg is g1ven in Tab]e LXv. AN groups,;
: reported spending 1.00 hours on clerical work in a fw‘e—day week whigh | ,
corresponds to the tote1 group, mediantime. The median"test" fonnd
" no significant differences to exist. .- h
. In the course of a two-day weekend, each group reported de-
voting no time to clerioa1 work. No statistical ré'lationship wes

e

found- to exist between size of school and a teacher's clerical workloadl.
- The numerical difference between the various size- of school

_groups and the number of hours devoted to clerical work is very.slight

“in a se.ven-day‘ week. The highest time was reported'by the 18 to 24

*group with'vl.SO.hours. The lowest ‘time of /.00 hours was shared be- ",
tween the 9 to 13.and 14 to 17 groups. The remaining two sizes of'

. school groups each ‘recorded 1.25 hours. .Th'ehédian test revea1ed a
s'i'gni,fic:ant‘difference, at the .05 level, when ghé 14 :t.o 17 group wa;
eompared to all remaining groups. This group .spent.‘ stati sticdlly
'significantly less time on clerical .work‘ than a1l other groups.

A statistical relationship was revealed by the median test-
between the size of 'school- in which a teacher 1s working and a teaehergfs
'c1er'1ca'1 workload This re]ationship, howeve'r.'was found for-only one .

group and can therefore be, considered to be only very shght overa]'l

The number of hours for which teachers d1rected their energy ‘ c

- to m1sce11aneous act1v1t1es is presented in Table LXV]. The term - -

L



pL R R -  TABLE.LXV .
R - . ° . THE SIZE OF SCHOOL AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS
R ﬂ'DEVOTED.;O CLERI?AL-WORK* _
SRR _ Lo .+ (N =195 ‘

~

© b-day week | | 2-day weekend . 7-day ‘week

Number of Teachers
. : - v 4 .
' ' ian ~Sign1ficar)pe Median | Significance | Median Significanceu"

Tt,8 . | 100 | niF | 000 il | 125 | ail
_ Cf L 9t L T %‘1L00 ~nil | 0.00 nil . | 1.00 nil
Sou T qater T 1l | ait 0.00 | ni1 - | 1.00, .05

{57‘7i_ ‘~'\_;' 18 to24. . 1.00 1 nil . 0.@0 C il | 1.50 ) T

S ‘Zgi‘m‘moﬁe e | i 0.00 1 Wil | 128 | oail

-

g

i

- Total Group - - 1.00 . 0.00 ! o 1.00

*Note: The calculation of significant difference was based upon
a comparison of each group to all.remaining groups. .
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i __ TABLE LXVI .
1HE SIZE OF SCHOOL AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS
DEVOTED. TO MISCELLANEOUS I
' ACTIVITIES* I
(N'= 195)
- , Y, -5-day week 2-day weekend ’ 7-day week
_ Number ofi Teachers , ' ~ — . —
. - . Median |Significance| Median | Significance | Median | Significance .
“lto, 8 7 0.50 it 0.00 nilt 1 0.50 | nil -
S 9t 13 - 1.00 nil 000 | .-l | 1.00 nil .
Cuw .50 nil 0.00 nil 0.50 | , nil.
18 to.24 .00 | \nﬂ .| 0.00 ni1 1.00 Cnite
.. 25 or more. 1.00~ | nil 0.00 | aft -] 1.00 nil
Totd] Group 1.00 L0200 o100

. *Note: The cilculation of significant difference was based upon . ’
N a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. :
. ' . 3‘ h ' ‘. ) - e .

. & . :
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m1sce11aneous" activities refers td’any teach1ng act1v1ty not in-
c]uded in ‘the prev1ous seven that have already been exam1ned in th1s
chapter. Student conferences, parent tonferences, and P.T.A. meet-
1ngs weré given as examp]es of m1sce11aneou§ act1v1t1es in the

quest1onna1re While approx1mate1y 10 percent ‘of all teachers spent

- 50me time on miscellanéous act1vit1es in a two-day weekend each size
: /

-

1
¥

of schoo1 group reported'spend1ng no time . on this activity ]n:th1s
time:period.' The ttmes:given for.the five-day week and the seven-day
week'dn'Table‘LXV1 are identica1 ' The 1 to 8 and 14'to 17 groups
reported 50 hours; while the remaining groups reported 1.00 hours

The median ‘time for all teachers as one group was 1.00 hours. fhe

' med1an test’for‘two mndependent groups revea]ed no stat1st1ca1 re]at1on-

sh1p between size of schoo] and t?me devoted by a teacher to m1sce1-. .

laneOUS act1v1t1es

' Thé size of schoo] in wh1ch a teacher 1s teach1nq has no
- o

1nf1Uence on the t1mg that a\teacher devotes to- m1sce11aneous téach1ng

act1v1ties . ' : g

\ v

The number of hours devoted by teachers 1n the var1ous size of
v

schoo] categor1es to all teach1ng act1v1t1es compr1s1ng avﬂgacher S.

workload is presenteg in Tab1e LXV11. In a typ1ca1 f1ve-day week,. the

- range in the number of hours devoted to teach1ng dut1es was from 37 67

Y
.~

", hours: by the 9 to 13 group, to 40.00 hours by the 25 or more group

" The 1 to 8 and 18 to 24 groups each recorded 39, 50 hours, wh11e the

14 to 17 group 1nd1categ 39.75 hours Three groups exceeded the total’
group time of 39.25 hours. The app11cat1on of the. med1an test for twoj

'indepethnt groups revealed o statist1cq1 re]ationsh1p between the

‘¢
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COTABLE Lxvii. if o
THE SIZE OF SCHOOL AND THE NUMBER -
o ) OF HOURS DEYOTED TO TOTAL : '
_ .- TEACHING: ACTIVETIES* - -
C (N=195) © .
Number. of Teachers b-day week - | = 2-c_jéy weekend o ‘7-day week
—| - Median - ‘Signifi'c'"anée : Méd_ian ; 'Silgnificance Median Significance
1to 8 "T39.50 | nil . 4007 | T nil 43.67 nil
.9 to' 13 3767 Conit. |- 4.00 . il 42,33 . pil
14t 17 39.75 | nil | 600 | - Cail 44,331  nil
18 to 24 | 3950 | mil .| 480 | . nil. 44,00 % nil
25 0ormore | 4000 | . nil 5.00 | nil 45,92 | nii
i Tota'1 Group  '39.25 - - ' 'J_ - 5.00 . 43.83
*No’te‘ The ca]culat'lon of s1gn1f1cant difference was based upon
Ca comparison of each group to all remaining gr‘oups.

151
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day week ranged from 42.33 hoors by the 9 to 13 grod& to 45.92 hours

'the size of the school and the total teacher workload revea]ed 1tse1f

fschool in wh1ch a teacher 1s work1ng accord1ng to the~f1nd1ngs of

'.Table LXVIN.

. oy o -152

size of the school and the'totaf teacher workload for a-five-ddy weﬁz(jo

In the course of a two -day weekend, the 14 to 17 grout had

'the heaviest tota] work]oad W1th 6.00 hours, wh11e the 1 to 8 and 9

to 13.groups had the 1ightest work]oad with 4. 00 hours The 25 or

 ‘more group had the second heav1est work]oad with 5. 00 hours, f014owed

" by the 18 to 24 group with 4.50'hours. Only ohe group exceeded the -

total group time of 5.00 hours. Nolstgnﬁficant differences.were found
to exist by the median test. .. - . . - SR
The work]oad for the various size of school" groups in a seven- ”

X [

by the 25 or more group. Three groups exceeded the total group time -

of 43.83 hours - 18;tQ 24 with 44.00 hours; 14 to 17 with 44.33 hours;

.and -25 or more with 45 92 hours. No statiktica] relatiohship between

A Y

$

" upon app]icat1on of the‘med1an test ~

" A teacher s total workload is not 1nf1uenced by the size of

g
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Summary é&
Tables LXVIiI; LXIX, LXX present a sunmary of sjgnifjcant

~ differences between the number of hours devoted to the various

*voteaching activities.aCcording to the size"of the'schoo1 in which a

_teacher is teaching and all other teachers for a 'five-day week, two-’

lllll
gt
o
ot

day weekend, and seVen-day week. In both a five-day week and a two-

) day weekend, no stat1st1ca1 re]at1onsh1p emerged upon app11cat1on of’

the median test. .The on1y s1gn1f1cant d]fference found was in a”
seven day week Teachers in the 14 to 17 group spent s1gn1f1cant1y
1ess t1me on c1er1ca1 work. than did a11 other teachers in the remain—

1ng groups

" [
1’[ T

Theﬂassumpt1on that teachers in smalier schoo1s “have heavier '

"‘
:‘"’"‘

fﬂpreparat1on loads, or converse]y that teachers in 1arger schools have_

lighter preparat1on 1oads, has not been va11dated by the- f1nd1ngs in

' this chapter.' Neither was the assumpt1on that teachers in sma]]er
. >

.. schools have,heavier extra-curr1cular and -supervision 1oads_beeny

' uphe]d

The f1nd1ngs of: th1s chapter are that the size of schoo] in

[

.which a teacher is teach1hg has v1rtua11y~no~bffect on the work]oad of:

R -v-m .
"

- a teacher.’ S ..;; S g e
s : - LT LUy
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o | . TABLE,va111I IR o o
SUMMRRY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE .
) NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING .,

/.7 -UACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS ACCORDING TO THE R e
: ) - SIZE-QF SCHOOL AND ALL OTHER TEACHERS ™ . S S i

’ . EOR A FIVE-DAY WEEK* . -
- - /. ‘Teaching Activity 5 | _
B Number " Classroom Preparation Markiﬁa‘ Staff Extra- 'Super;_ Cler- Miscel- Total .
o of " . Instruction of Lessons ' - and ~ Curri-  vision ical - laneous °~ Teaching
“Teachers . , and Materials - ', Depart- - cular _ - .Work Activities Activities -
T I R .- . mental Activi- : o
’ o Meetings ~ ties -
1t08  afl " aile Lol nil . onilt T il onile il il
29to 13 nil - nil. - ni nil . .. nil nil  nil nil nil’ ) =
o o . s ; N . . . : . ) : . '
~14 to 17 nil. - pit -~ = nil © onil - nil il niloa ndld © il ’
"18.to 26 - niT - nil . Ail° Wil il ail. nilc il il ‘
-2 orwmore - nil .T+: il nil 0 ail . nil” conile eil nil, - nil:
*Note: ‘The calculation’ of significant différence was basédfupon
“a comparison of.each group to all remaining groups. . (
) ol . i
: 4
- .
o ‘.”



TABLE LX1X

_ SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN '
THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS ;

~ TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS ACCORDING °

TO THE §IZE OF SCHOOL AND ALL OTHER

TEACHERS FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND™

Gy

&

" Number C1assroom

Teachiﬁg Activity

. '
Cler- Riscel- °

Total.

A

Preparat1on Mark1ng Staff ‘Extra- Sﬁper- t
- of " Instruction of Lessons and . Curri- visjon ical laneous Teaching.
o Teachers «and Materials Depart— cular Work -Activities Activities .
o C mental =~ Activi- : o .
Meetings 'tjes
1t08 & nil: il . onil - Dndl il ail il nil - nil
9t013 . nil - nil nil nil  nil copil nile o oaile o nit
14t 17 nil il nil oo nfl . onil ol il il il
18 to 24 - il nil- il L il el s omil el il “nil,
25 0r more  nil nil .‘ nil il ndl. 0 onil - ondl nil - nil

© *Note:

kS

The calculation of significant difference was _based” ‘upon :_
.a comparison of each group to all rema1n1ng groups

~

?

:'§§L._'



TABLE LXX

.SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN. THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED

o TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING.ACTIVITIES BY TEACHERS ACCORDING TO THE SIZE OF
. SCHOOL AND ALL OTHER TEACHERS FOR A SEVEN DAY WEEK*

o

_ Teach1ng Act1v1ty o

3

.Number Claésfoom Preparation -‘ Marklng Staff ’Extra-~. Super-

Total

Cleri- " Miscel-
- of Instruction of Lessons ) and _ Curri- -vision cal . laneous Teaching
Teachers =~ “and Materials  Depart- cular. . ‘- .. Work  Acti- - Acti-
' - > mental . Activi- ‘ - vities " vities
' . -Meetings ties : = :
Tto 8 nil . nile . nil il nil pil  nil nil il
| 9t 13 " Wil ., O Ail Tpil. nil il i nil nil . nil
14 t017 . nil - " onik’ 0 el . pil il nil- .05 ~  nil #y nil
18 to26 .niT  .mit - nil . onil opil . nil oail nil - nil’
25 or more - nil - > nil [ -as onil nil. il -~ nil - pil nil  nil

*Note: The calculation .of significant difference was based upon
a comparison of each groUp.tp‘a}T remaining groups. - '

st



e oaetERIX . o

. THE AVERAGE NUMBER OF.DAILY STUDENT CONTACTS OF
' THE TEACHER AS A FACTOR IN TEACHER WORKLOAD .

. ! b . \\
. The advisability of a reduction in both 'the'student-teacheri\
ot

,ratw and the tota] number of students for which a teacher is re-

-spons1b1e has received cons1derab1e d1scuss1on in recent years in - \_ o

' Newfound]and Inherent-in the argument for reducmg the number of °
: students w1th which a. teacher has contact, in that as the number of ,
students decrease, the workload of the teacher decreases. It is"the '
purpose of this chapter to determme whether th1s assumption has |

‘ va11d1ty for Newfound]and Central- and Reg1onal H1gh School teachers .

.

. For the purpose of this chapter, teachers have been pﬂ]aced -
“into one of. five 'categories as shown in Tat)]e LX'XI— 'Forty'-one

' acher‘s have an average daﬂy student contact of 150.or less; 40 ,
have 151 to 75 52 have 176 to 200; 45 . have 201 tp 225; and 22 have
226 or more. The grouplngs as outhned in. Table LXXI will be used |

throughout thlS chapter. The times gwen are as reported by teachers

o and are in “hours for a ﬁve-—day week (Monday through Fr1da_(l inc1uswe).

Ta, two—day weekend (Saturday and Sunday), a seven-day week (Monday

v

. through - Sunday mcluswe) C L

o The assmned classroom inst uction ]oad of Newfound]and Central

.

, and Reg1ona1 HIgh School . teachers grouped according to a teacher s |

-
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TABLE LXXI

'THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT FOR A
" SAMPLE OF 200 NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL'
AND REGIONAL HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS

|

Average Daily Student Contact i

) - Nymber
150 or Tess " a
151 to 175 - , " 450
176 to 200 - a 52’
.7 201 to 225'. - 45
" 226 or more 22

Total. .

1200 -

"dk .

, average daily student contact is presented 1n ‘Table LXXII. S1nce no

A

teacher reported be1ng in the classroom in a two day weekend “the 5

times g1ven for the five day week an& seven day week are 1dent1ca1

l

. The pattern emerged that as average da11y student contact 1ncreased
.'assigned classroom 1nstruct1on t1me also 1ncreased Three groups '
'\_ Spent less than the total group time of 20 42 hours These were the
| 150 or ‘less group w1th 19 33 hours, the 151 to 175 group with 20 00
.hours, and the 176 to 200 group w1th 20. 33 hours . rhe 201 to 225

T and 226 or more groups exceeded the tota] group t1me w1th the former'

report1ng 20.58 hours and the latter 23 33 hours It was reveaTed( '

by the med1an test for two 1ndependent groups that teachers 1n the

\ e
foe
)

- .

- 226 or more groups were ass1gned 519n1f1cant1y more classroom .



| TABLE Jxxrl' ~ | |
" THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT QF THE TEACHER-AND THE NUMBER
. OF HOURS DEVOTED' TO CLASSROOK INS[BUCIION* :

(N 200)
o Number " §tudents . - 5-day week .. 2-day weekend : 7-day week .
S " /| Median .| Significance | Median | Significance | Median | Significance
. 150 or Tess 19.33 nil 0.00- nil 1933 | - nil
151°t0 175 120.00 nil: 0.00 - nil 20,00, | - nil
176-to 200° .20.33 il -0.00 nil = - 20.33 nil
201 to 225 20.58 |. " mil [ 0.00 nil . 20.58 nil
226 ‘or more 23.33 .05 0.00 nil 23,33 .05 .
.- Total Group - | 20;42' 0.00 20.42
-Note:., The calculation- of significant d1fference was based upon '_ ‘
: _~__ a.- compamson of each group to a11 rema1n1ng groups.
' N—
o

651



160
1nstruction time ~at the .05 level _than teachers in the other four 1
groups ' C . - L

. The f1nd1ngs of Tab1e LXXII suggest that as a teacher S.
" average. dar]y student contact 1ncreases, so does the classroom
instruction load. }0 , ‘
The‘number of hours devoted to the preparation of lessons .
| and mater1als by teachers in each of’ the average da1]y pup11 contact
categor1es are-'shown 1in Tab]e LXXIII. The grohps which exceeded 175

h pup1ls daily in a five-day week spent more than the total group time -
of 6. 00'hours'for the same time tnterva] The two‘groups averag1ng
175 pup1]s or 1ess each repo;ted 5.00 hours 1n a f1ve-day week. "The |
176 to 200 and226 or nore groups shared. the heavtest preparation . :

o ::9oad with 7.50 hours StatisticalTy; however,“the median test for

two 1ndependent groups revealed no- re]at1onsb1p between a teacher S -
preparat1on oad and a teacher s’ average da11y student contact
Teachers in all average da11y student contact groups reported

; spend1ng 2. 00 hours on preparat1on in a two- day weekend The tota]-

group median time was a]so 2.00 hours. No s1gn1f1cant d1fferences:”
, were revea1ed by the median test. ,
Correspond1ng to the f1ve ~day week, the teacher groups X

. exceed1ng 175 puplls daily also exceeded the tota] group .median ‘time.
‘The 150 or Iess and the 151 tp5175 groups_each devoted 7.00fhours
to_the preparation of lessons and materiais in a seven-day weehti.fhe
,fémaanihg three groups ranged from 9.50 hours by,the'226 or'more'

group to 10.00 hours by the 176 to 200 group. . Statistical]y?-however;



TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS

) TABLE LXXIII .
THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT. OF THE

DEVOTED TO THE PREPARATION OF
LESSONS AND MATERIALS*
o (N= 200)

Nuriber of Students . |- 5-day week -2-day weekend 7-day Tégb L
Median: _ Significance Median | $ignifitande‘ . Median Significance

" 150 or less 5.,00. il | 2.00 nils 7.00 < nil
151'_'toj175 ' LE.00 | il 2,00 nit - | 7.00 il
176 to 200 7.50. nil 2,00 a1 | 10,00 nil"

"«,\.520‘1 to 225 | 6.50 Conil | 200 nil. | 98 | . an

226 or\‘more '- __7.50 | onile (2,00 |, nil 9.50 i1

-~
.‘Tgt@i Group ' 6.00 - -

¥

C2.00

" 8.00

~

\

*Note: .

1

The: ca1cu1at1on of significant d1fference was based upon °
-a compar1son of . eacg group to a11 reméinwng groups

3

~
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. no 51gn1f1cant d1fferences at the .05 ]eve], ex15t between the

varwous groups and the time ngen to preparat1on

- . ]62

L

The 1nf1uence of a- teacher s, average daily student contact

c -'ﬂ"h;
on a teacher s preparation load, accordlng to the f1nd1ngs of Tab]e )

' LXXIII, is sT1ght\\\Stat1st1ca11y, no reTationsh1p ex1sts

The marklng load of teachers :in-the var1ous groups 1s

r

_f’presented in TabTe LXXIV Teachers dea]ing with 176 or more students
'da11y spent 5. 00 hours in a f1ve-day week mark1ng The 150 or less ,

"group devoted 3. 00 hours, wh11e the 151 to 175 group had a marklng

Toad of 4.50 hours -No group exceeded the total" group med1an tlme

- of 5.00 “hours. - The app]1cat1on of the median test for two 1ndependent ’

groups'determ1ned that_teachers haying 150 or Tess‘students da11y

spent significantTy Tess time on marktng'than,did teachers in the

-

. rema|n1n%’groups S e g

In the course of a two-day weekend,. onTy one group of teachers

_/
deV1ated from spend1ng 2. 00 hours on mark1ng Th1s Was the 150 or '

'Tess.group w1th 1. 00 hours The medlan time for “the 200 teachers'

was aTso 2. 00 hours No statistical reTat1onsh1p between a teacher s -

!average da11y student contact and the number of hours devoted to

. ~the mark1ng of tests and a551gnments-was found by the med1an test'

Three groups exceeded the seven- day tota] group med1an time of

/

6. 00 hours These were the 176 to 200 W1th 7.00 hours, the 201 to 225

“ci_ w1th 7 T7 hours, and the 226 or more W1th 6. 50 hours~ The 150 or Tess

_"‘ group reported 5.00 hours and.the:]SJsto 175 group, 6.00 hours Accord1ng

° .
‘
N . PR
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'ih THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT OF THE TEACHER |

AND THE NUMBER OF ?OURS ?EVOTED TO MARKING* -
. N=200) - :

» €

L N

7-day .week

“ -Nuﬁber,bf Students. . 5-day week, ¢ ‘?;day weekend

. - Median Significance Median -| 'S'ignifi'c_ance Median: ‘S"ignifica'nce__'
150 or less -, - | . 3.00 | ¢ .05, 1.00 o il 5.00 - .05
. . . "o i y . o T C - - 1 R
Y181 to 175 4.50 |7’ it ..y 2,000 . onil T 6.00 conil -
176 40 200 . - | - 5.0 - nil e 2,00 |- ndl 7.00 nil
201 to225 -0 | Ss.00 | nil | 2.00 | - nil 707 | onil
"2 ormore . | 500 | mil o 2.00 il ' 6.50° il
- Q . . ' © b, - .
‘Total Group, 5.00 - "~ . 2/00° 16.00 .
.. ‘. ) .Y, 'lt . . - - R
- “*Note: - The calculation. of sign1f1cant difference was based upon *
g ' - . Qa compar1son of each group to. a]] rema1n1ng groups. _
,Q . Vet 'b ' '!
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. ,

. to the median test, teachers having: &n average daily student contact

o

£S
. F

¢
of 150 or. 1ess spent s1gn1f1cant1y Tess t1me on mark1ng than did
teachers in the rema1n1ng groups._ _ : AN

A teacher s mark1ng 1oad is 1nf1uenced by the number of

3 k]

) 9 ] - stugents that the teacher is respons1b1e for. da11y . The f1nd1ng that

3 \“,' . the teacher:who~ha$-J50 or 1ess students daily has a TighterQnarkfng
‘ ) '.- m1oadhthan the’teacherjwho has morelstudents, 1ends soTe support to
"Ji,. o sgthe view that'wOrkload,increases as'the dai1y student contact 15-:','
¢ ‘ cre;ses P e ' L

. B - Tab1e LXXV shows the amount of’ t1me spent by teachers Jn the et
var1ous average)da11y p0p11 contact groups -0n staff and. departmenta]
,'meetqngs ® No teacher reported spending t1me on th1s activity in a

r

- ' ’ ' two day weekend Consequent]y, the t1mes g1ven for the five- day

S\\:' : week and sevenrday week are the same. Al groups spent 1.00: hours on .-,
.’: . staff and departmenta] meet1ngs The med1an t1me for a]]'teachers as |
. ,"‘one .group was also 1 00 gours The medfan,test.dfd notﬂdeterm1ne any -
/,-:.f' v 'f.' s1gn1f1cant d1fferences between the

‘ : voted to such meetings .. _
Jjj_j_.. e - Theﬁﬁnuhngs of Igb]e LXXV 1nd1cate ‘that a- teacher s staff '
:‘1;;,. ; and dedartmenta] meet1ng 1oad 1s not 1nf1uenced ny a teacher s average
- ? daily student ‘contact Toad, o e : . .O
'{';}h_, : " The extraxcurr1cu1ar act1v1ty 1oad of teachers in the var1ous d JS}\
'ﬁw?ﬂﬁﬁ" average da1]yistudent contact groups is gvven.1n Table LXXVI. In'a
,%hi;gi \ 3 f1ve dav w;e » all but the 176 toéEOO group spent 1. 00 hours qn extra- ’.5.
. )7§$:ﬂ ) curr1cular act1v1t1es.. Th1§ droup,devoted~2eoq hours./ It was also :




A3 - ¢ e . » -
- T S IRT
S ‘3 ¢
J‘ ~ i \ - |
T . TABLE LXXV L - ] :
. THE' AVERAGE DATLY. STUDENT CONTACT OF THE TEACHER.  -. g , ¥
.. 7. <.+ - AND THE NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED- -, . . . = .
ST L TO- STAFF. AN DEPARTMENTAL MEETINGS* : : A
I ST ) (ne200), S s
. " '.‘C? ) :_. b — ] L ’ . : Yo *
Number bf_Students“ '5-day week . - - ' 2-day weekend - l q 7#day week
Tl ey ‘Median | Significance.| Median’ Significance | Median ngn&ficance -
- 150 0r Tess . .00 | 0 nmit- [-000 | . nil | 1.00 nil
' Lo L R R : R : -
- 18140 175 . ,f’J S1.00 Fo Uil | 000 . 7 nil { 1.00 ~onil
. B PN : - . - . PR T . N
-7 176 %o 200 -, 1,00, |- cnil < 0.00, nil 11,00 it
'201 to 225 Yoo L ondo e mit | 0.00 nil | T.00 nil "
26 ormore’ <P 1.0 | a1 |00 | T oait o oo nil
~ - = . \\ .
Y. Total Growp  1.00 - 00 T T 000 S
.~ *Note: _The ca]cu]at1on of significant. difference was . based upon
L a eompar1son of each group to-all rema1n1ng groups . o )
= ° \ c »
N . -\‘_.' * F
o ) . '&;;A
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the on]y group to exceed the tota1 group med1an t1me of 1 00 hours ;

o

'Stat1st1ca11y, however, no re1at1pnsh1p between a, teacher s average

a twofday weekend. Hoﬂéver each group recorded'spend1ng no time on '

.daily studentiload and extra;curr1cu1ar Joad was found by the median.

. test. . ' : .(;" ; e L | i ; | .'i -

Some teachers ‘were engaged 1n extra curr1cular activities in

1

‘:this act{vity The med1an test found no s1gn1f1cant d1fferences

The 176 to 200 grOUp had the heaviest extra- curricu]ar 10ad o

':of aTT groups in a seven day week w1th 2..00. hours Teachers in the’

LN

201 to 225 group had the T1ghtest 10ad w1th 1.00 hours Four'of the

B
. five groups exceeded the total gsoﬂg med1an time of 1. 00 hours

3 These were in ascend1ng order 150 or 1ess w1th 1.21 hours, 151hto

?

175 with 1. .35 houpgs 226 or more withi 1.75 hburs; and 176 to 200 w1th ;

'2.00 hours . The med1an-test for two 1ndependent groups found no

' .s1gn1f1cant d1fferences between a teacher 'S average da11y student

:contact and extra- curn1cu1ar act1v1ty Toad

s,

No pattern revea]ed 1tse1f 1n Table LXXVI A teacher S extra-'

curr1cu1ar 10ad does not appear to be 1nf1uenced by the teaéher S

average da11y student 10ad One wod]d—have expected that teachers

pos

WTth more students to hand]e in reguTar cTassroom 1nstruct1on wou]d

9

have had a T1ghter extra curr1cu1ar act1v1ty 10ad than thost teachers

e

w1th a SmaTTer average da11y pup1T ad.“ R

L o

' 4
; 1n TabTe LXXVII No teacher 1n any . of the groups reported spendl\g .

t1me on this act1v1ty'?nua two day NEekend Therefbre, the’ times

The number of hours devoted o superV1sory dut1es is presented -
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T Y ', A N S
S ’.o/f/ _ Lo T - TABLE LXXYT . S
gii T T THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT OF THE- TEACHER ARD THE NUMBER OF :

oo T .7 HOURS DEVOTED TO E%rRA CUR?ICULAR ACTIVITIES*
o T e | N = 200 | -

5-day week f - . 2-day weekend . . ‘?-dhy week .

”*: L O thbéi_of Students .
- .. . ...+ . _ | Median | Significance | Median | Sighificance | Median | Significance

. . * " IN

T80 0orless ot 1000 | mil | 0,00 [ ndlo | h21e L il
181 0175 00 | i 0.00 - - “niln | 1.25 nit

-

U WBezoo. | 200K onil | 0,00 | e onil 2.00 |. il

~

G 201 to 225 - Lo |- omdt | 000 | mit . | T00 | il
\. .- 2ormorer . | 100 | coait T go0 | il [T175 | mit

. ~ . ) - ) * N -
—emg— == — =
— . ‘ . e

© . Coo

. Total Group . 1.00 . . 0.00 - 1.00

»

i *Note:" The calculation of significant. d1fference was -hased upon Y
- a comparlson of - each ‘group to all rema1n1ng groups.. ’
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- I TABLE iXXVII DR i

L . THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT "CONTACT OF THE TEACHER "AND THE

_NUMBER OF HOURS DEVOTED TO SUPERVISION S :
. . - (N=200) . - R

Numbgn:o%‘Students | 5 day week R .:2-day weekend S 7-day week-

‘MedJan_ S1gn1f1cancé Median . Significance | Median ".Significan;e "

.- - -

-150 or rless’ - o | 200 | mit - [Lo.00 | mil s .| 2.00 il

seazs | ner L e it o0 o] wit | 1er |0 an

176 to200° . - . | 1.50- | ni1 | 0.00 nil . 1.50 " il
201 to 225 R R nil - [ 0,00 7| nil | 1.000 nil -

A%

’N*ZG or fore LU 1.00 } Cndl .QLOb © o nil- ©1.00 il

’ L S R . N IS

" ’Totaffeydup7"' JoNse. o .. 0.00 o -

* - MNote: The calculation of significant difference was based upon - N e
-~ " a comparison of each group to all remaining groups.’ ' oo T

891
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ot

-reported spehding no. time on- this activity in this-tdme‘period. The

U A, [

' .gfven for'the‘five-day'week and seven-day'week are identical.‘ The
'genera1'pattern, numeriéa11y, is that as a tEacher's'daily student
.1oad 1ncreases, the superv1sory 1oad decreases. Teachers hav1ng 150.

.or 1ess students da11y had the _heaviest load w1th 2. 00 hours, wh11e

teachers hav1ng 201 or more students had the lightest load. w1th 1. 00

hhours The 151 to 175 had the second heav1est superv1s1on load with
- 1.67 hours, fonowed by the 176 ‘to, 200 group with 1.50 hours. -Two

- groups exceeded the tota1 group median time of 1.50 hours Howeuer;"
"the med1an test for two 1ndependent groups. found no re]at1onsh1p

' between a teacher S superv1s1on load and average da11y student contact

. Based on the f1nd]ngs of Tab]e LXXVII a teacher 'S super-

vision 1oad is not 1nf1uenced by the number of students for which- a

‘i teacher is. he]d respons1b1e da11y

The c]er1ca] work]oad of teachens accordpng to- the average
da1]y Student contact is presented in Table LXXVIII Some teachers

had.cler1ca1 work to do in a two-day weekend. ﬂHowever, each group

!
’.

_times giuen by four of the fiye groups for a'?ive;day week_and a
. seven- day'week‘was 1.00 hours. The 201 to 225 group reported a -f
. median time of 1 00 hours in a five- day“week and 1. 50 hours 1n a-
'nseven day week. The tot 1 group ‘medjan time ?or both the f1ve day

i week and sevenaday‘week was a1so 1 00 hours The" med1an test for two . .

1ndependent groups revea]ed that teachers 1n the 150 or 1ess group .
3

) spént s1gn1f1cant1y less tTme perform1ng c]er1ca1 work in, a seven-

‘ ’,')‘I " ’ . . .
day weekﬁfhan atl rema1n1ng groups . -::.~| e e '
ll‘ ) . P “ . : -



AV o O . : ’ ‘ TABLE LXXVIII .

' _ K L S THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT OF THE TEACHER AND THE
oo B NUMBER OF HOURS ?EVOTED ';0 CLERICAL WORK* -

e Lo - .. ) v . - o ’ N 200 ) -

e ran T N CoL . . -

; 5-dayfweek _ o . 2-day w'gekend~ .. 7-day week. "

et - Number of, Students.
o : " | Median. | Significance | Median | Significance | Median | Significance

oo o180 6rtess | 1000 N nf?fy '0.00 | nit | 100 ¢ - .05
S 151 te 175 | 100 [« onit oof 000 | comit. | 1.00 -] il
Tt 176 to 200 oo 0. | i 0.00 5| .. nil 1,00 Cnil.
s T T TN LT R N
201 to 225‘ N 1.00 - |. - nil 0.00 oonil 1.5 | - nil;

226ormore [ %0 | Coait - 000 | w1 | 100 ‘nit

Tdth'QrOUp S ].bo_ ;A.x_.\' 0.00 - o ,1!00|

>

A2 o

: I, | |} <-H The ca]cu1at1on of s1gn1f1cant d1fference was based upon R
e - @ comparison of each group to a]] remaining groups ) - L.

B .
- . .
e . -
e E -

S ol



¢ day week. The 151 to- 175 group ‘recorded 50 hours for both of these K

groups reported 1.00, hours for both the f1ve-day Week and tﬂa.s'e.veni

17D .-

By

A teacher s. average da11_y student contact ha%.some effect on

" the amount of c]enca] work that needs to be performed As one would .

' wexpect the teacher group hav1ng the lowest average daﬂy student

contact has stat1st1ca11y the 11ghtest c1er1ca1 work1oad
=

Table. LXXIX 1nd1cates the number of hours . g1ven to m1sce11a~
neous'act1V1t1es by teachers in the var1ous groups. The' term~ "m1sce1—-
'laneous" act1v1t1es refers to any teaching act1v1ty not 1nc1uded in

‘ -

the previous sgven that have aTready been examined in this chapter

~'Student and paren‘t conferences and P.T. A meetmgs were giyen as '

‘ examp]es of. m1sce1laneous act1v1t1es 1n the quest1onna1re Three -

-

L 4
time; periods Thé’ on]y change in m1sce1]aneous act1v1 ty 1oad between -

' - the- f1ve day week and the seven day week was reported by the 151 to

' "‘175-students daﬂ_y group; In the ﬁve day week 'this ‘group reported

.50 hours while 1n the seven da_y week , it had a med1an time of 1 00 ‘

hours. -"No gro exceeded the tota] grOUp med1an t1me‘ 0131 00 hours °
B In/ﬂ:x%iourse of a two- day weekend Al groups Andicated - . L

spending no t1me on m1sce11ane0us act1v1t1es desp1te the ’fact some ) '

3 1ﬁ’d1v1dua1 tea\chers did devote time- to the§’e act1v1t1es . : . .~-,

No stat1st’|ca1 re]at1onsh1p between a teacher' S average da11y

student contact and mi sceHaneous act1 v;t1es load revea]ed 1tse1f for

- u,/
. any of the three time 1nterva'ls upon aﬁp'hcatwn of the med1an test..

The number of students that a teacher has to .deal vﬁth daﬂy ‘

e does not have an 1nf1 uence on the number ofi‘F hours devoted by a teacher
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L | L . OF HOURS DEVOTED TO MISCELLANEOUS ACTIVITIES* .

) -'1\Tbtéj Gfoup f-.f
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TABLE LXXIX

(N 200) -

-

e

<

RN N
© Number:of Students -

" 5-day week

2-day weekend

5 ;///7-day Qeek

“Medial

Median -

7@9dian .

201 to zﬁ

.,226.or'more_‘ ;

®

. 1,00 -
1.00

ni1:

. :-‘n"i .:I ,'

n Significance:
~ X

~0.00
. o.op’

. nil

nil

‘Significance

1.000
11.00

\Signifigancé

“onil

‘il

. 150:0% less .67 | - onil . .0.00 il 1.00 - nil
181 10 175 S b 80T % mit | 0.00 il 50 nil
176 £0.200 o0 nil 0.00 it 1,00 Cnil’, -

1,00

©0.00°

-.1:00

) e Mote: The ca]culat1on of smgn1f1cant d1fference was based upon"
: : a compar1sbn of, each group to all rema1n1ng groups.
' ) ~—4
, S <.
.‘ . -+ R .. -
*- ' Y :

-
-
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:1ncreased as the avenage da11y student contact 1ncre

to misce]]aneous act1v1t1es
The tota] work1oadwpf Newfound]and Centra] and Regiona] H1gh

Schoo1 teachers for each of the average da11y student contact cate-'

,gor1es is given in Tab1e LXXX In. a ff%e day week the work]oad of

teachers |ncreases as. the average da11y student contact 1ncreases

-'Teachers in the 226 -or more group had the heav1est work]oad w1th
| %p 50. hours, and éeachers in the 150 or 1ess group had the 11ghtest '
work1oad w1th 36.17 hours The remain1ng groups reported 39. 00 hours p'
‘ by the 1%1 to ]75 group to 40.25 hours by teachers compr1s1ng the
: 201 to 225;group. The three groups exceed1ng 175 students da11y L

éxceeded the total group med1an time of 39.25 hours.~ It was deter-

-mfned by the median test, at the .05 Tevel, that teachers having.
_150 or less students da11y had a s1gn1f1cant1y 11ghter work]oad in
' ‘asfjve-day week in cbmpar1son to the rema1n1ng average da11y student

7contact groups ' ?%' ' o SR ;. _ ";

In a two -day. weekend “the 150 or 1ess and 151 to- 175 groups
had the 11ghtest weehuujwork1oads w1th 4.00. hours each The 226 or

‘more group had the heaV1est work1oad w1th 6.00 hours-. Thé rema1n1ng :

v

- two groups each reported 5 00 hours 0n1y the 226 or more group

' exceeded the total group med1an t1me of ‘5. 00 hours No:stat1st1ca1

re1ationsh1p between a teacher S average da11y student']oad-and tota]

- teachen work1oad evidenced’ 1tse1f upon app11cat10n of the med1an test

u’

"-for two 1ndependent groups.

r

W1th the except1on of*one group, the work1oa§”of teachers

sed-in-a seven- o

."
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e e R T TABLE LXXX S

e RN THE AVERAGESDAILY STUDENT CONTACT OF-THE™ © «

- - - ' B TEACHER AND THE NUMBER OF -HOURS. DEVOTED e

NS .00 . 27770 TOTAL TEACHING ACTIVITIES*. O

L L ~(N=200) A e
- _ Number of Students - _5-day week " 2-day weekerd . . 7-day week .

) .-_ - R | Median | Significance Median ‘Signifi;:ancgé Median | S1'~gni;“1'c§nce

o

-

‘ 1150 or Jess. ) | 3.7 .05 4.00 | nil | 4133 | .;\gs;
. ° 15} to 175 T 39,00 _nil- - 4.00™, pailc | 42050 |0 il
) 7w 200 - | lagioo | _n1'1: 5.00 'f!'nﬂ__ ol s6.00 il
N - 201 to 225 - Sa02s [ it |- 5.00 _nil tes.2 | il
B 226 wor more - 40.50 . nit | 6.00 i1 48,25 il
- . - Total-Group  39.25 " 5.00- ' 43.83 :
. I 0 ' _
g " _*thel: The- calculation of s1gmﬁcant d1fference was based upon )
. ; ‘a compar1son of each group to a11 rema1n1ng groups. PR .
C |
. e Ty B - L | )
~‘ ks | l o 7 . -

gl
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' .da} weeh A numer1ca1 d1fference of 6 92 hours existed between the

~

: _t'wo extreme groups In ascendmg order the med1an t1mes g1ven Were

'_4] 33 hours by the 150 or less group,=42 50 hours - by the. 151 to 175 .

group, 42, 50 hours by the 151 to 175 group, 45 92 hour‘s by the 201

,' to 225 group, and 48 25 hours by the 226" or more group. Three of the

' .'five groups exceeded the tota] group median tune of 43 84 hours.. .

.:Statistwaﬂy, teachers compr1smg the 150 or 1ess group had a SIgn-

'1nf1uenc1ng factor on 4 teacher's total weekend S

i 1f1cant1y 11ghter work]oad than teachers ln all othe,r remaming

5
8

groups .

The average daﬂy pupil contact that a teacher has is an .

<

t‘r'

B
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”~ seven- day week i, Teachers in the 226 or more group recorded the

B

LY
PO )
~

.

s L. .- l-‘-."
: Summary S

" Tables LXXXi LXXXII and LXXXITI. present a. summary of

'significant ditference between the number. of hours devoted to the.

student qbntact and al1 other teachers for a five- day week , two ~day

weekend and seven -day week In the course of a five- day week the

teacher group. w1th 226 or more students daily had a s1gn1f1cant]y

¢’

heavtar c]assroom 1nstruct1on 1oad at. the .05 1eve1 than all

rema1n1ng groups Teachers hav1ng 150 or 1ess students da11y had a

_ s1gn1f1cant1y Tighter marking 1oadkand a s1gn1f1cant1y 11ghter tota]l,'

teacher work]oad than d1d teachers in the rema1n1ng four groups

»

Stat1st1ca11y, no re1at1onsh1p was revea1ed between a

teacher S, work]oad and average da11y»student contact for a two-day

S iveekend. T o o ' e

Four s1gn1f1cant deferences, at the 05 1eve1 ere found

C'-’.

upon app11cat1onrof the median .test for two 1ndependent groups® 1n a-

heavxest c]assroom 1nstruct1on 1oad Teachers hav1ng 150 or 1ess '

students daily had the 11ghtest mark1ng ]oad, c1er1ca1 1oad and tota1

teacher wo#k]oad S "'. L .

For the- c]assroom 1nstruct1on and mark1ng components of
. 1
teacher work]oad the genera] pattern emerged that as the average

‘

da11y student contact 1ncreased 'S0 did’ the work1oad df these two 5.

teacher work]oad components A s1m11ar pattern revealed 1tse1f fdr

the preparatiqn 1oad of teachers hav1ng up to ZUD students dai]y

e
[T
<
4
-

' various teach1ng act1v1t1es by’ teachers accord1ng to the average. da11y

-
=0,
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‘Conversely, as the teacher s average da11y student contact 1ncreased

the teacher S‘superv451on TOad decreased Based on the fwnd1ngs of -

thls chapter, it can be conc]uded that the number of students foF

whlch a teachér has respons1b111ty has an effect on a teacher s
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SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT’DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE NUMBER :

' ThBLE: LXXXI

]

OF HOURS-DEVOTED TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES -BY

- TEACHERS ACCORDING TO "THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT

"AND" ALL OTHER TEACHERS FOR "A FIVE DAY NEEK*

- .

a comparison of each group to all rema1n1ng groups

Dy

A ) ¥ - "\
- _ . Teaching Activity - .

Number of Classroom Preparatfon Mark1ng Staff Extra-  Super- . Cler- Miscel-" Total *°
-Students Instruction of Lessons ' and - Curri- .. vision ical " laneous Teaching -
o . ‘ . and - - . Depart~- cular. - " Work Activi- Activi-

& Materials - mental - Activi- ties ties

‘ o : Meetings tles ‘

15Q or-less il Lo il 05 il Tyl T onfl o ndd .05

151 to 175 M1, nil. Ml ol a1 nil nil el . afl

176 to'200 . M1 il il a1 Tl nfl nfl N iy

201 to 225 w1l 7 eni nil- nil il nil a1 nfl .
26 ormore .05 T -nil- w1 el Ml 0l il ndd ni

4Note: The ca1cu1atfon of: s1gn1f1cant d1fference was based upon

Ia

’

- 8LL
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: ) . TABLE LXXXII C
o * SUMMARY OF -THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE NUMBER .
S . . OF HOURS DEVOTED TO-THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY : S
. . -TEACHERS ACCORDING TO THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT
- AND ALL OTHER TEACHERS FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND*
. iy ' | . A ’
. Teaching Activity ' . PR s e
- Number of Classroom  Preparation Marking Staff Extra- Super- Cler- Miscel-" Total
Students Instruction of Co ~and *Curri-  vision. ical .laneous Teaching
- Lessons and. . - Depart- = cular ‘ Work  Activi-  Activi-
~Materials . - . mental Activi- o . ties - ties _
. . . T . Meetings ties ' éﬁk R -
150 or less il - nil  © il ail nil © pil- nilo nil \\m,]\
. : . . . ¢ B . . P w7 v i v . ~ - '
151 to 175 nil - onil i} - nil - nivl -nil  nil . nil - il s :
176 to 200 nil . - . nil nil - . nil . nil . -nil nil.  pil B ) | P
" 201 to 225 Rl . il il il o a1l il Ceitonil o nil
*7 226 or more . -nil . onil- 7 nil- - opil . T opdl - pil J,nil- onil . ndl ‘
. . - . . R T N S . - - - ; I N -~ .
R L _ R _ . - p
*Note: The calculation of significant difference ‘was .based -upon-' . . .-
' //’/,(_ " “a comparison of each group to all remaining groups. 3 A
: ’ " - ' ) . C'. : ’ . ’.f ‘ . ' .. - . .' : -.‘.
C L . . ’ ' . o E No;:'
Ry - . X :
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U TABLE LXXXIII - -

- R ) ) ] » . I3 " \ Ly : o 7. _'-\_- )
~ SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE NUMBER . .
- OF HOURS DEVOTED" TO THE VARIOUS TEACHING ACTIVITIES BY .. -
TEACHERS ACCORDING TO THE AVERAGE DAILY STUDENT CONTACT - . Co
e AND OTHER TEACHERS IN A SEYEN—DAY:WEEK* ] .7 "
: ¥ - ‘ P .
; Teaching Activity s
Number of - Classroom Preparation -'Ma}king Staff . Exfra~ '—Super- Cler- _Miscei- Total .
Students - Instruction of Lessons And Curri- - vision - ical——laneous Teaching -
- . and Depart- cular. Work - Activi- Activi-_~
- Materials .mental Activi- ' ties ties
Meetings ties : L '
150 0r less . - nil- nil. 057 ° nil - onil nil 05 il .05
1981 to'175 - nil~ nil nil :_nil ' nil i1 -nil il L nil
176 to 200 - nil. - nil nil - .nil - . nil nil il onil - onil
201 to'225 * . nil onit il pil e mil, il nil il Ril
"226 or more - .05 i1 -3 il nil  nil il nil  nil’ nil.

[e]

2

" *Note: The calculation of significant'differéncé was based qboh

\:“-; . - a comparison of each group to all remaining groups.
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CHAPTER % - N

»

. (} . TEACHER VIEWS TOWARD THE ACTUAL TEACHER WORKLOAD
. ‘v . i . N '

It is the purpose of this éhapter to present the v#ews that 194.

o Newfound]and Centra] and Reg1ona1 High Schoolsieachers expresseqN_p-

. ward their actual work]pad, Item seventeen asked “what are your V1ews

-

concerning the actual teacher work]oad;that you have?" Since item. .

'seventeen was open-ended, a brdad-range of comménts were.received;
Categorized, the most frequent comments'recetved from teachers had to
do with: i e . 4 . o

! L ; T

1. The total teacher wbrk1oad:

. Amount of ass1gned c]assroom 1nstruct1on time.

v

/

O O N L B W N

-

. Number of hours for~mark1ng.
. Student teacher ratio. . _—

. Number of subjects taught

Cler1ca1 work

-Number of hours for supervision

Mental fat1gue and exhaust1on factors in teach1ng

Fenske found in his study of the work1oad of F03 Centra] A‘Iberta'~

NG .
: H1gh School teachers that the ten maJor comp1a1nts teachers had were '

H

1. c1asses too large. - ° % L e e
VAR T . 2’ N
Too many ‘extra-curricular activities:

\'\\_x" 3

2.
3 \ Teo wided/ryariety of SubJeCtS to prepare for . {‘
4. Credit 16ad too great L

L

LI : : . .’

. Number of hours for preparat1on ' . e .

A ~



....o . _. » _. . . ) .. ¢ - ._',‘1]82.
L s L .

5.“’Shou1d not haVe to supervise per1ods .
€ . : . '

6. Extra—curr1cu1ar work not shared equa11y

7. Too much~t1me spent on meetlngs.

8. Too much clerical work. S

N

9. Too much time requ1red for 1esson preparation.. o ' R

‘10. Lack of dupTication of subJects wh1ch wou]d he]p reduce

the 1oad.! \ - s
-In the present study, of the 194 teachers who expressed v1ews
toward their actual workload, n1nety or 46 4 percent commented Qn the_

" .

over—a]] work]oad Forty—two or 45.6 percent of”’ the n1nety teachers

expressed d1ssat1sfact1on wwth thepresent workload. The rema1n1ng

[v}]

q"

forty nine or 54 4 percent of the n1nety teachers cqns1dered the1r

total yorhoad to be reasonab]e It;;s recogn1zed by the 1nvest1gator_

‘that the nine prime'areas of comment contributed to the over-a]] v1ew

' ihat teachers have toward the1r actua] work]oad Cogn1zance must also

\U
be taken of the inter- relat1on of the nine aFeas of comnent However',

A

" for the purposes of thlS chapter each item was exam1ned separate]y. A

,'Number of Hours$ For Preparatlon '

‘increased insight 1nto the fee11ngs of teachers

n.

consensus of the views_expressed ahejt each. area of concern was. derived‘

together‘with representative comment presented by teachers, to g1ve

o

-~

To neet the dlversifled needs, ab111t1es, and 1nterests of !
l . . . . el '. )

| - ) . P . '

- 1M11ton Fenske, "An- Ana]ys1s of the Work-Week of a Central
Alberta High School Teacher” (Unpubllshed Master's thesis, The’

"-Un1vers1ty of A]berta [Edmonton, 1961), 102 PECEERE

F] - . 4

. . ' . :
\.. . a, . . ) . Al
. .o . .

O—
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students, and to come. prepared w1th st1mu1at1ng 1e55gn§bfor students, tc
,u:l was'the view of s1xty three or 88.7 percent of the seventy one \ul
teachers who. commented on preparation 1oad that t1me fon/preparatlon :
needs to be a110cated for teachers dur1ng the regu]ar school. day By

“regular schooi.day, it appears. that teachers equated the number of, hours

that students spendﬂan schoo1 wh1ch norma]]y ranges from f1¥e to ffve-. -

and, one-ha]f hours per day;_p Newfoundland, of the rema1n1ng e1ght N

'teachers/who presented v1ews on preparation t1me, seven were sat1sf1ed

-w1th their present arrangement due to either an adequate numbet of un-
9

ass1gned classroom per1ods, hav1ng taught ‘the courses for several years

‘and hence 1nd1cat1ng little preparat1on time needed or the nature of

W

| the" subJect 1tse1f ‘required re]at1ve1y 11tt1e preparation: time. One

teachér felt that the ava|1ab111ty of teacher manua]s for each(c0urse
. ufr (

of study would help to 11ghten the number of hours needed- for the prep-
arat1on of 1essons and mater1a1s

« . An Eng]1sh teacher in a 37- teacher h1gh schoo] felt that 1f 4§V"

L

' teachers are to keep up 1n the1r d1sc1p11ne to make for we11 1nformed
1nterest1ng, up-to-date c]assroom présentat1ons, then preparat1on t1me
'must be alloeated dur1ng the school. day: . ' A

While on paper the workload does not appear by labour
“standards,; to be excessive one must bear in mind that a teacher
should have time- to keep abreast of new developments in his
discipline as well as time to do readings outside the pre-

 scribed texts which he has to prepare for class presentation.
It should also be borne in mind that with the introduction of"
so many-new courses into the school curriculum, more preparation
+ time “is required on the. teacher's part because of 'the newness
dF the material. Provide more free t1me in the schedule for
,preparat1pn
. L - , .
A physics teacher with a 48.0 hour seven-day week workload, of .

v

. N PN
N 3 ‘. ’ - . .
‘ .« . . . L} ,
N < . \ KR . o . ; f .Y,
, . - . R s . . ., .




L A wh1ch 11 0 hours was”devot d to preparatwn, sun'med up the feehngs

T of many of the teachers when ‘he wrote. *“L

e

: Mo\choo] time is. requ1red far p paratlon,va €., fﬂm

.- v1ew1ng, ‘research, '1esson pldnning, audw visua¥ and demonstra-
. /\ 6n planmng, laboratory preparation and other duties ... .
<. .7 "If we are in many instances to pete’ mth television, "then-

., give us time ’for preparatwn- Vo TN
| " | : . | . A’ ) ‘ R . . . . e ‘.‘ -v-‘ ., "-."":’ i .’II:‘: . e ] N
Amoun?: 0f Assigned Classroom Instruction T-rﬁle T e e T

- R N

s .

Inseparab]e\from comngnts regarchng preparaéo‘n 1oad markqng o
RN I A load, student 1oad clenca'l work number of subJects taught ’éxtra-

,M oy . R N )
' : currlcuTar act1v1ties s superV'lsory dut1es, and the mentail fat1gue and .

lﬂ * : . il

o

'.r%. e exhaus‘tjon factor 1s the number OQ_O}DS to which - teacher is agmned - . ,
’ to c]assroom 1nstru f.1bn-' F1fty one o¥ 26. 3 perten,t of the one: hundred

©—— and mnetar -four teachers corrmented on the c1ass}oom 1nstrqct1‘/n Load LT

~ LR 11

w7 Fery teacher who exp"essed a-view des1red a’ reduc‘ﬂon in the nurr}w R

, per1ods in wh1ch a teacher is "IIB %he c]assroom a‘hd a correspondmg 1n-

' ‘l

L SR crease, therefore, in the number i unass1gned per1ods. The beneﬁts A ' g

N o to be derwed froma reduced c]assroom 1nstruct1on load ci ted 1nclﬂde. o ._ )

. ol v R - N . \ : ‘e
. L Increased t1me for. preparat1on., ° e A L S

- , ~ . A}

s a2, Increased t‘me for mark1ng I oo
"o St 3 More competent, affectwe teachmg. w S

L4 o° B L P “, i
Ll .

->

-4, Increased personal 1nvol.vement wlth stu?ents_through _ L

IR | | 1nterv1ews\jmd extra-curr1cu1ar act1v1t1esl_ . L L K )
5. Increased time for p]a%nm'ng ‘inn‘o\fati\.le pra'ctices.n ’ o : . |
6. Increased tlme for professmna] read1ng i ' . ,,° .

” ) Recommendat1ons as to the des1red classroom 1nstruction time per /

~

week ranged from forty-three percent to seventy-fwe percent of. fwe- SN .
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!

. . . : : . * . '
‘ . . - : - Lo . -
. . .. . . . . Lo

hour student day.. The_médian cldssroom instruction time for the two

hundred teachers of this'study_was:81.7 percent of a five-hour student

f

-qay' ‘.v - , ' ’ ) ' " '. ".' . ) £

. @

- 50.25 hour weekly worEToad'prevented him trom'adeauately‘meeting his

"persona] and fam11y con51derat1ons. The.number of hours that he was

“required to spend 1n;Ehe clastjbom played a major part in this short-

- »
- ' ¢

coming. Lo
‘I don't comp1a1n to anyone. Yet the. rest of our staff hage

expressed in our staff meet1ngs that our school is-trying to
offer a too diversified curriculum for the number of teachers
it has to do a good and competent job. Everyone including
myself feel that we need more periods free from actual class-
room teaching so that much of the work involved in preparing’
lessons, marking ‘exams.as well as preparing them could .be done

, during school hours rather than at home. I entirely agree with

> a diversified curriculum providing we have, the adéquatekresources

and teacher personnel to carry. out- the program_ so that every

e

A mathematics teacher with'a classroom %nstructionﬁload'of :
thirtyatwo periods out of'a thirty-five perﬁodfteaching weeh stated:

My chief complaint’is in the area of c]assroom 1nstruct1on.
'By the time' the seventh period comes, there is ho way I can do
Just1ce to either the pupils °r-ihﬁ material after teaching
. the Hast six per1ods. ' ’ -

Number- of Hours For Markfng

Forty-nine téachers presented views regard1ng the amount_ of _

time required for marking. Of this. number, forty—twp or 85 7 percent‘

..expressed dissatisfactidn with the present S1tuat1on. It was felt by

. these teachers that the need existed to have teacher marking t1me

. a]]ocated durfng the regu1ar school day. By-regular school day, it

appears ‘that teachers equated the school ddy with the nwnber-of hours

A

185

 A-French teacher inia 23-teacher school exp]aineddthatlhts e

teacher on the staff could be.happy with his wdrkload. - \;;;- '

‘\1



- teacher s marking 1oad shou]d be de1egated to a teacher a1de _One .

M “time after the regular school day,shou]d be at the d1sposa1 of the

"that studentS'spend in schoo] wh1ch normal]y ranges from five to f1ve
and ohe-ha]f hours 1n Newfoundﬂand - - \\ .

Factors wh1ch contr1buted to the marklng 1oad d{ a teacher

_as cited by the_forty—two_teachers were:: ' a o~
- 1. The number of students in the.class. . * I L.
21\_The total number of pupils per teacher. ) o ‘

‘3.. The amount of classroom ingtruction time.
v, Thé number of courses taught.
. N - 7

5. The multiplicity 6fprograms within the same subject area

Ve -

\"at the -same grade level. .- - . ‘ N
: J‘] ' .?\. - 7 . oo ‘_'\.,
e 1ntroduction of new courses. - - . Co T

7. rhe nature of. the subject arga, itself. e

ﬁ. ~a‘
To "cope with the mark1ng load, 1t was expressed\by sqme teachers tqat

less than the desgred amount of homework and assjignments ere diven. A

heavy markdng ]oad prevented other teachers from taking part in-extra-

curr1cu1ar act1v1t1es or- having persona] contact w1th students to the

€

extent that they feﬁt was necessary. ' o ,' I

‘e

Of the rema1n1ng seven teachers who presented v1ews on mark1ng,
,two felt that teachers shou]d notkﬁb expected to devot% very much t1mg
8 to mark1ng, whi]e a th1rd felt that a considerable portion of the | “-4

'~’teacher‘had eleven "freéf per1ods from the c]assroom during the regular

‘ schoo] day which aSSisted considerab]y in cop1ng with the mark1ng of -

e 14

. ¥ '
ﬁ\'- . . v - '~ . .
:* ) Noticeab]e in many of the teacher comments was the view that the

student work

Q.
o

‘e .
y . | [
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’ teacher for @rsona] use, ‘A. teacher resbonsib]e for mathematics

<

- and Enghsh w1th a iz rk1ng 'Ioad of 4 75 hours and a total work]oad of |

0
, 32.83 hours \m‘, a seven~day week commented
»"' .
Condv‘id ring the fact that I have but two subJect aréas to
- teach, 1-feel that the actu€1 workload is not too heavy.
However, I feel that teachets-should have more free periods in
_which to prepare work and mark tests, assignments, etce I
'Fé 15 that. at least two teaching periods per day would be
,sU, ficient. Most of my preparation and markm\g{; has to be -’

done during "aftérsc houo}" - time which I\feel a teacher
should have at his d1sp sal do work ‘o her: than.schobl

act1v1t1es

A.->mlogy teacher wi th a ‘marking Toad of .50 hdurs and a tota1
workload

38.20 hours. in a seven- day week found tha, his si

due 1arge1y to thé c'tassroom instruction "1oad.

- eleven classes ... I cannot give written Juestions_to tike—in,
if 1 want to Tive at all. -Corrections take too muh time, so / .,
kids suffer because they get away with bemg lazy. - It's
1mposs1b1e to do one's best job, pAt I. try! -

¢ . : 4 ’ !
- R L)

] -Yince I have five grade tem bloIOgy classes and two grade

" formu]a allows for the aHocation of an additiona] teacher.

Student Teacher Ratio A . a

. It was the v@u of the th1rty-f1ve teachers who rais;ed the )

1ssue of student-teacher ratio that the teacher allocation formu'la
& (€

‘-followed by the Newfoundland Department of Education needs to be re- - ‘

'vised so that a reductmn in the student-teacher ratio comes about

The departmental formula a'I]ows one teacher for ‘e\ry th1rty-f1ve

,students or fraction thereof. “Fér every three teachers allocated, the

B :

L
To dfive the per‘(nahzed individualized attentwn to student‘s

that 1s needed it was recomnended by teachers\ thatgthe student-teapher

’ . - v -
o ! y
) ’ . ~.'-m‘r.fa‘.".5 Q) « = ! -
i . Ay
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ratio ‘range fom a m1n1mum of 18 to 1 to a maximum of 30 to 1. In o

add1t1on "some concern was eXpressed regardmg the size of the student

' contacts that a teacher‘has. It was °genera'|1y recomended ‘that one
. Hundred and twenty-fi;re students be _the maximum for which a teacher_has”
responsibility. o ' hd

<

d A social studies teacher. with an average student teacher rat1o

. | of 35 to laand a totaT teacher work]oad in a seven- day week of 55 5 |

\ : o
. , hours stated: s o .
e ' The workToad is too héavy. Too many kids, 'too many teaching

. ) . perionds, and too much correcting. I love’'teaching But I never . .
' * - . find tTme to become a really adequate teacher. Facing six o
B periods daily with thirt_y—five to forty kids each period is
overwhe]mmg . If I didn't find kids such a pleasure to work
, with, I'd 1ong s1nce have thrown it all up.

- A third year teacher 1in a fqurteen-teacher school with a total *°

workload .of 52. 25 hours and, an average student-te.acher ratio of 33 to '

. ] felt ovef{grked “Part of this feeling stemed from,
A . ~ the fact that pr1nc1pa'ls“, vice=- prmcipa]s and spec1a11st
-~ - teachers are included in the quota of classroom teachers. Also,
A " ‘since the ratio of thirty-five to one is still- the minimm of :
« " . the Department of Education, it is 1mpossib1e to think in terms’ - (*\
., 0of péersonalized instruction. . 5 {{%
! . ’ X ’ O] (
. ' Number Of Subjects Taught ' s e - o .. ' '.J '
@ - _ - Tuwenty-four of the one hundred and ninety—?our teachers who
' responded to item seventeen in the que[tlonnaire remarked on the number ) ,
of subJects that they had to teach and the effect that th1s had on thew
~a . Workload. A d1st1nct1on is made between subJects and courses A P

. b ®
. teacher_ may be teaching 1{: one subJect area but in four.courses within

the one subJect area;. '
‘ ro Of thé twenty-four respondents fourteen stated that a reduction. |
A.‘ "‘\.'- . . ! S ‘ - S : R ) ‘ . |
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'1n the number of subJects taught wou'ld have a cons1derab1e effect on

decreasing a teacher S workload The range in t_he number of subjects

,taught by these teachers was from two to-seven, with a mean of 4,5. Six

©

| -of the twehty—four teachers were dissatisfted with the .numbe.r 01: coursed
that"they.had'_té teach which ranged from four to ei ht. The remaining
'four.teac‘her:s were satistied with their workload 1ar.g-e1y because they
had resbonsibﬂity for only one or two subjectw‘areas. |

A teacher completing hi‘s' sev:anth year of experience,' with a°
se;/en-day workload of 54,0 hours, cited two majoracomplaints'in hj’s

"situation: One related to clerical, wh’,ﬁs the second re]atedcto' the -
number of subjects that he had to teach: '
‘I ‘am.teaching too many subJects F1ve subaects at he .

high school level takes .up considerable time.  If I wefe teaching
strictly history in one grade, it would be much better, In

addition to history, I also teach science which I think shouldn' t ~
be. This ik 'one big problem that teachers have to face. in
- Newfoundland's schools - that they have to teach a var1et_y of

subjects - . . .

A teacher in h1s second year of teach1ng, reﬂected on’ the
g b ' .
. effect that the number of courses a teacher has to teach has on teacher :

n

el

.
A

work1oad ..

My workload is heavy not because of the number of periods
taught, but Yecause of the number of d1ffere‘;1t courses taught
(7). Last year in a large high school -in.Nova Scotia; I taught
two subjects and had 14 out of 35 periods free. - This gaveé me .

. the. time to prepare my lessons thorough'ly, something I have not
been -able to do this year. » .

et

C1 erical Work

Twenty-one of the twenty-three teachers who gave views regard- -

L

.ing the amount of clerical work that they performed expressed d1ssatis-

faction w1_th~the._s1tuat1on as it e 1.sted., Some teachers felt that they



v [ [

had -too much-clerical work to do, while others thought_that'a teacher

' shquhd not be reduired‘to devote any time to clericai activities, but

o

instead dé1e§ate this work to a clerical aid Br to'atschool secretary.

This wou1d free the teacher to devote more t1me to tasks for wh1ch he

3~ ' 4

has been:trained The two remalning teachers were satisfied with
their s1tuat1on because of secretar1a1 a§s1stance or an adequaté numher ' '/«,

" of unassigned per1ods in whlch to perform the c]er1ca] tasks oy " A

An EngT1sh teacher stat1oned in a 15- teacher school, w1th a .
' ! L '}
c1er1ca1 workload -of 2. O hours in a seven-day week fe]t that the time °

.devoted to c]er1ca1 work can be much better ut111zed toward other

act1v1t1es o o T o p ‘e
I feel that my’ present workload 1s too heavy. 1 feel th1s ' L.
becauée two hours a week for clerical work is two hour's which '
- could be spent preparing Tessons or improving the quality of"
my tests and exams. . Actually, a largér ‘clerical staff would -
" produce greater teacher efficiency and lessen the workload in
a11 areas from preparation to testing.

Ps

A soc1a1 stud1es teacher-ln a 10- teacher 5choo1 with a clerical.

workload. of 4 0 hours in a seven-dgy week comnented: ' ' S
As a $eacher I have to spend too much time ‘typing up exam-,

inations and doing other clerical work. This opuld be remedied

by having secretaries do:this clerical work which now takes up

so fuch of the teacher's time. Every large school sheuld have

a secretary.. v o, - .

Number Of Hours For Supervision - L , o
~ . - ’ ' 4

Have personnel -other than the teacher conduct‘corridor;‘lunch" fA Y.

and study périod supervision to g1ve the teacher 1ncreased tlme for _— A-.Jv“

] ‘professwnal activihes was @ @,themé; of the comnents made by the . ' ,' X
'nineteen teachers who expressed views toward superv1sion by . teachers: )

It was the contentlon ozxgn Eng11sh teacher in-a 10-teacher o v

. N f . .
¢ . . - . . . .
“ .

A .‘ . [ . N ' ~
. . a : . * .
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s¢hoe¥’, Wﬁth a supervisory load of.4.75 hours and.a total workload of

54 75 hours that: : : L o
C]assroom supervr51on and corr1dor duty could be done _ -
by students thus giving me an .extra five hours per week for -
preparation of lessons. I find that with actual teaching plus
lesson preparation and supervision, I have 1ittle time to do

much reading. 1 have no objection to:the amount of work I

spend doing my job, but 1 fee] that it could be better dis--
tr1buted

. ‘ . -
! [y

A second Eng]1sh teacher, who was stat1oned in a 24-teacher

o

schooT w1th a c]er1ca1 load of 2 0 hours 3 superv1s1on load of 2.58 |
\

hours and a total workload of 49. 92 hours in a sevef-day week found

herself bogged down w1th men1a1 tasks that preve t d her frmn carry1ng

out a]l profess1ona1 tasks .

DRI If meaningless, unprofess1ona1 dut1es 11ke making up ’
: ' registers, typing exums, corr1dor duty were eliminated through

wise use of parent volunteers, aching assistants, etc., *then

1 would gladly include extra-curricular act1V1t1es, parent and
Student conferences, etc.. The workload is not that heavy,

but the tedious repet1t1ous meaningless 1ittle duties ‘take the

joy out of teaching!: ‘Let teachers teach and clericals type

and. superv1sors supervise! . .

, Menta] Fatigue And Exhaust1on Factors In_Ieachfgg

- Twelve or 6.2 ‘percent of the one hundred and ninety-four teach-

"ers who responded to {tem seventeen in the quest1onna1re referred -to

_the menta] fat1gue and exhaustfon factors of teach1ng It was ma1n— .

ouey

c 'ta1ned that working forty hours per week in teach1ng'1s far more
’ demand1ng menta]]y than most occupat1ons of equ1va1ent sa]ary Res-‘

, RN ponses varied. from work1ng late at night kepﬁ the teacher away from his

N

- ;;_l_;ﬂw 'family ob]igations, work1ng Tong hours - qffected the teacher s hea]th,

- oL to reduce or e11m1nate supervis1onndut1es at recess and at lunch time '

____m . . ot A

;-——m—f~ ,ta g1ve the teacher ‘a much needed rest perdod . ‘g, iy . 't"f'

' . - 4 Y

.
. L. , ) .
- - - ) . - . \ R
. e .,
e
.

- - B ) . °
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"+ A mathematics feachér'gith a fiye-day workload of 42.67 hours
" and a weekend wotk1dad.of 9.0 hours stated: =~ | e

4

- 1

In what other profession does a person spend from 3 to 5 .| o
hours each night preparing for the next day's clafses. To do '
an efficient job, this .amount of time “is needed. And I.might |
add practically all weekend. There is hardly any time to keep |
up with the professional world by extra reading of educational -
) magazines or even to read a book just for the mere joy of .

. ‘reading... teaching is not a joy anymore because of the work-
load. ' : : ’ C

. A f1r§t year teacher with:a seven-day week yorkloggﬁgf//48:25 . f\f\\\\\\\

—

} - . . o

hours wrote: ° : 7 E o
~ 1 believe the teacher workload to be more strenuous than -
‘any other occupation with comparable wages. Contrary to public
image, teachierswork well beyond the stipulated five hours. 1
find that no night is really -free. Even if preparation is

* waived for one evening the class day suffers. -I usually try

to plan a week's lesson. This takes up Sunday afternoon and
Sunday night. Because of the subjects that I-am teaching .

“ (literature, language, and history) I have a constant pile of

" papers, etc. to'be corrected ... I think that the unrealistic .
view of the teacher as being a model, a paragon of virtue,,an ~ - o "
almost. inhuman species has added to the teacher workload, at -, ' :
least -epotionally. - ) : . ‘

. ~ Sl - . , \ . . i



90 teachers who commented on the1r total teacher work]oad 42 or. 45 6

~percent of the teachers felt over]oaded

t

193
¥

The Views expressed by the 194 teachers toward their actu&f

Summary e

et

. work1oad dealt pr1mar11y with the need to provide teachers with

' preparation-andlmark1ng time during the reguﬂar school day, a decreése.

T

in the amount of ass1gned c]assroom 1nstruction timey a decrease in
the student-teacher rat1o, being ass1gned a Yeasonable number of

d1fferent subJeets and/or courses, having to perform 11tt1e or no .

e

'“cler1ca1 WOrk being assigned 1ittle or no superv1sory duties; and the

mental fat1gue and exhaust1on factors in teaching. What shou]d be of :

some concern 1is the considerab1e dissatisfaction expressed by teachers-

toward each of the factors raised affecting teacher workload. Of)the

C. | _ i C CoH
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. CHAPTER XI N R

. | TEACHER VIEWS CONCERNING A DESIRED TEACHER WORKLOAD

The pu?pgse oflthis chapter is to first present the desired‘
teacher workfoad'as perceived by 200.Newfoundland Central and Regional
'. High School teachers.: This.desired.work1oad is compared ta the,actuah
teacher workload to determine whether there were any significant |
differences, at the 05-ieve1, between the actual workload and thé '
"~ desired work]oad Second]y, 1n the course of the study teachers
presented recommendat1ons\as to how the desired work]ead could be
' 1mp1emented These reconmendat1ons are—%resented and categorized;'.‘
under one of five d1fferent head1ngs |
Respons1b111ty Resting with the Local Schoo] AN

The Local Schoo] and Its Potential for Contro] a4

Respons1b111ty Resthng with the Schoo] Board T

v Responsib111ty Resting with the Department of Education _‘

AN

Responsib1]1ty Resting w1th Other B&d1e$\

’ A Comparison of the De51red Teacher Nork]oad
and The Actual Teacher Workload

Tables LXXXIV, " LXXXV, and LXXXVI present a compar1son of
the desired teacher workload and the actual ‘teacher workload of two
hundred Newfoundland Centra] and Reg1ona1 H1gh School teachers. .In

the course of a f1ve -day week, a decrease of 2 92 hours was sought

', in c]assroom 1nstruct10n to 17.50 hours, a ] 00 hpurs decrease 1n

RSN

superv1swn to 50 hours; a 'I 00 hours decrease in. c1er1ca'l work to o

o
(o)

o . * ’ . L ot . 1
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- .
. S TABLE. LXXXIV _
' 'A COMPARISON OF THE ACTUAL WORKLOAD AND THE DESIRED WORKLOAD N\ '
' OF 200 NEWFOUNDLANDLCENTRAL AND REGIONAL HIGH
. - SCHOOL TEACHERS' FOR A -FIVE-DAY WEEK
~ Teaching Activity "Actual Workload Desired Workload . Significance
Classroom Instruction 20.42 ©17.50 .05
Preparation- of Lessons 6.00 7:60 nil
and Materials .. \ .
Marking . 5.00° . 5.00 .- ’n‘i] ;
Staff and. Departmenta] 1.00 -~ 1.00 nil
GMeetmgs ©
Extra- Curmcu]ar C ,
Activities 1.00 - 1.50 05 7
Supervision .1.50 .50- .05
Clerical Work. 1.00- 0.00 .05 -
MiscelTaneous P : '
_ Activjj:i'es 1.00’ 1.00 nil
. - -
Total Teaching . : : _ . . -
Activities - 39.25 35.33 .05

61
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. TABLE LXXV o

-

Activities

A,COM?ARISON OF THE'ACTUAL'NORKLOAD AND THE DESIRED WORKLOAD -~
- -OF .200 NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL AND REGIONAL HIGH
. SCHOOL TEACHERS FOR A TWO-DAY WEEKEND &
' Teaching Actﬁ&ity:_. Actual Workload Dgﬁired wérk1oad © $1gn1f1b§ﬁce
| C’Iass:room‘ Instruction . 0.00 0.00 ) nil
~ .Preparation of Lessons o : o
~and Materials . 2.00 1.50 05
Marking C 2.00 1.00 05
Staff and Departmental S '
Meetings. . ~ .. 0.00 - 0.00 nil
© . Extra-Curricular o S, S
" Activities . .y, 0.00 . 0.00 . nil
- *Supervision X o0.00 -7 ,0.00 "~ nil
_Clerical Work ©0.00 0,00 oonil
Miscellaneous o - l
Activities ~.0.00 C 0.00 il
| . Total Teaching : : . ) .
«  5.00 3.00 .05

g6l



TABLE kXXXVI

COMPARISON OF THE ACTUAL NORKLQAD/AND THE DESIRED WORKLOAD
OF 200 NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL AND REGIONAL -HIGH

SCHOOL TEACHERS FOR A SEVEN-DAY WEEK

_ Teaching Activity

"Actual.Workload " Desired wbtk1oad ~ Significance
Classroom Instruction 20.42 . 17.50 .05
Preparation of Lessons ' :
and Materials. : 8.00 - 8.50 nil
""Marking e 6.00 5.00 nil
_Staff and Departmental . B '

"~ Meetings - 1.00 1.00 nil
" ExtraCurricular .- Lo
Activities 1.00 2.00 .05

. Supervision . . 1.50" .50 .05
~ Clerical Work .- 1.00 ©0.00 .05
Miscellaneous ’T//f . S

Activities . 1000 1.00 .- nil
Total Teaching < | :

Activities .05

3

- 43,83

38.75

161



‘ no clerical work;-and 3-2}92 hour decrease in total. teaching

.actiuittes to 35'53 hours Teachers wanted to devote more time to
the preparat1on of 1essons and. mater1als rhe,des1red increase was
from 6.00 hours to 7.00 hours. An,add1t1ona1 -90 hours was sought
for extralcurrﬁcuiar activities to 1.50 hours. Statistically, the
‘median test for two independent Qrouos revealed that teachers e
“desired a signiticant decrease, at the .05 level, in.thquumber of
hours devoted to c]assroom,1nstruct1on, supervision, and tqtal:
teach1ng,act1v1t1es. A sign1f1cant t1me increase was 1ndlcated for
preparetion of )essons arid materials; as we]] as extra-curr1cu1ar-
activities. | |

Three time decreases in a two-day weekend were reconnmnded
These- were a reduct1on in the preparat1on load from 2. 00 hours to
. 1.50 hours, a reduct1on in the mark1ng load from 2. 00 hours to-1.00
ihours, and a reduct1on ip the tota] weekend work]oad from g 00 hours
: to 3.00 hours No t1me 1ncreases in any of the teécher workload -
components were requested ‘The app11cat1on of the med1an test for
two independent groups determ1ned that the. three,t1me reduct1ons
sought were statistically sign1f1cant at the .05 level. | '

The 200 Newfound]and Central and Regional H]gh School

teachers 1nd1cated a desired Joad change in six of the nine-

g components comprising a teacher S workload in a seven-day week' A

reduction in the number of hours devoted to c]assroom 1nstruct1on o

from 20.42 hours to 17.50 hours; superv1sxon.load.from 1.50 hours - °

r ’ - .

to .50 hours; clerical work from 1.00 hours to no clerical work;

e
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o

and total teaching activities from 43.83 hours to 38.75 hours were

desired. Time increases in preparation and extra-curricular

o 'activities were requested. The formek being from 8.00 hours to -

§.50 hours, whi]s the latter was from 1.00°hours to 2.00 hours. .
Table LXXXIV-showsrﬁn ozer-a]l desired decrease of 5.08 hours in a,
teaéher's tofal seven-day work]oad. It was revealed by the median
test'forltwo independent Qroups that with the exception of-the
desired increase in preparation time, the time chénQQS'indicated i
were gtatistically siQn%fﬁcanf]y different from the actual teacher . '
workload. 4 | ‘ ; , : .
'Eenske determined that Central .Alberta High Schoo]iteéchers
desired significant decféaées in c1a§sfoom instruction,td'ZQ.ZS '
hours; preparétion’fime to 6.00.hoﬁr$, and total teaching activities
‘to 40.00 from:43.g7.h6urs. ‘A ;ign{ficant_incfease ;és desired for
extra-;ufricula} activities to 1.75 hour§; Principals, "in Feﬁ§ke‘s'
s?ﬁgg, percengdldés{rable decreése§ for teachers to bg‘fﬁ the *
; areas of clps%roqn;instruction to 20.00 hours{ preparatior to 5.5b
hours; marking to 4.00 hours; and total . teaching pctivifies to .
39.50 hours. A sfgnificqnt increase perceive& as being desirable

was in extra-curricular activit1eé to 2.00 hours.!

' Fesl . X o 7

! i L

| IMi1ton Fenske, "An Analysis of the Work-Week of a
.- Central Alberta-High School Teacher" (unpublished Master's -
“-thesis, The University of ‘Alberta, Edmonton, 1961),.106-117. " -

e
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Recommendat1ons for Imp]ement1ng the
Desired Teacher Workload R

t

In.response to ite nineteen iin the questionnaire, "What .

) recommendations would ydu uggest to implement the desired teache%>'

work]oad that you 1nd1ca ed in quest1on 18?"seventy -five d1fferent
recommendat1ons were received from 192 Newfound]and Céentral and

Reg1ona1 High Schoo] teachers . The recommendat1ons were categdr%zed

N : . (ﬂv ’ !
Onder one of five d1fferent head1ngs. - ,
.

-14;‘".<k, Respons1b111ty Resting'with the Loca] Schoo] B P

The Local 'School and Its Potent1a1 for .Control.
Responsib111ty Resting with the $chool Board.
Respon51b111ty Resting W1th the Department of ° Educat1on
Responsib111ty Restlng with 0ther Bod1es

!

Twenty-n1ne or 38.7 p \;ncent of the recommendat1ons fe]]

L

."d1rectly W1th1n the jurisdiction of.the schoo] Depending on the

“Tocal SItuat1on ‘of a school, up to eight add1t1ona1 or 10.7 percent

,directed for 1mp1ementat1on to other bodies.

of the recommendations were of such a nature that.the school may have

A control or considerab]e influence in the'imp1ementation of the

recommendations. Therefore a]most 50 percent -of, the recommendat1ons

were d1rected toward 1mp1ementat1on by school personne] at the Ioca]

: schoo] leve] Seventeen or 22.7 percent of the recommendations. were .

directed toward school boards. e1ghteen or -24.0 peneentr:ere d1rected

toward the department of educat1on, and three or 4.0 percent were

“

=
:



. Responsibility Resting WitH'

e
4
>

heav11y upon the 1n1t1at1ve of the school adm1n1strator such as

‘nature.in helping to implement the

the Local School I L : . " Caven

4 .
Some of the twenty-nineg recommendations suggesggd depend N ° ( .-

recommend,atmns 1 to ]0 inclusive, while other'reconmendations such

, as.20 to 26 1nc1us1ve,»fa1] pr1mar11y within-the control of the.c]ass-

room teacher. Recommendations 20, 21, 22, and 28 place incrqased o
responsibility on thefstudent. Only recammendation”19 might involve

any financial expenditure. Therefore, it appears that as a grodp the -

recommendations suggested by teachers-(are realistic and of a practical

Nrgd teacher workload.

‘1. Require the_ﬁrincipa] an e vice-principal to reasonably
share the teaching load with ‘the staff members of the schoo].

. 2. Equalize the workload among the stdff,
3." Base the number of classroom 1nstrUCt1jh per1ods to which a
teacher is assigned on the number of SubJeCtS and the nature - ¢
of the subjects taught.

4.  When a]locating unassigned per1ods, make a11owance for the
amount of marking that English teachers have to do.

5. Do comb1n1ng of(subJects such as English literature and
language, geography and*history in the assignment~of teachers.

6. Give beginning teachers more preparation time than exper1enced
teachers. .

7. ‘Keep staff meetings to a minimum, « However, have each staff
meet1ng well planned when one . -is held. - .

. 8. D1str1bute the superv1sory dut1es ~among the entire staff

"9/ Assign teachers to "their area of tra1n1ng regard]ess of .the"
1ength/of time the teacher has been in the sch001

“10. - Utilize fully the talerits Qf the teachers in the school.
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16,
17.
BT
© 20.
21,
22.

23.

24,

25. .

-26.

28. .

'condupt, classwork, and assignments.

L S 202

Have a good att1tude of co—operat1on among “staff. members

rather than petty rules for teachers and students which

" make-a.heavy workload unbearable. 4+ °

Stream classes homogeneously.

Concentrate ipitiaily in estab11sh1ng authority and
d1sc1p11ne within the school which reduces the need .for
supervision. - .
Have more workshops for the sharing of ideas.-

Make prov1s1on during the regular schoo1 day for extra- .

.curr1cu1ar act1V1t1es,

Use varying 1engths of c1ass periods.

Have'{‘sson plans prepared and subm1tted in advance for
approval to the pr1nc1pa1 w»

.‘.Combine sma11 and large classes at times. L

Make an effort to increase the use of audio-visual mater1als
in schools '

»Survey student needs and teacher resources to determ1ne what,
can feasibly be offered. ‘ s

Give students the opportun1ty to part1c1pate 1n classroom

1nstruct1on

Provide students with t1me to explore 1ndependent1y for
themselves ' : :

a L]

Guide students to accept more responsibility for their

Do some of the marking in the presence of students

0 & .
Reduce the correct1ng Toad by g1v1ng more long term papers

.and 1ess short term assignments.

Decrease t1me on monthly tests and increase emphasis on
study per1ods - _ : oL

, ©

. - Have periodic tests 1n the classroom 1nstead of fonna]
.examinat1ons

N

Have students do a considerable amount of the supervjsidn.
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29. Give students more respons1b111ty in the use of school
' . facilities,. E .

30. Extend the teaching d%y from five to six hours, but set one
pdm1od aside for 11brary act1V1ties or individual student &
'1nterv1ews .

L >

The Local School and Ité: Potential for Control

The local school éituation will largeTy dictate tie extent
to which the administration'has contrql‘qver somg of the recommend-,
atjons under this category. Secondly, since some of the recommend-

-at%enswtpvo1ye gnonps out;ide of the schdnl, the final decision-making
_may be out of the direct control. of-the schoo]. JThe number of teaehers
and‘the number of students‘in a schoo] may make reqohmendations 31, 35,
Tand 38 difficult to carry out. Recommendation-34 is possible 1f, the
- right kind of atmosphere eXists in the school which will allow stu-
“dents to be’ Jeft on-their oﬂﬁJtor independent act1v1t1es. '
_ - 31, :Ass1gn ‘teachers to dbp11cate classes.
32. No teacher 'should -be forced to attend P.T. A meetingsw

33. Increase;parenta] involvement in the school by hav1ng them .
. supervise 1unGh periods and work in the 1ibrary

34. Copduct staff meetings during the régu]ar schoo] day

35.7Schedule nb more than three successive teach1ng périods to

increase teacher effect1veness
'36. .Introduce non-grading into the school,

37. Involve ‘service &lubs in’ volunteer work in: the %choo]
. 4 .
". 38. Limit subject areas to be taught by a teacher to a mameum
' of two and ‘to a maximum of two grades.
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o ﬁesponsibiiity Resting With the Schoo1.Board‘ e i o

—;;v;r_—fklnancial expenditure R E“ o : '.o‘: s
39. T e

Q
g

z.

-

n
i
A

" 4§.’.H1re teachers based on the needs of the students and the school.

nY

, Recommendat1ons thirty-nine to f1fty four inclusive dea] wi th _

~school design and construct1on, equipping schoo]s, h1r1ng profess1ona1," S f(

personnel, in- serv1ce educat1on and hiring non-profess1ona1 school . *

personnel. In Newfound]and these responsibilitjes. fall pr1mar11y under

b Y

the jurisdiction of schoo] boards ../ The funds for educat1on, however,
‘come ma1n1y from pyov1nc1a1 government revenues. Schoo] boards do not
have the power to levy taxes for educat1ona1 ourposes on a per. cap1ta
basis at the Tocal level. Therefore, recommendat1ons 40 41, 42, 43,

44, and 49 depend oart1cu1ar1y on prov1nc1a1 mon1es be1ng ava11ab1e C

0ther recommendat1ons such as- 45 QQG and 51 1nvo1ve 11tt1e or no '

~ Construct c]assrooms that are more funct1ona1 1n des1gn.

40. Prov1ﬁe su1tab1e workrooms for teacher. preparat1ons_°

[

41. Have’ teacher lounges that are separate te from teacher work rooﬁs.il'.

A2, Prov1de teachers w1th access to an office for 1nterV1ews and
o discu551ons . .

43, Have a suff161ent"quant1ty of aud1o v1sua1 equ1pment in schools.

44, Provide a suff1c1ent quantity of . teaching a1des and sic equip-.. - :
" ment in schools. . 5?- R
a » . . LN
" . . . ) .’ ) . . - ! ) . . o
46. Do staffing wisely so that there is no neéd for a teacher-to )
be spread over four or five different SUbJect areas.

A7. Hire a specialist to work with s]ower students part of the .
_.schdo] day. K : . ) ”

48; H1reaa gu1dance counsel]or to discuss prob&ggs with student

: 4 .'Hire Memorial University educat1on students for- work as - e .“' ¥1¢w
" teacher a1des as part of the1r teacler trainlng. T :
' - N .
NN _' .‘\ A r
- ( i e 3
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. o 50. Nhere feas1ble, have a furt 1ntegrat10n of small schools
e T, o to make greater spec1a11zat1on possible.- -
s . R 51, Raise the qualifications and the. tompetence of teachers
o b o through a well- p]anned in- serv1ce*educat10n program :
v .JL ;152.‘ Provide spec1a1 secretar1a1 ‘help for rush periods. .

% 53. Have the custod1an superv1se the schoo] bu11d1ng at a]] t1mes.

S, e '\\L '+ 54, Have students go home for lgnch L -

Te Respons1b111ty Resting W1th the Department of Edﬂtat1on :
’ . : 5
BN s 'D" . The provinc1a] government, through the Department of Educatlon,

- : S

contro]s the f1nanc1a] expend1ture on educat1on in the Prov1nce The
. . 3 recqmmendations that recurred most often from the f@z teachers who
rep]ged to 1tem 19 An the questlonnalre 1nvo]ved f1nanc1a1 expend1ture
and'fell under the Jur1sd1ct1on of the Department of Educat1on._

e e ’ T The most frequent recommendat1on presented by teachers

L
o

'*°_ . B re]ated to the emp]oyment of para-profess1ona1 vorkers in the school.

: -.‘ N1nety-three or'48 4 percent of the. teachers suggested the h1r1ng of
f S teacher a1des for c]er1ca1, supervisory, and para-profess1ona1

_:' ) ‘assistancef A reduction 1n'the student-teacher ratio was the second

Yo
*, most frequent recommendation g1veni--N1nety-on 47 4 percent of

the teachers sought a reduct1on. Another;:yenty one or 10 9 percent -
> recommended .that additional teachers be h1red fqﬁ‘schoo]s by having
PR separate sa]hry units a110euted fon adm1nistrato S, specia]ists,
| and departmefit’ heads. The present formy]a of tli Department of

- ~
¢ ' Educat1on for~a]10cat1ng teachers a]]ows one te

her for every

Ce a th1rtynf1ve students or. fract1on thereof For every three
\

teachers al]ocated. the formula allows for the ai]ocation B

g



v - o
of an-additional teacher,

Course of'study, number of days for in- service activities and

vocationa] educat1on similarly fall w1th1n the control of the Depart-

1" B

ment of Education and are dea]t with in some of the recommendations

J

°

55. Decrease-the student-teacher rat1o. . ~
. r
56. Prov1de separate salary units for adm1nistrators

'57. Prov1de separate sa]ary units for department heads

58. Provide separate sa1ary un1ts for spec1a11sts P To
59, - Prov1de“personne1 other than-teachens, for superv1s1on

60. ~ Provide secretar1al/c1er1ca1 staff so ‘that there 1s one
' for every seven teachers.or fraction thereof o

" 61. Provide teacher aides. L . ;
‘ 62" A]locate sa]ary units hased ona%he number of Qrades 1n a.
. school rather than only on enro]ment. '

I

- 63. "Allocate- salary units based on the program offered by the
: " school. .

64."Prov1de extra pay for extra work

14 ’ '

-

1

65. Introduce a regulat1on setting a max1mum of twenty teach1ng
T periods per week. . .

' 66. Implement: the forty-hour week with overtime pay.

67. Prov1de for an easier and faster access system .to f11ms,
f11mstr1ps dnd- tapes. : D oo

“68. -, Have a 1ess frequent change of textbooks which wou]d help in
reducing the preparat1on and test1ngﬂﬂoads

’69. Reduce the nunber of subjects taught in school. I

o

70.., Allow for more conferences and workshops tb be held on school.
time. .

o

. 71. Integrate the,academic and'vocational schools .in the province.
e ’ L ¢ > ‘ - - ° .
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.72. Extend the school year to 200 days, but have on]y 190 days
for students.

Respons1b111ty Resting Nwth Other Bod1es

73. The Newfoundland Teachers Association should try to 1mprove
. teach1ng conditions rather than on]y concentrate on salary
1ssues. _

74. Course for administrators in scheduling shou1d be made
avai]ab]e by Memorial Un1vers1ty

75, A greater .participation by the federa1 government, in the
© financing of education is needed to share the cost of
“education. - T

[i.',




. . Summary : . a

) Teachers,sought decreases in the c]assroom Instruct1on, super- '
’ v1s1on, and c1er1ca1 loads for a five- -day week and a seven day week

A time increase was desired for extra-curricular actiV1t1es for both
of these time perfods, In the course of a two-day weekend, teachers
would 1ike to have a decrease in the preparation load. A decrease fn
the number of hours devoted to tota1 teachlng act1v1t1es was requested
: .for the five-day week, two day weekend, and the seven- day week . 'The
desired t1mes for each of these time per1ods was 35 33 hours, 3.00,

:hours, and 38.75 hours respect1ve1y - o : i . ~

Y

_ Seventy-five régommendations for fmp]ementing the desired
teacher work1oad were given by teachers. Approximately 50 percent '
. of the recommendations were within the control or influence of the .-
J 1oca] school. to ihp]ement. The-remain%ng'recohmendations fell |
primarily'withinjthe jurisdiction of school boardsfor the provincial.
-'department of education. Lowering the student- teacher ratio and
.employ1ng teacher a1des in the school were the most frequent]y

ment1oned recommendat1ons of the seventy-five presented



e CHAPTER XII

w . A COMPARISON OF THE FINDINGS OF THE
' © STUDY TO THE RELATED LITERATURE

v »

To determine how the findings of this study. compare with those
of similar studies the major findings of this study are rev1ewed in
\Lrelation ‘to the reiated 11terature.'.This chapter, therefore, compares :
. the actual median teacher work]oad the views of teachers toward their

v

.actua] teacher workload and the views of teachers toward their desired ;
%

teacher work]oad. No studies reviewed by the investigator sought

recommendations from teachers for 1mp]ement1ng the de51red teacher

workload

The Actua] Teacher work]oad E _ j“ ' ‘ .

Table LXXXVII compares the actua] teacher work]oad of teachers

participating in this study, which for convenience 1s referred to as

_ the Newfoundland study, to the findings of the Canadian Teachers<
Federation, #enshe, and Alberta Teachers"Assoqiation studies, These
are thelmost recently dated studies.surveyed by the investigator in which;
workioad'was caTbuiated‘in nedian hours. “*Other teacher work]oad studies
reviewed used mean hours or Doug]ass teaching 1oad units._'

' In the five-day week, teachers in this study spent less time '
in classroom 1nstruct10n, preparation, supervision, and tota] teaching -

” activ1t1es than did teachers in the Canadian Teachers' Federation. and-

Fenske studies. with the exception of classroom instruction and total

' teaching activities,rthe differences in time between each of the studies-

-



TABLE LXXXV1]

A "COMPARISON: OF THE ACTUAL WORKLOAD OF TEACHERS -

) OF FOUR STUDIES
| ) 5DAY WEEK \ 7-DAY WEEK
" Teaching Activities Nfld.  C.T.F.* - Fenske* ‘Nf1d. C.T.F.* AT.A*x.
'Classroomllnstruct1oﬁ ©20.42 24.50 - 21.63 . 20,42 . . 24.56. 21163
Preparation of Lessons . ' k Y '
and Materials 6.00 . 6.70 ' 7.48 ’ 8.00 ~9.50. - 10,80 -
Professional - - .:-l1.80 - - - 2.20 1.60
. Marking '5.00 3.20 - > 5.8 - 6.00 . -3.90 4.10
* Extra-Curricular.. = . : T o ' . ' -
Activities ~1.00 0.00 1.00 . 1.00 .50 . .40 .
Supervision 1.50 ..2.40 2.48 - 1.50 :  2.40° 2.90
Admfnisfrative- . : o , o i -
Clerical 1.00- - - ) - 1.00 = - 1.20
. f ;
‘ /

oLz



| TABLE LXXXVII (CONTINUED)
5-DAY WEEK - 7-DAY WEEK
' Ieach%ng Actiyities. : _*Nf]dl C.T;F.* - Fenske* __Nf]d. C.T.F.* - A:T.A.*
Administrative- | '
Professional - - - - - 1.60
" . . R — 8
Staff Meetings ' 1.00 - - 1.00 - -
" Miscellaneous - . : 7
“Activities 1.00 .60 o= 1.00 - -
'Tbtal Teaching : ) : .
. Activities’ . 39.25 45,13 . 43.27 43.83 48.50 50.20
*anadian'Teéchers' Federation, loc cit. -
*Fenske, loc cit. : - o
*Alberta Teachers' Association, loc cit.
I ‘ B J.
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‘ forleech of the teacher work]eaq components is Tess,thhn,two hours. - It
. 1s'ncticeah]e,.however,ithet Newfoundland teachers Qevoted more - than

50 percent less time to superVisch.dUties.than did teachers in the
other tho studies. . The definition of, classroom instructioh'used in the.
) 'Caneciah Teachers‘ Federation stu:y included extra he]h c]esses jiven
‘before and after'school hours. This might partia]]y account for the i
heavier classroom 1nstruct1on Td}d of 24,50 hours 1n the nation-wide

s tudy. The numerﬂcal d1fference of 5. 88’hours 1n the tota] teacher work-
' Toed-between this- study and the Canadian Teachers Federation study can
bartly be accounted for by the'inclusiOn'qf the prdfessiohal component
in.thelpanadian,TeacherS' Federation study. . Professional activities
x.inc1uded in the definTtion were,university courses, seminars, and prq: -
'_fe551ona1 readlng I , a L

Tab]e LXXXV]] aTso 1hd1cates that h1gh schoo] teachers in,
Newfd//dland had a 11ghter classroom 1nstruct1on, preparat1on, super-
_ visory, clerical, and totaT teacher workload in a seven-day week than
their counterparts in the Canédian.Teéchers' Federatioh and. Alberta
Teachers ASSOC1ation stud1es., The broader definitfen of clessrcch
instruction and the intlusion of profess1ona] act1v1t1es in the Tatter
two studies hou]d tend to show a heavier tota] teacher work]oad. New-
foundland Central and hegionaT~High'School teachers devoted more hdurs;’;
however, to marking -and to extra-curricu]ar actiV1t1es. " |
The selected factors examined in this study as having a

Possible effect on teacher workload were sex and marital status, years
of teaching experience, years of training, subject field, size of

: school, and average daily number of pupil'contacts. The influence '



e ‘ 213

-that, these variables ha_d in six of the studies reviewed.by the ,inves't- -
. 1g_atd’r are -compared to the find'i‘ngs of. this study. ) |

- . I'he sex'and marital status of Newfoundland Centr‘a] and

Regi ona] H1gh School teachers was found to have an 1mpact on some Of

_ the teacher\workload components, as well as on the total teacher work-
load. ' The NationaT Educatwn Assoc1at1on2, Canadian Teachers' Feder-
at1:on3, and Manitoba Teachers Soc1ety‘* studies found sex and mar1ta1
status to have an effect pr1mar11y on a teacher's total teacher wdrk-qs
load, while the Alberta Teachers Association5 and Fenske® studies
conc]uded ‘that sex andﬁmarita]'wstatus have h“ttTe effect on total _
teacher w_orkload,. but ‘so'm'e effect on the c?mponents 'comprising a teach-
" er's workload. Nhﬂe'the Canadian Teachers' Federation and National
Education Assoc1at1 on studies found s1n’g'|e and married males ‘to have
heavier workloads than s1ng]e and marr1ed females, this study revea]ed
marr1ed males to have the 11ghtest teacher workload, and single maTes
to have the second heav1est teacher work]oad Th‘is study, however, -
concurred with the findings of the Canadian Teachers' Federation and

Manitoba Teachers' Society'stud1es that members of reT;igi_ous orders have

the heaviest total teacher workload. The Alberta Teachers' )issoci_ation

—

2I‘Jat'ional Education Assoc1at1on, "Teachmg Load in 1950," -
Research Bulletin of the Nationa] Education Associatwn, XX1X- (Febru-
ary, |‘Jbl), 13, .

3canadian Teachers' Federation, op cit., 30.

. L’Manit:oba Teachers Society, The Hork]oad of Manitoba Teachers,
‘ 1965-66 (Winnipeg: Mamtoba Teac‘hers Society, 1966) 45 .

_ 5ATberta Teachers* Assoclatwn, op. C1t., 39
6Fenske, op. cit., 76. - T '

l

-0 T

e~
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and Fenske stud1es concl uded that ma]e teachers spend the most t1me
‘on extra- curr1cu1ar acti v1t1es This s“tudy found that female teachers
‘spend significantly less t1me on :extra-cur_ricular activities in com-

parison to male teachers. . o ; X ' i

. - ¢
Statistjc:a]]y3 the number of years of teaching that a teacher

* has received has Tittle overall influence on.a- teacher's workload

based on .the findings of this study. Ndmertcaﬂy, hoﬁever,'there were

signs of a patter.n that indicated a decrease in teacher workload as

teac'hing_ex'perience ‘increased. lThe Alberta 'Teachers' Association
 study found signs of the same -_pattern.7 The' Canadian Teachers' .Feder-

. .ation study found a marked decrease.in teacher workload with an in- .

crease in teaching experience.® \

It was found b_y “this study that a teacher s years of ‘tra'imng

has v1rtua11y no effect on the workload of the Newfound]and Centra1

and Regional High Schoo] teacher. The Al berta Teachers' Associat1on9

and Fenske1° studies reached a simflar conc1us1on
The maJor findmgs of this study- with regard to subject field
as a factor inﬂuencing teacher work]oad were that English teachers have

the heaviest total teacher workload in a five-day week, two-day weekend,

and seyen-day week, as well as the heavjest marking load in a five=day _‘

7Alberta Teachers' Association) op. ‘cit.",_q 39. -
‘8Canadian Teachers' .F'ederat"ion 33, . L
9A]berta Teachers Associat:on, op c1t s 32
1°Fenske, 68.

., . < @



' c‘entages of their time on instruction, professional, extra-curr'i'cuTar
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week and the 'heaviest preparation load in a two-d'ay weé‘kend AThe

Nat1ona1 Educat1on Assoc1at1on study found English teachers to have the

- heav1est teacher work]oad and mathemat1cs teachers to have the 11ght—

'

est teacher workload.l! Numerically, mathematics in Newfound]a_nd

Central and Regional High Schools also had the Tightest teacher work- L_-,

~ oad. Enghsh teachers in the Canadian Teacher's Federatmn12 and

:Fenske1‘3 studies had the heaviest marking loads. It was the finding of

\ .

the .Alberta Teachers' Association. study, however' that English/JSociaT

_Stud1es teachers have the 11ghtest teacher workload, 1*

‘~ L )
The s1ze of schooT in which the Newfoundland Central ernd Re-

‘,giona]a High School teacher 1is teaching has v1rtua11y no effect on
J‘teacher work]oad This ﬁndmg agrees with the findings of the Fenske15

- and- Alberta Teachers' Associat1on15 stu,ches According to the Canad'ian |

' Teachers Federation study, ‘however, a teacher S workload tends to de- -

crease as the size of ‘the school increases.” The Manitoba Teachers

Society study found that teachers in smaller schools spend smaTTer per-'

[

(

+ 11National Education A,ssocia-tio'n', op. cit., 15.
12Canadi:an"Teachers' Federation., op. citL, 40: "
13Fenske, op. cit., 39, ' ) |
li“ATberta Teachers' Association, op. ‘ci_t.,‘ 40:
15Fenske, 0p c1t 87 | |
.15A1berta Teachers ] Associat1 on, 69.

17Canadian Teachers[ .Federation, 35.
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percentages of their time ompreparation, testing, and supervismn 18

' 218

J

* ‘and other act1v1t1es, while teachers in Targer schools Spend larger |

,. The investigator fpundnn the Newfound]and s1tuation that as’
the a\;erage daily student contact of a teacher increases, se does the
work]oad of fhe teacher 1ncrease It was alsp determined that-as~ the
average daﬂy student contact increases, the superv1s1on Toad de- |
creases. The ATberta Teachers Assoc1at10n study, however, found no
siunificant differences in the weekly hour TOaU"ofkte’achers meeting
various numbers of pupiTs per wee’k dn]y a slight increase 1n't1'me 1

was g1ven to extra-curricular activities by teachers having % h1gher

average daily student contact, 19 The National Educatwn Assoc1at1on s . ;

1967 s tudy found that- as the average daﬂy student contact of a teacher
increases; the degree of dissat1sfaction also increases. 20 e,
t - v

t

The Desired Teacher 'worklo’ad . - . S :

"A comparison of the actual teacher workload and the desn'ed
teacher workToad of . Fenske $ study to this study is presented in TabTe

LXXXV111. Teachers 1n each of the . two studies sought a s1gnif1cant
™

‘decrease - in the classroom. 1nstruct1on load and the’ tota] teacher work—

! ”n,

Joad. Newfoundland teachers sought a classroom mstruction Toad of’l7 50

hours, while Alberta teachers were satisfied with 20.25 hours. Only a .

18The Manitoba -\T,eacﬁers' Scciety, op. cit., 36.
19A1befta. Teachers' Association, op. cit., 56.- RS -

29Natlona1 Educgtion Association, The Amer can Pub'Hc School

" Teacher, (washmgton- Nat1ona1 Educ:ation Association, 1967),
28,

(>
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TABLE LXXXVIT1 ~ . :
S , N g . - . . . . / R .. ' l
.. . A COMPARISON OF THE DESIRED TOTAL WORKLOAD - - .
. A .. OF TEACHERS OF TWO STUDIES - -7 < ’
R o . . _l ‘
o Newfoundland o Fenske* \
. . Teathing Activities-.. Actual Desired ' Signifjéance Actual Desired ‘Significande
0 é1as§r06m Instruction . 20.42 ©17.50 .05 21.63 © N\20.25 - .01
. Preparation of - - T, \ ) - .
Lessons and Materfals 8,00 8.50 - - nil . 7.48 6.00 05 j
Marking =~ . | - 6.00 v 5.00 _nil 5.48 5.00, - - nil
. Staff and Departme " . ‘ .
~ Meetings - ‘ 1.00; 1.00 ‘nil - - - -
°  ~ Extra-Curricular’ . R : - . -
Activities ' 1.00 2.00 .05 1.00 © 175~ ~ 01
"\ Supervision 1.50 - -.50 .05 2.48 2.42 il
. Cléricadl Work . 1.00 _°1.00 nit - - -
Miscellaneous | ' ' .
- Activities - ) \ 1.00 1.00 - nil - - -
‘Total Teaching o _ . o -
Activities . 43.83 38.75 .05 . 43.27 40.00 - . .01
L - i Y4 « o L]
. . 117
. Fenske, Ibid., 106,_‘{17. . .
s . ® 1 %
Y
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-smaH numer1ca1 difference separates the des1red teacher workJoad %f

the two groups. Newfoundland teachers want a total teacher workload of e
38.75 hours compared to the Alberta teachgrs' “request for 40.00 'hou‘ry"s. |
Teachers in'each s tudy souoht'a signifﬁcant increase in the'huﬁo'men of
'hours devoted to extra- curricular activities, withJNewfo‘und1and teachn
ers. des1r1ng 2. 00 hours and the Alberta teachers 1.75 hours.‘ Teachers ‘ : ‘ o
in the Newfound]and Central a\_d Regional High Schools wou]d be happy -

-. with a preparatnon load of 8.50 hours compared \ito 6.00 hours for ) T
-/ﬁberta teaéhers. Each group.of teachers desired a marking load of - ‘ . . }
5 00 hours. A considerab1e' differencel exists in the _t'ime teachers
wanted to devote to superv1s1on Newfoundland tedchers wanted a d.e--‘

o . -

crease to .50 hours; while Alberta teachers were satisfied to have a ' N
superv1sory load of 2. 42 hours. - “ | _

' The Alberta Teachers Assoc1at10n study also determmed the
desired teacher workload of secondary school teachers. However, “the .
findings were computed on a yearly bas1s rather than on a week] y\bas1s. “
Neverthe'less, decreases were des1red m five areas. Four of 'theA decrease
requests correspond with the fmdings of th1s study' CIassroom in- - |
struction, superv1swn, clerical work, and total teachercworkload ' o .,.
A]berta teachers also sought a reduction in the preparatwn Toad. 22

The teachers who participated in tfns study and the teachers
who part1c1pated in Fenske's study?23, expressed similat views toward___' ,.s" o

the1r actu'al teacher work]oad._ Teachers in both stud1es,expressed

X . . [ ". ". : "- ' .?' \ | ..(- a“ ’
22A1berta Teachers Assoc:ihm, op. c1t., 2. ¥ S - ‘-‘

23Fenske, op. cit., 102. , - - ' °




- concern over the 1arge number of students in some classes, the num-

[

' ber. of subJects that they have to, teach, supervisory duties, the’ amgunt

,_@f clerical work, and the number of hours required for preparat1on.

The British Columbia Teachers' Federation study’asked'teachers

what—factdrs they-bé}ieve played the most.sign1ticant,part in reducing

[
o

. ) ] . > ¢,
-vrthe effectiveness of -the 1earn1ng situation. The fact that teachers

had to cantend with some 1arge cTasses was the most frequent]y mentioned

l

.concern, Other maaor conments re1ated to: teaching ass1gnment not 1n

spec1a1ty area, 1nadequate faci11t1es and equ1pment tota] ‘number of

B

students 1n a cyc]e,oyar1ety of subJects taught, and number of new

a

tcourses.z“ Each of these concerns was also evident.in Newfound]and

3
'

Centra] and Reg1ona1 H1gh Schools.

4

rhe major recomméndat1ons of the 0ntar1o Secondary Schoo1 (

9

" Teachers' Federat1on study are s1m11ar to the v1ews of Newfound?and

Centra] and Reg1ona1 ngh Schoo1 ‘teachetrs: toward thelr work]oad nge',f

of the 0ntar1o study recommendat1ons were:
1. Maximum class' size bf 30 for academic subjects - .
‘. [ < & .' . .

o 2. 'Max1mum number of. 30 occup1ed per1ods in a 5 day cyc]e.

4 €

3. Prov1de<para profess1ona1 ass{stance , - S

4. Bu11d f1exqb1e schools . ' .,

5. Provide teacher workrooms and offices for some teachers

.°, and 011 deparmmént heags ' ’ S ;
- 7 . ! v L \' a’ .
— o a1 AU 1— '. E
' 2‘*Br1tish Columbia Teachers Fedération, Teach1ng Assignments L

¢ 1n Some British Columbta Secondaﬁ& Schools and Their Workload Impli-
‘cations, - 1967-68, .Informational Report No ~9, (Victoria Br{tjsh

Columb1a Teachers' Federat1on, 1968) ?ﬂq . - o
-l u . N . . , Y [y 5‘
e /w - C
0 v o » a ¢
| o ' o " , b e
- ' ¢ ' CoL T
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' to reduce the student-teacher ratio and provide'para-p?ofessionaT v

. assistance.

© 6. Provide adequate library facilities.
7. Provide preparation time for teachers. '

8. Limit the number'of courses ‘to be taught'by a teacher to -

a ° .

four,

9. The schdoT off1ce handle routlne marking and school attendance '

o
-

records 25 T

R |

o 10 improventhe_iot of the Newfoundland Central and Region}l

High School;teacher,ithe most frequently inen;recommepdatjons"npre

LT ° » ~N

Newfoundland - teaChers‘were not specifically°asked whether they-:
cops1dered thelr work]oad to" Be satlsfactory or, heavy. However, 21‘6 5
percent of the Newfoundland teachers expressed that they were d1ssat1s-~
fied with the1r present workload, and 25.5 percent 1nd1cated“that they
found their workload to be reasonabie; The National Education Association_
study found that 37.1 percent of the secondary teachers regarded their '
Toad as belng heavy or extremely heavy.26 The British Co]umbla Teachers

Federat1on study determ1ned that 30 9 percent of, the teachers-felt that .

the1r teach1ng Toad was unmanageable to the poirt where it detracted

-

) from the effect1veness of the 1earn1ng situation that, they were able

to create.27 Hh1]e on]y 21.6 percent of the Newfoundland teachers

°
¢ e
. &
i/

) C e . ,
250ntar1o Secondary School Teachers! Fedenat1on, Report of. the

Committee on Conditions of Work for ualit Teach1n . (Toronto-‘ Ontanio

Teachers. '

g 26Nat1onal Educat1on Assoc1atﬂon, loc:_cit.- - I

27Br1t1sh Columb1a Teachers Federat1on, 23.

‘m
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expressed dissat1sfact1on, this cannot be taken as .an 1ndicator that

Newfoundland teachers are re]atively happier with the1r lot. - The

f\\ percentage expressxng dissatisfaction would most likely have been

h1gher had the questionnalre inciuded a quest1on similar to the one

included in the prev1ous studles wh1ch asked teachers whether they

.

regarded the1r teacher work]oad as being reasonable or heavy q
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Suﬁmarv
s . ’ . - : M ’
, While some differenceS'between the findings of this study to

related stud1es have been noted the researcher concludes that 1n many

:respects the findings of th1s study are 51m11ar to the prev1ous re-

search. - Teachers have a total workload rang1ng from approximately

43.00 hours to 50.00 hours in a seven-day week. While few studies .

calculate separately the workload of a teacher in a two-day weekend; =~

1t s obvious, however, that some time is devoted-to school work -in

1
- .

this time perlod

.‘D

,Sex and marital status, subJect f1e1d, and average daily

'student contact appear to have some impact on teacher workload. The .'

R}

influence of a teacher 's years of experience and the s1ze of the school

in which a teacher is working on teacher workload is 1nconc1usive,

while'this study.found these two factors to have little or no effect

on teacher workload, some other studies found them to have an in-
fluence A genera] finding found 1n studies is that the numbér of

o

years of train1ng that a teacher has ‘completed has a min1ma1 1nf1uence

-

'on teacher workload.

Teachers desire a- reduction in 1oad, particu]ar]y the number

i

of hours devoted to assigned c]assroom 1nstruct1on and to the total

:teacher workload. An overa]l total teacher work]oad of approximate]y

38. 00 to 40 00 hours seemed to be acceptabIe to teachers To assist
in lmprov1ng the- worﬂfdg conditions of teachers, a reduction 1n the \
student—teacher rat1o, the provision of funct1ona] and f]exib]e.school

<

facilities,,and'changesfin_teacher assignment were"sought._‘

222 ’




. .-The'Problem'

, : roL
" CHAPTER XIII

: S SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Being a teacher involves mor.e than being in the. ciassroom five

hours per day. W1th the rapid growth of knowledge and the new organi- '

~ zational developments taking p]ace in education todav, as well-as -

changes'in'the academic disciplines offered in the schools, the demands.

‘ piaced on the high schoo] teacher appear to be mushroom|ng. Attention

needs to be focused therefore, on the essential ingredient of hav1ng

n

E time for the teacher to properly cope w1th these increased demands.

Teachers are- expected to be 1nnovat1ve, imaginative, up-to-date in
their thinking and approaches to teaching, yet th# accompanying-working

conditions to fu1f111 .these expec{ations are not a]ways provided. The

j'teacher who feels overburdened is less likeiy to produce the de51red

.. learning 51tuations. As a result’ students suffer. A study of the

work]oad of Newfound]and Central and Regional High Schoo] teachers
shou]d therefore, be of 1nterest to educators general]y, and to admini-

strators in particular, so as to have additional information from

' which to evolve rationa] teacher work a551gnment po]ic1es.

Spec1f1ca11y, it was the purpose of this study to examine:

»

(a) the effect that the teacher's sex and marital status, years of

teaching experience, years of training, subJect field. size of schoo]

4

" .and average daily number of pupil contacts have on teacher workioad,

~

. -
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ﬂ(b) the Views thet_teachers'ho1d téz;rq‘thejr actual workload; (c) ’
¢ the teichers' estimatfcn of a desirable wcréaoadiandhthe teachers'
* recommendations for implementing the desired workload. |
Procedure

To obta1n the data fcr this study, a questionna1re was deyel—

oped by the 1nvest1gator based on_a‘review of the related literature.
‘A pilot study was conducted tooestab1ish face va1idity‘of the instru-
ment. ‘The ffha] copy of the que;tionnaire was jthen administered’tq a
" random sample of 300 Nehfoundland Centre}\end Regiona1 High Schoo]
,teachers.l Two hundred and.nine questionndires were returned. Of |
this number, two hundred were usable for a net return of 66.7-percentl'
To determine whether a selected_féctor had an effect on |
teacher ;ork1oad, the median test for two ihdependent_groups was f
utilized. fhe .05 level of sighificance'was used. The neqian'test
was also app1ied to determine'whether there were any significant -
differehces between the actual teacher workloadand the &esjred.teacher
workload. -~ ' ‘

Findings Regarding The Actual o e
_ *Teacﬁ‘r Hork load B . 4

, Tab1e LXXX]X presents the workload of Newfound1and Central, and
“Regional ngh School teachers fbr a five-day week, two-day weekend,
“and seven-day week. The c1assroom 1nstruct1on time of 20.42 hours
coﬁprised only 46.6 percent of the tota1 teacher work1oad of 43.83 3
hours in a éeveh-day week. The preparation load of 8.00 hours and ‘the |

mark1ng Toad: of 6.00 hours accounted for 31 9 percent of the seven-

@



__ o | L a
LA \ ' N _ TBBLE LXXX]X

S e THE ACTUAL WORKLOAD OF NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL
N ASURR Lo 'AND REGIONAL HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS .
P : FOR ‘A SAMPLE OF 200 TEACHERS

~

Q"

_-:Teaching ActivitiesA' T S-Day'week 2-Day Weekend - ZTDay Week .

5"_ _ Classroom Instruction ' | 20.42 - S 0.00 . 20.42

9., . : .
" Preparation of Lessons - - ' & : . o * _
and Materials I 6.00 S . 2.00 ¢ 8.00

Marking " S 5,00, - ... 2.00 . . 6.00

S Staff and Departméntal

“7 . Meetings 100 - T 000 100

ST Extré—Cdrricu1ar 2 R S . - - '
R Activities .- - . -~ 1.00 .. .0.00 oo .1.00 -
- Supervision . & 1.50 .. . 000 . .50
?'ff‘_; = C1erica1 Work - . ._: R . 1.000 - | ) o O.QO_" o . 1.00
|- ° Miscellaneous Activities- * . - 1.00 . - -0.00- 100

[—

Total Teaching Activities 39.25 . =~ '5.00. . - 43.83

23 -
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.day week workload. Staff and departmenta] meetIngs extra~curricular

activities, clerical work and m1$ce1laneous act1vit1es “each accounted
for 1.00 hours, andﬁsupervisioﬂ‘for 1.50 hours in a seven-day week for .
a total of 22'5 percent of the total teacher work]oad The two-day
weekend workload of 5. 00 hours, or 11.5 percent of the' seven- day week

workTOaé was comprised primarily of lesson preparat1on and the mark-

. ing of .student work.

It was revealed, upon application of the median test, that
sex and marital status,. subject-fie1d and average daily studént
contact have an 1nf1uence on the total teacher work1oad as vell as

on some components compr1s1ng a teacher S work]oad To 111ustrate,l

married males tended to have the llghtest ‘total teacher work]oad

‘wh11e members of re]ig1ous orders had the heav1est total teacher work-

33

- Toad. Slng]e and married females devoted the least number of hours to -

s -

extra-curricular activities. English teachers'reported the heaviest
total teacher workload, as well as the heaviest. marking load in a five-

day week and the heaviest preparat10n load in a two day weekend As

: ’the da11y student contact increased, so did the total teacher work-

load. This trend was partially in evidence for the classroom 1nstruc-

,tion, preparation, and mark1ng loads.

The app11cat1on of the median test atso revealed that the '

'se]ected factors of teach1ng experience. years of training, and slze,; -
' of school have 1ittle or no effect on a teacher S tota] work]oad, or

* on the various components comprising a teacher s workload.

In expressing views toward,their actua] workload, the most "

. "often mentioned- comments by teachers dealt with the need to: , (1)_‘



LS

.ation and student correct1ons during’ the regular school day, (3)

227

7 .

. - | . .
reduce the total teacher workload; (2) reduce the amount of .assigned B

A

classroom instruction time and 1increase’ the time for lesson prepar--

o

reduce the’student teacher ratio; (4) keep the variety of d1fferent
subjects and courses taught by a teacher to a,minimm; (5) keep
clerica1 work and supervision to a minimum or better sti]l,’de1egate .
these activitiet to teacher aides. Some concern_was also ewpressed' .

ahout the mental fatigue and exhaustion factors present in-teaching. -

Findings Regarding the Desired

Teacher Workload

The desired work]oad of Newfound]and Central and Regiona1"'
H1gh Sch001 teachers' is presented in Tab]e XC. In compar1son to the _

actual teacher work1oad, s1gn1f1cant 1oad decreases were sought in

'classroom 1nstruct1on, superv1s1on, and c1er1ca1 work in a five-day

week and in a seven-day week. A reduction in the number.of hours de-.

voted to the preparation aof Iessons and materials in a tworday week;
_end was‘reduested' A Tighter total teacher work]oad was aiso 1nd1cated
- for each of the three t1me 1ntervals. The change de51red‘1n the total

_teacher workload for a five-day week was from 39, 25 hours to 35 33

hours, in a two-day weekend from 5.00 hours to 3.00 .hours, \and in a

seven-day week from 43.83 hours  to 38 75 hours. : \
t
T of the seventy-five recommendat1ons g1ven for imp]ement1ng the

desired teacher workload approxxmately ha]f were either w1th1n the

_'Jur1sd1ction of the’ sch001 or within the scope of the schoo1 to exert

some 1nf1uence. The recommendations dealt primar11y w1th the areas -of

teacher,a;signment,uthe organization of thé school day, the.organ1zat1onQ

a: .



B, TV : o : . L ’ Ll . . o .
SRS e L : . N - . . . . ¢
W .
o -
T . N
<7 . P
—— -
. ~
N K

P3N

17
B}

TRBLE xC -

82¢ -

‘ THE DESIRED WORKLOAD OF NEWFOUNDLAND CENTRAL
: N C . AND REGIONAL HIGH SCHOOL TEACHERS
~. ol : FOR A SAMPLE OF 200 TEACHERS
‘Teaching Activities. ‘ 5-Day Week - 2-Day Weekend 7-Day Week
~ Classroom Instruction S 17.80 ST o000 . - 17.50 .
. - =Preparation of Lessons - . < o . . o . Ve
. and Materials .~ . . ~ 7.00 | . 150 ' 8.50
CMarking 5.0 7 w00 o 500
. Staff and Departmental . . i - - R B : o -
“Meetings - e 1.00 ' 0.00 * ‘ - 1.00
© ' Extra-Curricular e ' o o -
" Activities oo 1.50 S - 0.00 .- . ‘ 2.00
. Supervision - o0 T @00 . 0.50
“Clerical Work . =7 col0 000 - 0.00
Miscellaneous Activities .= .00 L v 000 - . ©1.00
Total Jeaching Activities 35,33 3.00 - - . 38.75
1
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of students, and the emp]oyment of volunteer workers Almost h11 of
' the recommendations 1nvo}¥ed no f1nanc1a1 expend1ture

Sixteen of the seventy-f1ve recommenda 1ops dealt w1th matters -
that were mainly within the Jur1sd1ct1on of choolhboards. The de-l
sign of school buildings, the provision of teaching aids, and,steff;
" ipng procedures nere the subject of many of the recommendations’.
Finances would p1ay‘a more significant part in these re&bnnéndétions.'

" The recommendations.that'recurred.most often from the one:

" hundred and n1nety -two teachers 1nvo]ved f1nancia1 expend1ture de-~

__.pendent on the po]ic1es of the Department of Education. A reduct1on
| in éhe student-teacher ratio and the provision pf separate sa1ary
units for teachers not working in the classroom nere,of.greatest con-_.'
" cern to teechers.’ Secondly, a]most-50 percent of the teach%rs'recomma
'endeq that para-professiona1 workers be hired for schooisu

ConcTusions . ‘ . '
' The fo]]owing conc]usions are drawn by-the 1nvestigator based - -
on the responses from a sample of Newfound1and Central’ and Reg1ona1
High School teachers. T )
1. The work]oad of the Newfound]and Centra; end Regiona]
High Schoo] teacher exceeds what is considered to be the
max1mum normal work-week of 40 hours. For some organ1zat10ns,
the 35-hour work-week prevails.: It is'not uhréasonable, |
therefore, that NewfoundTand Cehtral and RegionairHigh'

‘ Schoo] teachers seek a work-week of'38.75 hours.

2. The factors of sex and marital status, subject field,

3.9
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_and average dai]ysstudent contact have an eftect‘on a
teacher's’work]oad- 0n'the othen hand, the factors of
teach1ng experience years ‘of tra1n1ng, and size of \
schoo] hav 11tt1e effect on teacher work]oad ,
3. Newfound]ahd Centra] and Reg1ona1 High School teachers
seek to prdfessiona]ize the1r “occupation.. They wént"to be
. relieved of the mundane and routine* tasks that can be done
- more cheaply and more effeef1ve1y by para profess1ona1
' personnel, Instead teachers desired to spend mdte time X
' >,prepar;nd for the classrobm, correct1ng student work,:
- read1ng profess1ona1 Titerature, and research1ng 1nnoJ;t1ve .
‘practices. In essence, they want time to think and,p]an
". for their work. Suitable offices and work areas need to. -
0 be made available ‘to teachers for these act1v1tles .

5. 4. Teachers seek to give individualized attention to students.’
_However, to accomp]1sh th1s obJectiv s a reasonable student-
s teacher ratio policy must f1rst be 1np1emented. } "
5. The,schoo] administrator has cons1delab1e controi.oVer im-’
proVing:the working conditions of teachers at little or'
| no expense. No indication, however, was. given by teachers
. that definite teacher workload policies are genera]]y in
- effect in- the Central and Reg1ona1 High Schoo]s of _
'hewfoundland g?‘- | - T ] K ’;/(

Recommendations . s R

The fo]]owang recommendations _are based on the find1n§§ and
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' personnel

o

1

v conc]usions as previous1y stated in this chapter -

Cons1derab1e initiative can be taken at the schoo1 Teve]
to‘improve_working conditions for teachers. A satisfied
teacher is'a more effective teacher. }herefore, it 15

recommended that a thorough study of teacher work1oad by

.- the adm1n1strator and the school staff be made to eva]uate e

.the present s1tuat1on and to further determ1ne what can

feasibly be done to- rea11ze the opt1mum work1ng condit1ons o v
Such a study should result in specific teacher work]oad s
po]ic1es derived through consensus; of ail person 1

involved. I

=Cons1derat1on by the Depqrtment of Education needs to be

g1ven to the varying of the type of personnel sa1ary units

allocated to a schoo] Spec1f1ca11y, regu]at1ons need to

- be 1mp1emented a11ow1ng for -the fund1ng of para profess1ona1

T 1 -

A revision of the current method of allocat1ng teashér

sa]ary un1ts to schools needs to be carried out by the

-~ 1

Department of Educat1on with the view in mind of creat1ng Lo ”L

‘-'teaching cond1tions whereby the teacher has responsib111ty

for a reasonable number of students, where the teacher
("

teaches pr1mar11y 1n ‘his area of spec1a]ty, where the

max imum number of subjects taught by a teacher is two and o

L 1

where ‘a teacher is relieved from assfgned c]assroom instruc-'l’

‘rtion for a m1n1mum of 25 percent of the student day.

Sinqe 1t is -the popu1ar view of the general public that

- -

.‘\/‘ ' :"l" ,. ‘-. ‘,
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- teachers have a re]ative]y short work—weeh and since - "'“.

.this is in fact not the case, 1t is recommended that
'teachers individually and co]]ect1ve1y make the p blic

.. aware of what the true work]oad s1tuat1on is with the,
goal in- m1nd of fncreas1ng pub]ic understand1ng of’ the- , ,.
work ofwthe teacher. It is on]y through such 1ncreased
pub11c awareness and understand1ng that government will

7 al]ocate the needed funds to provide for more teachers, ' ¥ .
para-profeSSiOna1 personne], improved educational f; E B :.:; "

LA . . . .
facilities, and adequate supplies of teaching aids.
N4 _‘ - S ~

"Problems For Further Study:

S1nce teacher work]oad is a new area of research 1n Nehfound~ T
Iand and sﬁnce many aspects of teacher woFk]oad are ‘yet to be stud1ed
it ‘f suggested that the fo]]owing two prob]ems re1at1ng to teacher
workload’ be 1nvestigated as soon as possible. 'f-,-’ T '
i 1. 51nce_prov1s1onyfor para-profess1ona1 personnel was a
_ major'concern of teachers in this study, a comparative i
- study needs to be made between schools having parqx\ro- -
‘fessional personne1 and schools not hav1ng para-profess-
1ona1 personne] Such a study would’ J in the effect
~that para-profess1ona1 personne] have on the organ1zat1on :ﬁ \'
'and work activik1es of a teacher s typ1ca1 work~week ‘ 7g o
© 2. The findings of this study relate only to Central and s
o Regiona] H1gh Schoo] teachers. To w1den the range of

know]edge on- the work]oad of Newfoundland teachers, _

. ol
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- :. ' . Teacher Quest;ionnz;\im\a‘~
. Part I
. Persona] and Professional Data
1. Please 1nd1cate your sex,
_____male - . - female.. |
2. P]eade indicate your present mafi;d] sfatUs; ‘(Check one blank onfy).

_____single
_____married
member of re11g1ou£ order |
widow or widower with no dependent children
_____widow or widower ‘with one or more dependent children
_____divorced with no dependent children
_____d1vorced w1§h one or more dependent children

[ S

3. What is your age?

s

____30or under
.31 to 40
41 to.50
.__.__over 50

:4. Please circle the grades taught in your schoo1 Lox o
'.”~K12345678910‘1112' |

5. How many full-time teachers are on the staff ‘of your schoo]?
(Inc]ude yourse]f and the pr1nc1pa1)

-pumber of teachers ' SR

”.‘6. How many years of un1ver51ty tra1n1ng do you have? . Check one ’

’ .

Tess than one year - 4 -4, 9 yedYs
L 1-l.9years . .. . 5 <59 years’
2-2.9years :  _ 6-6.9 years,'

3 7'3.9'years_ . __._ 7 ormore yeafs :.l ' - igm', .

(VAR
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‘7.. Counting the present school year, what is_the total number_of

school years that you.have. been teach1ng7 (Include fract1ons

of a year)
years.

}

- 8. Please 1nd1cate the teach1ng p051t10n that you hold

subject teacher -
____department head

- specialist. (Please state area of spec1al1zat1on below)

spec1a11st
9. Please 1nd1cate the subJect(s), dur1ng your un1vers1ty tra1n1ng,
. that you
" majored in
minared in

" other {specify)

10, How mény class periddsfﬂo yoh spend teaching per week?

— periods per-week. -
11. What is the length of a class period?

minutes.

I

th List the subjects that you are teaching in the present school

year and' the number of class per1ods per week that you spend

. teach1ng each subaect

Subjéects That You Teach

Example: a)_ Histdny : C . a) 14

’ Nﬁmbér of Periods Per Week ' -

periods

b)_Mathematics .~ b)__.~ 16 _

'periods

 periods

periods -

NS WN -

»
A
\

‘periods- .
periods. -
- periods

periods
periodé.

.



13.

14.

15.

study period)

281

What 1s the smallest number’ of students in a class in which you
teach? . (Do not include classes that you on]y superv1se. e.g.

number of students.,

What is the largest number of students ina class in wh1ch you .

teach? (Do not include c]asses that you on]y supervise. e.g.

-fstudy period). L

number of students.
What is the average number of students in your classes?

number' of students. = . . o ..

-9



T Part II o : el
. Your ACTUAL Teacher Workload

Estimate as accurately as possible the total time that you spend on the following’
activities in a typical 5-day school week {Monday through Friday inclusive), 2-day
weekend (Saturday and Sunday), ,and 7-day week (Monday through Sunday inclusive).

e e T - ) " Column 1 Column 2
' '5- day school week |  2-day weekend

16.” Directions:

Column 3

TOTALS-Add Column 1 plus
{Column 2 for 7-day week .

-

_ . : o - o work],o@ ,
* (i) Classroom instruction ' _hours, - minutes.|- Rours, __minutes; _ hour3,\ minutes.
(11) Preparation of Tessons ‘ : ' ' .
. and materials ~ ' __hours, _minutes.| _hours; _ minutes| __ hours, _ minutes.
(111) Marking tests, homework, . 0 R . ' S :
~ assignments, etc. _ _hours,._ minutes.|__hours, _ minutes; _ hours, _ minutes.
(iv) Staff meetings, depart-- _ . : : ' o
.. mental meetings. _hours, _ minutes. |- hours, __m1nutesw _ __minutes.

__hours,

~(v) Extra-curricular ' - ' ' ‘ !
-activities carried on ' R
;after regular class hours. -

(e.g. drama club, athletics) _ hours, _ minutes.| hours, . minutes{ , hours, __minu¥es.
(vi) Supervision (study periods, ‘ L ' R =
corridors, noon hours, ete.) _hours, _ minutes.|_ hours, _ minutes;.__hours, _ minutes.’
" (vi1) Clerical work (e.g. miieo- ' . '
. graphing, registers, : St . -
~selling tickets) __hours, ‘minutes.| hours, _minutes; _ hours, _ minutes. .
(viii) Miscellaneous (e.g. P.T.A., e ' '
- parent conferences, student A , ’ _ R
conferences, -etc.) - __hours,”__minutes.|_ hours, __minutes| . hours, _ minutes.
“TOTALS" ' - HOURS, __MINUTES.|__HOURS, __MINUTES| . _HOURS, __ MINUTES.

4

22



17. What are your views concerhing the actual teacher workload that
you have? (Please be as specific as possible). {
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T L Part ITI
: DESIRED Teacher workload

¢

"~ -18. Directions:. Please 1nd1cate the teacher workload. that you consider to be desirable by f11T1ng )
' - ‘out the table below.: ‘ N

_ “Column 1 1 - Column 2 ' Column 3. |
% " 5-day school week 2-day weekend TOTALS-Add Column 1 plus
e T ' - Column 2 for 7-day week
. . . - ’ . - workioad
(1) Classroom instriction - . __hours, _ minates.| _ hours, _ minutes.| _ hours, _ minutes.
' (11) Preparation of lessons = ' = - o .‘ ‘ _ o 5 .
‘ and materials ' © _-hours, _minutes.| _hours, _ minutes.|  _hours, _ minutes. -
. (i11) Marking tests, homework, ' L . . L.
.. - assignments, ete. ~. _hours, _minutes.| _ hours, __minutes.| _ hours, _ minutes. ¢
(iv) Staff meetings, depart- : N R . ‘
: menta1 meetings, ) __hours, minutes.| _ hours, _ minutes.| _ hours, . minutes:.
_(v) Extra-curricular = ' . ' ‘
' activities carried on oL .
after regular class hours. ' - : s,
~ {e.g. drama chub,- ath]etics) hours, _ minutes.| _ hours, _ minutes.| _ hours, _ minutes.
(vi). Supervision (study periods, S I . o
- corridors, noon hour, etcf) __hours, _ minutes.| - hours, _'minutes.| ;_houk;, __minutes.
(vii) Clerical.work (e.g. mimeo- . : T ' '
graphing, registers, . - . ) - :
K . setling tickets) __hours, __minutes.| _ hours; __minutes.| -_ hours, - minutes,
" (vi11) Miscellaneous (e.g.” P.T. A, . . o ' i
, . parent cmferences, student P . - -
conferences, etc. . __hours, _ minutes.| _ hours, minutes. _hours,.__minutes. !

| .TOTALS = - . . HORS,._MINUTES.| __HOURS, _MINUTES. © __HOURS, __MINUTES.

o

° ¥e
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19.

20.

- 245

What recommendations would -you suggest to 1mp1ement the des1red
teacher workload ‘that you mdicated in questwn 18? (P]ease be

as specific as poss1b1e) -

.

'

Any add1t1ona1 comments r'egardmg teacher workload that you may -
wish to make. . : ' _

B T















