A FOLLOW-UP STUDY Of STUDENTS WHO COMPLETED A CODURSE
IN THE TEACHING OF SECONDARY ENGLISH AT
MEMORIAL UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND
BETWEEN 1962 AND 1972

GERTRUDE W, E. GOSSE







AL
it RPN

.‘{AQ 3 ]-975
"fp b‘*
N ;’"9.‘?:.4:, Uﬁlﬁw\\v

A{'_-_i_‘f'FOUNﬂLB i

-'j‘

—







v 8 .-
v
- .
T .
. y R s
. -
"
X '
a
A
. o ,
t ! N
x
> .
. A
’ o
. »

n

A ALLOW-UP STUDY OF STUDENTS WHO COMPLETED A COURSE

IN THE TEACHING OF SECONDARY ENGLISH "
AT,MEMORIAL'UNIVERSI?Y OF"NEWFOUNDLAND ‘
BETWEEN 1962 AND 1972
. | I g D

- " A THESIS
o _PRESENEED To .
| THE FACULTY ‘OF EDUCATION

MEMORIAL UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND

v IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT
OF THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEGREE PR T
MASTER OF, EDUCATION S L

1 ? .
..

.B¥: S

GERTRUDE W. E. GOSSE: - ... ,

' MARCH 1974 P T :

> .




. : * ’ v - /
ABSTRACT ° =+ _—" S

' ./

e

' The purpose of thls’Study was two-fold'- to ascertaln
the locatlon of,alI/the students who between 1962 and 1972
coﬁpleted a partlcluar course in the teachlng of Engllsh at
the secondary level,_wrth a view to flndlng out -if they_are_
presently.teachia in thehfield of English; and secondly |
" to determine-thJFi;:;ct-which this course ‘has had on the
teachlng of English at the high school level |

Questlonnalres were malled to 304 persons’.. The

ihformation received was compiled in tbe followrng manner..;'
Quéstions pertaining to- the respondentsf personal andnproj
feSSiopal backgrdurrd,presen_t position,- and plans for the
'futdre were set out in tabular form-ﬁsing frequency.and
percentages. The responses‘to the second part of. the |
questionnalre which asked the respondents to express theirl
'oplnlon of the course were set out in contingency tables "and
.a chi squafe‘was computed.; Eighteen hypotheses were formulateo )

and the significancej/evel was set at .05. All recommendations

which respondents made for 1mprovement of the cofirse were

'iplaced in an Appendlx and those recommendatlons whlch were

mentloned most frequently appear in the main body-of thls report;

) o

Flndlngs revealed an acd%ptance of the null hypotheses'
"in alz but two cases. Both of these concern the effectlveness

of the course. There was a‘51gn1f1cant difference in responseS'

given by those.who teach English onlyﬂand those Wio teach
| | 'f'li I . ,': NT

” ¢ . . LR

n')\‘f :
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English and other subjects, and also between responses given

¢
by the respondents who took the course durlng a summer and -

1 3

~ those 'who took the course durlng an academic year.

' In 4ddition to the mdiled questionnaires, 23 of the .
N S e :

subjects were interviewed at Mjmorial University during the

Summer Session of 1973. Nine of these were non—respondents._
In the-case of the 14 respondents a rank order correlation '

coeff1c1ent was computed in order to flnd out the relatlonshlp

1

. between responses given in May ‘and those given the second time. ;j

Ap (rho)of .82 was determined. Answers glven by non- respondents

were comparable to those of respondents.

One of the major criticisms of the course was 'that

'too much material was 1ncluded and therefore not enough time

was avallable for in depth study of each main toplq., Reading
was a topic which loﬁ'respondents.said heeded greater enphasis,,
The phonology of”English was least understood'by 72, respondents.

A reason given for- this was 1ack of llngulstlc background -
. . \
The main. p01nt which comes through in. this, study 1s

t

the neces51ty for a revision of the preparatlon program for

teachers of Engllsh. A 51ngle methods course is not sufflclent.

,More required courses must be made part of the student S program.

Among these should he 1ncluded Readlng in the high school

fy

Adolescent Literature, and two baSlc courses in Llngulstlcs.

-,

Further reséérch*has been suggested in the field of
.l

Engllsh as well as other subjects ‘areas.. SucH pro;ects ‘as - 'é;

comparatlve studles,'lnrserv1ce tralnlng for Engllsh teachers,'

N

-, and Junlor'ngh Schooldbrogramsjcould'reveal very worthwhlle

. information. ' ‘
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English,to hlgh school students.

Chapter li

o '
]

». " INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND
'The present report is the result of an'investigation

-

conducted at Memorial University of Newfoundland during 1973.

Between the years 1962 and 1972 a course known as
the teaching of Engllsh at the secondary level was offered

to prosPectlve teachers at Memorlal Unlver51ty of Newfoundland

'~ThlS course jis still in ex1stence, though certaln changes
.have been made. The course began as’ Education 413 but in

1966 was changed to Educatlon 414. Follow1ng the adoption

of the semester system by Memorlal Unlver51ty in 1970,

v

.-the course was divided into’ two parts, Educatlon 4L40

(The Teaching of English Language'and Combpsition in the’
Secondary School) and Education 4141 (The Teaching of'

Literature’in, the Secondary School) It was ‘decided to do

‘a follow-up study involving all 304 students who had taken

the course durlng the 196211972 perlod.

PROBLEM AND PURPOSES ~©

. 4 ¢
" . . - - «
r . f ‘e

The problenrwastn determine ‘how effectlve the course '
P

had been over the years 1n preparing teachers to teach

The primary purpose of this.study'was,to determine;

§

L, - R . . T . o . .
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.2.
"the impact the course hes,hed on the_teéching of English.
How well does this course prepare students to teach high
school English in Newfoundland schools?

' - The secohdary,purpose was to find out where all .
.thESe former.students are agd what they are doing. what
are their qualificatiohs\ano experience? How many arel

actually teaching high school English?' How many -have taken

3
N ]

jobs outside the teaching profession?
ol - - . |
Thirdly, respondents were asked tq list some suggest-.

ions.or recgmmendations they would make to improve the

~

course. Having had a year or more of teaching experience

they were in a better position to view strengths and weak-
nesses of the course.

LIMITATIONS e o,

b

The study is llmlted to one partlcular methods . .
. course in the teaohlng of Engllsh.. It is concerned only w1th
those'students who have taken the course up to and including
the summer of 1972. . o

It is further 11m1ted in that, of the Spec1f1c
population of 304, approx1mately 70 percent -are prESently |
teachlng. Not_all of these, however, ere teaohlng English at_.af'
the high school level (grades 7. to 12). Not-ell, therefore,
responded to Sections B and/or C'of the ouestioﬁnéire. .

. The findings are:based solely on data from-Question;'
naires sent to all former students and from,lnformation W;

recelved £rom 1nterv1ew1ng a small sample
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' Despite these limitations it is hoped that valuable .
' information concerning Strengths and weaknésses of the

course has resulted from the investigat;ont
HYPOTHESES AND QUESTIONS

Thé following eighteen hypotheses.based on Rarts I.
and II of Section B of the questionnarie were formulated. |
The first nine concern Part I, the respondents' attitudes
" towards the course. ﬁumbers ten te eighteen concernVPert |
- II, the effectiveness of the course as viewed b§ the same’ .

. respondents after having spent some time in the classroom.

N

N s — ' ’ - .
Hypotheses Concerning Respondents' Attitudes Towards the Course

' ) " :
1. There is no difference éétpeen male and female

résponses// :
’
2. There is no dlfference between the responses of -

those who had teaching experience prior to taklng the course
_and those who had no teaching experlence - ' .,

3 There is no dlfference between the responses of

those who presently.haVe,l-G years teachlng experience and
- those who have more‘than 6-years teaching experience. |

" 4. There is no dlfference between the responses of
those who have. completed one or more related Engllsh Education

' Courses and thOSe who have not.

»

B f . ’ ; ' .' - b .
5. There is no-difference between the responses of = - B
those'who have completed one or more linguistics courses and
. L ' 4 C ‘
those who have not.

{a

6. There 13 no difference between the responses of

K
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- those who'hévestwo or more degrees and those who have;one'
. deéree-or less. ‘ e
7. There is no difference between the reséonses of 3\

- those who took the course prlor to the™ summer of 1970 and

those who took the oourse Wetween the summers of 1970 and

i3

1972. o _ . ' -
8. There is no-difference between the responses of

those who teach only'pﬁglish and those who teach English .

.

and other subjects.

»

9. There is no difference between the responses'of

those who took the course during & summer session and those

who took the course during a regular academic year. , o

Hypotheses Concerning the Effectiveness of the.Couree
IlO. There'ie‘no diffe}ence'betﬁeen male and female.
resPQnses. N o _-', : I 5
11. The?e is hb_difference.batween~thefrespohees~of '
those who. had teaching experience prior to taking the pourse
'and'those.who had no.teaching_ekperience.
' .12;'There is no difference between the reeponseS'of
those who presently have 1-6 years teéching ekperiénE?-end '//////()/

those who have more thane6 years teaching experience.

13. Theré is no difference between the responses of

those who have completed one or more related English Education.
- P . . ’ . #

Courses and those who have not.” - :_ . -
14. There is.no dlfference between the responses of "

those who have completed one or more 11nguistlcs courses and

o those who have not. L o
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15. There is no difference between the responses of S
E those who have two or more degrees and those who. have one

a

degree'or'less.

/

. ~ . 16.‘There is no differenoe between the responses of
those whao toogtthe course prior to the summer of 1970 and

those who took the course between the summers.of 1970 and

»

1972, .

i7. There is no difference between the responses of

»

those who teach only Engiish and those who teaqh English

and other subjects.

>

18. There is no difference between the responses of *
: those who took the course durlng a summer session and those

who took the course during a regular academlc year.
i
. . . {
QueBtions o S : i o .
' - . . ‘ " - %
» The answers to the following questions were
’ )
T obtained from responses given by respondents in Sections.A
“/and C of the questiornaire. ) - ,
11.*_ | o - i .
- o ¥ A. Recommendations - ' '

L 1. What suggestions are there for 'improvement?

.2. What topics need more emPhaeie?

-

_ . 3. Wh can be omltted? S : - b
4. Are there tOplCS whlch should Be included but
are not? ,

: \
" 5. How often should a methods course be evaluated?'

_ | ~ B. Attfitlon Rate . . U
. 1. How many are actually teachlng Engllsh in the
high school? : :
-2, How manyzhave:§5Ught-fobe eleewhere;in‘educetion?

e
»




6
3. How many have sought jobs in.other fields? °
4, How many have gone on to do graduate work?

5. What reasons do" respondents give for leavxng
the teaching profe551on? '

n

‘Y DEFINITIONS o Lo

The course: Unless otherwise specified the course refers to

Education 413, Education 414, and Education

4140 and Education '4141. Therefore; for some
v .

\ ‘former students the term the course will mean].'t

[

Education 413, - whereas for others it will = ,

‘mean Edpcation 414 or Education 4140 & 4141,

b

ﬁ'English:' For purposes of this study English means all
e \

aspects of language, literature and composxtlon

~abk dealt with in the course. . . . e

i
- -

High School: Unless otherwise stated High School means

\ - | : . . ) i , )
grades 7 to 12. (Grade 12 is included because
.some former stuaents are now living in other

proﬁinces which have grade 12.) B
B \’ . . ) I

e




.Chapter 2
REVIEW :OF RELATED- RESEARCH AND LITERATURE

' There is nothing new about‘follow—up studies..
Numerous 1nvestlgatlons of this sort: have been carried out
at other unlver51t1es in Canada and the Unlted States, but
" : most of them have dealt with hlgh school students. similar -
studies have been conducted in other universities, but in
many cases the approach was somewhat dlfferent from that of

the present study.

The studies' which the investigator has chosen to-

I
—~

‘review for this chabter have been divided tnto two"categories —_
.those‘involvinq total‘pre—service programs, and those-involving,
isingle cour se evaluation;l It will-be'seen throughout'the'
‘chapter how.the procedures and'techniques used in these .

-surveys are similar to those used in the present study.

& . . . " .
‘. Pre-Service Programs ' _ E N
1.

sister Mary Perpetua Kennedy dld a doctoral dis-
sertatlon on the pre—serv1ce training of secondary school
teachers in. the prov1nce of Newfoundland Sister Kennedy S,

" study is very comprehen51ve and encompasses not only an

examination of the teaching programs at: Memorlal s1nce 1949,

: : 1Mary Perpetua Kennedy, "An Evaluat;ye Study of

the Preparatlon of Secondary School Tedchers in the Province
o of Newfoundland, Canada" (unpublished Doctor's dlssertatlon, R
P . The Cathollc Un1versxty of Amerlca, 1968) o :

i



.out the study were that there be stricter requirements for

| . ' . ; ~
| . ‘ - , .
i .‘ ) 8

but also involves a look at the structure of the prov1n01al

3

Department of Educatlon,'together with a rev1ew ‘'of practices

in .some other Canadian provinces. Questlonnalres were

©

sent to teachers, prlncrpals, school supervisors and.super—
intendents. Analysis of data showed that certain areas of
the teacher- educatlon program needed strengthening. Among o
these was the suggestion ‘that a more practlcal approach in

professional courses be taken. Two trends evident through-"
. ‘:3 . “ .

selection of candidates for the teaching profession and secondly

that there be greater emphasis placed on grade level (prlmary,

elementary, high school) during teacher training. _Slster

Kennedy was_concerned w1th-the totaltpreparation proéram

of secondary school teachetrs, together with teaching practices

and techniques, whereas.this study is limited to finding out |
. ST O

the effects of .one specific methods course on the teaching

g

of hlgh school Engllsh . - ‘

2

Vlrglnla C.. Jones dld a follow-up study on the

profe551onal preparatory program of the UnlverSLty dé

. Nebraska at Omaha. The procedure of the present study is

similar to hers, with one major exception. Her assessment -

was of the teacher program, whereas this study concerns one

course. Jones-determined the location of the graduates,

‘ascertained their occupational and professional status,

2V1rglnla C. JOnes, "A Follow~Up Study of Unlversity
of Nebraska at Omaha Students Who Met Secondary Level Teacher
Certification Requirements 1964 Through 1969" (unpublished °

Master of Arts the51s, Unlver51ty of Nebraska at, Omaha, 1971) .-



. \.. [ 9
.obtained their personal assessment of the program and solicited

. . v [] ‘. ~ N :
recommendations and reactions. A questionnaire\was mailed. to

" the graduates of the five year period 1964-1969. \Of the 376

who responded 250 were classroom teachers. Nedrly 60 per cent

of the respondents had taken courses beyondjthe bach

than the bachelor's level. Ratings of_the preparation am
were generallp favourable.. A large number recommended th tT
- more practical and relevant course work be given:
Geraldine M. iajlor3_conducted a similar.invest-
igation concerning the contribution made by-the General
Teacher Education Program designed to prepare classroom
teachers at the Uhiversity ovahode'Island. She mailed out
gnestionnaires,to 423‘gradnates. Respondents regarded
professional preparation adequate. Student teaching seemed-
to be the most effective part of the program. At the time
\}“the study 68 per cent were engaged 1n teaching. The
methods and materials course at the .elementary level was
more useful than the course offerlng at the secondary level.

A
Not many requndents 1ndicated suggestions for making o

improvements.

Nelson'4 did .a follow-up study on all‘graduates of - - ,

)

3 Geraldine, M. Taylor, "A Pollow-Up Study of the Teacher
Education Program -at the University of Rhode Island for the
Years: 1963 Through 1967 Inclusive" (unpublished Master of’ -
Arts. in Education thesis, . Univer51ty ‘'of Rhode Island 1969).

4 Jack 1. Nelson, "Graduates of a Secondary Education o
Program, " Improving College and UniverS1ty Teaching, XIV
(Spring, 1966), 116- 17.

h
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the Master -of Arts in Secondary Teaching Program of the/Zos
\Angeles State Cellege. This was part of a’cchtznuous.follow
up study and was based on the five year period 1956-1961.

Questionnaires were sent-to 247 graduates for the purpose

-l ”—"’

of obtalnlng 1nformat10n regardlng their status anad thelr
oplnions of the'teacher'program.' Positive responses far

out-weighed negative responses. About 35 per cent commented_f
on the high quality of the faculty. About 40 per cent pointed

. out weaknesses within the classes: assignments, impracti-

caiity, repetitionland group work. ' T

. Other studies similar to the above have been’
'carried out uith comparable results. Some prospective e
teachers have considered their 'preparation programs adequate,

while others have been negatlvely crltlcal of their profess-

‘ional training. Two studies'poncerning"the preparation of
. 4 . o "
English teachers were conducted in Montana and Alabama, .

I

Both of these are summarlzed in the Dlssertatlon Abstracts

Internatlonal, by Mehta5 and Hil1®, S . '"_ )

Slngle Course Evaluation

- .
' Spalghts'l conducted a study 1nvolv1ng 172 students

s o " ' x

’ 5MOhinder Paul Mehta;?"A Study of Preparatlon Programs o

for Secondary School English Teachers at the:'Universities and . :

"Colleges of Montana,” Dissertation Abstracts Internatlonal, o

XXXI(March 1971), 4603-A. e i Sl _ -
6 : '

: James ‘David Hlll, "A Study of the Profe551on Prepar—‘
atlon of,Efjglish Teachers in Certain Alabama Secondary Schools,"
Dissertatio Abstracts International, XXX (January, 1970), . o
2881~A-2882-A. . R o

7

Ernest Spalghts, "Students Appraise Teachers' Methods , ‘eah
'and Attitudes," Improving College and Unlver51ty Teachlng, C
XV . (Winter, 1967), 15-17. , , . : '

!




- his own. In rev1ew1ng surveys tha;,héve been carrled out

Bt 8 James Bosco, "Reactions* of Students Toward Education

1

enroled in the course "Introduction to the Study of

Education“ at’ the Ohlo State Univer51ty. LHis spec1fic ' o

purpose was to determr?e if hlgh achieving students view

k]

instructors me £hods and . attitudes more favourably than do

-
-

low achieving students; The students were asked to:give
information regarding their faculty, major f}eld grade

point average, quarters in attendance at Ohio State

v

Unlver51ty and to give  'yes! or no answers on a twenty

F

item test; ~Both types of students said too much emphas1s

* was placed on the’ lecture method. 'More high achieving ¥

students than low achievipg students favoured a deviation.

~from traditional methods; Fewer high achieving students

than low achievihg students saw instructors with'undesirablef\\i::sf
traits. More'high achieving studénts-than low achieving
students favoured closer faculty student contact.

. James Boscoe"comments on a number of studles which

have already ‘been conducted in the area of student reactlon '

toward education courses and also reports on a study of . '~ -

~

“o -t <

by. various researchers, Bosco noticed w1de @1screpanc1es
'in the results. On the one hand were students who 111ustrated ¢
strong approval for education courses, while on the other | |
.hand were students who condemned education courses and stated

©

they_d:g‘hxt adequately prepare them to be effective teachers. : -

-~

- Courses, " Improving College and University Teachlngp,xx
(Spring, 1972), 128 31 .

e
Q




Dlssatlsfled Wlth the flndlngs of these researchers, Bosco . .
oy . :
set about to determlne whlch varlable would be the best :

predlctor of attltude toWang profess10nal courses. He chose: . Co

i &

.three 1ndependent varlables-—grade p01nt average, educatlonal

bellefs, and type of currlculum rElghty—elght students were
chosen from the clésses of three instructorsﬁ"These students e,
a v . o '

. -were enroled in the last oourse of a sequence entltled?r‘ , " .
S . .
"School and Soc1ety" Two typed of tests were admlnlstered
" ’ e . .
. to them and thelresuhgs computed It was_ determined tHat

’ * —
-e-

' 3 per cent of the varlance 1n attltude towards profe551ona10 ' 21 o
courses was accounted for by the three varlables whlle ' ™
', ° n? - . ! ¥

97 .per .cent was not explalned Except for-the correlatlon ' Co

between bellefs -and grade polnt average Wthh was’ 51gn1f1-
e,k )
_cant at<the .05 level, none of the_relatlonshLPS‘was-91gn1~ : .-

St . . L ) »

‘fitant. Bosco concluded that the three Varigbles did not - /.

[

help to dlfferentlate students who 1nd1cate satlsfactlon w1th .

educati ion, courses from those who 1nd1chte dlsfavour.- b

1

’ v

Bosco explalns ‘these flndlngs by saylng that, student ]
experi ces with educatlon courses are vastly dlfferent and

¢,)that~‘,_tudent w1ll rate a course accordlng to the experlence Lo

L o &

he has Had in that course or w1th°related courses. -Further-

more, Bosco states that experiences provided for'students by

u

' professors;are{significantly different. ‘ne concludes'that..f

. other variables in aasimilar‘study could provide useful N

N A “ - ' . ' . ,-’ ‘ I ) 3 ’
“information. - -+ - T . o PO
. A ' L S - : o« .t } o

.- »olr e . 9 ' ' ) a » ! . - . - ' ) '
. %", Summary - fff e S T e o -

T .
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b "qgi. It s ev1dent from the studies thag have already.
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been conducted in the area of teacher—preparatlon that - .

prospectlve teachers are concerned about the tralnlng they

< .are receiving.

Undoubtedly, manyfchanges have taken place

ds a result of these studles and such changes must be

. part of a contlnuous process. "

opportunities. for evaluatlon and 1mplementat10n of suggest—

" Unless un1vers1t1es prov1de'

ions made through evaluatlon,_they fall ;n thelrlresponSL—

blllty to the student body.

o

B

¢

The writer believes that, the results of the present

~

\

study can do much‘toward improving thé situation at
Memorial University of,Nveoundland;

4

w?

+

'-5t is to be expected

‘that certain findings will be simildr to those of previous

’

';studies,,but ascthese findings'concern the local situation

¢ L]

; ~ they will have greater meaning for teachers whose work and

. interest are in Newfoundland schools.

re " * . ¢
though the primary concern here is with one specific course,

g

‘Furthermore; even
. X s

L3

responses will probably reveal weaknesses in other aspects

of the preparatlon program whlch would neCes51tate a review

v of the- total program ﬁor hlgh school Engllsh teachers

/

" pregently ‘in effect at Memorlal Unlver51ty.
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’ ‘Chapter '3
METHOD OF INVESTIGATION, . .
_ . DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECTS

All thé students who completed the.methods course 7 ,

_in the teachingwof;ﬁnglish between 1962 and the summer of

1972 make up. the 'subjects of this 'study. A list of 304
nameg\wag provided‘by.the_instructor who taught the'eourse

duking that period, and the'addresses of these former .

students were obtained from the Registrar's Office of the

A

univeréit?,'the Department»of Education and other government

departments.“ Numerous telephone calls were made and

several letters ertten in an effort to trade all the

.students., By. the m;ddle of April all students had been

"located.- . i T ' .

¢ - — —

DESCRIPTION OF INSTRUMENT

i ° -. & ) 1] . ' * " A - |
A questlonnalre con51st1ng of three sect;onS'was

':prepared; Section A asked the respondent tO;flll in certain -

n

-information concernlng present occupatlon, educatlon and’

experience; Sectlon B dealt with specific questlons about

A}

" the course, and_Section c asked the respondent to llSt

suggestions he or ‘she would make to 1mprove the course. 'A:

" copy of the questlonnalre 1s included in the Appendlx.

The questJ.onna:Lre was approved by three professors

"~ and three graduate students. Follow1ng;thls a copy of the - .

.. - PN . . . . BN
14 : U e Rl ,
. N e S o
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questlonnalre together with two coverlng letters was malled
to elght teachers in the St. John's area for a rellablllty
check. These eight_were chosen randomly, from'the:304.
After a period of approximately ten days all the question-
'naires were-returned dnd shortly thereafter a second copy-
of the qdestionnaire was delivered, this time to the six

- ) o
who were English teachers. It was learned that the other .

two were physical'educatlon teachers and:rthe writer saw

no point .in asking them to complete the'qﬁeetionnaire a
second time. The six teachers were~told'wny they were being
- asked to answer the,questionneire again and gracléusly "
complled.' A rank order correlation coefficient was coﬁpdted"
~on the two results and a p (rho) of .9 was obtained.

The writer met with two members of her thesis : .. . -
committee.during the first week in April te get final
apprbvaliand'on Apri1'23rd the.questionnaire was»ready'for.
-printingf

-

] o ) ' ] o ' o K ’ 0N

PROCEDURES AND METHOD OF ANALYSIS ..  — = .- |
~.During'thetla5§‘week &n.April, 296 questionnaires

accompanied-by 4 lettér"6f7tran5mittal and a letter»from

<)

re

-Dr. G. Murphy, Head of the Department of Currlculum and

'Instruction, Memorlal Unlversity of Newfoundland, were
“mailed to the subjects. On' May 19th a reminder card was
'sent to those who had not'responded,- Coples of the letters

- and card arjlinélﬁded in the Appendix. Beglnnlng«the last

week in May elephone calls were made to ‘many - who had not . Jl-gpf;g

'replled and 1n a number of cases second questlonnaires were :
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sent out. .

During the last week in July a personal interview |
was carried out with 23 of the subjects who were attending
i . , -
' Summer School at Memorial. Fourteen of these were respond-

1 4

e - ents and nine were non—respondents. The respondents were
asked to-fill in part of the questionnaire again and to

comment on a few questions mainly péttaining to suggestions

they had made when'they first answered the questiopnaire
. in”April or May. The non-respondents were asked qhestions
similar to some of those which appeared on the original:

‘questionnaire. A copy of the questionnaire'usedfwith non-

respondents is in the Appendix. , : 5& ' .

4

A more detailed analysis is given in Chapters 4

'f, %{ and: 5, together w1th various tables whlch 111ustrate the

z

;~f’J¥f//,,//’/8utcome of the survey. Each %Pestlon in Sections A and B ,

of the questionnaire is analysed separately, using totals . .
and“bercentages; The hypotheees whbch were stated in Chapter
1 have been analysed in the form of contlngency tables,"
using Chi Square. Part I of Section C of’the questlonnalre
has been tanulated in the same-manne@ as Section A. All -

'recdmmendations for improvement of the'course have been

put in the Appendix with suggestlons Wthh appeared - most

.‘frequently being reported in Chapter 5. Cgmments which

weré written in all three sections of the questionnaire

oy L,
7 N “ . : ! . L

. ‘have been reported in Chapter' 5. ' - = e
" "') . .. " .
ThE' 1nterv1ew data were treated as follows. "In.
v the case of respondents, a rank order correlatlon coefflclent

’was cgmputed using the ‘two separate totals obtalnedlfrom"](,ﬂ,

. 4 . . . Vo ,os . .
. L . . R T N . [ [ S
- . . N . ; . B .
AN . . . , f - . . - LS B
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responses given in April and July. 1In addition to this
comments and criticisms made by both respondents and non-
‘respondents are listed in Chapter 5. : : o

[
? »
0y .
Yy — -
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Chapter 4

ANALYSIS OF DATA I ‘
/ C Y

This chapter is divided into two ma1n sectlons.

1

The’ flrst sectlon presents the responses to Sectlons A,

-

'B, and C of the questlonnalre in tabulated form.‘ Each

" table shows both frequency and per cent. The second section '

-

deals 'with the hypotheses stated in Chapter 1.
RESPONSES TO SECTIONS'A, B, AND C

. The response to the questlonnalre was gratlfylng.

A total of 218 out of 296 subjects responded. This is.

. ) . o
»approximately 74 per cent. .The following tables illustrate

the responses givén to each question in Sections A, B,

and Part I of C T . - .
\ Table 1 shows that 131-or 60 per cent of the

respondents were male and the rema:m:.ng 87 or @40 per ce_né

,were female. In)the total humber of 304 who took the

, [ -
course 59 per-cent\z?re male. -‘-/

e
“




. - Table 1 | |
- Respondents by Sex
Sex. - S Frequency Per Cent
Male . A 131 . - 60
Female o : . o - 87. ‘ _ 46
Total ‘ . - , 218 © - 2100 c
Table 2 illustrateé the size of the communities
in which respondents presently reside. The majority of
respondehtq came from qommupiﬁies that were Qithe; lésé~ . ' '
than 5,000 or over 50,000. It is interesting to note
"that. 78 have chosen to-live in éitied( Most of these are
residing in St. John's, Newfoundland. . . _ :
Table 2 R
Respondents by Place of Residence
. According to Size of Community
Sizé of Community -, - ' . Frequency .' .. Per Cent
Less than 500 : T 22 ‘ 10
| 501-5,000 . . - 68 31
5,001-10,000 . L o 34 .16
10,001-50,000 . . R S A
over 50,000 - L1 . 36 L
‘Total . [ oo 218100 ’
-y ] . I X N .-:I
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The. various occupations of resppndents are listed

"in Table 3. It will be seen that 79 per cent ‘are p;esentl&

in the teaching field either as teachers, adﬁinistrato;s.qr
cbnsultanﬁs. 'If'wiyl be noted that twelve of the respondents’
are physical education teachers. ‘The physicél education
program presently in éffecf at Memorial UniQersity allows'
the student'ﬁolchodsé a second méjdr field from a variety

of aéadgmic suﬁjeéts.” It is possible that these 12 phfsical
educatiop tgachérs have their second maior in Englisﬁ. .

LI
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Table 3 .,

,0ccupations/of Respondents

21

Total _ v-é

218

Occupation Frequency ' - Per Cent
Teachers of"English Grades 7-12 37 \ 17
Teachers of Engllsh and Other ‘

~Subjects 49 22
English Teachers-Adult Education 3 1

‘ Englieh Instructors-Post , o
Secondary 5 2
Teacher-Librarians 2 . -1
University Professors 2 :i
'Primary and Elementary Teachere' -i5 ' 7 -
Teachers of Subjects Other Than t

Engllsh 10. 4
Pr1nc1pals and V1ce-Pr1n01pals 16 ‘ 7
Superv1sors, Consultants, : |
Specialists 6 3
Physical Education Teachers 12 6 ..
Special.Edﬁcation.Teaehers 7 3
'Substituff Teaqhers' N .8 4
Part Time Teachers'.‘ .‘2 }‘
Undergraduate Student54' ’lé. "6
Graduate Studeneé ‘ 9: ’4
Housew1ves - K 6 3

’ Other (In Jobs Out51de of Teaching) 17 . 8
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Table 4 illustrates the size of Ehelsdhool in whikh
requndénts who are teachers spent the yeaf 1972-1973.
For the.moét part the total 163 indicates the ngmber of
teachers who were teaching full time, Most of the stiper-
visors, consultants, gnd.speciélists were not attaéhed‘to
any partiéular schéoi and,éubstitute teachers are usually.
hired b; a 5chodl'boar§ and called to go to the school that (
" needs them at the time. ’
Table 4 ’ -

m

Size of, School in Which Respondents Who Are Teachers
_Tqught During the Year 1972-1973

Size of Scﬁool by,Enroiment - Frequency  Per Cent
Less than 100 " N v 2. . 1
100-300 . .. T s . 32
301-500 . - . "-€45_-" 2
501-800 - . R 23
Over 800 .. a o Y T 16
Total - - L \I o 163 - 100 .

L

Tébié.5 indicétes_thé\degrees and diplomas held by .
respondents. ﬁinety-qur or 43 per cent hold the,conjointn'.
degfee B.A. B.Ed. Appro%imétely 70 per cent’h;ldltwéfaeérees

. or ﬁore. ‘About sixiper centlhave;?ecéived a g;aduaté dipiéma
" ér.pqst graduate degree. Table 21 (b) on page 36 shows that |

many of the respondents intend to do post graduate work.
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7 . Degrees by Respondents : K
: - L
. : _ Y :
Degree or Diploma - - - Frequency Per Cent
No Degree or Diploma " 22 10;0
. Certificgte in Fine Arts .1 ~—3 0.5
_B.A. : | o S 8.0
B.A. B.A. (Ed.)- o 237 - 10.5
/ . . -
\/ U

! ' B.A.(Ed.) . | B 10.5
B.A. B.EA.. - - 94 . 43.0
B.A.(EQ.) or B.Ed. + B.P.E. ST 6.0

' ' B.A. + Diploma in Education T . 1.0
.B.A;.(H;ns.) C : E | 1 . 0.5
B.A. (Hons.) B.Ed. B 2 L 1.0 .
‘B.A. B.Ed. + Certificate . e 2 ;" 1.0
B.A. Th.B. S R | 0.5
3 Bachelor's Degrees : .. S T I

2 Bachelor's Degrees + Grad. .
Diploma : D 4 2.0

' One or More Bachelor's Degrees , . : )
+MA' OrMEd. . . . ® 9 ‘\' 4-0_

At
B.Ed. M.A. Ph.D. S 1 0.5 /.
: Total . - 218 .~ 100.0
| . : 2
§ - "
S ' .
] Y . e G\ ‘ '
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- TPable 6 indicates the teaching certificates held by

lrespondents; .Seventy-three per cent hold a grade fivé,:six;

or seven certificate. None of the respondents-has a .
certlflcate below grade three and the fourteen who‘have no
certl}lcate are non- teachers.' In Newfoundland, teachlng
certlflcatee are granted to prospecérve{teachers.on the basis
of. their univefsity training For example, a teacher

holding a grade three certificate has completed the first
three years of an approved teacher—educatlon program. I
Usuallyy the grade number. of the certlflcate 51gn1f1es the
number of years the teacher has spent in attendance at a -
uclver51ty. JIn add;zlon to thls, the candldate must fule

£fill certain degree requirements if he wishes to receive | .

-a teaching certificate beyond the gfade four level.

Table 6 i T S
Teaching Certificates Held by Respondents

:Teaching Certificate . "' Frequency ' Per Cent’ 3 &5
No Certificate - S 1 | 6 f
Grade 3 : : L 10 , 4
Grade 4 . .- : 36 17
Grade 5 | RV I 1 44

. Grade'6 ' - . .55 25

- ~J l.' .‘ P . l . o < )

Grade 7. = ' I \Ng 8 - 4

Tctal . B ' . : - 218 - ﬂ”;' Hido v
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Table;7 shows the respondents' major subjects.
Abont'éz per cent have English as their only major subjectﬁ

or Engllsh comblned w1th another,subject.. Other subjects

’w1th Engllsh 1ndluded Phllosophy, History, Latln, Phy51ca1

Education and Rellglous Studies. The sub\\bts taken as

majors by 21 students covered a wide range. Among them

were Psychology, History, French and Sociology:

Table 7 .

Major Suhjectsxlndicated by Reepondents

Subjeet of Maj?r B L Frequency Per' Cent :
' 5 ) > —
~No. Major Indicated o . 2 _ 1
English . T VR LTS
English and Other(s) ' PR
Physical ﬁducation _ ! , 16" g
Other Subject(s) o | S 21 - - 10
Total RERCECE IR 218 . 100
o . ) " s

) S . .
Table 8 1nd1cates the number of EEmester courses

. taken by respondents in thelr major subflects, As can be

geen 65 per cent of the respbndents have taken between

welve and elghteen semester courses. Thls is undergtandable

-7 oay

as the present requirements for most of the undergraduate P

degree programs state ‘that a student must complete at -

least 12 'semester courees"in his major subﬁect.. At Memorial

‘University of Newfoundland the academlc year is lelded lnto

three semesters and

_summer school. A semester, therefore, .

-
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\\\\ - 'lasts between two tgQ three months. = . = . . ' Co Lo

g

Table .8

Number ' of ‘Semester Courses in

; Respondents' Majdr’ Subjects g
\ . . ..
_— ., Semester Coursgﬁ‘;////),//ff//i/, Frequency
o : ) ‘s }
. . T, . - 0
. > ’ .-“ . 7“4/ -3
— .

-11 Courses
.,12-48 Courses

\19—29 Coufses

h ///,,/EE/QQurgg;f;;; Over . 0" T © 15 T 7
. — Total | S | ' | "

K

. \ 218 © 100

. :'. ) Tab%e 9 presents.the‘teaéhiﬁg methddsjstudied by

v

‘respondents. ,Sinée“all'of;the former students to whom .

Q//?”' questionnairééJWere sent’ had inteq@ed to be high school

teachers it is not surprising that 20970f;the resbbndents_‘ T

4 took high school methods during their undergraduate years:
. 4 . , R -
ST ¢ - . . '
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: A . Table 9 S

[3 2

Teachlng Methods Studled by Respondents"

!
Method ' o a . .. 4Frequency .~ Per Cent
.rL - : 3 T - . =
. ' .'. ° 0 ' ) ’;/ h ' .
Primary. . ) 0 ° _ 0.0 ¢
. ¢ g ¢ : w
‘Elementary o a : 1 - 0.5
%h Schobl ot 209 T 9640
J\\ ! . ~ K : . .
ﬁidmary and Elementary o S S s 0.5
Elementary and ngh School P e 4 2.0
Not Indlcated o, 3 Lo
Total & e 218 £ 100.0

— ]
~ .

Thirty~three of, the respondents were registered as

r

part time unlver51ty students durlng the year 1972- 1973.

In Table 10 are llsted the subjects whlch they studied

Subjects whlch are not' education courses, Engllsh courses

N~

‘or Religion cpurSes.haye been included in the Other category.

v

These dre: Economics, Psycholégy.instdry, Aftthropology,

: Co . ¢ . ) (
SociQlogy, and Chemistry. - . L s o !

. « . . .. ) v . L LY

i

. . !

i = 3

o |
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. cTablé 10 k _
. Un1versmty Cohrses Studleﬁ by Respondents
. . Who Reglstered As Part-Tlme Students During 1972-1973
Course o . ‘ Frequency Per Cent
i Education. Courses (Undergraduaté). . 12 ' ' '° 37
. Education Courses (Graduate) ‘ Y ' 12 -
English . ‘ 3 ' i .9
English and Education 3 - )
' ﬁeligion ‘ 3 9
i Other, " , S 8 24 | '
' Total T o L 22 ~ 100
: : : ' : : s
\. L) . : -" . ) ) . - . '._, . - !

- Between the yegré.1964_and 1972,'15810f the respondénts ®
attended summer school aéiMemorial University or some other
university. Table 1l indicates the number of students who

i attended summer school at least once'duiing thé£ period.

_ It is interesting to note the incréase in numﬁe;s each year.

’ B 4
. :/j o , o
. ’. * ! . '( 7
——_./. h’ .
'__"’ - = g ' "
. , e , "
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'.Table'll

Last Year In Which Respondents Attended Summer Session

( -
P

Year ' : | - ‘ Ffequency " per Cent

Year Not Given : ' . 2 ) | i f
1964-1968 o o - 14 9

1969 - ;. - 21 B

1970 | T a5 16 -
BC o E '.{' o l 45 _ "-29

1972 . . L st 32

Total | ST ' " . 158 . " 100

1

‘ Table 12 shows the category of the respondenﬁs at-

'

the time they took the course. There were 182 who were

'undeigraduates at the time of taking the course;'while'36 R4
were graduates. Changing from one faculfy to another is . "
the main reason for the high-nﬁmbefjof graduate students
taking this undergraduate course. _
/. ' Table 12 |
. Category of Studént While Tak}ng English'MéEhods a :
s Course, Education 413 or 414 or 4140 & 4141 i
‘Category . K ' Frequency * ' Per Cent.. - - -
. . ' ) . «JI,'-‘l.'/ Z
Undergraduate _ C r ‘-"f, ' =i§2 ; ‘83
. Graduate . L T 36 ) ';'_: 17
Total - - . - . .. . 218 S100 < b -
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Table 13 illustrates the responses given to-the

"questlon concerning- the teachlng of Reading at the ngh

' School level. One hundred sixty-seven answered 'no' to ' ;)4

this question, while 51 answered 'yes', indicating they'had.

taken the course.

Vs

Table 13 C f “%d;>

Responses Given Concerniné the'Teaching of .,
~» Reading at the High School Level '

Response. : ‘.': ' o Frequency Per Cent
. C s . T Prei
_Course in Teaching Reading o 51 .23
No Course in Teaching Reading - 167 : 77
. /' . "

Total . | 218 100

?

‘ Table 14 indicates that 61 respondents had taken

a course in 11terature for adolescents, whereas 153 had not.
E
Table 14
Responses Given Concerning the Taking of -
A Course—inm Adolescent Literature ‘

- Response o S ' ; _Freqpency - Per Cent -

Course in Adoléscent Literétﬁfe - . 61 _ ' 28 B
No Course in Adolescent Literature - 153 ' 70
No Answer . U :du 4 2 T “i.}
Total L - . 2i8 . 100
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Table 15'poihts out the number of respondents'who' B
are working towards another teaching certificate and those
" who are not. Among the 122 who said they were not workihg’
towards another certificateaare the eight.who,already have |
grade seven (the highest teachihg_certifioate in the
. province. of 'Newfoundland) and those who are not teaching.
‘ Others in thls category 1nd1cated that they had just

—recently completed a degree and were not 1nterested#5h

pursuing additional courses at the moment.
Table 15 L o _ )

. Responses Given Concerning Whether Respondents Are
Working Towards Another Teaching® Certificate

n

Response . i o ) Frequency‘ : Per Cent

‘Yes - . T - 43,5

No S 122 '56.0

" No Answer , ' 1, h; _ 0.5 __—
Total - | [ 218 . 100.0.

L}

Tables 16 and 17 whichnare related. are presented
on page -32. - Table 16 1llustrates the number of years of
teachlng experlence respondents ‘had at the time they took
the course. Seventy-flve per cent had two years teaching R
experdence or less. Nearly'SO per cent had no teaching:‘ . S

experience prior to taklng the course.

' Table 17 shows the yqars of teachlng experlence o
_‘respondents have at present. The majorlty in thls tablek )
f ST o -

- N : L - S . _— L AL L

L | |




Less than 1 year _ .3 B Y E

32

MY ‘ . ’ ) Y.
are -in the one to six year bracket.

L .. Table 16
- Years :of Teééhing_Experience Respondents Had at
Time &f Course - .

Years of Experience _ ' - Frequency ' Per Cent

None o _ 105 . 48

1-2 . - . 58 27

3-6 . ‘ ' ‘ 31 14 "

7-10 ' o s '15 - 7
More than 10 ' S N 9. . 4

Total’ - .. 218 . 100

a

Table 17 .. L ~f
: T

- R . . $ .
Years of Teaching Experience.Respondents Have atiPresent
S s : ,
: o

1.
‘ “

“Years of Experience: . Frequency Per Cent

None : 23 ‘ 10.5

C1-2 . S+ e 30.0

3-6 .

. 7-100 - - 7. 733 © - 15.0

-More than 10 o o 18 8.5

v #

‘Potal oo e 1100.0

e76 -, 735.0 -
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Table 18 111ustrates the number of related Engllsh
Educatlon Courses respondents have thken. Less ‘than 50
per cent have taken one or more courses beyond the required
methods course, This means that more than 50 per‘cent have
tahen no English Education courses heyond the requlred

methods course.

Table\lB o

Number of Other Education Courses Pertaining to the :
Teaching of English Taken by Respondents . , "

Response . : _ Frehueney -Per,éent
None '; B e 116 53
1-2 o - - 10 32
ae4 . - 17 g -
More ‘than 4 'ﬂi | L 12 . B
womser s
. Total . - 2180 < ' 100

Table i9 points out the numher'of linguistics
.courses taken by respondents. sixty—four per éent have . - %
"not taken any 11ngulst1cs qourses and 28 per cent have, )
. taken one or twq courses. Six per cent; have taken more

»

" than two courses.
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.  Table 19 . -

Number of'Lihgﬁistics Courses .Taken by Respondents '.

Response Ffequency'- Per Ceht_;m
None ' o 140 o 64 .
1-2 o o el 2 .
3-4 . ) \, 7 , 3. L -
Mote than 4 . . 6. 3 \

Von No answer - . , 4 2 N
Total = - 218 100

Table 20 Shows the_;eaéoné checked by respondents
“ - for takinglthe'course: The majority--76 per cent--took the
course because it was éa:trof their prograﬁ. About twenty
res§6ndenta in the othef/qateéories majored in subﬂects
other thaﬂ English.”%pmngére in faculties other than the
‘Faculty of E&ucation and a few had finished their edﬁcatidn

degree before the methods course became a requirement. ..
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Table 20 . I - R
Reasons Given for Taking'the Course * - .
Reasons Q?f_ A ] Frequency ~ Per Cent
Merely ﬁor Credit | . | 12 5 - 6 . .
As Part of Program . . 166 ° - 76
As an Elective . o , i?QM‘ -8
\> 6ther Reasons _ | .. ’ 2L :'_ "9
No.Answer \ ) | _\ - : 42 o rh | '1 , .
Total . . L 218 ' _~ 100 .

L Table 21 is divided into two parts. The first

4 N

; part shows the responses concernlng whether the respondents

have taken courses at the graduate level. The second part
S’ . Y "

shows whether the respondents have any intention of taking

A= .

graduate courses.
. ag . Table 21 (a)

Responses Concernlng Whether Respondents HaVe Taken
Graduate Courses

'Response - . ~ +  Frequency . per Cent
Yes . c S 44 .20
No. - S ” 174 80

Total . - . 218 100-
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] ‘Table 21 (b)
esponses Concerning Whether Respondents Intend to
Take Graduate Courses

Response Frequehcy . Per Cent
Yes : 113 ' 65
No. . © 38 - 22
Not Certain - - ' ' o . 14 8
‘No ‘Answer = - R 5"

Total I . 174 N 100

Table 22 indicates whether respondents changed their
fieldiof study in their undergraduate. program. %s can be

seen 75 per cent made no change.

Table 22

Responses Concerning Whether Respondents Changed
Field of Study in Undergraduate Program -

Response . -, : ' Frequency, Per_Cent~
< - .

Yes . S S s2 .
No . - S 7' 75
. No Answer Y : : S

Total S - | ':f : : 218 ) '_ ;60

Table 23. shows the dec151ons made by 52 people to
chenge their fields of.study. The majorlty of these changed d

frqm:the faculties of Arts, Science, Commerqe, anthrerMed,'
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t0'the.Faculty of Edueation. A number of reasons were given
for these changes. Among those included are personal reasons
such as marriege plansy financial problems, health reasons. '
Othere said they became mere intereeted in another field'or
.did not like the prograﬁ they were'doing?\ A few admitted
fhey were not. successful in what they had been studying and
decided to chanée to another subject area or faculty. Some
said they felt they had choseh the wrong field in the
beginning and have since decided to become Eégphers.

Table 23

r ' 7
Decisions Made by Respondents Who Changed Field

Chaﬁges : , Frequency Per Cent
( .

Changed from one degree program

to another : S 2 4
Changed from' another faculty to ,

education faculty ° , 29 . . ., 56
Changed from education faculty . o
to arts faculty - R ' ;2

) : . SR

Changed major to English. E 13 . 24
Changed ‘from English to o

another subject area- - - . ' 6 SRR 12
' Change not. indicated S , 1 L 2

Total B 52 . 100

".
Tabie 24 is divided into'five parts. Eéch part
represents the five queftlons in Sectlon A, Part II number 1

4
of the questionnalre. .Of the number that respcnded, 101

e
.‘ . Q
T~
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taught English only or English with«bthet'sﬁbjeéts in the

high school grades. Most of the 74 who spent more than

50 pet cent of their time in the English classroom were i‘
teaching English only. Twenty-one:teacheré identified & |
.weaknesses Wj..th respect to their sityation.- T ’
' Table 24 (a) © ., | ,z:fy,
P‘ercentage of Time Spent in E,nglis_h Classroom e . f <
: . by Respondents o o
tgﬁil — - . ' i . :
Response , f o Frequehcy _%EQF'Cent - g{
Less than 25% T 7
© 26%-50% - L 20 - /;/"
More than s08 o S | 74 ' / -
Total S S 10 /,N

- i//
Tage 24 (b) }\ , '

.l’.

Whether Percentage of Time Spent 1n Enqy{sh Classroom
‘is Satlsfactory o
i ; - .
£ — - ! v
: - T T . K
Response . S , [b“requency_‘ Per-Cent -
/ - ' L )
Yes | - /a0 | " 89
. / , S
No . / - 11 - 11
Total co .k < 4 1L - 100 .
) . . AN Ao N . .

i

2 Flfty—three of the 101 also taught other subjects '_

as 1lsted J.n Table 24 {c). The 23 in the Other category . . .

taught a varlety of subjects, ranging from one besides Emglish
T : -7 ". ! : i . . “ . :

Q [ A . . T . g . ' ' o ’ .
. . N . oo ‘ TR - N .o .
. - : . ' ‘ . - . . . . T L T U |
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’to five. besides'English

Q

[

. Among these subjects are Ma hematlcs,

Sc1ence, Typlng, ClVlCS, Home Economlcs, Chemlstry, and

Physical Education.

Seventeen said they were not happy

.

with this situation (Table 24 (d)) and are included in the 21

@ho identified weaknesses (Table 24 (e)).

Subjecis Respondents Taught Besgides English

a

Table 24 .(c)

‘Subjegfs_ - Frequency Per Cent
Religion ' 9 17
'French ., 11 ) 21
. f . . o
History - 6 11
Geography W 4 8
. N .
Other . b\ 23 43
Total y ’ - 53 100-.
Table 24 (d4) ,
Whethexr Respondents Found Teaching Subjects ;
: Besides English Satisfactory
3
Response 'Frequency Per Cent’
Yes 36 “.. .68,
No : 178, . 32 -
“Total 100

1
e .




| i - ' Table-24 (&) . .

- WeaKnesses Identified by Respondents ™ , - e RE

2
i

. . ) R A
. . Weaknesses R et Frequency -  Per Cent
i . . o - o 9

. . .
. " . v ) '

Does Not Feel Quallfled to Teach

‘Certain Sub]ects . ‘ 1 - . 33 ;
Better p epared to Teach Subjects _ : - T 1
Other Than ﬁngllsh . : ) 1l 5 -
. : o . R h
g Would Prefer to Teach More'English A S - \
. o 4.
+ Does Not Like Teachlng Certaln _ . ' o >N 5
Subjects , : . ' 5 ' 24 #
Insufficient Time for Preparatlon ‘ " T ;
-of ' Lessons : , : . - . 4 ' 19 7 "

) . v . . K

" Not Enough English Periods Per = . _ -
Week in Time-Table Schedule ) ! - 5 ?
Lack of Liaison Between English and - . T ’

Trades (For Students Registered in o .

Vocational Training Programs) 1 - - .5

Total o o © 21 T100 . Cue
] . . . I .
< ) . o . ) ( ‘ ’ .‘ H": -'-3.. '. . '\'
‘Tables 25 (a) aﬁd (b) show the ﬁumber of periods
, per week and the average 1ength of perlods spent on Engllsh

,/
by respondents who teach most of the stibjects in one or more' v -

grades or who are speclal educatlohvteachers. Twenty—three

-

teachers fell 1nto thls category, flfteen of them teachlng . '.,

o

subjects in the prlmary and elementary grades.'
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’ Table 25 (d) . -
TlmenSpent on Engllsh by Respondents ’
PR Teachlng Varied Subjects
.\' L : T
Periods Per Week T ' Frequency _ Per Cent -
Less than 10 coa o cT i3 13

10-20 0 . _ B A o 65,

. More than 30 - - . . | S 3.y

Total” T < At e 100

. ..Table 25 (b) . .o L.
« . .

e

Average Length of English Periods Given by
Respondents Who Teach Varied Subjects

. '
- ., -

iz

-

¥

L

‘Length of Perlods Loa ] . Frequency .", Per Cent

. Less than 20_Mihutes.i' 1 - 0 - 7040

.

20-30 Mirutes - . . 5. -  RL.5

31-40 Mlnutes T 13 - © . 57.0°

More- than 40 Mlnutes o e T 5, . ; 21.5°

' Total S U0t o230 T 100.0

T - o -

" }"’ » K _.u

1 :

. ;' ,aTable 26 (a), (b), (c), and (d) 111ustrate the‘ .-

gnswers given by spec1alist teachers. Slxteen fell 1nto

X . 4

\

:thls category, twelve of whom are phy51cal educatlon teachers.

-

'The term\speclallst 1s generally applzed to a teacher whose'

uffleld 1s-out51de the regu;ar academlc subject areae, . Thus

- -, ’ DY .

‘v.- . < :\ . ., (J .
[ - ' - ' ..
. £ - - -
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T
a teacher who teaches Musio, Art Home Economlcs, Industrial

Arts:or- Phy51cal Educatlon is regarded as a SpeClallSt. A

more ‘recent trend is débeloplng, however, whereby a person

IY

.'who has had exten51ve training in a partlcular subject

‘ area regards himself as a gpecialist.
) Table 26 (a)
T Sgbject Areas GiVenﬂhy Specialist Teachers
- Special Subject 0 ;. : o 'Erequehgy' , ‘KPer deht
, S = - - o
_English. ; , ' 1 S 6
- Physieal Education - - - N , _r 12° | ] | 75 .
Reading ' ' o . . 1. - 2 - 13
Art , o . 1 . 6
Total S ;M,Q"}‘*"'ié"" 7 100
;- ~ mdble 26 (b) '
%;5' ﬁhether_EnglishﬂTaught_by Specialrst'Teachers
A Response A " . Frequency Per Cent_
‘ Yes | ' ,""_ B .".. 4 | ' ) (25'
wWo T S a2 s
.?otal. o '.TQ X . , .16 . 100
\ o
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Table 26 (c)

., Grade in Which’ Engllsh:ls Taught by A
- LT o Spec1a11st Teachers '
"Gréde ‘ SR ; s Frequency Per Cent
Below 7 ‘ : , : 1 ‘ ' 25
7-12 N N o3 75
Total Y o ' 4. - 100
Table .26 (d)
Time Per Week Spent In English Classroom .
by Spe01allsts
' Time Per Week in English Classroom Frequency Per Cent '

.Less than 2 Hours : ' 0 0
2-4 Houré~- o ' ) 25
More'than_4 Hours L . ' 3 .15

Total o . SR S 100

‘Téble-27"a) and (b} show the resﬁonees giQen:by -
‘teaghers who have -taught English dnfthe paét~but_are‘qot'
Idoing any teeching at-present; fhinty;three people_ansﬁefed',
this part of-the.Questipnneire. Among tﬁose who'said the§
,wou%d be returnlng to the' teaching profe551on are students,
'Ihousew1ves, and those.who are At puesent in other p051t10ns.-'
Three of the four who do not'1ntend to return to teachlng

I

) are.in other jobs and the fourth@piahs'to entep.léw school.. -

-0
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Those who checked Not Applicable are still in the teaching
field but are not teaching. These are principals, spper— |
visors,_guidance‘counsellors, and consultants. , The three

in the Other category have taught in Grades 4-9 or 7-12.

Table 27 (a)

Grade Level leen by - Respondents Who Have Taught
English But Are Not Teaching at Present

Grade Level'Taught. o '_ Fréquency . Pef‘ceﬁt
. ,- oo E _ jr - ,
k-3 A | T
-6 . s o B S 3
©10-12 ¥ : - - 12 ; 36
' Pbst;éecondary g S : . 0% -0
- Other y. o o 4: 3 \¥xf . 9
Total - * 8 T3 o 100 -

Table 27 (b)

Whether Respondents Who Are Not Teac irtg Intend
to- Return to Teachl

. - t - A . . = .
Response ' - . = . " y/’”Frquepcy ' . Per Cent
: . i, . : - <
Yes .. ) . g . o 17 52
No |, R S s 12
.Not Applicable .~ 12 36
| i . 2 - .
., Total o c e 33 100
AN
Ao " N
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fable\ZS (a), (b),'ana (c)jiilqstréte the.aﬁswers
éiyen by réspondents who were” students wiéhout any teaching .
e#perienée. Of the twelve who answered this. part of the
quéstionnaire; eleven plan fo start teacﬁing in éepéember
of 1973 and the other pe?son inténds:to do.fdzther §tudy.

1 o L Nine ‘plan to teach English and one plans.to teqéh.Physical
.Education. Eight plan to teach at the highlsbhobl ;eVél,

grades. 7-12. -  o : -

Table- 98 (a) o

/

Whether Respond nts Who Are Students Without Teachlng
E%Eiiign Plan to Teach During 1973 1974

—7

ponse . _Frequendy  Per Cent

. : & . —
FARE 92
| . 8 .
Total "'=: o .12 e 150
' - o 4 '.
' Table 28 (b)
Whéther Respondents Who Are Students.
y Intend to Teach English
\ | ° . .. . . RN ' v . '. \ .Dv
. ‘Response = S : . Frequency - Per Cent .-
. _ ' Yes ° T 9 l . 82
|  Vmotal BRSO [ W 1
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Table 28 (c)
G;ade'LeVel Studepts Intend to Teach '
N N
Grade Level Frequency Per Cent
K-3 1 )¢ 11.0 .
4-6 , 0 0.0
7-9 "4 44.5
.10-12. 3 31.5
Post Secondary 0 0.0
Other - 1 11.0
Total L 9 - 100..0

Tables 29 (a), (b), and ‘(¢) show the answers given

by respondents who were in none of the previous categories.

'Table 29 (a) lists the othex areas in whlch respondents

were cla351f1ed ‘The Other category was 1ncluded for

)

respondents who_mlght not fall into the first tbree. Among

the six 1isted,opposite¥0ther were Students, administrators

and substitute teachers.

Table 29 (b) lists the subjects

teught_by those who fell into the first cétegory in Table

dld not enter the teachlng profe581on.
) ' N\

29 (e) Table 29 (cf liéts reasons given by respondents

;who changed thelr fleld left the teachlng professxon, or



?ablé 29 (a)

Respondents in ‘Other Categories

47

Total -

-
w

Other Categories . ' , | Freqﬁéncy Per Cent
* 1. Teaching Subjects Ot Than T :
... English //}K% : 13 4]
2. With Teaching, Experience But
Now in Non~Teach1ng Job 4 12
3. Without Teaching Experience *. , ;
and Now in Non-Teaching Jop o - .9 28
114. other - " 6 .19
‘5. Total = o 32 100
: N - :
Table 29 (b)
'SubJects Taught by Respondents Teachlng Subjects
, Other Than Engllsh " :
.éubjeqés - - . : Freqﬁency' fer Cent Lo
.Religi&n ' 1. i 8.
‘French .2 15
History 1., 8:
Matheﬁatics_ 1 ..éd
. Religion and Otlier 3, 23
French and Other | '2;i "'15.
Matﬁeﬁatics/ﬁistory and Othérf 2 15
 Scien§e and Ggogra;hy ‘ | xi; o .. 8

.100 - o
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Table 29 (c) -
Reasons leen by Respondents for Changlng Fleld,-
Leaving Teaching Profession,
or Not Entering Teaching Profession
Reasons o ' S Frequency . Per ‘cent .
Unable to Flnd Sultable Teaching . . .
"Position . . 4 o 13
Prefers to Teach Subjects Other ‘ ,
Than Engllsh ' . 5 : : 16
3 .
Was foered a Better Job with { : )
Better Salary : _ 3 10
Works as Supply Teacher; Didn't
.Feel Sufficiently Confident to : . . :

- Apply for Permanent Position 1 - o3
Doing Some Substitute'Téaching But ) . .
Planning to Enter Another Field . 1 - 3

. - - o
. School Needed Teacher for  Other X .
Subjects; Will be Back in English - ) : -
Next. Year : L, o1 o 3

"As Principal, Had to Teach.Where
Necessary - - ) . 1 3
'Need For Fine Atté Background - :

~For Art-Specialization ) . ~ .1 o -3
. Not Interested in- Regular School- _ . '

- Has Done Some Head-Start Work - - . 3
Boredom Wlth Education Courses and o o

" Unwillingneé&s to Enter E4. Field S 3
Left Because of Need for More .

Relaxation and Enjoyment; Shortage

of Help at-Home; Also Didn't Like R
Being Policeman S 1. . ' 3

' Area Presently in Pays More Money,' ¥ L
Plans ‘to- Teach in September 1l . . 3.

Administrator in Phy51ca1 Educatlon _ IR _ :
~ Program Which Was Ultimate Goal | e 3

’
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s ‘ Table 29 (e) continued.
&
Reasons Given by Respondents for Changing Field,
Leav1ng Teaching. Profession,
or Not Enterlng Teachlng Profession

Reasons { . | : ‘ 'Frequency Per Cent

Decided to Leave Memorial Full—Time_

" But Plans to do Night Classes = B 1 N 3
'Works 1n Another Fieid Had No | d )
Intention of Teaching High School : - 14 3
No ;eason Given R P ' P 8 . - .1 .25—“
Total - . 32 100

Table 30 on page 52 deals with Sectlon B, Part I
of the questlonnalre. Respondents were asked to read the’
statements,and then circle one. of five nunbers tanging,from.
"strongly disegree“ td "strongly agree".. There Were ldl
"who.answered this part.of the qnestionnaire. Among those
who d1d not respond were non—teachers, and thoSe who were
teachlng subjects other than Engllsh. No exact reason can
- be glven for. thése who dld not answer some statements. :In
most cases the numbers are small and do not affect the
overall pictu;e. Under 25,per cent disagreed or strongly,
'dlsagreed with ‘all but two of ,the statements.. There were
27 5 per cent who dlsagreed w1th statement 3: "I agreed’
with most.of'what the‘instructor'said." ~Twentyy—eiélhtiper 1
- centfdisagreed with'statement'Q: "I got e good”insight:
“into the teaching of{éompbsition.“' Other responses tend.
~to.he on the favourable side. In}cempafing the teta;s in -

- &

stdtements 6 and 7, ‘it appears that'more people understood-l,i't



the literature 'part of the course than the grammar and-

' compos:l.tlon part. “ - | _ . .
Table‘31 whlch begins on page 54 deals with Section.

B, 'Part II of the ‘questlonnalre. Those who had spent some

t1me in the classroom after hav1ng taken the course were

‘asked to answer this part. Not‘g\nte as many respondents.

answered Part II as Part I for the following reasons:

Réspondents were teaching subjects other than English;

. respondents were students without teaching expe'rience;

" they were employed in -jobs Ioutside of the teaching profession

‘.and' did not haveﬁ any'teachi.ng experience;' they did not do

any ‘teaching after taking the course;. they were teaching -)

.elementaerades. S‘ome of tHe “no answers" in this'part v‘

_were due to the respondent s pos:.t10n. In certain instance's,

for ‘example, respondents were not teaching all aspects of

the English program and therefore responded only to"those

statements which com:erned them. The picture depicted in

: '.I‘abl'e‘ 31 is ;s'omewhat different from t-hat of Table' 30.

‘ _According to . the 'figures in Table 30, the: course ‘was for_the

| most part viewed favourably. A'glance through thelperc:entages

in columns 4 and 5 of Table 31 shows that ‘the numbers are

R Iower. 1In statements 1 through 7, and 9 and\ ll, less .than .

‘ 50’ per. cent agreed or strongly agreed 'in, each case. In .

: statement 3, only 22 per cent agreed that’ the grammar

. v“r"""-"l

section was helpful to them. Nlnety—one per cent agreed

«

or - strongly agreed that the teaching of readlng at- the

h_;.gh school levelvls' llmp_orta_nt. Flfty seven per cent agreed

-



‘with statement 15, "I think all high sSchool teachers Qf
English‘shbuld take Ehis cdurse“.: ?ifty—three.per cent
'aéreed with statement 16 "I think.tﬁe course is a éood:
one." It is interesting to note that in numbérl12, 75.5
per cent agreed or strongly'ag:eed that it was a good idea

‘to haye teaching experience before taking the cqurse.
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S " R ' Table 30
"~ Attltudes of Re5pondents at the Time of Taking the Course
N = 18].
Statement About the  Strongly Disagree = Agree With- ‘Agree Strongly No
Course Disagree Some . Agree ° Arnswer
» e : : “ " Reservdtion ' o —
‘ r ' /
1. 1 thoﬁght‘the : o o ‘, . . T <
.- " course was very - 13 - 28 © -, 54 . 59 30 -1
Sl valuable. : 27% : -13% 30% h 338 16.5% . I.5%
_— I didn't skip any 24 . - . 20 ‘¢ . 18 47 700 T2
A of the classes. 13% i1s 10% . 26% 39% C 1
- .'-' ¥ .~' N . . . T " ) ) ) . - ’ . ’ .. ‘ -
T Lo I agreed with * - . S L ‘ -
o ~, most of what the - 10 N 40. - : 69 oo 52 o 10 -
AR .1nstructor said.” . 5.5%. 22% . - 38% 29% .. 5.5% —-—
;:j; " . '4. The instructor . g C S _
e : . had well planned 6 : 18 + .35 - 77, 41 4
sl AN . lectures. . . 3% t10% 19¢ =, 433 . 23% . 2%
5. I thought: the AR : ° o e
- -instructor kept _ , . S
, . up-to-date with - : . . : — - e
e o regard. to his 10 o 24 ' . 40 M 7 ~15° . 32 -
ol . subjects. ~. 5.5% 13% 22% . 42% - 17. 5% -
. . : ')'-6.‘1 understood the * 1 , . .
. literature part: . ‘ - . o o -
x of the course " : 3- .1 : 27. . 196 -~ . 48 -
A quite well. .o 1% . - 4% 15% . 53% 27% -
., « ~ ~ ) . ﬂ‘v
. . . 7

zS
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Table 30 (continued) . . L e

IR - Attitudes of Respondents at the Time of Taking the Course,

- . N = 181 \
L ' statement About the Strongly - Disagree ' - Agree With Agree Strongly No .
c. ' . Course . * Disagree . - Some ‘ ° Agree  Answer
_ ~ S \ . s ‘ - Reservation ;

.. . . 7. I understood the

N, - grammer ‘and-com= . - o . : | o
. ... . position part - 11 . a1l 48 27 ., -

Ny LT - equally as.well. . 6% - 12s. .26% : 43% . L 12% 1%
I. thOﬁght ’ . . e " ' . i ) . . ) Y
sufficient : T oo _ - ) )

/) emphasis was R R - . -

) placed oh the : .

e teaching of-- R 7' BRI 22 . 40 . . 72 36 Y
o .+ grammar. - ‘ S L 12% _ | 728 408 . 20% 2%

., -
.

9.. I got a good
2 ‘“insight into ' - - o L , )
LT the teaching " 18 33 : 43 7 - 55 30 - 2?&
-+ of. composition:. - 10% . 18% T 24% _ 30.5% 16.5% . 1%

e ~10. I thouagmt all . ..~ oL T
: .o " high school L . E
" teachers of S o . L : '

English should - 200 ‘15 31. . ' 57 56 . 2
take this cpurse. - 1k%° . - 8% . : 17% -, 32% ' 31% 1%

ES



. - Table 31°
. & :
- Effectiveness .of Course as Perceived by Respondents After Having
- Completed Course and Then Spent Some Time in Classroom

160 :
Statement Concernlng Strongly = Disagree ' Agree With - Agree Sfréﬁgly No-
S Course' ¢ Disagree : Some N Agree Answer
- « . Reservatloﬁn
.*1. I.found most of -~ . _ o , ,
the materla]:" g:.(ren oot o ‘ . . LR T o
me very useful in - 23 Lo 27 . 58 30 19 ' 3 .
hy teachlng . 148 C17% 36% " . 19% 12% 2%
2. I found the L : " _ o . S *
” -composition unit, 13 } 32 49 42 19 7 5 .
- s most‘helpful.'” . -8% ' 20% S 31% '26% -12% 3%
3. The unit in R S . o . A
grammar helped me- , : ’ : T ' e : //('
con31derably in ° R ' AN
preparing to ° : 30 ‘ 48 2 43 28 8 l . 3
Eeach this subject. 19% 30% - 27% - 17% - - 5% 2%
4. I have employe& a . S o Lot T ‘ .o ' .
- number of methods Y e I L R
L8 . that I learned. 1n i, ; Y : . s - :
the course . :
:" concerning the . . : Yo o
“teaching of the - - p R : ) o . ‘
novel and the 22 -29~ . 7. 41- 43 14 J13
" short. stqry~: 14% - -18% ¢ 25% T27% 9% 7%
” ) . " | l
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-

- Effectlveness of Course as Percelved by Respondents After Hav1ng
-y . Completed Course and Then Spernt Some-Tlme in Classroom
' Co o : N-= 160 .
~ . -

R Statement Concernlng . Strongly 'Disagrge" Agree'with = Agree Aétﬁbngif . ‘No
: - Course ) . Disagree h . Some L l Agree °. Answer .
S o _ g ° Reservation - T :

© .5.°1 have used . -
- certain ideas . =

that I learned ' ) o STl : T

. in the course e _ _— : ' < :
v - 1regarding the ) . . L - : L
e teaching of- - . - {18, - 28 - . 43 51. ° - 12 8
: -+ poetry. ' - 11 ©17% - - 27% ¢+ =32% 8% . 45%

"', . " 6. I found the =~ - L S
” " ' 'section on drama . ’ _ x . -
_helpful to me in 24 ° v 41 - 34 . T 4o, . - 10
~my. teaching.- . - 15% 25% ¢ 21% . omeemn25%c 7% , 7%
".7.°1 feel that I am, K N A S : FRRRREIN
- better prepared:to - B ' = . : ' :
. teach literature S ' T .o - ,
than grammar.and $ 15 41 .- - 26 . 42 35 1 .
_composition. | 9.5% . 25% - ° 16.5% . 268 - 22.5% .5%

-8. I believe the ) ~ o : S
- : teaching of - e - .o r o - '
. 0 readlng is an . e T e
‘ ~important- part - . N . :
. of ‘the high L o . , . o \
"' -school.’ Engllsh ' 1 > 4. 9 34 0 111 1
~*- . 7Y .  program. , : CJ5% - . 2% . T o6y 21% iﬁj .5%

f . . e

¢S
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Table 31 (contlnued)

Eﬁfectlvéness of Course -as Percelved by Respondents Agzer Hav1ng .

Completed Course and Then Spent Some Tlme in Cla

4. N = 160

room

. Statement Concerning’

'Vﬁw,Course'~

Strongily
Disagree

N

Disagree

Some

' Agree WitH ~.

"Reservation

it

Agreéa

Strongly
Agree

No

" Answer

9.

-

Thi's couise-has. RN

‘given me a_desire

to do other
English Education.
Courses . - >

10. ‘The course made ¢

vt

~

me more awareé of’
‘the 'impgrtance of
- being-familiar

. with current

practices in the -

teaching of ° ‘ L7
~English. o

‘11, The information.

" which I .received

Engllsh texts.

.in the course has -~

- been more helpful
to me than certain
‘iriformation given
in teachers" :
-manuals that re
supplled ‘wit

24
© 15%.

11
7%

33
L 21% -

36
.22% fﬁ;

>

32
. 20%

12
8%

43
26%

C a2
- 26%

44

. 28%

< +56

" 35%

33 .

21%

21
‘13%

51
32%

122
148

9§
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Completed Course and Then Spent Some Time in Classroom .
- N = 160 )
Statemeht Concerning Strongly ' Disagree Agree With Agree Strongly NS
Course - ~ °° Disagree © Some . Agree. Answer ' -
- ' : Reservation - : : v
12. I think it is a
. good idea to ‘have
.some teaching . - Lo T :
.., experience’ before 3 15 . ~-~° 19 60 61 - 2
taking the. course.. C 2% v 9.5% . 12% 37.5% 38% 1%
13. At the grade 10 :
) and 11 level, . . A
‘elective courses - . .
".in English.should - 3 B N . 25, 46 . 74 9
be offered. ' 2% 2% --15%, - 29%° 46% 6%
I belleve that i -
teachers and . . ,
-~ students together ~
. should 1list the - R
- objectives for the .
" English program ’ _ T o
at the high. 0 9 56 - 53 36 6.
sc¢hool level. - 6% "35% 33% 22% -3
.-15%. I .think all high r
: school teachers —_— Co- - b
" of Enlgish should - 16 14 .33 50 . 42 5
- . take this course. .. - 21% 31% . 26% 3%

Table 31 (contlned)

E Effectlveness of Course as Percelved by Respondents After Havxng

.14,

-10%-

9%

LS



' Table 31 (cont;nued)

Effectlveness of Course as Percelved by Respondents After Hav1ng

Completed Course and Then Spent Some Tlme in Classroom

. 160
Statement Concernlng Strongly . Disagree Agree Wwith - Agree  Strongly 'No.
- Course * .. Disagree - = . Some ' Agree ‘Answer

s Reservation ' -

'16.-I think the : a ' | .

L course is a- 16 7 ~39 '54- 30 4
-+~ good one. 10% -ll% 24% 34% - 19% 2%
. ?
z - ‘ -
(. :$

8¢



that literature and the mass medla'should receive more

59

- Table 32 illustrates the answers that were given

~in Part I of Section C, Noiconsistency was expected in ot

totals'here as mosé of those who responded to thlS part

tended to place more than one todlc in the six blanks, ,

as was suggested 1n ‘the instructions on the questlonnalre.
- Only. totals over 50 w111 be commented on. In column‘l'

107 respondents thought that greater emphasrs should be

placed on the teachlng of readlng and 59 respondents thought

~

attention. In column, 2, 62 respondents belleved that less

empha51s could be placed on the teachlng of grammar. In

'gcolumn 3, 66, respondents consrdered the phonology of Engllsh

as the~mater1al least useful. Fl@ty-seven respondents'
thought the unit on teaching thefcompositionfwas'among the -
materlal mostGuSerul'to'them and-55 respondents though

the'material'on teaching the paragraph-was the most.usefuI;

_The phonology of. Engllsh was the tOplc least understood by

* 72 reSpondents._ It should be . noted at thlS p01nt that

poetry would probably have recelved more attentlon had it

appeared on the orlglnal llSt in Part I, Sectlon 'C of the

'questlonnalre. For some unaccountable reason it was

omltted Only respondents who notlced thlS commented

In addltlon to the responses given 1n Table 32

A

-+ gome respondents decided to make. wrltten comments. Fourteen

«

respondents conSLQered all toplcs worthwhlle and d1d not -

Jt 1nk they needed to recelve any more or less empha51s.

lve respondents were in the can t recall“ category.

“.

- ' R T



- Twelve rgséondents'said'that they either.diéégreed with

"handouts" or that too many Wefelgiven o
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Table 32

Opln.lo:ns -of Respordehts_-Cmce:ming Main ’I‘qpics: of the Course.

" Topic .

I think
greaber
emphasis
should be

placed on .

-

.could be’,

- “Matérial
least

Less oo
emphasis’

placed.  me came

.on - undexr -

~Material most .
R useful to
useful to

me concerned

-5 e

‘Wé were not

given enocugh
'handouts!
or xeroxed
material on

The tc;pic'
or topics
I urderstood

‘ the least

Unit on teaching -
the ccxrposition

Teach.mg the
gram'nar ’

'Ihe phonology
of Engllsh

- Vocab
. building/

.-. spelling '
. -Evaluation -
.- of highschool

program.

.. of reading
J.nthehlgh

. school .

.31
23

14

40
.47

207

15 1.

“62 T 40

18- .18

17 w16

.57_ -,

S

15

10

120 -

29

4

a1

6 . .3

Ricaint >3

10,
10

32

24
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Table 32 (continued)

Opinions ‘of Respondents Concerning lg.n Topics of" the Course
. . .. . . . " . Ve . .

~Topic . . . . I thing " Less Material - Material most We were not . . The topic
S . . greater emphasis least . useful to .- - given enough or topics . .-
S -emphasis '~ could be. useful to ..me concerned  'handouts’ I understood
. should be "'placed . me came - or xeraxed the least
~ . ~placed on . on ‘undt.ar S ) mate.ria_l on .

‘biography C 16 . 1 21 . :35 o 13 2

. program o _\ \.43“'-'   14  .17 . 9 ..~ ‘ 17 o 7

zé.
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In- llght of the data presented 1n Table 32, the major
concerns appear to be: the. teachlng of composition, the
,teachlng of readlng, and’ the teachlng of llteratUre in -
connectlon w1th the mass medla. The teachlng of grammmar
and the phonology(DfEngllsh were toplcs which were. thought
to be of little value. One reason. for thelr being least ;
understood mlght ‘be a lack oflllngu;stlc background on the:
‘part of the students; The reason they.are .of little value

"to teachers in'the.field is an—obvious one; This approach
‘partlcdlarly with reference to transformatlonal grammar is

unheare of in Newfoundland schools Teachers must be better

preparea to teach in the s1tuat10n wh1ch now ex1sts in

’

-.Newfoundland.

?

;; : It 1s lmportant to note, however, that certain

negatlve cr1t1C1sms made concernlng the. course. may not’

&

"altogether be reallstlc. Some respondents_may have been
ju : o i . .
expectlng too much from two courses.‘ In'looking.at Table 32 °
. y b ' ..
the follow1ng p01nts should be con51deredu

l At Memorlal Unlver51ty there are courses ayallable
in the teachlng of readlng at the secondary level fStudents
preparlng to teach high school Engllsh are strongly advised

fto 1nclude these courses in thelr programs. . .f . o

NV

2. Wlth regard to the teaching .of grammar ‘and’ the

phonology of Engllsh, the presentatlon given by the 1nstructor
was curretnt._ For the SJ.tuatlon in Newfoundland it mlght @ N
“f\“even be said that he was . ahead of hlS tlme. It ‘is only in

| ‘recent months that the llngUlstlc approach to the teachlng

of Engllsh Wthh 1ncludes structural or transformatlonal

o ! . -
5 . [N ' . N i , . ‘ . "n:‘
. ' i ) .. \
! . .
N . .
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.érammarwis being'diecﬁséeﬁ. .Pians are presentlf uhderway
"to 1ntroduce this approach to grammar - teachlng durlng the
school year 1974- 1975, through pllot projects. Students
without a linguistic backgropnd, therefore, would‘think

this part of the course irrelevant-ahd‘incpmprehensible.

"Students are also advised to include linguistic courses

in their.undergraduate'program, but as this is not made
.- mandatory, such advice is often ignored.’ L '
. " . '_ o v " " N

3. A sepafete course ehtitlea'"New'Media for the'

Engllsh Teacher“ was 1ntroduced at Memorial Unlversity durlng

the summer of 1973., Students taklng ‘this course w1ll flnd

¢

’ 1t most helpful. An audlo visual’ ,colirse ought to be ..

obligétory for all prospectlve~teechers.



HYPOTHESES AND QUESTIONS
Answers to most of the guestions which‘appear'on
page five offthis report haye already been given in the
“'preceding tahles: Table 3 on page.2l, Table 29'kc)‘on.page a
.48, and Table 32 on page 6l. AnsWers to questions 1 and‘5
'under Recommendatlons w1ll be glven in Chapters 5 and 6. A
' Each of the hypotheses stated in Chapter 1.will agaln
be presented 1n th1s chapter together w1th tables for
'flllustratlon. .These tables’ deal with responses g;ven in .
Parts I and Ii of Section B of the questionnaire 'Only
.respondents who completed both parts have been 1ncluded
A respondent' total was arrlved at by addlng the numbers'
he'c1rcledvafter each statement. If a respondent c1rc1ed,
‘-ail 5is in.Part I, for example} he1wou1d’getra_total'of‘
50. His score'depending on dhether it was high qr:low.was
"f-then‘placed in the favourahiefor unfavourahle.column; A
.-Chl sq was’ computed on each Cross tabulatlon to see 1f

any st 1cally 51gn1f1caht relationshlps ex1sted The'

3

level of 51gn1f1cance.for chi square was set'at,,OS,- S

Hypotheses Concernlng Both the Respondents' Attltudes Towards
the’ Course and the Effectiveness of the Course g '

‘\A\ - on pages three and fodr it can be seen that the two
sets of hypotheses are stated alike. There 1s a dlfference,
however, in that hypotheses 1~ 9 concern Sectlon B, Part I,

and the hypotheses lO 18 concern Sectlon B Part II. - As lt '.'

< IS
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i

P

_1s advantageous to v1ew together the two tables whlch

illustrate each hypothe51s, only nine- hypotheses w111 be

«©

stated, each hypothe31s hav1ng two numbers as in Chapter 17

'Hypotheses l and 10: There is no,difference between male and
- _ o al e k
female responses. ' C

Tables 33 through 41, deal w1th Part I .of Sectlon B,
-ithe respondents attltudes ‘towards the course - at\the time
of taklng it. Tables 33a through 41a deal with Part II,
,Sectlon B, the effectlveness of the course, that is, how

',respondents evaluated the course after hav1ng spent a year o

o

. or more in the classroom. W e

Table 33 and 33A glve the results of wale and female

responses. In Table 33, 81 males viewed the course favéyr,

[~

:.and 19 viewed it unfavourably.° Thlrty 51x females had

favourable outlook whlle 16 expressed an unfavourable

'attltude.' No 51gn1flcant dIfference ‘was found between the.

answers glven by male and female res%’ndents. In Table 33a, .
h74 males thought ‘the course was. effectlve, while. 26 thought

it was. 1neffect1ve. Thlrty two females found the course ‘ . }r_"

F
effectlve, and 20 said-it was 1neffective.- No 51gn1f1cant

dlfference was found between the answers. glven by the two

r

\
groups of respondents. § )

4 ' . . . S . L vy
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el ‘.Table 33 :
J Resuits of Male and Female Resp0nses o S Y
(Attltude) ~ . '
Qgtegory' T - Fevouraoie_ - Unfavourable " Total . .-
A3 s . 4 - N .
B : . . . } . &
" Male ' .o . 81 ;19 .- 100
Female “ .. -3 T 16 . 52
Total s 117 T . ¥ 35 - as2
, Chl Square = 2.62 o Ig
not 51gn1f1cant at .05 level A
, . B
., s - - - Table 33" . - | -
Y v B o
o Results of Male and Female Responses S e e
N S (Effectlveness) ' : B
M . -, ,‘ -
: . : - — . % .
Category. - , ' ' "Favourable .Unfavourable = Totgl;; ' .,
Male - Coe 740 26 R X L
s - . o -0 ; : . o : T .
' Female TUETE - 32 : 20 -° - 52
. Total L - 106 .. . 146 . 152,
RN ehi Square = 2.1 [
‘not 'significant at .OS-IeVel
. . . . ) e T N T
’ . o . . P N . "' . i . 'A

7

Though no significant.difference was.found betweeﬂC{ggg—; oo

the two ‘groups, it can be seen that more respondents thOught

the course unfavourable in Table 33A than.in- Table 33.. ThlS

w

suggests that after spendlng some time 'in the clssroom more

respondents tended to looK upon the course less favourably

"The same lS characterlstlc of the tables which follow.
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Hypotheses. 2 and

!

.of those who had teachlng experlence p

to taklng the course and those who had

.
. |

no teachlng experlence.
I - o . . -
Table 34 ‘shows that ‘77 who had teaching experience’
. Al . I M ! - ) .
before they’took the. course, viewed -the course favourably,

:

whlle 20 V1ewed it unfavourably. Forty of those who did riot,v

have teachlng experlence before they took the course, .

viewed the_course favourably, and 15 ulewed 1t unfavourably.

Y

ihere Was ﬁo-significant difference between the groups. f' .

. - Table 34A shows that 73 who had teachlng experlence
a - e ; [b\ .

before taking the course thought the course was" effectlve_

whl;e 24 thought it yas 1neﬁfect1ve. Thlrty»three,of_those,

" "without teaching experienoe'before taking the -course said ..

.the course was effective, - and 22 said:it was ineffective.

P} : . -

"‘.No~sfgnificant differeﬁce'was'found between tbeitwo:groups; -

There is no difference between the résginses_‘
r ’r
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... .rable 34 - . &

P e R , ~

ﬁesults of Respohses of Those With Teaching’
Experlence and Those Without Teaching. Eiperlence

- ) . Prior to Course ° .

. ’ t :

‘ | (At;tl ude) o ‘(df | .

.’ L : * - ) ‘ ' ’ . 4 f
Category : . Favourable®  Unfavourable Total .
With Teachiﬁg ' S : e I ! .
Experience : 77 . 20 .. 197
Without Teaching . - . ' : i T
Experience . P 40 - | « 15, - 55
Total A 117 . 35 . 152

- OM-»' . . . . . "

. ] . ; Chi sgpare = .62 . °
.. L o ' - not..significant ;at .05 level -
. .. _' 4-/' B , . J ) i II . .I '-

L ] " Table 34A ’ )

) >

Results of Responses of Those With, Teachlng _
Experience -and Those Wlthout Teaching Experlence - .
Prior to Course T - !

(Effectlveness) Do - <

’ . ¢ N

o . » § ' A .
. Category “* . .- Favourable, Unfavourable ' . Total. -
. L - <. ' 'O ' \ : Y - 5

9 .

;;With Teachino ’ . 7 : .o -
.Experience- - . . 73 240 .97
WitHout Teaching ’ ' 'ﬁﬁ' o < .' i 3§,
Experience - o 633 22 7, 55
Dotal Lo - 106 - . .46~ ., " 52
- . ".; " . ? .- \ . . oA

[ : E .
i \ - - Chi Square 3.34
* ot 51gn1f1cant at .05 level

e ' v . ’ ‘

. ° o o Sy L, o

g S A :
Lo ' E , \ f
A ) . \ ] '\“ : =~
[ \ ve ! -l 1. = \ !
| ~l" ' | ! ] s ~,
) I “ o i , 1 ;. ) \ . .:\'
\ ‘ L] 5 \I ’ Il Fn_ } 4
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.'ngotheses_B and 12 w/htre’is no difference between the

Ca :'- - _ responses of uhose who‘;resently have

was no statlstlcal dlffere\je between the two, groups.i.

. .10
. B

R [ - . - i . . N !
’

v

-

1- 6 years teachlng experlence and those

who have more than 6 years teachlng )

\ -, . ‘ A s, . ' ’ . - . AN,
g’fﬁ : exper;ence.;_, , . . : .

" In- Table 35 80 of.the Fa‘é.pondents who have 1-6
(¢ [~

"years teachlng experlence had a favourable regard for the

"4

course, whlle 26" looked upon it unfavourably. Thirty seven *: R

of those w1ﬁh more than six years teachlng experlence sa1d
7 ® :

it was favgurable, white 9 v1ewed it unfavourably There .

. i .l-‘l,'r_:
AL Table 35A shOWS that 70 respondents w1th l 6 years ?
) . Lk
. . 3 .
tqachlng experlence thought the course effectlve, and 36 o T
/ . ’ .
thought_lt was 1neffect1ve,, Thlrty six of the respondents
. N [N . -
with more than.six years teaching-experience said the course ‘
was'efﬁeotive, while 10 said it was not effective. There ‘
T o L ) , : ‘ @ ’
wag,no’sf&nifiégnt'difference between the responses of the )
" two gfoups.’ X A S
' - RN
e T . ( p
° : . ° 4
¢ '] ° a
I W 'fr v ) '
I3 ) . ! »
L . ‘ : ' CS—F ol -
AR A
3 / vy , » ¥
P S , SR
. “\ o .- ” & s L
’ - '0- el
" g . ’ h " - - . . . : ! ‘. '\\l'. ‘ ll.'-. ‘g". .. ‘o, '.~ d ‘. .
-,‘ ) . . ’ .,\\_, A. "', ' ) . . » N l -‘ . ) .-‘. (‘ . " . s ‘ ' ., : "
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. . ¢ \ ) .ﬁj' o> ,
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~N _ - (Attitude)

A R . Table 35

~Results of Responses of Thosejvlth 1-6 Years ;" .
Teachlng and Those With More Than ‘Six Years® Teachlng

i . . . ‘\.‘0‘1
Category * Favourable . Unfavourable - Total

-

1-6. Years\Teaching : 80 - . 26 - - 16§

More Than Slx Years R . - . ;T -,
Teachlng ’ . 37 S9 . 46
" motal C ERL A 35 . 152

\

. V"' ] v, ] .' -
' oo Chi Square = ..67,

' ' o - Lo not significant at .05 level

Z‘% v ‘ o ¢ . :- .. , , ’ . ( * . . - ' . 4 '

o S . Table 35A e R

et

" ‘Results. of Responses oY ~Those With. 1- 6 Years
Teachlng and Those Wlth More Than Six Years Teachlng

,;/;;,///7’ . (Effect1Veness) Y p

o 'T"Category“{. : < Favourable . ‘Unfavourable. Total . .

Y 1-6 Years Teaching . i 70, L 4’}‘ 36 . 106 L
4 L . f’/ . . - . . ‘.
. - . ¥ - . I T ' A
More Than-Six Years . - L A R
'Teaching _ O 1 R R 5 ot AT L
s - L N ’“ " “ . . B . ) .. ‘ /‘ P ‘ ‘.‘ 8 e . . N vt
Total . o 106, ' 46 . A LSZ' T .
i Lt : T .o i ”I_J,I'_,,m,,,,,,,,,,‘.,*.,“,i—; — : : : .0 A ) 7 N 5 Q R
‘ L +0 © .. " ‘Chi Square = 2.35 g
~ . T not 51gn1f1cant at;.05 1eve1
.la' . .'. . 1 P ) ., } V'.
'.,Hypothéses 4 ‘and 13:.Thére is‘no'differenoe between'ﬁhe»
. o i X ) o v ) , , en
' _ % ) ST 'responses of’ those who have. completed
| - .o o " . . . . 1 . i r.'
. ’ . ot . one or more related Engllsh Educatlonv -
% . ; . & N ’ ‘( a
SRR T Y - Courses and those who have not. i
" - o .\ _'7.1 . .. am '_: o ..‘A- )’ K ,. . "': - . - \ | . . .
: . ‘ . . » ] - . , ; 'I ., . '. . R V ;' 4 -_.‘ .;'(" . .'.; ‘, . I3 " - - . "-'). . _.,' “ [ '.:"- i .': )
’ . : - ..’_,.. . g . ) “., . . , N ‘k we ' . "\ ) ", L _4: ' »a,l . I HE '. ’. .'; - . ‘. . » a
o LR . i . N N N ' < . - ! ,
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Table 36 shows that 56' of the respondents who had
trelated Engllsh Educatlon Courses said the course was

-,favourablet.whlle 19‘Sa1d rt was unfayourable. Sixty-one

resbondents who had no related English Education Coﬁrses
v1ewed the couBSe favourably and 16, v1ewed it unfaVOurably.

There was no 81gn1f1cant dlfﬁerence between the groups.

Table 36A& Shows that 54 of the_respondents who had

taken related English Education Courses -thought the course

xwas'effeetive and&helped them in‘their preparation of

l -

_classroom actlvltles, whlle 21 thought the course dld not

'help them. Among the respondents who\Had no related Engllsh
- . ST
Educat1on Courses 52 sald the coprse was effectlve and 25
1 . .

’sard it was notj There was no .s gnlflcant dlfference
. ¢ - . . hd . ! .
betwedn the responses‘of.the two groups.

v
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“ 7},, )
o, ~‘ - \\.f _ Table 36 .' K '. S T
Results of Responses of Those With- Related Engllsh
Education Courses and Those Without * .
Y, (Attltude) - . IS
\ . N - >
, ,”Category ' . Favourable  Unfavourable ': Total
. With Related Engllsh L oy '
3\\§ucat10n Courses ' . _ , 56 Ao .- 75
—— “ . N - " PN
Without, Related Lngllsh ‘ - oL B
Educatlon Courses N 61 .. .. - ’ 16 77,0
fotal .. . .. 117 ., 85N oL 1520
‘ S . Chi Square = .57
L - ., "not significant at .05 level
¥ » . . ', ; ’ -
p ", .
: Table 36A \ L
'éw Results of Responses -of Those. With' Relatdd Engllsh - S
- Educatlon Gourses and: Those ‘Without L )
: CEffectlveness) . ] .
o N ) - { ) “’ ’ ’
Category P " Favourable ° Unfavourablé " Total )
) i B k4 " M 'Q * - Dy 4 - - ‘ : _P‘ l — - '- ’ ; B . _I“
: Wlth Related English- . A . Lo F
Educatlon Courses g'.A . 547 . . 2 -~ . 15
o P . ; : .
Wlthout Related Engllsh . ‘ ) .. .,
Educatlon Courses . 52 25 77
Total = S o106, Tl ae v 152
¢ lr. e AN N N - . - 3 g
‘ R o - 7 7 ' Chi Square’.= .48 :
o I ‘i . not significant at..05-level -
. . Py ‘. , ' a - ) - Lo . .

,Hypothéses'i and l4:1There7is no. diffefenoe betweén the responses

o B .of those who have completed one or more L
' A\ -'llngulstlcs courses and those who have';
p.. AN -'not.- o L
¢ - + * ‘. ' - °
———— Ty I .
' ! ¢ ) . © - v



.As‘shown in .Table 37, 39 of the respondents.who

A

= have taken linguistics courses said the course was favourable,
and.1l. said it was unfavourable. Among those who had not
taken, any linguistic¢s courses, 78 werevin ‘favour of,the

course,'and 24'Were-not. * There was no,significa?t difference
t/ k] \1 , . . ’ .
‘yetween the two groups. : - - .

In Table'37A, 37 of those who have taken linguistics

v

..coursesofound the course effective, while 13 found it .

A .ineffective. Among those who had not taken Iinguistios
D .Q coE o’
courses, 69 found the course helpful in their teaching,
a . A .-
' ‘ while 33 did not find the course helpful There was no

®

statistical difference between-the responses af these two o

. i \

“groups.

Results of Respohses of Those Who Have Taken.

LlngUlSthS Courses and those - Who Have Not .
' . (Attit’ude) -
- : . ', . .' . : '
. Category . 'Favourable“ Unfavourable - Tobal .
' k"'\ ' . ht ' . s :._:.3 )
A T N S - S - v :
Have Taken Linguistics 39 . 11 » 50
) Have Not Taken ., . . g
. Linguistics : . 78 e ,24' o 102
TotaT .‘ , <117 ‘ 35. 152
'b ' ’ ’ ’ ) ) ' - ’ ' ‘. h. T ° ‘ .
\‘ . . . - - .
, S e o . Chi square = .1% . ...
Ce g -~ not significant at- .05 leyel
- ' - . ] ' \’ "‘ . ",'. ¥ .' .
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(Table—37h

:Results of Responses of Those Who, Have Taken‘
' Llngulstlcs Courses and Those Who Have, Not

(Effectlveness) ,
Category | S “Fawburable. * Unfavourable  Total
h Have Taken Linguistics a 37 ° L ~13 B 50
'Have.Not Taken . - : L o .
Linguistics : : 69 - . 2733 © 102
. Total}- . - . o106 L. 467 152 -
’ - \ h ’ ¢ © i ‘ - N
— — —
o . b S | ‘ .+~ Chi Square = .54
-0 , o . . .not significant at .05 level
o Co . . . R

4 . . : ' ' B L.
> ..

Hypotheses 6 and 15 There is no dlffeﬁedﬁj bet&eén the L.

responses of those wh have two or ° .

. -7 more degrees,and those ‘who' have one
‘ ‘ T ) N o
. 'degree'or less. ) : o

. /ST” T ble 38 shows that’ of the 102 who have two or more

deg es, 19 favoured the dourse,,aﬁﬂ\ii were not in favour _
of'it. Among the, 50 with one: degree or less, 38 found T
the course favourable;'whlle 12 dld not.; There was,no f)
51gn1f1cant‘§1fference between the: two groups._'A° o

A
" In Table 38A, 69 of. those with two or more degrees

Sald the.course was effectlve, .and 33 sald 1t was not.'
N )
Of the 50 with one degree or less, 37 iound the course to

Fal

" be effectlve, and 13 found 1t tg be 1neffect1ve.' There ';

- N [+]

was‘no 51gn1ficant dlfference between the. resPonses of the

-1

' two groups. = - s e

" .
- R b L. . - .. ‘ ‘ [ .
. - . P . .
. ) . o . . . -
N e R . L. .. . L.
. - . - ' . . N
R : . 3 .. g . P
oo ) - . . . . » ,
- . : . : . -0 . ” .
’ . - K PR
. . - . .
[

Y .
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Table 38 -

76

Results of Responses of Those Wlth Two or More Degrees'

, and Those With One. Degree or..Less

not significant at
LY ) N -

' - (Attitude)
' .Cétegory~ Favourable Unfavourable ° Totall
) 3 T « . v . : \

e : ) .- ~'t. ’

- With Two or More o
‘Degrees 79 23 "102
With One Degree or ‘ - -
Less - : 38 - 12 50

dotal 117 85 1152
b .Chi Square =0.0 :
dﬂf,-'not ‘significant at..05 level
Table 38a "
Results of Responses of Those With Two or More Degrees'
'\\ .~ . and Those With QOne Degree or Léess . -
T ' : (Effectlveness) ’ - ) <
— . v - - . - .
Lategory . -+ ..Favourable Unfavourable. - Total.
. With Two oOr More S . ,
Degreés - /f 69 33 102 .

.  With One Degree or A - : S
Less . e 37 - kN .13 Sgg
. . J ~' . ‘ .: . A oy

. .Total 106 . 46 "152

‘ . Y = [ .
. .:/ : = Chi Sguare = ~54 )
“ ST .05 level

L

There is no dlfference between the

i

prlor to the.summer of 197

v,

: responses of those who took the course

4] andwthose

L.

'who took the course between the summers

"\ of. 1970 and 1972. )

%3
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‘two groups.

B

Pl

In Table 39; 62 oflthe respondente who had taken .

»

. it,'and 16 were not, Of the- 74

- T ', 1

£

““the course prlor to tHe summer of 1970 were in favour of

who ook the course between

the summer of 1970 and the summer of 1972 55 viewed it

,favourably, and 19 v1ewed it unfavourably ' Theie was no

,nslgnlflcant dlfference between the two groups.

In Table 39a, '56- respondents who had taken the

A

and Zzisaid it was ineffectxvé.

‘course prlor to the summer ‘Of -1970 sa{g/’t\was effectLVe,

Flfty reSpondents who took

?

"the .course between the summers of ‘19740 and 1972 found it

helpful in thelr teachlng, and 24 dld not. There was no

\

P

‘

-+ 'mable 39

‘51gn;#1cantld1fference between_the responses given by the’

esponses of Those Who Took Coursé Prior to Summer
.0f 1970 -and Those Who Took Course Between Summer ‘of
1970 and 1972 Inclusive.

AL o (Attltude)

,Categbf§ . .o . 'Favonrable ‘Unfﬁvourabléf . Total-.
’Prior to Summer 1970 - 62 - . L16 . T 7.
Between Summers of 1970 | ’ L ¢ oo
and 1972 ," . " =55 ) 19 - T4
N . o & o ‘ - . .

. Total S . oL 117 . 35 0 T 152 °

o -

Ch1 Square = .58
not 51gn1f1cant at - 05 level

T owme
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a . Co - o "

> -, .. Table 39A
Responses of Those Who Took Courses Prior to Summer_; '

‘of* 1970 .and Those Who Took Course. Between Summer of T
. 1970 and 1972 Inclus1ve - ot

(Effectlveness) e .
-Category o ' Favourable 'Unfavourable .. " Total-,
Prior to Summer 1970 . . 56i B 52 S ' 18
Between Summers o; 1970 ! R o e
and 1972 o Lt - 50 PR 24 - } 74
. Total ,j. Tt 106 - . 46 Yo 152

TR S S — - R — —
s Chiisquare = .48 <+
. not significant at .05 level.

1Hy§otheses 8 -and 17: There is'no,differénce between thexw

o responses of those who'teach onlv'

¥

Engllsh and those who teach Engllsh

(3

and other subjects.

As. 1nd1cated in Table 40 ll7 respondents are in. _' .
. : ] P .
"' these two categorles. Of the 48 who. teach Engllsh only,,

.38 saw the course as favourable, and 10 sald 1phwas not
- favourable. Of the 69 who teach Engllsh along w1th another -

subject or subjeets, 49. found ‘the course was’ favourable,

+ and 20 found it unfavourable.' There was’ no 51gn1ficant

difference between the two, gmoups. 'lﬁ;‘

In Table 40A, 37 who teach Engllsh only,,

coursefwas effectlveg and 11 sald it was 1ne£fect1ve
7 o

-the 69'who teach Engllsh and ooher subjects, 41 .
= L .

.course was gffective and 28 sald it was 1neffective. The

' . ) y . ’ 'V“' :
.chi square s hows a slgnlflcant difference between the responses
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ofothose two groups. It is 1nterest1ng to: note\that there.

-

-was no SLgnlflcant dlfference between the attltudes of ) é
these two groups at the tlme they took the course, but
'after hav1ng spent some time in the classroom their oplnlon
of the course Seems to have changed . The difference
between the two groups is mdre clearly 1ﬁiustrateq ‘on_a .
percentagewba51s. Of those who teach Engllsh only,.17
per cent thought the course was effectlve . Of those who
,teach Engllsh and other subjects, 59 per cent thought the

:course was effectlve © It ig 90551b1e that those who teach
. ‘ :
'Engllsh only, have more of an opportunlty to apply what :

-

Athey learneq in the course,'s1nce they have only one subject

to concentrate on.

Table 40 , o N

Responses of Those Who Teach Engllsh Only _
and Those Who Teach English and Other Subjects we

p(Attltude) o R
" category o . Favourableff Unfauourable; . 'Total
English. Only . 38 10 - a8
. 'English and Otherh"- S oo Toonl :
ASubJects : S 49 3 St 69
Total . 87 - . ¥ o3g, 11T
, ‘. « o . ' .
: P chi Square =173 . .
- not. 51g(lf1cant at .05 level .
LY ’ .: Ca S ¥
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4

Table 40a. ST T

Responses, ‘of Those Who Teach English Only .
and Those Who Teach Engllsh and .Other, Subjects

(I:.ffect:.veness)
'Category - _ - Favourable . Unfavourable k Total
. English’Only | 37 1 - 48
English and. Other o - B U
Subjects ° R 3 oo 287 . 69
.mqeal oo 78 o 397 F. 117
" '_",Chi Square = 3.96
: p £ .05
Hypotheses .9 and 18 T.here is no difference betweeri the
. N responses of’ those ‘who took the course
. . A : durlng a summer se551on and those who

- ,ac,ademlc year .

I3

took -the‘courﬂse.durlng a regular ” :

L

+Table 4l shows that 53 who book the course durlng a

s 8

'1’1

summer sald *J.t was favourable and l3 sald it was unfavour—

5

able. Slxty fc?ur of those who took the course durlng a

o ’,

regular academic”’ year v1ewed the course favourably, and

22 v1ewed it unfavourably

-

There was no 51gn1f1cant

»
o

dlfference between the two groups.-_. " ,"‘ o ' ¢

5

. Table 41A \show»as that the -same mumber, .53, ‘who took.

<

!

the course in the summer Fald it was effectlv‘e- and l3

sald it was .meffectlvé

c ’,

Of the 86' who took the course

v

durlng .an academlc year, 53 sald it was effectlve and 33

fsalcT 1t was 1neffect1ve.

«3r

. .
- . R »

. B

‘ 3
The ch1 Square shows a 51gn1f1cant

Y

Al
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a

.The same 51tuat1"n ex:.sts here as in Tables 39 an"d 39Aa.

.There is no dlfference between the groups concernlng thelr

- ) . ~ - -

attitude towards the course at the tlme they took lt. But -

after hav:.ng spent a year oxr more ‘in. the classrocfm,.thelr

Cea ,,opl%lon of-'the course is dlfferent. Calculatlng these s
. 2 .
' o results on a percentag"e basis shows that 80. per cent of’

. . -~

those who took the course dura.ng a summer found 1t to be

effectlve,,whlle 62 per cent . of those who took the: course

- during an-academic year. said it .wa,s‘,effeetlve. This seems
Yoo . ' ﬂ n 3 o . '
rather surprlslng espec:.ally since a number of respondents
< ) .
. sadrd there was 1nsuff1c1ent time-to adequately cover the:
. . ) 2 .
course durlng the summer' perlod o, SR S . ,
- - , ' . ) ’ . 'P/ ' ’ P ... .'- . . R i1 . i
I3 . - . e, . . . ,'\ R R
' ' . o _ ; Table 41 t "
I " " - & . ‘ur .
. Responses of Those who Took Course ,During a. Summer L
~*ahd Those Who* Took Course During Year A
(Att.ltude) te o ,. "
o . .o . '"I . ]

, T } S : <. '; _.
2 Category - S Favourable unfavourable . -‘Total
S . Summetr Session : .53 - 13 . .. 66

. . g . ’ . . B . - “ ' ', . I . ) . R ¥ . . A,. i : i ’

BT . . Academic Year | | ° ’ 64 , 22 - . B6

. s . N T - - . B I .. .
Total . ’ 117 : 355 .« - .~ 152
« n _’{; . e . . .
-, . , , o A"—E.T i . . )
- Vo . st o ’ Chl Square = .59
e Ve et C b R ,not- significant at .05 level
. ’1,,‘ ’ - . . . . .
’” : f'ux' ' < ¢ R I," ) ' . -
s -7 . ! [§ «
1 ’ - . ‘ . R
: _ . e
L , ° .' N . ..’ ’ . H \ .7'. ,{ '
s ) . . , v ' ’. ' . . ¢
. - i . . [ . ’ [
) e - e e )
’ L ' de s ) R . A L. B ,
; A E "" ’ ’ [ ' " ;\'. - f - .‘-t. I & ’ >



'Tahle 41A

Responses of Those Who Took Course Durlng a Summer

o ' and Those Who Took Course During Year . : R ~

) . ' ' (Effectlveness)

Cat;?ory . ' Favourable . Unfavourable "l'Total -

Summer SeSsilon .o T 753 L 13 .. " 66
.'Agademic Year = . . 5'3. ' o 33 <! T 86

Total N o6 - 0, 46 S -3

’ . L ] , ) . ' . ' N

. e L S Chi -Square = 6.20
S Lo BN p < .05 L

SN Al

' The e'RIidence"‘presentéd in the last eighteen' tables
La ) '

By

. \
po:.nt’s to a mdf:e favourable regard for "the course than an, )
'unfavourable one.. For the most part the null hypotheses

stated in Chapter 1 are true. thtle dlfferenoe was shown

* - B .
in the’ manner in whlch the grodpse responded‘ However this

does not mean that the course does not have some weaknesses.

As ‘was mentloned earlier, when. refearrlng to Tables 30, 31, and -
e P
_32, there are CertaJ_n aspects of ,the course th.ch accordJ.ng

',to some of the respondents need rev151on. In. every walk .

~» k4 D '.
- of llfe improvements .are constantly helng made-——whether ‘.Lt. ,

‘_be ‘in the food J.ndustry,,_the automoblle andustry; or the .;

v
1 [ R .

fJ_eld of educatlon. , Noph‘ead‘s_ of co_mpanles or leaders in " - o

: e'dUca‘tion should éver be .satiéfied with the status'quo. ’
: . N P .
~One respondent sald that a methods course should be evaly.ated v

Y I

—'-ca‘t least anetél“’i/ear. R Lo L
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. N - Chapter 5

. ANALYSIS of pata 11 © - '

.

This second~chapter deallng with the .analysis of

v

déta is d1v1&gﬁ'lnto three parts. The flrst part conCerns.

;—/”fﬂthe‘comments made by various respondents; the second part
is -concerned with'the suggestions*which espondents mdde for

Vimprg&ement of the'course; and the third part describes the .

outcome of the 1nterv1ew conducted with twenty*three of the"

‘subjects. : _ I e
R L , .

» . COMMENTS IN SECTIONS A, B, AND C «

~ ‘ Throughout the questlonnalre space was prov1ded ‘for

. -

the ‘respondents to make comments if they so desrred Many-

.respondents'availed'of this 0pportunity to express their

.9 -
feelings about.the course or to‘comment on their present
. : s . \ b ' .

% situation. . f : . R

Commente-Section A

)

The comments in Seciton -A dealt mainly with the

r
. respondents' present cirqumstances, or their plans for theh

1

‘near or distant future. o,
Four people said they would be returnlng to unlver51ty

in September for further study

o Two said they '‘would ‘be teaching full time in September.
{‘4 #"'ijo said they would be‘teaching'in another subject'

.area. R ' - - ‘.

. . . . .- 4
L. . . . .
. . . ! ' s o ’ .
. . " : ‘."
e - . L . o P .o,
. s . . ! . . e, o ) LA
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., Four said they would be goiné back .to teaching when'
their faﬁil%es have grown up.

Three‘are presently working in jobs outside educatieﬂ
" and said~they may. go back teeching.. ] '
.'t o Two said thef Were happy in the jobs they were dqing.
and had no plans to return to teaching.

Two descrlbed spec1al programs they were involved
with, one in readlng the other ln an adult up gradlng English

‘course.

)

Two were administrators and said they did not think

A

‘they would have timé in the ‘near future to return to the-
. ' <

i

classroom. ‘ . '
l ! - .” . ’ ' '. T . ) l 3 u
Comments~-Section B ' ' S : .

Most of the' comments appeared in Sectidn B of the

questionnaire. These have been dgrouped under two headings-
positive reaction to the course,. and negative reaction to
the course. ' _ L

7 N [ .

" Positive reaction. Twentngix respondents had'high preise-

A

for the course. They said it was a practical, enjoyable,

and informative course which helped them in their teachlng.

N

'Some commented on the 1mportance of" formlng a phllosophy
T
for teachlng English which they sa1d was stressed in the

course. Others valued the material which was presented to

', them concerning professional literature and have since L o,

_subscribed to professional journals and magazines. Several

- felt it‘would be an advéntagg,to have. some teaching experience

I
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- o _ E _
'~ in order to make comparisens and.to bketter understand certain
.." - '. ’ ’ LS " Lo Eliad .
_ ideas presented.’

t

LA ’ ..4

<

! v

Negatlve reactlon. Thlrty~one respondents offered negatlve

' v1ews, three of- these concernlng educatlon .courses - 1n general.'
'They said that educatlon courses were too theoretlcal, that .

~they wexe not relevant to the school situatlon today and that
Y \ -
" -they did hot prepare teachers’ to teach. Thesepcomments were
also made with refetence to “the course. A-few summer school
(

~1.f¢ ; ' students felt too much valuable material was. passed over-
-

lightly Some sald it was the most borlng course they had
N

ever taken. A few ,said the 1nstructor was out of touch w1th

A " the 51tuatlon as it exlsts~1n Newfoundland schoois today and

- his'lectures‘weré‘out'of date. They also said he_was biased -
) ) . v' . ) _' N \/ .
towards certain points of view and'reluctant to accept others..

Some sa1d they disliked the llterature part ‘of the course
_ whlle Others ‘said they dlSllked the language and composrtlon
E‘7'1_:>art. Four p01nted out the impracticality of the grammar'
section presented,in the course. Others felt the course had h

certain merit and did not wish to condemn it outright. They

‘said that with certain revisions it could be made into a’

" good course.’ - -
| Other comments in . Se¢tion B concerned the 51tuatlon o
in Newfoundland schools.' Eertaln respondents sa1d th .
/;“ S currlculum was not flex1b1e enough- that major proble
-ex1sted, one of these belng in the area of readlng, a . atnﬂ.;
teachers were not ful;y-prepared-to cope.w1th such'prob;ems,;

K . . e . 0 .
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¢

They their university training presented them with ideal

.éab

A -

ideal situations which in'reality are practically

noh-existent. .o . AR . .

[ |

54, )
- v

Comments-Section C. i ‘ - e

4

Most of' the comments that:wefe made in the additional
comments section at the end of the quéstionnaire have already"

been mentioned"as they were made by other respondents in . --

. Sectlon B; therefore,,they will not be repeated. olxteen S

comments were made in thlS section—8 in favour of the cOurse,

5 not in favour, and three general remarks. One of these

.remarks concerned the state of Engllsh in Newfoundland schools

toqﬂy.. One respondent wondered.what hlgh school students had

"to show for eleven years of English One person said that

!

the course made hlm aware of the multlp1101ty of approaches

to the teachlng of Engllsh. Another said he apprecilated ‘the

1deas he learned concernlng the planning and designing of an oof

English program. Another person‘said-that other courees

needed rp-gradlng before this one. | | '
SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT

~'vSectlon‘-C, Part II of the guestlonnaire asked reSpondents_

to list one to four suggestions-they would make to improve_ Y

TR . . . . .
‘the course. There were 165 resbondents who answered‘thls '

part of the questlonnalre, hence there were many suggestlons.
{All the suggestlons offered ‘have been grouped under varlous
headlngs and placed in Appendix C. ecommeﬁdatlons whlch '
were §uggested ten tiﬁes oL more are listed below. There
were fifteen which fell into thie_category.

LY
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-ty ‘ ;“ 1. Some -sample lessons should be presented including

o

= bgslc:ways of. teaching a lesson and new methods of teaching.
' é. There shou}drbe actual'practice teaching‘ih\some‘

. areas of‘litérature and language. This couldgbe done in-

city schools or in course periods:. It was suggested by

hd L]

some that praspective teachers be requlred to présent a
lesson, using the class as students. After the lesson has

been presented the professor and the students could®offer
- ~ . : C : . N
criticisms. . = - L L

3. More opportunity should be/given,for discussion '
-on various topics coneerning the English program.' Use could
be made of both large- ‘and small group dlSCUSSlOD, panels

and debates. o . ;' 2,

. . P -
4. The whole area of grammar needs a fresh and new

approach, something more'pertinent to the problem which
. 'y el .
" exists in our schoo%s. ot
/‘- . , . ' I . —_
‘ ‘5. Although theory is necessary, the empha51s shpuld

be'on the practlcal appllcatlon of the theory and the course ..

o

o , should-be less idealistic.

6. A certain amount of stress shbuld be placed on

-

the learning of 1anguage as 'a means/of communlcatlon, both

N

v

',oral and wrltten._' N B
7. There should be emphasms on the needs of today s
high school student—-how best to prepare’ him for his role

. in the,seventles.

1] »

8. the course should be further d1v1ded as there lS‘

>

tod much materlal to cover adequately. 4 o .

S



‘9., More Empha51s should be .on deallng with readlng

problems that aregencountered at the hlgh school levels

10. Vl51ts to actual classrobm sltuatlonsvcould be -

H v

“arranged, to observe succegsfutl ﬁnglish teaching methods,

~creat1ve qutlng.

foIlowed by dlscu5510n with. the’ teacher

a

ll There should be’ more emphasls on the teachlng of
I
; ' : - o

L 12. Slnce the trend 1s toward 1ntegrat1ng language

and literature in today s Engllsh program 1n the high school,

w -

the same procedure should be con51dered in a methods course.

)

Teachers are not prepared for thls'new approach.

13. Classes in recent years have become too large.
. . "
A ' - . ( a .

It is suggested that seminar sessions be made part of the’

course w1th more students 1nvolved in progects and less

) *
eSS
Y

+ Y

X
-

emphasis be placed on’ the lecture method.

14. There should be-more discussion on the‘use of

"audio-visual methods'witﬁirelation to the teaching b;.-“

)

%Englishy ' . o ' Lo,

s

-

15. The course should be more closely geared to the

4

' curriculum, curréntly in use”in the high school

<o Many other. suggestlons were ,offered, all of whlch

~,

appear in the Appendlx.‘ - o .t e



respondents .

. 'INTERVIEW .

Durlhg the last week in July, an interview. was

bonducted W1th 23 subjects who were attendlng summex school.

Fourteen of these were respondents, and wine were non-— '
R .

i +

Interview with Respondents - VR - . v

' The fourteen.respondénts were asked to do ‘a portion

-of the questionnaire again. ,.A ‘rank order correlation

coefficient was computed on ther results from the questiorinaire

done the tirst time and the results %rom the questionnaire,
. ;

%one the second time. - A p(rho) 'of .82 WaSJ determlned From ~
thlS it can be sald that respondents were fa:Lrly onsistent
in their answers, and }ét if further samples- ere taken

from the populatlon, the result would more than lllsely be

’

"the same.

i

) ' - -

Respondents were then asked questions concerning

‘their attendance at Summer S'chool, théir plans for next

year,-and some answers glven on the first questlonnalre.

-

Four were doing Engllsh Educatlon courses. Four ,

\

_were d01ng other education courses. Two were doing Engi_ish’

i

courses. . Two were domg gradudte courses. ' One was doing

-

French, and the other Religlon. o \ . o
' Ten are returning 't0"the same position next year.. =

Three are taklng other teaching p051tlons. One is returning

to university to complete a con301nt degree program.

’



e . depth- study in certaln\reas of Engllsh L

0 ° -"'

¢ v . - .. RN

As poetry was omltted from the llSt in Part I,

SeCthD C of the quest:.onnalre the fourteen respondents
. / . . L ‘

were asked if they would -plag:e )poetry in one or more of

the 'blanks. g - .
.Six said boetfy. ’shog1~d r_eceivegfeater "efnphasisf

Two seia it was the mater'iel je';st useful to '_them.’ Thr;\‘e'e, ' A

- said 1}ot‘ enough' he'ndout's-w'ere given on 'poe’try. ‘One said-

it weis.the material mo'ét"use'ful. Five said they would not o

. "place 1t in any blank.. “

-] ' . - : ]

a Any addltlonal comments or suggestlons that were .

o
»

made are-vllsted below. 'Ilhose whlch are the same as suggestions

made earller wor in ﬁppendlx C will not be repeeted - Row— o

’ ‘ . C o

ever, four su_ggestlons deserve mentJ:on again as- they were
‘ * .

referred to by six or more of .the fespond_ents. . .
1. More info::mation is-“'needed on the procedure - S
1nvolved in, the :Lntegratlon of language and llterature.

i

2. The course should be" further lelded for more’ in -

LY
1

L]

3. The course should be made'more practlcal

’ °

4, More stress is needed in the area of -reading. "

Other comments and suggestlons. - S

1. Have a ba51c course in methods for all students.

[y

* + Then branch'of_f into cohtent areas. " T

2. Eduoation profe:ssors who come from other‘brovinces '
or countx;ies should make t'hemse.lves familiar with the o
Newfoudland -slituatioh . ) . ’ _ ﬂ’

3. Tt‘xzi;e should be s. de-emp‘hasis of Erglish as a .

t



(o)

subject and-an emphasis of English as a communication process.

Q

91X
.

Y

4. mThe fault seems-io be in: the program, not"

necessarlly in the course.

N

L=

b - .
(L} o
' ;

r~

5. THere are not enough courses in*English for

teaohers. " More attention should' be given to language.

W

L4

Interview with Non-Respondents

s R

Nine non—respondenté weﬁe'interviewed., These were

3

a}l teachers who were artendlng summer school. Some were

completlng degree programs, others were worklng on another

7-11 and the nrnth was teaching - grades 4,5, and 6, but.said

\

'teachlng certlflcate. Eight, taught hlgh school grades from

he would prefer to be teaChlng high school students.u (A

&

is found i App emdix D.) . o -
, Fo??bgzig are the answers glven’to the questlons

asked:

.~

- COPY of ‘the general_format used in conductlng the interview .

One taught Engllsh only. Seven taught Engllsh with .

than @ngllsh.

.another sub]ect or subjects and one taught subjects other

Elght w1ll be returnlng to the Same 31tuatldn next

.. year; one said he was uncertaln,.that he  may come touSt.

John's to ‘do more courses at the Unlver31ty Four said"

_they expected to -be teachlng more Engllsh.

One holds a grade three teachlng certlflcate. Three

hold Qrade four certlflcates and flve hold grade flve

certlflqates,‘ All but two said they were. presently worklng

. 1.

" on- another certlfliate.‘ These two said they were
. 13 |

I

y

!

Y

4
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. ﬂt, | ) ,
- taking courses malnly for interest: >, 1 i -~ .
Two- have no degree. Two hdve B. A.(E4.).. Four haveé .

B.A. B.Ed. One has B. A. (Ed ) B. A‘. }

Two were doing EnglisHKapd Education course' it ‘ : _,}
' \?)l\ .
summer school. Two were . doing “Edu cation.courses. One. was °

~

doing a graduate course} Two were.doing écience courses.
Two were d01ng history dﬁEnglish or Education ‘courses.

When asked why they had chOSen to do these courses, four

said it was for degree requireméhts, and five said mainiy
"for interest:and background'for teaching: ' l
The foiloﬁing reasoﬁs-were‘given for not rebpbndiﬁg
~to the questionnaire. ‘Two did :Zt receive one; ~Three ‘

said they misplaced it. Two Said they were busy with exams.
\ + / 4 L ) m
and did not have .time. One said h¢ was not interested in

replying. One said shelwas ill when she received it and'

~did not have time to do anything about it later. | S

o Criticisms of course.

9@

" . I
1. Do you think the course adequately prepared you

to tedch English to high school students? ' }“\' . l . .\ o

Five said. they got some benefit from the course but'
felt they could have been bette# prepared Areas that were
mentioned as being ‘most helpful were comp051tion, the - short
story and poetry. One said she found Geraldine Muxphy s

bookl a good guide and reference.

T

° 1Geraldine Murphy, The Study of Literature in ngh _
School (Waltham, Massachusetts. Blaisdell Puinshing Company,»
1968) - . L e i '




-was not teaching high schsol.

°

%

‘essay, poetry, and biography were mentioned once as neédin’g .

l 2 ' 93

N "
'

' . .
f . L. , R
i ) ‘ ‘o ! . o,

' ‘Another said she often referred to Loban, Ryan' and Squirez.

‘Three said they did not get much out of the course and one

[ . . . .o < )

t 2, Could cer'ta-in toi:ics have beer‘ given more emphasis? ’
’ ¢ Bhe grammar presented in the course was mentloned

three tlmes as belng lrrelevant to the Newfoundland 51tuat10n,-

and therefore neeas to. be glven a new approach Readlng

- . ..
i

was mentloned three tlmes. Two people Sald llterature and
the ‘mass media need "to be stressed more. . Other‘to,plcs such\ L

“as ~drama, the evaluation of -llterature_'and languag'e, the

further emphasis . One p;:\son said that mythology should '
‘be - ingluded in the course. -~ - “ ' F ,‘:\ e :
3. Were cextain t_opics given-‘.t'oo 'much_ stress?‘ S '
Six p.e'opl'e ’fe_lt that transfprmat_ional grammar -and’
phono.l'ogy were’given too much streds. Two said Ithey did ’.no_t

think any topic was given too much stress. One said too

much emphasis was placed on paragraphs. - | ! ,

T, - o e . . N
of, the course.. ' - ' o e \

4, What 1mprovements would you llke to- see made'> gy
', N

Suggestlons wluch were mentloned most frequently .

will be.listed below, as well as suggestlons which have -
not a.lready been given in Appendix C. ' : \\\ - , T
' Most frequently mentloned we:;e the follow:.r}g- SN '

1. How to teach creative wrltlng should be a part \ B

-

r 2Walter Loban, Margaret Ryan, and James R( Squire, ) .
Teachlng Language and L:Lterature Grades 7-12 (New York Harcourt‘ e

- Brace and World, 1961) e, ; . . _—
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. 2 The course -should be further lelded ' Too ‘much

valuable materlal 1s beLng treated superf,1c1a11y

N

i \’3 uHave students do more 1n the way of pract1ca1
act1V1t1es. g ' : - .," ‘ ' R ’ '
4 There should be more empha51s on the teachlng ‘
-of readlng at the hlgh school level. S R
o Other suggestlons. ‘ o ‘

s

de
.

'to teach the subject of their ch01qe as there are not;

" v D
~. - g . 0

enough requlred courses. : oy

! R ' o

' 2 There should be more * llalson between unlvefilty

and schools wlth regard to materlal taught

. A\ : ’
L

.

' . . '&

of an Engllsh teacher s. degree program_ C "

N
N

* 4 Teachers of EnglJ.sh should be requlred to do

1. '

more academlc Engllsh courses. . ’
. ‘ N “
'
5 & ) '
- ' . B [ o
1’ .
. 4
)] . n . . . & <
Y ' , \ ) . : .
s b »
. N . .
v a . . ] . b
AY ' v, . '
. - - , ‘
L l. / . ¢ I ! ~
x l. ’ \" -
s 1 . . . )
1 ' - % " “ I " » <
A 1 ]
, : ‘ . K o
- n °
a8 o - .
B 1 1 *
_ - ’ - a
- ! . ? s
- o . -
- \ l . ¢ '
o ) ‘ :
- b ap " .
- , T s
< . 2

' S, 3 The study of modern llteratdre should be a: part

v

I. -'Prospecta.ve teachers are not adequately prepared\

./, .‘

N




: &uestidns to be answered were these-

j’actually teachlng hlgh sohool Engllsh? o '.

.. Procedures and ‘Method . . . o

SN
) ,.l . , o ‘ . - Q.
' . . Chapter 6 . AR ﬁ;)
ST - . . T v e ' i r
= ’ ‘. pn ’ .- . ' ~ : ' k" <
SUMMARY ; CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS | T
R ‘_,7' . . .o (- _“‘.:..'._.A- ) . I3 . e
U suMMARY - T - - T
. ‘ o . N S -
. 1%
" L. - . . ° , \ :
Purpbses ;“~"i~3: T L "&v
./'/,-/ T : ‘ ’ P
7. - Bs stated in Chapter 1 of this study the main

\
v
,

‘1. How well does this course prepare students to

teach hlgh school Engllsh in NeWEOUndland schools? ) , "

2.' What ‘has become of. all “the studénts who took

"_the course -f£rom 1962 to the summer of 19722 How many are

~
,('
) .

3. what recommendatlons did respondents make for

N v
o

‘1mprovement of the. course? S ‘ \

b o‘ﬂDuring the:iatter par% of Aprilha questionnaire was

>

mailed tq 296 subjects. buring the last week 1n Ju v oa

'personal 1nterv1ew was conducted w1th 23 of ‘these s bjects,~

T

a

14 of them respondents, 9 of. them non-respondents

Elghteen hypotheses were formed for the purpose of

o

.determinlng whether or not“ce{tain characteristlcs of these

"former students ‘had any bearrng on the“\anner 1n whlch they

T e 4

k4

~‘respondec‘i. R - . o Co

0
a

The 1nformat10n gathered from questzonnaires and

¢

personal interv1ews was subsequently tabul d or summarlzed.
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1 . -
v

For the mostwpart data presentation'consisted of totals and -
[

. percentages. A_chd square was computed to determine‘the
I ’ ' .. -
outcome of the eighteen -hypotheses. . .
,' , ] .
"Findings
The information listed in Table 29, page 41;

: Table 30 page 52; and Table 31, page.54prov1des a partlal 5
answer to the prlmary questlon.. How well does thlS course'

prepare students to teach hlgh school Engllsh? " Some feIt

.

they were adequately prepared, others felt they were not

1

adequately prepared Most teachers agreed that the -strongest
part of the course was the unlt on teaching the comp091t10n.
The weakest parts concerned the teachlng of grammar and the

"teacnlng of readlng. . - ' .

How many are actually teachlng Engllsh? A look at

Table 3, page 21 1ndlcates that 86 out of 218 are full tlme

ﬂ

teachers of Engllsh or Eng 1sh and other subjects at the: '

G

: hlghuschool level. Ofuthe nine ‘non-respondents who were
interviewed, seven taught high schodl-English.  At' least
20 of those who did not respond teach English in high.

- school._\51x of those who d1d the’ rellabllity check in

‘

March were high school Engllsh teachere. -Thls ‘means - that

o~

approxlmately 40 per cent are 1nvoived as teachers of hlgh
. , ,

school subjects, one- of whlch 1s Engllsh. <
8 ¢ '
.As ev1denced 1n the suggestlons given in Appendlx C,._

many‘teachers thought that a_newuapproach should ‘be cons;dered
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' sex, teachlng experlence, nor quallflcatlons had any bear1

\' - o 97

in presenting the material . The course, it was-said, should

‘be -further divided so that a more 1ndepth study can be glven

to the many facets' of Engllsh _Eerhapscnmioﬁ the most.
glaring facts is that the fault is not with the cogrse but
with the programfand.the selection made by the students..

Even though adequate courses are- avallable, students do -not

‘always elect to do the courses whlch w111 benefit them when

they'begln thelr;teachrng career. Therefore the program
shouldibe changed to inciuae:more'required courses. |

.In 16 out'of'lB hyootheses stated, no significant
difference waslfound between the respanses of .the two groubs
in each_case;; The\only factors which had’ some bearing on

responses,Were the subject -taught amd the time the course

was taken. Those who taught English only,. found'the-course

more effectlve than those who taught Engllsh and other

subjects, and those who took . the course durlng a summer °

. session found it more effective than those who had taken it

during an academic year. ‘ 1
b T S
CON¢LUSIONS . :

'l ’ : . - :

L~

Several conclusrons can be drawn’ from the 1nformat10n

g
ncoVered in thlS study

l. W1th regard to the hypotheses, tested nelther /
g

on the responses. . oy L \.
2; There was a 81gn1f1cant difference between th

responses of those who taught English only and those who

S



taught Engllsh with other, subjects.

‘the unlversity tralnlng they have recelved and the

‘activities'whfch“WiIl-help_them face classroom situations

98 -

3. There was a significant difference between the

responses of those who took the course-during;a summer N

. —

session and those who took the course during an academic

!

year.
4. It is obvious that many are concerned about
Y
51tuat10ns 1n which they £f£ind themselves ‘as teachers of
Engllsh. , -
5. ‘It seems'that teachers need more adééuate St

preparation in certain areas of English to meet the needs

of today s advanc1ng téchnological age.

6. Teachers want to participate 1n practical

in Newfoundland schools.

7. They want more requlred courses than Just the

r

one methods course. o 2

e 8. They want courses Wthh prepare them to deal

with the curriculum presentlyiln use in the high schools.

RECOMMENDATIONS

’

‘The prlmary purpose of ‘this study was ‘to find out

if the course adequately prepared students to teach Engllsh .

~.at the high school level. It cannot fully accompllsh thls A

. for a large percentage oﬁ_students if it cpntinues'tp

e

L remaln‘the,only.required English Education course for - a2 o 5;“

LN

At ﬂ_l
. ;
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LS . N d V.
-

prbséecti&é teachers of hiéh school ﬁnglish. As dne
respondent reﬁarkéd -~ the fault is with the program. -
The writer would like to make the follpw%hg B
@ i _ o reéommepdations to the Department of Cufriculumﬁand Instruction.
1. fhat the deéree programzfér Endlish teachers’
;inélude the following required courses. =, - | N SR

a) at least one coufrse in.the teaching of high
school reading ’

b) one.course in'LiteratUre'Eor'Adolescents

Y
\;“ ' ' . c) at least tﬁo courses 1in Lingui%tics
'a)'oﬂe.Media course 'in the teaching of.quliéh :
e) twp_Methods'CQurses |
2. That electives should belparrowef so that. e

- 1

students can select courses to give them more in_depth

study in their field.
3. That a-liaison committee be set up to include
representétives-from the university Faculty of Educat;bn,

R the Newfoundland Provincial Départmént of Educa;ion,.andg, ?@ -
locai gchool boards. )

Y

4. That a more comprehensive internship program '

be instituted h?efeby proépective,tgache;s.arg feéuired’fof
* spend at least one full yedr ih the classroom while they are
"in tfainiﬂg. ' ‘ : | - |
" If these fpur~éhanges‘we£e made there wéﬁld be fewer
Zproblems_with the mefhéds éburéeland'mahy-o%‘fhe idéaé : .
~sugg'ested\inLARQendi.x"c‘:.'cdl_xlld,bé implgﬁentedﬁ : m_‘f ‘:; o

- ) . . . ' - - Ve oy
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With certain reqpired courses and a selected list
of electives, teachers would be better prepared to cope

°

with daily classroom activities.

The purpose of the llalson committee would be to
keep.a three levels informed of the various intentions
and objectlses which they as a group'decide on. One of
their main goals would he to see that the teacher_education.‘

program prepare teachers to develop curriculum and be

adequately'preparednto deal nith-the,school program of

studies which is in effect at the time.

.An internship program woulg give new teachers a
certain amount of practical experigence and at the same
tlme help them gain confldence in themselves. ‘ |
. Each year colleges and unlver51t1es are faced w1th‘

this problem of trylng to improve courses and programs.

Ly,

Many articles have béen wrltten and many new actiV1t1es have

been developed and ‘tested. One~pre-serv1ce,educatlon
coursepqhich has gained popularity on the-caméus of
Georgia Southern College is_entitled "High School Teachlng"
This course. ls d1v1ded into four phases which must be done

sequentlally. Each phase relates to the succeedlng one

i ¢
and upon completlon of the flnal phase the student moves

into a quarter of full tlme student teaching. The course

. lLee C. Cain'and others, "Innovation in a Pre-

. Service Education Course, ". Im roving College. and.UniVersitx .

Teachlng XX (Spring, 1972), I51-57

RS
lllllll



is staffed by four full-time faculty members and the
students perfq\s a variety of activities rel/ted to the
theory presented.. The student must ma1nt<in a minlmum
grade 8f "C" in each phase and cannot move oﬂ'to the n&xt
'phase untll he succesgfully completes the phase he is. ln.'_ﬂ _ N
The course prov1des orlentatron for student teachlng ln

laboratory sessions. .The advantage that thls college.has
. . . ) " ) A
' is a campus laboratory schqQol which makes it easier for a

'~ course of thlS sort to operate. Thls is a fairly new ldea
in unlver51ty teachlng and seems to be worklng out . qulte

well

. \ : . N L ' . .
' . Clifford ‘Edwards has written an afticle entitled " $;J‘

"Relevance in_College Instructfon“.- In 1t he says that both »

the unlversity and the)student are respon51ble for relevancy
\ .
in a student's educatlon.- Later in his article he says this:

Courses in the university must .be developed so-that
theoretical constructs can be translated and utilized
in practical sxtuatlons. Too frequently programs.
contain theory which the student has to wait to apply
on the job subsequent to terminating formal edu ion.
Consideration of theory apart:from the practicasgtendersf
the theery sterile and nonfunctional... Finall
students should be exposed to a case-method apprentice-
ship. This experience should be de51gned2to bridge the
gap between school and the;world of work. s

. - David Borland ‘in his article "Brofessional Education;
r

of Secondary Teachers" outlines- three major cgomponents of a

2Cllfford H. Edwards, "ReleVance in College Instructlon" .
Improving College and Univer51ty Teachlng, XIX (Autumn, 1911), B
‘ 322 25." o _ ) Rt j._: -
3 .

ST Dav1d T. Borland, "Professional Educatlon of Secondary
Teachers, Improvin College and Universlty Teachlng, XX '
(Sprlng, 19725 I35—36 v

RN
) o . . RS
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teacher -education program. He says that a teacher ehould
‘have a general education, an area of academic specializa-

‘tion, and professional education. Borland's article -

continues with the gualities and characteristics which an
. effective teacher should possess over and above his academic .

and professional preparation. The six Quaiitiesgsuggested

v

are summarized below. _—_

1. The professional teacher must be involved.in |
ihtellecfual activities. o e R H
2. He must be knowledgeable and'question.ahd

evaluate new ideas. )

*

3.- He must be able to develop in his students a
desire to learn. R - : SRR
4. He must be able to communicate. - .

.5. He must be self-organized. - . L9

"6. He must be'concerned about his students. .

L

Further Research . . - o . : v

Further research in this field'ie possible;‘_The.
followxng studles are suggested- ' |

1. A comparative study between Engllsh teachers
- who have completed the methods course and English teachers
who' have not. S

f 2. :Studieé_involying other subject areas.
! | ; 3. A_Stuey of Preparation Programs for English
teachers at Memorial UnlverSLty between 1965 and 1973
' 4. A Spudy of the needs of Junlor ngh School

teachers. T ' C e . .




5. ‘Ffepération Progréms for elemeﬂtary teachers. - : s
6. Teacher ngparation Programs ?p Eastérn Canada. -
7. ‘Summer School ébufses versus Semester Courses. . ,
8. A Comparative Study between teachers who teach-

- :, -only English and teachers who teach English and other .subjects.

9. In-Service Brograms fkr teachets of English.

z .
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MEMORIAI UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND
St. John's, Newfoundland, Canada

Department of Curriculum and Instruction April 26 3 19?3

R e N e ot T o L a wreoma

Between the years 1962 and- 1972 you took a methods
course in the teaching of English at the high school level.
This course was first called Education %13, then it became
Education M1k, and since 1970-71 (at which time the urniversity
adopted the four digit numerical system in naming courses) it
has become Education M40 &41%1.

For my laster's thesis I have undertaken to do a
follow-up study on all the students ( 30% of them ) who took
that course, in order to find out (1) what has become of them,
and (2) what is the impact of the course on the teaching of
English, HKumber 2, of course, is the most important aspect of
the thesis and the findings should enable the Department to
provide better instruction for teachers of the future. In all
walks of l1life we must have continuous eveluation of existing
programs,

I am, therefore, asking you to fill out’ the enclosed
questionnaire and return it to me at your earliest convenience,
preferably by May 18th, A stamped envelope is provided for
this purpose. ' You will notice that I am asking you to put your
name on the questionnaire, Since this is a follow-up study it
is important that I hear from everybody, and I need your name Sso
that I can check to see who has not responded. I am sure you
can appreciate the fact that this request enables me to save
both time and money. Please be assured that your answers will
be held in strictest confidenece and that your name will in no
way be used in the compilation of the thesis.

You will notice there is space for comments within
the gquestionraire as well as at the end. Please feel free to
make any remarks which you think are pertinent to the study,
and enswer as many of the guestions as you are able. Don't
forget it is important that you return the guestionnaire even
if you answer only one section.

Thank you for your co-operation. I hope to hear
from you soon.

Yours sincerely,

dey/Gasse i
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MEMORIAL UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND
St. John's, Newfoundland, Canada

jpartment of Curriculum and Instruction April 26, 1973

Dear Former Student,

The enclosed questionnaire was prepared by
Trudy Gosse, a graduate student in Curriculum and
Instruction, We urge you to complete it and return it
as quickly as possible.

We feel this is a worthwhile study, the
results of which should assist the department in

improving instruction.

Thank you for your cb-operation.

DY, G. Murpghy
Head of the Department,
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. | Arts-Education Buildlng ' L
Memoridl' University of Newfoundland ,
St. John's, Newfoundland ’
° ) .{
- . ’ \ ¢ N ¢ !
g S % T
. . John Doe ; ' C ,
g S .17 Bpril Street : f )
) ' R Mapleton, Nova Scotia '
I ’ . ‘ ] ) o J n L=
’
o
o ) Y - , »
. ) C &
) , May 19, 1973
- : o o
- b4 ¢ . * . 9
j Just a reminder regarding the questionniare
you received from- me.. I know how busy you must -
be during this time of the year, but please take
a' few minutes within the next couple of days to .
complete as much of the questlonnalre as'you can. .
: * Once agalna thank you. N - S - ! )
X "ux' e a Slncerely, ) .
‘) ] .
. 5, B R
. , : e L.
™ " .
{
‘\\‘ . .'{.: "
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APPENDIX B

i

MEMORIAL UNIVERSITY OF NEWFOUNDLAND

ST JOHN S, NEWFOUNDLAND CANADA .

3

' QUESTIONNAIRE )

.Tﬁls guesktionnaire is made up of three sectlons.
'Sectlon A requires-: you to answer some questlons about
'yourself. Section B is composed of questlons concernlng
the Methodé Couése which‘you took and Sectien Crconsists

-

of questions on recommendations you would make. Each
section is divided into two parfs. 'Be sure that you °
follow the dlrectlons carefully as everybody will not

have to answer all questlons. All answers are strlctly

confidential. No names will be used in the compllatlon

of the thesis.
0 ' o _-—-—V._.._)

AY

o ' Turn to Section A cenediian,

'1 - - : : . . . :' ) - 4
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SECTION'A

PART I

o

TO BE ANSWERED BY EVERYONE
A. Fill in .the -blanks with' the information required.

P
ol

1. Name"l.ltltp..ll' lllll 4 8 8 9 8 0 4 ¢ 9 b O 0o 89 O s e P e a9 e LI I .
(Please give last name, first name and mlddle,
1n1t1al )

y ' ’

2. Name the c1ty or town in which you presently
rESide. '---’.o-alo"-..60-----.ov-o.-vc'oocuodoo.vu.--

~73. Present OCCUPALION +eveeuveruesenceennnasacasnanns
(Please be specific: .e.g. English Teacher,
Grade 7, 8,. 9; Physical Education Teacher, ..
K~6; English instructor, Vocational School;
Personnel Manager, C.B. C. TeleVLSlon,
Housewife;. etc.

., s N.B. If you are presently a student, -
: : o ’ please indicate year, faculty .
- - - . !‘ ~.and university; graduate students .
- . indicate field.of study -as. well as
( : - faculty and university.)

4. Name of school in which YOU tEACh eeveerrvencarans
C ‘(where appllcable] : :

T A

5. What degrees and/or dlplomas do you hold? ...,{..:
. ‘

© 6. What grade teaching certlflcat&:EQ\you hold? .....

r

7,,'(a) .In whlch subject(s) did. you major? ‘....."...."
~(b) 1Indicate the number of «courses you have’
) .ln your major. " '-"..".:....;’.....'-..:..".....‘ .

(c) -Is thls number based on semester courses or’’ Y

'yearly credits?. .....................}...;...,“'
_B. Did youastudy Prlmary, Elementary, or ngh School

) Methods? O‘...?.‘-.;,_Qrcoct.-..l‘.......looc.'m..........l..

, R N - . L . . :
ro . ¢ A . )

e PR




10.

1"

v 2'

.3-' ;l

4.

v

- . . . . . . . .113,

If you have been a part time student at .this or
another university.during the'Fall and Winter Semesters
of the present year, (' 72—'73) give the name and number

lof the course (s) you took.

.cd-.co.---------..-'c-..-."'o'o-...o-'-"oo'-o..o. ‘
/

If you attended Summer School (either at Memor1a1 or

some other. un1versxty) give- the last year you attended

ooo00!5.0b|~loooooooo0-.0,.0000,00.0.000000.0‘"0.0]0.o
. / B

B. ‘Answer the following by putting an X in the
apprOpriate sqyare. " 4 - , -
¢ . -

When you took the English Methods Course (i.e.

Fducation 413, OR Education 414, OR Education‘4l40'

.

& 4141) in which category were you? S ) 3
J . :
Undergraduate FFE I

~Graduate D

Havefyou taken a course ih the teaching7of reading

‘. 3

]

at the high school level? - , . :
( YeS -oltooo‘oo‘oo.o. D ’
L‘.’/ - N No oooooo.o.o..o EI

Have you taken a course in adolescent literature?

-

- '..“ - Yes R =
Are you presently working towards another: teachlng
certlflcate? - :'_ L
- o -Yes':.....}..... '[:j o o
o N No. cessesssence \[j ,fg
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"PART I'B CONT'D

5. How many. years of teachlng experlence did you have when

you took the course descrlbed in number 1 above? - o
None .
1 -2 0000

- 3= 6 el
7= 10 cuuunin.
More than 10 ..

OO0B00

>
.6. How many years of teachlng experlence do you have at _
present? .. . Lo . . -
None u......;..
o L AR SO
3 -6 .,..;..}.
7 =10 ...v.ecne
More than 10 .-’

a

oooog

' 7; Indicate the number of other Education courses ydu have
' - taken pertaining to the teaching of English. (That is
other than the methods course described in number 1 above)

. o ' * None . |:|
CT o Ll 2, J. -
< - . o . - T3- 4 ceesecsns []
- - SR More than 4 ... [].

8.ﬂIndicate‘the number'ef Linguisticacoutses»you.have takenl

. None oo p oo o0 o0 D

’ 1 - 2 o6 o0 0o uno e D N L ..

' 3 - 4 qu oo o e o0 o D . ’ . -:
A i . A ' - ) * : . More than 4 -.o [ D ;. .
9. Why ‘did you take thé methods course described in number 1
"above? . ) :

) o o ’ RS
f'd [ _ ... Merely for credlt[]

' ' As part of my
Programme ......

"+, . As dn-elective . [ ]
"' Other reasons = [ ]
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[

10. (a) Have you taken any courses at the graduate level?
. (That is Master's or Doct?rate)

o o S TUNO eveeiins, =i

(b) If not, have you any intention of dolng so 1p the

future?
YeS tiieniniennn ]

o ' . o NO Jevuvenndoen, [

11. pid you change your field of study.in YOur undergraduate
program?

: _ e C YEE teiiiinanen ]

12. If you answered 'ves' to questlon 11, glve in one sen-
tence a reason for the change.

« N . .
----------- ® o' ® @ ® o8 0 00 5 P P O P 2 s T A O S S O DS SO A SO OB O OO SO B e o,
- ‘ N ’

Comment if necessary ...... S et eteeeee e Ceeeereaeee

PART II - o g o o

-ANSWER ONLY ONE QUESTION IN THIS PART. A quick look
at the instructions in each question will enable you‘
\EF spot the question which applles to you.

1. If you are- teachlng English as a subject teacher in one or
more of Grades 7 - 11 or at a post secondary’ 1net1tutlon,
answer these questlons. (Some principals and VlCe—prlnc1—-
pals might also.be in this category.) .

(a) What percentage of your teaChing time is spent in the
" English classroom during & normal school .week?

Less than 25% ., [ |
. 26% to 50% .... []
P ... More than 508 .~ ] B
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PART II CONT'D

(b) Does this arranigement suit you?

- . ' ' YeS tiencoonnes

A0

“(c) Where appllcable indicate subjects you teach besides
Engllsh RS

LN

.

(d) Are you happy with this situation? (Answer in coﬁ; “
nection with (c)- a?bve )’ a

Yes t....ieaen. [

R L . 7

.{e) If you answered 'no’ in (b) og (d) above, briefly
. identify weaknesses with rega d to your present situ-

atlono : . )

...... "l‘....l!...d'.nm.ll.l.'ll.'.t.,..lll..i.!..ll

“PURN TO SECTION B ..... .

'2..If you are teaching most subjects in*one or more grades,

or if you are a teacher of a special education class,
answer these questions. -

(a) How many periods!a week do you speénd on English? .....
(Include spelling, grammar, literature, reading, com-
position, word drill, etc.) : o '

. ~ o . .
(b) What is the average length of these periods?’..........
. ) - N " 1, . ' ‘ ' ~ o
Coment if necessary . .!- s 000000 0000 a0 ® 0o 8 00800 08 009 030 eoe ;,
S o ' TURN TO SECTION B ...%..
& e f T
2 ; ! _’W’ .



Lo 117

g - N ) ..

PART II CONT'D

3.

\

v -

Spec1allst teachers answer this questlon. (Music,’ Artq
Home Economics, InduStrlal Arts, Physical Educatlon, etc.)

(a) What is your special subject? ceeeives i esseesseaans

(b) Do you teach English? - . Y@S ciieiinnens ]
' S NO wreereenn N
(c) If-‘so what grade(s)7 .' ..... Teeees ...;...............'

(d)- Approxlmately how much time per week do you spend in
the '‘English. classroom? Less than 2 hrs.[ |

2 r 4 hrs. .... D

More than 4 hrs.[ |
Comment if.ﬁecessary i ;......,% ...... ...;...
| | TURN TO SECTION'B ......
If you have taught Engllsh in the past but are not doxng

any teaching at presenty, -answer these questions. (Some
principals and v;ce—pr nc1palq may fall into thlS category,.

. as well as some who are now students )

(a) At which grade level did you de most of your teaching?

K-=_3. ceeeeeas <[]
4 -6 ouun e [
7= 9 tevennnnn .

e 10 = 12 cevnenn. [
' Post Secondary . []

h]

(b) Have you any plans to return to the teachlng profes-

510n? .
- - - Yes ......;...t-[:
‘ . o NO eevieenenaes []-
- - . C ~ Not Applicable Ej

[N

coment lf n-ecessary -oo.ocOcoo-.ooq.oo..oo.o.cooooool.-c

t

L
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5. If you are presently a student and have never done any-
.teaching (student teachlng not included) answer these
questlons. .

(a) - Are you planning to teach durlng the school year 1973-
19742 . .

’YeS ® 06009 0 0 000 0

(b)) If so are you hoplng to teach Engllsh?

e
! .

\v

G U I 2
-

1 ’ ! ) ' NO e e a v e s 08 o

’

(c). At' which level?

. B K-3 ....... -
' T ' . -UG R

[]
O
7 -9 iiivnee s [
10 = 12 Wleeeeenn [
:Post>Secoﬁdary <o

(d) If- you answered 'no' in (a) above whet are your plans
for '73—'74? " K . T T

-
-

T SO S o Further study .. [
| | ‘ Other 'work ..... []

. coo- L. May travet-:.... ] -

' ‘ Not certain's ... [] .+

o - LN

Comment if NECESSAYY «geeevnrtesensenoanesssassssssssasnsas -

« " . ! N . . .
' ‘ DR TURN' TO SECTION B ......

6. If none of the.above questlons in this. part_ applles to you .
+ it is assumed you fall into one of the following categor-'
ies. Place an X in the appropriate square. _
Ta)';{~I am téaching subjects other then English ...... [ |~
. N . . c’ ' i - v . - ‘ ‘ R i
. -
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. PART II CONT'D

6. (e) 2. I'haveﬂtaught, but am now in a job outside the

(b)

teaching profession .;...................;....

3. I have never taught,.and am now in a job out-
51de the ;eachlng Profession ..iieceiiieneiienns

4-'N0ne Of thesec -u-ootu';nonuponn--iu-ono..uo’--‘

If you have marked an X in nunber 1 of A above,
list the subjects you ‘teach. e \\

State briefly (One sentence is sufficient.) why

.you changed your field, why you left the teaching
.professions or why you did not enter the’ teachlng

profession.
a

® 6 ¢ 0 8 0 5 0 O 8,00 000 0 B 00 EV O AL O E VIS AO S S OO PLO A 000000 00

® 0 ¢ 0 0 8 e 0 08 06 0 a0 08 @00 U R0 L es s Te v eaee 0o . o0’sEsee e e s0ss s e,

Comment if NECESSALY «.eveeeevimenconirsnncassoas o

;o

SECTION B

:ANSWER ACCORDING TO THE FOLLOWING DIRECTIONS

. 1. _If‘you are presently teaching Engllsh or have taught
"English in the past, answer Parts I and II of this sec-~

tlon.

an

Do . TURN TO SECTION B ...... .

2.'If you are a student who has no teachlng esperlence, but
'who plans to- teach English in the future, do Part I only
of thlS section. .. . .

C.

&

_/5. People in other than the above categorles -turn to Section
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PART I

1Below are TEN statements about the English' methods course you
took. Opposite each statement are the numbers 1 to 5. Circle
the number ,which best describes -your feelings.

1% Strongly. Disagree " 4 = Agree
2 = Disagree : 5 = Strongly Agree
3 = Agree With Some Reservatlon ] -

g

At the time that I took the course (Some of you may have
difficulty thlnklng back, but’ glVe it a try.)

l. I thought the course was very valuable. ce-ueess 1L 23 45
2. I didn't skip any of the classes. ....... e 12345
3.' I agreed with most of what the instructor said . 123 45
4. The ir;structor had well planned 1’ectures. ceese. 123 45
5. I thought the 1nstructor kept up- to—date w1th ) )
regard to-his subject. ........... .. ceeseonennn 12345
6. I understood Jthe literature part of the course q
quite well. ........ teeeesarssseacssasasesaasen - 12345
7. I understood- the grammar and compositior part ‘ .
equally as well. ....... R LR R 123 45
’8. I thought sufficient emphasns was placed on the
teachlng of grammar. ...... ceeeess.. 123 45
9. I got a good insight 1n1:o the teaching. of . com- :
pOS]:thI‘l ...... D LR PR PR .....) 12345
10. I thought all high school teachers of Engllsh -
‘ should take this course. ....... ceessereineass. 12345
Comments. ' ' "\
. ..
‘L .
: ;

e
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PART II % ‘ S
' . ‘ { - ’ ’ i . N

Now that you have had a year or more of teachlng, how would you-
rate the course? Using the same scheme as in Part I, cucle

" the number which represents your feelings.

~

1
2
3= Agree ‘With Some Reservation

Strong’ Dlsag ree ' 4 = Agree

i
i

DJ.sagree Strongly Agree

1. I found most of the material glve'xme very |

useful J.nmy teaching: " ...iveeveserccnaoneeas . 1 345

‘N

N

2. I found the compos:utlon.unit most helpful. .. 1 345

3. The unit in gr'ammar helped ne considerabl'y ' . )
in preparing to teach this subject. ........ 1 2 345

4. I have enployed a number of methods that.I
1 < learned in the course concerning the

A

‘teaching of the novel and the short story. .1 2 34 5
5. I have used certain ideas that I learned o
\ in the course regarding the teaching of
poetry- l.ol.o--.-.cc-,-.io-o-.c-----eoo--'-.1234 5.

- 6. I found the sectn.on on drama helpful to me ‘
" Jin my teach:.ng .............................',1 2345

7. I feel that I am better prepared to teach x
_literature than grammar and composition: ...1 234 5

8. I believe the teaching of reading is an
‘important part of the high school English .
'program.\'.-.. ...... 3 0....0'.’...Qlii-..-...-.‘..-. 1 23'4 5‘
9. This course has ’éiVen me a desire to do,. o
. - other English Education Cdurses. ........... 1 234 5"
_10. The course made me more aware of the impoftémce n
) ~ of being familiar with current practlces in R
- the teachlng of English. ceeecusitectisseses 1L 23 45
11. The J.nformatwn which I received in the course , . ‘,
- has been more helpful to me than certain . ot
. information given in teachers'-manuals that - " . ;
are supplied WJ.th Engllsh texts., ..ve0veee.. 12345 0
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12.. T think it is.a good idea to have some o -
_ teaching experience before taking the . -
P ! X . . Icoursel L ) .l, - » o9 l?;. . - @ s & @9 l..‘. ® o' 4 s o .0. L] ! 2 3 4 5-
13. At the grade 10 and 11 level,. elective ‘ A
©, %Y courses in English should be offered. .... 1 2 3 4.5 b
C = a 14. I believe that teachers and students . .
- ' .tobgether should list the objectives : ‘ o :
for the English program at the high ' . o
‘ 5chQOl level. .c.iciececvsedtnnsacosssssenases l 23.4.5 ‘ )
’ I ’ . l B ' . 1'..
15. I think all high school teachers of: _ .
‘English’should take this course. ......... 1234 5
‘ - " ‘ ! r h . . ’ ’ ’ ’ L
.16¢ I think the course is.a good one. .,.,.....1 2345 ‘.
COMMENT& : - S -
B o . E
" - “ ' ' . ' ‘ -
: Y
I o - = - - TURN TQ -SECTION.C .. ... _
- r ) ’ A ' . ’ ) ' . "~
2 L }
) ¥
& ® 3
L8 .t " ~. o
. K W ° . 4
.\ " I L] . )
: o ) 4, ‘ : ) A
[ ",','b .
| . !
. o ’ .




' SECTION C - _ .o ¢ .
9, N . . L n . . - * ’. . .
. - This_section is to be answered by all present and former - '
teachers of English.’ "Others who feel they.can maké a contri-
Jbution to. this study may also .answer. When you. have completed -
the questionnaire (for some it will ‘be’ only Section A) please
return it to me. As I said earller everzone counts in thlS
survey. ) i , .
This gectloﬁ is recommendhtloné. Having had some teaching
experience you are now in a better pqsxtlon to'suggest some .
ways the course could be lmproved - . :

o A ' ¢ .. o : o ol
PART I T . - e
Below is a llSt of the main tOplCS that were ‘dealt w1th in.
the course. ) . "

4 R -
. .

) ' °
_ ' LANGUAGE AND COMPOSITION ) . LITERATURE
Al : 3 - » - ‘ N . -|
. L. Unit 6n teaching the composition 8. . The. teaching of,
T \i,“ Teaching the paragraph ’ . reading in the *
. " ’3. Teaching the sentence . . ~ "high school
. i - 4. Teaching grammar . . 9, The short story
) 5. The phonology of Engllsh oL ' * and the essay,
‘6. Vocabulary building and spelllng 10. The novel and
, '7.. Evaluation of the high school - biography
: s " . language and composition program - 1ll. The teachlnq of
. . LT : . drama
\ ’ N " . . ' L 12, L&teraturg and
S : R : ) R e oL . . the mass media .
L0 g pe oo 13. Evaluation of: the

v _ . I . high.school liter-.
o . . . ature program .

.—",;'

In the ‘'statements which follow, place in the blank the number

S T of'thﬁé;ppic above which represents your opinion or concern .. .
e " with x Bpect. to your situation. You- may use more than one "

" s 'number in each—blank if you wish. ) ‘

. . -'1. I think greater emphas;s should be placed On eevevsnsoass’

o

.2. Less emphas;s could be placed on '.l.........L..;.}...z..

T - 3. Mate:ial 1east_usefuL to me came under"if....;.{;..;l....
’ P o 3° l . . ‘




f i
- °

"4, Maﬁerials most usefuiﬂto‘ﬁe°concerned ettt
'<5| 5. We were not give enough 'handouts or
™ _— xeroxed materlql about ..........................,...L

6. The topic. or: tOplCS 1 understoodw/he least cefeeeeeenn

[4

- éiﬁ‘ _ PART IT ° o o S
~ ’ .’(I‘ ' ’ ) . N = A .

o . In- thlS last part, I would like you to llSt three or four

g -recommendations you would make for improvement of the

“ course. Even if you have been out of touch with the

L university for some time, do not feel that you cannot

V \ make a contrib(ition to this'part. - As a result of your . - |
« . teachin you no .doubt have some positive‘suggestions to
"+ make. - ‘%f you cannot think of three or four, write one or
L two. ’ . . ! -

-

] Q

. ©° ' .. .. -ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: -~ - . _ .

o _ ) ’ ) Kkkhhhkkkhk
' ‘ . : £

. . ’ .o - . O ST o - .
, - \ ) . . . . ', (\aﬂ_' 8 A . ..

'
»
-
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- - APPENDIX C

"« The recommendatiqns made by. respondents in Pa;ﬁ‘

II, Section C of the questionnaire are listed beipw ’

.. under four major headings -- Methodoiogy, Course Content,

Evaluafidn, and .General Suggestions.

' [

I e . : !

Methodology : -

1. Some basic ways of teaching a' lesson should . .

‘be presented by the instructor. These should include

neéw methods. of teaching.
" 2. Provide opportunities for experiencéd teachers -
to share idéas with others both experienced and inexperiegced;

3. Teachers need experience in éetting up projects -

groﬁp work, use of tapes and films, etc.

.4, Assignmenfs,should be given to students to
prepare a teaching lesson. A Distribute to class and discuss.’

5.. Actual practice teachihg §hou1d'be done in

‘some areas of literature and language. Present lessons

during El?ss time for -criticism by students and professor.
| "6. Diécussi@n gréups on various téﬁics rél&ted to
the teaching of English‘qoﬁld be arranged;:AThis could be
dOpé,through la gé';nd emall éroué hiscussién, panéls and - °
debates., . Fromw/time-to time'ﬁaVe resource people available.
7. 'ﬁring in.méter;al-that is used in prescribed
high gchoolvtexts}' A;so'havé demopstragions of other

‘

material availabie; : _.u -
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F o1

8. Sample English teaching 1essons mlght be

arranged using volunteer Engllsh teachers from nearby S

. 1

schools. L '-\'__ ‘ C ' - ‘zwg

‘9. “Wisits could be made to actual classroom

sltuatlons to observe successful English teachlng methods, -
followed by dlscuSS1on with the teacher. Alternatlvely(
films of these 51tuat;ons could be viewed. |
| _ld. Have panelldiSCussions which utillze particularly .
the oplnlons and 1deas of experlenced English teachers.
| 11. Prepare teachers to cope with the new approach
" of 1ntegrat1ng language and literature. ' "
12. Brlng in hlgh school students and teach them

’

a lesson; then get reaction. '

..l3e' The course should be- partly a.seminar course,
w1th sma}l groups doing- spec1f1c pIOjeCtS. There should \

(/- . be iess empha51s on the lecture method. s °ﬁ
"14. There should be demonstrations on the use-of

audio-visual materials in teachlng Engllsh._

% o, .15. Empha51s should be placed on teaching Engllsh from

a thematic point of v1ew. !
; ' 16. Have cllnlc operated by 1nstructor ‘and - students
) of Education 4140 & 4141 to assist flrst year students in
[. ;ll' ; ; preparatlon of written ass1gnments. - .

17. Have students make an evaluatron of texts used
12
in Junlor and Senior hlgh school. )

e 18. There should be more tine sPent on teachlng methods

A

T o T N ) o Y
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L

for the Junlor hlgh level., ' ' 4

o

19, Some 1nvest1gat10n should be done on avalla— B
'bility of Canadian literature suitable for teenagers.
20. Give students school compositions to mark

and grade; ' -then have discussions.

- 21. Students should have some say with regard'to
. the priorities dealt with in thewcogrSe.
22, Opportunities should be given for visiting

lecturers from Department of English or Junior.Studies

"

y to present differeﬁt views.

[

23. Have students taking courses actively involved

in area of their 1nterest-novel drama, poetry, etc. to do

4

special work with a group of students for example.

I

‘Course Content

v 24, TThere should be ‘emphasis ou teaohihg critﬂca;

readlng and T.V. v1ewing. L | ‘. | '

25. There should bd emphasis’ on teachlng 1lstening

and oral SklllS. o

s . .26. There should be 1nformation given on how tof

determlne the capabilities of students. B

27. More emphas1s on specific procedures for ;'
evaluatlng student growth and develop ent in the under— .
standlng and appre01at10n of llterature.'
HIZQ.- There should be 1ess emphasrs.on grammar

and phonology. L |

RS
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29. There should be more emphasis on phonology
of Engllsh in conjunctlon W1th audio-VLsual aids.
30. There must be a new approach to grammar

teaching. Transformational grammar only complicates

PO
L

matters.. o . _
;' 31. A certain amount of stress‘ﬁyould be placed

on the learnlng of language as a means of communicatlon

both oral and written., ' N "

- 32. There shouid be emphasis on the heeds of today;e

high school student - how best to- prepare him for his role .

in the seventies. o ; SRR

:33. -The prospeetive teacher shduld learn how

to inspire interest on the part of the student with relation

a N

.to poetry.

[

34. How best can.the English program and the

teaching of English in Newfoundland schools today be improved?

35, There should be more emphasis on drama and the

mass media. B : : 0
.

36. The course should be more closely geared to the
currlculum currently in use in the hlgh school.

37. IThere should be a certain amount of emphasis

t

o

on how to involve the be low average student. 4
38. There sheuld be‘emphasielon~how to deal with. - -
reading probléms at the high sehbol level.
35; 'There_sﬁouid.be.some ehphasie on the‘valge of
reading; how to stresa:the importancelof reading with high

v
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school students. ' " - : o v -

' 40. The- course should include a detailed study . . x
of_the teaching of specific topics.—— novel 'essay, |
' biography, composition, sentence building, etc.
41, Students should be made more aware of the

A}

professional literature available'coﬁcerning current.trendg'
_in the teaching of English. . - A | |
42. There should be some..emphasis on the teaching
of creative, writing. . *
43. Some time should -be epent on: the deveélopment -,
of the teacher's skill at leading discussions.
44, Examples used in. presenting methods of teaching
'the play, novel, short story, should be varied. . ey
45, Problems assocrated w1th teaching standard .
English.in a dialect situation should be explored. ,
46, English should be taught as a sequential
program. English teachers must be made more aware of theP
entire English program throughout the school.
47. Handouts should contain more recent material =
dand be more suited to classroom use.
“ . 48. Grammar should be dispensed with altogether.
49, Time should be given concerning how to go about
- planning an English program, empha81Zlng obgectives through-
.out the grades. , L
50. More emphasis on a practical approach to the"
;teaching of grammar, vocabulary,'and spelling.
o

PR . . . . . - v Ca e P .
T -~ . . s e . LR Y P A v Lo reer
T e N Y, AN AR T N WY TR e P R o NEATE
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o : 51./ The course should include the etudy ok‘f English
' programs in Newfoundland and other prov:anes.
52. ,Certa:.n emphasis should be made on English as

it relates to other subjects. ) -

\ * s

53. More preparatlon is needed to teach grammar

' w1th relation to t}&pre{tl\;wfoundland situation. )
L . ) —
54./P’r€spect1.v’e teachers should be given ideas’

~_on—how to get students to want to study English.

«

' Evaluation

' 55. There should be more rélevant'term paper

t0pics._ ('I‘he year the writer took. the course, students
were glvg,n a w:Lde range of toplcs and ‘also an opportunltyn
to. research a topic of th(g;r choice if they so des_J.red.)
- 56. More'.research papers 8hould be *done by
-'studentsqand éreéentedﬂ in’class. )
57. ~Term papers kand tests should be elimina'ted J.n
-favour of group discussion and short reports.

1

58. More welght should be giVen to group progects.-

» ' General Suggestions

" 59. The course should be  further divided as ‘t_here o

is too much material to cover adequately. . |
 60. All teachers should be requlred to do at least .

one course in the teaching of readlng. - '

" - él. THe whole bulk of the methods course should

7 °

" not be kept for the last year of univer31ty ’training;
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,62. There should be separate. éourseé for those

with no teachlng experience and those with teaching experlence.
.
63. One or two. llngulstic courses should be a
prerequisite to this coungse.

64., Classes are too large. : -
~65. The .course should be teught after the student

has had some practical experience-in the c1as$room; then he

] rl

<. is better able to understand and apply ideas.

66. The university should provide more in-service.

tfaihing. ’
'_~67;' The stddent;teacher should be mede aware of
the extra heavy load of.Englisb teacher%ﬁ:'mény Teave the
profession ‘because of tﬂis. .,” , : ’ .y
| '68.' Cﬁll.out people:who are taking the course
merely for credit; | '

&

69, Screen applicants |to see if they are suited for

teachdng. ' ' _ 4//'

?0. There should be a closer connectlon between e

&

Educatlon 4380 (PhllOSOphy of Educatlon) and thlS course.
? Zl.. A methods course ~should  revolve more a;ound

'the basic attltudes necessary for- teachlng. ' L

.72, Other Engllsh Education courses besides

Educatzdn 4140 'and 4141 should be made compulsory.
1
73. Readlng and mass medla _courses should be part

of'the degree prograin. - f L g -f'

74, - Students should complete methods course prlor'

wr

to student-teachlng‘ R ”‘ a
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75. Sémple courses to meet a variety of needs should

' . ! .- 4
be available for study, comparison, and contrast. (By this
the respondent may have meant seminar courses or tini-courses’
. : R .® .
involving a variety of English topics to be. discussed.)
- o/
\ .
/
i
“t
- 4
. . I "o
& '\' .
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APPENDIX D o
INTERVIEW‘WITH NON-RESPONDENTS ' . a
l. 'Namé. l'.......'...ll.l'.,..'.l-l.l-.......'."I.._‘.'.

2.  Place Of RESIAENCE ivieririevrnereeceneesnnnnennnond

3\. OC’Cupat.ioh '® 9 5 9 & & 5 0 O e " a0 .l...l..lr..;;I.I.‘II.,‘."."-

Grade Ta‘ight "o doee s e00e0ses e nsbececcesosesnnone '

SUbjeCtS'Taught .l.'I.:IIId‘l‘.l.ll’lr.‘l..lll.l.l.. ’ )

ST
S

4. (a) Are you returning to the same job? .f..L.L..,..

(b) If not, what will you be doing in September?
. . f :

5. Present Teaching Grade P

.’.Are you working towards another teaching grade? ...

6

7. Degrees and/or Diplomas ....;...;..:.;..e......{...
8. What courses are yb6u taking this summer? crerserses
9. Why did you choose the above cCOUrSES? ...veeeresens
iQ. .Why did you not r§5p0ndqto the qhesﬁibnnaire which_ﬁas

S(ent toyou in A‘pril? .II.:“...II....I".'...l"'...'.

°

>

.

Criticisms and Suggestions

1. Do you’ thlnk the course adequately prepared you to teach
English to- hlgh school students? ., .

2. Could certain topics have been given more emphasis?.

i
ny




3.

4. What improvements would you like to see made

El

‘Were

r ) .
certal

) L

~

"

»

n topics given too much stress?

’
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TOplCS That Were Dealt Wlth in the English’ Methods

CourSe Educatlon 413, Educatlon 414, Education 4140 & 4141

Language and Composition ' ' ' -

-« - <
-

«u‘l.' Unit on Teaching the Comp031t1on
ZAr_Eeachlng the Paraqraph
3. Teaching the Sentence
4, Teaehing Grammar | |
5. The Phonology of Engllsh
6. -Vocabulary Bulldlng and Spelllng
7" Evaluatlon of the ngh School Language : f -'/%-

and Comp051tlon Program - - ik |

Literature : . ' . o ‘ .
\ ’ | \h'x . .' ) . . °
8. The Teaching of Reading in the High School. T

. "
I
'

9. The Teaching of POetry
~ 10. The Short Story and the Essay
1. The Nove1~gnd’Bi0g;aphy
’ 12. The“Teaching of'brama
ji3o:'Liteteture and Mass Media _
1l4. Evaluation of the High'sohOOLHLiteratufe Program

- These toplcs were presented to the nOn—respondentS‘

during the interv1ew to help them: recall the contents of

sk
[}

the course. - S T B o AR
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~  APPENDIX E
. ; | ' R [ RE .b._’,,) ’
WHERE RESIDENTS ARE PRESENTLY RESIDING S
Newfoundland by District
Bonavista North . : Labradqr West ‘

Bonavista South Lewisport

A7~

Burgeo and La Poile ' »  Placentia East ' R o
Burin | Placentia West S VT g
| T ‘ . : :

Carbonear Port au Port .

Ferryiagg 'Port de Grave - - -
Fogo v " R St. Barbe North
Gander . P :. St, Barbe South - R
Grand Falls : . S st. Geprge'é‘- o ' :////l." o

‘Green Béy f oL R St. John's

N

Harbour Grace :// . . _ 3 St. Mary's_‘ -
Ha:bour‘Main o ‘Trinitfy North R

Humber East Trinity South

Labrador North White Bay South . S :f{
e Y

: . P | - A . . . .
Other Provinces Lo . O S : ~

Notﬁ Scotia’ » Sagkatchewan CoLL ! ' 3 E
Quebec - British Columbia . .
_ Ontario , ) S o R N ,w;Q:
" The United States of America
: - : 7 . " , .

- Oregon . - oot S0 L
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. A APPENDIX F y ‘ o
" WHERE NON-RESPONDENTS 'ARE S

./ B | - B

The information presented- in this Appendix was .

- : ‘ .

nobtdinedﬁthrough phone calls;’iétte;s, and certain gbygrnment'

departments. Co T
Of the 69 subjects(from whom nd"word was heard,
a Pl oe ) } N . oo . ’
' 56 live in Newfoundland. Forty-three of these are teachers,
at least 20 of -them teaching English, Five were teaching,
but are not teaching now. Two are housewives, two are ,
students, and four are in other jobs. . s
The remaining 13- are living in other 'provinces and
. the United States. Two ‘are teachers, three are .students,
¢ SRR C o ot
* three are in.other jobs, and ;Fﬂis;nd; known'exactly what
. - the other five are doing. - a RN
" o ) ; - i
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Fl . ¢ . .
. ' - ’ | , ;
. L. RN , o . o e
\ * t I \ v . - / “.”,’ o * rh" } / ] :::‘,"

o

N

Wy o















