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'_f' were not fam1]1ar toﬂany stgn1f1cant degree w{th some of the better known

L;' ptofess1onaT.read1ng among teac R '-11Sh 1n Newfou 1and

N How . mUCh pnofess1ona1 readtng do te.chers of EngT1sh 1n Newfound]and ‘ ¢ cf'j

' engage 1n and_how fam111ar are they w1th some of the better known Jburna]s

“and books in Eng]tsh and 1n educat1on genera]]y? ‘:. ; ..t-éhf. -f_u.tia f?%
" ;2; What are the factors.and cond1t1ons conducive to an Eng11Jh teacher s ; " ‘;;EL
w1de read1ng of profeSSIOna1 11terature and to a conseduent h1gh degree of 'Ie-- l
-famt]iar1ty,w1th such 11terature? #7 . ‘, o g ) f_ H',¥-..' f_i. _:_i_.fh'-“ﬁ

. | A sample of f1fty teachers was seTected trom a popu]atnon of ﬁl;'“'.;' :;? ;

approx1maté1y five hundred the se]ection be1ng made on a random strat1f1ed ‘:-"‘.

basis The random samp]e was strat1f1ed on - the basts of communtty size, ?'”; i .

AT ' v 3
} with teachers from sma11 med1um and 1arge stzed commun1t1es beTng se]ected S
1 . - . . . te R ‘,.
N Y

These fifty. teachers were then 1nterv1ewed by the 1nvest1gator wtth . Y

A

'; the he]p of a detailed 1nterv1ew gu1de f o S o 4_' ;' u. h :1_.;.f o |

v

The resu]ts re]ated to the f1rst maJor question bf the study (1 e,,
how much professtona] read1ng do teachers of Eng]ish in Newfound]and engage “-T:{',

. ~ .
1n etc ?) were ana1ysed and reported in a pure]y descr1pt1ve manner - It

was found s genera]ly, that teachers of EngT1sh in Newfound]and %ere readtng ,l].

profess1ona1 11terature to a small degree, but certa1n}y not to the extent L

Sty e
v Se e

des1rab1e g1ven the Value to the teadher of wide reading of professtona] VBY

T mater1a1 : It was further found that teachers of Eng11sh 1n Newfound]and
. A e

w . ) .‘,.. .-
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Seventy per cent of the teachers cited their heavy wonhioad and

consequent'iack of time as the major obstacie tq/their reading protessionai

literature

mater1a1 avaiiabie to them in their schoois.'

Twenty per -cent ciaimed that there ‘was no professionai
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?ifty four per cent of the teachers saw the Engiish department head

as the ohe responSibie for prov1dinq the teacher w1th professional reading

A

materiai

Forty four per cent cited the individuai teaoher of Eng]ish and

~forty per cent Engiish personnei in the Department oF Education

Soet

N rde resuits reiaeed to the second ma;pr question of the study (i e.,

what*a(\ the: factors and conditions conducive to an Engiish teacher s wideo

LXS

reading oﬁ professiona] iiterature etc ?) were anaiysed using two- non--‘

parametric tests, the Kruskai -Waltace Ana]ysis of Variance by Ranks (A Rank

Test for Tvo or More Lpdepéndent'Sampies) and the Mann Whitney U Test (A

Rank Test for Two Independent Sampies)

with the use of these tests, a

totai of thirty five independent variabies,'or factors were 1ooked at and

. -j . their effect upon the teachers fam}iiarity with professionai literature

- s determined *Because ef this h1gh number of Variabies, the findings under

» o

" e

this second maJor question of the study are too copious for ready summary

he re.

" Among those factors ﬁound 0. have a significant bearing upon the

teachers

teacherr

attitudes %owards professionai 1iteratu?e teachers assessments,of”the‘\;_ﬁ o

famiiiarity whth professionai iiterature were taaching experience,

Rl

However, seVerai of the findings are noted beiow

begree of satisfartion with their teaching performances, teachers

. f
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va]ue of their universtty traming, 1n those schoo]s too smaH to have \ «-.7'-31'
Lt g . EngHsh departments, the 1nf1uence of the principal on the teachers SR xﬁ
T . S
read1ng, wbether teachers were required to read for EngHsh department sf IR ¢
- - meetmgs, the degree of, the teaohers' 11k1ng for\and comm1tment to.
Eng]fsh the frEquency wi th wh1ch teachers met regiona]]y to d‘lscuss n ﬂ
Enghsh e g -'.j" Cn
—_— S Other factors proved to have no s1gmf1cant bear'lng upon the ‘:'). . Coos
o : [y ™ -
. teachers fam1har1 ty w1 th- profess1ona] hterature These 1nc1uded s1ze LA
<+ . -t
: aof schoo] and cormnumty, age -of the teachers recency of‘ the teachers
univers1ty tra1n1ng and the degree to wh1ch they had been made fam1Har B (/_,
with professwna] Hterature during thefr tra1n1ng, the average size of o

o, * ,\ -.
caT

the teachers classes _the number of outside c]aSs respons ibi1¥ties he]d
by the teachers whether a d1sp1-ay space for profess1ona] Hterature was

prov1ded in- the schoo]s, whether the teachers saw then‘ EngHsh programs

)

as r1g1d or 1nnovat1ve whether the teach NP had done an Enghsh methods

course o : : L b =~ a.': " 3§
' ) 1 . - X t . g'. :
- ‘ v e ' e Lo
Pt e - ‘, Among the 1mp11cat1ons drawn from these f1\d1ngs were that the
. g \\ N -

att1tudes of teachers of Enghsh |n Newfound]and towards p{gflessipnﬂ _ s
-'}-‘ .. 11terature shou]d be 1mproved by aH those with an 1nterest ‘in making the B
A ' teach1ng oF EngHsh ine the prov1nce more effect'lve and that those persons '
throughout the prov1nce respons1b1e for the hir'lnq and p]acement of teachers L
O shou]d carry out tms respons1b1]1ty w1th the utmost care. and effort to see - ' .
- {0 1t that pr0per1y tr?med teachers are assigned to. teach Eansh : l
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T T INTRODUCTION TO (THE-BROBLEM . :
RS ¢ BACKG'ROLIN,D. TO THE PROBLEM

A much tatked about 1ssue tn: educat1on over the years has been the

uquest1on of whether teach1ng can be proper]y descr1bed as a profess1on

and teachers as profess1ona1s As mwght be expected the consensus among :
: 'educators 1s that teach1ng is 1ndeed a profess10n and that teachers have
just’ as, much r1ght to 100k upq\.themse1ves as profe551ona1s as do members .

 of other well- estab]mshed gPoups - eg R doctors and lawyers There 1s

~
not,, natura11y,_the same agreement anpng outs1de obseryers.

It is not within the domain of this study to‘attempt to-resolve
~

"the issue by add1ng another content1ous chapter to the age-old debate.

Rather, it w111 be assumed throughout the f0110w1ng pages that teach1ng

t% in fact a profess1on and “that teachers are 1ndeed profess1ona1s,

.ob11gated to. meet the demaan which that. respected status places upon them

o~

profess1on and as" to the cr1ter1a by wh1ch a professrona] is to be eva]uated
0 there can certa1n1y be 11tt1e d1sagreement with the contention that a~

profess1ona1~has an ob11gat1on to keep up- to date with. new deve1opments 1n _

e

, h1s f1e1d riew trends, new 1deas, new concepts Whether he maintains h1s

I

contwnu1ng awareness through an, e]aborate 1nserv1ce educat1on setup prOV1ded

by his. profess1on or manages to stay 1n touch through d11wgent personal

wh11e there may bevsome'argument as'to“what exaCtly const1tutes a .
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S ' _ ."ihard.wort, thgjbbll;::1on is st111 the same - The. status of the profess1ona1 = ¢
. . , . N . - H - “y ‘ L
R who fails to-meet.t resbons1b111ty bhcomes, in the 0p1n1on of the - . .

1nvest1gator qu1te quest1onab1e B . R C o e

A . N
. -

;1 R ) Nowhere is th1s more app11cab1e than it is: 1n teach1ng 0n§DWriter S <,

< 3 Y
] . - {
"» . . . [ f

has\put1t th1sway T S , '.. ' oL e
- Learn1ng in a profess1on is 11fe10ng W1thout cont1nuous

o _learning, “continuous growth, teaching-becomes. drudgéry and :
».~.-7 " the classroom a source of - frustrat1on to the teacher.’ To . . .-

P . _the pupil, the teacher who has stopped growing offers no S e

- “+ " challenge and provides ho inspiration. To the teacher.who - o

_# Mhas stopped ‘growing, ‘other apostolates appear to off%r more . .
: ‘product1ve-and sat1sfy1ng f1e1ds of ‘endeavour; .

How is the teacher to’ meet th1s .obligation of keep1ng up to- date
: w1th the 1atest developments in his field and examan1ng and eva]uat1ng

: each in the 11ght of how 1t may 1mprove the effect1veness of h1s teach1ng7 : r g
. . . . ) “ .o ) ! ’
The answer 11es, 1n part, in. 1nserv1ce educat1on, 1n one or severa1 s ¥
of a nunber of forms The central 1mp0rtance of inservice educat1on in .. Lo

. e : :
1mprov1ng a teacher 's effectiveness is supported by James Squ1re and Robert .

: Hogan two well known Amer1can wr1ters on English educat1on

-

cein But as the profess1on5ﬁ -pushes forward in a11 of these
' . - areas (i.e., strengthened curricula, better textbooks, etc.),
N . none looms of greater importance -in the immediate future ‘than

- ~improvement in opportunit1es for the inservice education of our . )

present teaching force....We can be-certain of_one thing: No h
.matter how sdund our courses of study, no matter how bright

our students, ourprograms in_English will be no better than

‘the teachers who direct them -

i - . . ) o ..
. » i . L.

. @

. . . i . . J ”
- - f . . N -

.

]N H. Con1ey, "L.earning Is A L1fe1ong Task“ Catholic .Schogl, Journal,
. LXIX (December, 1969), XN :

James R. Squire & Robert F Hogan, "A Five-Point Program for Improv1ng the o
Cont1nu1nq Educat1on of. Teachers”, NASSP Bulletin, XLVII (February, 1964),,-

~
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S Inserv1ce educat1on, of course, may take 8 number of forms.. There = ..

e S are, among others, the co11ege refresher course the per1od1c workshop or -
conwent1on, and'the deveWmeent of new curr1cu1a by a staff of teachers

' wwork1ng together, adv1sed, somet1mes, by a spec1a11st or consu]tant\

4

) However the 1nvest1gator fee1s that the most 1mportant and vaTuab]e form .~
oF 1nserv1ce educat1on has not yet been ment1oned Under1y1ng the chapters

wh1ch fo]]ow will be the belief that the-most benef1c1a1 form of 1n$erytce~
! ' educat1on for the pract1c1ng teacher is w1de read1ng of- profess1ona1

Journa1s and books in his f1e1d and in educat1on generally. "‘.' -

. Brother Pau] Metder wr1t1ng 1n the Catho]1c School Journa] in

o

1968 reported carry1ng out-a study 1n wh1ch 130. teachers and adm1n1strators

were asked to eva]uate Six: bas1c techn1QUes of 1nserv1ce educat1on . The . .
eva1uat1on categor1es‘used were Great Va]ue (3 Boints), Va]ue (2 po1nts),
: and L1tt1e Va1ue (1 po1nt) Of the six techn1ques, prov1s1on of adequate

b read1ng mater1a1s rece1ved the h1ghest eva]uat1on and endorsement obta1n1ng

~

an average of.2.60 po1ntsa Metzger conC]uded j B R ‘
S . Wide, profess1ona1 read1ng is the key to professional deve1opment
- -~ *! "« . dn fact, the $ine qua non in the pursuit of excéllence;
R ‘ Fundamenta]]y the professional library is the core of the total
) o 1nserv1ce education. program within a school. When the teacher
ceases to read profess1onal Titerature,’ 1n most eases, he stagnates
. and dies 3as” a teacher.

[ The 1mportance of professxona1 11terature to all teachers is apparent
but espec1a11y is this so-of the Eng]1sh teacher H1s f1e1d has been one,

: of ferment~over the,past several decades, as many new deve1opments~haVe .

\
[

I.Q.n ' . . C : ’ ) B : ) $ . -
_ ' Brb Paul Metzger, "Profess1ona1 Read1ng Key-To Inserv1ce Deve]opment“
.+ Latholic Schop] Journal, LXVIII (February, 1968) 426 -
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' taken-p1ace New approafhes to grammar and grammar teach1ng, for examp]e, J

have arisen and the role of 11ngu1st1cs in the teach1ng of Eng]1sh has
v

hecome nmportant, rhe consc1ent1ous Eng11sh teacher w111 through g

P
- . B

profess1ona1 read1ng, keep abreast of these deve]opm@nts rhe"benetits | SR
to be ga1ned from regu]ar, se]ect1ve read1ng are expounded aga1n and aga1n '

» 17

“in the 11terature on the subJect o o

- .

Kenneth Donne]son, for examo]e, wr1t1ng 1n the Eng]1sh Journa1 in
1967 eutT1ned the qua11t1es of the profess1ona1 Eng]1sh teacher.’ The - ;ﬂ : 3'
¢ - :

.centra11ty of profess1qna1 ]1terature is apparent in three of these

and approaches in-the teach1ng of English. and app11es thep both
. in specific teaching .and in curbiculum construct1on, nei ther,
“damning nor.praising without trying. .

1
The profess1ona1 Eng11sh teacher )y keeps aware of new 1deas . S '1*

i

f
The professional Engl1sh teacher (2) reads widely in -

professional- material on the .teaching of English. . s ~ . .%.
The professional English teacher ?3) maintains an interest in- : i
current resedrch with the ab111ty to read and 1nterpret stat1st1cs o l.
and, 11terary criticism. 4 . T L ) ”"
. 3 ) ‘- ‘ . . . \ a
- \ A ..‘- . : . L. o . . of
E I.; THE PROBLEM. . L -

i b4

1
G1veny then, that the Eng11sh teacher is a professiona] ob11gated '.-: -i
1.1n the 1nterest of. 1mprov1ng h1s teach1ng effect1veness, to keep up W1th 13
:the batest deve]opments Ain Eng]1sh and in educat1on genera11y, and g1ven ' 5 r , :ip'
'that one-of the better,.1f not|the best, ways of meetTng that ob11gatapn S }'
.;is'thrqugh regular,and'se1ecttve readindldt arofessipnal ]1terature, this’

. ° . . - K
L) . . . Ay
' Q ’ B
. . .
. : * H N L. X ¢ R . . RO . B
o . N . . . v

o

N /

4Kenneth L. Donne]son, "The D1sc1p11ne and'Freedom of the Eng]1sh Teacher
Eng]1sh Journal, LVI (Apr11 1967) 571 . \
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‘ Enghsh 1n Newfound]and engage 1n and how fam1har are they wi th some of "

~Two Basic-Questions -

of other sub questmns ar1s1ng from it-- for examp1e what. 1s it, 4n the ' : 1

‘op1rhon of the teacher, that prornpts him. to read professmna] matema] and

-'Part I of the ana]ys1s in Chapter Iv.

e e

study attempted to determ1 ne the factors ‘and cond1t1ons conducwe to such

{

hread1 ng A]%o revea]ed are how much réadi ng the Enghsh teachers who made

e T

up the samp]e were do1ng and how fam1har they were w1th some of the -

- Y 7 ' o .

better _known book—s and Journa1s in Enghsh and in educatwn generaHy S %
[ 4‘ .- . - - . .o “ L . . .
11.. QUESTIONS' AND HYPOTHESES . :

-

. In this res'earch effortuthe i‘nves’tigator"set out to ans\uer two basic

questions F1 rst of aH how much profess1ona1 readmg 'do teachers of

" the better known Journa1s and books in Enghsh and 1n educatwn generaHy'P v

ot

'The answer to this first’ bas1c questmn, along-with- answers to-a number

a1ternate1y prevents him from read1ng more than he does -- is presented in .

-

5

« In Part II of that ana]ys1s is presented the answer .to the second .

-
R R .
Y 'w%w—\.‘:b._\,b PRSP TR

basic question posed in'the'study; namely, what are the factors and

n

ond1t10ns conducive to an' Enghsh teacher s mde readmg of’ profess1ona1 e i

mater1a1 and to a consequent high degree of fam111ar1ty w1 th such material?

A tota] of th1rty five factors and cond1t10ns were 1ooked at and the1r - _. Ly

-‘effects upon the teachers' familiari ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature ana]ysed

)

. -
- .

i
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In the . fo1low1ng section, each of the th1rty f1ve 1ndependent var1ables
1s stated as a hypothes1s, or sub-hypotheSJs, W1th1n:a partwcu]ar-category.

" Hypotheses™
wh1]e 1t is p0551b]e to regard the th1rty-f1Ve var1ab1es 1nvest1gated

\ 4 ,

.as 1ndependent factors, most of them are re]ated and are therefore categor1zed

be]ow accord1ng to the1r commona11ty ThUS\the first hypothes1s dea]s w1th

_three factdrs re]ated to the schools in whlch the teachers of the~study

o taught the second hypothe51s with qharacter1st1cs of the teachers themse]ves, =

Cete, o S BT

' « . .
1 . . . 4 . P

2. 'Schoo}—Re1ated Factors - Hypothesié I (al-'t)
 The fol]ow1ng schoo] related factors w111 have no 51gn1f1cant bearlng

upon teachers fam111ar1ty ‘with profe551ona1 11terature N ’

"-‘v* e.f Schoo] 51ze (number of c]assrooms) .,

2 | b. &tudent enrolment - - o ... “'. LT

C. §ize of c6mmunﬁty~$—sme]1, ﬁedium, or 1arge—;'in,wh1chﬂthe.f

| school is 1ocateq. ' o : S -

2. Teacher-ReTetedvFaotors - onothesﬁs II'(aJQ e) ,

N

& N

The fo110w1ng teacher—re1ated facters w111 have no s1gn1f1cant.
bearing upon_teachers{_fam111ar1ty with profess1ona1 llterature: - ' Lo
: ."et_ Teachihg grade; or certificate ." -

c. Teachi ng ex_pe‘%i ence

’ : o : . K

,':§) 1

k] ~ T -
T i didmetned e lE O e S Y S
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" d. Teecher sat1sfact1on w1th h1s performanée

e.I;Teacher be11ef A the va]ue of profess1ona1 11terature~ o

. : N . s
“

- 3. Faotors Re]ated To .Teachers' Un1vers1ty Tra1n|ng -

N a Hypothes1s 111 (a - d)

. '
r~

The fo]]ow1ng factors re1ated to teachers' university tra1n1ng W111

have no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the1r Fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1

Y °
N

therature.

3

. a. Reeency'of univere{ty trainrngi:

b Major-‘area -of study I |

" c. 'Teechers“ assessment'of:the.va1ue.of their training
d. Degree to which teachers were made fam111ar with profess1ona1

'..11terature dur1ng the1r tra1n1ngf

4. Factors Related To Teachers workjoed -
o Hypothes1s IV (a - d)

The following factors hav1ng to do w1th teachers work]oad wi]i-have I

. no s1on1f1cant bear1ng upon their. fam1l1ar1ty wWith professional 11terature

. 1
a. Average size of. classes taught '

h...Percentage e:);1me per week spent Qeach1ng

_'ez, 0uts1de clas respons1b111t1es

- d. Number of SUbJECtS taught ih add1t1on to Eng11sh (1anguage.

- and/or 11terature) _ - L -. .
. _ : : ‘

.-

. 5. Principal:Related Factors - Hypothesis V.Qé - c)

The‘fpl1ewing principal-related factors will have no significant

v

. .
. \
B

-~

~
¥
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Ibearing upon teachers' fami1iarity with professionai 1iteraturew

a. 'whether the pr1nc1pa1 urges h1s teachers to %}tend meetings . . [
hav1ng to do w1th Eng11sh 645 ) . o o
b, whether the pr1nC|pa1 calls. his teachers attehtion to relevant "
. “books and Journa]s B '.'j- S R - ,k a R
.c. Whéther teacher; are required to read  up onfmatters'dtétussed o
in staff meetings., S
f',_ ;6:-[Factor§ Re]ated to 'Schoal Arrangements fqr Profess10na1 Mater1a1 -
: w R - Hypothe51s VI (a - b) e . S K

- rhe fo]]ow1ng factors hav1ng to do w1th schoo] arrangements for :

fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona] 11terature

. whethen the S

b,

. . -¥ 1
“material. .
. ‘ ]
Factors Re1ated To The Schools Eng11sh Departments - ' oo ¢
: Hypothes1s VII (a - @) P . s

7.

profess1ona1 material wikl have no 51gn1f1cant bear1ng upon teachers

-
‘n

ool prov1des a d1sp1ay space for profess1ona1 11terature

Whether the sch ] brov1des money for the purchas1ng of profess1ona1 . ¥

The following factors_hav1ng to do w1th the choots' Eng11sh departments

" will. have

. Titerature: - ‘ S

:, Eng115h department meet1ngs ' . ‘_¥ ' L 3',:“2'“.j

: Whether there \s an Epgl1sh department in_the school L i
.ﬂHow teachers ‘rate the Engl1sh department e e
..The nature of discussions in Eng]1sh department meetings

. Nhether teachers aré\requ1red to “read up on matters d1scussed in

no significant: bearing ppon teachers' fam111ar1ty with profe551ona1

N

.
) ' ;- . i

! N °

/e Lo . .0 . ."'.':'-'

o
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-:eui How the teachers reqard the. schoo]'s Enq11sh program .-
g g , as\rig1d or 1nnovat1ve , .n

| PO

S \ '
v 8. Factor Re]ated To Teacher Comm1tment To And L1k1ng For Eng11sh -

VoL Hypothes1s VIII (a - Q

A T
The fo110w1ng factors haV1ng to ,do. w1th teacher comn1tment to and
- \
, 11k1ng for English wi T have no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon teachers

. fam1]1ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature )
. ¥hether - the teacher has done an Eng]wsh methods course .
| b. How the teacher has regarded 1anquaqe and/or 11terature durfng
'; 2~ v h1s teach1ng fareer ' ' . . .
c. Degree to wh1ch “the. teacher 11kes to teach Engl1sh fow © -
S d. Whether the. teacher S dec1s1on to teach Eng11sh Was- dec1s1ve
:é L e whether the teacher 1ntends to teach Eno11sh for the rema1nder

of hys teach1ng career

f. Percentaee'of teaching time spent teachinQLEnglisht

LT ", ' 1. S L ', .
S 9. Factors Re]ated To Teacher Part1C1pat1n In Meet1ngs.To ,
'; " . Discuss. Engj1sh - Aﬂxpothes1s IX (a - cg o
The fo]]oW1ng factors related to teacher nart1c1pat1on in Eng11sh
meet1ngs w111 have no s1gn1f10ant bear1ng upon teachers fam111ar1ty w1th
profess1ona1 11terature { ‘
| a.:Erequency.Pf:meetihgs within the Schobi to:discdcs-tndlish
o _. ;' L b. Frequency of:parftcioating"in:renio%al English meettnéé:_-'

. C. Whether the teacher has attended a prov1nc1a1 meet1ng ‘of -

Eng11sh teachers

°

o3
o
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A Brtef“Rationa1e”For Thé'Hyodtheses'Listed""._ - D

"wtth e def1n1te end in mind, name]y, to determtne whether they affected

A11 of the factors outltned in the preV1ous seot1on were 1nvest1gated

°

,s1gn1f1cant1y a; teacher s fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature . The :

- j sources of the 1nvest1gator s 1nteresb in these part1cu1ar factors were

-

two fo]d . . .. | ..'..- ) ‘ , . " '~ Y . - o

7

.2(1) Research carr1ed out by others in wh1ch some of the same factors were '

.1ooked at - and the1r s1gn1f1cance or 1ns1gn1f1cance determ1ned - and in.

9

"some of wh1ch recommendat1ons were made concern|ng how teachers mlght be

' 1nduced to read more, profess1ona] mater1a1 Doqgthy Petersond in a study

.carr1ed out in ]962 for example surveyed the s1ze, content and .Use.of

o of. t1me and interest were factors m111tat1ng aga1nst a teacher 5 profess1ona1_'

'».___'}

profess1ona1 11brar1es in Amer1can e1ementary schoo]s, report1ng that 1ack

\ . .

read:ng and that unava11ab111ty of read11y aCCess1b1e mater1a1s was i

def1n1te1y another Ne1ther s1ze of schOo] staff however nor. type of

. commun1ty in wh1ch the school was 1ocated - rura],gsuburban urbah -

o

: schoo]s is not an av1d reader -of profess1ona1 11terature

5

_ affected the ex1stence of a profess1ona1 11brary 1n the schoo]

' : After conc]ud1ng that .. the typ1ca1 teacher 1n the e]ementary

"6, Peterson

v
-

- recomnended that profess1ona1 education courses vaua1nt student teachers -

r LB

more w1th what is avatlab1e in prqfess1ona1 books_and-Journa1s and that :

3

¢

-

s
.-

5Dorothy G. Peterson, “The Teacher S Profess1ona1 Read1ng",‘Afementary '
“School Journal, LXIII (October, 1962),.1:- 5. . e

-

Ibid.,.p. 4.
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‘ -access1b1e profess1ona1 mater1a1s

' 'respectqve1y-- were arr1ved at in th1s way

.‘teachers genera]]y rather than teachers,1n a part1cu1ar field. 'Factors

dea11ng exc]Us1ve1y w1th Eng11sh teachers, therefore ‘were not forthcom|ng;

boards of educat1on and adm1n1strators prov1de teachers, w1th read11y

L -

Each of these factors and recommendat1ons was then chosen for ,

fy . e

. study by the present 1nvest1gator A similar process was»fo]]owed-for"

-'!‘11;”‘ L h

},'other factors In the 1nterest of brev1ty, however,’those are not « o~

(,-n-

,descr1bed here s1nce a deta11ed d1scuss1on of them fo1Tows 1n the rev1ew

o of re]ated 11terature in Chapter\II

. o3) Persona] 1ns195§ based on the 1nvest1gator s conversat1ons concern1ng

the, subJect w1th friends and adv1sors -and- on h1s own 1deas of what factors o

N

m1ght p0551b1y contr1bute to or militate aga1nst a teacher s profess1ona1

read1ng Most of the factors 1ncorporated 1n Hypotheses III VII and VIII --

hav1ng to d0°w1th various’ aSpects of the teachers un1vers1ty tra1n1ng,

the. schoo]s Eng11sh departments, and the teachers! comm1tment to Eng]1sh

A major part of the research reviewed by  the, investigator dealt with

’

50 that the 1nvest1gator was 1eft to h1s own resources to prepare them

v N

"IV, SIGNTFI cA'N'CE OF THE STUDY - -

. . . v -

B To the 1nvest1gator § know]edge, there has been no other study

"carr1ed out in Newfound]and dea11ng exc]us1ve1y W1th profess1ona1 read1ng

among “the provnnceos,teachersﬂ . 1In the_two_semj-reiated studies carried

.t
v
)

»

B i ama Cirh



“w:

','of 1oca1 f1nd1ngs w1th those of stud1es conducted e]sewhere

- wh1ch does\not 1nc]ude textbooks used regu]ar]y in day to day lesson :

Factor.. For purposes of th1s study a factor i any 1ndependent var1ab]e

i

?out S0 far, rev1ewed in Chapter II the profess1ona1 read1ng of teachers
was on1y a per1phera1 concern -From th1s standpo1nt a]one, then, the

present fnvest1gat1on s s1gn1f1cant 1n that 1t makes poss1b1e a compar1son

) -%-'

More 1mportant1y, though, 1t is. hoped that the f1nd1ngs of thlS

- - . A .
e . )

'study and the subsequent recommendat1ons w11] he1p to 1mprove the

profeSSIOnal readlng of teacﬁers of Eng]1sh 1n the pnov1nce That WOuld ',' - :.

.‘\be a. tremendously worthwh11e outcome for wh11e profess1ona1 read1ng 1s

- .
K f ,

not a panacea for a11 ‘our prob]ems and wh11e 1ts contr1but1on to a teacher K3

effect1veness has never been d]reCt]y proven, -1t is genera]]y agreed that i

profess1ona] read1ng does resuTt, more often than not ln a more 1nu"

knowledgeab]e more effect1ve teacher e L
. i - : ‘,.. "- _ _."\_ .ﬂ_“:;‘,' ‘ P v,
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v DEFINITIONS OF n-:'mvi_s USED

Profess1ona1 readg;gﬁ ln th1s study profess1ona1 read1ng refers to the

3

read1ng of Journals and books in the teach1ng of Eng%1sh and an educat1on ..

o

-

genera]]y. :‘“i-{' - '_ _ . g

Such 30urna1s and books are referred to as profess1ona1 11terature

preparat1ons f. R I . '. : "'. . .}’—Téf P

-

o

wh1ch inay- affect a teacher S fam111ar1ty w1th profess1onal ]1terature - '__..

Trag oLl .
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) I .Jl . 5 I
' “.nglish In th1s study EngT1sh refers to the language and ltterature
.fffcourse taught i - the proy1nce s Jun1or and senwor h1gh schools ;

. AT 'LIMI_I‘A._TIQN,S OF THE STUDY -* - "o [ 5

I‘ ) . o Lt . ".'—\_ ;-0 ) .- .".;."'-(...‘-3‘- ‘«4 t t

L‘SubJects honesty of response : .o .. t ST ;;

O -

One 11m1tat1on of th1s study concerns’the honestyoof respodse of

. b

. the SUbJectS when asked to rate on ‘a numbered sc 1&, the1r famtlwar1ty

u‘ 4

w1th a number ‘of Journals and books Most of Us. 1k to make ourselves
LA ‘

nZWOOk as good as poss1bIe 1n the eyes of others, whethef that good Lmage

LI

o

. among the 1eg1t1mate t1t1es of a. number of f1ctittous 1r§¥1ngs A fa1r1f

,r1g1d and severe standard descr1bed fulTy 1n Chapter III{ was then set 7'..

'part1cu1ar part~of the study Ihere was some check1ng.of f1ct1t1ous f

:t1t1es but, as’ reported in Chapter III the prob]em did not prove to be

‘.-as serlous Qs 1t yas o!ng1na1]y feared it m1ght be ._I‘” af"l :,“:l

"o

@ <ot ¥ T

8 - - .
A second 11m1tat1on oP thI§ study 1s that the ranked nature of the

a

) iAnaIys1s 11m1ted by ranked: nature of data ..f I

i‘teachers rated the1r fam111ar1ty with a number oF’JournaI and book t1t1es

.-were ranked from h1ghest to Iowest thus prétIudwng the‘use of statist1ca1

too]s wh1ch wou]d probably have enab]ed the 1nvest1gator to spetuIate w1th
- . T \ S RO
. X R . o Lo
v \
., |
v S ° .
° . . -0 = .
N : R

| ',1s warranted or not Th1s.prob1em wastpart1a?¥y§overc ne by'the 1nc1u51on N

;and the respondent who fa11ed to measure up was eT1m1nated from th1s .;s':‘-

- Lot - . Lo ‘— 3 _. . . . B
. S ,.a . C e T .
. N B L]

. :data used made effect1ve anaIys1s of the resh]ts occas1ena11y d1f€1cu1t andr'

ilsomet|mes eyen 1mposs1b1e The data gathered from the scaIes on wh1ch'thef

Ve s
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more certa1nty as to the causes of the f1nd1ngs.

amenab1e for examp]e, tQ 1

L4

R ]

a

hﬁ,ﬂis’gf such stat1st1ca1 too]s as factor

. ana]ys1s.or~mu]t1ple 11near.regness1on

v AY
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The data were not

<
"Had. they‘been these more

soph1st1cated stat1st1ca1 too]s wou]d probab]y have - 111um1nated the

resu]ts din a more conc1se way than those“tests that were used T

)
1
.
.
)

[
[N
Q.
Y.
a
- °
- r
s
° )
° ‘
’
o-.
D '

-
,
- v
. -
.
- ;
’ . N =
[
T M
. "
.
> 9
L
- r
\ »
.
®

'
-
-
. v
-t
- e
A}
. N
.
R
e .
.
.
4
1]
.4

)
\
.
‘(’u
u

PTRPSER N

et T

S

b

. A
U P

B et ST i

e




e+ CHMTERTL - /7 o, L

REVIEW OF RELATED:-LITERATURE - = - . ©
A considarable nunber of“studfes'1nvest1§at1ng-hoth'genera1 and'
profess1ona] read1ng among teachers in various areas have beegn congucted
over the past th1rty years or so The magornty of these have found the,

degree of profess1ona1 read1ng among the teachers quest1oned to be rather =~ .

]ow but only a few have gone further to determ1ne by stat1st1ca1 means

v L the factors: caus1ng the d1scourag1ng results Since they are re]ated to

¥

ot the present study, both types, genera] and profess1ona1 are rev1ewed in.

th1s chapter -

Each study 15 considered from the pownt of view of 1ts re]evance «

‘

to the two bas1;yquest1ons, ség?forth in. Chapter I wh1ch the present

studv attemots to answer

l

(1) How much professrona] read1ng are teachers of English in Newfound1and U

r- - . ;

-,do1ng_and how fam111ar are‘they w1th profess1ona1 11terature?."

- ¢ . ‘9
’ - .

(2) What are the factors and cond1t1ons.wh1ch affect ‘the teachers - T

v
L

fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 literature? . ] .

A\l . . - 2
. 4 . .

Cons1dered also are the’ recommendat1ons made Hy'the other f.. Sy )
: 1nvest1gators as to how teachers might be- 1nddced to read more Severa]

of the factors 1nvest1gated ﬁn the present study, in fact were based on

“ some of these recommendat1ons R T U N

Jromtaatr = as



a

4?-. ' R . . . = ‘ ) v

I. SCOPE OF REVIEN "

Ly

The time per1od of th1s review of re]ated 11terature ranges from .

‘1.--(/f 1942 to 1974, wnth the vast ma30r1ty of: stud1es QQV1ewed haV1ng been done :

in the decade of the 1960 's. ;-

L

GeOQraphica11y, the bulk -of the studies considered are American
L since more of the re]evant stud1es seem to have been done 1n the Un1ted

States than e1se~here )

"" - ¢
- . .

L 1L BRIEF oreRVIEw

Genera]]y, most of the studies rey1ewed show that a1though keep1ng
up w1th modern deve1opments in, teach1ng through read1ng profess1ona1

11terature is cons1dered an 1mportant part of any 1nserV1ce educat1on .

K3

program for-teachers and a def1n1te-asset towards profess1ona1 growth,

teachers do not read as much- profess1ona1 11terature as they shou]d

The on]y except1ons seem to be teachags&an except10na11y outstand1ng
io

schoo]s,‘where the amount of,prqfess 1 read?ng done 1s cons1derab1y

" . higher.

Fh1s unsat1sfactory state ofaaffa1rs is attr1buted to various
] causes, 1nc1ud1ng 1nsuff1c1ent t1me on the part of teachers and teacher

1gnorance of what-is ava11ab1e 1n the way, ofkprofess1ona1 mater1a1

°
.0 . a . o
. & v

e

rhe stud1es reveal+a number’ of factors haV1ng a bear1ng on’ teachers ,

profess1ona1 readlng hab1ts, among them sex, age, att1tude towards L

-

LT3 PP g}



-professional literature, and'participafion in cUrricu]um-committeewvork.

~ 'S
L] .

Var1ous ways of remedy1ng the situat1on are offered Typ1ca1 is .’
'ihe suggest1on that schoo]s set’ as1de a sum of money spec1f1ca11y for the

purpose of, prov1d1ng the1r teachers w1th adequate profess1ona1 read1ng

‘mater]a1sn
-
N

"IEI.Z-REVIEW OF'tPTERATURE

'l.. .

. B
4 L

i Newtophd]and Studtes;‘
It appears that only two stddies hare been done to datelin ¢
Newfound]ahd d1rect1y re]ated to the present 1nvest1gat1on wh{1e
._ profess1ona1 read1ng of Eng]1sh teachers was not the ma1n -focus of .
either, both did deal with Newfound1and Eng]1sh teachers ~and both- offer '
pert1nent data ' tﬂ} . . T |
The more recent of the two studies "was' carried out 1n St John s
“in 1971 by Pau11nUS Okoye T The purpose of the. stud§‘was to po11 city .
.educators --adm1n1strators, Eng]1sh department heads, and c]assroom
'Eng11sh teachers-i as . to the1r op1n1on of the va11d1ty of gpec1f1ed
'cr1ter1a of profe551ona]1sm in Eng]1sh teach1ng and to determ1ne whether

theSe criteria were: be1ng ‘met by the respondents sChoo]s

— PRy . ~,
L] . *

]Pau11nustogbonna Chr1stopher Okoye, "An Assessment of the Degree of
Professionalism Associated with the Teaching of English in the
Secondary Schools *of St. John's; Nfld." (unpublished Master s -
thes1s, Mennri%] Un1vers1ty, St John' 55,197])

-
-
3
.“_g
-4
4




The maaor finding of th1s study 1nd1cated that while there ‘Was . '

genera] agreement that the cr1ter1a deve]oped bv ‘the’ 1nvest1gator

cons ti tuhed vahd measures of professmnahsm the schoo]s stud1ed were
faﬂmg to meet these cr1ter1a in actua] practice suggestmg a 1ow
degree of professwnahsm assomated mth the "teachmg Of Enghsh in the.

-y

g secondary schoo1s of St John's,,

0f most reTevance to ‘the present study, however;, were those, - AR
’ T S 1
f1nd1ngs havi ng. to do w1th one partwcu]ar cr1ter10n of profess1onahsm I

A\

e name1y the need for 1nserV1ce educatwn of Enghsh teachers-l and, even
more spec1f1ca11y, those fi nchngs dea 1ng w1th the fannhamty of the _ i

. By respondents w1:th profess1ona1 11terature and Wlth thetr professmna]
. [ Y £,

- read1n hab1ts enerall N
. g 9 1y, e e

Agam, the respondents agreed that the necess1ty of prowswn of

.8 a, . Bg

o - :
1nser\71ce educat1on for, Enghsh teachers was a valid cri terwon of A

profess1onahsm but: few: rephed that th1s condi tion was be1ng met 1n ' L 2

the1r schools

Apr.opos of fam1har1 ty w1th profess1 ona1 11terature, forty three ‘ v o

\perc‘ént of the- department heads were fam111 ar wi th 'the Enszh Journa]

‘-as compa rdd to twenty one per cent of the teachers, a 1ow percentage sin

v . L

‘.both cases Of the act1v1t1 es Tisted under 1nservwce educat:on, on]y one -- [E

.-

'name]y, pubhcatwn o’r' articles dn. professwna] Journa1s-- ranked 1ower L ‘
in teacher partmpatwn than readmg of professmna] 11terature 2 R - '_ '
. . < Co - R .' o Do . . Iv,ﬂ

4 ~

hid., 93- 94, .. .o
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Okoye“s study nakes no ettempt to re]ate'various-factors such as
teacher workload to professional read1ng, but it does’ prov1de data -on a

number of: the factors selected for the present investigation and- by so

[}

do1n9 substantiates a belief he]d by the 1nvest1gator that some of these
factors do 1ndeed have a bear1ng on ‘teacher fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1

literdture..

For éxample, among English dep&rtment heads , etbhtyrsix'per-cent'
" were-teaching subjects in addition to Enolish and seuentyQOhe per,cent"
L . . U . -~ ~ . . .

‘ had duties'outside the'English-program - Only one department head, or

fourteen per cent reported having suff1c1ent t1me to d1scharge his . .

' respons1b1l1t1es sat1§factor11y

Among Eng11sh teachers, e1ghty three per‘cent taught additional

/

.,subJects e1ghty two per cent taught in excess of 100 students per day, _

“fn1nety five: per cent said the1r work]oad h1ndered their teach1ng of

""Eng11sh five per “cent Were exempted from dut1es unre]ated to* the1r .

¥
-Eng]1sh/program coal o " . . wx\f

R .
B - § @ . . ¢

Regarding teacher. qua11f1cat10ns, only th1rty per cent qua11f1ed
.-as weIH prepared Eng]wsh teachers P PN e.: ‘those w1th a B. A p]us a B Ed
. degree L hlj%. B ':', | ) :: R -, ; f :, e
IR . S & . o
: Only 2;5 per‘cent of”the'teachers'Were-members of an English
:association.3 L - ’ |
S1nce the samp1e and area of th1s study wefe so restrtcted, it 1s

ndangerous to genera11ze from the’ resu]ts obta1ned yet they do pose "¥~

B
R

%ibid., 110 --171.
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-the prov1nce A

central h1gh stoo]s of the prov1nce to determ1ne exactly what the .

programs 1n the schooTs affected the students \read1ng hab1ts

" University.of Alberta, Edmonton, 1964).

20

,Jser1ous quest1ons as to the state of profess1ona1 read1ng 1n the rest of

. o

.The second of. the two Newfound1and'studies referred to,JLrTfer
. . .

A

was carr1ed out in, ]964 by _ M1ss Betty Brett.  .It was undertaken to

_determ1ne how much reading was be1ng done by, gradé nine students in the

s tudents were read1ng, and to ascerta1n to what extent the 11terature\
'&

'

The major findings of this study were'concerned_wfth the'readihg' _

interests ‘and habits of the 250 students questfonéd However, ‘the data

of re]evance to the present study have to do w1th the f1fty 11terature

‘teachers 1nv0}ved spec1f1ca11y, with genera1 1nformat1on concern1ng ..

them, such as years of teach1ng experijence, and W1th-fnformat10n.on theiri
.. . . [\ - : ° o,

professjona1 reading habits. These.pertinent ffndings-fo11ow:;l\“

1. 'Ieacher'Charactertstics: o -

N
.

A. Of the f1fty teachers, on1y one, had less than one: fu1] year of

.profess1ona1 tra1n1ng, ewghty per’ cent had more than one’ year, th1rty four ,

' percent had four years, or more, four per cent had f1ve years or mpre

\

B. Forty nine of the f1fty teachers had taken. one or more courses' K

in EngJ1sh at th@ universityy e1ghty per cent had one to four courses, o

sixteen per cent had more than fouc. .

n . . ' . )

.4Betty M. Brett, "A Survey’ of the Leisure Reading of .Grade N1ne Students
in Central H1gh Schools of Newfoundland" (unpub}1shed Master's thesis,

° L
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c.. Thirty- four: per cent 1nd1cated a preference for subJec

. . than- 11terature Many taught 11terature as an extra, in add1t1on to ”

jother subJects. o ,':~ o .-,' N ' . a s
. . . , o o

‘2. Professional Reading: . e
“Brett noted that ... according to the data, few teachers use -

1
*~

professiona1 journa1s" and LI 1t wou1d seem, from the resu]ts of the
study, that a part of the 1nserV1ce tra1n1ng of” teachers must be to
'encourage them to do some profess1ona1 read1ng 5 , ':

Spec1f1ca11y, only twenty per cent of the teachers subscribed to

A

a per10d1ca1 dea11ng with the teach1ng of 11terature Surpr1s1ng1yﬁ\mo

mention at a11 was .made’ of e1ther Co]]ege English or the gng11sh Journal.,
' \
The only. well known Journa1s ment1oned were-tﬁe Catholic School Journa1,

"by two teachers, and Grade Teacher, by one'teachen.‘}Thirty-eight teachers,

1or seventy six per cent, reported no profess1ona1 read1ng at all. Sources'.

11sted as he1pfu1 included a series of art1c1es on the. teach1ng of poetry

! carr1ed in the NTA. Journa], and various 11terature gu1des pub11shed by
' .
:'Atlant1c Teaching Supp]1es

Both these studies present a d1stress1ng p1cture of profess1ona1

read1ng among Newfound1and Eng11sh teachers Ne1ther, howevera attempts

.

_to say why so little profe551ona1 read1ng is’ done, since their main thrusts
'were in other areas, but both cast 1lght on certa1n factors-v eg.; teacher

qua11f1cat1ons and teacher work]oad --be11eved by the investigator to be
_Ibid., 88, 132, . I , :

oo a | ey o e =

P2

- &
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port1on of its f1nd1ngs hav1ng to do w1th profe551ona1 read1ng and the

| - study. . ConsequentTy, along Wi th thewr f1nd1§gs the authors frequentTy,.
.descr1be the resuTts Of another nat1onaQ'study wh1ch g1ves, in all o ’,

'T1ke11hood, a more representat1ve p1cture of the average cond1t10ns of"'

_both sets of results are deaTt with together in the present rev1ew

I TN

' related to a teacher's familiarity with profess ional Tjterature.}'

A

National Studies (U.Sfl

The most thorough and author1tat1ve anaTys1s of EngT1sh teachers -

-'and Eng]1sh teach1ng done to date in the Un1ted States is reported by

: ,James Squ1re and Roger AppTebee in their book, High. SchooT EngT1sh

Instruct16n Today.. 6. Pub11shed in 1968, the book deaTs w1th a nationatl

survey conducted by the Nat1ona1 Counc11 of Teachers of EngT1sh

‘1nv01v1ng 158 "super1or" h1gh schooTs in forty f1ve d1fferent states.

' :Th1s study - coVers the who]e f1er of EngT1sh teach1ng, but onTy that -

factors re]ated to it are reTevant to the present 1nvest1aat1on

As noted onTy the better h1gh schools were seTected ﬁor the

«
QYT e

Pl e

' hY

'1EngT1sh teachlng and EngT1sh teachers 1n the nat1on 7 Where poss1b1e, :

]

Regard1ng the qual1f1cattons of EngT1sh teachers, Squ1re and

AppTebee report that more than n1nety per cent of the teachers had d1rect

o . \n [

.,

\ @ -

6James Squire & Roger AppTebee High" SchooT Eng11sh Instruct1on Today
(New York: App]eton Century Crofts, 1968) . . v

7Comm1ttee on Nat1ona1 Interest The National Interest ‘and the Teach1ng ' . »

of English (Champaign, [11inois* The National Council of Teachers of . - ¥
.English, 1961). . N o o B
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preparat1on in English, as opposed to between forty and s1xty per -cent-

'of teachers quest1oned in the Nat1ona1 Interest S tudy referred to ear11er

Vi

- The average nunber of classes met: per day was f1ve and the average o

‘number of students 130 On]y s1xteen per cent reported student numbers

. of m0re than 150 per day

fam111ar1t§/u1th professional 11terature Squ1re and Applebee elaborate: .

authors have th1s comment: - ' \

w1th regard to professwona]1sm and profess1ona1 reading, the '

A genera11y high level. of profeSSIOna11sm (was fOUnd) among
the English teachers in this survey ... Most clear of all
.d1st1nct1ve characteristics of these selected teachers is
their basic professional interest in the subgecf and in “the

' student 8

Specifica11y,‘over eighty.per'cent of the teachers questioned .

regular1y read the English *Journal, as opposed to.Sgéiper cent. of teachers

rA

na't_i'onaﬂy.‘ A S
The Squ1re and App]ebee report further shows that more than one-.

han of the teachers were members of the Nat1ona1 CGUnc11 of Teachers of.

Eng]1sh as opposed to less than one-third- nat1ona11y
N

fina]]y, the s tudy isolates teacher-work]oad,,-and'especially that

E having to'do'with the carrying out of routine dutfesLunre1ated to the

Eng]1sh program --as a maJor h1ndrance to profess1ona1 growth and, in

: N~
terms of the present 1nvest1gat1on a def1n1te factor re]ated to teachars'

£

el SRS




, . Prob]ems of work'load seem to resu'lt because too much is~
Lo expected of the. teacher: although his average work week is- ~
A not unreasoriably'Jong, he simply does not have enough ‘time .
NI to meet effectively all -the demands, both professional and .
: * routine, that .are made upon him. The inevitable result has
‘been an i11-defined sense. of frustration felt by a “teacher
‘-in even_the best program when he evaluates his success in
+ correcting papers , -providing individual. gu1da8ce and -
preparing effective and co-ordinated lessons.” °

A sec'brid'natiqn_g] study, ‘carried out by Doro eterson in 1962,.

‘dealt with the existence, COntent',fénd'u df-professionﬂ Tibraries in

-

~American elementary sCho%‘]s.]O

'A'short questionnaire was sent to 730 e]ementary' schoo] ~pr1'nc1"pals

1n ﬁfty states and was returned by . ﬁf’ty -eight per cent of them, not,

N

_ unfortunate]y, a very desirable percentage of: return

The fi nd1ngs of re]evance to the present 1nvest1gat1on are br1ef1y
summar1zed be]ow ' . o . ' ) s

Lo Seve_nty-sey.en per cent of the princi‘puah\rep_brted. their schools had a

'coﬂ,ection of books and journals -- a factor i nvestigated by' the present.

study., 9:2 per cent had neither journals n’o_r books:  Some had books but

~ : - B Lo
no periodicals and vice versa.

! 1

2. 'Only ten per cent of the respondehts reported extensive use of the
Hbrary by teachers Th1rty one per cent reported very 11tt1e use at

-all by teachers of the profess1ona1 hbrary e

3. Peri odicals were read more often than books The “top five journals -

! were The Instructor Grade Teacher, E]ementary Schoo'l Journa1 E'lementary

/\
!
nghsh, and- Ch11dhood Educatmn.- (’l
. N ] . . ‘A . \'
oIbid., 249.. - : s i
. 10 ' . .

i

Loc. C1_t, Peterson, 1 = 5.
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' schoo]s 1s not an av1d reader of. profess1ona1 11terature

. 'readﬂy access1b1e professwna] matemals

- and reported the next 'year by Evelyn Bianchi®in the NASSP BuTletin.

.

4, On]y about one- ha]f of the co1]ect1 ons wer;purchased from regu] ar1y

/J

___a] Jocated s choo] funds

}
<

Peterson conc]uded’th'at M the typ1ca1 teacher 1n the e]ementary
IIII-I

' and 1nsuff1 c1ent teacher 1nterest are listed as poss1b1e reasons, as 1s
. the unava11ab1hty of read11y accessible readmg material. Ne1ther size |
: of schoo1 staff nor type of commumty-- rural, suburban urban --in which
the sch001 was 1ocated was a factor affecting the ex1stence of a profess1ona1

.fhbrary in the schoo] A'H of these‘f.actors, and more, were investi gated

in"the present study. . R o . s . @

F1na11y, Peterson makes several recommendatwns interided to 1mpr0ve

vthe profess1ona1 reading hab1ts of teachers

’-

. Profess1ona1 edudatmn courses show1d acquaint student teachers more

w1th what 1s available in profess1ona1 books and Journals

2.' Boards of educati on and adm1 mstrators shou]d prov1de teachers with

0

~

the schools was"carried__'out in 1958 by the National Education Association

12

I ISYR

- = . -~

N~

12Eve]yn S Bianchi, "A Study on the Secondary School L1brary -and the

Teacher", NASSP Bu]]etm XI'.III (November, ]959) '123 29,

'
o A lraetre em =
“

- Lack of t1me )

PR

“ pother national study having to ‘do with profess<ional 11’b'rarjes in . .
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'A q'uestionnai_re asking Whether th.eir'schoo1 libraries purcha_s_ed

" professional realding-'materi als wa$ sent to 5 000 -U"S urban schoo]'

te-achers Itwas returhe'd however‘ by th1rty per cent of them, a fact’
Y ..

'

_'wh1 ¢h makes generahz1 ng from the resu]ts extremely rasky

Relevant to the factors outhned in Chapter [ of the present

,study, 1t was found that profess1ona1 books were purchased by 62.9 per :

cent of the respondents schoo]s, profess1ona1 magazmes by 72.4 er

cent, and professmna] pamph]ets by 66 5 per cent
." N

F1ha'l1y, another NEA study carrie 7 a tempted to

' L}

by secondary and - elementary t”eachers Secondary teachers were'ana1ysed on

the bas1s of how many of them preferred subJect matter JOUrna1s, elementary

/teachers on the bas1s of how many of them chose one or' the other “how to-

T4

do qt" magazmes The results were computeNna1ysed to determ1 ne whether

. number of factors had any bear1ng on the teachers cho1 ces. . The factors

3

1nveslﬁ'gated 1nc1uded sex, dage; h1 ghest degree, and teacmng exper1ence,

the 'Iast three of wh1ch a(*e Jooked at in the present study
.o ’ . v q - . .
It was found that many of the factors turned out “to be’ not re]evant.

)

. Sex and age. did seem to have a bearmg, though, as more women secondary

_teachers ChOSE'SUbJeCt matter Journa1s- than men, whﬂe’(m the e]ementary .

: group more younger (under th1rty) and older (ove'r sixty-five) teachers -

\
rehed on the “"how-to- do 11:" magazmes than those in the middle aged

group._]3 o : ST o . ‘
j ‘.‘ . . ~ o, i ) o . "'” ) ' . ‘ .
- 1 . 3 . L - l‘
13NEA.Researc_h Bulletin, XLVIII (December,.1970), 116 - 118 . == . .=

. RS ) v _ : [
K ' . X . : '_) .

- _'rc type of professmna] per1 odi cal wou]d be found most he]pfu] -

PR TP
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areas, thh smaHe‘r samples than the nat1ona1 studtes r6v1ewed in the
= - .

“and are therefore on]y part1 a]]y_r‘e]evant to the prese

. anh'ng‘,'teachers‘.'."

More Restricted Area Stud1es '(U.S.), . LT ’

Severa] studies concermng m one-way or another profess1 ona

reading. among teachers-"have been done in more restr1 cted geograpmca]

prekus section. Some of these stud1ed reat 1ng generaﬂil among- eac_hers

O

nvest1gat10n,

but cach’ “has | va]uab]e 1nformat1on to ¢ .':.'.ute to th1s réwew, .

particularly in_
— "' h)..‘ ..'s - . 0

. . ." N . . )
',:-., . \ )

H1pple and G1bhn 1nves t1gated the professmnal readmg hab1ts of

14 .

Enghsh teachers in the state of F]or1da By means of & detaﬂed )

quest10nna1re sent to a random samp]e of 386 teachers the. authors sought

Ly l

1nformat1on regardmg the subjects educatwn and éxper1ence and more

7

‘ 1mportant1y, the1r professwna] read1 ng hab1 ts The 1-nstryment T1sted

" six 30urna1 t1t1es re]ated to the teachmg of Enghsh and ten titles

b related to educatg\n generaﬂy Twenty book - t1t1es were used in each

:F1e1d “Exactly’ one- -half of the tttles hsted were f1ct1t1ous, a check

’

-on. the honesty of response of the ‘teachers Respondents checked each

t1t]e on a seven or five- pomt scale of fam1'har1ty,‘1dent1 ca] to that

IJsed an the\ present study S e .. -

e

MTheodoxe W, H1 pples& Thomas R, G1bhn, "‘The Professwnal Readmg

of English Teachers in Florida", Research in the Teacm_g of Enghsh .

V (Fall, 1971);, 153 - ‘64. .

' L
° .'k' '

e

LW the factq,rs re]ated o profess1 onal re\ajmg o
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‘thhe Engl1sh JournaT

: :rece1Ved automat1caTTy asnnembers of-an EngT1sh assoc1at1on S . Z-ft,'

Z3.1n many cgses, h1s 1gnorante of what ex1sts 1n profe551ona1 T1terat0re

3of hTS um1vers1ty preparation, a factor 1nves;1gated in the present study,. '

sWere, severeTy T1m1ted

N

: reason other than the teachers

t1tTe 'S w1de readersh1p

v,

Cer

C,

Some of the Journals

[V

,ngeneraTTy and that«h'c profess1ona1 read1ng experlences durlng the t1me

Three or four tJtTes d1d stand out as be]ng fa1r1y w1deTy read
for exampTe, but 1n each case there seemed to be a
profess1ona1 zeaT to heTp account for the

for 1nstanCe the teachers

Ly

~
The authors named the heavy workToad of the EngTash teachet and,

- :

hab1ts of 746 teachers and

'(’

typlcaT teacher or adm1n1strator

.

dm1n1strators

ll.l -

"as the pr1nc1pa1 reasons for the depress1ng resuTts

-ava1TabTe and to encourage them to read more w1deTy

B He noted that "b

They concTuded that

’

0

; ‘ no profess1oan read1ng ‘to heTp soTve schooT probTems 1s done by the .*

per cent of the teachers had read no JournaTs 1n the prev10u5|nonth thIe

th1¥ty frve per cent had read f1ve art1cTes or more

Fule two th1rds of

the teachers and adm1n1strators spent Tess than two hours a. month on

e -
B

>

,(.‘

. v
AR
* 0

CTearxnngduse,

......

o

I S
. N . PR

KA

~

o | .oy -

o
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:imore needs to be done to make Eng]1sh teachers m0re aware of the T1terature

In a much earT1er 1n:ﬁ£t1gat1on, S1mpson stud1ed the generaT read1ng

11ttTe or :”

Spec1f1ca11y, He found that fourteen RRNEE

T ] Ray" H S1mpspn, "Read1ng D1sab1T1t1es Among Teachers and Adm1n1strators ,-
. UII (September, 1942), TT-— T3
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professional magazines. About'one in seven snent no time at all on
magaiihe'neading of any type. Forty\qer cent had not 100ked\ét°0ne

profeséiona]-book dn the last month™ and only five per cent had read " .

. ) o A .
parts of five or more books. . . ) ~\(

Not1nd these facts, S1mpson suggested a number of ways to he Ip

combat the prob]ém v " - -

g‘1; ~Schools should set aside money ‘tvery month for the pdrchase ot

t -
~ 5 - .

. . professiona] materia]s. O T L ) ;
. 2. Schools shoqu estabT1sh profess1ona1 11brar1es. ST

3. In sta f meet1nqs, d1scus51on of new 1deas, new methods, and new

' -nater1als-be1ng tried lsewhere should be enceuraged

Sy ’ . .
4, Teachers shou]d be encoura ed~r9 isolate soec1f1c rob]ems and
e shou]d then be shown where help may-be found in related profess1onal- .

]itereture. Dot oe

N »

’ 4

The ma1n thrust oﬁ a study done by, Donald Ga]lo in 1968 was to
determ1ne whether any pos1t1ve re]at1onsh1p ex1sted between the number of

'professaona1 30urna1s read by a sma11 sampTe of New York state teacherﬁ:>

N _" ~ ". -.and- the1r degree of teach1ng effect1veness as measured by severa] .'—“

. 'l : ’ . ]6

R 1nstruments ' While the amount of readwng done by . teachers was not the
Lo o 5,
ma1n Ffocus of the study, there were 1nc1denta] “indications that a

cons1derab1e number of the teachers tested read very 1ittle profess1ona1

- literature. = YT . . N
¢ ’ L. ‘ ’ ' 3 ' . . v “\ .
: , _ . _ - S S

-

»
4.

v

a

’ z

Dona]d R: Gallo, "Journa1 Read1ng and Selected Measures of Teéaching

Effectiveness", Research in the Teach1no of Eng11sh IV (Spring, 1970),. -

4 - 50, .. .,
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. extens1ve : AU e ’

T oquite obv1ous1y open\to serious quest1on. ) L

8

17,

For example twelve of the th1rty -nine teachers quest1oned had not
"read any(of the journals 11sted Twenty three of the th1rty-n1ne, or*

f1fty -nine per cent, subscr1bed to or regu1ar1y read the Eng11sh dourna]

as opposed to the Squire and App1ebee f1nd1ng, noted earl1er that over

eighty per cent of American English teachers read the Journa1 regu]ar]y., -

Ga]lo‘ despite his very smal1 samﬁ]e of\thirty—nine, claims that since
k]

. the schoo]s he dea]t w1th were only. average schools as, opposed to ‘the

¥

' super1or schools stud1ed by Squire and. App]ebee, his resu]ts are probab]y
more representat1ve of the-actual s1tuat1on concern1ng teachers reading: .’ '"'

. of the Engljsh Journa] One would regard this content1on w1th nore,

'conf1dence were the samp]e used somewhat 1ard/,/and the area covered more

] -
[l " 2

Inc1denta11y, the two standard measures used by GalTo did show ‘that

S there ex1sted a pos1t1ve relat1onsh1p between number of Journa1s ‘read and '

g teach)ng effect1veness However -h1s third measure - student rat1ngs of

i teachers~- showed that there ex1sted a negat1ve re]at)onsh1p between the ‘

. Uwo varxab1es studied.- When one cons1ders the many contaminat1ng factors '

that come 1nto p]ay when a student evaluates a teacher thws f1nd1ng is

-

in'1961 Bruce‘Bh]ow‘attehpted to determine the nature of'the

magaz1nes regu]ar]y read by teachers of vary1ng educatxona1 backgrounds'

17.

and dnfferent.degrees ofrteach1ng exper1ence. Hxs sampJe of 368 fe11

-

Bruce Balow, “Magaz1ne Read1ng Among Teachers and Prospective Teachers
Journa] of Teacher EducatIOn, XII (March, 1961) 57 - 59. -

1 .

S



o pub11c. Escape reading predom1nated. oL Ce,

- o
e

N - S S g o : } R,
Ihtg\three/oroupS' (1) ]}bera1 arts graduates with no teach1ng exper1ence, ; ‘-
undertaking a fifth year of profess1onaJ ﬁra1n1ng,; (2) professtonal ' o L h
education undergraduates w1th no teaching enper1ence. (3) protessiona1:

education graduates W1th exper1ence in teaching. A]l three groups were'.

asked to list the magazines they read»regu1ar1y.-\fhe results were rank

'ordered'and percentages of each»group readino'each magazine'tabu]ated.

1t was found genera]]y, that ne1ther of the three groups read

anyth1ng more 1nte11ectua11y st1mu1at1ng than did the genera] read1ng

. : ot I |
y

of greater're1evance.to thevpresent_study waslBalou's.fdnding.that
.education graduates with experience read priman$1y on]y those journals
which came free with mempership in a”state or‘natjonal organiiationJ
Undergraduates‘and 1thera1 arts graduates'read no professional journa1s

whatsoever.. Teacher preparat1on programs were seen as 1ack1ng since they

o

-seemed not to have deve]oped in the students hab1ts of profess1ona] read1ng

A final area study of part1cu1ar s1gn1f1cance to the present
'1nvest1gat1on becau5¥ of the light.it sheds on some of the factors related ~
10 profess1ona1 read1ng was done by Helen F1sher in 1968 The study set . .

_vout to determ1ne what factors prompted teachers to read profess1ona1

>

11terature, a subjéct outlined in the second basic- quest1on of the present

t:'study presented in Chapter I

]8He1en F1sher, "Teacher D]fferences n. Profess1ona1 Read1ng - Educational

Adm1n1strat1on and Superv1s1on, XLIV (Ju1y, 1958) 282 - 289




- -preparation for which wou]d demand a-lot of thelr t1me, presumab}y, :

" .. professional boohsfand journals he reads. It-should be'noted, however ,

E att1tudes towards profess1ona1 read1ng and who doubted 1ts usefd]ness

Z'spent much 1ess time on 1t “than did those- who expressed posit1ve att1tudes

"exper1ence, read 1ess than more experlenced teachers These younoer'

- teachers were more Tnterested they said, in qa1n1ng éxperience than in’

32

- .
o

'-, ) ijty e]ementary teachers, most1y amrr1ed women W1th no ch11dren,’

. were 1nterv1ewed 1n an attempt to plot the1r read1ng patterns in relation

Y

to a number of factors rhey had taugh .-med1an of 6.6-years and had .

~

1

attended col]ege a med1an of 4 4 years
The ftndings of .the study are summarized be]av'acCordtng to the ‘

T

- factors 1nvest1gated:

1. fnterest It Was found that teachers who expressed neqat1ve )

H

.
el

2 Expertence Younger teachersx"with 1ess than five years'ha )

L .

~ v

¢t

read1ng w1de1y. Other factors. such as, 1mm1nent marr1age for- some, R '

A}

‘ served to contam1nate the results for th1s partwcu]ar var1ab1e
';,,_ 3. Educat1on A11 teachers w1th a Master's deqree read the medwan
nUmber of books and Journals, for broad and spec1f1c reasons Four of.these.’ o
n1ne, however showed 11tt1e 1nterzst in profess1ona1 read1ng, hav1ng
recently- had an overdose of 1t in graduate stud1es A sense of profess1ona1. N
COmm1tment,anparent1y, mot1vated them to read anyway.'w 3, SRR B i
. . : : ’

"It would seem, then, that the more educated the teacher, the Mmore. o

' that these results regarding the'educatjonal level of the teachers iiere .



L

<

not. as stra1ght fonuard as - they at first appfared Teachers w1th no degree,

Y ™ i

' for examp]e, réad, porport1ona11v, more books than those with orie degree, e

-.seemed to operate in 1so]at1on from the others "

but. these no- degree teachers were | a1so the experienced’ ones. Leve] of -

educat1oh and teach1nq exper1ence thus comb1ned to confusé/the resu?ts for '

‘e

th1s part1cu1ar factor. F1sher notes, moreover, that."..l no 1nf1uence ,
19 P

. 4 Acceséibi]itl'of mater1a1s-' The nearer at hand the materia]s :

i

) .'were and the _more attent1on ca]led to them the more 11ke1y they were to

- ’ /

. .commi ttees read the med1an number of books as those not, tak1ng part 1n

comm1ttee work SRR 'ﬁ“"¢‘

" National Study (Brﬁtain3 L

.researchers in 1969 and reported by Squtre and App]ebee-1n the1r book

.,other were selected for the study It shou]d be’ noted that, as’in the -

‘ he read. Ind1V1dua1 d1fferences, however, d1d ex1st

o 5, Curriculum COmmittee work' Three t1mes as many teachers onf‘_;u

v

A nat1ona1 study of Eng]1sh teach1nq and Enq11sh teachers 1n Br1ta1n,
S1m11ar to that carr1ed out ear11er An the’ Un1ted States, reported in a -

previous sect1on of th1s review, was undertaken by a team of American -'

Teaching English in the Uni ted kingdom, 20 Forty twio, schoo]s of various -

types\ 1nd£pendent grammar etc ) from one end of the country to the -

20

James Squ1re -and. Roger, App]ebee, Teach1nq Eng11sh in the Un1ted K1ngdom
(Champa1gn, 117inois: NCTE, 1969) -



..\
U'S.-stddy, aﬂh of the schools were, in the'ﬁordsudf'the'adthers, .
pacesett1ng schoo]s with reputat1ons for exce]]ence in the teach1ng of

21"

gng11sh."_, The results, therefore are not generalizeable to the whote

country. - 7 oo

fRe]evant'to the breseht study are those data having to do with .

profeSsiona]'reading among “the teachers. According1y,-sixty-f1ve per

cent of the teachers quest1oned subscr1bed to The Use of Eng}1sh while

' forty per . cent subscr1bed to the National Assoc1at1on of Teachers of

English Bulletin, the off1c1a1=pub11cat1on of the-counterpart'1n_Br]tain '

of the National Codgci1 of Teachers of Englishiin the United States.
. . R » ) -." L . © . « . ° .
a question regarding out of school. activities,

Br1tish teacher reported spend1ng from sedén to n1ne hours per week

‘ In reo1ying'

read1ng books and per1od1ca1s Accord1ng to the authors, th1s is the

same s1tuat1on as ex1sts in the Un1ted States G1ven the heavy work1oad

of the Eng11sh teacher however, one shou]d the 1nve§tqqaton‘be11eves, _

) . . -

take th1s part1cu1ar statement with somé caution. - _—

o, o D
o S T
%IV, GENERAL \QURMARY <.

\

Desp1te the fact that Eng11sh teachers genera]]y acknow1edge

profess1ona1 read1ng to be an 1mportant part of any 1nserv1ce educat1on

AY

-program for teachers, the average English teacher 1n the average schoo1

does not read much profess1ona1 11terature nor is he very fam111ar w1th S

tee d

o

b
o



. . - : '. . ) | . . . . ) " . . . R .. 3 5 )
. the mater1a1 ava11ab1e to h1m The on]y except1ons are teachers in
E super1pr schoo]s where accord1ng to severa] studies, teaéhers"!ad more

-profess1ona1'11terature and seem to have a stronger profess1onal

commitment than their colleagues in the average school.

. The studtes-réviewed advance several reasons toiexplain-these’
_gehera]Iy unsatisfactory reading habtts'oﬁ the teacher, among;them'
insufficient time,’ignorance of‘the materials'avai1ab1e,‘and negative.
att1tudes towards the value of professiona] 11terature in 1mprOV1ng a

teacher S effect}veness o c L

. . L i T
, . .

Poss1ble solut1ons suggested by var1ous 1nvest1gators 1nc1ude the __1.f

setting up of professional 11brar1és in the’ schoo]s, the regular - a]]ocat1on
1.4 oy

of schoo1 funds for the purchas1ng of new mater1als and the' encouragement

'of teacher d1scus51on of new 1deas and methods, wh1ch will draw upon '

profess1ona1 reading mater1als.'

‘ (AW
-

The 1nvest1gator encountered no study wh1ch set out express]y to
'determ1ne whether any re]at1onsh1p ex1sted between. a number of factors and
profess1ona1 read1ng'among teachers, but severa] stud1es, espec1a11y that
done by F1sher did throw some: 1tght on a 11m1ted number of factors. Among.
those seen as re]evant were teacher qua11f1cat1on teacher exper1ence;; |
teacher attitude towards the value of profess1ona] literature, and
availab1l1ty of reading mater1a1 in the schoo1 A1 of these factors, and

more, are 1nvest1gated.1n-the present-study.
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CHAPTER III
METHODS AND.NATERIALS - . - o "

1. POPULATION:

‘The popu1atidn for the study“consisted of:a11“teachers of Ehg]ish,'
approx1mate1y 500, in’ the secondany schoo]s of Newfound]and e1ther 5‘

" junior or senior thh or both. A]] -grade schoo1s were not 1nc1uded in-

.“u".

.,'the study. - . . _ : _ - . .
“No rigid definttion‘of ”Eng]ish'teacher";; eg.., pne with‘a‘
) un1vers1ty maJor 1n the subJect teach1ng on]y Eng11sh in the schoo]s-— : )
was emp]oyed . Rather, the term "teachers of - Eng11sh“ was used cover1ng
'fa11 those teachers who taught the subJect at all, w1th or w1thout .

‘respons1b111ty for teach1ng ‘other SUbJects A teacher who spent e1ghty

-per cent of h1s teach1ng t1me in Mathemat1cs, therefore, and twenty per -.‘. ey

- cent in Eng11sh was cons1dered & teacher of Eng11sh for purposes of th1s

study

;{ The 1nvest1gator felt. that th1s broad def1nat1on of "Eng]1sh -
teacher" would a]]ow h1m to study profess1ona] read1ng as 1t actua11y o - \
“n,efgstéd among.those who taught the subject.. The f1nd1ngs of such a. - |
| study; it has fe]t‘-wou1d reveal the situat1on regard1ng profess1ona1_l

read1ng as 1t actua11y ex1sted, rather than show1ng the state of «

profess1ona1 read1ng among on]y those h1gh1y qualified to teach Eng1wsh

A

-
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Any. recommendations of the study would. then relate.to the actual situation

‘in the schools, rather than to an ideal situation which, however desirabte,

‘does not exist.

L SWPLE o

rhe samp]e for the study cons1sted of f1fty teachers of . Eng11sh

random1y se1ected on a strat1f1ed bas1s . . RN

.o

-

A }1st of the teachers teach1ng secondary Eng11sh in the prov1nce
'was drawn up, us1ng Department of Educat1on records, and the names of

these-teachers ‘were thén categorized according to the size of the comnunity_

.in which they taught' 'The.thrEe tategories used were Small'(o - 1500 L

popu]at1on), med1um (1501 - 10 000 popu]at1on), and 1arge (over. 10 000
popu1at1on) The samp]e was strat1f1ed 1n th1s way 1n order to ensure a
,suff1c1ent number of subJects for the proper 1nvest1gat1on of -two -
- important factors in the study --name]y, commun1ty size and schoo] s1ze,
' since the size of a schoo1 is directly re1ated to the size of the
commun1ty or commun1t1es wh1ch 1t serves; :
Q. . . : T e

. Tt was- then determ1ned what percentage of the tota1 popu1at1on of .
lteachers of Eng]1sh fell 1nto each category Thus, forty per cent taught
' }1n sma11 commun1t1es, th1rty -Six per cent in medwum-s1ze commun1t1es, and'?
.twenty-four_per cent in 1arge,commun1t1es The samp]e was then random]y

selected on ‘the basis of these peroentages Thus twenty teachers, or .

forty per cent of the samp]e were random1y selected from the 1ist of

i
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_ names'for'sma11 comnunities; ejghteen teachers, or thirty-six per cent - o S
of the samp1e, from the med1um—s1zed commun1ty list; and twelve teachers,

or twenty -folr per cent of the samp]e, from the Targe commun1ty list of

:
P

’/teachers. — . :
The teachers thus se]ected covered a wide geographical area of the ‘
L N

_HproV1nce, rang1ng from Labrador C1ty in the north to St.. John s in the
south and from Norr1s 'Point and the Codroy Valley in the west to Lumsden.

L]
& .

and Bonav1sta in the east

[

,Fifty-two per,cent of.the teachers in the‘sample-fe11 between the -

ages of\twentv'and tWenty-htne-ﬁthirty-six'per cent were in-the thirty, to

.

"~ thirty- nine bracket twe]ve per cent were forty or o]der oo ) S

E Twenty e1ght per cent of the teachers had maJored in End115h at -

“the unwvers:ty, whr]e the other seventy two pen cent had maJors in other

\

w1de1y d1verse areas, rang1ng from Greek and Theo1ogy to Phys1ca1 Educat1on

and Mathemat1os. F1fty-e1ght per cent of the-teachers, however, had. done

Rl L)

an Eng]tsh methods «course. Th1s rather unexpected d1fference is partly
'exp1a1ned by the “fact that dur1ng the un1vers1ty years of some of the
teachers the* Eng11sh methods course was on1y one of-severa1 subJect area

. courses’ taught as one credit.

The teachers of the samp]f‘*pent an average of 48 7 per cent of

) the1r teach1ng time teach1ng Eng]1sh . _g - .

It s, 1nterest1ng to note a]so that of the f1fty teachers 1nterv1eWed

. not one be]onged to a spec1f1ca1]y Eng11sh assoc1at1on such as, the"NCTE . v :tn

»
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. These and cheﬁ interesting qharactefistiésfofzthe.sample are

‘ r

y oo :

. ) oL s ?
. .

‘... summarized in Tables [ .- VIL, which follow. .~~~ .-

TABLE I
'AGES OF SAMPLE K

JRGE ' . PERCENTAGE

IR L T s,
.IJ .30 - w ‘ ‘ ..' . . N : 35 N . '.I' .-A -

Cmormore S . oqp T

" TABLE 1.

-

TEAGHING EXPERIENCE

TEACHING EXPERIENCE IN YEARS - - PERCENTAGE

LY
|.2';,5 ' . L= Crage

6:- 10 . N G2

R )

N
b
B

'

o 21 oF more L B}
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. TABLE'IIT

L TEACHING:GRADE OR CERTIFLCATE

o

GRADE

PERGENTAGE

>

- -'. \
3 or less

1%

12
o

2

i

<

. TABLE 1V

- AVERAGE SIZE OF CLASSES TAUGHT.

- SIZE OF CLASS

PERCENTAGE. -

'

e 25 dr fewer | 18
.26 - 30 . 42

%

36 - 40 .

14

-
123

oy
1
-
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L UTMBLE VT -
- RECENCY OF LAST-UNIVERSITY.COURSE -~ - - - S

) ) .0 . . o e A,: ." VR
TIME . ° - PERCENTAGE . L S

e

., v 1 year ago or less - 56
2 - 5years - .. '..o. : 36. oo

/ T :
6 - 10.years i 4

more than'lo'years L

7~ e
o TABLE VI .- = ™1
SUBJECTS TAUGHT {N;ADP¥I£9§»IQ;%NGFLSH~i~: o

- .

NN
ik

W
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CIILSOTHE INSTRUMENT: o L e

. . . : T e s ' ' T
r~ . . . R R .

,Description.of the Instrument .':-aﬁﬂ'fﬁ . S - T

L

The 10ne 1nstrument used An the study 1s a deta11ed 1nterv1ew |

_.'gu1de -or1g1na11y conce1ved by the }nVest1gator as a. questﬁonnamre to o

EaPCR oI M

L}

L ‘
be ma11ed to Eng]1sh teachers, but after cons1derat10n of the poss1b1]1ty

~.'of a Tow return and therfore b1ased resuIts, changed in manner of ~

adm1n1strat1on but not th c0ntent or format

— . . c : \

'u‘ - . ‘. -

The greater part of the 1nstrument was prepared by the 1nvest1gator

‘e,

- for the present study, w1th only one group of 1tems based upon another _~: f

K 1nstrument used in a prev10us study c, T Somit

ry : " The 1nstrument 1s d1v1ded 1nto four main parts, each with a:
d1st1nct purpbse in m1nd Each of- the four maJor parts is further o
divided -ipto sect1ons accord1ng to the type of response requ1red of the '

- 1nterV1ewee Thus, Part 1, Sect1on A cons1sts of quest1ons W1th mu1t1p1e:j f' g 5:5
choﬂce aIternatLyes;.Part I, Sect1on B conslsts of quest1ons requ1r1ng P
yes or o ansﬁert'Part I Sect1on C 1s made up- of quest1ons of an- open—t':i:

'endedinature, to some degree The purpose of these quest1oms in Part I ¥_~i:"

_ .of the 1nstrument wés to secure 1nformat1on on the factors thohaht by the L ﬁi
‘/ . N -.-'_._ n: 5 s 2
} 1nvest1gator "to be. reTated to-a teacher 'S profess1onaT read1ng The .0
exact nature of those re]at1onsh1ps 1s d1scussed 1n Chapter V.. :"_.
Part III of the 1nstrument is T1keW1se organ12ed 1ntQ three ma1n
- ' Do
: séctions, accord1ng to the type of reéponse red%1red of the subgect = - T‘“.

muTt1pTe ch01ce yes no or open ended The purpose of Part JIT was to L

o
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v

Y . ';n . ‘- : co- A

secure 1nformat1on regard1ng the profess1ona1 read1ng hab1ts of the

teachers-— eg ,Q“Do you persona]]y subscr1be to a profess1ona1 Journal

.
a ..d'

or Journa]s?" ] ' . ., . :
. c 3 .- , 'ﬁ'lh

: . : N
Part IV of the 1nstrument, cons1st1ng of on]y two quest1ons,
attempts to determ1ne what it was 1n the op1n10n of the teacher who d1d
.not read much wh1ch kept h1m £rom read1ng and, converse]y, to ascertain

\

- what it was wh1ch.prompted him to read some profess1ona1 mater1a1

" I, Ly s L 3 .
. L ’ . ..

~ L Pert 11 of the 1nstrument is comp]ete]y d1f erent from the "other

»

three parts and for that reason has been reserved for 1ast d1scuss1on

"“on a sca]e numbered from 1 to 7, with, Journals re]ated to Eng]1sh and to )
educat1on-genera11y The rat1ngs ranged from “1°- 1 have ever heard of
this Journal" to “7 - I subscr1be to th1s Journa] and read it regu]arly

/’ o .
> In Sect1on B of Part II the SUbJECtS were asked to rate on a

s]1ght1y d1fferent sca1e the1r fam111ar1ty With a number of . books re1ated

L3t

' to Eng11sh and to educat1on genera11y The sca1e ranged from ”1 I have

never heard of this hook" to Vg 1 have read th1s book carefu]ly and fee1

.. . . ] 3 W o . - _— . - . .
- that I know it fairly well." T oL

. Subjects were asked: to rate'a‘tota1 of'tnenty-sévén journals. ard’

-

NI

..forty books )

o .tf Th1s part of the 1nstrument was based 1arge1y on -another developed

by- prple and £ibn for a similar s tudy conducted in F]omda,T o K

.

]Loc' Cit., Hipple and.Giblin,. "The Profess1ona1 Read1ng of Eng11sh

- Teachers in. F1or1da" . 27,

rn Sect1on A of Part II, the subJects were asked to rate the1r fam111ar1ty,- _'5 )



lilnc15§ibhlof Fictitious Tttlés'ln Instrum t

' JournaT t]tTes of the sort used

: answer1ng honest1y and, who was not.. o . ..w- T

L I

~

o .o C

Seven of the twenty- seven journal titles and ten of the forty book '
titles used for the ratings were f1ct1t1ous The punpose,of course was
‘to prOV1de a check on the subJects honesty of response, since all- of/m?

as stated b'efor& Tike to make ourselves Jook good in the eyes of .others,

‘whether that good image is warranted or”not.

Some checkwng of f1ct1t10us titles Was 1nev1tab1e‘s1nce book and
JournaT tit]es in educat1on tend to be remarkab]y s1m11ar so that a SUbJeCt

cou]d check a f1ct1t1ous title and be perfectTy honest in do1ng S0,

_jth1nk1ng he had read: the book or Journa] but 4n rea11ty hav1ng read one

o

qu1te s1m1Tar That, it seems, is a1ways a\probTem in a 11st of book and

N\

v
»

i ) However, a fa1r1y severe standard was_ set and 1f a subJect s rat1ngs .

v

fa1]ed to meet’ that standard h1s responses were dropped from th1s

ﬂpart1cu1ar part ‘of the study. Such -a subJect was reta1ned 1n the other '

’ three parts of the study. where there was. no check on the SubJeCtS honesty

\

~.:of responsé_and where the |nvest1gator had no means of knOW1ng who was

B
’

The standard set was that a SubJeCt who checked three or more of
the seventeen f1ct1t1ous tttles above a rat1ng of 2 was dropped from this
part of the study , ’ S S L _‘- ?'. -:q".

. R s . L _\ )
Y A more severe standard wou]d have been to. reJect any subJect

check1ng __x_of the f1ct1t10us t1t1es, thh or, 10w The standard chosen;',-
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. P

which he was sTightly familiar. A 4 fating, on the other hand, would . =~ °

*.imply that a subject was quité definite about his famiTiarity with ‘the.

) 1nvest1gator spec1f1ca11y for the present study and were va11dated by

"y 1nstrument --i.e. ,'to obta1n 1nformat1on regard1ng fhe var1ous factors .

however, seemed to be more defens1b]e It was thouaht that a 2 rat1ng for
‘a f1ct1t1ous book t1t1e for examp]e, --"T have heard -of th1s book but
have not read any of 1t"—- was not as ser1ous as,: say, a d rat1ng--_ I*.
+have read all of th1s book" Conce1vab1y, a SUbJeCt could have. checked

a2 .mere1ykas a. result of confus1ng the t1t1e w1th a-similar one with = ™ -

e i e IPX

bOOk. . R ) .. . de o . Lo . - : I,, -

. . . . -
. : L ) » .

L
USTng thlS standard seven teachers of the or1g1na1 f1fty, or

| RIS

fodrteen per cent were. reJected from this part of the study

°

'Validation of -the Instrument” : g :. - o :

@

PR O

Parts T, 'III, and IV ofs the 1nstrumeht were prepared by the

the1r be1ng exam1ned and approved by two competent 1nd1v1dua1s we11 versed
and exper1enced in the f1e]d of Eng11sh 1nstruqt1ony ‘E@ agreed that the

1tems dev1sed accomp11shed the purposes of these three parts of the

, be1ng 1nvest1gated (eg., teacher age).and tohsecure data concerning .the :

general professional reading.habdts of the teachers.

Part Ii'of the inStrument Qas, however quite different, as.noted

before. Here the SUbJeCtS were requ1red to rate .on a numbered sca]e

*}n

their famxliar1ty w1th a. se]ect1on of profess1ona1 books and journa]s

4



Conéidering the prodigious number of book.and journa] titles-in

education, the obvious prob1em was how. to come up with‘a representative

P

_and va11d list of t1t1es for 1nc1us1on 1n the instrument. A teacher
1cou1d very conce1vab1y have not read a well known title from the
1nstrnment lmst,'but just as’ possibly:may have memorized another.well
known book'that was not inc]uded on the ‘Tist uéed 1n'the stody ~Mere1y

havwng “the 1nvest1gator se]ect what he bel1eved to be the better known

D

) books and Journa1s 1n Eng]ish and in educat1on generally was not adequate,

o

" a more scientific manner of se1ect1on was requtred. That more prec1se <

method of se]ection did not re§u1t in the perfect 1ist of tit]es, an.
. /

»_obJect1ve obta1nab1e, dt seems, on]y if one had at h1s d1sposa1 a
def1n1t1ve 11st of all the journal and book t1t1es ever pub11shed in- the

f1e]d of Eng11sh 1ﬁstruct1on and 1n education- genera11y

' ThUS twe]ve journal t1t1es re1ated to the teach1ng of Engﬂ1sh were
\

8

'subm1tted to four va]1dators, competent and exper1enced un1vers1ty personne]

'1n the ‘field of- English’ 1nstruct1on who ‘were asked whether they were
fam1l1ar w1th the titles and whether they would cons1der them usefu1 -to. the

‘teacher of Eng]1shh

There Was a]most unan1mous agreement as to which five. Journa1s
would be of’ most va]ue These were subsequent]y 1nc1uded an the 11st of

Eng11sh Journals used in the study

A

F1ftyigourna1_t1t1es re1ated'to education ih.genéra] were.sdbmitted .

~ and roughdy the eame questions askedg'(l) Aré'you'fam11iar with.this.'

journal? (2) Would you include”it'among the top'ftfteen'journa1§.most"

a
.

4
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asked for. The resu]ts showed that two of the f1ftv Journa1s were c1ted

as be1ng amonq the f1fteen most usefu1 to the teacher by a11 four
' va11dators, six Journa1s were chosen by three va11dators n1ne Journa1s
' wére chosen by two validators.- The e1ght Journa1s chosen by four or

:three va11dators Were 1nc1uded on the list used-in the study plus seven’

of the rema1n1ng nine of the top f1fteen, random]y selected,

v Seventy book t1t1es re]ated to Eng11sh were submitted and the

‘va11dators asked whether they were fam111ar W1th each and whether they

’ wou]d cods1der it among the f1fteen books most usefu1 to the teacher of

one book was se1ected'by threeX and seventéen books were se1ected by'two

vafidators The books: . chosen by four and three va11dators Were. 1nc1uded

“on the 11St for the study p]us twe]ve of- the seventeen rema1nanq books,-'

chosen by two va11dators, random]y se1ected

'

‘Forty book titlés re]ated to education generally were-submitted'and

bas1ca1]y the,same UNO quest1ons asked as those described 1n the forego1ng

paragraphs One of the forty hooks was se]ected by all four va11dators

as be1ng among the f1fteen most usefu1, 51x books were se]ected by three .o
“va11dators, and ten were se]ected by two va]1dators The°f1rst seven

“.’t]t]es were 1nc1uded oy’ the list for the study p]Us e1ght of the other

ten random]y se1ected

0 Thé lists of book'and”j'érnal~tit]es'arr1ved_at in this, manner were

.'47:..-.\

useful to the-teacher of, English? No orecise rankind of the journa1s wazgg' .

3

Eng]tsh.' ‘Two of ‘the seventy books Were.selected_by,ail-four.va]1datorsl:-_' '

'no doubt far more valid than an - 1ist that the investigator himself could. . °

e SRR

il
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. .o . . .

se]ect a]though 1t seems that no matter how good the 11st there is
a1ways awell 'known book or Journa1 journal: Tess so,.that manages to be

over]ooked

T . ‘ ' ’ Q M
Re}hab111ty of the Instrument . T e R )

T en

After Part II of the 1nstrument had been va11dated in the manner .

deser1bed, 1t, a]ong w1th eleven other’ 1tems of the 1nstrument,,was .
subJected to a test retest re11ab111ty study to measure the un1form1ty
of subJect response to these 1tems over a per1od of t1me. rhe e]even
other 1tems tested were those askang the teacher to express an op1n1on‘,

“or make an estimate .on some aspect of professtona] read1ng where, ST

presumably, his response cou]d vary dver tlme.? I -k/'

. The re11ab11]ty.study was subm1tted ‘to seven~St};John's'teachers of .

. .
AY . .

English and their responseS'noted In Just over a week, the questions-

were aga1n subm1tted and the res ponses compared w1th those e11c1ted on the j',

f\rst adm1n1strat10n of the test

\}n'As'stated;'the reliabijity'study tested eleven ttems involving -~

. teacher opinion or estimation "It was feththat sinée these data were '
”_ not very extens1ve, a deta11ed tabu]at1on of corre]atmon co-eff1c1ents Was

: not necessary A mere scann1ng of the resu1ts provwded 3 good. 1nd1cat1on

‘of - how reliable each of the 1tems was .

v R 4

nE

2\The e1even other 1items - 1nc1uded were: Part I, Sect1on A numbers 7, 9,

, 13, 14, 19; Part 1, Section B: nutbers 9 and 10; Part 11, Sectton A |

numbers 1, 3, and 4 See Append1x A

s
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. . Thus, of the eleven items’, four were 'checked'i‘denti'caﬂy on the .two 3

occasions by aH 'se'ven teachérs Another four af the eleven items were

«
. . «
x : et =
o oty ok noid b ad T s At et e

_checked 1dent1ca1 1y on the two occas1ons by six of the seven teachers.

o Al e

Two other 1tems were checkﬁg, 1dent1ca11y on the two occas1ons by f1ve of
the seven teachers Moreover, 1n each case of d1 ffermg responses to - -

-1tems from occasion 1 to occas1on 2 the d1fference was never- more than

.one a]ternatwe, i.e., if 1tem | were answered A on occas1on 1, 1t wou]d

9

poss:b]y be answered B on’ occaswn 2 but never C. . . o

. oo e i,

Only item number 8 which as"ked the teachers-to estimate the time

Lot o meaddn

, they spent per week read1ng professmna] mater1 al, proved to be not very .. .. 4
rehab]e when Compared W1th the others Four of the se_venteachers di ffered ‘ }
* in their responses to th1s 1tem on the two occas1 ons. Ag’ai‘n-, though, the ’ i

d1fference-was ne\:rr more than by one-a] ternatw} (There were five
S

V-a]ternative answetls . ) However, because the 1nvest1gator cou]d dev1se no@r

‘other way of obta1n1 ng this part1cu1ar piece of- 1nformat1on other than by

v
4

_-teacher est1mat1on .the 1tem was kept in the 1nstrume t The reader is

l

asked, therefore to regard w1th some caut1on responses to this one item.

© Also tested _for re'liabﬂi-ty wer‘e the sixty-seven' journa1 and -book
"t'it1es, se\'/enteen of which were fi ctitious.. Again, no, Peliability co-
.eff1 ci ents were computed, a br1ef scanning of the resu]ts be1ng sufficient

‘to estabhsh re11ab1hty or. non- rehabﬂ1ty

Perfect reliability would have- been. the result had aH seven teachers

*'checked all s1xty seven t1t1es 1dent1ca1]y on the two dccasions Howe‘ver.. S

[
\

. . ., . N . . N
LA . o ) . . e N ' :%
9, . : ' : : . :
. . ' LR N N . . "



' thht would have been to'o much to hope for since there was not a drastic _

d1fference from one. rat1ng to the immediate next rat1ng For exarnp]e,'

»

" teacher's rating a book 2 on the first occasion and 3 on the second wou]d

t

have been far less serious than a rattng of 1 or 2 on the first testtng
o and a rating of 5-0n thé second -Thus instead. of 1ook1ng for all seven

teachers to rate aH s1 xty seven t1t'|es 1dent1ca11y on/the two occas1ons, e

N

the 1nvest1gator dec1ded that to look for rattngs removed by 1 or 1ess )
’ r

wou]d be more, reaJ1st1c

2 The overaH’ number of rat1ngs was 469, s1nce there were seven _.
teachers and each rated 51xty seven t1t1es . Of these 469 rattngs, on]y
4.9 per cent were removed by more than one point from occaswon T to ™ o
occas1on 2; 94 1 pwnt of the rati ngs, therefore were either: 1dent1ca1
from occas1on}1 to occaswn 2 or removeg by ohly one point. Moreover, two |
- of the sevep teachers accounted ‘for more than one- ha1f of those ratings
removed by more than one. po1nt suggestmg subJect s1oppt ness-rather than

"1tem unreHab111ty R a \ | .

Hav'ing 'checked these res‘u]ts , then, of the el even items involving

" teacher opinion.end es timation gnd of the teachers' ratings of the journal ,

. and Book titles, the investigator concluded that the thstrumen\tw/;‘s; c
's_ufficitent]y'sound to ‘go ahead with -the study . s ~7 T

IV DATA CQLLECTION o
The data for the study were ‘collécted through the use of the

Y
]
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bersonaﬂ i'nter'v'iew techr,n'que during the fi rst two weeks of June,, 1973.-

0

was used in these 1nterv1ews », the 1nvest1gator ask1ng the prepared quest1 ons.

' and ti ck1ng the’ approprwte a]ternatwes as the SUbJECt rephed " In that .

part of the 1nterv1ew in which the subJect was' asked to rate, on a numbered -

sca]e, his familiari ty w1th var1ous profess1ona1 books and Journals, the
subJect was given the 11st of t1t1es and asked to- t1ck his own responses,

. with a pohte remmder that only thorough]y hones t rat1ngs wowld be of

benef1t to’ the- study. Mast of - the. subgects seemed to d1sp1ay a remarkab]e

openess and candour regard1 ng the ratmgs‘ even when these depic cted a’
teacher who had read very little, Furthermore aH of the subgects were

very co- operatwe in furnishi ng the 1nformat1on requ1red of them.

o Each 1nterv1ew session. 1asted from twenty to thlrty m1nutes, the
d1ffere ce be1ng due to the vary1ng t1mes each subgect took to rate his

fam111ar1ty w1th the book and “journal ttt]es

V. STATISTICAL DESIGN

]
LR R .

For Parts 1-‘,' 111, and Itl of the instrument, nobsop,ht'sticated,
' statistical techniques 'were requi.red .for t‘h.e ana1ys1's of the'resu'its _
. These three parts of the 1nstrument prqv1ded data of a pure]y descr1pt1 ve
, nature and the results are reported in a descriptlve manner: in-Chapter IV.
‘ As noted these three parts of the. 1nstrument prowded 1nfo¥‘mat1on

s regardmg a number of factors thought to be re]ated to profess1ona1

51

 The detaﬂed gu1de described in. the prevmus sect1on of this chapter .

~—
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readmg and supphed data- concerning the genera] profess1ona1 readmg

' hab1ts of the teachers

Part IT of the instrument; howeve'r, involved teacher' -rating_s of

boaks and journals and _th'erefore required a more spphisticated statistical

"tool than ‘straiéhtforward description. The p_urp'ose.of this part‘off.the'-f
s tudy was to dete_rmine what kind of re]ationships e_xist‘ed 'between/é number

. . . - . i

. of factors thought to be related to professiona] reading and the actua]

fam1Har1 ty of ‘the teachers wi th a se1ection of book and’ Journa1 t1 tles.
-~

'Data concerning these facrtors were obta1ned in Part I of ‘the’ 1nstrument

:_Data concerning teacher fami 1.‘1ar1 ty with the books and Journals were

fob'ta'i ned in.Part IT of the ins-trument What.was .needed. was an appropriate L

stat1st1ca1 tool to determme whether the factors 1nvest1qated had any
.'s1gn1f1cant re]at1onsh1p to the: teachers fam111ar1ty with professwna]
literature. Phrased another way, the. questxon was what condi tions were

K
."and were not conducive to the professwna] read1 ng of the teachers

The Mann-Whitney U Test

Two nonparametr1c stat1st1ca] tests were chosen, .the Mann- wmtney '
ol

.U Test (A Rank Test For Two. Indegendent Samp}es) and the Kruska1-Wa-1'Iace

' AnaLys1s of er1ance by Rarks (A Rank Test For TWo dr' More Independent -

' .Grougs) " The rank1ngature of the data d1ctated that these two tests

be"used. No more adequate means of ana]ysmg the resu]ts was found

0

Y

\'_i

Ann Hughes & Dennis Grawmg, Stat1st1 cs: A Foundat1on For Ana]ys1s
.(Reading, :Massachuse ts: Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., 1971}, 41T -"415:

3
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rhe Mann wmtney U Test is a test based on ranks and is approphate . _ g

for comparmg two 1ndependent groups. It was Iuse}d, therefor.e, to ana]yse

ik FeS

those ‘data wh1ch subdivided 1nto two grou'ps or s'amp]es For example, t'h'e

effect of the presence or absence of an Enghsh department in the schoo1

on the. teachers fam\1/1ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature was ana]ysed 1n
, this’ way. Group 1 cons1sted of those teachers® answermg “Yes, there is v e
" an EngHsh department in my schoo]“ and Group 2 cons1sted of those A- .

I
. answemng “No"- to the ques.twn._(“l'he Mann—wm tney U Tést was applied to’ '

" these two va’riab]es --th'e,. existence or no‘n-exist’ence of an Engh;sh"

9

department 1n the schoo] ar\wd the teacher S. fam111ar1 ty with profess1ona1 C
o hterature ~- to determme whether any s1gmf1cant re1at1 onsh1p ex'rsted . .

" The test ana1yses ’the samp]es or groups to deternnne whether they c0me

from popu]atwns having the:same d1str1but1ons jfrhe nuﬂ hypothes1s to L F
. be tested is that the two popu]at1 on d1str1but1ons are 1dent1ca1 —i.ely .

[y

+ no s1gm-f,1cant re]at1onsh1p e_x1slt_s between the two vari ab]es.

Briefly, the testing procedure involves ranking the data in both
' sampfes, frem 1owest to highest'; summing the ranks 'for“each‘samme and '
noting how many subjects. make, up each; and determmng thevalue.of ‘the = - - - ;

U stat1st1c, using the foHomng formu1ae
p = oMyt ( K ”) ZR
S ‘~n]n2‘-+‘( ) ZR R N

: The smaHer of the two values for U] .and U, is-taken as the U

[ i
I

[
I

T

statistic. R

’



Next the mean of the u. stat1st1c (mean My 172 and 1ts standard
o 2 : .1‘
deviation’ sd A/?\1n2(n + N, 1)/]2are ca]cu]ated and a 'l stat1st1c
de\termmed,._US'lng the.-' Follow ng formula: Z - U MU e

Tha tab]e of areas for the norma] curve is then used 1o determme
the s1gmf1cance or othemse of the Zstat1st1c If the ca]culated Zis-

greater than r=1.96, the nuH hypothes1s is reJected at the .05 1eve1 of

confidehce If the' computed Zis greater than 7= 2.58; the null hypot_hes1s :

i's'rejected at: the 01 1eve1 of conf1dence "If the compute'd'z is 1es's then_

the predeterm ned cr1 t1ca1 va]ue of Z, the nuﬂ hypothes1s 1s accepted. .In

’ B

"other words, the f1rst variab]e does not have any s1gmf1cant beartng upon T

- @ c
-'the second In the examp’le used, 1f the Z stat1st1c turhed. out to be 1ess

than the cr1t1 ca] va1ue of Z, one wou]d conc]ude that the existence of an

' Enghsh department in the schoo] had no s1gmf1cant effect upon the '

" The Kruska]-waﬂate Anawsis of V'ari ance By Ranks

teachers fam111ar1ty with professmna] 11terature

-, ‘ Accord1 ng t0 Hughes and. Grawmg, the Mann—Wh]tnev U Test is one of '

/

the best of the nonparametmc techmques w1th respect to power and

N

eff1c1ency . L . o SN \

!

s

The Kruska] WaHace Test 1s s1m11ar to the Mann ﬂh] tney U, s1nce

both are based on rank scores However the Kruska1 waHace test is used

cyhen one-is 1nvest1gat1 ng WO ¢ or more 1ndependent samp]es or groups “In,.

the present study,- ther_efore,_ the Kruskal-WaHace was .used to ana]_yse_ the

o
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< Y‘esults of those 1tems hav1nq more than two altehnatwesnn the1r' answers 2

Teachers answem ng a]ternatWe A were c]assed as one group,’and hkemse

.t ?:

~ Rl LS

for a1ternat1ves B, C D, etc. e _,?f }
. - - . RN . " ' T -glf ~ ) '

The test procedure starts w1 th a ranking OF the scores in each
samp]e, the r’ank of ] bemg assoc1ated w1th th@1owest va1ue and the rank
of n. w1th the h1ghest The rank sums for each group are then computed and

L, oK
ES P

the f0410w1r\g fovmula apphed o .

R ‘-H"'«.'- -3(n+1)

o . The H stat1st1c thus,, compwted s 31m11ar fo: the chi s'quare SN N ’ o
_ F}% : .

o -

. stat1st1c w1t,h a Tike num/bg{*éf degr‘ees of freedom.o or,example, the.

- C cr1t1ca1 Value of chi- .square, .,and of the H stat1st1c at~ two degrees of

[~ e

"o fréedom and at “the .05 Tevel of s1gn1f1cance, is 5 99. “If the computed -

"H stati'stic 1s greater than th1so cri t1ca1 va1ue the nuH hypothes1s 1s

: regected, i, e ’ there 1s some s1gn1f1 cant re]atwnsmp among the var1ab]es - .

»

. Thwty ﬂve Vamabies or, factors thought° to be pOSSTb]y related to

a teacher S pmfesswna] reading were 1nvest1gated and ana'l_ysed usi ng

- V.

these.tvyo nonparametric statistdedl tests “The f1nd1ngs for each factor A
. . , ST . : oL
* are reported in. Chapter 1V, . 3 R
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7. . RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

"-;;:-jNTnopUcTioN_.'

Th1s study set out to answer two bas1c quest1ons concern1ng the°

profess1ona1 read1ng of teachers of EnngSh ln Newfound]and

_ T How much profess1ona1 read1ng do teachers of Eng]1sh in- Newfoundland

engage 1n and how fam111ar are they w1th some of the better known Jdurna1s

and books in Eng]1sh and in educatuon genera11y7

2.' What are the factors and cond1t1ons wh1ch are conduc1ve to, and

-

: A
.'m111tant aga1nst an Eng11sh teacher s w1de read1ng of profess1ona1

mater1al and to a consequent h1gh or 1ow degree of:fam111ar1ty w1th such .

mater1a17 “21 A ST -
__'._I\ ~. '. ~""‘-,“ "' ." . . .

Slnce the date on the f}rst bas1c qugst1on and those on the second

" are qu1te d1fferent 1n nature,ethe f1rst belng tota]]y descr1pt1ve and

.- the second almost total]y analyt1ca1 thlS chapter has been organ1zed into

.two main. parts The answer to the fwrst ba51c qdest1on as conc]uded from -

' the data, 1s reported 1n Part\I the answer to the second bas1c quest1on: e

is reported 1n Part Il

«
L.

~

To arr1ve at an answer to the f1rst bas1c quest1on posed in

thé’

study, the 1&vest1gat0r dev1sed a series of sub quest1ons wh1ch a‘ong v

:w1th the teachers answers to them are set forth be]ow in an 1tem by -

1tem ana]ys1s ,;f 7:ifii:‘ .fl.::“'ff\; ~.t . 4ﬂ

R e~

o egls e
Lataery " L3

Legl

ﬁ—r-‘;;’n:- T

A g S

NCUEN

oy g T

g LT

3

LA S
R
Ly 2]

- ¥

EES



L oy

. oy

A. FINDINGS . . e

-

To beg1n ‘the series of ?nest1ons, the teachers were asked tQ
-estimate the apprOX|mate tlme they spent per,week read1ng profess1ona1
-”93 | .material. Seventy-six per cent of the teachers in Brett's study (1964)1
‘ i reportee do1ng~no profes51onaT read1ng at all, 0n1y four per cent of -

the teachers in the present study answered that, they spent no time at a11

[

read1ng profess1ona1 mater1a1 while -at the other end of the ﬁca1e, 51x

per cent rep11ed that they spent more than five hours per. week at this.

S act1v1ty rhe ma30r1ty of the teachers fell between these two extremes

A b1g percentage th1rty s1x, est1mated spend1ng 1ess than one hour per '

week’ reading professional’ mater1a1; gThe comp]ete-p1ctnre-of.teachers .

" - answers _to. this first question is giyen in'Table-VIIJ. ' Lo TN
b . ' .-) . o\ - v ’
- - ) . : e T L Y

o "R/,mwm‘ ]
TIME SPENT' PER”WEEK READING PROFESSIONAL MATERIAt

< ’ )
Lo

Jm

AC B¢

L 5.hrs\ or 3-4.. . 1-2 "Less than')’ S
R © 4 more " s hrs. hrs. - 1 hr,'. ."None -~

S T "-;.‘, T iy —7 , — "’;- . C
e TSR A VNS - S I- S NPT

Teachers° s

Percentagel- 6 ~ :' 28" '~ ‘26 "3 | 4
' ' . . .0 : L ® ' ' oo
| Ysee Chapter 11, pp. 20 - 227~ .= .0 o T
‘t\:‘_l\ . . . SRR . o ) - . L _—
\ E
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: The teqchers were next ‘asked to check the time per1od w1th1n wh1ch ;

'fthey had tead anprofess1ona1 Edok re]ated to Eng11sh exc1ud1ng those
required for a untVers1ty course “The 1nvest1gator was here 1nterested
1n vo]untary profess1ona1 read1ng only Eight per cent of the-teachers

' re011ed that 1t had been more than two years s1nce they had read such a

book. Th1rty per cent however,. answered that they had read such a book

with1n the 1ast month The b1ggest percenfge, thirty-eight, rep11ed that ‘

' they had read a b00k of this desc%1pt1on w1th1n the past Six months A
comp]ete p1cture of the rep11es to this second questton appears 1n

0.

Table IX.

TABLE IX o
. TIME PERIOD-WITHIN WHICH TEATHERS HAD READ BOOK RELATED TO ENGLISH

\

) ¥

ISR TR c D . E

Loy . _—— L -— -_—

Within®  Within - Within _wi'thm\ ‘More ‘than -

one month  six months * one year - two years .  two.years

—

© . No.of .

" . teachers -+ 15 3 o 19 . L6 e 5 SC
':Eercentdde 30 38 I P .10 . .8

o

rhe th1rd 1tem in th1s ser1es of quest1ons asked the teachers to

check the t1me per1od w1th1n which they had read a professiona] book

R

re]ated to educatton genera11y, which was not, aga1n, requ{;EB-reading for"

a univers1ty course. Four_per cent of the_teachers reported_that‘1t had.'

58
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'been moqf than two years s1nce they had read such a book but a fu?]
forty s1x per cent had read a book of th1s type w1th1n a month preced1ng

the t1me of the interview. Another Unenty e1ght pén cent had read a

~ book related to educat1on generally w1th1n six months of the t1me of the .ﬂ

:1nterv1ew The comp]ete p1Eture of responses to th1s thﬂrd question 1s

AY

given in Tab]e X. ‘ - T s RN

TABLE X

, TIME PERIOD WITHIN WHICH TEACHERS, HAD READ BOOK
e RELATED TO EDUCATION GENERALLY S

T

Within - . Within -~ Within > “Within . ~ More than
© . onemonth  six months . one year', two years - two'years .
No, of ~ .. N o,
.“teachars - | 23_.(. ' 14 o 7 o 3@ R 2
' Percentage(_ ~',463_ .28, J4‘ 6_; 4 *

N

The fourth questJon 1n th1s ser1es asked the teachers how many

o‘

profess1ona1 Journals they had read w1th1n the schoo1 year of 1972 73

. A
- (1t, w111 be Veca]]ed that the 1nterv1ews were conducted 1n June 1973)
(VR

°5"ﬁFour per cent of the teachers had read no Journa1s at a]] 1n that time

.per1od wh11e 51x per cent had read seven or more Most-of the teachers, '

\

_‘51xty -six per cent hadﬁread from one to three Journa1s in the course of )
the school year. when th1s qUestion was asked the teachers understood

that the term Iread” d1d not necessar1ly mean a thorough perusa] of al]

1

et aage
Pl

AN g
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the- contents of each journa] in quest1on : The term 1mp11ed more of a

brows1ng through the Jourha1 rather than a comp]ete reading. - A]] of the T

' rep11es to thws.fourth question are categor1;ed in Table’ XI.,:

']

&
TABLE XI ,
NUMBER OF PROFESSIONAL 'JOURNALS READ BY TEACHERS ’
. NITHIN SCHOOL YEAR 1972-73 .
A B,
‘' ~Nome -~ 1-3- - 4-5. " 7ormore.
. No. of T S ~ 'hf S
- tegchers 2. .33 11 3.
Percentage - 4 . _::’66 . 22 - - 6

The f1fth question 1n the ser1es asked the teachers whether they

persona1]y subscr1bed to an educat1ona1 Journa] or journals. Twenty per -

cent d1d subscr1be to @ Journa1 but the other eighty per cent d1d not.

It 1s 1nterest1ng to note that this f1nd1ng was 1dent1ca1 to that reported o

by Brett (1964).2 R Ea

. L . ;
The s1xth quest1on in the series. asked the teacheyrs whether they

"' owned a co11ect1on of books on the teaching of Eng]ish and 1n education

generally . Seventy per cént answered that they dtd oWn such a col]ection,‘ i

- Wh11e_the other thirty per cent answered no-, ..

?

.fzsee Chapter I1,7p. 20, . o S .

60
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-) The-ftnal queStion of,the sertes asked the.teachers to ifst the .
jobrna1s and maqaz1hes that “they read regu1ar1y, ﬁn any'fier whatsoever o _ ;
;The purpose of the quest1on w.as to obta1n data concern1ng the genera] ‘
read1ng habits of the- teachers .Cited more. than any other pub11cat1on
--was T1me magaz1ne. listed by seventy e1ght per cent o? the teachers

Newsweek fo]]owed wi th th1rty e1ght per cent Reader 5 D1gest w1th twenty-

-two per ce%t National Geograph1c w1th fourteen percent McLean!s with

, twe]ve per cent, Chate1a1ne w1th ten per cent various re]1g1ous magazines-
w1th e1ght per cent, and var1ous sports magaz1nes with another e1ght per

- cent.--

A further 1nd1cation of how mu'ch the teachers had read and were
ilread1ng were the i tems 1n wh1ch they rated theivr fam111ar1ty with journa1s
* and books in Enq]ish and in educat1on genera]]y while the main purpose of ’
: these 1tems was to 1nvestigate the re]ationShips between a number of factors‘

. ‘and a teacher's fam111ar1ty with professiona] 11terature they neverthe]ess ’

. U
e T

‘did prOV1de add1t1ona1 data on the reading habits of the teachers. -
' add1t1ona1 to that p#rv1ded by the ser1es of quest1ons described above

rhus 1t a teacher had checked tota] fam111ar1ty with every 1eg1t1mate, J;., 'p
as opposed to f1ct1t1ous, journal and book tltle, his tota1 score wou]d .: :
~have-been 290, the hvghest possible score on the sca]es The ]owest -
possib1e score was 50, wh1ch wou]d have occured 1f a teacher had checked

'tota1 unfam111arity w1th all of the Journa1 and book tit1es ' . " - “?”

N The resu]ts showed that the actua] rat1ngs of the teachers ranged - _ 'Q ,
from-a 1ow of 62, bare]y above the 1owest poss1b1e score, to a h1qh of 15], -

R
G
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£

" a 11tt1e more, than one-ha]f the h1ghest poss1b1e score, The mean rat1ng .

. was 91.51, or Tess than one- th1rd of the h1ghest poss1b1e score.

. - It can be: sa1d generaﬂy, then that the teachers d1d not d1sp1ay
Coa- very h1gh degree of - fam1har1ty With the Journa1 and book t1t1es used

;‘1n the study
. . L kS .
‘ To summar1ze, the teacher of .English in NewfpundTand is not far

d?fferent in h1s read1ng hab1ts from h1s counterparts eTsewhere In.
summar1z1ng.1n Chapter II the research.dor\e on,the ques.ti-on to dat'e,' Tt
was stated that thie,'average E“ng:H's_h' teacher in the average schocﬂldoe‘s 3

not read much. professionaT'Titerature'. The data n’i thé present.,studyt.
d_epilct the Newfo'undland teacher of.‘-Eno.H'sh ~1n ’the sarme T'ight. The d,ata
-indicate that. there'_]'s certailn].y some reading""_being done, -b.ut hot as much' ;O
it would seem, as there-shouTd be, given the value to the. teacher._of_

professi onal r_ead'ing .

_ Thus accordlng to the data, the answer to the f'lrst bas1c quest1on
'_ .posed 1n th1s study is that teachers of EngTish .1n Newfound]and are doing
'some professiona] readlhg, but certam]y not as much as they shou]d be

: ,dol'ng- Furthermore, they are. not fam111ar to any great degree w1th some

R

~of the better known books' and JournaTS 1n EngHsh and in educatwn generaHy

A further 1tem 1n this part of the study asked those teachers who
had not read much why they had not: read mor.e and on the 6ther hand what o
had prompted them to do the reading they had done Those who had redd . :
- more than the aVerage were asked what prompted them to read profess1ona1

‘mater1a1 and What prevented them from read1ng even. more

¢
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Reasons . A No,lpf feachers - ' .Percentage
. Uncancerned about improving L : ' .
"teaching.effectivéness . L A
I LT '
© Lack of . fatth in va1ue of . L
'profess1ona1 11terature S, 2 L Loh
Heavy' work]oad 1ack of t1me 35 \,' . 70
O T S
" No professional 11terature ' e S
. in school-. - : e 12 - 24
(E) L v B :

N

‘Much .reading offers .no estra

.63,

A full seventy ‘per cent of the'teaehers questioned stated that the

reason they did not read'more Was"that'the1r work-1oad was S0, heavy they .

cou]d not devote to profess1ona1 ‘reading the t1me they fe]t it requ1red

'Another twenty four per cent rep11ed that there was no profess1ona1

reading mater1a1 ava11ab1e to them Jn their schoo]s.-

V1rtual1y a]l of the teachers stated that the1r mot1vat1on to read :

p1cture of the responses to thws quest1on is g1ven 1n Tab1e XIL

!

TABLE XII |
| REASONS‘?EACHERS READ LITILE PROFESSIONAL LITERATURE

(4
»

Teacher unawareness of what. -
professjonal 11terature 1s RN EW

availab]le. : U A 18

nonetary benefits ] .'2 :
'égh (eg. prof 1. h

er (eg. pro ess1ona oo C C : . .
Titerature ?mpractica]) oo \ 5, Co _Je }

A

profess1ona1 material was to become aware of new 1deas and- new practices

: which cou]d possibly make the1r teach1ng more effect1ve A‘more detai]ed

\ .
’

e

e -

TE R, Tl N,

ey
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Nkt Eew T e T
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The f1na] 1tem in th1s part of the study asked the teachers where '
.

they be11eved the respons1b111ty fOr prOV1d1ng teachers with profess10na1

reading mater1a1 Iay S1x aIternat1ve sources were supp]ied and the o

teachers asked to- check any that they feIt had a responsib111ty to- pr0v1de
profess1ona] read1ng mater1aI Thus, the schooI s EngIIsh department
head was checked by f1fty fbur per cent of the teachers, the Tnd1v1dua1

English teacher by forty four per cent, and Department of Educat1on a

'Engl1sh perSOnneI by forty per cent A full picture of ‘the responses 15['

g1ven in TahIe XIII

)

TABLE XII _
NHERE LIES RESPONSIBILITY FOR PROVIDING PROFESSIONAL LITERATURE L
: Source of“ResponsIbIIitj . .- No. of'Teachers ' Percentagef
(/.'\) _\ ,-_ S ’ .. ’ . \
‘Board Superintendent _— , L4 '.\_ 8
;. -Board Superv1sor A Vo SR 1 I - 22
(0) | 3 R
‘Department of Edycation . - .0 . S
v~ English Personnet¥ - ... 2. o 40
) L o ‘ C S
English Department Head . oo : 54
C(E) . S Lo o
~ English Teacher S S22 SN 13
School. Librarian- -. = ; -3 : R
(6) S ' R ‘
Pr1nc1paI S L2 Lo 4

e

°
. N L
AT S, o e
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The imptications-of these findings to the teaching of Eng]ish;tn'

= A T A

' Newfoundland are set forth in the. final.chapter of this study.

R {1, PART 11
A, INTRODUCTION | |
The “second major duestton posed by the present'study was concerned
with'factors and eonditions conducive to an ‘English teacher's wide .
'read1ng of profe551ona1 material and to a consequent h1qh degree of
“famtltar1ty w1th such mater1a1 A tota] of th1rty -five poss1b1y re]ated
factors and cond1t1ons were 1ooked at and the1r effects’ upon the teachers
fam11iar1ty w1th profess1ona] 11terature ana1ysed Wh11e 1t was p0551b1e
to regard each of the thtrty f1ve factors as an- 1ndependent var1ab1e,
most of them were re1ated in some way, and were therefore grouped in - .'-‘ . ;
Chapter I accord1ng to- the1r commona11tv Thus three factors related to’ |
'»schoo1 s1ze were grouped together as were five taotors~re1ated to various ) C
'character1st1cs of the teachers--.eg » age, teaching exper1ence etc
These factors-were then written in the form-of .null’ hypotheses, each ﬂ:"tf
'd; hYpothes1s having severa] parts, i.e., several re]ated factors 'The' -
:f1nd1ngs for each factor are reported be]ow.'
8. FiNDINGS ;
| The f1rst major hypothes1s of the study, Hypothesis l(A C), dea]t’

_w1th schoo1 re1ated factors ':, : AU — L fﬁ._ §

The fo11ow1ng schoo] re]ated factors w11] have no s1gn1f1cant

-bear1nq ubon teachers fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 ltterature

’ "d .'_. ,',\'I-‘ . . . e T



A, 'School s1ze (number of classrooms)
B. :Student enro1ment .- ST f2:~ 'f a‘ A : 'ﬁ' -
‘ é. §1ze of community—- small, medidm or_jargef; 1hfWhtbh‘the school'
| '- is 1ocated; ¢ f o . -
Ustng the krUSka1QWa11ac9'Test'for Hypothesis I(A), where the L
4'factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was school size as measured by number of .
c]assrooms, the calculated H stat1st1c was 1. 64 .The critical va]ue of
tH at 2 degrees of freedom and at the .05 1eve1 of confidence was 5.99.
Therefore, since the ca]cu1qted H was 1ess than the critical va]ue of H,~
~the null hypothes1s Was. accepted, i.e., school s1ze as measured by number
;of classrooms d1d not have a s1gn1f1cant bearlng upon the teachers'
fami1iarjty‘m1th profess1onat 11terature. h -
OFLGWRET
| Hypothe51s ‘1(A) - |
SCHOOL SIZE AS MEASURED BY NUMBER OF CLASSROOMS

.

¢ XN
A (1 - 10 "Rooms ) ' ;B'(il 1I20 Rooms ) . C (More than 20:Rooms)“
Ny =22 S SRR I A
= 62,5 ST Ry a0 Ry = 280.5
‘Average rank = 21:02 Average rank ="20.25 ) f Average rank = 26 72

Critical value'of H-(2df, .05 Tevel) = 5.99
Ca]cu]ated Value of H-=.1, 64 '




U51ng the Kruske] Na]]ace Test for Hypothesis 1 B), where the g

factor be1ng 1nVest1gated was - schoo] size'as measured by student .
~enrolment, the catculated va]ue of Hwas H = 1,64, wh11e the cr1t1ca1
| Value of H with 2 degrees;of~freedom‘and-at the .05 1eve1 of - _
s1gn1f1cance was b. 99 Therefore the nu]] hypothestg was accepted

that 1s, s1ze of schoo] as measured by student - enrolment’ had no

s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon teachers fam111ah1ty With profess1ona1..

‘67

11terature. o '3 ) o \'
e FIGURE 2
Vv -.{’\\ . ' Pl
I C v - Hypothesis. 1(B) o
o N © SCHOOL-SIZE AS MEASURED BY STUDENT ENROLMENT ‘
A(1 - 250 students) B (251 -500) - C (501.- 1,000)"
N o=@ B A o By
Ry-= 37200 - Ry A0 Ry s 3270 /"
| Average.Rank-:'jB.GO _ Average Rank 26 58 - Average Rank = 29)%2;

Critical value of H (2df, .05 ]eve]) = 5.99
" Calculated value of H = 1.64

“Using the Kruska]-”a]]ace Test for Hypothésis'](b), where- the factor"‘

being 1nvest1gated was commun1ty s1ze, the ca1cu1ated H stat1st1c was H =

. . o . .
. . ' . . .
. N : . L v,
: . . . Y .
N - . ) - . ) . B v .
1

1 58 wh11e the cr1t1ca1 va]ue of Hy with two . degrees of freedom and’ at the -

T ©
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T OSBRI



“small (1 - 1500) Medium (1501 - 10,0000 . . Large (10,000)
PREEEC IR R M SN e
R SR o _ Ce . ,
R TRy ks TRy e
) _Averaée'rank'=[20.]t S Average. rank = 21;63.'i:a:\‘ Average.hanh ;.25.95 :

.05 level of confidence was 5.99, The nul] hypothes1s, therefore was

accepted The size of the commun1ty in wh1ch the schoo] was 1ocated had

"no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon ‘the. teachers familiarity w1th-profe551ona1

11terature Th1s corresponds to a f1nd1ng of Peterson- that the type of

communi ty --rura], urban, suburban-- had’ no bear1ng upon the existence

' of a professional 1tbrary-1n the schoo1.3 ‘The dépendent variables are

‘somewhat d{fferent,ﬁbut-the two' findings are similar.

s1gn1f1cant bger1ng upon the teachers fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona]

,11terature.

'3See Chapter II, po._24:- 25,

.
_."ﬁIGURE 3
Hypothes1s 1(C)

rd

SIZE OF COMMUNITY IN WHICH SCHOOL LOCATED

... Critical value of H (2df, .05 level) = 5.9 °
o Calculated value of H = 1.58'

v

, Neither of the three schoo1 re]ated factors, therefore had any.

'
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B Age

.HypotheSiS‘II.(A-E)

The second maJor hypothes1s of the study deaTt with teacher—'

re]ated factors

The foTTow1ng teacher re]ated factors will have n& s1gn1f1cant
bear1ng upon teachers fam111ar1ty W1th proféss1ona1 11terature
A. Teach1ng grade or cert1f1cate '

]
g

C.-Teaching experienCe
» : ‘.

D.. Teacher 5 sat1sfact1on w1th his performance

E. Teacher s belief 1in the vaTue of profess1ona1 T1terature

Us1ng the. KruskaT WaTTace Test for Hypothes1s II (A) where the

factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was the teachtng grade or cert1f1cate of the

'_ teacher, the caTcuTated H Was H .8. 36 wh1Te the: cr1t1ca1 vaTue of H

with"3 degrees of freedom and at the 05 Teve] af conf1dence was 7 8157

s The null hypothes1s, therefore was reJected Teach1ng grade or

cert1f1cate d1d have a S1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the teachers fam111ar1ty

w1th profe551ona1 T1tetature

.
0

ATthough teach1ng grade d1d have a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the"'z
teachers fam111ar1ty with profess1ona1 T1terature th1s does not
necessar11y mean that the h1gher the grade the greater the fam111ar1ty
1t is true that the teachers with Grade Iv had a mUCh h1gher average
rank than the teachers w1th Grade 111, but the average'rank of the teachers

w1th Grade IV was aTso htgher than that of the teachers W1th Grade v, and

' VI. Thus, the teachers w1th Grade IV were most fam111ar w1th the JournaT

.
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o FIGURE 4
Hyoothes\s II(A) ,
TEACHING GRADE OR CERTIFICATE

Ghade,ILt_gt Tesé‘:;ﬁ

-;;Ghéde TV;: f‘_Grede'V“

* Grade VT or higher-

N
Ry

6
120 .5

. Average Rank ..

=2008 :

S '.V.,.N3.,= 7.

. Ré[ 179 O ?_'RB

T Averaoe Rank Average Rank
2983 gt 16,00

N
4—2720

J 2

Ny

:R;

14

IR
Averéde Rank™ <.+
25 75 '

Cr1tjce1~Va1ue dfaH-(Bdf 05’ Tevel) ' 7 815 '
' Calculated valie of H = 8: 35 '

.L.‘ .

. and book t1t1es used in the study, fo]Towed by thQse u1tw Grade VI dr:zh

h1gher,\;hose w1th Grade 111 or less,aand by those w1th Grade V

LN

.cr1t1ca1 factor contr1but1ng to these f}nd1nos seemed to be teach1ng
: exner1ence rather than teachwnq qrade
' w1th Grade IV,\vho were nost Fam)11ar w1th the t1t1&s, had from ]]'td”;-
20 years teachznn exper1ence, wh11e onTy-. 33 4 ner cent of them had -
2 tb 5 years exper1ence.

l vere 1eaa3;fam1]1ar with the twtles used. onLy 23 6 ner cent had fron-"

11 to 20 vears experience

1

Uoon, further exam1nat1on of/fne data, 1t was found that the.

2

"

cent hatl from 2 to 5 years exper1ence f.ft

‘:-n' .

Sa ..

teach1ng cert1f1cate upon the dﬁOunt of read1ng«done by the teache

"
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Amonq the teachersowith Grade V

from

wh1le nearly .one-< ha]f o forty seven Ten :~;

F1sher (1958) Yéported a s1mtlar f1nd1nq regard1nq the efcht.bf

F1fty per cent of the teachers ; o

ry She. -
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- LA .
e [ )
.. T . . 3 A -
P .

h@mwrpwm' L




: - -t T .9‘..
..' \ L] . v . ..7T: '
-‘zy . 0 - . - a . , .
< FoUnd that teachers w1th no degree read more books, proport1ona1]y, than S
o , those wﬁth one degree. - However, in her case too the no degree teachers -;'
S : T were usuaT]y the exper1enced ones, so that teach1ng exper1ence and 'é(— 2

"teach1ng grade comb1ned to confuse the résu]ts 4 '
v 0 ' . . S

Us1ng the Krus\€1 N.llace Test for Hypotheé1s II(B) where the .

Y ' '- . JERS
:

1&11 factcr be1ng 1nvest1gated was the age of the teacher th%'ca]cu]ated H
- - E '.;{Eziistatist1c was H 1 0 wh1]e the- cr1t1ca1 vahue of H W1th twb degrees
‘ o “of freedonland at the 05 1eve1 of cbnf1dence was’P\Qg The nu1] ‘

' hypothes1s, therefore was accepted The age of the teacher had 7 o - &-:-- .;l-_“ 3
L ;'}'; -AI;» s1gn1f1cant bear1ng Upon his. fam111ar1ty w1th professiona1 11terature |

R O L U R

P oldie =T

_.' ). ._ ..' l. _-‘.. i 4. ) . L. - '. '. HyDOthes1s II(B), .. ( .“ . _,“.P

T 029y L T Bao -39 B0 or o]der) .
N123 ‘.. N -]5‘ l .~N3‘

p = 36507 o Ry =116.0

Il
H]
o
o -
Tt liede 7

ST Ry 5.0 R
o Average'Rehk .o Average Rank . . . - - Average Rank 1
: "=‘.-/20.21‘ ST = 24,33 D = 23,200 .- K : 8 .

Cr1t1ca1 va1ue of H(de, 05 1eve1) 5, §9 .
C Ca]cu]ated value of.H = 1 0 " e e

. . . I,

- : \ ~ N -\Ek

.- . ' 'See Chapter II, p.3l.. g . ’ L : ' S

. . . - . P . e . \ tovy : ,l,-::"

. : ‘ : 4
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,teaching eXperience was “the factor being 1nvest1gated, 1ndependent of j

U51ng the Kruska] wa11ace Test for Hypothesis II(C), where

-

i teach1ng grade, the ‘calculdted H sta¢15t1c was H = 6.77, wh11e.the

- critieal value of H, with 2'degrees of fheedom and at-the .05 1eVe1

:'of conf1dence was 5 99. The null hxpothes1s, therefore“ was, reJected

~'Teachmg experience d1d have a s1gn1f1cant bearing upon the teachers

o

fam111ar1ty with profess1ona1 11terature Those teachers within 11 -

_ '20 years exper1ence were most fam111ar with the journal and book titles, )

followed By those wwth 6 - 10 years experwence, fo11owed by those with

2

2 £°5 years exper1ence e LT L N
& FIGURE 6 .
° A Hypothes1s II(C) Co l.ﬂz _‘-_'1
- :& T .
TEACHTNGFEXPERTENCE : L - o

72

e-

e 3 Lo e e S
~A(1 year) . B(2-5"years) C(6-10 years) . [.D(11-20 years) - E(r20 years)

u

- R 3190 R0 Rylm Ay
. Average Rank ‘ .Average Rank ~ - Average Rank .
= 21.26 . "=22.80 =235 - . T
Cr1t1ca1 value: of H(2df,‘\05 Tevel) = 5,99 - - o
Calcu]ated va]ue of H = 6,77 -
S ) . , = .

_\

. *There were insufficent numbeh§ 1n categor1es A and E to 1nc1ude them 1n
the statistical test1ng : ' ‘

vy
Y . . -

R

' « !



Us1ng the KruskaT WaTTace Test ‘for Hypothes1s II(D), where the

. factor bemg 1nve9°t1gated was .the satisfactwn of the teacher with h1s

. perfonnance, the caTcuTated H was H = TO 11, while the cri-tu;aT value of

" H, with 2 degrees of freedom and at the .05. ‘18vel, of conf1dence was

<

) 5’.99-." Therefore, thegnull hypothes1s was rejected. The degree of a

teacher s’ sat1sfact1on w1th his 5erformance did. have a sign1 f1cant
bearmg upon h1s fam111ar1ty with’ profess1onaT hterature Most famﬂiar

w1th the titles used were those teachers whose ma;lor teaching subgect _

" was EngHSh and who stated that they were not sat1sf1ed with what they’

-were do1ng and feTt they could do better, given the r1ght cond1t10ns..

Before the study began,' the mvestigator feTt th-a.t a teacher with a sense

of d1ssatisfact1 on would be more prone “to read profess1onaT Hterature .

: .m search of new ideas and new approaches which would possibTy make h15

€

;teac_hmg.more effect1 ve, The resuTts seem to substantiate that. beHef

-

" Next in*line in. famiharity Wi th profess1onaT T1ter“'d”ture wera'

_.'those teachers whose\major teachmg subject was EngHsh and who feTt

they were do1ng a fa1rTy adequate ,]ob w1th it <Least familiar with the

titles were those t,eachers whose major 1nterest "and teaching subJect was -

.’

. not Enghsh and ho were reasonab]y content w1th the job they were doing’.

-l Y

It was or191na11y intended to use the KruskaT-Wa]Tace Test to o

-anaTyse the results of the final item 1n th1s second ‘major hypothesis; .

.- O‘\

nameTy, to what degree if any, is a teacher S famiHarity w1th profess1ona1 |

Hterature affected by h1s behef 1n the value or otherw1se of such

_—

Hterature? However, for aTternat1ves B8, C, and D 1n th1s item aTT.._

73 -
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CFIGRE 7 RN
' Hypothesis 11(D) )
,.'_;, - " TEACHER SATISFACTION WITH PERFORMANCE .
. , . L ", t .
.'." . - ..,-,-. A ' B ‘. ' C .b ‘ . v D
' English Major - Engiish Major. English not Major Other ('not

SubJect doing

Subjéct; not

-

Subject;: Reasonab]y

‘major Subject;

adequate Job satisfied content not content)
" with job . .
- = Sy . = 'l'= .' '.,= * .0
DR Ny =2, 'ﬁa_ 17 Ny 3.
"Ry = 262.0 -_ Rz aels Ry= 3515 L
‘ Average Rank " Average Rank ‘Average Rank
22 o - . .= ‘23:54_ = 20.68~
] Cr1t1ca1 value of H(2df, 05 Tevel) = 5,99 ’
-+ Caleulated value of H.= 1011
'.r_ ! . n-

. ~

three of which expressed negatwe feelings towards professional Hterature,
there were 1nsuff1c1ent nun‘bers of responses to enab]e the originaﬂy

1ntended statistica] test Therefore, s1nce alternative A was favourab]e

‘-towards the value of professiona] Hterature and alternatives B, C, and -

D unfavourab]e, a]beit each for a different reason, the responses fell-

1nto two distmct categories

. ,Whitney U Test, an: appropriate means’ ‘of ana]ys1s for a.case 1nv01v1 ng two ‘

L

o Insufficient nUn_berS to include in statistical testing.

"1t was then decided to app]y the Mann- oot

&

i e i

W



C .wh11e the cr1t1ca1 va]ue of Z, at the 05 ]eve1 of conf1dence was 1,96.

1ndependent groups of responses, as this one Was

Usang the Mﬁnn_ﬂhj_nex_u_lest, then, for Hypothesis II( ), where

".-the factor be1ng investigated was the faith of the teacher in the value

of profess1ona] 11terature the 2 stat1st1c wWas ca]cu1ated as. Z=2.4,

‘ Fhe nu]l hypothes1s, therefore, was reJected. A teacher s be11ef 1n ‘the

»
value of profess1ona1 11terature did have a significant bearing. upon his B
fam111ar1ty with such ]1terature Those teachers who expressed favourable -
att1tudes were more fam1]1ar w1th the JournaI and book t1t1es used 1n the*”
. study than were those Who expressed unfavourable attitudes. -~ . -"'
& . h_
. C ’ Ca
FIGURE 8 -
o Hypothes1s II(E)
[EACHER BELIEF N VALUE OF PROFESSIONAL LITERATURE ‘
" A (Very Valuable) .. - - B (Not Very Valuable) - A
N1=.3]' CEE o ‘N.2=_12 Co (
R1,= 759 5 . T - f '. ) ._,,..1; 'RZ = 186.5 :' - '\,' K o

'Average Rank 245503 ‘ o Average Rank.= 15;5 v o
. | .\ | {
Critical value of.Z, at .05 1eve], = 1 96 S b

Calculated value of 7 = 2. 14 - o : e

. ’ RS D Co
\ g . N .
Y ‘ ; ’ \
L
\" _ .“s: .
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" mentioned. It is quite 11ke1y that no factor operated in comp1ete L

' 1nvest1gator to answer such a question R : 7

76
ey .

In summary, of the. f1ve teachect?eﬂated factors 1nvestigated 1n

Hypothes1s 11, four were found to have a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng;upon the

- teacher S fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature Only the aqe of the ;'q

’ teachers was, found to ‘be 1ns1gn1f1cant The teacher s grade, h1s

enperience, h1s-maJor teaching interest and sat1sfact1on with the job he

'.fwas'doihg, and his attitude toward' the value of-brofessiona] 1iterature T‘

were a]] found " to be s1gn1f1cant rhe difficulty of determ1n1ng s1ng1e

causes for the resu]ts in each of these four factors has a]ready been

1so1at1on from the others,. However, but for teaching grade where the '
results were somewhat aberrated and d1ff1cu1t to 1nterpret 1t seems '

'reasonable to conc]ude that the spec1f1c factor be1ng 1nvestigated 1n ;
bi | -

. the other three 1nstances was the ma jor contr1buting 1hfluence.1n the

finddngs As stated before, 1t'wa~
-~

d egre each factor contr1buted torthe

impos§ible to determine to what |
. ' ‘

1nd1ngs. g1venhthe nature of the 7

data ana]ysis Had the data been ; propriate, a statist1ca1 test such '

as mu1t1p1e ‘Tinear regression or fa tor analysis would have. enab]ed the_

HypothesdseIII (A - o.)-

-

The third maJor hypo hes1s of the study dealt with factors *

re]ated to ‘the un1ver51ty tnaining of the teachers
"' .
The fo11ow1ng factors related to teaChers un1versity tra1n1ng

a
Q

w111 have‘no s1gn1f1cant bearing upon the1r fam111arity with profess1ona1

11tera§§%€ - T o S } ‘ ' : o 3:.::




7.

. h; Recency of untversity tra1n1ng
5.: MaJor area of study - ' . o I": -
C; Teaqhers assessment of the va]ue of the1r training .
D r Degree to whtch teachers were made fam111ar w1th professionalka

11terature dur1ng thEWP traintng , : "'

S1nce there were 1nsuff1c1ent nurbers in two of* the four .
alternatives foﬁ Hypothes1s I (A) where the factor being 1nvesttgated
was the recency of. the teachers un1ver51ty tra1n1ng. the ann- Whi tney

- U Test rather than the Kruskal- wa11ace was used The calculated ya1ue

of 7 was Z =-1.82, while the ciitical va]ue of 'Z, at the .05:1eve1 df‘
- " confidence, was'Z = 1.96." Therefore the null hypothesis was accepted.,
fﬁ&l The rétenéy:ot the teachers' university trainﬁhg'had no significant
bearihg upen their fami]tarity with professiona] 1iterature ' It‘shou]d
be noted here, however that the d1fference in the two . a]ternatives

tested A (T year ago or 1ess) and B-(2 - 5 years ago), cou]d have been

as, ]1tt1e as one-year, where one wou]d not expect a great d1fference 1n
fam111ar1ty w1th professiqna] 11terature to exist . Not tested because

of 1nsuff1c1ent numbers were a]ternat1ves C (6 - 10 years agoY‘and B H;\ ‘
(greater than 10 yea;s ago) . Had there been suffictent numbers 1n theser |

: Icategories, the results may have been different -

\ ' . 'l?_
. Using the Mann-Whitney v. Test. for Hypothes1s 11 (B ), where ‘the

&

factor being 1nvest19ated was the major area of univers1ty study of the .

" -teachers, the ca]cu]ated 7 was 1 =-2.06, whtle the criticail va]ue of Z, '

- - . -

at the :05'1eve] df.gopftdencepis Z=1.96, The nuTl hypdthesis,
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* FIGURE 9 .
Hypothesis III(A) . .~ . ~ . = R
_RECENCY OF, TEACHERS® UNJVERSITY. TRAINENG ‘

. PETY . ] ¥ ] A K -,:
A (1Iy'r‘...ago or Tess) : B(2-5yrs. ago) * €(6-10 yrs. ago) - D( 10 yrs, age) .

N [}

.'.. . ' ' : . A ' .‘ H "- '.. 3 . . . g l.. .- - | 5
. .N-I .=\ 24 la X ) . " NZ - .]5 .‘_ - N3 "‘2.‘ R \N4.." 2 ’ ., :‘
. R1 =478.5 K, T3635 0 . - '

P A i N, .. . . o i

. \ AVeYage Rank "+ - Average Rank .- . . R T

21993 . e s2a2 T 0t T ..
y — —— . - -
' T Cr1t1ca1 va]ue of I, at 05~]eve1 = 'l 96 '
Ca]cu]ated value of z, =el& i
;
et . * oo T ) B - . v : L . ;
therefore, was ;rejected. The major area of study of the teachers did have :
~ ) I o . - o a ' . . ~ 'I
-a significant bearing 'upo’n the’ir familiarity w1th profes’siona] 1iterature - :
> y
Those who had majored- in. Enghsh were more fam111ar w1th ‘the journa] and o
book t1t1es used than’ were those who had majored 1n other subjects. Th'is 4 E
f1ndmg was not unexpected sn‘ice twenty of the f1fty titles used. were
CoL {
! re]ated to Enghsh, some of wh1ch the teachers wou]d be expected to have
. ,/). )
read during their univers1t_y tra1m ng. “ . ) , S
It wou]d have ‘been deswab]e, 1t 15 true/ to have ha.d eN:her all - ! T »
EngHsh maJors or all non-EngHsh maJors for the study,eso" that a]‘l e ‘
teachers would have started the study on the same foot1ng, in. the se,nse
¥
. R
that aH or‘none would be expected to have read, durihg the1r training. o '\
. v ' ) . ) ?/ . . .. .. , o
.' ) [ \;:,:- v . ¢ * \ " "'.
4 : » " . ~ ' A v, . Y
. 3 2 \ v ° . . -
. 1‘3 y . H ; - Ll ; k]
l‘ N ‘- - " . \ , \ '3
- » ¢ i /JM ’I & ’

v - .
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some of the t1t1es used m the stugiy, but the 1nvest1gator was forced to

accept a trade-off her,e. The study set out to measure the amount of

o

professionaT reading being done by the teachers o_f Enghsh_ 1n Newfound_land,'
rather than the amount being done by only those weH quahﬁed to teach '

the - subJect Thus, only thwteen of the fifty teachers 1nterv1ewed or

0

© 26 per. cent, had magored in EngHsh an accurate 1nd1cat1on it is fe]t,.

.' ’I'of the ¢ituation in chools. ’ S T
, FIGURE 10

Hypothes.is 'III(B‘)'
- MAJOR:AREA_ OF UNIVERSITY STUDY OF THE TEACHERS '
. 4 . PR N ts

N

English : . Other Subjectss - .
’ ‘ REEE ' T
cesesyy o T Ny, = 37 (74%)
Ry = 364.0 o - 2=577o AR
. ) - i i) ‘ .\ .» . . ' . A8 ,
Average Rank = 28.00 o 3 . Average Rank = 19 23: . T

A e

" Critical value of Z (.05 Tevel)'s'1.96
.+ Calculated value of 2 = -2.06

. =¥

. . . o
. . - - . -

Because of insufficient numbers in two gef‘ the alternatives for

Hy‘pothes'i‘s,-_.li}- (C), where the factor being "investjgated was the teachers'

AR
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assessments of the value of the1r university preparat1on for teachrng,r . S

" ther Mann Whitney U Test was used - -rather than the KnuskaJ_Jiallage The .
) 1nvest19ator felt that ,a teacher S pos1t1ye or negat1ve eva]uat1on of |
his un1vers1ty tra1n1ng m1ght carry over to his’ est1mat1on ‘of ‘the va]ue

of professiona] reading, since the two seem to be re]ateds and 1nf1uence

/ . - L
A ~

the amount of such read1ng wh1ch he djd “ 'f ' e

»

Using the Mann-whitney U Test' .the calculated Z was I = -3.7,

wh11e the cr1t1ca1 value of Z, at the 05 level of conf1dence, was

= 1.96. The null hypothesis, therefore, was . reJected . A .teacher! s
assessment of the va1ue of his un1vers1ty training did have a s1gn1ficant
bear1ng upon h1s fam111ar1ty w1th professional l1terature " Those - - e
teachers who answered that the1r un1vers1ty training was helpful, but |
could have been much better were less fam111ar w1th the t1t1es used
than were thoSe teachers who sa1d that their university tra1n1ng Was -
not very he]pfu] but Was propab]y better thah no training at all.. The
1nVest1gator felt that a pos1tfve attitude towards un1vers1ty tra1n1ng
'. would corre]ate wi th greater fam111ar1ty and v1ce versa. This effect
' did not occur.” The reader is cautioned here, however, on two counts.
First of a11 the dtfference in the two'alternatives, B and C, was.not' o ‘.
it s now felt, suff1c1ent1y great to ensure a va11d distinction in the
m1nds of the teachers as they answered the quest1on Second]y, the
number of teachers answer1nq a]ternat1ve C was 51x the bare m1n1mum ;

suggested for use of the Ma nn-whjtney is 5 or Sp Thus it 1s,gu1te n

possible that the low numbers -in one of the alternatives accounted for

-

-
—team T zemeoe
TN e
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this finding. .Both interpretations appear to be p]'ausIbTe.'
FIGURE 11
Hypothes1s III(C)

n

TE/\CHERS ASSESSMENT OF THE VALUE OE-IHEIR UNIVERSITY TRAINING

A- .. ‘B E . ¢ -+ - D

Ithelped a  Helpful, but. .  Not very helpful, No help
great deal . could have been’ but better than no at all
. much better - -training at al¥ .
:N]=4 ' N2=32_ o _N3=6 . . quII\
R] =716.5 R2 = 138:-5
. Average Rank ' Average Rank

= 22,39 ='23.0 -

i

'lCriticaI value of Z (.05-level) = 1.96
Calculated value of Z = -3.71 ~

.

L]

Because of 1nsuff1c1ent numbers 1n one of the alternatives ). the
: Mann_Nmtney, not the Knuskal-waﬂace Was used for Hypothesis 111 (D),
where the factor being inves t1gated was the degree .to whi ch the teachers -

" had been made fami liar with professi'onal Ii-tehature', during their’

unliv'ersity traintng It was fe']t that those teachers who had been

introduced to a lot of professional 11teratur‘e and to what matem a] there 1t :

‘was avaﬂab]e to them wou]d be more familiar with the titTes used than

.those who fe]t their 1ntroduct10n to professiona] 11terature duri ng the1r , |

T

umve('smy tra1n1ng was 1nadequate



z ) 82’
’ Coe - o ' "' . | | o
" Using the Mann-Whitney U Test, then, th,e.e_al‘cu'lated Zwas o, AR
Z =-.75while the critical value of Z, at the 05 level of’ fcon‘fidenee, B
was Z = 1.96. The null hypothes1s, therefore ‘Was accepted The degree- . _ I
to wh1ch the teachers’ were made familiar w1th professmna] T1terature N
during their university tra1n1 ng did not have a s1gmf1cant beam ng. on o %
A I ’ %
_their'fannHam ty with the titles used in‘ the study . U '
' FIGURE 12 . ;
" - ' Hypothes1s III(D) a = . N s T "{ %
DEGREE TO WHICH TEACHERS MADE FAMILIAR WITH PROFESSIONAL ;-',' ' |
R LITERATURE DURING UNIVERSITY TRAINING SA’
Thorough -knowledge;; " ."Not juch knowledge . wKnowledge Timited
made wide use of it outside required- 0 °  to pres,cmbed
v . -reading; too T1t§1e - texts
‘ : ‘stressed - .o :

. - ) , - . ‘ L ’ L 3 . ; . Y If‘
Nj=dzo - AL T 1
Ry = 3715 Rp=861.0  © v Rg=T85 -ty
Average Rank* -~ - o :Average Rank L . "Average Rank (I-
=396 . : =2003_- CoL 4,50 .

’ ) ' . , ‘ ’ v p

: ' Cr1t1ca1 yalue of Z (.05- TeveT) T 96 _ _ .

Ca]cu]ated 1eve1 of Z == 7& e
{ e M 2

' '” In summary, two of the four fa;:tors 1nvest1gated in vthe thi rd
hypothesws turned out to have a sIgnifitant beamng on the te‘achers .
famﬂiamty with professmna‘l 'I1terature and two proved to be . 3_ T e
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. to wh1ch they fe1t they had been made fammar w1th professmna] mater1a1 :

o A

3

insigniﬁ’ c'ant Siqnif-i.(:ant were the teachers' maJor area 01* study at.

\ university and their assessment of the va1ue of their umvers1 ty

tra1n1ng in prepar1 ng them fbr teachmg In the ]atter factor however,

1ack of ad-equate d1st1nct10n between alternatwes and small numbers n

one of the categor1es may have 1nf1uenced the results In‘significarit

4]

" were-the receng:y of the teachers umversityl tra1n1ng and ‘the degree )

_during théir un1ver51%y tra1mng ; b o .

.« Do - -~ . 9 - -~ . ° LN
! . * ' 2 ‘ v ° f R . . Y T T .
n

Hypothes1s Vv (A - D)
L

The fourth maJor hypothes1s of the study dea]t w1th factors

re]ated to the work 1oad of t,he teachers

The foHowmg factors havmg to do w1th teachers /work }bad w111
L 53- oo
have no _s1-g_nvf1cant beartng gpon _their. fam1h’ar1 ty w1th professwna.]

11 terature

v

A 3 Average s1ze of c1aSses taught . P .
g Percentage of - tnne spent per week teachmg R
C. "Outs1de - c]ass respons“rb111t1es J o o Lt

*

LR

" D Number of . SUbJeCtS taught o1n add1t1on to Enghsh (1anguage

" andfor
. o _ e e B T
N -,hterature) B .'-_~° : _

- . - N o 5. e
. . \' 1 - . . . 1]
U51ng the KruskaJ WaHace Test for Hypothesis v’ (A)', where the .

factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was the aVerage s1ze of the. c]asses taught by .
\ r

the teacher the ca]cu]ated H stat1stnc was 23, whﬂe the cr1 t1ca] va'lue

of -H “mth 3. degrees of freedom and at the 05 1eVe1 of conf]dence. was
a _ R R ‘. p i

g3

=%l

2"



. e,

i A (25 or fewer) . B (26 - 30) - C(31:35)" D (36 - 40)
. - . v . . . . ) v . . 6 - " . . =‘~ -‘ ‘
N =8 | I8 NfeI0L s T
_ : N e L o ;
ERRUES Ry = 398.0 Ry =290 . Ry = 167.5
© Average Rank . Average Rank. - .Average Rank . Average Rank
= 21,03 =201 - = 20,90 = 23.92

o

HE 7“8?5‘“*ﬁm§‘nquohypothes1sﬂsﬁherefore was accepted \The average

size of the c1asses taught by the teachers had no s1gn1f1c£nt bearing

a

upon_ the1r fam111ar1ty w1th proféss1ona1 11terature _.’ v
. d '

.
1

- n
R .

S FIGURE 1.
Hypothes1s TV(AU
AVERAGE SIZE OF TEACHERS CLASSES

I8

accepted. The perceéntage of the schoo1;week'spent teachjng by the . .

Lt

Critical va]ue of H (3 df and at_.05 level) = 7.815
Ca]cu]ated Value: H = .23

‘Using the Kruskal-Wallace Test' for Hypothesis IV(B), where, the

" factor being investigated was ‘the percentage of the school week actually

]

'spent teaching ﬂy the teéchers, the calculated H statisticwas ¥ =,1L76,

while the critical ewalue of H, wftw 2 degrees qf.freedontand at:tﬁe .05

level of cbnfidencg; was. H = 5.99. . The Hu]l hypothesis,'therefore, Was

.. . . N [ -
1) . . . ®

teachers had .no.significant bearing updn.theit familiarity with professional

1iterature,

.
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. ' . " Vooa '-' P ’.‘51
: . §
: ‘ . .85, i
g ) ' ;
’ ’ ’ d. ’ \ ~' ’ .. . ’ . N \g
o .« _FIGURE 14 - .t '
ST . . S 3 . i
: . . S Hypothesis V(B ) e : K e o
PERCENTAG_ES.OF TIME PER WEEK SPENT TEACHLNG . K . .
. e U L : ‘
\J : ’ - . - . i 3 . T . . ?
" A (Q.- 75%)* oo '8 (76~ 85%) < C (86 - 13&;)' .
S N=9 T Ny =20 N NS
~ R é ] . \. / . ‘ 2 . e . , I '3 . .
R, 5.2_24.0 . Ce .R2.=_'463.5 S Ry =.258.57 .
Average Rank ) ; 'Average Rank \ ) ' .Average' Rank '
=24.88 7Yy T =287 0 : = .18.46
L) ’ ‘ N
.+ *  Critical value of H (2df, .05 level): H = 5,99,  ° :
. ... CcCalculated value of H: H=1.76 * , TR
- [ . . . - . . :
' _ _ . N
. B ‘~ . L. . . . hd . . . .. I - . 5
! oo Using the Mann wmtney U Test for, Hypothes1s IV(C) ; wher'e the . . R
| | .
' : factor being- 1nvest.}gated was whether the teachers had outs‘lde - c]ass o
S ‘ i
responsibilities (for exampﬂe,.,haH superv1swn, 1unch suoew1s1on etc ), ‘
‘the c~a1cu1a'ted Zwas L= -1 47, while the cri t1 cal va]ue of Z-, at the 05 l
. level, was Z = 1.96. The nUH hyoothes1s, therefore was, accepted , %
Whethdr the teachers had outside - class r‘esp_ons1b1ht1 es had no B . {
. J'. -* signi ficaht' bea'm'ng u;;'o'n their familiarity with.-prof'ess‘jona.1 literature. - §
_ Howei'/eh, the attention of the reader is directed to. Figure 15, where it . g
. ys+ -7 is’seen that the number in category X was very small and therefore_ may . - t : %
"~ - *There were 1nsuff1c1 ent numbers to categor1ze d1fferent1y 'F_or'examp'le, , o K
the number teachmg one- ha]f time or 1ess was 3. PR R
) [} : . . £ . . ’ . * s B e
4 . ,\ ) % v



have affecteg the accuracy ‘of ‘the:statistical test, It should a]so(bef'

noticed.that even~though-there was 1o overall significant difference

‘between ‘the two'grouﬁs,:those with no’outside class duties and those

with severa1, the average rank for those\w1th no outs1de c1ass dut1es
-]

was cons1derab1y h1gher than that of, ‘those teaehers with severa] outside .

-~

c]ass dut1es One can on]y specu1ate whether the d1fference wou]d have
been s1qn1f1cant had there been more- responses 1n Category A- Had -the
”-Jd1fference been s1on1f1cant, it cou]d possibly have meant that those

. i~ ,

teachers with no out51de c1ass respons1b111t1es had more t1me to devote
. / .

to profess1ona1 read1ng than those w1th severa1 such dut1es

./
FIGRE 15
Hypothes1s IV( )

-3 «

OUTSIDE - GLASS RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE EEACgﬁmb% )

'

A (None) . B(Severa1 Activities - 1 or more)
° * o -
N]'= 5 ) ) N’Z - 38 . ' e
yea.0 L L TRpETeTO
“Average Rank = 29.80. - - ~ Average Rank = 20.97 . _
o, 1 . ‘Z 1 i . . l . )
Cr1t1ca1 va]ue of- Z ( 05 1eve1) Z=1.96 . ‘ .ﬂj ;'

e Ca]cu1ated vh1ue Z=-1. 47

Ny |

t T - = ——— m Y )
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v

Us1ng the Kruska1 Wa11ace Test fcr Hyoothes1s IV( ), Mhere.the

" factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was..the number of . subJects in add1\Tbn to -

°

Eng11sh taught by the teachers, the calcu1ated H statkst1c was H 2'47 "

' .wh1ﬂe the cr1t1ca1 valwe of H, w1th 3 degrees of freedom andfat the 05

lTevel of conf1dence was H =7.815. The nu11 hypothes1s, therefore was |

: accepted The number of other subJects in add1t1on to Eng11sh taught '

by the teachers had no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng updn the1r fam111ar1ty With

profess1ona1 11terature Co
, . ‘ o ' \_;J\'./\ . R g
FLEURE. J6- *,*, ' S,
a Hypothes1s IV( ) -
At
NUMBER OF SUBJECfE TAUGHT BY rEACHERS IN ADDTTION T0 ENbLISH :
A (1) . _B (2)_u. ,"Q' C (3 or more) o 'b'(None)
. ' ° o o .. ’ '43\. . . -'.--._~
. N]:-18 ' . hz.—11 . K N3-38l\: S N4— 6
- \' v .'-\ - ) ). . .'T ‘5. .’ . ,
R] = 389;0» ; Ré = 205.0 ) ,R3 = 193.0. - S R4 = dGB;Q
.y St . g’ - : ‘ .
Average Rank - Average Rank™ - | Average Rank Average Rank
21. 11 o= 18.63 o 2d2 - - = 28,00
/ ' " .. S e ,'
Critical value-of H (3df, .05 fevel)t H.= 7.815 '~
 Calculated value! A% 2,47 N
In summary, wh11e many of the 5tud1es rev1ewed 1n Chapter II of the
present 1nvest1gat1on po1nted to the heavy work 1oad of teachers as a R

1
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. noss1b111tv of, 1nﬂccuracy 1n the stat1st1ca1 test,

bearina unon the teachers
A..

therefore norma]]v have requ1red use of the Kruska] WaTTace Test the

none of the four factors nroved to be stqn1f1cant s ooen to snecuTat1on

to the nr1nc1na19 of the schooTs in wh1ch the teachers tauoht .

‘staff meetinqsi"

. oy :
N I. . . ‘e
I3 .

-

ma1or stumb11no b]ock to their, nrofess1ona1‘read1nq and wh11e most of the

T e

[N
f1ftv teachers 1nterv1ewed for th1s Studv C1ted the1r heavv work 10ad as
one rgason why they d1d not read more p%%efour factors 4nc1uded in

Hyrothes1s IV, reJated td teacher work TOad proved to have o sianificant
¢
bear1nq an the teachers fam171ar1tv w1th Qrofess1ona1 T1terature

3

Moreover, on]v W1th one of these four factors were there suff1c1ent1y

'

. K
smaTT numbers of responses 1n,one of the aﬁternat1ves to suoqest the

N »

The 1hvest1oator fe]t ’
that aTT four factors were va11d measures of a teacher S work 10ad

why
LA

o "anothegis v (A.'-/c)' S l_, COPR

The f1fth ma]or hvpothes1s of the studv deaTt w1th factors related

~

, . |” A 3 ' . 2 o - .
( 0 .
The fo]\ow1nﬂ nr1nc1oa1 related factors w111 have no s1qn1f1caht

/

& fam111ar1tv w1th orofe551ona1 11terature'

Whether the princioal urges teachers to.attend meeti nas hav1na to '
. A R . \ -
do with Enalish o S .

whether the nr1nc1na1 caTTs teachers attention to re]évant,books. .
. . X » <L '_§ ,'. < ' .
and journals . ' o ST
Whether teachers are required to read up-on matters dJSGUSSQd'TW )
. B Y’ " - ' \. . ' B .
ATthouah Hynothes1s V(A) had three catenor1es of resnonses and woqu . s
o A .

'
1

~3
‘

Al

. ' 4]

- o
-_;‘i.t‘-f,».w-;.-“'
LIRS
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1 <+
AY A

l
Mann WhTtney U ‘Test.was used singe e1ghteen of the f1fty teachers feTt

that th]S quest1on d]d not app]y tofthem The1r departMent heads, thay

’

feTt, carr1ed out the funct1on of urg1ng teachers to attend meetlngs

' regard1ng Eng]wsh Thus there were e1ghteen'responses in, Category C ‘

’

(non—app]1cab1e) Cate90r1es A. and B were tested w1th~the ann Wh1tney

-

The caTcuTated Z was Z = -]0 24 while the critical vaTue of 2

at the .05 Teve] of conf1dence Was Z = 1.96. The nuTT hypothes1s, ﬂ

1

therefore ‘was - reJected Whether ‘the pr1nc1pals urged thejr teachers "to. "

attend meet1ngs reTated to Eng]1sh did have a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng~on the

‘teachers ™ fam1T1arJty WTth profe551ona1 T1terahure Those teachers

"whos e pr1nc1pa]s did urge them to attend meet1ngs were more fam111ar with
.the titles used in’the study than those whose pr1nC1paTs d1d not do such

i -prompt1ng A poss1bTe 1nterpretat1on of th1s-f1nd1ng 1s t the

they woqu norma]]y have done.

Aga1h because of responses 1n Cateqory € (non-a i y as with

the preV1ous factor) the Mann=Whitney, nat the Kruska] waTTace Test was'’

. used for Hypothesis V(B )' where the factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was whether

.the pr1nc1pals caTTed the attent1on of the teachers to reTevant books and

. Journals.. The caTcuTated Z was 2= -6 86 while the cr1t1ca1 va]ue of Z

at the 05 Teve] of conf1dence, was Z 1 .96. The nuTh hypothes1s, )

therefore was reJected whether the pr1nc1paTs ca]]ed the attent1on of

Gt T i L '
% . oo N . [
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_ FIGURE 17 , N
< : - . N
‘ _ Z - .‘- Hypothes1s V(A) . . ’
WHETHER PRINCIPALS URGED TEACHERS TO ATTEND ENGDISH MEETINGS .i \? -
A (Yes) . f B -(No) C (Not5app11cab1e)‘.% !
3 - . LS o
.N],= 18- | ) N2 =7 - N3 = 18 l’
Ry < 403.0 TRy = 1345, :
Average Rank . ' Average Rank . 2
= 22.38 ' . !

t

' Cr1trca1 Va1ue of .2 (. 05 1eve1)

Ca]cu1ated vaTue of Z 7= -10. 24

Z=1 96 )

"the teachers to re]evant books and journals® d1d have a s1gn1f1cant bearing . L

LA

T upon the teachers fam111ar1ty w1th professwond] lwterature The E oo

'teachers whose pr1nc1paJs did call thelr attention ‘to reTevant books and

.journa]s were more fam111ar w1th the Journa1 and book t1t1es used 1n the

study than were those teachers whose pr1nc1pa15 d1d not engage in th1s

.

read up on matters d1scussed 1n staff meet1ngs, the ca]cuTated 2 was

-

7=

" was Z_—

[

. act1v1ty\

Us1ng the Mann- wh1tney U Test for Hypothesis V(C) where the

- factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was whether the teachers were requ1red to

38, whw]e the cr1t1ca1 va]ue of Z, at the 05 Tevel of conf1dence, ;

1.96

/7

The nu11 hypothes1s, therefore was accepted Whether -:ﬂjﬁTﬁ
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CFIGURE 18" .- -
Hypothesis V(B) ,'_ . o - *
WHETHER PRINCIPALS CALLED ATTENTION OF TEACHERS l
TO .RELEVANT BOOKS AND JOURNALS
A (yes) S 8 (No) " : - C (Noniépbl{céhle)
REZ I STt g0
. .. : : -
R-l.='.57.715‘ . ., . . R2 z ]59-5 ot . ,
A.verage Rank - ~ ¢ Average .Rank .
= 24.06. - - . = . =137.72 .
‘an < s - '. . ) ‘ ’ I .
‘Critical value of Z (.05 level): Z'=.1.96-
Calculated value of Z: 7 = -6.86 .
. ‘ . —

the ‘teachers were . reqmred to read up on matters d1scussed in their staff

meet1ngs had _Jno. s1gmf1cant bear-lng upon their fam1har1 ty WTth professmnaT

]1terature _ A “a
. IS

v o . o
In summar‘y, Helen Fisher reported'finding that the nearer at hand’
i

professmna]- mater1a1s were and the more attentwn eaﬂéd to them *émphams

) m1ne) the more 11ke1y they were to be read . -.She fourﬂ also that, those/

s
teachers who were work1ng on comm ttees did more profeSs10na1 readmg than

N

See"C,hapt'e'r;'H;.)bp._ 20.
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T, FIGURE 9.2, o '
: ‘ Hypothes1s V(C) E
S NHETHER TEACHERS REOUIRED TO DO READING FOR STAFF MEE‘GNG e
'A‘(Yes) ] .(Nd)-\, C (Non-applicable)
N] =18 L m2.— 24 . o N3 =] o k
. Lo . Y 4 } . ' $ a \(;
.‘ . . . 1 _ . . . . . . r i \‘:‘.
v Ry = 402.0 - e ﬁZ,F 501.0 . e o o . g
L Average Rank ~ Pverage Rank - . " o ' o, . ”ﬁ
. = 32,33 . , : - 20:87 . ‘ o, , .o f
. 3 . — ,'r;_
ceoL ' I |
v o, Cr1t1ca1 va]ue of 7 ( 05 1eve1 21?71 96 o
' Ca]cu]ated va]ue of 2: 7= -t %
: f'xv e : ’ ~
4 ‘I ' i L :);i
teachers not working on’ committees «'Bbth these f1nd1ngs were m1rrored i
" to some degree by two of tde resu1t§ of .the three factbrs 1nvest1gated Ky o .i
) here under Hypothes1s V Whether the pr1nc1pa1s urged the1r teachers ) ?§
. - to attend meetlngs reTated\to Eng11sh and whether they ca]]ed the . j%
' ' attent10n of their teachers to re]evant books and Journa1s were f00nd ég
to be 1mportant factors in determ]n1ng how familiar the teachers were .
"owith prdfeséiona] material, The implications for day-tdeay teaching
are apparent and are. e]aborated on.in Chapter V. Whether the teachers o

'r_:-A ' were requ1red to read up on
was found tQ be 1ns1gn1f1ca

Ce
N

lnatters d1scussed 1n the1r staff meet1ngs

nt
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v ‘, Hypothes1s VI (A - B)

" The s1xth .major hypdﬁhems of the study dea]t w1th factor‘s re]ated
L

to schoo] arranqements for profess1onal materwa]s
- PR ' Y .
b, . .

'\'-The fo‘r]Owing factors' Jhaving to‘-do with schoo]' ‘arran'qements for

professional materials will have no 51qn1f1 cant bearina upon teachers -

.

famyhar&ty with professw(m 11terature . Cn
(R e

BN 2

A, Whether the SchOOl prov1des ‘a d1sp1ay space forohrofessmna] mater1a1

B Whether the schoo] Orov1des money for the Ourchasinq of Orofesswna'l materw

: Usmq the Mann—‘Nmtnev U Test for Hypothes1s VI(A), where the ’factor

\l [ .f ’

bei ng 1nvest1qated was whether the schoo]s of the teachers nrOV1ded a space ‘

a v I

where Orofesswna] hterature was d1$p1ayed the ca]cu]ated va]ue Of Z was -

=24 while the cri t1ca1 va1ue Of Z, ‘at the .05 level of conﬁdence was

-

z

. 1.96. The null hypothes1s,,.therefore was accepted whether the1r

oo \
) schoo]s nrovided a d1sp1ay of professmnal 11terature d1d not have a

significant, bearing on the teachers fam111ar1 ty’ with the ‘titles used in the - '
¢ . . N s Y
- study. ’

B FIGURE, 20 - IR

H 13

N .‘ Hypothes1s VI(A) - ' ' o
NHEFHER DISPLAY SPACE FOR PROFESSIONAL LIFERATURE PROVIDED T

V'

k\(ves):. ST B (N I S

. . ‘ * o ~ o ’ . " l M - ' ' RN '
=, ~. ' ) . - . - . = . . . . X . \
. .P‘"N] . ) 33\\ ) - , ’ "~ . N2 ]0 . ) e - .- s .\ .' ' ’
" Average Rank =22.26. .- '~ Average Rank'= 21.15- .7 .\
S ., : Do ) . - oo
R ,.; Cri ti ca1 value of 7 (.05 1eve1) =1, 96
e Ca]cu]ated va]ue of. Z Z .- 24
0 ::-} - S - .

i . mempardbonsr
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ard
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Us1ng the Mann wmtnev y Test for Hyoothes1s VI[B),'where t.he N

»

: ,factor be1ng 1nvest1/ated was whether the sch_go]s of the- teachers orov1ded

' money for the purchasmg of professmna] books and magazmes, the- : v
| ca]cu]ated va'lue of A was Z - 29 whﬂe the cr1t1 cal va1ue of Z, at the
. , ) _ ¢

.05 1eyeJ _of conﬁdehce, was Z —,1.96.‘ The nuH hynothesis, therefore,

was accebted whether the schools. provided menev for the D‘U'rchasin'q df'

,nrofess1 ona] books and Journa1s had no s1omf1cant bearmg unon ‘the

teachers' fam111ar1ty with the ‘book and journat t1t1es used in the study

® FIGRE 21 .
. Hypothesis VI(B). o

WHETHER SCHOOLS PROVIDED MONEY FOR PROFESSIONAlE MATERIALS

A(Yes) o - _ B.(No) "~ = ;. T
. 3 - . '_ . ... *‘ ‘ . . . . .
Nyzsa T SR P
R.1-=758,‘0 O . R, =180 ‘
Average Rapk = 22,29 . . . . Average Rank 20 88 :
‘¢ < N . st -
' Critieal value 0f'Z (.05 1eve1)-'z-"1 96°
Ca]cu.]ated value. of Z 1.=-=:29.
T -y R S B '
© 7 In-summaty, Simsson (1942)°, after noting:the-fact that_tea.,chers
6 - - -~
. “See Chapter 11, .p. 28 V) .
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-.were read1:ng \.fe'ry lj,tt]e..profes‘siona'] material, sugg.ested th'a‘t one’

. solution woyld be.'to have schoo1s‘provide monéy're'gd”lar]y' for t‘he’

p’urchasing of such materiat,' to be disn'l'ayed ‘1'n a"conspicuous plate.
The suggestion seems reasonab]e and cou'ld posswbw be efchtwe

However, both these factors were |nvest1gated under Hypothes1s VI. and

s

ne1 ther nroved to have any 51qm ﬁcant effect uoon the teachers

: Lo -

_fam1h_ar1ty with professional 11terature.4 N 2D

S e

. b
’ B

_Hypothesis VII (A - E)

The seventh major hypothesis of the study dea1t with facto'rs

re1ated to the EngHsh departments of the teachers schoo]s, where such

, depa rtmen ts ‘exi s ted

The foHowmq factors hav1ng to. do With the Enqhsh departments '
t- .

of the teachers schools will have no s1 gmﬁcant bearing upon the -

. teachers “Fami 1 arwty v th professmna'l ‘hterature' ' ' - *

A. whether there is an English department 1n the school

B How teachers rate the Enqhsh department y T

C) The nature of d1scuss1ons in Enghsh department meetmqs

D. Whether teachers e requ1§ed to read up on- matters d1scussed in

‘/ \Enghsh department meetmqs _' SR R .

2 tiHow ‘the- teachers regard the schoo] \s Enqhsh proqram-— for examp1e, o

. as r1 q1d or 1nn0Vat1\/e

-

Us1nq the ﬂann Wh1tn_y U Test fon Hypothesis VII(A), where the

factor be1 no 1nvest1qate’d was whether the teachers schoo]s had E'nghsh

* v

o o 95

PR

1
R A .

K o

. O

v
|
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department was seventeen, mu,ch 1ess than one- ha1f the s chooTs v1s1ted

S A]thou«_;h th1s was unavmfdable, and expected, it cast. in an lfnfavpurame D

11 N :hght ‘the f1nd1nos for the°next ‘two factors,, Hynothes1s \LII(B) and

VII‘E’E) e

. ° »
] . v
‘ . [} ]
- H a 0 . ‘ .0
. . :u : N
- 1
' - °
) . .
o . ° -
. Y N . ..,
- . ° ' ’ '
- o . -]
. . 0
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o S . T g , L 96
e\ . OJ‘ ‘C' v o : d . o Uo o .
e - : . A . o 'n
¥ ;° . R - T o, a',) ’ . N -f:
" .. departments~, the=ca1cu1ate8 Value of Z wasZ = .- 44, whﬂe the cr1t1ca1 ’
, " value of Z, at the 05 1eve1 of conﬁdence Was Z = 1. 96 The nu]'I -
- « ! 4 > ot
T hypot‘he51s ) thepefore was accepted whether then"schoo]s had anc Enqhsh.'-
' -7 . ' Lo department d1d not have a s1gn1f1cant beamnq upon the teacher's
) s T ' . AR NS
L fam1har1t_y with pressmna] literature: -~ o 9. . R
) ’ = [ o ) Toe. °
. . . . 9 ! co' ' °
- ) R - . v . .
. R > C ' & T .
- . - o ' ’ FIBURE 22 . L
) co o : o Hypothes1s VII(A) o ° b' :
y © .7 t¢ WHETHER,SCHOOLS HAD ENGLISH DEPARTMENTS 8o
. e ' te § e N B s
. TR 4 o v B .
A (Yes) ‘ : ' poTee
t R ° Y
. ‘ v : 5 o N]u =} . | 'o
Ry =320 T
] g . . . . =° . T . N )
) ~ Averdge Rank = 23.05 ink ‘= 21 N
o "u o o o ',
L e Critical value of Z (105 Tevel): Z=1,96 ..\ .
e Yoo 4 = Calculated valug of Zi Z = -.44 - -
. . 'E . : 2, - _ — s 5 - - \
: . R TR L a P . ' s
. : . - . . _, o ° ° . 2 {

A 1nd1cated in Fvgure 22; the number of schools hawgo an Enqﬁsh oL
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for the factors 1nvest1qated in Hypotheses VII(B) and VII(C) For

: ‘suggests an 1naccuracy of stat1st1ca1 test1nq brought about by very 1ow LT

’

“ " 2 . . f
EE . . = i :ﬁ
i - . 5 . N I
'°‘ a / 0 s B )
kS ' . o
. » - ) - [ ?7
: 4
The samp]e for the .Study was random1zed on the basis bf school P
and commun1ty s1ze It was to be expected then, that those schoo1s ox i
fa]11ng into the Sma11 category and even some of . those c1ass1f1ed as
med1um wou]d not have Enq11sh departments By S mp11nq in this wey, (
two factors -- schoo] and commun1ty size-- were a 'ureduef sufficient ‘
' ’ ~ . v e - . L v
numbers of responses at th expense, 1n a vay,. o ‘another factor-. the 2
exastence or non ex1stence of an Eng11sh departmen in thé'schbo]( &= T - .

"r.‘l.._. -’
L .'\‘. -

LR

/ .
The Kruska1 Wa11ace Test, used for Hypothes1s VII(B)” and VII(C) :

. a ' i
requ1res at 1east five or s1x responses 1n each groun or cateqory tested

to ensure accuracy . But for vaothes1s~VII(B) there were 6 responses',f'

for a]ternat1ve A, 9 for a1ternat1ve B, and on1y 4 for alternat1ve\Q
In Hypothes1s VII(C) there viere on]y 4 responses for a]ternat1ve A . rh,-%q

} T
8 for alternative B anﬁ 6 for a]ternat1ve C. These very. oW numbers oo g

‘6f responses seemed»to throw off the accuracy of the stat1st1ca1 test1no oy -

Sl

e
ST, A VN

{7

-Hypothes1s VII( ), the ca]cu]ated H stat1st1cs was 275.63; the cr1t1ca1¢

PN

vaTue ofeH was 5. 99 For Hynothesis VII(C), the calculated H stat1strc-

was 263 T2 the cr1t1ca1 value of Hw 5.99. rhus the two factors ;

1nvest1gated <-how-the teaghers rated their Enq11sh departments and” the e \‘~":
naturerof d1scuss1ons 1n their Eng11sk department megt1nos--seemed§to . ".c.-“;
have an extreme]y s1gn1f1cant bear1ng unon the teachers fam111ar1ty with .- e ¥
nrofess1ona1 11terature These f ctors may we]] haye been siqnffacant,.* ;'f i~:f

but the abnorma]]y h1qh va]ues of the ca1cu]ated H stat1st1c in each case oo

P Y R

,!n o .
numbers of responses 1n severa] of the Categor1es tested _More numbers

i‘

. ,. .
Seie
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o

. Lo . . . ' [ S
. - of responsés in- these categories are required to determjne just -how
° s . i ° . .

. :‘ ' significanf or.inéionificant these factors are. - : o
J . . xﬁ' o . . . . ' . .
"The f1nd1ngs fo? Hypotheses VII(B) and'VII(C) are not, therefore,

y - reported in the usua1 manner anures 23 and 24 depict.in more detail

- tne results a1reedy\desor1bed.‘ ]

s PO e 1 & A S ";Jﬁ~\.'£> Ny PEIRS, ’

B D R o {1/, B o
' | pothesis VII(B
n R Hypo h§is VIT( ?, o
HOW TEACHERS:RATED THEIR ENGLISH DEPARTMENT
T ' | ; . : . ‘ — - X - .
A (Very active) - B~(Moderate1y active) - C (Not'Vefy active) -
N e
,. R1‘_= 1‘7?.5' RZ'F,.:1'7;0.5 n s o _R:'3 = 96' K
S n o hverage Ramk Average Rank- -~ AGESEge Rank
T e = 18.94* e =2hao .
- M , . —7 : - - -
) . Cr1t1ca1 value of H (.05 Tevel, 2df): H = 5.99 .
e Ca1cu1ated value of H:-H = 275,63 . . T
,\.:_v".".n‘.'-!-y:'..'-_._“.: '='."g,: -_', - N '. g . - M i ') .
'-"o T -0 S eel ot i . ( -

. SRt 1s 1nterest1ng to note, in F1gure 23;- hm~ much h1qher the averaqe oo

e ‘ rank - for "alternative A is than for. a]ternat1ve B. The difference wou]d
lead one to suspect a significant difference. The difference in
averaqe rank between categor1es Aand B in F1gure 24 is also noteworthy

.
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v B - s te '&
{% 0‘ ! . ’ -'. g - . v ?l..
' : C. ', ' ‘. "_" Co o \) I N | . T o_ . 3
S R %
. \ FIGURE 24 ° "o e
« - .Y . Hypothdsis VII(E) o AR LT
NAFURE OF DISCUSSIONS IN ENGLISH DEPARrMENT MEETINGS S
. A (Rout¥ne Matters) ' -B { Curriculum Improvémént)o - C (Both) _ B 3
) ) . ‘I - » ' a i
s S
PIETS L Rpraz0. L R0
. o : e L .
Average Rank - - - .- " Average Rank - - .. | . Average Rank
= 16.8F7 . - = 25.25 - S CU=e2.00 0 o
‘. Critical value of H (.05 level, 2.df): H = 5.9 o ' e
Calculated. valie of H:'Hv= 263.32 - I S
. . . » ’ ' . . o ',

Usnnq "the Mann Whitnéy U Test for Hypothes1s VII(D) where the

“factor be1ng 1nvest1gated\was whether the teachers 1n those schoo]s wh1ch
“had an Eng]1sh department were: requrred to read uo on. matters d1scussed
;1n department meetings, the calculated Z was Z = -4, 18 wh11e the
cr1t1ca1 va]ue of -Z, at the .05 1eve1 of conf1dence was Z = 1 96--' The i B [
. nu11 hypothesis, herefore was reJected whether the teachers were ) -lff' .
. Feqy1red.t0 read for department meet1ngs did have a s1gn1f1cant bear1nq o

:on the1r_fam111ar1ty wnth,profess1dnaj,]1teraturei- Those teachersiwhq

were requdred to read fdr deoarUnen: heetjngs were more tahi1iar with - '. "

the titTes. used in the s tudy- than'Were thoSe.teaehers of whom no reading

was required. o _ S e .



' WHETHER TEACHERS REQUIRED T0 READ FOR ENGLISH DEPARIMENT MEETINGS

LY

" EIGWRE 25..

Hypothes1s VII(D)

100

A IYesI

- 8 (No) - .C {Not appIIeabIe; no department)
Y~ T
Ny = 10 ) Ny =8, SNy, .
Ny #3055 Rpmas
- Average Rank 'Averagé Rank
~ = 30,55° = 15.72
. v . . ‘)

Critical vaIue of 1. ( .05 leveI)

—

Z =“1 96

Ca]cu]ated va]ue of 7 7= -4 .18

‘.

~Using the Mann-Whitney ‘U Test for Hypbtﬁeéis VII(E); where the

factor being investigated was the, teachers '

S

’

-

. &
. . ' -

o«

arograms (for example; as erxib]e or rigﬁd) the caltulated value of Z

. was Z

!

L 1. 57, wh11e the critical va]ue of Z, at the .05 IeveI of

-'-conf1dence, was Z=1. 96.

1 D1fferences in the teachers'

bearxng upon “the teachers’ fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature

should be noted, in F1gure 26 that there were 1nsuff1c1ent’numbers in

and C.

AY

J

The nu]],hypothes1s, therpfore, was acceptéa.

0

descriations»of.théir English

End]ish"ordqrams did not.haté a significant”

R v

It -

. cateqory A S0 that the statistical. testing was done for a1ternat1ves B
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" "FTIGURE 26.

~
, -

Hypothes1s VII(E)

DESCRIPTION 0F ENGLISH PROGRAMS IN TEACHERS SCHOOLS

Follow: str1ct1y Deoartment
of.Education regu]atrons &

An individual program
to meet individual

Other - usually
a combinatign.

c

squest1ons needs; flexible df A and B .
. S0 . '_ . _
-N.I " 3 “ ‘A C I.:,' . .,-N2 - '26 N3‘— 14
S oY = 588.5 . Ry = 275.0
.‘ Average Rank _ " Average Rank
. = .22.6] "= 19.64
" Critical value of Z (.05 level): Z = 1,96 - ,
© Calculated walte of Z = 1,57 "~~~ .~ = " = 7

b

v -

L

In sumnary, of the f1ve factors 1nvest1gated under Hypothesws VII
on]y one proved to ‘have a clear cut significant bear1nq on the teachers
That one s1gn1f1cant factor

5

" was whether the teachers were requ1red to read up -on matters d1scussed 1n

fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 Tliterature.

!

the1r English department meet]ngs : The average rank ofsthose who, were.

requ1red to read was very s1gn1f1cant1y h1gher than that of those” of whom

no-reading was redu1red . . o

o

Because of Tew.numbers of responses’ in several of the alternatives;
.the results for angther two faétors—Q the teachers '

department and the nature of discussions 1n their denartment meet1ngs-d
T _ :

seemed to be awry The rema1njnq two factors fﬂwhether there was an

.

b e
-

ratings of their English

REP RO e T L e S

~eS

s

e v
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\ Enq]ish'departmeht in the teachers schoo1s and the1r descr1pt1on of the1r :

‘Eng11sh orograms as r1g1d flexible, etc - proved to be 1ns1gn1f1cant

~

A}

< Hyoothes1s VIII (A - F)*

The e1ghtm magor hyoothe51s of the, study dealt w1th factors re]ated

- to the teachers deqree of Ccmm1tment toand 11k1no for Enq11sh

) 3y

rhe foJ1ow1no factors haN1ng to do w1th teacher comm1tment to and
11k1ng for Enq11sh w111 have no s1on1f1cant bear|nq upon: teachers

fam111ar1ty w1th profes51ona1 11terature ‘ f, oL "

v . Y

A. Whether the teacher has done an Eng11sh methods course

B. How the teacher has regarded 1anguage and/or 11terature dur1nq h1s

a .

teach1nq career _ o L T

L DR
»

& _Degree to which the teacher likes to teach English now "

- D. Whether the teacher s decision to teach Eng11sh was dec1sﬁve
E. Whether the teacher. intends to*teachnéng]ish\for the remainder of his. -
teach1ng‘career

" F, Percentaqe of teach1ng t1me spent teach1ng Enq11sh

Us1nq the Mann- Wh1tney U Test for Hypothesls VIII(A) where the

factor being 1nvest10ated was whether the teachers had done an Eng11sh
methods course at un1vers1ty the ca]cu]ated va]ue of Zwas 7 = -.50, -
- while-the cr1t1ca1 va]ue of Z, at the’ .05 1eve1 of conf1dence was
. £=.1.96. ", The nu]]-hypothes1s,Itherefore, was accepted.- Whether-tpe

feachers had -done in Enalish methods course had nossignificant bearing

g e e

. - .
R T T P

el

.
e T, e e
a

R
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| -upon their f&mﬁ]iehity wi-th profesejonaj'literetuhe,
S T 2
Hypothes1s VIII(A)
WHETHER TEACHERS HAD DONE ENGLISH METHﬂDS COURSE

A (Yes) . . o B (o) .
TR, =.507:5 S " | S :RZ'F 438.5 .
N ‘ ,AverEQe Rank =:21{}S ;'-k g B B Hverahe Rank.= 23.08’

critical value of Z {. 05 level): Z = 1. 9

Ca]cu]ated value of Z: Z = - 50 S
e : . - L

/.

103"

Us1ng the Kruska] Ha]]age gst for’ Hyoothes1s VITT(B), where the f

- factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was - how the" teachers had regarded Eng]1sh i
. dur1ng the1r teach1nq careers, the ca]cu]ated va]ue of H was H=1 70
while the cr1t1ca1 vaiue of H, w1th 2 degrees of freedom and at the .0S.

/
Tevel of conf1dence was H 5 99 The _hull hypothes1s, therefore was

\\. accepted How the teachers had reqarded Enq]1sh dur1ng the1r teaching

'careers d]d not have a smqn1f1cant bearwnq upon the1r fam111ar1ty w1th

hY

profess1ona1 11terature A

3

R

DSGIGTENY TENUL) S 2

<

PCEY

‘A

e




,) B

‘. fam111ar1ty wwth profess1ona1 I1terature The average rank of those

teachers who answered that they preferred to teach Ianguage and/or

‘ . .
' - " 104 -
‘ \ . ‘
e Y S FIGURE 28 .
‘ o Hypothes1s VIIIB '_, S
HOW TEACHERS NECARDED ENGLISH DURING TEACHING CAREERS )
; N - . . . ‘ &
. f et _ RS .
A - B s
. . .- N A . . " . 1] . .
-Regarded as major - -Never regarded as ~ = Not major teaching
teaching subject -, speciality; taucht> = -  subject,+bat liked
_ ] S because forcéd.to - ' cite ¢ L
T L "Rl AR
R 547.5 .: Ry =30 L Ry 161.5
o . o ’ + . LY ’ -
| Average Rank 23 80 .. - - Average Rank'=:18:23 ) Average Rank 23 07
“ . Critical value of H (2df, 08 Tevel): H = 5.99 IR

CaIcuIated vaIue of H H = I 70

s

Us1na the Kruskal- waIIace Test for Hynothe51s VIII(C), where the

. ”factor be1ng 1nvest10ated was whether the teachers like to teach Eng]1sh,

D

g the ca]cu]ated vaIue of Hwas H = 6 55, wh11é the critical. vaIue of H,

w1th 2 degrees of freedom and at the- 05 Ieve] of conf1dence was H 5.99.

rhe nuIl hypothes1s, theref e, was' reJected Ihe.degree of teachers‘

'11k1ng for teach1ng Eng]1sh d1d have a s1gn1f1caht bearing'upon theIr

\,

therature above any other subject was much h1qher than that of those f

. teachers who answered that EngI1sh was ot the1r maJor f1e1d but they

B AN . S [N
. = - .

-

N
E . ——"
- Bebd
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!

11ked teach1nq it or those who answered that Eng11sh was not thﬂgﬁ maJor

et T

f1e1d and they taught 1t on1y because the?@ad to. %
} FIGURE 29 . .
) Hypothes1s VIII( ) . ' . .
. .. DEGREE OF TEACHER L[KING FOR ENGLISH
. 3
AL B LT e - D
, Preferred above Not major field,.  Not major field, ° English is
3 any other subgect " but like teaching teath only when . major, but
- S Y forced -+ . don't like .
. ‘ ) s ' '\, teaching it
- RPN N - .. N e A oL
N-I - ]9 . '_ N2 = 1.8 : ". ) . N3 "'6 . .‘ " k.' Nq: - 0
v,B1 = 5}3.q' R R2;= 353.§,. | _.,;R3-= 79.5 \ !

. ' ' ‘,. [N - . - . R R ’ .
Average Rank - Average Rank . = Average Rank L ool
= 27.00 - =19.63" o = 13.25 '

b . : v I} : . e . . ( 40 r
. Critical value-of H (2df, .05 Tevel): H=6.99 .- = .~ .~ 727 ., ."
3 Calculated value of Hr H = 6.55 B i
\ ' A
oo Us1ng the Mann Wh1tney U Test for Hypothes1s VIII(D), where the  ' \
factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was whether the teachers dec1s1ons to.teach .
. * : ) &
Eng11sh were dec1s1ve the ca1cu1ated value of Z was Z —2 20, while :
' the cr1t1ca1 value of Z at the 05 level of conf1dence was Z = 1.96, o 5
N P ' i
The null hypothes1s, therefore was reJected Whether the teachers - i
deC1s1ons to teach Eng115h had been:decisive did have a s1gn1f1cant “- o ) ’
\ . \ !
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D
) R . ] . . \ S . s v -
"bearing Upod theiﬁ‘fami]iarityfwithfprofe§siona]'1iteratUre" The average,"

rank of those teachers who were dec1s1ve about teach1ng Eng11sh was. much

h1gher than that of those teachers who were not dec1s1ve about teachlng

FIGURE 30 . .
S Y |
. .o ; . Hypothes1s VIII(D) N S
’ Jj. . f_-,i HHE1HER TEACHERS} DECISION Td TEACH ENGLISH HAD BEEN DECISIVE

.. English.

ot

.: * "' Lo = '-'.- . 'Il. . . . . - ot . L.
T A(Yes), o L B (ME u S
-3 L . - e B ‘ L
oo ' S .
R].z 596-5 R '/". N ~ ,l‘l R2 = 349.5 \ ..'.'. '
.- Average Rank. = 25.93 ' } Average Rahk = 17,48 N
I N ' L R '
Cr1t1ca1 va]ue of L ( 05 level): Z ="1..96 .( '
e I IZ"' Ca]cu]ated value of 7: Z 220 -
"I. - o a
_Using the Mann-Whitney U Test for Hypothesis VIII(E), where the
N factor being inveétigateq was whether the teachersljhteﬁaed to teach .
English for the remainder of theiriteaching.tareeré, the  calculated
.- value of 7 was Z = <1.36, while the critical vale of Z, at the .05

- level of cdnfidence was'Z = 1.96. The nul] hypothe51s, therefore,.was

accepted Whether the teachers intendéd to teach Eng1lsh for the rest

of the1r teach1ng careerS\had no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the1r fam111ar1ty

-

e EAS e e - —— =
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Pl T e i S
‘ SR with ‘professional Tliterature, ... "o .0 "

o T T FLGURE 31 R
LU ‘ . - -'.' o Hypothe31s VIII(E) : .'-'”':."“"ﬁ A

St U WHETHER TEACHERS INTENDED TO.TEACH ENGLISH FOR. .o
S T REMAINDER OF FEACHING CAREERS |

-_.I-' . m"
. L SR — .

Lo A (Yes)~ - : R - B (No) Ly .
B Ny =23 o e N =0 S
Jo e e S R R .

,-// o Ry = 562.0 - o -~.R2 = 384.9 IR

S | ' AR S
e ) Averaqe Rank 24 43 . ' * Average Rank = 19.20
. L Hm%@rmmﬁzLMRMﬁzﬂps
L ' - 2, .. L L
R T o Calculated vatwe of Z: 7 = <1.36" o
: Us1ng the. Kruska] ‘Wallace Test for H&pothes1s VIII(F), where

the factor be1no 1nvestwgated was the percentaoe of their teach1nq ‘

. time wh1ch the teachers spent teach1nq Eng11sh the:ca]cu1ated va]ue .'.
of H was H 30 wh11e the cr1t1ca1 va1ue of H, w1th 3 deqrees of '

+ freedom and at the 05 1éve1 of c0nf1dence was H :-7.815. fhe null _
hypothesws, therefore, vas accepted The percentaqe of the1r teaCh1ng

t1me spent by the teachers teachan Enq1wsh did’ not have a 51Gn1f1cant

L bear1ngaupqn their fam111ar1ty with the journal and book titles’ used- |
T _ . ) : . Al
in the study.” e .
’ o
1 r
.“‘ ! V

o

=i
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; . . CFIGWRE 32 Ca T
* _. " Hypothesis VIII(F) ‘
* PERCENTAGE OF TEACHING-TIME SPENT BY THE e
_ TEACHERS TEACHING ENGLISH = - - :
A0 20 (o - s o(s - 758 (76 - <100%)
. _ , =, e L _ ‘.
.._‘N_1 = !1 K .-Nz' 1} N Ny =8 | .N4 ]0f~ (\
R1°; 232.0 . R2 = 295.5'..@ "Ry —'1??.0 o _R.4 : 233i5j
- Average Rank Average Rank ,|'Average'Rank : Average Rank )

=21.09 .- =21.90. . . =232 .- - 23.35

Critical value Gf"H (3df, .05 levél): H = 7.815
o Calculated-value of Hi H = .30 -

. : b .
: in suhmary, Hypothesis VIif consisted of eix‘méasures of the ’
teachers’ 11k1ng for and commwtment tp the teaching of Eng]1sh ’ Two of ¥
these measures, or factors, proved to have a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng on the
teacﬁers fam111ar1ty with proféss1ona1 ]1terature The other four
. factors proved to be 1ns1gn1f1cant Found to. be significant were the .
deqree to which.'the teachers ]7ked to teachaEng]1sh and whether.the-
teacherS' had beeri decisive tntchoosing to teaeh,Ehglish;..Foqnd tp be
ﬁnsigniftcant‘were whéther the teachers had done an'English méthods
course,, how they had regarded Eng]1sh dur1ng thelr teaching careers,
the percentage ofnteach1ng time spent on the teaching of Eng]1sh and: '

~whether the’ teachers intended ‘to teachuEng]1sh for. the remainder of .

their teaching .careers.

NPT .27




-2,

,
s, -
v
.
.)
v

" to,discuss Eng]1sh the calculated value of H was H 4 33 wh11e the .,

."Drofess1ona1 11terature 1t shou]d be noted however that the . averaqen

- rank of those " teachers who met . requ]ar]y was much h1qher than that.of

. . ) .. § - . c v oL ' . 3

: Hyp'bthésis IX (A - €)
The n1nth and f1na1 major hypothes1s of the study dealt w1th . .
factors related to the teachers part1c1n ion in meet1nqs to d1scuss o " A

English. _q' ' R . o S

2

‘The f0110w1ng factors re]ated to teaCheh part1c1pat1on in Enq11sh
meet1ngs will have no s1gn1f1cant bearThg upon the teachers fam111ar1ty

\nth profess1ona1 hterature. ) '\l;

A. Frequency of meet1nqs w1th1n the sch001 to. dxscuss Engl1sh

B. Frequency of part1c1pat1on in. rea1ona1 Engl1sh meet1nqs

+

C. Whether the teacher has attended a prOV|nc1a1 meet1ng of Eng11sh "3 __,” d

J

teacherst o o R 'f ;: | . | o -

o

Us1nq the Kruska1 wa11ace Test for Hypothes1s IX(A) 'where'the ;..""f'a” 3

factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was the frequency of meetings. w1th1n the schoo1~

cr1t1ca1 va1ue of H w1th 2 degrees of freedom and at the 05 1eve1 of
\.

conf1dence was H = 5 99 The null hyoothes1s,_therefore, was accepted

The frequency w1th wh1ch the teachers met within the1r schoo]s to d1scussl -

English did not have a s1an1f1cant bear1ng upon the1r fam111ar1ty with -

those who met_only occas1ona11y or. never. R S ot
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| Hypothes1s IX(A) R
. R S FREQUENCY OF REGULég MEETINGS WITHIN THE SCHOOL A
R L o .=~ . - 70 DISEUSS ENGLISH GRS

\ ) ’, R - B .,_ . -: . 'oU
A - ' ; L -
Lo A ('Ré§U1ak1Y) o . B‘(OnTy.octesﬁena]]y) S C (Néver). -
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' Using the Maﬁn-whitney U Test for Hypothesis HX(B) where " the
, Factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was the frequency of teacher Dartrc1pat1on 1n
Q ~
) re_1ona1 meet1ngs¢to d1scuss Enq11sh the calcu]ated value of 7 was

& 7 2
fZ .05, wh11e the cr1t1ca1 va1ue of Z, -at the 05 1eve1 of conf1dence,

Ll

s .
Z=1. 96 The nu11 hypothes1s, therefore was reJecied The

;, . " .'H" “ frequency w1th wh1ch teachers part1cf53§§d in reg1ona1 meet1nqs Io.-

..d1scuss Enq11sh\d1d have a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the1r fam111ar1ty

- L -
a f. : .
: s I

w1th profess1ona1 11terature Those teachers who met occas1ona11y were :

- S f" more fam111ar w1th the Journal -and book t1t1es used 1n the study than .
«,-those who never met oy T . o Y.
o . ’ . T : ' -
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FREQUENCY OF fEACHER PARTICIPATION IN REGIONPL

FIGURE 34 :
B ‘vaothes1s IX(B)

.q'.

.. ‘?

Lo
ENGLISH MEETINGS . - "+ . -

m

4

'A}( Reédlar]y)?~.

.. B (TOhJY:ogcasjéna11y)f"

c (Never), ”._'ﬂ,ifﬁ

T Y ; BN :
My = L M= Ny = 23y
E ‘: -J' . - ,‘| " N ' .
7 Ry= 4900 R 421.0-',. -
g | Average hank h ‘Averaqe Rank
" - 25, 78 =18, 30
] Qr1t1ca1 valqe of Z 95 1eve1 _1,96}' .
o Ca1cu1ated value. of I: 7 = —2.0§ o

factor be1ng 1nvest1gated was whether the teachers had attended a

LN

Us1nq the Mann Wh1tney U Test for. Hynothes1s IX(C), where the .

prov1nc1a1 meet1nq to d1scuss matters re]ated to. Eno11sh the - ,.555

.ca]cu1ated ya]pe of Z-was Z =
-the 05.1eve1'of”confidence was 7 =
‘ therefore, was accepted

_prOV1nc1a1 meet1ng of Eng11sh teachers did not have a s1gn1f1cant .

1 96

- 75, wh11e the cr1t1ca1 va]ue of Z, at

The null hynothes1s,

Whether the teachers had been at a N

<

bear1ng on the1r¢fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 1\Terature

S
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A (Yes). S 5 “2’ o
oné of the fattors wh1ch might noss1b1y 1nf1uence teachers to read que

e m-the teechérs fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 11terature, wh11e the gther

“two proved fns1gn1f)caht. Found to bé s1gn1f1cant was the frequency V1th A

FIGURE 35 |
vaothes1s IX(C)

WHETHER FEAchRS HAD ATFENDED PROVINCIAL ENGLISH MEETING .

- A \‘

_N] =6 - ; Co o N2 f ?7-. _ ; :, %
: ' ‘ . L . o0 L g - j;'

R, = 153.5 S .-+ R,=.792.5 - - S © 5
1 ‘ . coae2 o ST - £
Average Rank ='25.58 2 ‘ .. Average Rank =.21.42 . v B

. Critical vé}dé of 1 (.05'1eve1):~Z-F J,§6 8
CaTeulated value of I: 1= -.75
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~In §ummary, et the outset ot this stUdr the'inVestiqator'feit that-

5

S
SR,

RRE

' nrofess1ona1 11terature was the frequency W1th wh1cQ they met, e1ther
'1oca11y, reg1ona11y, or prov1nc1a11y, to d1scuss matters: re]ated to ' "-_ *J

' Enq11sh, share 1deas, talk ovir prob]ems coﬁmon to the oroun suqqest

so]ut1ons, etc... It was further felt’ that the d1scuss1on§ at’ these

‘ meet1nqs wou1d mot1vate teachers to search in nrofess1ona1 Journals and’ '
"books fogladd1ttona1 information..on the matters cons1dered D e
‘ ¢ : T .
) . o .

" Three factors re1ated to English meet1ngs,'therefore were 1nc1uded

in Hynpthesis'IX. One of these proved to have a s1qn1f1cant bearing on  + - . L :

°

o
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‘which teachers at_tended' regioral meetings to discuss Enalish, The -
frequehcy of meetings within the Schools to discuss Engh’sh and whethé'r"’-
the. teachers had attended a provincial Enqhsh mee ting proved‘fpto be
B -1ns1qn1f1cant _‘ . . | ‘
Lk, . ) .' : . . (] -
R ’ ' S i
. The 1mp11cat1ons of some of' these f1nd1 ngs for the teachmg of. )
Enqhsh 1n Newfoumjland are e1aborated upon in Chapter V. S ‘
) T
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ChliP"rER v ’ .

| RESULTS , .CONCLU‘SI.dNS;, AND IMPLICATIONS ' . - TR
| LRy S - o 1

I This. s.tud‘y'began with 'the assulrnption 'that the teaching of Engl_is'h. ° . . '

is 1ndeed a prof.{esswn and that the 1nd1v1dua1 teacher of Enghsh ig

: oj_hgated to maintain h1s nrofessmna] status by keeplnq up to- date with ° '

new deve]ooments in h1s field. Given the fact that one: of the most
effectwe ways of meettng 'th1s obhgatmn of keep1ng up to date is

. through wide readmg of professmna] 11terature th1s study set out to ) }
* . ’ ’ ¢ 3

answer two 1mportant questwns
‘ 1." How much professmna] readmg do teachers of English 1n Newfoundland :-' )
) engage in and h ow fam1har are ~Rhey with some of the better known Journa1s o g
' F\f\ " and books in Enqhsh and 1n educatmn genera]'ly” |

;2. What are the factors and conditions conducive.to ‘an EngHsh teacher s
) |

. vn de read-mg of profess1ona1 matemal and to a qonsequent anh degree of .7 . . 3
N e ., S, . '-‘2

fam1har1 ty w1th such. materia]’f‘

L 4
L)

A samp]e of f1fty teachers of Enghsh was se]ected from a populatmn
e
of approxlmately five hundred the selectmn being made ona random,

strat1 fied basis. The random sample was stratified on the basis>of communi ty

7

‘ swze w1th teachers from smaH med1um and 1arge s1zed commumt1es be1ng

l
n

S

»

se1eeted. , - "‘;, .
S These f1fty teachers were then interviewed by the 1nvest1gator,

" with the he]p of a deta11ed 1nterv1ew guidey ore\nous]y prepared

¢ \ e . .
. . v ) . : Lo
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s
' This'interview‘guide consisted of four main barts;:each'with a

d1st1nct fungtion to perfenn and each. consisting of 1tems re]ated to ‘the

two maJor qdest1ons of the study out11ned prev1ous1y _ Thus one'set of

4 tems was used to secure data on the genera] profeSs1ona1 read1no habits -

of the teachers Another set of items. prOV1ded data on a nUmber of

Afactors (for exmnple, teacher age) thought to be re1ated 'to profess1ona1 a

read1ng A further set of 1tems sought to e11c1t teacher opinion regard1ng :

factors prompt1ng them to read profess1ona1 mater1a1 and prevent1ng them

T o

) from read1nq even more. The final set of 1tems cons1sted of teacher

, .
rat1ngs of journals and books on a seven and f1ve point fam111ar1ty sca]e

Three un1vers1ty personnel in the f1e1d of Eng]1sh he]ped to'. '.
determine the va11d1ty of this 1nstrument Its re11ab111ty was éeterm1ned

w1th the*help of seven St.. John S teachers of Eng11sh, using the test

.re- tegt method

!

As a check on the'subjects'ihbnesty pf response, several fictitious =

- e

titles_were included among the valid titles which the teachers rated'dn.“

. the familiarity scales. A standard,or maximum numbér of checkings of

‘ . - - > ’
;?Etjtious tiies, Was, then set, as a result of which seven teachers.were
eliminated from that part of the'study.édnststtng of teacher familiarity

.ratings of journal and book titles.:

a

- _‘ ‘ / : - . .. - . ! ~\‘. o
The reésylts related-to the first major question of the study (i ey,

“how much profess1ona] reading do teachers of Engl1sh in Newfoundland engage

7'..1n, etc.) were ana1ysed ahd reported in a pure]y deScr1pt1ve manner

Y

T o
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sections. : Answerslto the first.major question of the study will be ;f"~\

.outlined in'Seqtion'Bﬁ.

T A FIRST MAJOR QUESTION CONCLUSIONS

in educat1on genera]]y

Those resu]ts re]ated to the second major question of the study

(1 e., what are the factors and cond1t1ons conduc1ve to an Eng]1sh

" teacher's wide read1ng of profess1qna1 material, etc, ) were ana]ysed in

a more stat1st1ca1 manner For this part of the study, two reasonab]y i

“w

well known non- parametr1c tests were used, the Kruskal wallace Ana1y51s

of'Var1ance by Ranks (A Rank Test for Two _or More Independent Samples)‘

'fahd the Mann:whitney U Test (A Rank'Test'fér Two Independent Samp]és)

~

"w1th the use of these tests, a total of" th1rty five 1ndependent var1ab1es, -

'or factors were 1ooked at and the1r effect on the teachers fam111ar1ty

P

. WLth profess1ona1 11terature determ1ned A . . ; .'-f-

11. CONCLUSIONS . -

.It;is-convenient to'grouo_the contlusions of this study into two

N reported in Section A; answers to the second majér ‘question will -be/

- . .o !
2 . ‘ e B

- . < -
1) - . . 0 . ¢ .

a4

The f1rst major quest10n of th1s»study asked how much orofess1ona1

read1ng teachers of English in Newfound]and-engage 1n and how fam111ar

- they are with some of .the better known books  and Journa1s in Eng11sh and

7
.
’ N 1

[

" The answer to this f1rst major quest1on was arr1ved at through a

ser1es of sub questf)ns, the resu]ts of wh1ch were reported 1n detail’in

fChapter v, Br1ef1y summar1sed they were as fo]]ows

S AL oA ¢ e A




eighty per cent did not.

'Engl1sh and 1n educat1on genera]ly seventy per cEnt d1d own such a

teachers., - f . S . o

b

. 1. One thlrd of the teachers read less than ane hour per week wh11e

[

Four per cent did no profess1ona] read1ng at a11 ’ o [ :,.' ‘

‘e

¢

. 2. Th1rty e1ght per cent of the teachers had read, w1th1n Six months of

<

'the 1nterv1ew, a book re1ated to Eng11sh and another th1rty per cent had

read such a book w1th1n,one month of the 1nterv1ew. -E1ght per cent had-.

L

notread’a book of thisdescription fn'tw0'years or more.,
3. Forty;stx ber cent qftthe teachers‘had read w1th1n one month of.the-
interview, a books re]ated to eduoat1on genera]ly, Four per cent had not

read such a hook w1th1n two years T .

<

4. Thirty7ij per cent of the teachérs had read from one.to three’

journa1s-dur1ngfthe school year; four per cent had read no journals at all..

5. Twehty ber cent ‘of the teachers subscribeg to a professional journal;

.

6. Th1rty per Cent Qf the teachers d1d not bwn a co]]ect1on of books in-

-;collect1on

”

7. Seventy e1ght per’ cent of the teachers read T1me and thwrty e1qht per

‘cent Newsweek No educat1ona] Journal was read by a 51gn1f1cant number of

A "

Sy . o
8... The h1ghest poss1b1e rat1ng score that could have been obtained on

the Journa]s and books used in the study was 290 rhe mean rating was

. found to be 91.51; the h1ghest rat1ng was 157,

\ ,_ IR n
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: degree with some of the better known Journa1s and books 1n Eng]1sh and in

. b

‘l Bas ed on these-findings, it is concluded that'the teacher of Eng]ish

in Newfoundland is dofng some_pr%fessiona] reading;_but,not'nearly as mdch

'..aslhe shou]d be doing giyen the vaTue td'the:teachér of wide and varied

perusa] of profess1ona] Journa1s and books . It is further conc]uded that

the teacher of Eng11sh in Newfound]and is not fam111ar to any s1gn1f1cant

J
education genera11y. - : - \ ‘ . } o '

. . '
v N 1

when asked why they vere ndf’read1ng more seventy per: cent of the - o

teachers rep]1ed that the1r heavy work1oad and consequent 1ack of t1me n\

were the maJor obstac]es ﬂnenty per cent'rep11ed that there ‘was no

prqfess1ona1 read\ng mater1a1 ava11ab1e 1n_the1r schools.

; Nhen asked where the respons1b1]1ty for prov1d1ng the teacher w1th

5

profess1ona] read1ng mater1al 1ay, f1fty four _per cent rep11ed that it
"was the duty of the Eng]1sh department head Forty-four per cent named ’
the 1nd1v1dua] teacher of Eng11sh and forty per ggnt Eng11sh personne]

A -

.in the Department of Educat1on C SR

s

B. SECOND MAJOR QUESTION: CONCLUSIONS .

Preliminary to discussion of the second major question of this

. \sthdy, which askéd what fFactors and conditions areAconduct<: to an .

Eng]ish teacher's wide reading of professfona1 1iterature

to a
consequent h1gh degree of fam111ar1ty w1th such 11terature, a o1nt made

\

ear11er needs to-be re1terated I .".-.- LE T

5 - s ”

\

profess1ona1 read1ng, was corre]at1ona1 in nature and was therefore p]agued

. e ) . o ' :

. This section of the present study, deahng vkth factors re1ated» to ,

e

iy’
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with-the probt ern' encountered by at]‘ cor're]atiOnat ,stUd;‘es;"name.ly’, the .-
" . . impossibility of deter;nim’ng exact t.auses of.fihdings Severa] of the
.. . Lo o ' ’factors 1nyest1gated in the present study \were found to have a significant
' _bearmg upon the teachers' famﬂ]amty with profess1onal hterature To. .
state, however, that these factors were def1mte]y the sole causes of

\

he greater fam1har1ty is to m1s1nterpret the flndmgs and to m1sunder-

U

. stand the nature of corre]atwna] studies general]y rhus, when o
) gn1f1cant findings are reported p0551b1e causes are specu]ated upon

¢
It is 1mposs1b]e to determme definite causes.

" Also, it should be noted that “the ranked nature. of the data
N ~

prec]uded ad1fferent -more reveahng stat1st1ca1 treatment than that A

, L » used, | ) ’ | . . ‘ e - .
r § . ’ . o ) ’_ . : - ’ ’ ; °

It was found that the tédching grade, or certificate, of the . °

‘teachers had a 51gn1f1cant bearmg upon their, fa 111ar1ty with professmna]
é

]1terature Those teachers Wi, th a grade fo\lr cert1f1cate were most” .
: fam1har w1th the Journa1 and book titles used, fo]]owed by those w1th
A s a grade s1x or seven cert1f1cate those w1th a grade three cert1f1oate,’
o | v and by those: w1th a grade fwe certlflcate }Mhen no c]ear pattern was -
obse_r\{ed in th\’ese results,,the data were fur.ther'exam,ined an«d it was
found that the 'critical factor contributing to thesé findings seered to.be -
teachmg experlence rather than teaching grade Fifty per c'ent 'of" the ’teachers
'w1th grade four cert1f1cate, who were most familiar with the titles, had from ..

v

: oH to 20 years teachmg expemence whﬂe on]y 33.4 per cent of thern had
! ’ ' : ) . - s — t . 4
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FIGURE 36 b
THE SIGNIFICANCE OF TEACHING EXPERIENCE AS A FACTOR IN B
FEACHERS‘ FAVILIARITY-WITH PROFESSIONAL LITERATURE =~ <. - §
L _Teéch.j:ng Expefience - ° "‘T,éaching Certificate 3 ‘Pér,‘cen_t';age ¥
ey o a0 s .
E L X AR S s
L 3 16,8 - 2
" 5 23.6
S S S S {
2 - 5yrs. 4 33.4
v 6or 7% 15 |
: i 50
..' o v |

- *These are arranged from greatest famI 11ar1ty with professwna]
- 1i'terature to least famIHarIty :

!

0 : . /)‘
: .

- : s et : . R . .
from 2 to 5 years experience. Among the teachers with certificate five.

T

e Ihow'ever who were ‘]east fafni'Har with the titles (used, only 23, 6-'per'

P

cent had from gl to 20 years experIence while near]y ‘one- ha]f or 47 .
per cent had from Z/te 5 -years teaching experIence The comp]ete

p1 cture of these ﬁndmgs is shown in FIgure 36"

120
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" Teaching experience was also investigated as an independent

. . VE , e : o -
ya_ri able separdte from teaching orade and was found to have a sigm’ﬁ'ca_nt

bearing upon the teachers fam111ar1 ty with ‘brofe551ona1 hterature
LN 1\

The ‘more-experienced the teacher, .the. more familiar he was with

'profess1ona] hterature. : *,_

-

_ teacher, the more 1ikely he is. to have read and to comtiriue to read:

. , Yoo : L.
widely in, professionLl literature and to be more familiar with such .
Titerature. | - o .

Also found ‘to be significant was: the, 'té'achers degree of

sat1sfact1on vnth their teachmg performance Those teachers whose

.maoor teachi ng subJect was Enghsh and who were d1ssat1sf1ed with the1r

"teaching performances were most fam1har with the titles used Second

.

These find'l ngs indicate, therefgre,_ that the more experienced.the

~in degree of fam1har1 ty were those teachersuwhose maJor teaching subJect

was English .and who, were reasonab]y content w1th their performances

(e

_Least fam111ar w1th the titles used were those. teachers whose major

teaching subject was not English and who were satisfied with their

" - performances .

A reasonab]e interpretation of ‘these fi'n'dings is that thg,se

2

teachers not content w1th the JOb they are do1ng are more likely to o

_‘turn to professional hterature in search of he1pfu1 1deas than those

who beheve the job they are domg is qu1te adequate . | D

.



" were mth the t1\t1es usedJ

I't was, found, that. the attitude of the teachers towards, professional

i NN ).a\ CL . * . . o f . L
literature had a sigmﬁcant bearing Upon their fami-h’ari ty. with such'

11"t'erature rhose teachers who expressed a positwe att1 tude were more |
fam1har with the. t1t1es used than those who expressed negatwe fee'lmgs
towards profess1ona1 1iterature (for examp]e, profession-a] 11terature is
too theorehca] to be of any pra’ét1ca] value.in one's te»;}ﬂ'ngl It qs
concluded that a pos1t1ve attitude towards the value of professmna]

»~

11terature prompts the teacher to read more w1de1y and to become more

fam1har w1th the profess1ona1 mater1a1 avaﬂab]e to h1m

i

D Another factor which proved to be'sigrﬁﬁfoant was the teachers'

assessments of the value of their 'um' versity training., It was found,

that the more posi t1ve the assessment, the Tess fam111ar the teachers
N

However, for two rea;ons, no valid c_:'onc'msions. can be drawn from
this finding: L | E '

-~ 1. There was an insufficient number of - responses in onec)of the a1ternat1ves

to aHow fer proper statistical. testmg The- result was that the remaining

altern_at1 ves did not -adequate]y distinguish o'etween posi'tive_ahd'negatire

.assessments of the teachers’ t_raim'ng.1' . )

2. Most of the responses were in one alternati ve, leaving. the other

- alternatives with the bare minimum number of responses suggested 'fo_r

N

.9

1

'See- Interview Guide, Appendix A, Part T, SectYon A, No, 9.

1220
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Lo 'accurate use of the Statistlca] test empioyed It is 11ke1y that’ the :
o stat1st1ca1 test therefore because 1t was used under unfavourab]e

cond1t1ons, prov1ded maccurate resu]ts

-
J

' Another factor found to have a s1gn1f1 ?ant bear1 ng: upon the
; teachers fam111ar1 ty w1 th professwna] ]1terature was whether the1r T
t.schoo1 pri nc1pa1§ urged them to attend meetmgs re'fated to Enghsh
Thosé’ teachers whose pr1 nc1pa1s d1d do such promptmg were more famfhar'

.‘w1th the t1t1es ,psed than those teachers whose pr1nc1paTs d1d not

Furthermore whether the pr1nc1pa]s caTled. the attentwn of the1r B

E teachers to re]evant books and aourna]s from t1me to t1me was Yound, to .

o

; have a s1gmf1cant bearmg upon the teachers fanuham ty w1 th professiona]

LN AT ) . . . ) i -
11terature. S | = Lo
.~ R ' /’ o . - ] . - ) ' . ‘_.
- These f1nd1 ngs - seem to 1nd1cate that teach\rs do Mmore profess1 ona]

)

read1ng when prompted to do so by a 1eader or super:or I ‘

quvfactors re]ated to the Eng'hsh departments of the study schools
""were found to have a very- 51gn(1f1cant bearmg upon the teachers fam111ar1ty
with profess10na1 11terature, name]y, how the teachers rated their English .
‘departments (for examp]e, as . very actwe, moderately -active, etc. ) and

the nature of, discussions Ain English departme_nt me'etm_gs'; However,

. because so few of the schools visited had an English department, there was -

: a very small number of responses in several of 'the~categor1’es:<tested .under’”

these two factors. In fact, the nurber of responses Was at times lower -

<«

I

L
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* than the minimum suggésted- for accurate use-of the statistical test .
. emp]oyéd. - _ " RO

rhe fi nd1ngs for these two factors, therefore are reported here
but because of the p0551b1]1ty of 1naccuracy of stat1st1ca’l testmg, .

T nd 1nterpretatlons or ram1f1cat1ons are drawn from them N :

One factor re]ated to- the Enghsh department&vof the schoo‘ls d1d

1 »

however have sufficient nunbers of responses 1n eadh of 1ts categomes

re g <

to aHow for accurate stat1st1ca1 testmg - whether the ,teachers wereO
requwred to read about mat ters’ d'lscussed in Enghsh department meetmgs o
had -a s1gn1f1 caht effect 'upon the1r fam|11ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 '
"v hterature Those teachers who were requfred £o do such read1nds were

more fannhar w1th the ti tJ es used ‘than thoseowho were not., a" a

R Th1‘s -finding once more fndi Ccates the 'desirabi]i'ty of an. ﬁndividu,a1
r 7 ina pos1t1on of 1eadersh1p, in- th1s case the head of the school! S .

Enghsh department tak1 ng the 1rh t.‘l at1Ve in promptmg h1s teachers to

S do profess1ona1 read1ong R T L o

° . 1 . ) : ¢,
N ) '
yTe

© Also found _to have a. s1gm f1cant bear1no upon the- téachers

v

h fam;ham ty w1th professi oana] hterature was' whether‘nthe teachers 11ked
- \ v , . -

AP

_v‘ to teach Enghsh or mere1y taught 1t because Enghshfwas the on]y subJect o

~ open to them Those who did like to teach EngHsh were more fam111ar

-

: mth the tbt]es used than thosecwho d1d not R ,'

Also found to be signi.f.ic‘ant and, again, related to the teachers '
o w N . .7 . Bl . ."'-"- . . ¢ . ‘9
like or dislike for English; was whether they had béen _deycisive in choosing’

- o.
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’
4

~ teach.

}fami]ian with the ‘titles than'those who had~majored"1n other subject areas. )

11k1ng for that subJect and the extent of h1s tra1n1ng in 1t The‘

'1mp11cat1ons for nroper teacher p]acement in SUbJeCt areas are ev1dent

‘cwere those who never met:’ . : -

“to be_not re]evant.], S1m1lar]y,,mapy of the: factqrs.1nvest1gated-1h the

o z'. | : I " '12.5.

to teach Ehg]iSh.:' Those teachers whose cho1ce had been a- persona]]y
)
decisive. one were MOre familiar w1th profess1ona1 11terature than those ..

\who had hadtpo say in the se]ectlon of a subJect they would Tike to )

X o o - ~.°

T o

'it'was further‘found that the teachers‘ major area-of'university
trainingd had‘a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the1r fam111ar1ty w1th the t1t1es

used in the study. Those teachers who had maJorédA1n Eng]1sh were.more

-t

[y

5 )
These f1nd1ngs wou]d seem to 1nd1cate that the amount of profess1ona1

_read1ng a teacher does in a SUbJECt area depends to some degree upoh h1s

e
4

{ . *
and are further descr1bed in a 1ater.sect1on ‘of .this chapter.

N ana]]y, the frequency with wh1ch ‘the teachers net- reg1ona1]y to .

J-'dlscuss Eng11sh was found to have a s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon the1r

0

fam1]1ar1ty w1th profess1ona] 11terature Those teachers who. met

ﬁ

occas1ona1]y were'more fam111ar wlth the t1t1es used in the study than

.
9

It was repbrted in°Chapter“II of thts s tudy that many of- the

factors thought to be re]ated to the profess1ona1 read1ng of teathers
. %

1nvest1gated?1n a: Natlona] Educat1on Association studv (1970) turned out |

"o *

. R ' [P
. v :

v . IR . . . .- .
. ‘. 7 - ' ’
[P A . IS
Y ~ v " " .
’ - -
.

[ . R

-See page 26 O T
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‘present s tudy proved to have no stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon N
the teathers' familiarity with profess1ona1 11terature ~ Among th1s group
" of 1nsignifioant,facton? were school sjze'as measured by.number of

. - I : u-‘ .
, classrooms and by student enrolment and the size of the communities,in

which thé schools were located, whether sma]1,. medium, or Targe. This
1ast f1nd1ng was m1rrored by the Peterson study (1962) wh1ch found that

type of commun1ty --rura], urban suburban --had.no effect on the teachers
: p /! ’

profesB1ona1 rjead1ng.I s 4 R : -
Among those fadtors related to teacher ¢héracteristfcs (for example,

I

LY

age, teaching:certificate), on]y age proued to be statisticale insignificantf |

A . .

X Two of the four factors related to the un1vers1ty tra1n1ng of the
4
-teachers wenc>found to be stat1st1ca1]y 1ns1gn1f1cant, namély, the recency

of un1ver51ty tra1n1ng and the de ree to which the teachers had been made

'fam111ar w1th profess1ona1 11 _ature dur1ng their un1vers1ty tra1n1ng
However, there were 1nsuff'c1ent numbers 1n two of the categor1es to
adequate]y test the s:gn1f1cance of recency of un1vers1ty tra1n1ng Had ) ;
" the number of gespon es in these categor1es been 1argeg, the resu]ts m1ght

have been d1fferent.

~

Despite the opimd "expressed by the'majority of*teachers in this

_ study that ‘their heavy work]oad and consequent lack of t1me was the maJor

hindrance to the1r profess1ona1 read1ng, none of the four- factors re]ated

-

to the work]oad of the teachers was found to be stat1st1call 1gnﬂf1cant

, : . - . h
A SN - . . . L . o

v

1See_ page 30.' R .' .:,

T
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(1t 1s 1nterest1ng to ndte a]so that many of the stud1es rev:ewed in

Chapter 1% , for examp]e, Squire - and Applebee (1968) Peterson (1962)

and H1pp1e and G1b11n (1971), po1nted to heavy work]oad and }ack pf-tfme ;
'as maJor obstac]es to a teacher S profess1ona1’read1ng 1 The ‘factors \

retatedlto teacher.work]oad in the present study were.thé average size

9

, _of the c]asses taught by the-teachers; the'percentage of the schoo1‘heeh
K the teachers spent teach1ng, the number of outs1de c]ass respon51b111t1es
‘he]d by the teachers, and the number of other subJects the teachers taught ,
' '1n add1t1on to Enthsh; -inz w1th'one of these-factors d1d sma]l numbers

" 'in one of the' categories pbssib]y,inf]uence:the resu}ts.

Hdﬁ the:e:findings'are,to bé-interpreted(is not readi1yfevident

There 1s the poss1b1]1ty that the factors 1nvest1gated were not valid

i measures of a teacher®s work]oad and that other more va11d measures .

.,m1ght have produced d1fferent resu]ts The 1nvest1qator feels, however,_

that, the measures 1ooked at- were qu1te sound.. .

A]so 1nc]uded n the list of 1ns1gn1ﬁ1cant factors were-whether the

teachers were. requ1red to’ read up on matters d1scussed in staff meet1ngsl

'.,"and whether the schoo]s provlded a- d1sp1ay space for profess1ona1

.

11terature,and'money to purchase ‘such ]1terature Two recommendat1ons of

Simpson's (1942) as. to how'teachehs could be encouraged to ‘read more were

) that schoo]s set. aS1de money -every month for the purchas1ng of profe551ona1

' mater1a1 and that 1n staff meet1ngs d1scuss1on of new 1deas, new methods

. °

"See pages 22, 24, and 27 ,-respectively. ® . .. R ";.; \
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[

' _not.» These were whether the teachers had done’an English methods courses; :

7

f.

, N . . . ] - ) . . .

and materla]s shou1d be encouraged 1 Accord1ng to the results of, the
present study, neither of these factors 1s c1ear1y s1gn1f1cant A]so in
th1s connect1on, it is 1nterest1nq to note the finding of Fisher (1958

that the nearer at ‘hand profess1ona1 mater1a1s were, the more 11ke1y they

.

_were to, be read In the present study, the presence of a d1sp1ay space

for profess1ona1 11terature proved to have. ‘no s1gn1f1cant 1nfLuence on

the teachers' read1ng hab1ts B : o Vo

The presence or absence of an Eng11sh department in the schoo]s
Was fbund to have no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon ‘the teachers fam111ar1ty

with profess1ona1 1itérature However ‘where there were Eng1tsh
As.
departments, certa1n factors (for examp]e whether the teachers were’

asked to read up on matters d1scu$sed 1n departmenéjﬁ%é%?ngs)'were :
~ . '-‘. L \
found to be s1gp1f1cant o ;, o RS

-

The. teachers' viewvof their schools ' Eng]1sh departments as r1g1d-

or 1nnovat1ve also proved to be 1ns1gn1f1cant

!
»

a

“oel T Two of the factors re]aied to the teachers' 11k1ng for and

" 2See pace. 31, - | S I

devot1on°to Eng11sh were found to be slgn1f1cant , others, however, were

how the teachers had regarded Eng11sh during their teach1ng careers (for .

Example,;as the1r maJon,teach1ng subgect){ whether the teachers intended

i

'. to'teach Eng]ish_for_thé‘remainder ot théfr téaching Careers;“and thee

percentage-of teaching time per week the teachers ‘spent teaching English.

]See paae 28i~'
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« A

o fam111ar1ty w1th profess1ona1 I1terature

.‘/.._'-‘ \.... . ' ]29

' . . . . N
. A - . .
- P . v . L

FinaIIy;?the'frequencynwith-which teachers met Wwithin their schools
_to discuss'Eninsh and whetherlthey:had atten d a-provinciaI meeting of

EngI1sh teachers were found to have no s1gn1f1cant bear1ng upon-their

Y

o

,'III.-‘,IMPLI.CAT'IONS - S

A. IMPLICATIONS FOR' THE TEACHING OF ENGLISH IN NENFOUNDLAND

s - PO

e

-Based on the resu]ts of th1s study, the fo]Iqw1ng 1mp11cat1ons for

the teach1ng of Eng]1sh in Newfound]and schoo]s are noted:

‘A . [}

1. More needs to be done to encourage teachers to read more profe551ona1 :
11terature “stnce teachers of EngI1sh 1n NewfoundIand today are not. read1ng

as much as they should and are not ‘familiar to any s1gn1f1cant degree w1th

)

_the vaIuabIe orofess1ona1 literature available to them " The respons1b111ty

" for such- encouragement, accord1ng to the teachers in th1s study, lies w1th

héads. of English departments, Department of Educat1on personne] in EngI1sh

"schooI pr1nc1pa]s, and with the indiyidual teachers of EngI1sh themse]ves

-
It seems- reasonabIe to suggest ‘that teacher tra1n1ng personnel shouId be

mentioned here as weII. ’ LT . S

Specifically, in schooIs that have- no. EngI1sh department the
schooI pr1nc1pa] shou]d draw 'the. attent1on of h1s teachers to reIevant
art1c1es, JournaIs, and books, w1th the suggest1on that some of these

might prove heIpfuI in their teach1ng For exampIe, he myght’draw to the’

,attent1on_of one of his teachers unfamiliar with abi1ity groupihg-procedures'

.

W

s
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a. journal artic1e or book on the subjecta Should the teacher fee] he has

f
[
EN
Y
-y

,benef1ted from the suggested read1ng, he w111 be more 1nc11ned to read

Cod

. more professional_mater1a1 in the ‘future. . The school pr1nc1pa1 should: -

E i J

also prompt his teachers'to'attend regionai meetings related t%)English,l

-
’

“In schools that'haye'an English department, the above duties are,

of course, those of the-department‘head"-in addition -to these, the ~~ =~ . . .
department head should prompt h1s teachers, formally -or- 1nforma11y, to B
'read up on matters d1scussed 1n department meet1ngs - In this study,»,-

jteachers under the department heads who did, such prompt1ng were - ,

s1gn1f1cant1y more fam111arrw1th profess1ona] 11terature than teachers

whose department heads did not do such prompting. - - 'f ' {;:'

. Department of EdUCat1on personne] in Eng11sh and 1oca1 teacher _
1eaders .in Eng11sh in ‘the d1fferent areas of the prov1nce shou]d continue
'and poss1b1y 1ncrease the;r efforts to organ1ze frequent reg1ona1 meet1ngs
-of teachers of Eng]1sh.l Such'meet1ngs often stimulate d1scuss]on'ofrnew o 3
:ideas and’nove1 approaches and provide ainatura1 1mpetus for teachers £b_ |
'_search “in profess1ona1 Titerature for more 1nformat1on on the 1ssues o »:F'.'
.‘d1scussedi For example, teachers at a reg1ona1 meet]ng m1ght d1scuss R
. ‘the question of the r1ght approach to grammar in.the’ schoo]s. Should " |
}grammar'be disregarded7 Shou]d'the traditiona1-ru1es be drilled? "The
d1scuss1on wou]d bé . certa1n to st1mu1ate 1nterest and debate and a

wr1tten report might be made ava1]ab]e to the teachers The so]ut1on

_arr1ved at shou1d be more 1nte111gent than one arrlved at w1thout e : '.;

R d



- the he1p of research into prOfessiona]'1iterature.'

. e
0y
' L
?

o
RN}
.

.
-

An atmosphere of 1nterest and enqu1ry 1nto new- approaches in the

caeld
25

teach1ng of Eng]1sh would st1mu1ate more profess1ona1 read1ng wh1ch wou]d . )

in turn, acqua1nt teachers of - Engl1sh w1th the professional reading

#

% RN
T, *

'“mater1a1 ava11ab1e,to.them. P R o

. Boards of education wou]d do well a1so to see to 1t that the1r l .‘i

teachers of Engl1sh meet occa51ona11y to d1scuss matters of common ”g

interest.. R : e L i i %

Ihdividual teachers ofIEnglish'should for the purpose of ma?ntainthg\ Zf

lthe1r prd*ess1ona1tsm and Seek1ng to improve the effect1veness of the1r . - f%

',teagh1ng, take it upon themse]ves to read more profess1ona1 11terature .

than many of them do at present. - N | ) ’

. _ _ . , - . - : LT R

- 2. -Teachers of Eng11Sh ih Nveoundland'shou]d be encohraoed by. all those B

;i

profess1ona15 w1th a respons1b111ty for improving the way Eng]1sh 1s'
¢

'-taught in the province,_to persona]Ty'%valuate thekr teacb1ng performances,

+ . their strengths ‘and weaknesses, “and to ]ook to profe551ona] Titerature .~

I

for new ideas and.approaches that cou]d-1mprov% their teaching effectiveness.

3.. The att1tudes of teachers of Eng]1sh in Newfound]and tm~ards profess1ona]
‘_11terature shou]d be. 1mproved s ince, accord1ng ‘to the. results of this’ study, . e
the more positive the att1tude of the teacher towards the value of '
profess1ona1 11terature the more familiar he was with such 11terature.

The fals1ty of some of the atb1tﬁdes towards profess1ona1 11terature held

by many teachers today shou]d be po1nted out (for examp]e, professional

~



v

"11terature 1s too theoret1ca1 to be of any use to the c1assroom teacher j.' Pt 3
and never deals w1th Tocal s1tuat1ons and prob1ems) . The respons1b11#I . ;%
. for such c1ar1f1cat1on rests with Eng11sh department heads, school ' e
pr1nc1pa]s, perSOnne1 in- teacher tra1n1ng,’and all other profeSStonals
: 1nterested in 1mprov1ng Eng]1sh instruction in the prov1nce today
Hav1ng teachers 1ook upon profess1ona1 11terature as a source of new-:
~and. he1pfu1 suggest1ons and approaches to teach1ng wou1d foster better
att1tudes among them and result in more read1ng and more fam111ar1ty
w1th profess1ona1 11terature Teadh1ng effectiveness, it ]Stf&]t,

~ ;would 1mprove as-a result.

4. Those persons throughout the province responsible for the hiring and
placement of teachers should carrp'out'this responsib11ity nith the
utmost care and effort to see to it that properly tra1ned teachers are -
'ass1gned to teach Eng115h teachers who have had_a con51derab1e amount

- of un1vers1ty tra1n1ng in the subJect and who WOuld 11ke to ‘teach 1t ‘A - . ';
‘All too often the opp051te has occured Teachers wtth untversnty | é

tra1n1ng in f1elds unrelated to Eng]1sh and who wou]d much rather have = -‘ J
taught SUbJECtS wh1ch they 11ked better and 1n which they"nere more - \ :. w
competent have been ass1gned the job of teach1ng Eng]1sh The o]d say1ng :
that "anyone can teach Eng11sh" is no more va11d today, or perhaps even

L ]ess $0, gtven the many new developments in the field of Eng]tsh teaching, - .
than it was in the. past. .It is, hard]y reasonab1e to demand that téadhers

~of Eng]1sh whose training has been in unrelated. f1e1ds and whose subJect
lpreferences Tie 1n other. areas put fofbb\syery possible effort through ' . ._]
. .’wide profess1ona1 readlng, to keep up~to -date with the profess1on of '

T
2
-
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' En lish teach1ng Properly trained English teachers%vho have some say in- .-
g

'wh1ch subJect they will. teach are the onés better fitted: to carry out

.that respons1b111ty.

- B. IMPLICATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH -~ -« ~ "« &
.‘This.study suggests the need for other studies to.be done in the
“same‘br related areas: ' .

,1 A similar"study could be done using a Sampte stratified, On bases other :

.than those used for the selection of, the sample in the pres§9¢ study (1 €.,
commun1ty size --sma]] medrum or Jarge). Commun1ty size was not found to "
"have. a s1gn1f1cant effect uoon the teachersﬁ fahi]iarity with professiOna1" 'f )
1iterature A sample strat1f1ed on a d1fferent base. cou]d poss1b1y result

.in an adequate number of responses in a]] categor1es, or a]ternat1ve -~

\ .
‘answers to interview quest1ons, to a]]ow for accurate stat1st1ca] test1ng

LoE

For example, ar studv cou]d be done us1ng as 1ts ‘sampTe only those teachers
w1th a certa1n amount of training in and 11k1ng for Eng11sh A d1fferent1y
se]ected samp]e m1ght i1luminate the resu]ts of the Few factors . : ." K
'.1nvestigated 1n the pregent study wh1ch are now due to 1nadequate numbers

of,responses 1n,some,categor1es, unc]ear.

2.- The present study 1so]ated a'number of factors and cond1t1ons ‘which-
correlated h1gh1y with greater teacher fam111ar1ty with - profess1ona1

- literature. -However, because-of»the-ranked nature ‘of the-data, it was
':inpossib]e'to use eistmtisttcaT'test which“wou]dfenahjefthe.investigator' '

-

-



" to state With more certa1nty and more prec1s1on the causes -of the
f1nd1ngs noted .’ It is felt that the factors and cond1t1ons found in

‘th1s study to be h1gh1y corre]ated w1th greater teacher fam111ar1ty
" with profess1ona1 11terature should be further 1nvestlgated in a

study using data amenable to the use of more revea11ng 5tat1st1ca1

tests.

134
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A -: . . < ' o R
INSTRUMENT
PART I

°_,Seqtton”A - I
- jQ P]ease check the a]ternattve wh1ch represents ynur nresent age:
IR . :. o TR o N ¥ Under 20 years: . - -
S ‘ L _ B:. Between 20 & 29 '
L' L .C. Between 30 & 39
. | ;/ﬁ. 40:orwn6rek-
“t

3 What is the size, in terms of number of c]aSSrooms, of the schoo1-
in which you teach? ' Co

N "-,A 5 rooms or fewer . °
L s B 6 - 10 rooms ' '
) R - C n'gl'if"y,i'“‘{ T " CL 1 - 20 rooms ' ’
- 3 S ;':‘;ffi..tﬁ':; D More than 20 rooms
R . N

3; What 1s the approx1mate student enro]ment of your school?
. S ' A 100 or fewer .
S L 101280 -
| e ;btf"ﬁ}.-T - . -f.c. 251 - 500 . . . :
e e "D 5071 = 1,000
. E. More than 1,060
S .- - - L . . PR s e

4. What ds the average sizeof the classes you teach2 - . . \ A

¥ £ A. 25 or fewer )
3 S . Bl 26-30 .
L3 -35 R '
‘ - " D.3-40. .. AR
T Ei More than40 7 - .. " !
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, o

5. ‘How wou]d you.rate your schoo] S Enq11sh deoartment (where app11cab1e) §
' ‘ _ A. Very-active . '» : 4
B o o .- .B. Moderately active . BN
' ' S ’ o C. Not very‘act1ve ' ' - ;

- 6. 'In.your.Enq1ish departmeht,meetfnqs, what do you discuss, genera]]y? o
e ~A: Routine matters of procedure, such as examinatiens, BT E

B. Ways of improving your English proqram --i.e., - .

' :-" . SR curr1cu1um deve]opment . : S SR

-

'.,_7. Where do you be11eve the ch1ef respons1b111ty for prov1d1ng Enq11sh

.hteachers with Drofess1ona1 ‘books and Journa1s 11es? o _ -_";

) A. N1th the board syper1ntendent R o - Z,I:t AR |

" B. With the board supervisor ' 4 AR :",:_, 3

\ € C.With the Department~of Educat1on Enq11sh personne] St o

" D. With theschool's €nglish departmerit head. L

. E. o With the responsible, individual-English teacher f'f - .’;_ y

F. With the s%hooL 11brar1gn : c “_15. o . ‘ “.:'.?'

’ . . : e Ve

" 8. “uhen did you comp]ete your last un1ver51ty COUrse7 - D , ?'

. A 1 year ago- or 1ess
. o "B.2-5 years ago
‘ C. 6 - 10 years “ago

'DﬂtMore_than,1Q.years ago . -

. .

9. . Please 1nd1cate the dégree to wh1ch you be11eve your, un1versity
tra1n1ng prepared you for’ effect1ve teach1nq :

) A. It he]ped a great dea1 . S .
SN B. It was helpful, but it cou1d have been much better L o

. . It wasn't very. helpful, but it was orobab]y better than | ;<’
SR no_training at all. o

N D)1t was of no help whatsoever i LT
l o o ’ I . . - O h ', T
w . . . '
‘! J - \ Tl .
l’ - N £ [ 1 to
! . . . .
. J' > . \ ~ L. K
! o " . . . .
» ' " ‘ ' :‘,' '
' ‘ el L
/ ' N i . ) 3
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TERCAT- LAy =

st
'E;

: A S e T
\10. During your university training, to what\dEfree-were ydu.made'fami1iar‘ S
: w1th Drofess1ona1 books and journals? . : . )

' A. I was given, or obta1ned, a thorough know]edqe of most of ) o ?ﬁ
the va]uab]e pub11cat1ons in my f1e1d and made wide.use of '
them . :

L B. I became familiar-with the odd book and:journal outs1de my.
" required reading, but I feel too Tittle emphasis was p1aced

.. on this aspect of ;:9£ess1ona1 preparat1on I ‘
;C.'My kKMOwledae of pr8fessional books and, Journa1s was 11m1ted ) .
° . .to the texts prescribed in my courses: I developed no other A
"awareness of profess1ona1 11terature.~. L .
Lt . o, R ,._ ' " B ) . 1 \ .L :
. = 11 Please ihdicate your teaehing experience.-. '
' S B A. 1 .year'
S T B. 2 -5 years .
©.C. %6 - 10 years _ o
" D11~ 20 years '
T, . E. More than-20 Yyears

©oe, -How have you, regarded 1anguage ahd/or 11terature dur1ng your teach1ng e
'.career7 . . _ )

A ' A. 1 “have a]ways Tooked upon 1anquaae and/or Titerature as - ol

v ; ' : my major “teaching subJect(s) - . ,
_ o . B. I never regarded English as my" spec1a11ty and’ tauqht it ©
o o I - only because I had to. o o . o

- | ". ' ‘ ’ »
-+~ 13,7 Please 1ndacate the degree to wh1ch you 11ke to teach 1anduaqe and/or
Y o j1terature , . : 5 _
s “A. 1 prefer to teach one of Wanquage -or 11terature 'qr both, LG

"above any other subJect
“B. My major f1e1d is not Eng1ish but I 11ke teaching, it.

C. English is not my major field and [ teach it only because'
I have to-. - oo - .

D.-"Other (Please §aeqify):

. - .
v .
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15.

16" -

17.

18.

Please.indicate the deéree to which you believe the read1nq of
rofessional ‘1iterature.in. Engljsh and in education. oenera]]y can .
e1p the English teacher 1mprove the quality of hﬂs teach1ng

.A. Since such 11terature is full of new 1deas, approaches, ' L
. . and”’ techn1ques, it is L) very va]uab]e source of help to -

42

f
-

the teacher.

i -

. Since most’ profess1ona1 11terature does not deal.with 1oca1
problems and issues, it is not of ‘much help to theteac Eer

. Most’ professional Titerature 1& too. theoret1ca1 to be of
. much ,use to the classroom teachqr

. Other (Please Spec1fy)

3 o
. . .
3
EES
a . -
S . -

> -

‘Uhich-éf thé fo]ibwing proféssional'asébciatjons are you a memberiof?"

ACNTAT . e
. e B. EE?E S T
- o CLGCTE |

' a ..+ D. NATE .

4 ’
. -

How ofteﬁ do.you meef on an orqahwzéd basis, ‘with the other Eng11sh\
teaehers in your schoo] to discuss matters re1ated to your English ’

j A, Regu1ar1y
B On]y.occasiona11y
C. Never

»

Y
N a

How often do you part1c1pate in Enq]ish curr1cu1um meet1nqs on a
regional, or d1str1ct bagis? - .

o A Regu]ar]y
. Lo o ' _B. Only occas1ona11y
C Never

o

Which of the- fo110w1na statements best descr1bes the’ Ena11sh program
in your schoo]7 - .

A. Our English teachers are requ1red to teach’ the courses of

7

study and use the textbooks orescribed by the Department -
of Education. Any deviation from these regulations 1s

not looked upon favourably: ' - - ¢

R

1

Famaborg T

e .



9.

1.

_ chajrman, or. head7

© you to attend meetings, and workshops . havina to do with English?

. 143

B. Our Eng11sh teachers™ are encouraged to innovate and to

~draw.up programs and courses of study which ‘they be11eve
"will meet the needs of their studénts.

- C. Other (P]ease specify):

Rea11z1ng that a teacher is ‘very rarely u11x content w1th the job he
.is doina, please indicate the ‘degree to wh1ch you are sat1sf1ed with. -
your teach1ng of English: . -

A, Eng]1sh (Fanguage and/or 1iterature) is my major teaching

subject and 1 feel I am do1ng a fa1r1y adequate job w1th 1t.' E

‘B. Even though English is my major teachino subject, I am’ not
.“sat1sf1ed with what I'am doing and fee] I could do a ot
'better 'given the right conditions .

C: S1nce English -is-not my major interest or. teach1nq subject,’
['am. reasonab]y content with the JOb I am do1nq _

D Other comments -

-Is there an Enq11sh’deoartment in your schoo1 W1th a recogn1zed

' "'-.'-A.YeS‘
' - B. No_ .

Are you sometimes required to read up on matters that are d1scussed
in your department meetings? (Where app11cab1e)

: , A. Yes
S Bt

If your school has no English department does your principal urge..

5 A - A, Yes -
. . ..",.-.,‘;B.No.

ERRT It .

- Sect1on B . . T S

T OREARNE



Dges -your pr1nc1pa1 ever call your attent1on to books and journals

which he thinks you. shou]d see?.’

*

_,A. Yes
B. No

Are you ever requ1red to do any- read1nq on subJects that come up 1n

'your staff meet1nqs?

A. Yes

* 8. MNo

Is there a épace prévided in your school where - current. journals and .
books on both the teaching of English and education qenera]ly are N

d1sn]ayed and made ava11ab]e for teacher use?

[

. ce K " . A. Yes

B. No

Does your school make money available for the purchasing of, professional
books and the nayment of subscr1pt1ons fees' to Drofess1ona1 journals?
C A, Yes

s - o .- B No

-
-

.';Have you dehe'ah Enq]ﬁsh methods course?.

, ' o e, AL Yes
' . . - 'B.‘N'O

[ od
[

was your dec1s1on to teach Enq11sh a dEC1s1ve one, based on your 11k1ng

' ifor the sub3ect7

b ‘A, Yes ,' .
B._uo'

. Do you 1ntend to- teach Eng]1sh for the rema1nder of your caraer, 1f

possible?

XS o . Al Yes

,B. No




-

. 8.

11,

7.,

) \ - \ - ¥ : v

Have you ever part1c1pated in a 9rov1nc1a meet1ng of Enq11sh teachers
in which ‘common 1nterests and’ problems were discussed?

A Yes'

~

Section C '
) »’ . T

What is the name of the community in which you teach?

B.NO-._ _ ) Q

N ’

What is the total number of - per1ods per week prov1ded

for in your -school's t1metab1e7 ' . T ’

<

¢ .
»

Of this total nUmber of per1ods, how many do you yourse1f '
teachl

< » - -t -
B . . . . . - .

Of the- total number of periods'wh1ch you tech aer”Week,
how many are spent teaching English Tanguage and/or
11terature7 .

’

What other SUbJECtS do you. teach, if any, 1n add1t1on L
, to 1anguaqe and/or 11terature7 ' o .

, ¢

What outside c1ass resoons1b111t1es do you have, such .

as overseeing,some extracurricular student. act1v1tv?
' (Exclude those dut1es -directly related .to 1nstruct1on
-.-—check1ng napers, eg.) .

\ .

Dur1nq your university tra1n1nq, what was vour major.
. area of study?

What. 1s your present teaching certificate?

XYECA

CES

. E Syl

4:

e

e o
IS
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“PART 2.

- . Section A

gt
4
K]
A
o~

A
Fd

ly
§

g

f o

. Would you p1ease 1nd1cate the dearee of your fam111ar1ty W1th the

following Journals by encircling the number from 1 = 7 that best
represents your answer7 The mean1ngs of the numbers are as follows:
PR . ’

- I have never heard of th1s _Jjournal.

2 - 1 amslightly familiar W1th this journal, bit dolnot
" recall reading it.

AN =3_— I once used .this Journal some, but no 1onqer read ft

4~ 1.do not ‘subscribe to this journal, but do read it -
‘ occasionally. = : : :

. 5- T do nat subscr1be to th1s Journal bu; dg'read,it

regu]ar]y s .
6 - 1 subscribe .to th1s Journa1 but seldom read much of 1t
7 -1 subscr1be to this journal and read it reqularly: . o .
» . . . . -.h . . )

ENGLISH-RELATED: JOURNALS

Name of.Journal - o - - " Number indicatiﬁgvfadj1iarity
The- EngTish Journal b 1 2 3 M5 6 7
: The Composition Teacher . ’ 12 3 4 5.6 7
. Research in the Teaeh1ng of Enq11sh 1 2 3.4 5 6 ZJ"f
. Elementary EngTish’, a1 2.3 456 7
Thelﬁng11sh Quarter]y ) 1 2. 03 45 6 7 *
. Today's’ English. ‘ 12 -3 4 5.% 7
1+ 2 3 4 5°6 7.

TN o s W —

. The NATE Bulietin




Name of Jourhal

" EDUCATIONAL JOURNALS

2. The Re'adi'ﬁ‘g Teacher

.4. [ssues in Secondary Education

5. Phi Delta Kappan . o

'7._vSi:hoo1\ and S‘OC'i e'ty‘» L,
8. Today's, High Schools

9 ."'Schoo1h Review - '

" 10. The NTA Journal

11,
2.
13
14,

15

16.
7.

19
0.

1. .Jo'dr;na] of Reading

3. Educ_é,tioﬁ Digest

6 ._ Scholas tic Teacher ..

. Canadian Education & Research Digest

Hi gh School Journal

‘r___.___
\ .

School and Community
Education in Canada !
Childhood Education

Journal of Secondary ‘Education
Classroom Review’
" AV Communication: Review. .

"18. .Grade Teacher

‘Modern .Education k

.. Number ‘indicating familiarit

x t

"

1

1.

23

2.3

2 3

»no
W oW W W

A
4
4

o,

6
6
6

A O

o .

7

7

r7

-

'
.. e ™
[ SR '\"-W
G L LRI -

:':.A Sigenl

2




. Section B -

'1'.' -The ratmq scale for the books wh1ch prow i

148"

s a 11ttle d1fferent

from that which you have just used for the journals. The meanings
for the numbers on this book -rating scale are as follows: 3

o © 1 -, 1 have never heard of this ook,

3 - .1 have read parts of th1s book .
4 - T~ave read all of this book.

5 - I have studied th1s book careful
it fa1r1y weH

ENGLISH-RELATED BOOKS

" :Author and b'ookx tit]e

Co, Brooks & warren Understandmg F1ct1on

2.’ Burton L1terature Study in the High Schoo1
3.‘:~éaﬂs'en Books and t;he. Teenage Roader

"4, Ca]]an Books fo'r"aﬂ' American Youth

5. -Comm1ss1on on Enqhsh of the CEEB:
Freedom and: D1sc1p]1ne in English

6. Fader' & MacNeﬂ Hooked on Books

7. Flesch: Why Johnny Can't Read " - And What- .
You Can Do About It _ .

8. Ferguson: Composition. in the. Ean's'n Class

9. Fowler: Teachmo Lanquaoe Compos1t1on and
Literature

10. ‘Fries: The Strudture of English -

'H.: Gordon(e,d):"Essays on the Teachi'ng of
English -~ . S

12. Guth: English for.Democratic. Living

[

o’

2 - 1 have heard of th1s book, but have not read any of " 1t o

ly and feel that I know

1 2 3

Dearee of familiarity

1 23 4 5

4 5y
123 45
12 3 4 5
1 2 3 4c

triia

[ LR T

ot
VI,

2L

RSP et
RO STIC RS s R



13.

14.

15.

17.
18.

_20’.

6.

9.

» »

'Hodk rhe Teach1no of H1gh Schoo1 English

Loban, et a] Teach1ng Language,
_'Compos1t1on and- Literature

Postman & wemqartner Linguistics: A
Revo'lutwn in Teach1ng

Pottle: Enghsh During the Secondary Schoo1
- Years .

Roberts : Patterns ot English "--/
‘Rosenblatt: Literature As Exp1oration
L_do]fe:v Creati.ve Ways 'To-Teach Engli.sh ’

worne‘r: ,The High Sch_ooi Writing Program

!

.

© EDUCATION-RELATED BOOKS

Author and Rook ti t]e

1.

z.

: 3

0.
" 12,

Atkins: The Society of the Secondary Schoo1
B]oom Taxonomy of Educatwnal 0bJECt‘IVES

Brown: The Dynam1cs of Secondary Edus\twn

. Bruner: The Process of Educat1 on

. Bruner: ¢ On-Knowing

. Conant: Stums and Suburbs :
..Herber:.Teaching Readmg in ‘the Content Areas
. Hoffmann The Tyranny of Testﬂq '

. Holtg How Children h9arn,

Holt: Hov'{ Chi_]dren"Faﬂ |
MacAndrew: Called To Teach ™'
Mager: Préparing’Instrudti% Objectives

)
"

'(;)“

189
2 3 45
2 3 4 5
12 3 .45
1573 4."' 5
12 3.4 5
12 3 '4"5'
203 45
1 2 03 4.5
Degree of .f‘.ami.]iarity . .
2 3 4 6 )
R 3 4 s
1 23 4 5
1.2 3 4 5
2 '3.'4..'5_
2 3 45
1 23 4 s5°
.23 45
R 2 3 4 5
12 3.'.4'5.--
12 3t 4 'a
3 4 s

ok




]3.' Evaluation: 'Evaluative Criteria
14,
15.
- Secondary School .
16.
"17.
- 8.
g,
20,

In’structmn ‘

National Study of Secondary SchooT .

‘Neilsen: The Science' of Teaching

Olney : Educat1ona1 Objectives in the

Bpwe History-of Educat1on in Newfound]and ‘

/
S1'1b_er'man. Crisis in the Class_room

Toffler: Future Shock : ' C

»
Trump & Baynham Focus On Change

Ty]er‘ Basic Principles of Curmcu]um and
l

N " .

!

" PART 3,

Section A

\

!

. P

. P]ease indicate the approximate t1me you spend per week, on the
verag , readma profess1ona1 books and journals:

A.

.- - 150

34 5
T 2 3.4 5
1" 2 3.l s
123 ¢ 5
1.2 34 °5

5 hours or more.

B. § 4hours

C.
D.
E.

1 = 2 hours
Less than 1 hour
None

-

P]ease check the t1me per1od within wh1ch you have read a nrofesswna]

book re]ated to Enchsh (Extlude those related .to a university- course) '

A,

B
C.
D

Within the last month

. Within the last 6 months
Within the last year .
. Within the last-2 years .

[}




AN,

D(? you personnaﬂy subscmbe to a profess1 onal 30urna1 or journa1s"

. ~Do.you on a coHectwh of books on Enqhsh mstructwn and educat1on
_in- general to. wh1ch you occas1ona11y add new t1t'|es7 :

‘withtn the past year - of any nature? “(Exact titles are not essential)..

151.

Y
P

P]ease check the t1me pemod w1th1n which you have read a nro’r‘ess1ona1
book r‘e]ated to educatwn genenaﬂy . . V
v - . Within the last month

. Mithin the last & months
Wi'thin the last year -
. Within the 1ast 2 years ,

o

<
o O O X

Hm many dwfferent professmn:ﬂ Journals have you read durmq the -
present schoo! year" S

L T A pone ST
SR Caies _ ‘
' ' ' '.'D. 7 .o-r_ more . o
0. -;' ,
. - o L ™ B o
o Sect1onB P S I
——"—;———r— L . . , . e .

- A Yes
S BNo

—-"
.

A, Yes
. B._No :

——a

o Sec’monC _".--.' e '_ ,

'_.- What. Journals ‘and magazines do. you read regularly, in any ﬁe]d at’ .
,aﬂ-eg,The At]ant1cM0n‘th11’ o s R

ot

;-

Can you recall the titles of any books you have read rec’e"nt_b.l'-‘.'séy.,‘

LI oo
~ - C -
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] -
§ a, - .
© o LI 5
e x i
. B © 152 3
o 4
4
. : : SR - oo g
C, PART4 ..
. . e . . '.:? e
) . . X ] ‘. . . c . - K 'l: 3 ) A
1. D1fferent teachers have suggested several reasons why they don t r o E
- read a great deal in the way of professyona] material ! “Hhat wou]d 4
"you say 1s the, maLn reason why you don' {: read more7 y
A. We are not suffi c1ent1y concerned w1th 1mprov1nq our: teachmg Lowe ’ 31
_effectweness'-- Lo o S s ,:;_:p_ L o q
B. We donnot have. much faith. 1n the capac1 ty of Drofesswna] hterature L -1
to improve our teachmg effect1 veness. N _ -
T C. We. have too, heaw a work1oad an’H npt enouqh time to'read as we should S §
*D. rhere is no profess1ona1 matema] avaﬂab'ie to us m ‘our- schools
E We are unaware of what ex1sts ‘ln”%py of Drofessmn»a] Iﬂatema]
CF. Wide professwn‘a] reading offers the teacher no extra monetarv beneﬁ ts

2,

® -
. Other (PTeasa specify). : : .
o . . o ' s ’
What would you say prompts you to-read orofessianal literature?
e - o i . . . - N .
- - . - 0 1
Log
- t;l.; 7 . ¢
., o \
o o
b . . I . . A ° -
. ° 1 ° - > -,
: ' D o F . S
o [ s v
.‘.,’ , o, 'b. ~ 3 : “: .'-
. ' : -1
' ‘ ) ' e : ’,
: N { 13 i ]
" . , y v '}
















