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o The small high school as been criticized and often condemned

'_ﬁ-'._r,uation—p.—profﬂe—of—the small“central‘hi'gn scnoo.l. in the Province ,Was

because of its size. Found in the related literature are claims that S
' . : \ '
‘ lty in attracting

»"

the small high sc'hool has limited facilities, ‘has dif

5
it
e
g

B ,/{

', and holding qualified staff offers narrow curricular pr "rams, and has

few pupil services.' The result of these weaknesses is schoo effe -.'- -

tiveness...; N A Do e

In the 'Province of Newfoundland and Labrador there are many areas-"'x:

- . . . .’_

where, due to various factors, consolidation and centralization haVe not
pon é?l_iminated small schools. \In 1973—74 there were fifty—three small \’ ‘

)»'\

'rhis study has attempted to determine~the_.current status and-_

REE PR
s

future prospects of six remote and necessary small central high schbols

in the Province with respect to facilities, staff, program, consultative - Ll

A t " e . b

»‘services, and pupil services. The effectiveness of these schools was ,,"

',°»- .

o-‘ ,-- . "‘r

‘,~

then developed using these components.. Problem areas related to the

N

o

.-schoo‘ls effectiveness included facilities, employment and retention of
qualified teachers, consultat‘fve services, program, pupil services, and

.., A . ,~..y a0 i

3 socio-economic conditions of the school areas. .
'.'“ e e i I o " . o3 L R
Lot T Structured interviews using questionnaires and dats guides were
R ST o r

*conducted with school board office personnel, 9chool principals, éteachersr, e R .

and Grade XIAstudents.

-

Previously recOrded dat:a Were collected’from the



Some of the major findings and conclusions include the following
SRR (1) generally, small central high schools in Newfoundland and Labrador '

lack the. basic instruct:ional facilities considered es:.ential to the g

provision of a comprehensive high school program, (2) most teachere in

v ~e : '

small cent al high eu_hools in the Province have been associated with

'_ auch small sc ooJ.s in terms of their own high school education and

teaching experience, (3) the majority of the teachers are sufficiently )
qualified to teach the program being Offered,\(l}) the curriculum of these \ "

’

‘e

s schools is generally considered narrow, rigid and irrelevant in‘ t’erms /_'..' TR

v\~ i LN

of meeting the needs of all students, $5) consultative servicee are e

¢

s T

"\ grossly inadequate for these sch0018, (6) &h re are few services for .

: upils and (7) resul\.ts in the Public~ Exami : tions for these schools are




L

and individuals.-

board office persoﬁnél from'

;ﬁ?\‘-. 3

tzve\ /Personnel in the,variouél'
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Poowheo it e THEPROBLEM .
' ol 0 ‘ .: ._. ’ : -_K..'_‘ “ - Ia. ‘. INTRODUCTION; S
e v LT S o . ey e __:,,'.,-:pn:';" v
. E \ g S The small high "school has been t:he suhject of much;, consideration,

especially si”nce the 195035 when the effectlvenless gf secondary education

e 1n accomplishlng its aims began to be questa.oned as f:erhaps e‘neve.r bef‘ote“’. N s
T There havé been cléimé thgt the s;nall high school hgs limi;ed faciiities,.' ‘ sk o
has &ifficulty in attracting and holding qualifiedu staff offens ﬁarr'ow'j- P ‘
'°. AT, . . e
i » N AR | . |' - Yy, \ L

curriculum programs » a.nd hag afew, pup;u servicep The ':esulx: of - theae R

.6 ~ '6,_ .va-

_Suc’h ciaims led to demands thet:

'U

\ weaknesses 'is school ineffectiveness.‘,

cqnsolidgtion and centralization have not

es to be recommended

nineteen re,gional high schoola with fewer than ten classrooms, in 1973—

s . 6".‘* ,: N L : R

I the n ; bers were fifty-—three and eight respectiyelyx. Forc.es prevent::[.ng

.v.-.,) “

Y
,; |.u_, _v( .|

TR

R TLAR R

) ._'U\

SR e There are-a number of small‘ high schools i
R REnS e . "-6’“ ) '.. o

. CT : - . ""*~u'

because of their location, may be 1abelled
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. ar;q likefy to continue -to exisl: as peOple ih sx;'all communities\ in New—,-'
.“ e . : ..
.o , _' fdundland and Labrador resist consol}idat:ion and centralization. Conse-' i

'.' queﬁtly, the status and future of th}ase schools im terms fof goal \achieve-"-'.'-‘

:

ment should be seriously considered. T ',; ST e e
IR N e -
STA T OF THE PROBLEM I VN

o /The purpose of this ,jstudy is to examine. the present: status and

future prospectghof small central high schools in the Province of New— o

J

foundland and Labrador.. More“pecifically, the study attempte to a.nswer
‘ t:he follonng questions _.:' : ’ l 5

‘ Wha.t are the p blems-.-b_ein‘g_'.ﬁaeEd :by'l.such'_sehoglst-"

principﬁls, teav}gﬁs .

P

seen B&? "

pupils, and school nboard consultants?

\

i tht are the views of principals, teachers, pupils, xand consul— . V
: : o ?" f i oot -
AN tants conceming ,whar. might be done to alleviat:e the problems PR
I
Fi S

§ T

L/ 3 dor on ﬂhe, stabhs and prospects of such \small central'high swnq X

"‘;I' s believed that'. his‘ et&dy will be significant since many:__ uch trigh

.":'\.': " - .'..

'J:._'-_schools. now exi,t Aand .aref likely t:o }ontinue to exist for some t:‘ime

L}
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- et : The w«idespread assumption that small central high schools are’ being

:’« I _-_5'. -eliminated quickly is contradicted by the fact that there has been no - : ol
e o . LT . 9 I ': o
:ﬁp? . significant decrease in the number of such schools in the past ten years.,f.'
Y S : " . . Can e g T S A . o
B Lo ".':'-r’.“--.' e S %‘“'_|.-’f e o ; !

. o Lo Lot . . ORI N

N

< .
A B A e e

O T e L e T DEFINITION OF TERMS |- ¢ . L L

'.'": . --\ ' e _s" : _'_'.x ' .“..:“’-‘: . . o _ . " ’ ) «. . . ‘ s . : . . L s ',\?1

P " AR ".%-f'ﬁ:-- :-‘.,f, sl \\k“;:uu"i..-_' '-;TKj}

E ' e : Central High School A ce?itfal high school 48 one which accom- -, "~ ., %
N : < R LT S ST e N ,3"
?_{_'.- B

. '_ modates grades seven to eleven inclusive. o TR 5-- e T

Small HiL School.. Fof the purpose of the present study, -a small oz

high school‘ is defined as’ one with an énrolment of fewer than 200 pupils. S
SN : e l-"_' e

T_. N While this definiqion of small may seem somewhat arbitrary, a number of ;
this study, is defined ‘as’ one with R0 road connec.tion to another higf? b

"-.f",;one .way,t

.'."4‘_.. .-\ .

5 B P;mr_an;‘

. v . 'l" ,' ' . . A .. : R " e L l:.' : ‘-"
the Departmept of Education which are offered in thébachool. S A
» \ Instructional Facilities.. Instructional facilities, for the Z:.' S :
- ‘\ “ . o . . w“ ‘cﬁ" - : -.l. - :"“‘ .-'. '.‘-r'.—‘.‘
¢ rpose of the present study, refer to spaces. where instruction is AR N
T e , e e

-

"";-.p:.. planned and/or carried out. . Such spaces include classrooms 1ibraries, BEREREEPR

R o G ST
Hies e S R e

"-f' ._'\. - C . laboratories, gynmasia, Sportf fields,) and teachers 'rooms. _;]”"-' (R o
S ERRR RN - - ANV BN “
'. N . . A . . ) - an .‘&
8 - - . r’ - Consultant.- A‘consultant refers to a high school geheralist u
L= . < .".‘ ;,_- (RO '_‘, R — R : ) S LT
!} o : supervisor, _or a subject specialist emp;ioyed by the school boardlto
B S . e L .\\ < . B ‘ R
R AN . . - ) .'.; e

function in a consultative t:apacity ey _'«,-.:
. A S
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for the purpose of the present study, are used to describe the area in f\' c'g
which the selected schools are located. The characteristics include ' 0 1,ﬁ
e : L
population; number and dize of families, ifcome, employment, and occu- S !

pat;ions.

Re te'n t1 ori. .

Som VR SR

PRI TS

year. The retention ra therefore, is an’ annual retention rate rather L

than One that measurhs the proportion of students entering school who ?é
complete their high school programxeleven or twelve years laUer.f .ﬁ
School Effectiveness._ For the purpose of the present study,vllf'V §

school effectiveness is defined in terms of pupil retention, gupil

\\ K S

promotion and retardation, and puinc examinations resultsr' tuijﬂi};.bi}‘fiﬁ

The presentvstudy wTF:limited by‘the Iack of data available s .
concerning the schools studied. Relatively few comprehensive record’”;fqiéjf;;éi;l;
B systems were found in these‘schools.; The study was also limited by thel‘i;.ﬁ' i
‘_‘ difficulties associated w%th the interview method of collecting data.Aapi'fl. .
Although every effort wds made to develop and refine this technique, t;jflVH" %
some of the replies may have been influenced by the researcher 8, handling :ﬁ:
29,‘of the interview or his\interpretation of’the answer provided..'l;\jiv f:
EPRRUR VIDELI.MITATIONS ' l’ \
.'itﬂf . This study is delimited to small central high schools which~hav;i::}'§;;%fh
beenrdefined”as being remote. Hhile findings andlconclusions'may be ,:ti?ﬁiﬂfﬁh'\
.lifi applied to'all small central hiéh schools in the Province, the recommen; »2.15
: AR S PO PN
dations are specifically directed tp those which are considered remote,- 3
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This chapter haa introduced the research problem, presented the ‘

-

aignificance of the study, the definition of important terms, and stated

the limitations and delimitations oi|the study. In Chapter II,,a review

‘; i o .
"of the related literature is provided Chapter III presents the method-

R, T

~.
o

W

ology of the study including a’ description pf the instrument used'as a

structured interview, the sample, and data collection and analysis. Iﬂ ;
. ‘ \ '
Chapter IV the analysis of the data under the headings of setting,'-‘»..”‘-e

status, effectiveness, profile, and problems of the small central higho ¥'

achool is provided. Chapter V contains a summary of the purposes and L{;Xﬁ;_?

roceaures, a summary of the fingings, a statement of the main COnclu-"."
o ) o ==y 'n_:g.: L

=

-,;eions recommendations for improvement,_ 'd recommendations for further

et
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Secondary education has been defined in many ways.

\

g \iefir{;d inf-terms of the age range of the pupils taught and in” t:erms of

A\ TS
the grade levels of secondary schools.

W e '.A' -'i'

however, since they say nothing of the objectives and functione of secon-"f:'- R

-

dary education.I.l.-"-'"?,:if'i x ' '. : .

o The Committee on the Orienta\ion of Secondary Education, National

1

l

' _ Education Association of Secondary School Principals defines secondary S

.-‘

.,-.1,. i et . - . . N e .

Secondary education denotes the education by schools for ,' RPN

'." the pux:pose of guiding .and promoting the, development ‘of- normal
.:. -individuals” for ‘whom on the one ~hand . the elementary school: mo '
'-‘.'-:longer constitutes a satisfactory environment, and: who-on- the

. -other. hand are either not yet prépared. to- participate effec— “

" ‘tively in society unguided by the school, or are not ready for

-, the’specialized. work.of the profesaional schools or the upper o
._divieion of the liheral ai‘ts college.z_,, . :

Identifying the goals and purposes of secondary education is

|
likewise a difficulty Perhaps the most comprehensive, . functional aud
- /! . -

[

influential iistel aims of' aecondary education were the Cardinal Prin-; ', "

o ~ - -

ciples of Secondary Education,\formulated by thé United States Comiesion ;" B

Foresman and Compqny, 1966), pp. 2--3. o

lE Dale Davds, Focus on’ Secondary Education (Ill‘inois. Scott, T

Ibid., B 3. s{ﬁff‘”

It haa ~heen"' .

These definitions are. :Lnadequate,'
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. on the Reorganization of Secondary Education._.
the seven main objectives of secondary education as health command of

fundamental processes, vocation, -wort:hy home membership, citizenship, .

s

principles Davia list:s the generally accepted objectives as followa..

2.

regions .

These types are' U

K 1 o

_ worthy use. of 1eisure, and ethical charact:er.3

‘-provide for the’ development: of each persoqality to t:he ' S 1
' fullest realizationw of inboxn capacities;- - e LR

' ,part ‘of the students; .
'provide fon the development of understandi_ng and knowledge B
: about life 'that will lead to. good physical and mental R
_ ,.health S : -
",provide for the - desirable moral development of its

. st:udents,_ B

“provide’ education in family living,f SN ' N

. . provide. educational experlences: that will help students
" equip. themselves with ‘the. skills, knowledge, understanding, A
. and. attitudes necessary forearning their. own’ livin_g, : 'j'f:_- . -
,..help ztudents live a better, more, enriched enjoyable S S el T

';i‘-‘Although these general objectiveb may be apprOpriat:e for'\ all

secondary schools, specific; objectives may differ among and within

cated by the different types gf secondary schools which exist today.

. and rest:ricted general). A ,‘_: ' i_l-:'i 3 ": BT
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The Commiss ion determined

< -

.._\ . : :

. Im relation t:o these

. N - /—‘»—’4‘_‘_/
\ SR W

provide for. the ma:d.mum development of each student: s S _' Lo

. ok
. 1nt:e11ect, R . ' PN}
'-,provide for the development\of gooa citizenship on the L

\

Th'at the purposes of secondary education are diverse is indi- RETNE

|..-

\ Cort e
."‘._ -’ : S

Regular high schools (comprehensive, vocational specialized, e

Educati'on (New York McGraw-Hill, 1961), .38 -

.

l'Dav:is, op. cit., pp. 55-57. '

r"-




l(u ) N : ‘ : R v _:'I' g ’ " N ..' v, .
y - R 4 . - e, ’_
N1 - v - etttV -t .- ) r - - kel - - R ! .

. . ; 3 . .‘ . ; AR T Lt L ; _‘. TR PR ; " s ;:,,‘
4. Juhior—genzor high schools (comprehen51ve and restricted generah}. “\ ' S
5. Evemng OFf. part time schools (general\and vocational) B
e 'Extended secondary schools (general and technical) L c}, :

o ; ) K DO % Vet

VIR '?*"- L
f _'ngh se‘nool—community college (comprehens:.ve)

In splte of efforts to clarify and reach objectives, and satisfy

. LT
. .

'eeds of youth secondary education has been subJected to moclg_=f,,

‘_'.' . K . ! ‘ b .4\.

and purposes. . g

e vt ) ' - PRI 4'.
N et . . il
.. I - N

:;the promotion of ‘national welfare.,"

oL "s .:-.',"A.Zo":."_ The programs of the school do not grovide adequately for the

| ® P f*;-,';aducation of intellectually gifted children in terms of their
o el '-_.".abilities and capacities. "
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3 mlliam M.: Alexander and J Galen Saylor, Mode.r'n Secondaxy_
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Winston, . 1965) p 87. L

f? SR R A criti’cism.‘. Béth. educators and lay ci.tivzens have levelled the fo‘l__lbwi,_ng_-' -
A '_ —_— . - cnticisms at secondary schools, especzally 51nce the 1950~5.',‘f’-~.ﬂ: :

Secondary schools h'ave not properly defmed their basic functiOns

Education' Bas:i,»c Principles ahd Practices,,(ﬂew York Holt Rinehart andf_'l"‘ S
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- S .'-~.' . s . 0 b . ..._’_._- .‘ , ' . P \ e .'x_ .(. . . . / R .:'.'-I
T -,f.;\F6J The rate of attrition in secondary schools is much too high. , Co //%f

h'?; Many pupils fall to attain a desirable level'of achievement.and.
) "‘,do not'poasess ‘a high level of skill.in;fundanentals or: an,
’ adequate knowledge of our cultural heritage.'” :.f' , 3r';;'ffv
R N T TR L
'T_Ih"! _'_g',;;cgi Methods of teaching and of organizinglinstruction do not confoun -

PP

"ﬁpllifiiiil“-ffllvn adequately to what is known about the psychology of learning or o

T A

. . : human motivation. T o
L b.f’f LR o L - ' o
The schoél fails\to develop proper patterns of behavior, adherent P

’ L

5f L y'f'3w1f~: B Tto value patterns accepted as good or high standards of conduct.; - e

, R
[ . L N

‘lbk The high schools have been'charged on ocqasion with teaching _ :h,”ff

beliefs and principles)that are not consistehc with our tradi—

'Dougl1fs statee that such

'U'changes and trends inoiude changes in homes and 1eisure activItiéé‘* kf.flfﬁu-f,:;'f
...'_ . : R '_I'I.-"
’I;trends t0wards mater1alism and softer liv1ng, and increases in population,, R

'technical developments,xthe amount.of juvenile 1;;:5; o

'the amount of knowlédge,
:'iqudelinquency, the influence of mass media,‘the»complexity o£ economics— --T B

‘r

'.and guvernment and the importance of various aspects of international
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Wlth so much self-appraisdl -and re-evaluation in secondjary ’

educatlon :m the past tvio decades, the small high school in particular B ;

i STt

has come,_under close scrutiny Generally, it has been rfound that\ the

e

/
small high school cannot provide the learning mtuat’igg&!}at is neefled

3
B
L
;
¥
L.
L
P
e

E . ) to pr:epare youth for a so{: ety such as ours. The small ehigh school has '

O been condemned because of 1ts size. . B R N \S
":’ L ‘. . e . VRS - c . N . e : A - . 4.' . " o T oot RN ':“ ’ . “ Tae= :)f-
SO s e T THIGH SGHOOL: SIZE . . {,g - Sk
o T Lo e éi" L j.-- S ) ~ ; o
8 o . X N ! Lo | R ) é’" l X
Although many recommendations have . been made regarding high :
TR i . TR
B - school size, the optimum size for a high school is still a debatable_ R
PR issue. 'I.‘he ideal[size- as; advocated by educators a.nd researchers would Ll e

' f w;; too small to allow a’ divers‘ifieducurriculum except at‘ e:torbitant -'}

: . ,\ exp‘ens‘e. . He f'urther st:ated that schools with Jgraduating class of 1ess:'l;'::':~-"_' .
| ."I':‘,\\\ than 100 haxg_ serious ;;roblems in providing a g od 'secondary education.‘il- T : .

. ‘ ‘Not only do fin;nces restrict the course offerings, but the s‘mall number a ‘. -
‘ ) of students prohibits the use of counselc;rs and specialista.B.jvf:' : : 's

After sumarizing four research studies ‘on' high schpol Bize in

oo , . ’

. relation to the provision of a comprehensive, quality program, Evans'.

: T . S T o . -'\.; .. - P - ﬁ‘ ... et o " Vet e T . .
R ER L 7Kar1 R Douglass Trends ‘and -Issués in Secondar_.jz ‘Educetio'n'f_ﬂ' W

SR York“ Centre for Applied Research’ in Education, 1562), -p p..3 9. RN

) -

""!»"/.::- ‘ R 8Jé‘*mes B- Conant: The American Hijh School Today (Ne\w York.-"l' i
e e McGraw-Hill 1959) p. 38. N T U AN
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/Schools, Vol.‘54 "Noi| & (October, 1954), B 59,._ s
o / .'_" » q . R ) “.‘ . oo .

of an Inveatigation (Edmonton. .'Ihe Alberta School 'Irustees Aslsocietion,‘ '. v;-.."{- .

N R et T el \\l‘s...,j,[-:“‘_.'. _."-...;,_Téc‘,;lY,e..:{,,VA;;T, .‘m:m,-ﬂ
concluded thar. t \e"s.:tudies recommem{e \’
400. : 'Ihis numb'r is taken as - a’ maxi ' : for ; A
lOO 15 a minimuni. [
In an opi ion poll i the earl 1950 s, school supe‘}'.intendents

werg asked the qu stion. "Ehf size se daryl school is be.st,, keeping in -"
mind the scope p xperieucee%_ g I tent on to\ individual needs”" ' The o

Y : -

: : 1 Al < _
results of this su vey ware 37% 1 avoured( a size of 150—400 g312? favoured\[ / :

) "No. e.mf voured a schoo -with an : Ny
”:ihh""‘\w ?' %;"’% ST \
) enrolment -aver. 32,0 0, and only 57. ﬁoevoured an enrolﬂm:;g\t oven 1 200. S

\ 3( . H v “\"’\, \5 ' '
] . v

<-<

e,

lacked the essential ';. that provide quality/high schooJ‘ e,ducation. f“He

R {' 1. -
recommended that sch ols enrol\ling fewer tharf’ 20IO studer,its not be e

accorded "full high chool stat\:us. 12 The Report of thé Bgyal Commiasion * . .

P
o

e 1' j v :
el 9rN. Dean Ev s, "How Large Should a H:Lgh Schooél. B "" Delaware .
School Journal XXX, |No, 4 (1965), P". . ,,g‘- O R e T

.,/(F‘ REANS

William B. .F orrest, ."What Size School is Bes

i ¥he Nation's |

N \

_‘-,.;...Mﬂnﬁm-h_ﬂ;
T et
s

Thomas E. wLods,'_"Relationship of High Schooi éize to Curriculum E
Offerings" (unpublished doctoral dissertation, Stanford University, July, O
1957),p. 2 p e e

- . g o . 1 . ot . - i ot .
AT e . c e i s vl [ e

S, s . . et . \

o

g

12Lawrence W' Downey, 'l'he Small High School in Alberta. A Report

1965), e 59. T I T A e e T
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‘;on Education hnd Youth Province of Newfoundland and Labrador, recommended

.,/ A% .
I . ‘!. N

. z/‘-'that three—year high schools should have a. minimum enrolment of\qgo R

I N ‘~. .
P
BRI ".f;)'.:;: e

j-; L pupils, and that central high achools have a. minimum enrolment of Qg '. L i

Eupils.»13 Warren recommends that where possible, regional high schho 5

Lo

?.'d:i L .“j,' should have an(\nrolment of 600 pupiii “and' central high schools l 000

A L 7"”} pupils._ The maximum enrolment, he contends, should be 2, 000 p.upils.l4

| LA review of the related literature 1ndicates that among other o

faetors, cost and .an’ effective program are the, main problems universally

PR CRT SRR LR E e I

At

fac1ng school supporters 1n relation to schoo&;size. As ‘a report of - the
< v S SN

BN o 1 American Asso/iation of School Administrators states.'

"f”-"qJ" Except for cost of transportation and often even including .‘{f ) .,le_ R §
'*wé~it, ‘small schiools ‘are’ more. expensive to- maintai ‘than reason- . T Y.
S '.ably large ones.if comparable programs -are provi ed for the .. : :;Q
'uisz‘npupils., High schools having fewer ' than 300 ro 400 pupils are’. g

... more- expensive to maintain.than the ‘larger school\if a: diver— - 7“‘f.ff7',f?‘ 5
SRR 'xlifsified program'is offered. ' Those having fewer than 100" pupils o o s
G ,@‘are.especially expensive or inadequate, or both.ls SR pf AR ,,igv

- *

R k R ' 1,. ) ’." e Voo P - :' Ce v .‘.

: .fyf‘-‘ : e NN T :'@w R
R 111.. an LARGE HIGH SCHOOL .
s i}_i‘ o "' o \§& . L E T : SR
SRR The_en\\lment that classi es a school as 1argeﬂis sometimes set B
V- g , . 1 N .Hb . ‘
”_arbitrarily. HowevEr, reSearch does show that school size makes a
:"ngdifference on some schoolufactors.. The lower enrolment range generally C
: : . N L T )
R A R . ‘;,:”f A
SR ' L . _ ,Jﬁ. SIS
; Y ' 3_13Gov. of Nfld. -and Labrador,‘Report of the“Royal Commiasion on
” I Education and Youth Vol -1, Province B~ Newfoundland and Labrador,,1967

Vs - A

N . " . o : L. - o T
“ R . . - ., R - : N .

. 14? J..Warren gyality ahd Equality in Secondary Education in .,,
"-.27;BEEEQEEQl§EQ.(St- John'a: Committee on: Publicatidns Memorial University
*. of Newfoundland,’ 1973), e 140._;.1 L N

i .I . -.‘

o ~ﬂh§ 15"School District Organization, American Asaociation of School et
: g‘Administrators (WEshington‘ A A S Ay’ 1958), pP- flO.._;_ L ey _ulauf T
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: S - \ R L] .
s ‘ L -3
R
3 'accepted_.to,classif:y a high school' as larg‘e, is 500 to 750 pupils. : :{
L Acivanc'agés of 'Larg'e‘-Hi.gh-Sch'ools.' o é
N :.-ft When large hig’n schools are" studied in relat:ion -to programs, . ;
' : 'staff fac1lit1es, and services, the following arguments 1n favour of - ‘ §
b ; L ‘ 3
the large high school may be found o . N T S
s . T N P D -‘,‘
v 1. The teachers in the large high school are more experienced. . *

. 2., There is less turnover of teachers. . ' \‘.i U - :
L e 3., The largér,.school offers a more' comprehens'ilve ‘program.- = - o
L - T . 3
; . L‘,‘E};’é”; -'Specialization in the guidance function is made possible . z

A3 " 3

KFhe operation of the 1arge high school is not as costly as the AN

operation\of the small high school. 6 o o

N . . Loew e Y
- . BN S

S L B o f Herrick s study conducte in the mid 1950'5 supports these -

.['-_..argtiments. He concluded that large‘h‘."h achools offered a greater "
variety of courses with more frecpfency a 3 regularity and with greater. | ( .
adaption of content and method to (the varyi¥ abilities of different ':'_ L
Co ,"‘ ;'Zl._;»groups of pupils,, more extensive and balanCed programs of pupil activity, I
[ .-”orv extra-curricular activitiea nore adequate prov:.sion for lunchrooms, NI B S
Sl T e e D T e e B A A P mal .

~
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e concluded that only the larger school offered completely adequate pro—'-"'"'
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health examinations, counseling, psychological aSSistance, and other }'f‘ 'q?
special services, greater success with sone exceptions, in re:;uiting ,'.- f' N
and holding teachers, and in providing the educational 1eadership neces—
s:ry to keep them growing professionally, cnd more adequate provision ~.lﬁf

at xeasonable costs of. necessary building fac111ties,and equipment of

3

o0

certain types.17': _ “"\ T . j;",' - _ o 7,“ ".: : ;"..'”

ol

. . . Defining size by enrolment Shelly found,\kt;hat there was an ¥

?
aioin

GAEA A L SEE LR

,
gy
T
i
:

)

) 4 .
inverse relationship between size and quality of. secondary education.,s,-f

P3

1
b

His study further shoWed that 694 of the. variance of school quality was

accounted for by the variance in school size, scope of educational . '{
;,program, plant fac1lities, and certtfication of teachers.;g"

.S S -

TR 3;"13'!;,.{\3;'\‘/"‘",':- N g3
e d et T e A

% Using number of staff -as 4 criterion for size of school Knowles :'._fﬂ,:im”
{ study of schooP size On freshman success in Alberta shOWed that marks of ;"'

'f stdﬁents Erom larger schpols»were consistently better predictors of ,?:

REAEN i K .' Pt e T

.; university success Ehan marks from smaller schobl studente.l? Downey

-

mrt .'xn\

grams AN .;;{;! ERN R :“‘J_:f”. STy T .
- 17 John H. He 'ick, From School Prqgfam to School Plant (New York. RS 3
- Henry Holt and Co., 1 6), pp. 91 92--:- ST Lo . ST ’

s lsﬂcrman W Shel } "An Analysis of Relationships Between Eight ' “,5~—:";;f?
D Factors ‘and Three Measures\ of Quality in Thirty-nine South. Carolina - ,f'“,*l} ;:"5
' Secondary Schools" (unpublished doctoral dissertation, UniverSity Of sy N T .

S 'Florida, 1957), PP- 108 207\\ C T T e & ‘*l{'Hf:l' ¥
. . 19 . - . l"}-h I g . . '.L’- :‘ o

: Donald W Knowles, e Influence of Faculty, High School Size,.;” C e,
and Sex in Predictions of Freshman's Success Using Departmental and - e ??
Principals Rating Grade XII Scores (unpublished doctoral dissertation,'f_' LT
University‘of AlBerta, 1964), P: 60. CE L e e T e e
R nowney, op. fcu.., p- 19, e L e ey

"\ '. ; L cona 4 e ;)\ ',l : ,' : ' o “'l \‘
" '*"l,_'. PRI - -




o ' L R -
P - L A JUG AR AT .;.,__'T_,..,, - — e [ - - e
.. i Y . ) "
. O S ‘g }
PR : o ' =
. . 7 v " ¢ :
- i - °
. 2 i
. . ‘
A ) . . _
v . . Disadvantages of Laxge,High Schoois R

. - o .‘-,'9.»'
K . : o J;'-Q- .
- Ty ' > Recently, he failure of v!ty Large high SCthls to achieve a R

high quality of education has become the subJect of a great deal of

’discpssion. Among the reasons often cited for this failure are the
.Sz . . follOWlng f f'h P ;' et . -’;';, ;.'.-" \' ’.A . . Z./

1. The 1ncreased difficulty of administration with the accompanying

- . <

'tendency of the princ1pal to neglect hlS function as a leader
' . because’ of preoccupation with operating the machinery,..:'fd ’ -

L S ..l 4 -

2.. The increased difficulty of unified staff planning'and Attack'

¢

o _.upon problems tha‘i, should be of school—wide concern, i e. the

K - R

A ;-'f B gteater tendency for each teacher or department to operate inde~... g

“¢‘f:; ::" ]‘al;lff, ;pendently rather than as: part of a schoolrwide team,:' .
‘ ' {BL‘;The increased tensions and fatigue of teachers in ar 1atgef
Vo e T T Ce W ‘~”\-;f"'“"*.?‘
!‘ ) f’_xwith more activity and noise, more formalization.of operating

v==-_z,'procedures, and more'conflicting demands upon their time and

-}41,.The increased difficulty of focusing effective attention upon ';} fﬁﬂtu'

PN

":the problems and needs of the individual pupil especially.in

:schools where the inatruction of a givén child is the respOHSi—

N -
NN L K

‘-bility of a number‘of‘different teﬁth s during the same semeeter
. . ~.1_ . . . _. . :.._t.-t__

~el.
’

cor year,-v."fv-n'ii

o e T oo
> 5. ,The less favourable psychological-reaction of. the students to 2N ,ﬂf
» o L i T Ly

; "the sthool situation, including the awe and even fright, and the ;ihﬁi”;Eylfﬁ
Rt -'tension of a- young child 1n a very 1arge school, and the misbe-:-”,'“*'*‘"? 7

e, T i.-"havior of the older child whose identity 18 lost in the mob.z%lj:

Qo '.. [
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w;&yd‘ : ".31 Barker and Gump claimed that increased number of students high ff,-{, .{{.

et A e }'
staff to pupil ratio, crowded facilities, and inflexible narrow curri~ - :3,

- .culum offerings have combined to restrict individual growth of students K '%.i
LA , . : _ . A (a
_;-' : 1n the large comprehensive" high school They state'-"-'“-“ml.'. “'n ", Sl 5"j§f

3 ) One problem of the: large comprehensive high school is , '_@35?
'related closely with the phenomenon ofvpeople having less . o LA

direct. chitact when placed in a crowded society.- As schools % _;:f T jé?
increase in size’ students within’ the school. tend to withdraw A e.." i

. f;,,f:; . bdth,. from participation in school activities and involvement
: §3;w1th other‘students.?zh__;‘: 5~~ .

y _‘F"

N ] °

h?'ﬂf In the late 1960'3 Hussein 1nvestigated whether\school size,,; ﬂﬂ;'?f_.

;i measured by enrolments had any effect on teachers"level of satisfactfbn
: ,w1th their work and their degree of participation in the school p%ogram.. hE

causea certain unfavourable organizational

showed that]iy

e negativelyT' “;‘;.ﬁ*«f;'l
“ L 23 \ G .'.~ r': RN IR . R e r- 5

o releted In 1969 Kleinert stated.

“t.

.;f=' Ny findings indicate decreased student involvemeﬁt in :;:f; ,.:<'f; - ;ﬂ':fb

~dct1v1tie54as high Schools’ grow larger. This' is usuallyA T e -n:u?;'u ;
o :viewed- as: undesirable by. students,\parents, teachers, and - R I
o administrators who beélieve ‘that ‘participation. in student -, l-{lfﬁ’;f”Qf"rj A
'Iactiv1ties.1s basic to learning COoperation and leadership, A
i‘ : 1 b' : . - P , . Rl | \. . ~‘; ‘ P - “
oy e LT K \ i . “ .

. 22Roger F, Barker and Paul V Gump, Big School, Small School,_n ff'WE*F‘L’V
__3h School Size and Studenc Behavior (Stanford Caiif..xStanford Univer—~' REAR I
Bity Press, 1964) p 8. e . - et

' "7’"ﬁ:. 2 Ibrahlm.M. J..Hussein,a"The Effects of School Size Upon Teacher

Satisfacsion and*Participation" (unpublished doctoral dissertation,'qu ‘h';-ﬂtfjfi'
Univer51ty of Wichigah 1968), pp 105 115 e : - SR SR

R
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e ;:,'" " as ‘well as to havi‘ng a flCh and enJoyable hlgh S°h°°l exper-— .
-'»‘;»' ience., I . . S - A

. . = .And recently. to .add to. vti\e ev1dence thet larée \h1gh schools are detri- . g
-f 'mentallto‘tte;r oembquA satisfactldr and- participi’ion, Larre stated N
. '. that the large hlgh school, wh:tiesatlsfymg the academic needs by ' ' :
M ;- Spe°1allzati°“ add teeé;ers who are better prepared neglected a variety.“ 73\ fl:,'£:
| "-og psychological and sociei oeeds. the 1arger high school could not f‘tf& Q;?} 'é
Zj' satley these needs,’which rang@d from safety needs t° SElf_aCtﬁa}?zation..  f_;pt.e£i.
R . L and love needs, due to little real personul contact.-25 }. 0 :

.\, . I
v

':ﬂa'of such a.school and have’put fortﬁgthese arguments for maintaining small "
h:[‘gh schools. ’ : .-'5,\ v ‘ _ L .

. ' . -,
Ry . o
- . . A ot - . . . ‘A et [
P oS ; S bt ’~""‘1 * A ’
; ; b | ) . ¢

SRR '“:-%QE( John Kleinert “Effects of High School Size on Student L W
”.fgy: Activity Participation," Nationgl. ASSOciation of Secondary School’Ptin-'m""' L
LR cipals\BuIletin, Lo. 335 (March,v1969)l_p 35.uh‘ : ! !

5
.(,

25Luc1en Larre;,"Small Schools, B;g‘Schoqls, and Needs of
'Students,' The School Trustee (October,“19727, pp 23-27 '" .
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' 2 ‘In the aree of articulation _ ;mall hiéh schools tend to work - ho're -
s 1ht1mately with elementary schools than ‘do larger schools.. * N
- - 3 The)re is with the small hlgh school a‘.closeness between home .and R \
; ' " S school, and the process- of making scho‘ols trulov lif; and cozrlnnu-'-'(;:.;"_o'. T ‘
° C hity cenLered is enhhnlced“. .._,."' Coe PR .' ' .-’ T a ¥
. . 4. The small high school s hot- likely to resort to maes production
) “ methods and lose sight of indiv1dua1 needs of youth as happens o o ,

'I - . .’l".ln larger echools. L o 2T , _ .\" IR ' E -
y .G o 5‘. The smaller high school has greater 1ntegration between 'subject ’ PR
: - v. " . . matter areas' l_ ‘”‘ e s “v ‘ N ’ : - . .

o

r~:

R

The smaller high school i$ closer to the needs and interests of

R Wy

¢ a-. " .
it@ respet:tive communities, while most large schoole are not Bo"

-‘. s EEN .o

. IR . Ve ; ’ A
%' becauee so many of them dr_aw. t'heir students from several commu— Moo

LI

" :"",;"' nities ih order to bP.come large.,- N L
- 9% Small high schools do not deny to many students, as many large

. ones do, the opportunity to participate in student government
' In reiation to teacher benéfit,‘Shapiro found in the late 1950 s RPN

RN

that sm.all high schools have more effective communication among s.taff
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the small high school was bettet for the | student in- tbat (a) students ' .

_participated m ‘more and a wider variet:y of inter—school and extra-'.
. A (I . .
B I'curricular activities, and (b)- there was’ greater opportunity for satis-

R S 'faction of needs relating to competepce, challenge, activity, and group
- - o affiliation. 28

id— ‘:‘. . . “..\' " . AN '\, - . . - ‘.I .A|_“
A i Disadvantages of Small Higb Schools . ) e e EERETE

_ Studies of the small high school have identified generally four

.~ |.| L
characterist:ic weaknesses of such schools S
. ) ) B '., . ) '- R a

1 Small schools often hgve only a narrow 11nited academic or

P

":"'college prep;&ory c rr‘icular program.";'».',".':,'? ;.’"' '-:-',".' T

.,"'.,‘ o -y - ; ' oo ‘.‘l ‘. e
T 24 Small high schools oftl.n haVe_a. limited extra—curricular,program, .

e N

‘ .,"lwhich may over-emphasize athletics.:'

-_‘and vocational guidance. .

. 4 .'Small high schools often must ask their teachers to fill assign—'

: PP.--115 1~16-.‘---- e e T e T

.‘:;' Barker and Gump, og. cit.,pp '9].'.-9-,2-,._:":.,-"-' R -\

k9!

Franklin D. Carlson, "Instructional Proble!ns of Small Hashlngton
SIS SRR : ,High Schools" (unpublished doctoral dissertat:ton, Washington State .'
LI S ‘ University, 196"8) p 20. SN : NN AT '

,"9“;‘. .

. '\.
. ol
- e
-

,': | ,.} ,I‘ S S NPt VAt SRV SRR SN SRS SO ,.~'.'.—I aw.-'l~-znl.r',»t'\'-:—.\"-‘w:*.vm'r'.';-;._'.v--.-Fr:'~;."lﬁ"1;f‘"‘f‘-‘ .
- (] .— " ; A . . b ; :
r 4 \ '
’ .vid'ua'l staff .members. 2'7. In, the early 19 60 s, Barker and Gump found that o bl
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o tions (unpublished doetoral dissertation, Stanford University, 1957) ool e

o Lt s
rr.’s‘ﬂ‘?‘lﬁ‘fl =i

o

: ‘-“-
35

""'_.."ments requiring many different preparations, sometimee in areas\ » L :
-“;'::;',fol‘ which they havel no 'formal training.'zng“.'..' " ._: M ;'; | |
L i:.l‘fl"As early as the mid 1950‘5, w°ods stud; showad that small h:Lgh .)j-;i .' &
s°h°°1s"“d a less. adequete job of providing mat:erials ofuinst]ruction, T
S f‘.v“_\- . '\. D g i :_‘: '.’_'.-’-;,'_’-“-o_',\:'.:._ S Lo .
‘ 2_7David P' | Shapiro,l "Relationship Of School Size to- S.t:aff Rela— e )

mgee L
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T than 400 students tend to Lpay ‘a premium pe,r pupil cost: for an inferior

- ':'Ili' ‘j‘.intendents reported t‘nat the small high school was increasingly ineﬁfec-

: »1955), pp. 131, 132._,‘-

A N - . .
L R R i B

communicating,with parents, and providlné Eor student partic:.pation 1n / :
ClaSS planning than d1d latger high schools 30 Grey s study 1n the early
1960 s provided evidence that (a) small high schools were ‘more, willing

to accept as teache.rs‘persons ho had no prior experience. and that (b)

these schools wvere passed’ over in the allocati,on of facilities and equip—

2 ment..31 This omission worsens the situaticm, especially since Sorenson

Lstates that lack of personnel and facilities and equipment were cited
: A DT [
by many teachers as 31gnif1cantly hindering their effectiveness as o o
. S
teachers.3?j As vaatt stated high schools w1th an enrolment of. less L

1

= educatwnal program- 3 ,'.'-"'...

Vo (‘.

tive in meeting the educational needs of students and was economically

Sizes .of ' Sécondaxy chools in® Iowa' (unpublished doctoral dissertation,
University of Iowa, 61), pp. 2 27 R I '.'
. 32&‘raﬂk D. Sorenson, "Teacher Load in Nebraska High Schools in KIS v
Communities of Less than' 1,000, Pqpulation" ‘(unpublished doctoral disser—-f"f" »‘é
,~> tation, ‘Um.versity of Nebraska Teachers College, 1962)/{ p. 223. SPREC- SN RT IR

i f.uns ﬂlems attendant “on: its operation were similar to those in. IR . ;

: the :'n_ast'., It was difficult to secure staff and retain thei’r services.: : : 2

o ".~.’..' . L :_. RS ) ) i ) K ¥ o, .;
L Woods. 02. cit. > p.‘ 75. R RETERER SN

. 31 Stuart c. Grey, _"A Study of the Relationship Betveen Size and el

‘a Number of Qualit tive .and Quantitative Faetors “of Education’ £n’ Four ooy :

. Stanley W Oviatt "A Study of the Optimuni Size of the High R
SChOOl" (unpublished doctoral dissertati.on, Michigan State University, B
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e Theiteachers.were required to'instruct'in-aird@ge,cfiéuhjects'ﬁith

S _vd Winister of Education.3§j L :_Lf?lf. S :J,::": “'. _ RS

L Eifﬂ Over the past two decades, secondary education has been a matter,;{};.,’;?,g, N

ludvg.ifl.c:"f‘.~‘ In recent years, large consolidated échools have received con—fffﬁt"r

.QL:;'-f”.lsiderable criticism. There have been claima that they have not been ;:}ff;;f'fi::i:u

TR

TIRTTY

T
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i

o ]
perhaps little training in some.?45. o i
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Han proposals have been made to overcome some of the disadvan-'
. . . ot o

tages of the small high school partlcularly,where consolidation is not“\\§.

.,.
o

3,

.-ﬁ::,—..“ °.

, ;_feasiblei Canadian proposals include prov1sion of special facilities,
Lo R
services, and projects as. recommended by Downey,35 The Report of thé

,

Royal Commission on. Education and Youthm‘s6 Warren,?? and a Report to the .

RUCTUMITE I

R

LTy . o ‘ . N o
I . ~: . . R

QRIS
e
e

- . Vi SUMMARY Wl -
. FEaA . "‘_\ . 0 _;

-

'ii,ﬁf'.H-:~ 3('Gov.,oi:' Alberta,["Annual Report of the Department of Education, :
: Province of Alberta, 1965,,.The ‘Albérta, Teachers Association Hagazine,: iﬂ“
Vol 45 No. 8 (March 1965) ‘PP- 51—52. : R . et g

s

)"‘ .ésnowney, op. cit., pp. 59 76.

; ‘ 36Rep01't’ OE' Cit-, pp._ 106"‘107 {

v .
1 "w\.

37warren, 02. cit., pp. 153—157..1- Ti?iafjﬁi?

"e.f”;ff"'\"” 38Gov. of British Columbia, An Interim Report to The Honorableé
o .The* Minister ‘of Education, Mrs. Eileen E Dailly, From the Small SEnior
Secondary School Study Committee, 1974, pp.‘2-6 RO T
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mee,ting the non—academic needs of young people. G,T.'he small high school T
. - : . ’d Ve . ‘\
L. is seen now as having great potential for meeting these needs. But at SRR P j "
) o t:he same time the small high schhol must solve the characteristic weak- .., - &
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sample, an dutlme of the procedure used for data collection, and the

methodology applled in the study to analyze the data. DT '-';~ .
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D ta guide s'neets 1isting the various selected. components of the .

. ot
ks . e .,

t

matrlculatio\n

. o" B -

: The characteristics of tﬁe area included populatiou, "-i". B '

A ..A S
N

o nﬁmber .and size of families income and employment an& occupations of ‘ 2

Y o

"; adults in the area.

T~ v

for the structured 1nterviews.‘ ’l'hese questionna.ires Vere developed from . ’f

BT

o

-. anNhe ~consu1tant:. , Altho } h

ST for the prlncipal, the teacher, the pupil

s . [
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'there was a different one for each c1a551ficat.ion of person or. group

YA

interviewed to allow for views according to the position held by these

{'\'

people.; Copies of these g-uides and questionnaires are :anluded in the

Pt L

' PRI .
o

R

N e “II. THE SAMPLE - SRR . .::
R As stated in the Definition of Terms Chapter I the couditiona |
) “ehat. determlned a central high school as. being small'-'~and remote Weres o o
: 4 : ,‘.,‘."5",‘,'\7"’ [

rb:Lt:ren:i:l.y‘+ set. From 2 .llst of all one hundred forty—six high schoo,‘l.s o
_ : in the Prov1nce all central high schools that could be labelled small ,: -
. .'1' \ R .

'.-' and remote wexe selected. ' It:' was agreed t:hat a seleetion of six schools

.*. .

’

for intensive study would be representative‘of all smal]‘. central high

v ? R

oo N in Newfoundland and Labrador L ot AN AR
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vsmall central high schobls are 1ocated in-- communities situated along the

Lo

coast of Newfoundland and Labrador, sorne of them on small islands. Six

v, 7

: of these schools were selected randomly for intensive study. .Of the six.,

T two -are- Sltuated on the North—West Coast, two on the North—-East Coast,
. IR . :
and two on the Soﬁuth Coast._ For tabulation and 1dentification purposes,

- '.School 1 18 in Community A of Area I School 2 is in Community B of '.

h e
ot

of Area IV School 3. is An Community E of Area V and School 6 is in

x_'.;- : * T e : . ,u.""‘

Data for this study were collected from a variety of sources

R
-~

) ':',"-‘." which include Statistics Canada, the Department oﬁ Social Services, the

.

views with principals, teachers pupils, and consultants., Permission

W

talk with individuals an& groups to gather first-hand informat‘.ion

' concerning the schools. Imerviews and discussions were held with sixhy
principals,‘forty teachers, seventy-three Grade XTI~ students, and ten
| l R

':; ‘consultants. Each person or group waa aSked to complete the question—» ’

N

" naires between the researcher 5 first and second visits to the school

p

and school board office.f

f B

. or community.- 'The data were collected over af five—week PeIiOd during

‘1ay and June, 1974.

o 1 e 1 Community F. of Area V]f L ’
R 111 nATA"c”;pu;tcj:mN

Department of Education, SChOOl boards, schools, and structured inter—- ': '

d co-operation were received from the different govemment departments '

and divisions, as well as from the schools and school. boards. o
. o "._:,:' E The researcher visited the schools and communities selected to

. No mbre than two days was spent in each school

oL N Y . .
- - . s ot » o . R
. R > . R - L e .
o : ; , }
‘ .
\ \ - i N e e § ey e emtm e s e st b
¢ . - PRI e o . PN S SN - wren ey T T O
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- " were cla551fied as remote for ‘the purposes 0f this study. These renote,

/. .. Area II School 3 1? in Community C of Area III School 4 is in Community S

.
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ey, "'Z'l. o
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. IV. DATA TREATMENT .. \ !
;‘ v _ . N 'Ihe data. of the study are analy,zed in five stages. the;..se‘tt.i'n'g

4 . . - b

o of the- schools the present status of the schools, the effectiveness of
« the schools, a profile o£ the small central high school,'and problems of- L . g

' : the small centra} higb school.

1,5..-/ _ . S : ; Lo AL e e R
‘ ) ' The E:Lrst: stage of the analysis presepts the setting of the :
. . sample schools in terms of population occupatiox‘ls, and employment and - .
n RN " . :anome of t:he areas in which the schools areﬁltuated. C ‘ : _ : o o
\\ v 'Ehe present 'status of the sample schools is established\in the. ' -C'. "_ " '
i second stage of the analysis \by providing a detailed analysis of the \ {
".'.:;_" ;components‘,which are used to determirie the status of the schools. These ‘
y ‘; (',-:five components are" facilitles:" staff; program, consultative se}rvices,‘ | U
sa.mple schools is showrx by ‘a presenta:tion and anelysis of pupil retentioo: . ;-' O

R N 'I promotion, retardation, and graduation. .

IR . The fourth stage of the\ analy?i:s p.resents a profile‘ of the- small
.'--.cehtral high SChOOl iz;. the Provinoe i\ti terms of inst‘ructic;nal £acilities, o

’ | ."-':':.teaching Staff c““'ic“ia;Pl'Ogrdm. consultative serv:l.ces, Pupil services, _

R

L A S P .
‘and. school effectiveness. oo T s : : ' -
" - C '_.-' N ’g' ",.' ~ et Y '
: " ’- 0-'
ol . o
1] . .

AP

3 "'I- retention of qualified teachers program, _consultative serviaes, pupil :
servites, and socio-economic conditions of the school area.. o
i




. . V. "SUMMARY

This chapter has related the research methodology used in this

., study\ A descrlption of the instrument used in the structured interviews
\ . s .

2 and»collection of data was ptesented.' Then a desctiption of the san_xple

was provided to show how the sample was. selected, and why the sample ig-

valid. Next a description of the collection of data was given 1n terms !

» e
»

.\of so_ui;ces, time‘ and lo cations. Finally a description was given of the

. »

flVe stages in- the analy51s of data. S R . A -‘
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CHAPTER IV : . . .
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e R ANALYSIS OF THE DATA™ _. .
. t . : . N o : . e N

. ‘I. THE SETIING OF THE SCHOOLS T

Thé‘ schools selected fot study are situated in coastal t:ommuni—

ties on the island portion of ther Pz:ovince. Two~ of the six comunities

._ -are .located on the North-—west Coast two on the Nbrth—-Eas:t Coast and':

| two on' the South Coast._ The ;onnxdnities ln which the sample echoels areﬂJ;F

) situa‘x'teld’ arle _‘iascessible by . road and sea. Each commﬁni , 5 n'1ay be considered

L . the nucleus o.f an area comprised of several sma],l comm.unlties. : o . : :J
“ v o \. (‘ . Con ;_, ST o i

R smaller feeder communities, none of which are more than sixte‘en miles

§ ' 'central community of each of the a‘reae in’ quest:[o'n l‘ies.b‘een designated
. ' 5 as’ the rece:.ving‘ ceetre unde;:.the“ce;tralization and consolidal:ion '
." :prrograms eetablished by the ?rovincial Government. ‘In relation to the
T ‘ .,:'._: present s'tage of eentralization and consolidation,“ t:hese central commu- \ ,'.F g ; ,
. 1.-'— niti‘es \and .their high schools have increased in. population tcr a level - L ’ g
P . . B . N i [ L o,
‘.;:: i \that is appare,ntly acceptable to the people of theee areas It:is in
;,.._ | ’ these central communities that the ma:ln indust:ries end seﬁices .Of‘th'e_ ‘
' ‘ - I ogulatfon , ~ - p ;~A~"_ // - 2

;‘.'; o '- - 'I‘he comnunlties are relatively small :Ln t:erms of population and : , -

P I St A N . _.,...—“ X e , s \
SN e except for two communities, : the populatlon has remained stable over a D -
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RS el o DR - iy ‘;-‘ wetes . e - ’%
o L S R .29 g e
‘ ten—yeer 'period"' Table 2 shows that in 1971 the 1argést of the commu— - l ', B
nities was’ comprised of 300 famil:l.es with a population of 1 ’ZUBZ., while
the smallest was comprised of 90 families with 393 people. Table -3
, , prov:Ldes a comparison of populations and population changes over c'a ten—
. S : - year period £0F the: six cornmunities. There was ‘a low, steady J:ncreaSe ’
‘ } .0 in population from 1961 to 1971 in four communities.'. Community D and
*‘ 'W ' } Community F had populatim increases of 53 perceqt and 133 percent - s
! .:'.-" | fespectively.' These increases were due to resettleme,nt from smaller . - g i
: c communit:ies in thek areas l.ntO these receiving c.ommunities.o' e ' ’ j%
Ce 0ccugations Ca T '_ '_ '; B -:,::". L o ' f:.". ' ‘ .
R Tratiitionally, the commun:tties in the six areas \h“ ve\been fi.shing/ :
.- u‘ farming» or fishing/logging comunities. :'\ Due, .in part to the 1mprovement '
! |,chof transportation and comunicatlon since ﬁhe early 1960 8 the ¢
'.‘_ . earning a 1i-ving have changed There has been a’ -marked de'lrease in the .
* number of people engagediin the traditionai ;oc‘cupat/tohs. T.able’ ‘4 !s"howa. T
. - the chief o'ccupation‘s of the areas for 197l : Jiwhe 4 percent of the labour R "
: S force that: are elassifiee as.profeséional were comprised most:ly of ' B
_ : teachers~ and clergy,._' On].y_ 151 percehtho‘f the labour forc:e were fishermer; R
‘;‘ B or woodsmen; and 12 hercent labo:irers;'_ —‘{.ost. of the women, 35 percent of
; ‘the J.abour force,‘ claseified themfelves a.shous.ewives, t:he .rema.inder were ,' e
r%- V :':m the trades l‘and. ;rofeesiona. ' Over .1.100 persons, 28 percent of ‘tlhe
E “ T lebour force were classified es being unskilled wit:h‘no j'ob retired , Di et
f:, x R or Eehtlemn. » These ax‘e tabulated as "Other. ',, o e ; - .:,";'_ - H ..
' smpigyméht and In'eom"e s :;"':_ :' ‘.'{,'.-.- .'," \ R _ ’
T ° “:' o 'f‘.' As ;rablc 5 illustrates, on an’ average 10 »8 per.cent of the 1abour ”

e ) force in these Communities Were uncmployed 1n 1974 The highest unem— : -':




co TableZ e
.“. . - - ",{3 . :
e f-'ﬁPopulattmﬂ. Vumber aﬁﬂ Sizeﬁgf Families of .
2T 4 ..+, . Communities in.Which Sample- Schools ;
L .-ffj:"~ T4 ’.“,f ‘are” Tocated 1971 ‘:_:j' R

. Average'
_Family Size’
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Table 4

N '_”-o- . . ,' ’ L

P Chief pccupations ‘of Areas in Wh‘ich Sample
o e e Lo Schools are Located 1971

AN .
T ‘,. - g
Ty e T T o et s Area Z

Professiopal
Tradesman

Fisheman/
wOodsman

Housewife RE e
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30 8 percent for Commun1ty A whlle the 1owest rate

was. 3. 2 percent for Communlty D ost of the- unemployed segment of the
labour force recelved government 3551stance. Table.6 presents accomparf R :
L 4 .

ative view of.the long—term and short—term soc1a1 assistance provided to

tpe communitiesapver ‘a two—year period During 1972—73 there was a total o
.’ fl* ‘ .

.of 412 persons receiV1ng 1ong—term a551stance, and 319 receiv1ng short-',

"N

term a551stance. During 1973 74 there was a total of 366 persons

o . . e
- -, L5

receiving long—term assistance, and 221 rece1v1ng short—term assistance.-

Short—term as51stance recipients were members of families whose wage T

L ¢
- . o o ~
. Ve

. earners were gainfully employed for a part of the year. 1ZMQZI, '135'a7}f N

.‘.:dg_' Table 7 presents the income figures for the portion of the

{; communitles 1abour force that was gainfully employed in‘ﬂ970

- \"'

.;'

i,are 1ocated rfnged from $3 628 to $5 884

famllies in any community earned $10 000 or over annu%%ly.J Only Commu— [;
'.._ . . ’/~ L : B NN , . .'
{'nlty B had an aggregate income\of over one million dollars.;31 »'fj' ;»(, .

v

schools can draw to improve their Status.‘ Within the socio-ec0nomic

[ . .'.
. . e N .

setting outlined above, Ehe present status of the sample Scnools is‘
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Tab 1e 6

BRLE T

Long -Term and Short—Term Soc1a1 Ass:.stance‘ Over a’
Two-Year ‘Period for Communities in which
: Sample Schot)ls are Located

.35

Long T/ Assistance

“Shéé;,Te%ﬁ,Asgistghae

Commumity: ¢72—73 T 97

:V1?73776'mg

- Cases Personé'--'fCases,f

. If.ers.o’ns' - Cases,’

'Persons

Cases’

“Persons.

.

Nfld. and Labradot

.Armual Reports, Departmem: of Social Serv:lces, Gov ‘o

Y

A

=
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Table 7 '

A
i

Income of Familles of Five Sample Communities dn. . P

A

R0 i 524

. -,;Fdixl.j..liésf' T Aggregate . AV'erqgg'-_"""-" .
“mo % v Income .. Income.

L pmemme -

Community’ . ¢ Incosé

R 3,000 and less © 7 .25 - 21, . 7 51,800 . - 2 072 -
e e 1';ﬁ~, 3,600'5,999 * 765 . 54 . 318,996 © . 4,907
AT v 65000 = 9,999- % . 25 721 - .. 189,690 . . 77,584 . o

IR 10 ,000° and over. :f5 L 4 77,690 0 15 538 ‘

o CTotal™ ;@f'fgzb“ [Ldofj%f 634,535”fﬁJ7“

S 3 ooo ;nd 1ess;ﬁ_?_ 283 621(‘3‘V‘ :

L ¥3 ;000,555,999 © 95 7+ 43 :

,g.s,\,, 6,000, -9;999 . .. 55 < ;
s Lk 10 000 and over’. ‘ ¥

. Shgt %6om)-qge 0 14 50,552 Lk B
i e 10 000 ' x{d ovex‘ o et e T e T L 4
o , T T P R NOR A S P ¥
3 S | 21657100 e;_.583,946;; ey i
© 3,000 and dess” 60 50 - ‘g0 i 1901 o
o 3(mo-59% i k0 1330 MSSva 21k ‘vj i
8 = 46,000~ 95999 5013 . 106,493, 117,100, e
R , . 10 000 and\over S5 g -=""‘ 57 560" 11 512 5 otV T
"R R \\ "‘.‘v'.' O S Tt
f% : o ;.:.=;,;,“11q [ Total" '-.,fazg ;;400;.;3. 435 339 -3, 628 o
S TR 3 000 anid Tdas /- 4 s, 671 AT 2,318 .
- e 13,000 - 5,999 ‘96, 2057 7 4 476" .
£ LB T 6,000'7:9,999 . 263,020 ° j 7,515 e
1 AR \~q1o ooo and ovet *201,113% 13, 408" y
;‘;-; . )’LA
i.* 853 210 *j

‘ ~Source; sEétispiqg;Caﬁaaa;“?ﬂf'*“ SRR

Wl which Sample Schools are Lccated, 1970 : L e RS}

383

XN
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-to these five components are presented for each component as they have-f

been previously listed :.:.' ';};iilaf,.. -

4

Instructional Facilities

1

'

’ Instructional facilities refer to instructional areas either f' i
within o;/outside ‘the - school plant, including facilities owned by the b ', :
‘//eo;munitylhut to\n ich the school had access.v Table 8 preaenta the
,facilities to which a:“leaat one" of the sin schools had access. School . Lo
& had the ],east number ok ¢las sr;ooms, 3~ while Schools 3 s. and’6 had 6~
classrooms. Five of the ::;;schools had rooms designated as libraries.~u'n S li
Of these five, the number.ot contained titles ranged from 1 000 for tfpifl“r%int"l }é

"'_'.'School 2 to. 3, soo for Sc‘hool 6., 'l'h e titles included books f.ilm strips,

“”slidea,‘transparencies, tapes, and reco da._ Two of the schools had

el ---,

_-;1aboratory. Each of the other four achools po_sessed at,least one W:v;:ih'“';‘l -

science kit.;

- % : .,¥¢1 The physical education facilities for»the schools ‘were. relatively, :lh’f,.}
S E 1imited. School 4 and Sehool 5 had regulation—aized gymnasiums School L '

‘.
! N \

2 and School 3 had'an auditorium and a. basement lunch T 9m, respectively,

designated as gymnasia:' 'An;outdoor playground existed\ior School 2.

‘

Ty

sy

_—




"% 'lable 8 .
NG L / .
Instructional Facilities L
1973-1974 . oo \. B
~ Type of. .. = L2 3 4T IR .Total';,Aveg.- S
.- Facility - " - : : — .

» .

School .

n - -un ‘n.

Regulat -
Classroom

. ._Libfary .:‘

"+ Sclence ..
' Laboratory: . "

SRR Gymnasfun’ -

e Oixtiido'r':,j}' o

{?QAngdqhdi;f;,.%“'

: Out:door; "
“.iIce] Rk

U Feld oo
- S ,‘Ie.'a:é‘t'féxs ' o
. - Prep. Room. " -
S P
o0 7ition Room

.'Qtﬁéf'];f
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staff kitchens. All .six schools had elther a prlncipal's offlce or a.

N 5 NN
e AN

v1ce~princ1pa1's office, or. one offlce shared by both admlnlstrators.-

.

RECEEER I AT S

AT e

|t

Eﬁ: ) There-was a total~cf 10 administration rooms avetaging_1t7 such'rqg&s

for each school. - e e

y

>

........

Teaching btaff o

The present starf of the sample schools are presented An terms

< og -
wiFE e

e e

3T
SRV

~of their educatlon, professional development experience, and mobility.

) .rl;“.'.’:"-ﬁ:w

= . ) -
Each of thcse characterlstlcs, for the purpose of thlS study, is deter— oo L Y

. -
v

mned by factors wh1ch are listed an,d described as each characteristic K

BRI S -
15 -‘present.ed",l, ,‘ . _'" S a\ ' . . . ,.' -:'. o . — - - ._.l__l- .',- S :
I B . e e a4y o WL - oLt f ", N - IR . .. P
. w” AT o ! s - - o X v
.’. “ -

\ .'E‘duc'atiox{.‘ The staff characterlsﬁic of education is determined.'{_"

S s

I

by the type of hometown in which teachers were raised the type of school

staff were raised.' The major.ity, 72 5 percent were raised in small

£1sh:{ng/farming comunities. None were raised in"St. John g, Newfound— ’ .
. . J -_ s | \,'._- -_\_
land. Many, therefore, graduated from small schools. Table 10 shows _'" . S
NI . PRI """1 .. N I

- - . P B N
» that the largest number of teachers, 40 percent, graduated from small . .

, teachlng certlficates ranged from a Grade I to a Grade VII Certificate,

"\

,..a‘

vith the Sxeatest number of teachers, 35 percent,"'.

holdiné a Grade IV

Certliicate. L
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:f_.wng‘: Type of, Hometown

‘;J—f g o B ‘Sehool | L =
L2 3 s 6 ot

Type of
> Hometown -

Co " Teachers

| Small FisHing/ o e T T s e
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‘Staff Characteristics“é’fgn 74 Type of

e e Sc‘\v\ol Graduated From \. o B ' .
[ o - — - L

i " School

il
San

., Teachers .. . .

Grade zoo ol 3 6 0 ke 8000 T

. Large All— - 4 s 4

" Grade’ w200 {~.Iﬁ?-

o ,1" Small Central - | - o s .
. High "2 Q9'3f"'iuu _5;? _¥?'5 Ly :
: Large Central ‘2 RS
High v 200 CTE e WD
st Small Regional. ,. T - :
Tl High 200 Yoo - g ?'5 e

I Large Regional R ' T RN
i High . 200 . Ao O h s 3 I RS T
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’? Staff Characteristics, 1973- 74 : L
) Uruversity Degrees . S SR
7 . . Lo : . .

.
13}
.
.-
i
o

i
b3
Y

S ; ooy T2 3 s ' '

I .. .7t Teéachers

', . R ;N‘:T,:_D.egré"e" N 3 . ‘,2;'..:. 6 3 .
P ' w4 . Bachelor's liosoel L LSRR T T L e n BT e
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. : Table 12 o
‘f . . . . . " :
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’ : Staff Chgracteristics, 19V3-74:
' . - Teach¥nhg Certificates . .

~ M " A

‘ e . . U scheel .. :

: - 1 2. 3 4 s s _ R
Teaching S . . > : . o Total . .

eme e

R IR

o Cert;f}gqtef-. ' .Teachers *. .. --

¢ - - . ' .

~

40 GradeiIt il

.+ Grade 11

: Ctéde?i;irﬁ;u

VI

- Chade

SN .'C:r_ade,, VI::'I' L

ne 'thaili;'fe,:g

L

Y
Vol

L%
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e . T L ! Vo e oL ST

e _”"5’ Prote851onar Development. ’Fo: the purposes bf this Study, thB 3,-L.DLH 3 B
oL ’ ‘ e . \- . . ; - “ . s et M

Com -~ i ; . I LTt
v stg{f s prcfe551opal developnent 18 determined by the teacher s inVOlve—- Sy

'-g meﬂt 11 activ1;1es whlch*nnclude studying of university courses, readingu nob "
. .o . n-'. . " Loy . _')_ : . ..:

. of profe531onal literature, active membcrship in educational committees,_ 'f-?f

“attending t%echer inservice_actlvities, and attending“school staff’ L

Sk meetlngs. 1**

40\was an active member'of an- educational committee.

‘, - .,- o _.-,.u- »

. NS e

~_' the total staff for the six schoole, 72 5 percent indicate

o .
EIRES

atteqded staff meetings regularly

'\ :
in which téachers taught.. The year in whfch\t.is study was»conducted is

» ..

« -7 . -.

The table also shows that 12 teachersh

:"

29 years of teaching experience.
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Staff Characteristics, 1973-74'

' Professional
Development by Various Activities

s,

Typeiof: -

JActivity!

”'éﬁhd&iﬁ‘%’r,f
DniVersity

g

Mdgazines .
l?és.ula'r'.l?{ .

,

: ;‘Com;ﬂit :ee . .

* 'I'wo Workshops ;

n 1973$

Attending Staff

" iof :-Ei:i;ﬂé'é:ﬁ‘lonal]. 3
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Staff Cheracteristice, 1973—74-- Experience by k _ :',:;'i\,
. Number of Years Teaching T -

Number of
Years -f
Teaching




- ) I \ .t

(. ' . g :
. l, - ".-' v, ) B . . . .-' 'n. v ’ .;
oot e e Teblen 150 L T : cL

GRNRA _é_t:a_ff.ig!!_ér}a(';te:'isti:ics:,.,1973§7.lt: - E_Jq')'q.g'iegcg by\ ) o N el C o
% ...+i . Type of .School Taught In.. .. .. 7 T e 3!

Teachers:
noim

‘s

Element

*,

L

A e
AT




i

- R R s S o b R IR ::,. ,.,'_”',' x S5, -
"hi ) ) ot Lo e - ; S, L AR 4 . : o ) P
e g . e .I J O e ST SO e v I e s w0 oo B P P B ~:¢..4..,_.', _',:.A_..: PRI enhi 'f"N‘T‘!"I"-"‘*flfr‘—‘“"“?’_'““‘t"t"'ﬁf".‘:'."
g " 48
T : ‘Iobllitz. : The number of different’ schools in which teachers

taught and teachers pla‘hs for the_ '.u'pcomi'ng-, year are ueed"to 'indi-ca't'e" .

v ’ . N O

staff mobility.
B ‘ As 111ustrated in Table 16 15 teachexs 37 5 percent had taught
I v in only one - school while 10 percent had taught in more than five different”- -

¥

zh B L schOOIS. Table 17 shows that 31 of the 40 t:eachers, 77 5 percent, planned

[ 1 D e ¥
. L v

e 4' to teach the following year in the school system in which they were then : g
~;:'teaching. Seven teachers 1ntended to teaqh elsewhere in the Province, ,
SR ","-while two teachers planned to return to Memorial University of Newfound— '- ( :

. . ot . r :'5 i

' ‘-='land to further their training.-,

o . L culrricular activities that were ’under the direction of the schoals.‘.:- L :
. « .There is also lenAanalysia of .pupii ehrohneht by subject and grede to 1
' SRR -reveal the number and kind 'of‘ oubjects offered in each grade of each‘ | -

e school; e

e A Iype of Program.‘:_; 'I‘abie 18 shows that 5 of the 6 schools had at

'l‘eas‘t two types of progrems A11 of the schools offered the academic or :

_r:-f university preparatory progtam, two echools offered to some degree. the '.

o 8eneral program for puoil;’ who'were not. university-.-bound and four schoolé :‘ 2

' . provi.ded a special program for pupils who coold not tope with thel‘academic-"'.“

, ‘ e Extra-Curricular Activities.l Table 19 related '*the seven different r
G :
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g at one of the schools in the district i

Vﬂ'availabie.i

N~

-

-was- 7, 1n School 6
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schools had some form of athletics, and at least one other pupil acti- .

Vity.’

schools pro\vided a total of 19 activities. =

number of- subjects being studied was’ 17 in School 5,

Schoo‘l 5 was active in s:.x extra—curricular activities, all six o

Enrolment by Sub;ect and Grade.

of English and mathematics.

sc1ences, of which biology a.nd earth science had the greatest, 11 percent.

3

N

v

As Table 20 shows, the greatest

‘

‘

the l'east.nuxnber :

The smallest enrolxr.en‘ts were in the

All the pupils were enrolled in the ‘core subjects

Only tuo schools offered physics, for a total of 28 students, while none

LT

e ndmber and kind of supervisors and subject—area specialists that were

(R

C COnsultative Serv:Lces ',*"

“

iy

,.,;‘\

'."

offered chemistry. ) French was offered in School/ 3; \and School 5.

Ca

ConSultative services for the schools are determined by the

'

The availability of consultants to the schools is shown in Table

, , avai}reble to School 6

L

‘.l. .

The generalist supervisor was aVailable ‘to all but one

‘ school while a, guidance counsellor was reported as being available to

e four of the six schools.‘

.‘ . .

“'.of a. phySical education consultant. L :

Only one school had the consultative seJrvit:eé

e e S S L = i Lrepy e Ay e S AT
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employed by the school board and were stationed at: the central office or

L 21 ‘There were six different types of consultants, five of which were B

School 3 and School 4 had only one consultant 'j_ o
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ALl the schools had available to some degree theée three elements
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45—‘of guidance.‘ For the most part however guidance was provided by class—-f
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q A : v « X o

{ .
room.teachere and’, family meméers, none of whom ‘had received any spee&al S e,

Ei LT i;‘ﬂtrainidg 1n educational and vocationaluguidance.' Guidance 1iterature xﬁ2kgpitif'i':z
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One of the Sim schools had a cafeteria, four provided a cold 5
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canteen, and four had a- 1unchroom:; Scﬁgol 6 provided no food services
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‘ 1‘ 1 . - a oo Lt s e ! B ik . ‘;
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: for the sample schools over a five-year period. Thbles 23 28 inclusive'"”
N LT R

f_“ pre%ent theainformat{on relating to these four aspects of achool effec—'”f' . ,

‘_5 tiveness for each of ths,six schools from 1969 70 to. 1973 74 Table 29 -f:ﬁ‘_¢z35

T

summarizes these data for the sample schools.

-?% Annual Retention Rate T . e S '

. \‘.

The number of pupils who ceased to attend school‘before completing -
their year ranged from 3 perCent to 20 percent of the school enrolment ST

-',annually. TablL 25 shows that for School 3 in 1971-72 and 1973-74 3o ;_f:l":

- . “. 2 . N B 0 :

percent of: the pupils 1e£t school before completing their year. Table L 2 )

foAg.'ol f'ﬁi‘lf_ 28 shous that 20 percent of the pupils in School 6 left school before.', R ‘
;% S RS graduation during 4970 71 When the number of dropouts is .totalled: for 3 i

the six schools gp an annual basis, the number of pupils who ceased to

l',f
-~

el
-

-1 88 Soloem
R

}fd attend before oompleting their year ranged from 9 percent -in 1969 70

. Cot e . & A
I o

& 197Q~71, and 1973 74 to 14 percent for the year L971 72., As Table 29 ‘Hfuﬁvf«f;~'
ﬁ ’ illustrates, the average annual phpil attrition rate for the six schools %fﬁﬁ_i‘ﬁ"gl

T -

was 10 percent leavlng a retention rate of 90 percent.‘
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i used for the present study to determine pupil graduation.-

’ percent in 1974 .for School 4 and School 6.

' provides a deta:.led view of the Public Examinations results for each

RS .- :
sample school over a five-year period. g The lowest rate of pupil grad— :

"_uation was 23 percent in 1971 for School 6. t:he highest rate was 100 .

',53' schools are comblned

W 3 eﬁyr;:tr;i;“ie;;iﬂr;;;w,rwfa;;_;~;;:“:;-'rgw;;w;;;;";oro;u,v“ — M;;';' izt
f fl ? . " , © 67
'Pr‘omoéion and Retardation ' T SR o L
s A | Promoltlon 'refers to "the moven'ent of. the pnpil to the next LTllghe;: »
. X I'grade after bu.CCESS‘flji-éO;\pletj;;n of a year 5 work while retardat:_‘on is~5 '
. .__measured in- tems of the pupil repeating the grade in which he is placed ’
B ir: any - given yeak. :‘ : ."_:';: . -' s ¢ ' | :
£ | Table 28 illustratesathat School 610 1970—71 had the least o :%;
y ~gnumber of pup.lls promoted 40 percent School 2 promoted the greatest . ’,:%'
T% ..j»number of pupils, 97. percent, 'in 1971 72. (Table 24) For the six schoolsi & @
%: .ﬁ~ ”-:.-combined, _as Table 29 illustrates, the least :number of‘;pupile promoted : ,- “ \‘»}
h' ‘. das 69° percent :Ln 1969 70 the greatest number promoted was 82 percent _ S . '
'é ‘ ._ 'of the enrolment m 1973—74.;:.'__ . . / . ’ .' 1
:‘ | The ninimum number of repeaters 'in any one ochool for 'a given ' 5
‘r ” . * 'year wasrz percent for School 2 in 1972-73 (.able 24), the as L
%‘ . 5"f1;}35 pcrcent for School 3 in 197L—72 (Table 28) For the six.s hoolcf}'} E
3 SR E 4
;f'is;jln 1970-72 (Table 29). Gﬁ_.l" ; .;.?f- 3
s Graduation '._:‘,_'-; Cir ¥

The number of pupils passing the Grade XI ‘Public Examinations is B ."' - ’

Table so '}'qu_j~tf<,;

L . \"-

.._-.. N

S

When the results for the six O

the lowe.st ra’t:e of pupil gr‘aduation was 53 per ent

5 .

in l973, While t:he highest rate was 83 percent im 1974.‘.,-",- u 'f‘-:
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This analysi.s of pupil retention, promotion and retardation, and.

o " 2

'_ graduation is given to provide a view of the effectiveness of the sm.nple

r

e
S

.schools. In a 1ater stage of ,this analysis,~ school effectiveness will o ,._-' '

be evaluated in \terms of the components that were - used to establish the

present status of the schools.-_: :.‘ O A

S

L e .-./ IV, PROFILE OF THE SHALL 'Csm‘nmn scHoOL ,

“',c y s o ‘,". K ) R . .
s T _'.--.. : This profile 'of the small central high school in the Province of

i
N .
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:_..'-. Newfoundland and Labrador includes the components analyzed in the aample

{

SEVRRT schools present status and effectiveness. The analyzed data for the
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six sample schools are cpmbined on. each of the components and utili%ed v
N a7 in the profile development on a "total“ ’and "average" basis. ’.l'he extra~ K PR ' e
STy ~ : : L T T L e

v Ty e
". polation is bBSed on -the premise that the six schools Btudied are a true ' N v

RN o LR Instructional Facilities _-;,-"'":_,.,': v

The small central high school i'n the Provinee has on an average

{ "':'.5. the following facilitiea 5 2 regular classroom.s, 0 8 libraries, 0 3
: \ C science lahoratories, o 3 qumasiums, o 2 outdbor playgronnds, o 5 outdoor e

Ty

ice 'rinks, 0 2. ball fields 1 0 teacher preparation rooms and 177_ admin— L v ;

¢ /ﬁ istration rooms. Vieved another way, this means :hat all .s,uctk.‘-.gé}’?oh
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Measuring %taff educatlon in terms of type of hometown, ype of ‘xf?_':u*

- o B school from whlch they graduated unlversity degree, and teaghlng certl—" :.; ‘-l;;'

:='ficate held,‘the small central high school 1n the Province employs staff ‘ ' '

.

of which 73 5 percent were raised in small flshing/far communitles,.‘

» ot

55 percent graduated from small schbols,_ﬁs percent hold no university

o

. degree, and 57 percent hold below a Grade V Certificate._f- Lo E-ﬂl”

o

v . I o

Au examination of the profe351onal development efforts of the N o ':?-.f

- Lo

Over three‘f°“rths» 77 5 percej;, of the staff in.question intend B
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tpf:' : ';JT'J-:'E-:—;-.-—“—;..V.:..&.--w:‘-v--.,.-,’.v-.nj*:a.v;‘-ri:a:::;;\»*-L..»,_ S - B ] "', o bl Ed e e ALY, wv-ﬂﬂf"\’ﬂhlh:;’vw’;':w-"vmnmv :\;:Mhﬂ‘“ 8
. .‘ £
¢ 2 : i . . . - -71
A ° ? . ‘ ' . ' ) ® ! -
R ' an academic program, one—third of them offer a general program, ‘an; tyo—
:',," l‘.'.‘ ‘ - N / . ’ i 5
A e thirds of them~offer ‘a special education program. ’ ..
E} . .-,__‘; o ' All of the schools have some forn of organized athletic 8Cthi—
% 3 L A .
. ties,‘and up to 83, 3 percent of then offer spme ot%er type of extra—
curricular activity. ’ -"‘: L e . : «
) 4 The PrOV1nce s smalr centrel hlgh schools,.on an average. offer

2 o

a total of eleven approved subjects for the aggregate of the’ five grades

tau ht. - Lo ‘ 'H_' "‘Q_.: . N . . ,
g o o] T ' S
‘ IConsultative Services ’ . . “ v T e ) A R -i
A . . L . : R o
AT Yhe schools studied have, on /an . average, consultants iq“Z 7 A ,h-.f-,-,.j

different specialist areas. The ge eralist supervisor is avhilable to
t ’ Q . . * ,_ ‘ .-

- / . '

B fé 83 3 percent of this type of scho _ the consultqpts in the other five(V

s - \‘~. [

some degr

)) o

12 to guidanee personnel and literature.' EducationaI And vbé

- '

tional guidance for the moét part 13 p;ovided.by regular classroom (?ni;[dﬁ;i:fﬁi'ﬁ

-;Only one out of six' 6r IG.J percent of these»schools,”'

l\'r
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5. : annual reténtion rate of 90'percent. This means that\each year 10
e .. . y .u ..
X o

’,ni " percent of the pupils enrolled in Grade VII to Grade XI in’ these sohools
1. \"“ ' . “ |
,Tg“ ° o cease to aLthd school before 3uceessfu11y completipg their year., This .
Vo ' ) . ° . .

s + type.of sghool cach )ear has 15 percent of its pupils repeat a grade,

; - ' v O . v V. ‘°t S}

and promotes 76 percent of its. pupils On an' average, 66. percent of the

Grade XI. pupils from this type ‘of school pass the Provincial Public .
\ - A . 3

’ - .. .

Examinations annuallx L , Lo Lt

-
s - °

. . . -
The preceding profile prov1des an external non—critical, and .

ﬂnon comparative\View of the smali central high school in.Newfoundland

o j [ and Labrador.. However when the school’ is examined for weaknesses and
- “;r P problemq,\a égrc‘comprehEn51ve vieq maywbe provided Thls is the purpose
. - : o o PR IR T S :
- T S : 8f the-following stage of the analysis. .
: B . . . '~ A EEE o - ) L
Do . ) ~V." PROBLEMS OF TRE-SMALL CENTRAL.HIGH SCHOOL -
s . S - o . . o~ . RN
e o . The effectiveness of a schodl’as‘definéH in the’ present study-is
AT T -~ generally accepted as the indicator of-the school's success insaccom-
S - L : . o C s
R o . " plishing its*pnrpoee. Frequently, the majority of the education commu-
S sy . ' S e o - ce T _ e -
';t o 'J~;niry'measqre‘a school's success by the'peréentage of annual gradnates.ﬂ
° PSS Table 31 provideg a five—year comparison of Grade XI Public
4 ‘ : N 4 d
~_i;;) T Examinationb results from the -sample’ 3chools with those from high schoola
P . ’ N
;‘%" R :in -the Prov1nce as a whole On ‘an annual average, 62 percent of the-
B o ®
R . S N _
? i- T ‘-candidates from the sample schools passed the Public Examinations, the
2o . : - . . :
i f provinc1al average w§;~50 percent .
;»;i Votwithstanding, the staff, pupi dnd-consultants identified
T %;f:- S ‘“pupil attrition, retardation, promotion, and graduation as problems: and
t S ~.weaknches in thqse. schools These school members also identified six:
b . " . K .
.ﬁ, SR .a-areas as caﬁses or sources of; tHe problemﬁ related to school effective~'
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Grade XI Publlc Examinations Results for the
.+ +'51x Sample Schools and A1l Schools 'in
the Province,

Table 31

\_.

1969 1973

-_-'.‘\

Year -

T

. . R -‘_ .
- Six Sample Schools

Alifp;9v4né1a1 Schools

Numbdr::
.’ Writing

" Number
Passing

" Percent
-Passing

_Numbér'
{Writiﬁg-

" Number
Passing

"~ Percent -
" Passing.

1969
1970
'i§7;f
1972

1973,

" "Annual
-Average '

- 102

yz;

» ':96

114

100 .

gy

v

. .63

66

55

7-761-'

50,

59
61

63

o

.53

.62

19,610 .
".§5478

':8,346

3,822 °
4,553_

4,352
'~;'4,8927

4,587

-~ !

55 

’

48

51

48

S f.

"5o‘u-

Source:
.. .

T o

=Annua1 Reports, Deparcment of Education, Newfoundland
and Labrador : :
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ness. These areqa.jnclude facilitles, e?ployrent and retention of quali
1f1ed teachers, program, consultative sérvices, pupil services, and

soc1o—econonic conditions of the:school-area. These’ problem areas iden—~

tified as affecting the school s effectiveness are combined and presented
in relation to'thc.type.of school member.who identified and'commented“on

v . - . . . )
1 . » '

b . . - e

v_them. . ‘, W :':1.. - . . - . -.. ‘ ". i b . ._l‘ . E

i : . oL - et - -
' ' .

. Problems as Seen by Teachers

- ' ' Do
Table 3’ shows that teachers (including principals) considered !

. all six'areas to be problems of small central high schools., The curri—

. cular program was considered a problem by 86 percent of the teaching

A\

e
»

_ _staff. They were particularly critical of its narrowness, rigidity, and
‘1rrelev:Lc

8

Y. Low student interest was considered to- result in large

part,’ from an inadequate program. E ,“

-
‘

o

Seventy-one percent of the teachers considered in@tructional

"facilities 4 problem. In fact, teachers from all but one school expressed

8-

dissatisfaction with the existing facilities. During personal inter- 3

i views, teachers stated that they felt lack of pnpper facilities was the

A

Chlef causal factor of problems related to. emplbyment and retention bf

specialist teachers, provision of a broad and relevant program, and

P

- H

(pupil'services.. Teachers felt tha".roper facilities would attract the

qualified teachers needed, and motivate the prescnt staff to higher work

achicvement. ‘A broader and more relevant program, in conjunctiod with

7 LN

desired pupil serv1ccs, would decrease pupil attrition, and increase .
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Responses of. Teachers (Including Principala) LA ; .
S Regarding Sogrces of School Problems ’~_ ST Lo T
. ., . . _ , . - ; R g . I - ...' '_ N ": .

. Percenc ' Percent SR
Rcsponding R Responding S '
1"”Yes" Se . . ,ooa) "N wee o, RENET

-Source. of -
“Problen

-_'I’r'lsﬁrix'ct:iori'al B
*Fdcilities . . °°

o -E'mploymer}t"* T
and Retention -
of Qualified
Teachers
Curricular

. Program

‘ o =77 'Consultative

_.._'..__..____._,. L&t - . aal,

T Services " L

e S Pupil

. ' Sgrvic_es_x

seiiL 0 Soclo-Economic .
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: consult'ants for the year.

J
I

'-.problem mainly beca_use_' of the poor match between coinmtin'ity values and -

-ac-ti\'iities -and'-those of the 5choolf‘ A relatively rapid change of commu~-

—

nity values apd life style was at variance with the efforts of the school.
Teachers felt that for the most part, the community placed a high value'

i . \
~»

" on one s earning power.t This attitude negated the school s ;fforts since

,there seened to be no relationship between one's high school education
and his earning power in t'hetcommunity. i
h ’ o

Forty—five percent of the teachers felt” that lack of consultative g

services was a source ¢f the school's problems. In spite of the number

nnd kind of consultanta apparently available at the school board office, '
g .

) relatively few visits were actualﬁ nade.’ Table 3 shom; “the number of

\
visits each sample school received from different consultants On an,
: ~
' average, the schools received a total of six visits from all evailable

v

’
-'contacts and visits were made by consultants.. : '

Employment and retention of qualified teachers was, considered to

P ~' s
‘be the least serious problem for the -echool.

: Problems as Seen by Pupils .. Lo '

b 'rable 34 show&n.the percentages of ‘Grade. XI pupila from the snmple'

schools who indicated they believed the  six. areas ‘to be problems related :

‘to their school's effectiveness. IR e sl

The most frequcntly mentioned problem was lack of adequate facil—j

'.'ities.

' -satisfaction with the facilities of t.heir ew school. \luny pupils

o expressed indignation and disgust when their school 8 faci.lities vere

. o
1

] mentioned..

Most of the teachers felt 'that fe_w‘pro'duct:ive '

The P“Pils from School 4 wcre an exception in that they expressed o

The pupils ‘felt that the SChQOl program and the "pupi];'
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Consultative Services,
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N . 'pe'rcé_n.t:, indicated that the program vas. of some benefit. B

79

'services would impiove with improved facilities.

Employment and retention of qualified tcachers ‘was not considered

, by pupils to be’ a ma_)or problem. "lany of ‘the 29 percent who did indicate

[ 8

B the’ pre5enl. staff would not improve under any circumstances.

0verall 42 percent of the pupils interviewed indicated that the '
' -program was a Cause of the school 8" low effectiveness. ) Table 35 shows

Lhe number of Grade XI pupils who indicuted the degree of benefit of the
: & v

school_.program regarding their vocational plans. The majority, 67

' ’ -

~

In relation to school board consultants, 4? percent of the pupila
[

indicated lack of consultative services to be, a pv-oblem. Pupils fel‘

they would be helped directlv, and indirectly through the teachers, if

lack of consultative services was a. problem felt that such services was

-a

a good means by which to improve their teachers abi—l—ities.

OVer half the number of pupils 53 percent, indicated that all

»

aspects of pupil services were sources of the school's effectiveness
. 1 . 4

Al

_t

-, problems . . -

Table 36 shows “that pupils received most of their educational
\. . iR

and vocational guidance from .their parents. M&ny pupils felt that their
)'.

'gteachers either could not or Would not give them guidance/assiatance. -

!
the schools; the ,lit_erature‘ that did ,exist provide.d inac[eqpate ~infor-

... mation. _"" %, ' v ’ ; ' A
. Lo .ot PN . o Lt ’

é
A ; : ]

The 53 pcrcent who' did see 1ack of pupil service's as a problem “u

‘l
. o

“‘were especially critical of food and transportation aervclcea. _Only one

o

that this was a problem expressed the belief during the intervieWS that

there were more such services. The majority of pupils who indicated that .

o
LN

Apparently there(was an insufficient quantity of guidance literature in,' '
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Educational and Vocational Guidance
e from Various Sources (n"73)
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, were, the) wcre very e*cpensive. Buss:mg also pre\vented students from

A

. . Pt A PRI o e amnd N AT (e pe ey paay w] b N by 1w
B T N LT I THP O i S A R P ) PRARR e o3 i

AR o

. P 5
el L ’ 82 - o
- . ey
school Pl'OVid\.d a careteria, and the cold Canteens offered only candy ’ ’%

. 3 . A
) . _ i

..and soft drinks.,- Iian pupils stated that tht busses vere unsafe and R . i

" uncomfortable to tra\,el in over. gravel roads, especially in winter. K
Busses were rarelv available for inter-school competitions, and. when they : 2

”.' - o

_ participating in after-school activ:Lties.' Table 37 shows the extent of L 3;
: :.' bussing in thc six sample schools for 1973 74, '-_For‘the_ ,__six,schools,'G,S. | :%
| porcent of the pup:ils vere bussed de“ily. R : s : o st ":}?
.-.-_"‘- o . 'The Pupils who did indicate ‘that the socio—economic conditions I,‘.,".:"' R ' . 'h

' fll of the‘ comunities in the area were sources.of problems related to the | ] -

school '$ effectiveness, 36 percent, felt that school life was unrelated

/' -

to real.li\ring and life in« the community; Cdmpulsory attendance kept 3
: .;’ many of the pupils in School. ’ R ',: B ‘ ; &)
Problems as Seen by Consultants '_ : _ o P R
y Table 38 shows the proportion of consultants that considered the 'I
va,ri,ous components to be’ problem areas for the small central- high schools. - -
= .- The .majority of the consultants. 83 percent, indicated that the U "'1:
school program' was a chief source of problems related to school effec— AR
tiveness. , Thes\e‘ consuLEants felt that in turn, the inadequate program | | !
‘ was largely a: result of inadequate facilities and unqualified staff
: Lack of pupil services was thought ta- be a major cause of’ ' '7
4 pupils - lack of ':'n ::‘est -'and"high droiaout"rate. . All services, including .. \ ,' {
S consultative serv:.c s, for. these schbols were ,considered by. the consul- | -_ ;
tants to be grossly ina/iequate. | I)istance from the schools, seasonal .
transﬁortation diifficulties. and absence of requests ‘from the schools 'I ' o ‘ l

were given as ma:] or causes for infrequent visits to the schools. ; - '

>
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TUUNLL - SIRRUARY OF PURPOSES “AND msrw\mzs Pamoni
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t -, . ~ \

\_i:: ‘The: main purpose of this study was to examine thb\preseht 57
T, N R . “

of "remote ana necessary smal] central hlgh schools inlthe Province of
R \\.\ . o - < -r - . . PO _.h‘ .
mewfoundland ‘and Labrador.v'ﬂore speciflcally, 1t focused on three aspects B G '.'?_

Atus -

of a s“lectlon Qﬁ these schools.;(l) the present status of these schools,‘\jf\jl_ ..-:-

as it relates to facillties, staff program, and services, (2) the v

~ . ’

**T z~ o o~

effectiveness of the schools in terms of pupil retention, gromotion,5»“;~75

‘. . ."...'.

retardatlon, snd graduation, and (3) prdblems of these schools as seen

by principals, teachers, pupils, snd school board consultants.u The .
following four questions'helped to focus on these sspects..“:H:QZK_f" 3
. : ioah . T i L

ot fl;* What is the current status of a selection of remote and neces—'ﬂ;. e

LI - .
o . .

sary small central high schools with respect to facilities, R

<
e

'staff programa pupil services, and conﬁultative services? \

\\v' 12 What has been the effectiveness of such:sghools over agfive—year "“", -
20 "1pumlod in terms of pup11 retentionv upil promotion and retar—‘””7‘£5ff__llfw”

dation, and public examina

3 resul ts? '
,;fjf What are the '”oblems being faced by EE,B schoals as seen by

prinqipals, teaohers, pupils, and school board consultants?
VoL ’

‘14;“ What are the views of principals, teachers, pupils and consul—‘ e

I

tants concerning what might be done to qlleviate the problemslj'ffahﬁ_v

. a
L M J N oY
. .. . -
t 2, N
p
i
LN
.=
d §




“in 19_

\

4 fifteen were arbitrarily class:.fied as

for the purp;e}of the. study.

remo t:e \

and

' .

n

.

. \ e,
boards, and various departments of governments

\

Information for the study Was ‘obtained frcm the schools, school

\

Data guide sheets

From these fifteen schools, six Were
:andomly selected fmsive study -

smal 1"

OL Lhe one hundred forty six central high schools in the Province

listir@‘ the \various selected components of the schools and charactoris—
' tics of

N J.

\

:~"

the school areas were used to collect previously recorded data. o
\\ The 1nterview method was used to gather\information from school pnin— Cl
kd ,\" ‘ \ \\ ‘ T B MR "~\.\'\J\" :

. o cipals, teachers, pupils, a}xd eonsuitants. Written questionnaires were T
\ Y \ developed and used as data guides 1n the structured interviews with these
. L various school members\ The resear%:her visited the selected Schools and
mey . e :
~\ . ‘ \wx.
\\ Lo the appropriate 5chool board offices andlconducted interviewe and dis-—
) )\\ - . e -\.,‘(. L 'n . . .
Lo

cussions with indivi‘dv.a\ls\and groups ever a: five—Week\ period

) - that ‘ins ruction’l facilities were relatively*‘limi ed_in five’ ef the si>{~ SR
Y : .-*s;chpélé) Apart from regular classrooms, theee facilities : ; . " ’ " o
- .._._;. "",ﬁéﬁ;é’%;_;,tent' Scienee laboratc;ries, F.ibraries, andl‘ehysical educ tio\n ) ' : ‘
o facilities were particularly scarce. \ R -‘ g ;_1'»: \
! : Mosx: of the \teaching \etaff \o’f;these achuols had been 'rai\sed in

small fishing/faming communities » and therefore had graduated from small
schools.;_'

Approximately half of these. teachers held no university degree
and he.ld below -a’ Grade V teaching cettificate.

’\

/ EO

Approximately one-third :
of the teachers were teaching forithe first‘ time while \the maJo

the orher two—thirds ‘had gained their experie

rity of .
nce: in sinall scl'/ols., The '-": S
\ T A

.’-

3
<
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'ajority o_f all the teachers planned to- rexnai -teach"in'g'\'in :the'ir%presentt_;:' Tl IR

: chcmls for ‘the upcoming year. ’ ) , Y . ' -'5.’ ¥
All s schools offered the acadenie' or University preparatory T L 4
rogram. Five of the s:l_x schools offe.red either a, general program, a’ ',_v N

k 4special prdsram, or both in conjunction with the academic program. AN T LT

- a N . ~ ’ - ' .D' “,:-.-I. ... .. ... .,':..’. : "‘.::.::
"'-anils from Grade VII to Grade XI were offered on an average eleVen s e 5
: . o O &

different subjects over this five—year high school period. The smallest . SR

enrolments were in; the sciences.. ’ :_ :'. ...‘. ‘ | _ ‘ ;;
On .an. avera‘ge, there were '2 7 different kinds of consultants N i
'.j,available at, the school b'eard offices. On an 'average each sehool - -
' received ‘one ni51t annualﬁ from each'one.‘, The generalist supervisor.w 3 w '
.was vailable to five of the six schools while most of the schools
. . 3 R TR A.'- . . " o
£ .::jlacked cqnsult:ant:_in the speeialist areas.- g : B

,',:,.'”'.'.'.’.-' Pupil services were limited or non-existent in most schools, '

"'-"l._-:"partieularly in the areas of food-,_ re(:reation, and guidance., Host guid— :

v""...'ance was centered in the regular claesroom teacher and family mem'bers.

A .., K ‘,‘\;.c

L In answer to the question regarding sc‘hool effectiveness it was
, found that these séhools have an \annual retention rate of 90 perccmt.
Each year 10 percent of the pupil enrolment ceased to attend school
’ LR Lo S, W

‘ N

'v_"'-before graduating. Approximately three-fourths of the pupils enrolled

Lrvee v 7 &% -
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\ was caused 'mainly by\the lack of adequate facilities. Lack of proper

it was found thét the views of the persons 1nte

. ! . R AN I TR, Lo e ,’ , .
',.; this study. N These are as- followe.,."; -,"; ‘.-, P

. withseﬁsting curriculnr offerings..

economic cond’itions of the communities served by the schools. It Was

:\ e . ‘e N

\
found that teachers (including principals) considered the narrow and

ey

x-~.. - - ) e - AR

irreleyant" program t\o‘b‘e the most serious px@blem, and that this problem

1
i

facilities was mentioned most frequently by pupils 'as the chies/problem ;

w‘nich in t.urn, 1nhibited the development of a meaningful program and "’

proper serv1ces. g 'Ihe majority of the school board yconsultants identified’

— i

the school program as a ohief. source of the problems related t:o ﬂool A

ol “ . . : : B
effectivenesé., The inadequaee\program, they indicated, resulted frﬁm - ;
inadequate facilities and unqualified staff -~ : ;‘.-\\." N &

.

-. : . 'l'he findings related to queat:ton four have been incorporated in
Recommendations for\Impro’Oement, Section -IV of this chapter. G\enerally 3
\I

"iewed -as. to what might’.";:- D

. S -.-:

',-\...(. . A 'M‘l'

mendations found in current literature related to sme{l high scho 15.

- .IlI:' -,"'coNc"r;usrcﬁ)Ngf:. o

v

a," 7:'. 1 Generally, small central high schools in Newfoundland an n

Labrador lack the basic 1nstructional facilities considered eesential to

the p'rov1sion of a cbmpre'hensive high school program. _,":_ A

3 K -~ ..‘»-.

2.< 'Ihe school curriculum is generally considered narrow, rigid
\ ' aﬂd lrrelevant in t:erms of meeting the needs of all students., Not only‘"‘
are many» subject.areas.lacking, but there is”idespread dissat:ﬁ.sfection
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";high schoolleducation and teaching experience,_ (b) that the majorit:y of ""~,/__’"

' : . v

‘ 'curricular programs other than those presently ezcisting., T S / \ S

Slel R R ST o N

"f.rom this fin-ding is that unleaa and, un&il there are marked improvements C

. 1y » .
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- v N s A, . 7 '
fos . i
.- : . o S .
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":.-had been associated with such small high schools in terms of their own ' I

e o -.\,_. It

__'the teachers are sufficiently qualified to teach the pragram being .. N R
. ffered and (c) that the heavy workload of principals End teachers seema / :

to prevent them from initiating and developing curricular and extra—- /

' ':.'-é Consultative services are grossly inadequate for these 4/

schools. Consultative services in the specialist areas« such as guidance, . ' o
to ) e L i
physical education and the fine arts are extremely scarce or totally /’ :

°
e

lacking 4 . . . ~_.~: LT ..: - , .

e
' S\i There are few services £or pupils, the clientele that the/
P\

school serves direct].y.‘) Data show that transportation, food and tecre\a:-'.","_'.

-\\l- r'.' .,

.'I'he results of‘ the Public Examinations for these schoola are ;_:.:.;*?".

i

better than those of the Province a8’ a whole. High pupil attritfbn may

mean, however, that only the more able students reach Grade XI./

' 7 Character:.stic weaknesses of small high schools cited in the :

. D ___l..___ B - 9———-——* T O :',

' related 1iterat1hre exist in these sample- s“choola. A conclusion resulting,_"”' oy
M . 3 )

e in thge five school componenta examined in this study, the future pros~ Gl e
e pects for these schools are the same as their current statua. s
. ) -""IVE':,fBECQMMENDATIQNS._EOR "IIfIP_ROVE‘MEN'l‘"_'. T R R

o The flndings and cBnclusions of this study/ suggest e number"of"

reéommendations fbr small remote central high schools in Newfoundland' L -
o S O"' e

Recommendation I. That funds and services be allocaned to small":","'::‘

“REF R

e
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-’____.'._,,_:_‘,,..,.:_,....._-..-,-._7, . N - " = .. _‘ N
f' - 3 :
R . \ l ol Lo . . R . . '.l C 3 | ' I _::.'!
s ,remote centra,l high schools on- the basis of need Since mo%t large Fode Tt
S - N '

\_'schools are in 2 position to obtain more of what th/ey already have in o "
.- o RN T '.l..> ' “ T Y

‘:ems of funds and services, unequal allocations must be made to—u.du<a S Ly

S o o L oo
‘ IR ,educational disparity ih the Province. ‘ ' .
o . T VA e,
;B . Recommendation II. That -adequate facilit;l.es be provided for Tt i
3 - : A o :'A . : Ry
. Ty

."=_',small remote high schools. These facilities would satisfy the needsuofa . IR Y

S schOols and communities generally, ,since duplication would be uneconom—- --*‘ G

‘i

S \ v ' : .. : Recommendation III. : That itinerant lspecialists he made available | *)
| . | ‘ to small remote central high schools to provide instruction, clinics, | e
o - and workshops in specislized areas. . The avsilsbility of- personnel in ,
TR specialized 248 such 28 the fine arts, special services, and vocational
: . ,education\is éenerally lecking in small —remote communities and schools. \
o \ - '.'""I..."w'rhese specialists could help hroaden theA school program, improve serviees,'f:',"-‘.-;. :.‘A:::' y
. '. Iand ev.ich the lives oflpupils and\adults.' Working with the human L At r
:»‘:i-resources iu the communitiés, these specialist personnel could better R
accomplish a good xna;:ch between the culture of the communities ‘and that o X .’ o
‘ : of the school.. Various departmer\ts,‘of governments, such 'as the Depsrt_'-;'.,_,~.‘; -
: | ', ment\ofiducation, the Department of Health,,and the Department of . T i
'_‘ ' }Ianpower could work together in thi;effort:. ' ) "., ) '. s o
0 | \ ‘ ! Recommendation IV. ’l‘hat professional .development workshops be "',,-j! '
rovided for principals, teachers, and consultents of small remote high
f ools to mprove the organization of the school, the program offerings, '
: i ,' - and the effectiveness of the consultative services for these schools.::,:_:."'--.‘Il'..,:
i L "-Recommendation V. That the Department lof.,‘ ducation, Memorial' : "i o }
7}; B L ' University, {and the Provin“‘é’ s school boards fsci_ effective comu—-"\:i" ,
«E: g ; :’ A"’ n‘ication among small central high schools foréthe purposes of sharing ‘. /




research and develop projects in\ theae schools. : At 1east one pilot:

~

prog]ect could be

-, Lo
e . [ .
. . L . - . ,.'.".
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3 ! L. Lo .:' Lo . ) o '92 “ o
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an _helping. Inter—echool visitations, workshops, and publicatiorxs could

P help ac"omplish this. ‘j,‘.. -,‘ "I N FEIN ‘.
: Y Re ommendation .VI. That: the Department of Education, Hemorial )

- M Ll S FA \ r e N '

. \ University, and school boards undertake research and experimentation to R T

develop programs for small central high schoot].s. Theee agencies could

~ !

». . N ~
. . ..1 , . -

‘undertaken in the Province\to serve ae a..model for

develbpment n/small high schools.. | \\". L ..\; .\ ‘l : v

: ' \" Recommendation VII. 'Ihat the available teracher'ta]:e/nta in the ‘- ',"'-f : ‘

. small central high s'chool be inrprov d throug the adbption of organiza—- \

C , ? Recommendat_ n _VIII. '.l'hat the acarce teac_her resourc s of the . ' ". ',,’
?E o "; \_/ ema#l remote centré‘l high schoo]p be eupplemenlted by available educatilmal -'"‘3
?z‘ B ' technology and huma resources in the communities. Such ednca’tional
, o RN ,

: - technology aa eddcational televiaiox:, prepackaged materials, and prepared :
) , .

“w coursea could be eaaily utilized. Human readurces kolE the cmmnunities :

o : could be utilized more extenaively ' - " y ‘ , ‘,1

: - .o '_'l -‘ ' Recotnmentiation IX That teachers in amall remote central high l \

— schools in ‘Jewfoundland and'Labrador be provided with attractive incen— ;
4tivea,.auch as hish Quality housing or funds ti:o facilitate tr\avel to E ,

compensate for the extra work and time that theee teachera m‘ust necea- T :

; . ’." 'learily contribute to imptm;e their achools. l, . ' ] .-.’3

Q o B -Recommendation X. 'I;hat the 'D’epartment of E'(‘lncation in conjnnc-;l: .'" : ,!h

; ) - t:Son with other appropriate departments ano’:ag‘enciee emhark on an effec’i‘j
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‘Dear- - -, .. . o 0L S ST T .
SR I l_I am’ a- graduatq student in. the ‘Department of. Educational,, . \.j_f.'
. Adminibtratlon ‘at Wemorlal Unlversity At present I am. eonducting, - TR
'”IQT“ unded.-the. supervision .of Dr. D .~Kirby, a»study of the status. of the S
small High - sahool in Newfoundland P A 'C;w'f‘ o '.,u” ' '
- "\'- \_.-‘. r'\ » [ o ,_'. b N ! . —
™1 }ntend to- develOp a: profile of the small high school based T;gf I
bn th@ﬁfdllowing\features,-program offerings, ‘irnstriuctional- faciliw I
Tties, staff characteristics, pupil services, board office consulta-' R
ive servicEs

P

SRR S

et ie
ENIN .

..-is/arErone/two bf thex;dhoola thac have been randomly . MR L
,selecued fom, the. study._ 'L -am- requesting, therefore, petmission to" f' s s
jviskt the s¢hool(s) and . ‘the. central office’ ,to interview-the prin-l'f.j‘li',L:'; '

"cipal teachdrs ), pupils,- board supervisor, and -subject ‘specialists - o . 4
.o gather some of the.igbormation.. ‘Also,* by. the interviews I.will / g
.attempt to identlfy possihle igy?ces of\problems and- to diacovex .

S suggested solutions.,:ﬁ;hunn S N } . e o
J.':T"f"f I w111 appreciate your cooperation.lh;'my;f“.g; RN . e ?.:‘1T63;
f‘ms very. truly.
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L e I am a- graduate student of Educational Administration at . T
RS 'l,u,wemorial As- part of the degree requirements I am conducting a . f; T
S :;study of the" status of they small/central high; school in Newfoundland.';u R
’ SRR . Your school:is oné’ of the 'seven.sélected for’ the study. .You may T T e
fﬂ:recall that I contacted you by telephbne dn March, at which time I-. .
,.‘.:received permission ‘to. visit your school.; 1 since- haVe spoken tov.f-*r‘
'*i‘;your superintendent and he also supports my study and proposed visit.w

KR~

?#i
“Bic

i
S

5¥i _ ) ,.,-_"";’,fI hcpe to be visiting the schools and board offices thiS'. o o
.%:f‘ ~yvfmbnth I wish to speak with- you personally, with’ your teachere as-a: Mgl,ff;-yJ-; DY
.%ﬁ“n . .'Ggroup, and\with yohr Grade XL class., I will haVe questionnaires to 'ﬁ” U
gﬁ; ' .~ .ald in interviewing., I will telephone you a'.few. days before my \ oo K
‘;H.', - expecte?zarriVal.'.The enclosed data guide ‘that I -am’ using in the e
oLl ‘study. may- give you. some idea of the type of study I ‘am doing and of '
B - ' the kinds of information I need ’ .
I - :;f.:;‘{j"'ffﬂj I am. enclosing also an’ Information Sheet.- If‘you are able
£, . . Lt 'to have. thiﬁ 1nformation for. me .before I- arrive, ‘my work will be }; R
ot .. +. . e.- greatly facilitated. -1’ have’ limited -funds which I. will be happy to‘_;.;“,; SRR
5ff:~'.f_t];_ -+ share with you for this special effort. ;;,', L , _ e ﬂ}pnt.";"'V" -
e D L P q'f"'l_-f”'xg":‘:,';,:_
' IO ':“¢.~" Good succesa in your work. jf . -;43}-2 g 'f;v~-f” SN L e T 3
t N Z’. ’ \ X [ . ﬂlr
: - o :
e . Enclosures 2. I = . o
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 QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PRINCIPALS . .
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SRR

Vany Of these questions can'ba answered by using a check mark. Please }nivl' 3""_'L
.7 . comment  as spodtaneously and- freely as’ you 1ike: Neither this school Lot e
.., vmor &ou will: be identlfled in” ‘any vy {0 v NN  "”¢"'”-'
s A “;‘.'5 7:11:5 L ?.- -7_1!.-'5:-f-' i}“ ‘.-“fu”. r»""ﬁ - ”T? ”};‘ “fE‘P-". o
ffl; Pow many full—Fime teachers are in@your school (counting yourself)?

If this school ha< specialists, please wrlte in the space below the ’;33~5f 'i 5,;
"t specialist-ateas.- o . o ; ST
. S . .',... .

[

Al

o

Exr

:
or production of the school? L o ] ':
Please comment on’ bussing. ,Qv?,ﬂf Ml A.f:”;“_"t::}4f; . .[ﬂ . «
).‘ . T b ) CT ." T . ' '»,. . ! : :-'.' .‘i-" L ’ "(-":.,- -. - o ,!’ ¥
Benefit:f;f':» S A . , . S '
= b “de - ) TR ;

Hinderance: ;. ; o SR "
s ‘ R o RV ,\ SRS I

: .idéf Which of the following curricula d g your school have? , :
RN feral Program ST Commercial
oine’ Economics e Other

,"-.-_14:’ I

. Industrial Arts’
If cher, write in

,_ o . «.; .. A B

11 How beneficial are the programs which this school offers in relation
"to the needs’ of ‘the. students? = s A :
. great 3'.'so§e.¢fl' little

f eoT, h . e

anhé#Tpiogrémsiaré-ﬂééﬂe&{Tr

Y T
LN N




TR
wi

, - L y 1 : D ) » : : ! '
"How could these problems be overcome? " . |

e Which of the following extra—curricular act:.vities ,,does th:ls school ",'; ‘ S
have? = UL S , , DURERCE
' ‘Student Govemment : TR

. School N’ewspapen ERERNE o
. ‘Intramural Athletics 3

. School ‘Year Book . S RN -
. Inter—School Athletics T ' Orchestra and/or Band T e
'‘Glée:Club and/or. Choir iq;i" . Hobby ‘Clubs ° T+
.~'Subject Mattef. Clubs R ,' ‘Drama’Groups. .- -.. :
R Debat:mg Teams.® SRRTE Service Clubs '-..‘. R :

. Military Cadets d?%{; L
ERES Other (Please write it)

L I

Y P s
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29 \ Appfo&lmately Qhai percentage of your time is devoted to each of mv-fﬂ%‘j' MR
tf_',t < o the. f,liow1ng7'f Sl PRI ST ~‘“-‘-":-. Lo

et S SN ,".w-_;AJ ' 'j_ Percent T A
Ihs'sroom teaching - IR ' SN T )
-ssroom supervision
service education.of’ teachers ) .
SRR ] unselling individual students e T
T '”5., 2éting ‘and talking with parents B
S e .-+ 6y Addimistering’ the school LR L
o AR L * Supervising extra—class activities CL LT A
o7 " 8. Performing-clerical-work . HEEP AR
'9. Managing. the. building(s)’
10. Other (Pleage explain)

'Dod;ou plan to remain principal of this school?

Please comment.

T '{34
e ' in this school?
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b

.:To be completed by alkmteachers including teachlng principals and
lteachers hho teech part~ time. L *f.ﬂ
5'eMost of these quest;éns caeébe an5wered by checking, Please‘check i ,

}

- thei space prov1ded. -\ _ &"‘ Ajiﬁ.“

. o

‘} ) ) ST _.'- : ) . N R ‘:I;‘ .,
N X . - K ’. .
Which of . the following mos =3 rly describes your present teachi

position7 Check one.,v PR :. ts“::\ N L r .
};.' - Classroom teacher RN o -b

; con ...r’.
e Specialist, such as- guidance counsellor or librarian
30 Teaching’ principal B

Dbl . Teaching' vice—pxlncipal '}-~'f

5.. & Other (pleasedepecify) o &" -';'*".lf'”;'a“:.'i [
' Please clrcle all the grades in which you are teaching this yeat,w=
S ' VII' _},a(VIII . _IX X XLt

R N
:‘. S

Please indicate yout sex..

“under - 21 years ,fﬁ‘l: 41 to 45 yeats
21 to. 25 years ' f'-‘i" . 46 to’ '50: years
26 to 30 years- a?.,'.' - 51 to 55 years :
31 ‘to 35 years’ L'.'z. 56 years or ov r
36 to 40 years_un-j: S ;‘ﬂ .., S D

hhat licence or certificate do you hold? Check oue.,:

below A Licence f’f": :””' Grade Four
‘Licence ... T ./ Grade’ FiVe4

: Grade Ome . . g-' "Grade:Six :
: N o ' Grade Seven R

Grade Ihree'gfc

'; What/is yodt positioh with respect to degrees? Check the highest !
"levea o ) et

«

S : A two Haster’s degreea'
one Bachelor s degree ,»3,‘1 " Doctor's' degree R
two Bachelor '8 degrees‘ ,;'PTf- y Other (Please specify)
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S s ot Cieses g e R I SRS SR, __“-*; ﬂ’-‘wﬁ\«.c._._vm,.._..._,, .an,“mﬁmwwﬂ‘\'"“'”"“ .

g : ' e S T e i

i / Lo ) '. .:'.l:‘ . ": ) o . \\ " "\' oo ,:‘ . .."‘ g B ". ".‘_ “.'_ ,“:'- . e I.{‘

: A "84 ',Counting the present school year, what is the total® number of. school_" L -

years “you have been in the teaching pz.‘ofession7 T ST T o

. e 1 yeair L , 6. . .15~ “tp 197 years : R
N L 2. 2 years -+ 70207 to 24 years 5 :

30 e s R o : '

. 3.to boyears: . - - .-'8.""'-'» 25" to'29 .years [ - 1,
ST

5.

.5 to 9 years ~ - . 9.0y 30 years or mote’

10 to, 14 years L T e T

.

_H I |

9. Since you be,g,an teaching, in how many difgerent sdmols have you - '_‘"‘ '
.o 'taught'7 - . : e e
IR . s&hool' T 4 ok schools A '_,' Ve i

- s 2, 2 schools* i - . 50 4 /5 sghoods - . 7 n o h ok
S Sy schools T - more than 5 schools S

I'I

5 7 e s
LT

V.

- 10. In \hat tyées of. schools have you taught 1ncludin this onel’ (Please BRI S
R 'indicate the size of the school by approximate enrolment din the space T .
at’ the right ) P /.-~_ RN RN

Approximate Enﬁolment .

e
!

All—grade s : .. . R
‘Primary, '""-'-5.7"ztvliv=‘“'” Ll e he e
Elementaryl Lt et T e BN, L
Central High
Regional High- * ' S
Other (specify below) ¢ "

B

BN T
P

.

LS

1
2.
‘ _' ‘; "-4. .
; C L 5
6.

——

. 11.\ ‘What wete you doing the year before you began teaching? ]
I P Attending high school:.’ Ll T . . i
x 712477 Actending university v o e v
iU 3.7 Unemployéd. and: seeking work SR §

. , L . 4\, Working in a non—teaching position (please Bpecify) . o

q L ; — . — - ‘lb — ——— - T . . -
.;-1;2'."-..'\"_What do yon expect to- do in the year 1974~7S? Check one.'-,,:'
. oot le. o Continue téaching-in this school’ system 5 T -l
coo e ovle20e L - Teach in another Newfoundland' system "_‘ R E
e T 30 T Teach: outside Newfoundland . - AT o
i "‘4.~_ “Attend. university (please specify the program you intend to. ST R
-',-;_‘_\' - -enfol'im) - - N IR R
5 . - Work" in a non-teaching position BT e
e 6\\ .. Be & \full—time Homemaker .- o RS et
- - y ._‘,'I_. J 7 Other (pY ase specify) ce T
Do you plan to continue teaching until retirement? )
" R P “Yes .. .. - : ; ;
s : 2 """"Undecided, probably will L
/ IR Undecided probably will not
S g ( \IQ | ' ) .

KT

;u\ A-‘[;.:, ) l;;m.;ﬂj YRS A
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110"

From what t)pe of hlgh school did you graduate’ (Please 1ndicate in ..

_ the space at’ the right the approximate enrolnenﬁ of the school for -

the yeag‘%::‘graduated )

All—grade School
Central High School
Regional High School _
Cther‘(please specify)

1.
o 2.
3...
4

‘}f »week (or in your time table cycle)??
' under 50 pupils

1.
2.

5.

:Tﬂ*f"li-;;_

5l9

. ’lc4;

"typé
‘,in'a
in a
a
a

in :
in :
in a.
An St.

20 - 24

‘50 - 74

One

"

"small town '

under 120 pupils

P ils f:j_l;J

pupils

.75 =.99" ‘pupils’ .
100 ~ 124 pupils
125 =~ 149 pupils

2

3.

D P
. i

N npproximate Enrplment '

o,

of qleunicy d1d you grow up? Estimate.. .
relatively small fishing or farming community.
ewer than 5, 000 ‘people) -
‘town of from 5, 000 to 10, 000 people'
‘town of grom 10,000 to 20 000 people
town (city) of from 20 OOO to 50 000 people t
John's’ e : S
Other (please explain)

N

=N

one

About how many hours a day, on
classroom teaching this year?
lo‘ i

the enrolment of the largest class you teach°

35 =, 39 pupils

%150 - 174 pupils
175 —199 pupile
200 and over f.
(If over 200 please explain)

v

40 -\44 ‘pupils®
Nover.44 pupils

B A

‘

33 three "

he L

—-,

Please llSt the different subjecta you teach._
Grade IX and Grade X French as. TWO subjeqts)

In how many different subject areas are’ you teaching this year?
(For example, count Grade VIL .and. Grade,VIII aa one) :

four or ‘more . ..

(For example,,count

~y

oL

Toe . L\

t*e‘ average, do'you spend fnithe -
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.
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22,
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127
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.
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About hov wmany hours a oay do you spend outsxde of your scheduled
work da) in preparatlon "for teaching? '

l. ) none

3 (_' t'.z o

(l

4.

5.+

6.

a.

three ;
four + - e
more than~four

B e T P L e

111

What is the average nunbher of cloca hours per week that you devote'
to your teaching .job?"

3.
43

How many -university, semester content courses do you‘haye in each o
. the folloulng. . ’ . -

o

.’: Bg:Earth Science :#ﬂ}ffi'

il

. Engllsh :
,2Lj“athematics
3. xHistory
';A,‘Geography
. 5;¢Physics o
o Z:Chemistry g

30 - 34 hours
35' = -39 hours
40 - 44 hours

- 6

Subject

"9. 'Frengch

10,

sz, Commercial
L. 130 Art ,-_f
14. Wusic
i5.. Religion

16,
a7,

va

o ; P » o e s
Do you. read regularly any national educational or subject matter

e

;-

reo

"7« Blology, - .. °

1

;Industrial Arts -
‘Howe", Economics;

Physical.Education o - SRR a
Other (please list and explain the other content coursee)
S N R NP

5. .

+ 6.
7.
8:

QNo.'of”Seuester-Courses ffk'f~

45
‘50

55
— - 60

- 49-hours

= 54 hours

—.59. hours
oxr .more .

s v,
r

journals?':ﬁ

i I

Ac what centre did you do your 1ast upgrading?{,?-

Wonth

- No, not regularly B
Yes, one regularly
Yes, two regularly

When did you do your 1ast upgrading’

R

l"
“51

Was the course given bj E T V ? f"'

How would you classify your opportunity for upgrading’ '
: - . ; poor”

Why°

good

Please comment:{}

fair

Yee, three regularly
_ Yes,four regularly . .
Yes, five or mote-regularly

Year\.'

‘;fjeef

*u._

(Include all time: spent in qctivities, whether
you do then at home, at school or elsewhere.) >
under 30 hours. '
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