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e ‘A study of the survey, “niphe Eleuenth Annual Gallup Poll
. v o of the Publlc s Attitudes Toward the Public Schools“, con— ;J )
3 " ducted by the Gallup Poll in the Unlted States prompted the
,% . ﬁ}" J‘author 8 1nterest in conducting a similar study of high
. e schools in Newfoundlandr, After‘}eading “Public Attitudes '7;
i - Towards Education 1n Newfoundland and:Labrador" by P-. J.“; :H-/.,‘
Warren, the writerfwas conv1nced that a need for an 1nves-e,
S - ~fjt1gation’exk§ted. Whereas both of these studies covqr E -_"ﬂf"
St 5yv1rtually the entlre education system, the present study ‘
sy ’ 4
,} ) -~focuses spec1f1ca11y on the program of studles 1n the high
. . L N B -~
RE w}schools of Newfoundland. '.'-E"; o -‘*u'g”‘ ;:--' ‘
‘Z%f‘ . The study was based on the assumption that the curric- { RS
3“ o R » C Cr
T ' ulum 1n ‘use - in the province B high schools was the outcome NEREEY) B
PR ’ - s 1
. oo ' i
: “_of the labours of proiessional educatqrs,whose_omn_concep—~~ p— 3
: . o .'-*r‘—v— N o ] 1
S -f:tion ‘of curriculum might often be vastly d}fferent £rom - TR =

T

"‘1ntent of the research, then. was to arrange a method of in-'

v N % v 2

"'vestigation that would provide parents w1th an opportunity

"to make known their feelings regarding the hlg )

L
33riculum in use in_ Newfoundland schools.;
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o the questionnaire and/or the 1nterv£{h;» A'combination of :
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g .,’, ‘ Yy “both methods was eventually employed 2\ questionnaire con—-

/( : L 's:.st.rgg of thlrty five questions was comp:l.led and used as

0L, . < " R

f",.a bas:.s for discussloh ‘,throughout the 1nterviews. \Most

"questlons requlred a srmple "Yes or "No" anaWer' however, T

_ ' some questlons were open—ended and the responses from parr
. o : ents. &n the case of these" questrons, were duly recorded,

N categonzed and analyzed., MR : ot

St v L . Lo el . . < -
- 'l':une and f:.nances ,prb{ubited ,extendirig.‘ the surirey to !

IR A
a . -
A .

) % E cover the @whole of the provJ.nce. It was decided therefore, .' o

X

o to choose thr e a-r’eas for survey purposes. One hJ.gh echool(./

L M v v .

Prmce of. Wal Colleglate, was chosen to represent the lar—',._

: .gest c1ty ’:.n the provmce, St" John 8. ThJ.E;o area was desig- :

nated Z Beca se Gander Academy was’ on‘sidered a
mrddle—safz"d hJ.gh slxep,ﬁ Gander was .des:Lgnated as Area II. _ \\

- (Gloverf%wn, Eastport, Dark Cove and Hare Bay areas, where

-

’ smaller schoole were s:.tuated,- were consrdered Area III.

L B

L] kY

Al -
™ .

S —
O sectlons 0r - sub dunslons,,North South, East, Central for
L .

Yo example ..

- AT . . «

t
i
i
E
|
i " "‘. SR .'help of the fire cﬁmrefs of the varlous coxmnum.tles, .'mto

T contalned 1 hapter II) Parents' names and addresses, ob- '.’;

':' tained from class lista prov:.ded by the school pr:l.ncmpalf,

-q were compiled m aodord nce w1th each Bub"dJ.VlSlon of the’
s

A G REREC : area ‘and a draw was arranged Thirty names were chosen in
- . Lt i n o N N
~~'\ ] ) - . . N . v r ' . /
. ‘<. L ‘ . . . T ,“» L
; . Lo . 7 ’ e Lo -
. G_ A : - > - v ’
n “ i /
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',.‘ For sampllng purpoé)es each area was' dlv:.ded, w1th the ,,r_ .
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' Area I, Slxteen in Area II and fourteen ln Area III 3 Flo— ’
Frlow1ng the draw, arrangements were made by telephone for u-f:‘
« .. [T AL
. o - 1nterv1ews Wlth the pargnts. e .R : :

Although sampllng was'small and only two School Board

e D1 trlct% were rncluded 1n thlS study, certaln general con-.,
::,:, .'} ~j'~clu510ns that may well reflect the attltudes JE parents through—:
Tet g“hout the prov1nQE may be drawn.- o ':'; 'Q'”;l:‘ Lo
) p ° L . . R (U .

D v, -:( - ..‘ N . - N . . , ..
" 15 The cofpperation of parents that was,experi—

-

| enced throughout thlS 3hvestlgatlon

e Sy e ndthe s L

. o A - ‘;‘ .'-4apparent concern expressed by parents durlng o

l o Z."f/-ﬁ | o . the 1ntervlews reflected, 1t was felt, a gen—~ -
) ~‘ " ' .. v . . N /\."
" o . ulne de51re on the part of parents to be 1n-"
i ‘ . VOlVed in school affalrs.\ L . .u-;;y" ' . "
LI -~ . A S l . . .

A R B Parents were consclous of the1r "exclusion"' L

or.,fl__wﬂ_;__e\ N ; : w1th regards to the plann;ng and ;nplement-t~ ,
| : '. atlon 6% educatlonal programs in the schools.il
) N , Not one ln 51xty_parents felt that the currlcu-i-t
"lum in use im- Newfoundland hlgh schools in- e
?'f.‘ .tiT'A,~ 3 3..”1' “-‘ tentionally-reflected the "wxshes-of‘thespa- '
B _\f‘ “ | F. rentl? If it did reflect, then, it was qulte

,“,;,}: . co-lncidental. Yet 78% of parents‘interzieyed

L . . . . i, ]
N - ey 1um planning. S IR e St
s \"'i B "r: ‘e ) ./. , . L , .. . ""l" .‘ _‘,‘ . '%‘_,'

S T3, Although parents were crltlcal of some as~ ':.f:/J.FV
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Lot e Z‘\ o expreségdaideSIre to have an lnput 1nto curricu- .. ...
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e ST pectsa of the. educatronal system, the stud}% ‘ f
reflected an’ over—all satis~faction with the
SR - , ' currlculum emnloyed in’ Newfoundland h1gh schools. S )
. :‘ . ’ . ' h N o - ! ! ' ‘ : : ’ o e ."‘ / '
/ A &, The study reflected the cogn’izance of parents .
o ) - L% concerning the urgent need for continuous re- - R
: . - v151ons of the program of stud:.es. — It was t ( ‘ +
sy PR - . N . Coe, 1 LN
: ‘.‘u - <% - L
- S sensed that parents welcomed the challenqe of . E
Do Lo N necessary change. It was concluded that Lo AT
i o - professm"hal currlculun planners need not ;
. i Lo . . . :
Dt e fear the need for revuuons of sc‘hool pro-— Sy
. P . . ) . coy 3 e

J » T " - grams "of study - parents, it would appea’r, Ty ik J

J, ;. 4 . . ’ -‘: s . e ’
P — e are fully prepared to support 1nnovatlons. p :

' e s . " - . P -0 ' ‘l ! v.

' S 5;' There was llttle or no 51gn1f1cant dlffer- T e
. e ,enceu .recorded’between the general &ttltudes -

S / " BTN of parents :tn AreaS\I, II or .- III. Ne:.ther T !

. ‘ IR was there any signiflcant dlfference recorded ,', s ’ R e

.. T Lo between opin:n.ons e},pressed by the\ tw.o sexes. : l", B e .‘ .
’ _‘However, older parents wer 'more 1nclrned to P B \

e ‘°favour the teachmg of rel ga.on and st:LckJ.‘ng ¢ T

.o -‘.'. - g “ L ot . o . - L :bi:

Ll s / to the bkajslcs than their y::unger counterparts. e SRR
"‘:-" ) . \ ) “) N L‘4 . . . 0, ’b Y : [ e : f i . !& . .’\: Y_
VL e Although th.rs 1r7vestigation. attempted tc :?:'ocus on AURCEE b U &

e '4"'\‘curr1cu1um',' "teacher performancef was ’consi%red by prac— S =
' - _' , __ti\c,ally* every parent rntervrewed~ a topic of grave 'concérn.*- T e
o The wnter concluded that important as the program of \studrq‘s\‘ - ..
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'1 Assocratlon as well as the lncrease taff of the Currlculum

v

“f- cerns ‘the- deflnltlon of “beTt educatlon“ and 1t 1s this ;5-, ;

- few sentences contalned 1n the small, scant11y~worded pub- T

Lt o f_,Chapter I

ST “Imopfuc'rxou L

A Y

R ¢ .
Rl A

) Hllda Taha, a dlstlngulshed, Amerlcan educatloﬁ cur-

rlculum dehfloger, concluded that curricul plannlng is “a
. . . |
o .
complex undertaklng that . 1nvolves many\kln:Z;
o -

thtever “truth may be ascrlbed to thlB descrlptlon, unt%l

Just a few years ago thls "complex undertaklng" for Newfound—'

x3 N
¢ land schools was handled bi and lar\E by a one—man commlttee
" ‘ o e
at ‘the Department of Educathon. Ho ever, the complexlty pf
. S
currlculum plannlng is belng recognlzed and 1n recent years

I

' ¢
many changes have occurred and Jhrlous groups have become-

1n¢olved in the dec1slons maklng process., 1nd1v;dual"'

"

teachers, staffs of large schools, pr1nc1pals and super—

Z' 1ntendents, and off1c1als of the Newfoundland Teachers

o

%, D1v1510n of the Department of Educatlon. Many questaons are

belng asked and demands are belng made in. an attempt to

provxde Newfoundland chlldren Wlth the best educatlon pos-'

s w )
51ble. The underlylng, prlmary questlon, of course, con-
. D

‘search for a deflnltlvefdescrlptlon of ”best educatlon

that mages currlculum plannzng the }undertaklng that 1s

so complex e

R . i : o
p— 1‘ ‘ :4 .

Is the best educatlon that whlch 1s descrlbed in the

of dec151ons h\}'

~

A

£
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'{ when the general obJectlves as c0nta1ned in

board members who meet occaé1onally to contemplate these

o . "i’age 2
, :

llcatlon entitled, The Alms of, Public Educatlon for Newfound—
\_—

’ land, or are there more SPGCLflc questlons tk&; need to be

e Nt

formulated and answered? . Is currlculum pla:nlng completed

Alms of Public . "

!

Educatlon for Newfoundlang are stated, or are

tlves to be con51dered a necessary precedent to a much more

1nvolved-plann1ng process? Wha.L bl we teach so that our

o chlldren w111 “understand the Chrlstlan PrlnCLples, develop

4 1

moral values, mature mentally and emotlonally“ and..."apprec—

1ate the beneflt from what ‘is go d and valuable 1n hlstory,

1

11terature, sc1ence and the arts“? Mlght we s;mply assume'::'

that a "best. educatlon"pwill be generated from the 1nter-
. Iz

\
actlng of professronal teachers, admlnlstrators, and school

R 5 .

general alms, or ls there a: need for a much broader and more3

‘ involved interactlng of many people,\pa\ents\included?

DR r\ .
R More and . more we come to reallze how very Eompllcated

_?

human nature 1s and how/complex our soclety has become. The

mountaln of avallable ﬁnowledge grows hldher and hlgher and .

\

the rate of change 1n soclety as a consequence of thls know—

-~

ledge renders the human practlcally helpless 1n the attemptsu

to cope w;th 11fe s 31tuatlbns' Although thewquestlon of "how"'

to teach/may :be a. challenglng one,‘the selectlng “of- "what" to.j

n [l

teach remains a prpblem of paramount 1mportange.

i learnlng capabllltles of an 1nd1v1dua1 may be, a chlld cannot

VL

Educatlon, St.. John R Newfoundland, Bulletin No. 2-3, 1959.

L A S . -

ase objec— oW
[‘ . J .,.‘

Whatever the _m:

Aims of Publlc Educatlon for Newfoundland, Department of

-,




-

~

e e n o it g e S T Aot S
~

\

A school programs. However, the study strongly 1nd1cagedé£9at'

..parehts.

'Qr'

- rate a Chlld from the famlly.

z

) cannot be expected to be "the experts

f .

ledge ‘is most 1mpjj€aht? _Nhat knowledge is 1mportant to

o ]

whom? What “kn:ﬁledge“ belongs in Grade I, 1n Grade V, 1h

Grade x1? and t en, who dec1des what to teach?

Who should
dec”de? B P S e AT e T

Wlthout any 1ntent10n of undermlnlng the dlgnlty of
chlldren, 1t could be sald that they are owned by thelr . v

The courts hoid the parents responélble for the A‘f Co
o "J. g A / , ' -‘,\
behaViour of thelr chlldren ahd only-xn the face of 1rref— . 4'ﬂ

utable ev1dence of parental malpractlce w111 the court sepa-

ProfessLOnal educators,‘there-:iv,*

i A

fore, who -assume full authorlty w1th regard to the educatlonal-:”
s . o

N v o

development of chlldren stand 1n loco parent:l.s.B True, parents

4 < ST o .t . - Page 3" . !
be expected to become a master 1n every aspeck of hnman s
. . LY : « o
" endeavours.~ What, then, must the schools offer? What,hnow-

\"n
.p . .

in all matters concern- , :/‘

1ng educatlon. Parents who have answered 1n the afiilf;L tlve Tfi_-‘

as to what the " scheols should tea h?"' (Item 2) dld so wzthné.

[
O

acknowledged/adm1551on that. the expertlse of professlonals

was necessary for the Eé;@;lation of’ speclflc content of

parents would llke to have a 31gn1f1cant 1nput 1nto currxcu-' T

L - ' B VR
lum plannlng T ,‘ " ,’L e - WL

f T Thls study was establlshed ou the a: sumptlon\that

EE 3 \\ ) ) ":
the currl%ulum presentry in use in. Newfo d%and high schools,

i to the questlon, "Do you-thlnk that you should have a v01ce . b
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f‘ .hlgh sohools..

-

\' /.

2,
K]

school. These studles-are as follows.‘ (Full documentatlon
e " N . ‘
- can be found in ‘the Blbllography ) o S

’ rstudles referred to 1n;thls thesls were chosen on the basrs

Lrey - . . -
5 B ' o v
-l e o T e - e " Uy S SN
o v ~
. s 2 s ’ "
L d . " ’
. ) . L R - . o :
N . ' O . . v * . Page 4 .
A ' ' CO SR a

any srgnlflcant parental 1nput The problem, therefore,

T was to as&er;aln through a systematic approach the feellngs

| .

fof parents regardlng the program of studies in Newfoundland

3

'prlmary cqncern. Honest, stralghtforward answérs from par—

ents reflectlng thelr attltudes towards EhEIr\schpols was K
q;he‘deSLredngoal._'y L ,

-
-

;.[ . In recent years several attempts have been made to’

°

1dent1fy attltudegfagughe general publlc towards the schools..r_

Most of these studles were not de31gned to focus spec1frca11y

upon currlculum concerns. Genera}ly they dealt w1th-v1rtually

AR : - .
the whole gamub of educatlon.' currﬁﬁulum, teacher perfor-i"

v

mances, admlnlstrat1Ve organlzat1ons and 8o on., The three

[

of thelr reference to the program ‘of stndles in the"hlgh

P . . ’

',1.f Educatlon\l Perspectlves,Aa survey of 10(;00 o

- | Ontarlo Students, Teachers and Parents, conducted
L by M1chael Adams.. ‘f /"ﬂ} R J\:‘ ":::ﬂ‘i ,tﬂ_”
-7“ﬁ‘2. Publlc Attmtudes Towards Educatlon in Newfoundland
y" and Lahrador, a study by Dr. P J Warren, Faculty o

of Educatlon, Memorlal Un1versrty, St. John s,

Newfoundland. ‘s

"3.‘ How the Natlon Vlews the Publlc Schools, a study -

)

conducted by the Gallup Poll Organlzatlon, Inc.,

1069,

. N\ s e
How best to organlze thrs/appfgach was a e




8

;- f' , :‘
; -fageié{'“>
‘-'.The Gallup Poll . - C / |
| The 1nvolvement of the author 1nvthls partlcular prOJect
'was prompted 1n1t1ally by’ hls study of. the Gallup Poll con- 7:3
,fducted ‘in - the Unlted States.? Although most of the questlons
-fcontalned in thls survey were related to aspedts of educatlon
ﬂo\her than currlculum, those pertalnlng to the program of .
.studles were used ‘as models. Some 51gnificant ﬁ;ndlngs re- ) ;
'corded by thls study by the Gallup Poll Organazation were as. o :
‘ follows~ | 7;" o ':7 . {' R FRRE )
- aI: . The. llst of subJects con51dered essentlal for all
| students was 1ed by Mathematlcs and Engllsh 'f r
. Language.: Nlnety seven percent agreed that Mathe- | f e J;'
‘ matlcs was Very lmportintwhlle only thlrty- env \; )
"percent consldered Art as essentlal../ .”f;:’ 1; ;(:K“q f_
?é:"ﬁb the'queStion}L "Should the school programs 'f 1‘h'>:’/» Wfr
-include a widd varlety of courses or should’they 7J. ‘ g
'/{,1nc1ude a few, ba51c courses?" forty-four percent
| }“m-favoured the w1de varlety of courses as opposed to a l
- forty-nlne.percent favourlng fewer courses. f'h;l
TS T was’ 1nd1cated that the: schools lacked g 1dance
lf servlces. Only one in five parents polled mentloned
that his ‘or her chlld was glven help in- ca eer - )
guldance.whl .:"f‘"f-l R . "
:;j'{4; 'G°°¢ teachers;,leaqthe llstlofjanswers_ iven by
. : L 3 ’ ' L
'f‘J"\;«~ 2How the‘Natlon 'Views. the Publlc Schools, I e Gallup """" )
qul Organlzatlon, Inc., 1969. o . R

I . - g . o ! - ' - ‘.‘. ' .
o . RN R B : . .
i’ et " T v . B : . N . : . { ’
b
]
1\
!



. -. } - . .. —*-:'- 5 r ’— ~
. " -.vf‘ . T, 1 AR *
jl . T B ! ‘ o ! . "
s . Page 6 » ‘
, ‘ . .' o . k - »" .
' Y S I ) o

, pafents-to the‘queStionéi "What do’ you 11ke most

'about the sch3p1 your chlld attends?“' , , ST e

Y 'Lack of dlsc1p11ne ‘was. mentloned as the thlng

‘r

'X\ that was liked least. T . e T

Educatlonal Perspect1Ves - O‘ntarlo4 ,;,‘1JA;~f f "; ' '-Vf C

The signlflcant flndings of th1s study 1n Ontarlo were o

. a as follows' 4 e > o P
S ’ . -~ c - i a."
';f l;, Elghté-flve percent of parents surveyed tended to K C¢

[

'3 agree or stiongly agree that more emphasrs should ";¢T'~' ;

e grven to teachlng fundamentals llke reading,‘\i'\_ :
JT wrltlng and~axlthmeEIC.r&,f&}T”'A.:‘“"'V"'““éf‘fji"j”:”f'}f¢'af'd
:'.ITZ;Z Flfty~n1ne percent éf parents polled tended to\ V‘:L- : Pvi .-'f ;}

'Aﬁa‘ agree or strongly agree that schools should offer

a broader range of subjects for students.

.;‘3}»;E:ghty-n1ne percent the parents questloned‘; - "
| assrgned a hlgh prlorlt to hav1ng speclal pro— ~_l¢“.f" g
'grams for slow-learnlng's‘udents. | ; | :
44; The study results reflected a w1de spread bellef 11;4'

\

:\,;--" o

f'dlsclpilne was not strlct enough in OntarrouSchools.\‘ $o. 0

- in the de51rab111ty of bllllnguallsm...‘V ' f(

45, Flfty-three percent of parents con51dered that

;.- “6,§’Only three percent of parents felt that dlsc1p11ne Lﬁ'ﬁ oL -
. R (- - i L
S . . was too strlct 1n Ontarlo s schools. f.~_ lmﬂ,, . w. , ”.‘1"

| 7. Nanety-one percent of teachers polled consldered ’

‘ Michael Adams, Educatlonal Perspectlves, Mlnlstry of
Educatlon, Ontarlo, 1976 .
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- o ) In Chapter I, Dr Warren wrltes. "While parents are by ’
. . ‘ N . n » . . ,

no means Experts on educatlon, elther 1n respect of - the dur- . R D |

N v - - N 1 ‘.l. A
. - . ’ ‘ Lo _‘ .
P N < s
: a K /% .
k] ° .‘, - ! . . * y %
. Ry , . , o v v, " . - . - ": ", ) Lo )« o
* . R - . . ., “ .- ‘ . s . - . . R (,
. b A i - ’ - I | A o . . * o, ,‘ > - fo ‘o Page 7 ' ‘ "
. ‘ ' - . QJ‘ P "’_'. Y
. that parents shOuld be very rnvoived or moderately N
f .. @ , .

1nvolved in selectlng courses for the1r chlldren.
p ey e .. o -
. . , : e e

-"—‘ N " ! r . ’ ' i-‘-t. ! . 2-‘ /.\ ﬂ ‘ ' '\J‘g - . -‘.s"il
, Publlc Attltudes Towards Elementary and Secondary :? :
- Educatlon in Newfoundland and LabradOr - Newfoundland éB IS

Xt

////" "f rlcqum or teachrng methods,f}hey have a rlght, as consumers, . f-. v
educatron whlch best serves'

to help dellneate the kind o

f, the needs of thelr chlldren. 45 ThlS statement prec1se1y

.7? U*, presents the.pornt of view held by the wrlter and was the

gate the truth concernlng the att1tudes~of areng:zregardlng—~—ie"_-+ﬁ~w~4

..(\' .:f . the program of studles.' There were many srgnlfrcant flndlngs . '\J
: R presented in the study bler Warren. o L ‘~'., 'h..‘ j“':. %

: N . R ) .1 T
-f‘ S RS ¥ 4Respondlng parenta £elt‘that the\schod“e should
! accept greater responsrblllty for drug educatlon,

::;;~44f~¢~v‘ . “'f: T vocatlonaL educatlon, consumerueducatlon and sex **fr“f_**fT*;’
Sl o 'F' f',—_ educatlon. = f‘],“;:i ' | , b
i el .2.  When asked whetﬂer the schools should accept R

.% . . greater, 1esser or the same respon51b111ty for a .-~ ‘\
E 1l ' o .
LS ;{" ;rellglous educatlon program, 35 percent of parenﬁs e
‘ AL o , " !
e 'checked the flrst option, 20 percent the second :
"and 41 percent the third. -“,\4 ." s ‘;}/227;
) "': } 4' ‘ ‘ :'. . . " B E S '_ . -l
'~ "P.J. Warrén, Public Attitudes"Towards;Educationjin’Ner. 4
" .. foundland -and Labrador, Mgmorial University of Newfoundland, = =
° 8t. John's, Newfoundlapd. .- .- . " R N
. o - N . N ‘ ; e .o ,‘ .'-l' , N : )
. co g f
' “h //
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A s
N 47. -
3. .
—the 1dea oialntroduC1ng\§§ade XIT in the I ‘
prov1nce. T B '
’ ~ . . { ' M ',‘l’ :\
o7 . N \ o Y R
4. Nearly two thlrds of th total sam favoured
studentsipa351hg,a sta Id, prov1hee~w1de ‘exam-
- e - N . A . > ﬂ

'...ihatfonlln' rder .to get a h;gh'schoo; dlploma.:'

[

'

. ”flif;.ﬁsp" o emphasi the thre .R's. . f~-.; L .

S g
..,‘...__..,_t._-. P et y

L by most respondents was good student—teacher o

y o e, . '. Y 4 . PR .. . ' g
' relatlohshap. T T S
. L " L ' L N . '. B .‘ o .'.' I A B

"7{ Two*out of egerx three respondents stated ‘that o e

*& “/' X '.’. - - [

g ot e 03 S vt e om e ne
ol 7

e , ' the quallty of educatxon had 1mgfoved over the i
{ o L_bm past ten years N "”’ Pheeem "A : B
X %' ‘ B} Ove("half of the respondents stated that .J‘y.,'T“
|3 ' : ‘ . e ; .
iy dlSClpllne was not strlct enough“, ‘ Do . .
R ,_1 2 ",
N 3 A detalled descrl n of the areas surVeyed the L
' : '1nterv1ews and questlonnalre, the random sampllng anéﬁevalua-.f
r ! -« -
' ‘ tlpn procedures are contalned ‘in Chapter II However‘the-'
o . R : 4 Te
;“”i.i . L BplIlt of. co—operatlon that was experienced throughout thls
A e “.:- + » , (‘] o . ‘ o - ~. X . N
e s o . ; ’

- >
~! ’ s :
b L o - . ' <
SR : ‘
{ X 7.
Y . .
; B 3 ‘ b

IS ¥ Mor ,than half the ig pondents called for gre::Qr - ‘l

v - ,/ [} " -
o e T 6. The feature of. schogféjyhat was consldered bestﬂ“~ﬂ;méﬂu

-
\
K
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[
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‘e
: was deaided to ellcit\thg\go-operation of the f1re chiefs of

' felt that

studf is\oohsidered worthy of note'in'thiefintroduotory',
) ‘ " ."'\' : -.,. . ‘.‘ ° :.’ .‘. : R T

"‘. IbshLlﬂ cope Wlth the problem of random sampling, it

n A °

7.

‘ the various communities in ‘the school distriq;s. It was

I

e persons in charge of the local community ffﬁe
o\ SR R

'»stations had first hand knowledge regarding the area sub- co :ff.

[ v
d:w:.smom w1th1n the pem.meters of their partlcular mumc:.— .

] »

'.pglities.,‘This 1nformation was required so thaﬁ%names of

e e

elrgible, prospective 1nterv1ewées could be arranged in.a. . . fﬂ-.ﬁj :

_re_. - - e mm i e n T A - o
-

. draw such that each section or sub—d1v1510n of the town Lo

. - .
: RO |
3 /'

| would befrepresented For example eat the Glovertown oy

- | Sl SRS

[ -

’ -‘accordance wi£h the section of town where ‘they lived, ,'. '/f' -

B [N
-Saunder ! Cove, Anglo—Brook Traytown, Terra Nova and so

: on,.- L , . B : . : - ‘e o
e o . . - L. . . B A ‘

Regional Hagh School names of parents were compiled inn. . /,,“:

-'- N - 4 : ) !

The 1dea of contacting the fire chiefs for such infor—

‘mation was first presented to the Prov1nc1a1 Fire CommlSSIOner,

K]
-

' St John s.' The enthu51asm expressed concerning th1s 1dea o L

1

was the encouragement required to’ proceed.' Principals of

the various_ chools readily provided the class llStB from

~which. t e name' of parents were copied;‘information regardlng
the'toyn, iv151ons were. glganed from the fire chiefs._ The —
‘co—operation of both parties enabled the writer to arrange,.

-

to his satrsfaction, at’ least an acceptable rande sampling .

of parents.: g j;h‘ e i o "'i' -

R AN

3

O A ) T L . . o, o T ." : ‘,'. . R SR ! B .
N ’ . .ot N e -, Y. N - ’ Y ["r"
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B I .Chapter T T .
Tl T MATERIALS AND METHODS | . - S
R o T T . .t a0 - .
e R N . l. . o l . ‘\0 e ' 4 -0 ‘A -'_ . L o :.": ‘l.‘¢ T

.0 - rhe Interview B P S

'_'éa..‘ Several reason ered to support the prOCedure

"5a:;' A of ellcltlng parents' responses through the medlum of the if.-if
‘ ”L ' 1nterv1ew..‘Some of these reason% are supported by Deobold
‘ e | B VanDalen 1H>Understand1ng Educatlonal Rbsearch 3 . ;. ST
’ ‘A".' l1._ It was felt that most people are more w1111ng 'gi,'jéﬁ
: J', N f%i:' to communlcate 1nformat10n verbally than in o
,‘f'. ,“. . -f ..I. It wassfeI\\that although much tlme was spent en ,.
™ '1 - ‘.: preparatlon of the'thlrty-flve quest1ons 1nvolved
1 . e ! RES
‘(.,f - 'T l";;r' ':‘ip the study, some éuestlons mlght have needed

P e L . .,;‘." clarlflcatlon dependlng upon the questlons asked '

g ' e
“ - € - ' (‘ > LY
: by the 1nterv1ewee. ','\/n I K
R O ‘ : L A :
; ' I 1 It was felt that in -an Lnterv1ew parents could ’
é . R o be encouraged to#probe more deeply 1nto a prob-l
S D em before respondlng. : - )
H . --..p : . . . o, . R . .
. ,: LT . - 'A.o." - B - . . - . . L . .
Lo ] RS It—was felt that the honesty and slncerlty of
O TR : . T
f : L , the 1nterv1ewee could be assessed through the
. N " (‘ .
. " - f
* g* 1nc;denta1 comments, fac1al and bodlly expresslons,
. tone of volce, etc..‘ ff i o :r";.‘.f'
;‘ E : ' ' . The 1nterv1ew, although structured 8o that the same rﬂ”
T I A questxons were presented in- the same manner and order to

- SR ) . 5Deobold B. VanDalen, Understandlng Educational Research,
i S McGraw-Hlll Book Company Inc., New York 1962, P. 258

Lo - TR Lo "
. . . . . . R - ‘ M . . / .
‘." . .~ . . ) ' ',A [N ’ ‘ ; s v, ) ,. GT" ‘.‘

5
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* % much of my. ch:|.1d,

Al

parents'~responses.f

presént..

ui Page 11

, and both 1nterv1ews were conducted 91multaneously,

-~
.l.

WEre 1nstructed because of this. clrcumstance not to allow

the response of one t

y of the'other.

o ,t .\'

each subJect, d1d not 1nvoﬂve a r1g1d1ty that stymled

In most cases only one parent was'

[

] L

o

However, in a. few cases both parents were together

They

1nterfere w1th the honest response

There wa. no ()ev.ldence obse:’ved that caused EREN

Nt

<

* the: 1nterv1ewer to consxder the dom{nance of one parent over

the other. )
. L]

LY

.
Y -~

. “ The Questionna{re

questlons.

e . o @

’
L]

L]

The prepared'questionnaire consisted ofrthirty-fivé
Most questxons requlred a yes or | ‘no’ answer,“ B

you thlnk that the schools are meetlng the needs ;

'\

of your chlldren? Other questlons requlred'a statement of

oplnlonf €. g., What reasons do* you ‘offer” for supportmg7 he .

,(?1ntroduct1%n'of Grade XII t the hlgh school program? iAn

stlll there %ere other questlons that requlred parents

select alternatlves as in the case of No.’ 32 questlon.‘

. what statement would you/agree. (a) Teacheré expect.too"',. .

) expectatlon '

(b) Teachers could expect more from my

. chlld or ( ) I am- Satleled w1th the teachers levellof

to

With
A .

[

Alrhoug parents were - expected to draw on thelr ex-

perience ln thelr own school dlstrlct the questlons ‘were

¢

. not desxgned to evaluate the performance of any partlcular

. ‘SChOOl .-

T, all’ program generally offered 1n Newfoundland hlgh

The study was’ arranged to focus on the over-.



- i . _._...‘. . s “
. ‘./:’ ' ',. .
“ - ' L ‘l,‘"
' schools.. A few parents whose knowledge qf the Newfoundland’.
: 'Q hlgh school system was 11m1ted due th’ thelr recent moves ‘to
K '? . the provrnce were not reguested to answer any questlons A
| A related to subjects outside of the1r~scbpe of experlence. -
H'it;;\.‘ A Although no figures were recorded a falr estlmate of

‘.\f,f'f‘ the t1me spent on each 1nterv1ew was two hougs -In Splte of

R I :
o s :\si\\ the co-operatlon of all parents called, sometlmes two,
' ‘. . . . .

three or more calls were necessary before an: 1nterv1ew .

-

ate could be arranged (The estlmated two hours does not

K -‘_1nclude travelllng tlme'around ‘the” clty ) 1In. the case of

‘;g-: the smaller communltles, fewer mothers worked, consequently,

1nterv1ew dates could be made - during the worklng-day. A

) reasonable estlmate of total tlme spent, 1nclud1ng lnteﬂL
S ~ ' D]

v1ew1ng tlme as well as" travel time would be. @Mo hundred

hours.’ )
. : ' a o . ‘ to . t ! » . ‘ o ) v N . . \ ] " v ‘a
N . o ’ : " T L N . . . ' . oL
: ...+ Sampling - oo ' S SO '

.

T

et Because of the constralnts of tlme and flnance, the .

e e s it e i g

1dea of coverlng the whole of the prov1nce of . Newfoundland -

o 9

(30 school dlstrlcts plus Labrador) could not be enter-‘l

-8,

talned It wés declded therefore, to choose éne achool,

Prlnce Qf Wales Colleglate, to represent the largest

.

communlty on’ the island, - St. John 8. . The Terra<Nova

T . . e LT - e R
P . PR e A : g .
. . . P L. : L s

' . . ’ N . .

. i PRURSIRSL B S PR L

G

Integrated School Dlstrlct offered both the warlety of a'f'
;{fw o o , medlum 51ze school Gander Colleglate, and the smaller.f

schools, Smallwood Academy, and Glovertown Reglonal ngh

‘ ST {}: ‘In the case of St John s, a llSt of all parents hav—‘;~ N
‘_g .'_‘.'- ';h~ .": o . | ‘. “‘ N ' .-‘ .- ."' L . _1 . .. . -
Rk .

' f - - . . )
. coe 4 . - " . b - - -, . .
- . ’ L - 4 ,'. . . . - N 0 . N . .

. . - .



-
1
H
.

i . . . . . . - - col . . S P
o Te 1 e ] R - . . oot e
bl &\ A o " . ! N Tt ¢ b . . < ! . -t . ) 4‘ ) . . ' - ) 4. ’ " ' -
s o e e e i . - . R . e .

’s

. Page-13 .
«()' "‘ . ‘:"- .

f'lné\chlldren attendlng Prlnce cf Wales Colleglate was‘re— o

_._Q-‘
P

-
LR
t

-

o qu&pted froh the school prlnc1pa1.: The school cc-operated. Lo

'A1l~names and addresses were recorded ‘on small strips of’

l‘ -" ' -

.

employed to a1d the stratifled random sampllhg selectlon
Theﬁarea seﬁ%éd-by Prlnce of Wales 0011egiate was d1V1ded

into ten blocks.. The names of the streets 1n each area

{

bIOdT wére redbnde&dand the names of all parents were sorted

\1nto ten groups in accordance w1th the deresses. Three :‘._
R a;‘xt )

names were packedcﬁrom each group. The lxst of selected

names was‘taken to the school pr1nc1pa1 to ensure that- the o
) N .4’ . .

sémpllng %ad ndt lncluded parentsowho had requested that

Jéhelé addresses be kept bﬁhfldentlal Parents were then Lot

>
F 854 AN "

jf'contacted by telebhone and intervrews were arranged -Ina‘

'/(“Splté ;of” busy schedules, allrof the thlrty parents called ‘.,U'

'co-operated and arrangements -were’ made for the interv1ew -'fﬁ

i h 7tn~ hgenerilly at the end of~ the noriiné da;. B - | 7
’.'*‘7Z$:',A The school dlstrrct of the_ghrra Nova Integrated
’}'74:;5 T School B/ rd stretches from Glenwood to Glovertowu and .
;'g\" 1nclud%P Eastport, Gambo-Dark Cove; hate'Bay-Dover, Gander ’
B Bay, CaIManvllle, Musgrave Harbour and Fogo Island: The"J!
4 .? I 1nc1usrgh'of all schools was not consrdered necessary for ) ,
- the study sxnce the obJectlve of the\research was the ' ]
; dlscove£§ of dlfferences of op;nlon, if any,ubetween par~ -
' x’? ents ofachildren going to smaller schools andnparents oF

;
r °© .
£ +.
I3 ! D
R . .. q . . . |
.‘. '. M “_ﬁ' ‘

vpap¢r in preparatlon for the draw. A map. of St John s was, ;f_; i
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chlldren 1n the 1arger commum.t:.es. Consequently, ‘inter-
<, v1ews were. conducted as’ follows-
[ o, e . o - /. v._.v \

e g erm i s S ket e e Y fotny | o s A ama
- . .

. o

-

T ey - Hare Bay—Dover................'

-*;&i,z

/

w

- ‘Gand‘er. el e e .16

[

o

e "'v . ° Glovertown.........‘........-.-4,.

-l Ga.!nbO-Dark COVE.oocoao-ooo.-.o

W u

PR

‘ Eastport...................'...2

The number of J.’ntervn.ews J.n each communlty was based

-y . .

‘on the 1976 census of Canad:Lan Stat:.st:Lcs and followed an

approxlmate rat:.o of one 1nterview per five hundred popula—-."" o

tlon.: Th1s ratio. does not apply to the c:.ty of . St. J’ohn s. :

The first approach in, the Gander area :mcluded an in- .

terv1ew w1th the d:LstrJ.ct superlntendent A desch7th.on of

¥

the study was outl:l.ned and pernu.ss:.on was requested to con- L

duct the research 1n the Terra Nova School Board DlstrJ.ct.
w. » &, |

Co-operatlon was.a feature that hlgh—llglhted the course gf

~ -

events throughout the study. As- was the case w1th St. John's,

2 th prlnclpals of the varmus schools were contacted and ar-.

angements made to record on/ small strlps of paper the names

Aof all parents hav.mg ch:leren at. ndmg ’hJ.gh 5C ool. S In

an attempt to reach all parts of the commum.tles :mvolved,

).

'.pr:mclpals were consulted regard:.ng the d:LVJ.SJ.ons of the

<

' towns 1nto spec:Lf:Lc areas, North, South, East, West, Central

) or the local, spec:l.f:l.c names of the dlfferent communlty

Aok D
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, dlsagreement.' /However, thls was mod:LfJ.ed to ' ‘Yes' --'Don't-

B reply .

. . L e e —— ST Y T BT man e G s e s
.

sectlons served by the h:l.gh schools. ) Necessary 1nformat10n

concernfng these d:Lv:LSJ.ons’ that was ,not* forthcomlng from the -

schools was obtalned from the f:Lre ch:Lefs of the =Varlous

1 1 . .
communltles. Papers conta:.nlng names of parents and a‘d—
Y ‘

dresses wére sorted in accordance w1th the sectlons df towns '
descrlbed above. Flnally, names of parents..representlng each '

sectlon were drawn and contact was made by telephone regard-

~ . / . .

‘ing- conven:Lent tlmes for J.nterv1ews. < L
s oA

., . ‘ e “

Evaluat:Lon of Responses L

-
s

tions would Be worded such ‘that all quest:ubns could be evalu—

ated in accordance w1th a leert-type scale us1ng numbers l, -

.3, 4, 5 w1th the mJ.ddle three representlng 'don t know and

. the rema:.nlng numbers 1nd1cat1ng strong agreement or strong -

-
.

i

-Know' and 'No responses.:_ (It was dlscovered durJ.ng trlval o

v - gt

" runs that respondents owere 1nc11ned to choose the nuddle/

number, three, ’for any questlons that could be. con51dered con—'

trovers:.al or demanded concentrated thought. These. "tr:.al
runs" )Qiere conducted w:Lt.h the co-operatlon of fourteen adult
1nterv1ewees ) The,'Yes' and 'No responses dJ.d not ellmlnate
the parents' , perogatlve to admit any - reservatlons regard:.ng

S~
a pos:LtJ.ve or negat:.ve/response. When'doubts'were‘ J.nd;cated

y the 1nterv1ewee, ) they were . duly/,éc/orded and categorized.

0y e

: centages were used for convenJ.ence of :Lnterpretatlon. ThlS

-descr::.pt:.on refers to the questlons demanding a. 'Yes' or 'No'

. Page' 1-5/ .

:mele 9tatlst1cal recordlngs of numb@rs of responses and per—’

4

It .was_ Eroposed at the beglnnlng of.- thlS study that 'ques- _ '




A

J.n Chapter III.
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‘Regardlng questlons ’request\lng a parent s polnt of v:Lew, e

the oplnions expressed were, noted and categorlzed\ as descrlbed
‘R .

i

Limitations P "; / N 7

»

e

v ' ,‘ PR
(a) :Due to the ;anonvem.ences of tJ.me and expenses, -the -
. r A
s pl:.ng size was small (an approxlmate ratro of
. . . O e , 4. )

~

ne to flve hundred) )
5 . hd < " a .
' (b) In the St. John s"area the“.study was., limlted to+

" those parents hav:Lng chlldren attendlng one hlghv :

school, Prlnce of Wales Colleglate-

P

-

X (c) In the Terra Nova area‘ towns were chosen on the

bas:n.s of access:.b:.l:.ty: dur:.ng the w:.nter months as

- .
t

well as. the 31ze of the populatlon, and o a;

(d) The parents 1nterv1ewed throughout thlS J.nvestlgatlon

L.
t

had at least one ch11d 1n high. school hlS was ‘the *
only stlpulatlon that was stated regard:.ng the
q_ual:.flcatlons of a- parent for 1nterv1ews. Apart @
'--‘ from a very few, cases, the ch:.ldren of the parents
' 1nterv1ewed were domg satn.-sfactory‘ work at school.‘
- ' Consequently, parents were generally satlsfled as the
data contalned in’ th:.s study reflecots. When thJ.s B
. ’

general satlsfactlon on: the part of parents became L

-

[

-

ol apparent, the author attempted to contact a- few par— .
. ‘ " ,

D)
ents in Area III whose chlldren had dropped out of

' school-. It was felt that the attltudes oFf these =

PR

., parents could be vastl?.,dlfferent froy those. already

N

PN
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“areas J.dentif ed 'or purposes— of’ thlS study.
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Y, .1nterv1ewed.~ No parent was prepared to arrange an’
. '.mter‘uew date. ' U L R

K S . Maybe another ,research effort would be success-
. ful in contactlng‘ the parents d)f drop‘—outs. 'Maybe

L lthe1r storles would be dlfferent

4

‘It could be ang,

1nterest1ng,) comparatlve study.l

- 'D'efJ.nJ.tJ.on of Terms L ) .: o o o : S

l Parents. Parents refer to those hav:.ng chrldren attendlng
H

the selected h:Lgh schools ln the Terra Nova Integrated School

Board Dlstrlct and- Prlnce of Wales Colleglate, st.. John s. E B
. ' \ :

Currlculum ThJ.S term refers to- the total structured

/ v

program :|.n operatlon in the selected schools. It 1nc1udes '

all learnmg act1v1t1es sponsored by the schools.

Studz Areas. ThlS term refers to the three geographlcal

le

: _They. are: - ‘Area

One, .St‘ -Jo "s; Area Two, ‘Gander; and' Aréa Threé, Gambo.—Dar‘}';.'

Cove, Glovertown, Hare Bay—Dover and Eastport.

Table.l .
_Town P"opula'ti"on amd Sample Size ~

o
1

——
=

P FES s . L.

Geographical'Area * Town Pop. . Sample Si.'ze'

Areé*:ip St'/John's" 1 Over 20 000 |- 30 SRR

o : o , St SN T
Area 11 - Gander '~‘a4- :n. 9, 301 I e s
_Are4 IIf - Gloyertown | - “.-‘7;335‘. I ¥ T
Gambo=Dark" Cove, re- .. L o R
Bay-Dover . ' -7\ : o ' . : :
. ./:’.T"» . n ‘ ! .
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b Th:.s cnapter w:.ll consist. of a presentatlon and anal—

o

- 'ji . <,. .‘. . ’ ‘ ) ' ‘."‘-

ys:.s of the' data col‘lected during the several 1nterv1ews coh—'

c‘ucted :Ln six

locatmns .
o

A copv of the questlonnalre prer

’ sented to" parents durlng the 1nterv1ews 1s ‘_included as’ Ap-‘

’

pendlx I‘.. - Fcr our purposes here, questlons l 2, 3, 4, 7, '

8, 9'7, iz, 15, 19,720, 21, 22 23, 24, 25, /26, :27,..29, 3'3,

and 34 have been shortened 1n order to fa01,11tate the read—

er s reference to the tabular data. ( ables II through I

qw* 11. appear immedlately followmg th,e de@aa.led descrlptlon )

S'\Ehe oruest:l.ons, 1n short forLar.{'_e as follows. e T

, . 3 . .
' Co. . or . . c . “ .

.
% -
PR . +

Should you have a "v01ce" as to what t'he schools

. should teach’ k R >

3 3. Do you thlnh that what the schools are domg is’

8 not practlcal a&d is 1rrelevarft?

-
B o
- \‘ [ - L

:_IJ'o fb.ur’.ehi;aren kli'ke'schyool? [T

T, Do you n }l‘t&ln that the school 1s a contributlng
)“_ r,

factor to bad behav:r_our of students around the
communlty?

/

Lo s v, L . s . L. . °

8. Arei'h'igh' school, procrrams too academic? E

.?ire -'S%hools m_eetirylo, the .rreeds OFf .f{o'ur ohildre’ii/ o

\\.‘
\
4
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12, .Dol‘f.y'ou- ‘think that jthe school's job is "to pre-

19, - «Should Ehe h].gh schools, teach- f‘e,li’gjion?"_- Loy

27. 1Is there a’ need fqr”a' “Family -Living” course?"

25. Should "ﬁewfoundland;la" be emphasized more. in-
.26, Should the‘.‘schqol's ‘inéiudé J‘in"the progr:

27, Do you.think the "Shqredeévéiuation.~'progijam""i\s" )

s S T v 'Page 19

9; .‘Are yoqf"phildrén* tdo'h}uchﬂihlroive'd with "s”_t/ﬁd‘eﬁt R

1

pare” a,child for the rémaindér of his life span? |
15, -. Do you approve of the: int::;odqg:tion ©f Grade’ XII? -

¥ . H ' . I ) A :." | ’
20. shoulc: French be a mandatory subject?

&

21, Should the ‘high{sghdols' beA.ihvolvéd in pro~ -

" grams Such as Industrial. Arts and Home Economics? .. ..

a .

‘a

‘ . .ot

Ve

. 23.° Do’you agree with the ‘work experience” pro'g'ram?. '

WY
Lo . L s

24, Are ‘the schools too “involved with Physicdl Ed- '

-,.ucat;’.org?, C

S

R Y . h o
.

‘ ﬁigh 'svéhqol,'préi&gra}ns? o ? A o

dealing with law, poverty, housing, etc? .

Dol oA 7 : ~
fairz? -~ - .

s : . : . o . o v Y

4

-29,. Are the s‘cl‘lo(pl reports that you receive-satisfactory?

v . A N ~
o

~

(‘b’

s courses . ¢ -
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, A _ ,133. Is thére enough .cgunselling service in-the high |- - ‘
' - © . "'schools? - . - Lo

o N . .. ~34. Are “you.r children mere_iix;vol\'redi in 'schéql'than
o B . r you we-rg'?',
quest'io'n's‘s 6 10,11, 13, 14,_ 16, 17,

S .18, 28 ©.30, 31 32, :and 35 zf):e presented 51ngly, agam, to -

‘ accommodate the ‘reader.

%

C.

Quest:.on one was a beneral quest:.on.,

Parents were told X

o _that ‘the needs" mentloned in the questlon was to- be 1nter-
. ' [ ' ' ' . 1 ‘\

& . preted as parents perce:.ved the "needs" to be.= 67% of the
A . ;
i T . ’ s:.xty parents 1nterv1ewed agreed that the schools were meet-—'

Ry T 5 :Lng the need‘s of thelr chlldren. 12% felt that the schools )

.

<y were not d01ng the jOb that they were supposed topdo -
A 8 .

C I I). Of the three areas studled parents ‘from Area I seemed

to ‘be thie most pleased w:\.th thelr school = 80% answering,

P [}

ThJ.s 1s compat:.ble with Area III- where'

I
i K

79% of parents 1nterv1eWed cons;dered that the schools were

:Ln the aiflrmatlve o

. - R N
L e iy A e e o sy e L

domg ‘the jobw _/()J.‘able V) * 69% of: parents 1nterv1ewed J.n ‘
1 F ) Area IT felt that the schools were measurlng up to theJ.r
S

PR expectatlon - (Table IV) There was no s:.gn:.f:.cant dlffer-

ence betWeen attitudes of males and females regardlng ques- '

-1'

.tion one. 79% of males agreed that “the schools We\égneetih
. S the needs of chxldren as, compared to 76% of females inter-

. v:.ewed agree:mg., The least favourable attltudes were 1nd1-

R

(Tab~le o

Lo
e




'J.n ghe

E ‘c'o'rded in Area I when'e 60%— of thosé in the -35-49 year' 1li

' r*anager:.al
agreement, whereas craf):snen and housewives de.cated 78%
- agreement -

r‘or questlon two, 78% o’c' respondents felt that they

B munlt:.es in Area IIT reSponded in the afflrmatlve -

o "",they should have a

'1ng. _

Aof profess:.onal educators - (Table VI)

: 'they should have an 1nput lnto program plannlng -

- . \-.

age " categor1 es.

favoured the schools and 67% in the age’ categorv of fift

years and over - (Table'VTII) In tri‘e "occupatlon groups .

; .
profess:.onal and clencal recorded 68% and 6'7%j

(T able :cx).. "_f T

,"

‘ shoula har/e an 'iant 1nto curriculum plannlng. It ‘was 1n— X

’

'teresta.ng to note that 100% of parents in the smaller com—

(Table’ |

T e - ' s
nt . R v v N LN :

} ~t ' .
) In Area II only 69% of parents J.ntervn.ewec‘ felt that , )

say" as to what the schools were teach—

Those who repl:.edu.n— the negat:.ve suggested that the o

~’curr1cu1um plannmg should be nlaced and kept in the hands

Ry }

'The -only sa.gmf:.-—‘

‘cant dlfference of op:LnJ.ons was found in the male category

f”'of;Area I-I, wherezonl_y 50.% felt_' that ,they.should have a -

"voige" and “in 'the age catecjor{r of fifty'ye‘ar's" and .over in-

A'Area 1T where only 33% of 1nterv1ewed parents suggested that

TS
(Table VIII) .

!7
Regard:.ng quest:.on three, most parents agreed that{ the

s : 5 . .- DR
: < i . . . .t . ) N

3 ta 1t Al A Kelpiaii

IO B N

st i A ot b A St W
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K '.'programs that the school-s .are emoloy:.ng are’ oractlcal and
’the schools are d01n/LS Tot, oractlcal,' However, :Ln nrea ,
' -Were éoing 1s a waste of tJ.me. The h:l.ghest nercentage R

“group:.ng, where 56% of "craftsmen reported the1r dlscontent

llked gomg to- schbol - (Table II) The/ hlghest percent—"

fJ.ve and snc and w:Lll be dealt wa.th la'l:er in: tth chapter.

' ents thelr v1ews regardlng the bad behavmur of chlldren on

-c:.pl:.ne in the schools could be a contr:.butlng factor rel— o

respondents in Z\rea I cons:.dered the schools a’ contrlbutn.ng
‘factor to vandallsm on the streets' (Table III) ~ In Area’ R

) ~':,.III, 53% of ﬁarents 1nterv:|.ewed felt that the lack of dlSCl—.

LT ' ¢ .. . . Page 22

v.. ) . 13

relevant. ‘ Only 33% agreed nuth the statement that what

/ * B
III/ 50% of/re"pondents felt that much of what the schools' 3

H ”
3 ~

agree:.ng w1th the statement was’ found in the "occupatlon" : ' f‘. -

w1th the practlcallty of school work - (Table IX) . -

83% of parents mterv:.ewed stated that the1r chleren

B

age was recorded in. Area III where 93% answered in: the af- ; . B L

1 ».—\. - w_

fq_rmatlve., The lowes't percentage, 69, was recorded in" Area
O -\

II.H The most 51gn1flcant dlfference was found in Area IT, -

where. only '33%-of parents fifty years and over reported that

thelr chlldren llked school - (Table VIII). ?‘hat chlldren V

.. e e

llked or dlsl:l.kec‘ about sch;:ol is refJ.ected in questlons
/ :

~crba

Il

Ouestlon seven was concerned w1th SOlJ.C—l‘bl!\Q f_xom par- -
the streets. . Parents'found Lt e'(lfflcult to dec:.de. .. One ’
half-of those 1nterv1ewed suggested that the 1ack of dn.s—/

o

atlve to vandallsm in the commun:Lty - (Tab'le I) ' 3'7% of .
%,. sl
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‘-pl::.ne in -—schools contr:.buted to lack of d:.sc1pline ‘on the
' - —_— w

» "’;‘streets - (Table IV) . 57% of’ 1nterv1ewed parents in Area

A . -

| TITT held the s,chool-s, responszlble 'for thelhad; behaviour. of
.. the aclol.escént ‘on"the' street. Of th’e 'totel nunber'of‘males'
ihtervieweé‘ 61% oonsidered the la%'of d'.:i.s.cipliv.n'e\ in the
"-“conshuhit'y et‘trihutahle .to the lack oi%‘d:lsoiolixie in the :
| ._‘schoomnly 46% o?:' females consndered -this so.v A 51g-
‘-!-".nlf:.cant dlfference of oplnlons between the sexeslwas re—
'corded in Area ITI, where 71% of males responded ln the af-

'flrmatlve to the questlon, whereas only 42% of females re— 4
:.sponded in, the afflrmatll‘ve ~ ("‘able VII) Table VIII re-

. flects the dlfference of oplnlons on the ba515/ of age., vNo ,
".slgnlflcant dlfference exrst : 50% of t":ose between thl};ty--”_ -
’flve and forty—nlne years renlle ’1n. the 'afflrmatlve. 59%

of narents over flt‘ty felt -that the schools vere a contr1—"

LTIy Shrery

‘ but:.ng factor to vandallsm. . 3’7% of those mterv:.ewed 1n thei ,

; 7 professronal class consudered the schools a. contrlbutlng

—\ '-/

: .,'fact,or. to poo_r dlscn.plz.ne gan ‘the streets <o In thg- glerlcal
categorw, 58% was 'recv_or.d_ed.__ _ "Craftsmen® and "Alji'ousewives"
felt strongest -about 1aok of discip'lir-le i'n‘the s.chools. . In
v 'both class:.ficatlons 78% of those 1nterv1ewed agreed wrth ,
_ ~th’e stat{ement that what fvas done Kx the schools was a con—
o -tr:.butmg factor to bad behav:.our .of ch::.ldren 1%the com— -

>

munlty. I . R

-

In auestJ.on elght, parents were asked whether they

L jconsidered the high scnool "§rograms too academlc and uni=
. .- . ' s . . N 7
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‘Vversity-oriented;
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g tlve..

R 51dered hlgg school programs unlver51tv— rlented -

'”ﬂ' such trlps._

)

UG those 1nterv1ewed ob]ected to so much student travel. In""‘

| Page 24’

Of the 51yty parents 1nterv1ewed 40% sald

(;able II) In Area 43% answered in the afflrma—f

L

III 43% of respondents cons1dered hlgh school prograns too

academlc-- (lable VI) 44% of males and 39% of females con-

(Table

3

VII) Of p rents between the ages of. thl'ty—flve and forty-;

5.nine years 42%,answered ln'the afflrmatlve whereas:59% of

those over flfty reolled 1n the afflrnétlve. - In:the occu—.t

patlon categorles -32% of the "profeSSLOnal" group responded

w1th a yes 33% of the “cler cal® group, 39% of. the. "hone
dutles" group and 67% of the craftsmen" categorv.
\

In recent years, schoq&s have become very -m in-

volved w1th student travel - overseas travel, sports travel,:-

prov1nc1al exchange VlSltS and so on.' Parents were asked

whether they felt that the schools hgd gone tpo far in. thls

regard and whether students were spendlng too much t1me on’

.

90% of re3pondents suoported the schools‘ 1n-‘

volvement.- Only 10% stated that students were gettlng veryf

llttle edpcat1onal-valye out of- such trlps-(Table II)
one, parent 1nterv1ewed in Trea I obJecteﬂ to students' in=-.
(Table III)

volvementﬂln travel programs - In Area IL 13%

[}

o Area III, 29% of the 1nterviewed parents felt that thelr

i '

B chlldren were spendlng alot of tlme travelllng particularly'

-

In Area II 50% answered 1n the aftlrmatlve and 1n Area

Not -




A

on tr:.ps for hockey games, volleyball gan*es and so on. Not
one parent, male or female, 1n Area T objected to the

school‘s 1nvolvement in travel.., In Area II 16% of the- ‘

E nales :Lnterv:Lewed objected, cor'pared with 10% of the fe- '+

' rﬂales J.nterv1ewed.' In Area III, 42% of the male respondentsl

o ,voIved‘ travel No oneI 1n,the "cler:.cal" group objected.

- \ . ¥

felt that students were spend:mq too much tme away from ":

school 14% of the 1nterv1ewad females felt that the

schools had gone too far with hav:Lng chlldren away on sports L

trlps, exchange v151ts anc‘. so on. ‘ In Area II, 15% of those
under forty—n:me obJectea to too much travel tlme. No' one
over flfty yé;u:s objected ' In Area III, 30% of ‘the \group '
thlrty flve$to forty—nlne years’ felt that too much tlme was ’

beflng spent away “from: school and 25% of those over flfty

years thought S0. Tnathe occupatlon 'groupmg, '11% of the“-

-

profess:.onal nanagerlal group felt that ch:.ldren were spend— )

J.ng too much tlne in school—5ponsored act1v1t1es wh:Lch in=’

“ 44% of craftsxren objected and 17% of I’home\ dutles ob—

jected It ‘was notFworthy that parents from Area III ob— :

" jected to” so ruch travelllng tlme. Is 1t that chlldren 1n -

1

\the rural areas, more’ so than thelr c1ty countex?parts, seem :
to be always travelllng on. the buses"
o .
Parents were asked in nunber twelve quest:l.on whether :

they cons:.dered the school years as a perlod of "prepara-‘ '

tlon" for life or was the school years a perlod of 11fe" '

1n 1ts Qwn rJ.ght. : Tt was pointed out to parents that 1f

—_ -
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S should be regarded as a perlod of "preparatlon“ for the

the school term was con51der?°a5'period“of “preparation"

then the empha51s in the 'school program would be placed on,

the future life of the Chlld. . If the>school term was not

,l..,

a oerlod for "preparablon“' then the empha51s{1n the pro—
-7

. &(gram would be o‘h the "here" and *"now" 80% of the sixty

[ ,'1 i . ~Q I

', respondents felt that the school term of eleven years or so-

[
3 P

' Area II, 69% felt SO and .if Area 1II,  57%. felt so. “In
' Area r, 100% of nales 1ntery1eWed con51dered the school
term a perlod - of 'ﬂpreparation',': ,94% of the feriales in Area I '

thought s6. There was a significa'nt différeﬂce. in ln‘aie re- .

sponses to questlon twelve. In Area I there was ‘a 100% af-

flrmat:l.ve resoonse as compared to only a 50% afflrmatlve ,
i
response J.n Prea II and 1n Area III, 71% of the males J.n-

-

tervz.eWed con51dered the formal school year of a Chlld s .
| .
lJ.fe as a ‘term for "preparatlon” “In Area I, 94% of the

P - R T . '

females 1nterv1ewed cons:Ldered h:.gh school years ae, years

’ 'of preoaratlon- 1n Area II 80% did soO and 1n Area III,

'_42%f‘d1d so. There was no 51qn:|.f1cant dlfference between the

age groups in Area I w1th regards to this questlon- 96% of

the- younqer group repl:.ed in. the aff:.rmat:.ve and 100% of the -

s

older group conudered the school‘s job vas to prepare"

There waS'also comnatlblllty,ol—n M'ea II. 69% of. the younger

riwas to prepare" the chJ.ld for the future. 9.5% of ‘thye

\ o
3 N

- .group and 67% of the older group felt that the school's jOb ‘

., 'Page 26

: future. 97% of parents 1nterv1ewed felt so- m A.rea I. c.In s

—_
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-,

“professxonal" aroup, 92% of the "clerlcal" group, 89% of

raftsr\en and 72% of the "home dut:.es" group felt that

the school‘s main job was,to prepare)" . ‘,».‘ \ ’

In quest:.on nunber flfteen, oarents ‘were asked to reveal ..
thelr feelings about the introductlon of Grade XII to the
The interv1ewer was often nuerJ.ed about

the program for Grade XII - "F‘or whom is the Grade xn pro-'."

high scRool program,
‘and so on. - Mo mformatlon was glven the -
intérvrewee for the 31mple reason that the wr:uter had none )
therefore, that parents' could

>
nake the assumptlons that there were no. problems regardmg

g:.ve. It was e:'plalned,

-~

to be looked after and 1f thls were so, then, would they

Statlstlcs revealed that

/

‘ 1f Grade XIIT is oronerly mtroduced to the high school pro-.'

approve or dlsapprove ‘of Grade ‘{II

y grar' of studles and there is an acceptable and reasonable

_r-were 1n favour of the 1ntroduct10n of Grade XII

£ .

e [
progran offered, then nearly 100% of narents lntervz.ewed

h

-

In Area I,

L ae NS
89% of respondents were 1,n favour of. 1ntroduc1ng Grade XII-

,m

100% were 1n favour and in Area III 79% of J.n-»‘.

Area JIX,

. terviewees weré.

v

"“m ‘the “age grouplng.

,-thlrty—flve to forty-rune years, favoured the ° :mtroductlon

of Grade XII.

,t:‘he mtroauotmn -

Tt

-

- *io s:LgnlfJ.cant dlfferences were observed

In Area I,

84% of the over foty yea.rs group favoured

In area II t_here was a lOO% .agreement-

- r,.

.

)

te
'

| }\mances or proqrars - all of‘ these natters could be assumed -

a8% of the younger group,:.‘ '

2,

e
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Lo ] sume respon51b111ty for teachlng religlon.' In Area II, 38%hﬂ ‘ *
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NI the hlgh schools (Parents were asked,'"Do you thlnk that IR TR

i ’ v o
e e et e PRV . PR —
> ° < \‘ . " " \ - ¥
3 9 ﬂ .
y B
. { G . / )

. - . j
. L

. ‘ o . T L ‘ g S
.'J‘. B ) o o - S . . . - R L Page 28 ' N

Mool e . - A RIS o

r oo d? T . L ' . . . oo .

T 33 with'introduciné Grade XII to the school program; In Area '.,1f'4. o
| III, 7!% of males favoured Grade YII and 85% of females

favoured the 1ntroductlon.v There was no slqnlflcant dlffer-‘

: ence reflected by the var10Us groups - 89% of the fpro-
\

fe551onal grouo voted afflrmatlvely, 92% of the "clerlcal

2
group favoured Grade XII, 89% of the “craftsmen" grouo fav-

'.-' oured*the meve and 94% of houseW1ves approved of the 1ntro- P
v ductlon of Grade XII to’ the hlgh school program of studles T hf'
-in Newfoundland hlgh schools. ) '.ﬁ o _: 3 l': L

Item number snxteen and seventeen prov1ded paren s w1th

”

an ooportunlty to glve arguments for thelr aonroval or dls-‘f : >\3‘;‘§

W
-y

approval of the lntroductlon of Gradé XII These 1tems W111 Co 7

™ } be dealt w;th separately and in detall later on 1n thls chap—

- . .
® . v 5 . v ) R ¢ o
. [ R N ' N3 HE- “ .
. “ i .
LA
. -

} ter.
m'i ; Item nlneteen dealt w1th the teaohlng of rellqlon in

B . )
T hlgh schodls should assume responsiblllty for teachlng re- .

! -
¢

11g10n? : iny 38% of the 51tty resRoﬁdents answered "yes
In Area Iq only 30% felt that the: hlgh schools should as-"ﬂr 'i,_ R

RN R

-h' felt that the schools shOle and 50% .of those 1nterv1ewed

SR 1n Area III felt that the schools should.l Wlth the excep—
-y .
tlon of Area II 1t seemed that the older groups of parents

r

favoured the teaohrng—of‘rellglon. In Area I 60% of the'."~ f:

o-' - o 4 i <

older groupmgavqured;the school's involvement as,compared




h e e e WP 2N o Tal .

o
PN

. 715% of the older: group favoured the teachlng of rellglon in f"

A

W‘Bage729

":,w1th 24% of ‘the’ younger group &nwthat area. In Area III\V%

the hlgh schools - only 40% of the younger group d1d 'A,‘ )

sllght dlfference of oplnion ex1sted between males and fe-;

'lp01nt must be noted here that all respbndents were 1nfor¢§d‘l

males w1th regards to the teachlng of rellglon ln the hlgh :fﬁ'”"

,schools.' 42%,of the males sa1d,:“Yes, the. schools should

r -

teach rellglon.f Only 358 of the females sa1d so. 28% of

!

l"home dutles“ parents 1nterv1ewed,fayoured the teachlng of

rellglon. 56% of "craftsmen" d1d. 44% of the’ "clerlcal" '

/ o

"»‘ %roup d1d and 42% of the "profe531onal" group‘dld. The

to lnterpret "rellgloP"’as””hey w1shed Interv1ewees wete

1 -

"glven no, 1nformatlon regardlng any "rellglon programs" i

S the hlgh schools.' The negatlve vote was: not a reflectlon‘ ;

“of a dlsgruntTed‘attltude expressed by parents concernlng

4

-.a partiéular»school program'of religiouS'studies.l

Throughout ‘the 1ntervrews, parents were asked to. con-'.'

s;der themselves a part of a hlgh school program plannlng com-

f‘mlttee. Would thelr de0151on favour maklng “French" a compul- f'

"43% of. parents 1nterv1ewed in Area III said that they would con-«

_sory subject 1n the hlgh school program? A 11tt1e over one L )

half of the parents 1nterv1ewed would de01de to make French a

- ‘f:mandatory. 70% ‘of those lnterV1ewed 1n Area I sald they,would.

;In Area 1I, 38% of parentsflnterv1ewed sald that they would and

'srder French\a compulsory course., 82% of females 1nterv;ewed

& 1,

'.
k)
i
i
!
'
1
|



-

‘ ‘in Area I stated that they would as contrasted w1th “an af- YL

_the males sald they. would ha e French’ a mandatory course ~',\"

only 20% of the females in th s area stated that they would

pared with 57% of the females 1nterv1ewed'1n~thls area., A
flgure worthy of note was that 59% of those over flfty would
- cons1der French a compulsory course compared w1th 478" of those“.‘

: yunder flfty.

favour of the 1ntroductlon of grade XII, no .6ther- aspeqﬁ\of

- the male parent or the female parent.

" the males fnterviewed agreed that Home Wconomlcs and Indust—

vPage?3Q‘ E

L - . . R

-~

flrmatlve response of 53% of f¥he males. In, Area II, 67% of

In Area ITI 28% of the males i terv1ewed sald “yes" as com-

t -
-

{

The hlghest flgure, 75% lndlcatlng agreement

 with maklng érench compulsory was found in the "clerlcal'

occupational grouplng.

The 1owest Dercentage, 22%, was ln—',‘ .

dicated by the “craftsmen“ - (Table 1X).

Wlth the exceptlon of the/strong feellng expressed 1n

v
a

' hlgh School proqrams reoelved stronger‘support than the in- "',_ v

-

cluSLOn of Industrlal Arts, Pome Economlcs and SO on. .92%

respondlng lndlcated that they conSIdered such orograms a\ S S

bl

. was also n0\31gn1f1cant dift?rence of oplnlons expﬂ!'%ed py ' 3.17

In Area I, 92% of

3 -

oLt S

.rial Arts are a necessary conponent oﬁrthe hlgh school pror S

- ‘,l ’ ' ] . ' ' - . - (

4

"must."‘ There was nothlna to Lndlcate anv’dlfference of
oplnlonsabetween clty dwellers or smaller town re51dents. “In ~
. Area I, 90% agreeemnt was‘}ecorded, 1n Area TI, 94% was re—i .F,°g
'corded and 1n Area III, 93% wastrecorded - (Table VI) Ihere~ ' N -f y
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“~'agreed-'"c1er1cal group, 92% agreed; craftsmen" group,‘

A -'if O, ."Pagelél*'

'Tgran§"88% of females in this area‘agreed ‘ In.Area'TI' 100%

. of male respondents agreed wh11e 90% of female respondent5~

’1

agreed - ‘(Table VII) In Area III, 100% of the male Darents

: B
";ilnterv1ewed agreed and 85% of female parents agreed - (Table

+

'VII) 100% “of parents 1nvolved w1th "home dutles" vo;ﬁd in

G .

favour of 1nclud1ng Home Economlcs in a hlgh school program

JOther statlstlcs reveal the follow1ng 1nformatlon regardlng

‘.che occupatlonal c1a551f1cat1 n: profe551onal" group, 95%

T C R PP - ., .

89% agreed.

. K. 1tem twenty two parents were asked 1f they felt a-
. ' \
need for a, "Fanr;y L1v1ng Course" whlch would 1nc1ude~¥op1cs

deallng Wlth sex educatron,-drug edcuatlon, chlld care anda'

!

so on. - Flgures reveal strong support for ‘such a course.

t

95%- of the 51xty parents 1nterv1ewed would, 1nciﬁa§Qj "Fam— .

vhllnylVlng Course *in the hlgh school programi‘lo of par-i

- ents 1nterv1ewed 1n Area. I con51dered such a course an ab—

— vk
4 [ .

"solute necessrty., Such feellngs were revealed in 5rea III"

I

. Where 100% of the parents J.nterv1ewed respé\ded iﬂthe afflrin-‘

iatlve. In Area II 88% agre

that the school should lnclude .

I

courses deallng w1th sex, drugs

jIVI), doo¢ of the male respondent' and 93% of the fenale re-, |

a

-~ . .

~_spondents lndlcated that a "Famlly L1v1ng Gourse' would be,f

v

1nc1uded 1n the hlgh\school“programs had they ‘the authorlty to '

' rmplement 1t. j There was d% 51gn1flcant dlfference 1nd1cated

g .
between age groups. 95% of those parents ln the thlrty—flve o

. \ N . ‘ v . B .
f o . - et \ CEES ‘
Ce e .. s L e el T A e e e a, e s 8 L
“ + . - - ERE N L.
C b e ‘L

famlly care and-so on' - (Table ;

et tnn sk
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1

'to for}y-nlne age category 1nd1cated an afflrmatlve response

f academlc work 1oad

as compared w1th a 100% afflrmatlve response from those over F

"Family Living

All group cla831f1cat10n§1nd1cated the same
@

ourse”, -

‘ agreed w1th 1ts 1nclu310n. o - S ",./

, - , . . -
2 v

Although many/patents were not famlllar w1th the term
work experrence program, many were and did not he51tate to E

1nd1cate thelr approval of thlS move by the hlgh schools.l

" Parents were informe¢ that t is pregram was deSLgned for

3

specral students wﬁz\were experlenc1ng dlfflculty with an

Y
As they becamg famlllar w1th the 1dea of

' students havmng part tlme jobs wh11e7cont1nu1ng thelr educah -<;

)
tlon at school, they 1nd1cated a strong measure of enthuslasm..

89% of all respondents 1ndlcated approval of the "work experl-'_?

o

ence 1dea.i In Area I, 83% of parents 1nterv1ewed favoured
the plan. In Area II, 76% agreed w1th the idea anﬂ in Area o
All groups 1nd1cated

III, 100% favoured such a- program.'

*‘approval of the plan w1t§;84% of the profe551opa1“ group

. agreelng, 92% of the "clerlcal" group, 89% of the bcraftsmeh"

grogp inhd78% of the. "Home dutles
: l, F ' . .
‘gories i 1cated strong agreement w1th the work experlence
'l

group Both age cate-.

“ plan - the lowest percent recorded was.ln Area II where only

o

67% of those parents over flfty yearsﬁfelt that such programs
were beneflclal to the student. The hlghest percentage was - .

recorded in Area III where 100% of those 1nterv1ewed .

,

. acknowledged approval of the "work experlence" plan.

AlI‘strongly A

S \\ xper ‘ , \\\ o
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(R S B l "";In item;tWentnyour;Aparents were aSked to lndlcate
L g

thelr satlsfactlon or dlssatlsfactlon w1th “the hlgh schools'l‘
L

A Phy31ca1 Educatlon Program.r D1d parents belleve that the Lo

Phy31cal Educatlon Program was’ taklng/too much time away f}f S

-, N . v

®

1nd1cated dlssatlsfactlon w1th thlS aspect of the, hlgh school
program.l In- Areas I and II 13% of those 1nterv1ewed 1nd1-

cated dlspleasure wrth the Physrcal Educatlon Program.‘ How—

Educatlon Program was taklng too/much of thelr chlld s t1me =

& T~ '

o (Table VI) (In Area III parents were advrsed to lnclude

Lo .
: travelllng tlme by bus to and from games played in schools
outsrde of thear home towns ) 34% of males Lntepviewed re—

ported dlssatlsfaction w1th the tlme spent 1nvolved w1th

¥ sports.; Only 7% of the females 1nterv1ewed thought that J§~

2 R / !

sports were, taklng too much tlme. rMales in, Area III strongly

condemned the 1nvolvement in the PhySICal Educatloa\Program.,

[

e & St iy s < it v

S T 71% of those 1nterv1ewed 1n Area III dlsapproved The group,
TR that ‘felt strongly about §tudent 1nvolvement in the sports -

-~

P
gt o e
-

. program was the craftsmen group. 67% of those 1nterv1ewed‘

. RA , v !

g ‘_: , -.in’ thls category obje?te to the tlme comqltted to sports -

(Table IX)

LI

| ;:f_ o o f; Paréhts Were notzqulte sure how mush t1me was . devoted . —/;/

_ ' they felt that “Newfoundlandla“ nas not emphasrzed enough
- : . . * ' Q s ' - E . i i

LN B .. y 5 ,"'. “.,l

from academlc studles? (Only 18% of all parents"1nterv1ewed—~~f**%~"

1_1, J f' ,x- ' ever, ln Area III, 36% of resp0ndents felt that the Phy31cal o

N

to the study - of Newfoundland hlstory and culture. However, ////\;*4 3



© rmeen

'lwas a need and 1n Area III, 100% of the parents 1nterv1ewed

o

being done.

-was:requlred;
‘lO% felt that enough tlne was spent.ln the'hlgh schools o

‘the hlstory and culture of the prov1nce.

fregardlng this questlon.

. -(Table Ix) ‘ y _ o ‘;! “’:‘ .

- n . . N ‘ b ' -
N . . \ . ’ - - r

R ' ) X ;o . : ..
. ’,)" T - ! “ ’-‘_ H ' -~

' ’6nly'l5{ agreed‘that‘ehough'Was heing'done; In Area Ifk20%5

L -

‘hof the parents 1nterv1ewed 1nd1cated that enough tlme was

spent\on the study ‘of; Wewfo ndland culture.j In Area II, 19%

\

felt so‘and in Area III, Q ly 7% 1ndlcated that enough was

The younge group of ‘parents seemed to 1nd1—' ;

a

24% nf the younger group 1n Area I stressed that more study

15% thought so 1n Area I1 and 1n Area III only

7

y o v
There was no. 51g—

nlflqant dlfference 1n oplnlons between mgles and. females

13% of males lnterviewed felt

4

that enough time was spent in thlS .area of studles compared
~w1th 17% of the females in ervlewed - (Table VIII).- On/y
:,ll% of parents classlfled as “craftsmen" and "home dutles"
“1nd1cated that enough was belng done w1th regards

K to the study of the hlstory of Canada s youngest provrnce -

< 3

- . - R
- ¢

‘In Item 26, parents were asked to nake known the1r views

(A.

' Page 34

‘concernlng the demands of today s soc1ety.'

Jas there a need~

for the schools to get 1nvolved in courses deallng with -

<

'fArea I, 90% 1nd1cated a need.

‘law, unlon—management problems, poverty and so. on.'

-rthe parents 1nterv1é%ed said "yes" there was a neéd

In Area I, 88% felt

ot L , G .
? - . - .

i .

/.

-~

89% of,;"
n.

there -

. h .
cate the strongest support for more study of "Newfoundlandla .

o 6:..:“;-

W
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grouo, 92% of the clerlcal“ group, 89% of the “craftsmen

. challenges of todays SQC1ety.

‘on thls eyamlnatlon was evaluated by markers who were hired

- Y

S ,ﬂPage 3$’~’

-

"~ expressed anesire fbr-the.high schoolsAtoiget‘invol;;dlwith“'*
..such COurses. “Both ’age" categories in all three'areas'in—

-dlcated a strong feellng for hav1ng the schools 1nvolved in

-~

‘these tlmely toplcs.: 86% of the younger group of parentsl
-and 92% of the older group 1ndlcated thls feellng. Botlg

'males and females: strongly felt that the schools should be:

1nvolvéd w1th such toplcs as hou51ng, poverty and sSo ‘on.

'86% of the males 1nalcated thls de51re for lnvolvement and
”“92% of females 1nterv1ewed felt strongly that the schools

: should be 1nvolved (Table VIII). 79% of the "profe551onal‘

"group a a 89% of the "home dutles“ group 1nd1cated that the

demands of our, present soclety were . such that the schools -

v'had better keep 1n step and 1nclude courses deallng Wlth the

-

A Uhtll recently a grade XI hlgh sqhool dlploma was granted

;ten at the: end of the school year._ The examlnatlon was set-.

by Department of qucatlon off1c1als, superv1sed by offlclals S

desrpnated by thlS Department and the chlld's performance
4

-

temporarlly by the Department of Educatlon. Today, most
Newfoundland hlgh schools are operatlng under a student.eval—-

/uatlon system-termed as the "Shared—Evaluatlon Program.

Under thﬁs system the students partlcdlar school is 1nvolved

\

in’ the. evaluat1on process and respon51ble to the student for

’

e

—_—

A

- on the ba51s of marks obtalned in a publlc examlnatlon ert—‘
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c'thod‘for evaluaﬁgng a.students‘ school-performance. The ‘,‘ga;

o over—all total lndlcated 78% of parents 1nterv1ewed fav-

. of respondents 1n the "craftsmen" category con51dered the

,151dered 1t so.

,\,.

‘) .

’one-half of the total p0551b1e mark Parents were asked 1#/ R

";they con51dered the ?Shared-rvaluatlon Program" a fa1r me-”

: oured the system._ In Area I 80% of parents dld in Area II,

62%. d1d, and 1n Area III 71% favoured the program. Both

::;younger parents and older parents felt thatwéhe\system was’
.a falr onel~ 76£jo£ parents in the younger category 1nd1cated -
a favourable oplnlon whlle 13 the 0ver flfty years group o '

» ..of parents 74%be11eved 1t to be a good method - (Table VIII)

. Both males and females were of the same opinion regardlng -
this evaluatlon procedure.‘ 77% of male parents 1nterv1ewed
. coh51dered 1t falr while 71% of the females con31dered it so -

jTable VII).:_The.,manageria1“~and "cleracal" groups indi-
£ S . . Loe R

cated a 79% and a 75%\favourable résponse = (Table IX). “'56%

'.system a falr one and 67% of housewzves 1nterv1ewed con- .

"Are you satlsfled with the report cards that you re- o
. ceive?,“ parents were asked-in Item twenty—nlnp ‘73% of~ .
:the 31xty respondents 1nd1cated that they were satlsfled.
.Thls flgure was . conS1stent 1n Areas I, II and III. It was
lso con51stent w1th the flgures of 72% and 74% recorded 1n
the male and female categories - (Table VIII) (More~infor-

-

matlon concernlng thls question Wlll be/forthcoming in theiV

chapter to follow )
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-;. the servrces satl actory. Females were more tolerant of
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';f;’ '1 Questlon thlrty—three was concerned wrth the counselllng

'i serv1ce prOV1ded by the schools Only 17% of the parents
1nterv1ewed eﬁpressed a measure of satlsfaction w1th the '
serv1ce.- In: Area I only 10% of oarents 1nterv1ewed were“
satlsfled with ‘the serV1Ce - (Table VI). In Area II 25%
were satlsfled and in Area IIIu only 21% were pleased w1th

the aounselllng serv10es prov1ded by the school ' In the
oase of parents between the ages of thlrty—fln%.and forty- f

. nlne, only 18% 1ndlcated satlsfactlon with. the counselllng

.

serv;ces. 26% of those parents over~f1fty~years consxdered

e’

B ]

the lack of serv1ces than: males.' Only 12% of malées 1nter- o

2

v1ewed expressed an- acceptance of thelamount of counsell—
C 1ng serv1ces ~ 26% of I terv1ewed females dld. Al groups, f:
: profe551ona1,"."cler1ca ' craftsmen,: and "home dutles"
1nd1cated a felt need for more counselllng serv1pes. Only:
16% of the' clerlcal‘ group 1nterv1ewed were pleased and only
,/f 11% of those cateqorlzed as. "craftsmen" 1nd1cated satis-:
. ‘factlon. :I JL' ' ' -é\: | : s ‘
| Item thlrty—four was(designed to'elicit.ihformation that
+ would serve as a baSlS for comparlng the 1nvolvement of stu— ”

Ifdents today w1th thelr parents' lnvolvement in. school actlv-

thles. -uo clear cut pattern emerged» In Area I, the approx—3

"1mate flgure of 50% was reflected 1n‘311 aspects of the study.

v

One-half of parents 1nterv1ewed felt that today s students

. ' L v e
e . . .
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!}are more actlve - ohe—half of thosevlnterv1ewed felt that

Zstudents were as much 1nvolved tweﬁty—years ago. Area XX

"today than twenty years ago and 1n Ar a III 71% of parents B

.1nterv1ewed thought that thlS was so.',

rents and the older group of parents. In the case ‘of the'g-:
'7.former only 60% felt that today students were more 1nvolved

'jjwhereas 78% of the older parents felt that students are

decade ago.v_ L _ _ A
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~.
" L .
v e

Q l "
KB N i ‘
[E R RV L W AT - crmmsen e e gl e Ata paer T ver s wig
A ) : ‘
- toe
- '
i K t
T e \ }l \

T ~ R " s e o ‘ R lPage 38

1jand III were seen in -4, dlfferenct perspectlve. 69% of those'ef

-
I3

1nterv1ewed in Area II felt that- students are more 1nvolved ’

S x4
v .

oo

An 1nﬁerest1ng dlfference exlsted between younger par -

B

’.more 1nvolved now than they were twenty/or thlry years ago.a_.

It was con51dered that there are 51mp1y more act1v1t1es wh1ch

offer an opportunlty for 1nvolvement today than therg’were a.
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-.*- RESPONSES FOR AREA IIL - GLOVERTOWN,
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T}\BLE vi )

B
L]

RESPONSES COMPARISON FOR TOTALE -IN AREA I, . A
'FIGURES IN THIS TABLE’ IN-. :
. DICATE; ‘THE- PERCENTAGES OF RESPONDENTS' WHCO AGREED. L

WITH THE STATEME\/NTS -AS CONTAINED IN THF OUESTIONNAIRE. U

AREA II AND AREA III.

s y \ ) B e
ST - N ) . - | Area 111 - -
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| FIGURES IN"THIS -TABLE, TNDICATE THE PERCENTAGES
OF MALE AND FEuALE RESPONSES THAT CONCURRED WITH
THE . STATEMENT 'PRESENTED IK. “THE QUESTIONNAIRE
"' . . . /\ . /J
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_ INDICATE THE 'PERCENTAGES
"OF AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSES TO THE QUESTIONS AS CONTAINED
: IN THE QUESTIONNAIRE’ON THE BASIS OF "AGE" CL&SSIFIGATI@N. -
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T'ABLE IX

o EIGURBS/IN THIS TABLE INDICATE THE PERCENTAG .
OF AFFIRMATIVE RESPONSES TO THE-QUESTIONS CONTAINED IN THE

5

4n

QUESTIONVAI?E ON THE BASIS or OCCUP?TIONAL CLASSIFICATION
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As lndzcated at the beglnnang Of thls chapter, ques— . ;fu;
:tlons not 1ncluded 1n Tables II through Ix. would be dealt L
‘with on. an 1nd1v1dual baS1s. Parents were completely free .7»r~d~'~f
'to offer any informatlon that they w15hed to offer.

v

1f cause- it was not p0951b1e in this report to 1nc1ude every

.response given by the 51tty parents 1nterv1ewed the author '
:.has~cIa551f1ed the _responses into three categorles and in— .
[d1cated the percentages of respondents that supplled the

| ;
‘ 1nterviewer w1th that partlcular response. ‘.."' A

. Y .
i Y g T AP B e AT i b b ey m = e
. s’ . - M - .
P . - B

k)
‘

-

In spxte of the fagt that thls study attenpted to fo—_“

cus on currlculum,Lwhenever parents were glven an oppor-

°

tlmely the chief topmc of 1nterest was "teachers.”

seemed to ‘concern natents more than teachers competencem

tunity to dlscuss matters that they con31dered urgent Aha.

Table Xrlndlcated frlendly teachers topped tﬂe list of

’
‘

,what students llked best about schools.{ Tﬁble XF 1nd1cated

. ) 3 L o uh S . -5 - 1
— . ‘ R93ponse ‘to Item Five - ~ 7, - .‘. O
‘_f,g What does your. child llke about school? | ' i ’ ' .
e ; TABLE X R
. ’A'. - S — — : _— o e
- Responsey L 1' Percent .‘"?
| FRipndly teachers -39 ’ ;
* Sports activities 32 o
Discussion periods | =~ 18
- . A Being with friends > 115 -
#, {Tw N : ‘_“L.\

Nothlng .

As
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aga:.n the grave concern of parents about teacher efflclency

. ’ L Page 48

J \ . Lo
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I

' Teachers also topped the hst - thls time as \an 1tem that

v R
-t . . 4

.. . ". Response (

- ‘'was. dJ.le.ked most about school.

’ What does your- Chlld dlS

"y

/"-" - Pl

Response to It d

Slx -

e most about school?"

. 2 “’
“Percent -
s PR

[

P ;% «Poor téacher_s ) ' )
T U0+ Religion classes N} I

Surpr:.se tests
S Mathematlcs a

55 -
15
.15

15 .

<

(\-

..gm‘u-’-“ N

S TR A

Response for J‘tem Ten‘-

" = -~ - ."yhat should be the most important., determlnmg = } :
factor regar’ding the development of a hlgh school- program"Z : '

. ST TABLE X1

- . T ©

B '. .- . . . : T R N . - . B )
. Response. -~ e -Percent

X

C Requlre ents of soc1ety
Wlshés
The al:ul:.t:.es and interests b

£ the parents I

~ of students ‘
The abilities and mterests of !
. the teachmg staff !

67

1

18

~ S -

T

‘ Items Ten and Eleven were’ des:.gned to ascertain whether

there existed a dlfference in what parents perce:.ved‘ should

el \

. ‘ ' ' ) 15. ‘
.3)

1




'be the nost 1moortant determlnlnq factor regardlng the de— S

C e 5 O g . - ) K . . P : ) o
N _ > . oo P . . ‘e . | B Lt . . . . 3

' | i
o velopment of a hlgh‘echool prOgram and what vas the ba51c i
— S N T i
=§.%;.‘,,\ . determlnlng factor. 67%rof.paregjs'lnterv1ewed felt that 5
N r . : e
’ - the abllltkes of the students, should be a ba31c gptermlnlng i
' r__factor, however, only 28% felt that such was e ase., The
:'ﬂ'i . o most s qnlflcant result recorded in Table XII was hatfonlyt' :
\E RIS - 3% of those 1nterv.1.ewec) 'belleved that the w1shes f.the L
S RN . P
’ parent was a determlnlng factor regardlng the development ;‘
. ) ' . . !
N ’f.of the h1gh school program.v , o o .\\\[‘
: | ‘ o . . ) - EETEEEE N
A o ; Response to Item Thirteen - e
i ’ . . - . ‘ ¢
v - "What do you con31der the blggest problem ‘o o . Ty
o "*.- .~your child will have to face after leaving school?™ 5 3
) . - . . TABLE XIII . {J
Response- : o : " Percent %
~ : Co ’ . A e '
, ‘. Finding satisfactory vocation' S .70 > '%@
ke 7' i Social. adjustnent oo 24 _ A
£ S " Retraining. for changlqg jOb Y s X
markets ' ; | S - 5 4
e . — v :
- . . . - . ~ ':2
The primary' concern of parents focused on the choice |
. . f ~ - %
( "_ : of. vocation. 7§% of those 1nterv1ewed }ndlcated so. Not’ |
K . ;only dia parents express concern over the flnding—of'approp— - ;
. ””rlate employment but they also recognlzed that thelr chlld— g
o ' ren would 11ke1y change Jobs three or four tlmes throughout
. - e . thelr llde spans. These flgures reflect a deflnlte need . 4
‘ T for vocatlonal guldance in the h1gh schools. j?
I ‘ - s
. \\) s / . , o f ’ . @
. Lo Y i
l - _ /__\l t . v -{1
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. Response to- Item I‘ourteen
* "Should students be offered ‘a w:.de , .
var:.ety of courses or a few. basic courses""

, T T - TABLE XIv : ' C e .
N ve . R RN \Jr.ﬁ\“-.“*..‘,r..{ o . B
N - N sn e W ., R . . . L X
; S . Res[i,onse N R I Percent S : {

' Schools should offer a w1c‘e I Y
varlety of cou\zsses . U

- '9" L E Sphools should stJ.ck to the basws, 1 40

3 oeen N . FEEE sl

. : [\ Although 40% pf respondents felt that hJ.gh schools

: . - 'should concentrate o’h the basm courses such as-F‘nglJ.sh and‘
‘ . ’ ‘ r} . ‘1athemat:.cs the flgtre doeq not reflect the op:.;uon that a -'
: o variety of courses should not ‘be offered ' The-in estlgator

: ﬁsensed that many parents felt tinat a w:Lde var:.ety f courses
‘ should not be offered at the expense of a mastery Jof the .

E "~ba51c§.u S s S ‘
LA - 89% of |parente ;,in‘ter‘i‘riewe'q 'approsred of 't’he.Newfoundianc-'
\ Gove nment‘"s .intentions to introc'itce Craae XII to the high - A
" _scho 1 program of. studles - (Table II) | Items s‘!.xteen and

seventeen were included in the questionnalre td ascerta:.n

from parents reasons for favour:.ng .or “dlsapproving the ;i.ntro-.\

_duction of .Grade XII,
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. A a Respons;e to- Item Seventeen A

-

' 'spondents rea.cted to’ the educatlenal system as it- is today

k . Response . to. Ttem Sixteen - "
l 7/ "that reasons do you.offer . -
for supporta.ng the: Grade XII plan?"
o TABLE XV.', » .

D —

{

AN E
yv
AN

. Réesponse.

TR Anothev vear in high school R ﬂ

is. another year to mature- .} 77

Preparatlon ‘for. post—secondary o
trammq . Coo L C23 07 L

-

~ .- "what reasons do you offer for. L
' dlsagreelng with Grade XII. plan?" E e

I
P

TABLE XV I

"-R’esponSe R B | Percent

Money should be nore’ w1sely " -
sPent ‘on other grades ! 75 ..

, Grade XII-is not requlred -for entrance o R
.+ %o post secondarv :mstltutlons o 25 -

- ' . ' - S
N - . N

. . . . .
v R g . . . .8 ’ . . [ .' . !
»

There is no confllct between the second response in

Table XV and the second response in Table XVi. In the case .'

of the former, parents assumed that Grade X1 vfould be 1"e--

qulred as.a prerequisite :Eor entraz{ce to the poét secondary '

»

: J.nstitutz.on.

.'i.n ‘lewfoundland - ~f‘:_ SRR .

L . s . 3 L
R R S "N ... . page 51 .
(/J P 6 ! - .

In Table XV no such assumpt:.on was made — re- SN
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Response 1:_0,, Item Elghteen -

"Parents' class;LflcatJ.on of subjects 1‘nto LT

two categorles, Essentlal or . Not too Essentlal" E

: Mathematlcs

". canadian Hlstory
Phys:Lcs ‘ ‘
Chemistry' -

. Economics :

Geography
. Hus:Lc .

. Physical. ﬁducéti;on' a

¢ Bentm—a—

B ]

97

e v,

o

100
67 "
41
37

53 °
17,
17
.70

co \ TABLE: XVII N
e . , " ( LEssenti'a‘l IoJ t‘oe/ssentn.al N
' ,-Suhjec‘t’ o "Pereent | ;’ercent -
Engllsh Language 100 7 0
Clvz.cs " 60 40 . 2

; +
.

R

-t

N

'\s~

,

=

It should be po:.m:ed out’ that the a.ntent of the ques— g ‘

-

- tlon was:l not to establlsh prlorltles based on: the J.mport- !

‘ __‘ance of the partlcular subject area.'
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l all students.

'm -our hlgh school.

A

ment for having ‘these tw c'o'urses compuisory, ahd-'interé\sting*

14 [

o
®
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B -~
N .

Language aJ"ld‘ !iat:;he;tiatiqs -

- turmo:|.1 of our t.mes”

:

.~

A

Parents were told that.
e Ao
'"essentlal " meant that the subject would’be mandatory for
/Apart from the. two subject ,a:eas:' Engl:.sh )

ere parents ,indicated 1008 agree-

:flgure is the 97% favour ng Econorucs as a mandatory counye ‘.

Is ,th:.s a reflectlon of the economlc ;
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R Although -gen rally parents were not strongly oplnlon- 2
S ated concermng g d:.ng by .
. the majorJ.ty favoured the pe;
A e s:.mply because that.. 1s what they were famillar w1th when . M 2
o they were studentS. o o - - T
.; Lt ‘,A o Ny L R . - ' . l"a_ N / j“,
e N ResponSe to Iten 'I‘wenty-Elght - : - 5
e "Gradmg Wlth lettsrs A‘r B, C, 1';, or - w1th ~pe,rcentages" v -
AL TABLE XWTIT - - et
. ) :’ ) ',\ . - 1 \ - »" . ¥ .. ‘ (, : v\ . . 4’ N -y " g — ‘.4 .
e ,~Res'pqns_e ST ‘Pergent’ . | .. R
L R - ' e - ,
R Gradlng school performances by |- > S B
- usmg the "letter" system. -33. .
Gradmg school performance by - e L S
A usmg percentages , 67 : 3 Sl e
ERE Item Thlrty was J.ncluded in the cmest:.onnalre in or—'
BN “\ der that parents mlght have an opportunlty to elaborate fon .,
- thelr dlssatlsfaction with report cards J;‘cér(t‘araallly.t there e g
was no strong feell.ng J.ndlcated ‘but 100% of parents?mter—-'
P "; ’ S
R v:n.ewed stated that the report cards need to ‘be supplemented ' e
I . o o ., . ,"~l__" . } i ‘
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o D e R Resnonse to Item Thlrty-One cmm e
’ Co. T ’How ‘often do, you think the school - 5
o U should J.nform you of your Ohlld ] progress""
[ A N “.. e L Lo e o B . - N
L e TABLE XIX .
i .0 S TR . R - .'.‘,\ .
3 T -»Res'p‘o'nsé A - Percent
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o xFour/dt):mes per Year

53- .
3'3 :

) ‘~;'T,W1c,e per year = .

Three tmes per year

PO

i . Although parents felt that the sch Y

e
oorting threeﬁ or four tJ.mes per’y/ ear was satisfactory,

AN

» thelr chlla\ were not dolng satlsfactory work

T —————————"

s

: s' pol:.cy of” re-=
there

is no doubt that parents w1shed to ‘be 1nformed 1mmed1ate‘ly lf
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", - ReSponSe to Item Thirty—'l‘wo —‘ ' o . T ~
- "Wlth what statenent would vou agree?" : . oo
L e : TABLE,'.‘-(X- T o
' Response - ] ~ | " Percemt .
Teachers expect too much"of my child 5 ﬁ N _ ;
' Teachers could expect more from my~ 43 o SRR
Child ’ ° . St . Kl !
- ‘The - teachers' level of expectatlon is" - 52 . ,f L o
o satlsfactory C N i e e S b g
- - - . . o o ~ . . .‘
' It is 1nteresting to note that nly 5% of, parents in-
terv-lewed felt «that the schools were expecting too much AA i
f ’ o
students. 43% fe.'l.t that the school could expect‘more. ' Even :
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amqng the 52%. of parents that renorted satlsfactlon there
. ; “ . ’
' were those who relu‘t:tantly chose the vthlrd statement :m

preference to the second ‘It.was. thJ.s sl:.ght he51tat10n on

- Iy

’ A

-
!

the part of the 52% of parents who chose the thlrd statement .

that caused the wra.ter to conclude tl;at parents belleve that .':

- .

In Item Thlrty-five parents were asked to- J.ndlcate :

' . n

their views concernlng the 1mplementat:|.on of. new ideas in . . ™

L o A N o . l" -
' .the school programs. Parents were told to assume that they

0

had a good 1dea that could prove to be beneflcleil to all ‘ R

chlldren in thelr scho/i '- To whom would they go Wlth the
. 72 N

,’4 v

K

J_dea -- confldent that lt would be molemented mto the li"% B

s P ) i e - R ".\ ) . . S

schoolprogram"‘ R N Y
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B ’ . Response to: Item Thlrty-flve -3 i S e
’ .- "What would be the most.effective’ R T g
AP nethod ‘of brlnglng ahout change”" T B
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. _'Response Y ER o .. | Percent . oo
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mamn_ng Officials (Government Level) ¢ 130 - e R
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* Through Electing Qualified Currlculum A B

'through Parental Repesentatron ‘on’ school T 7'_” .

.Curnculum Planning Comm:.ttees (School Level)
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Parenta generally felt that authorlty to 1mplement

change lay with the School Board however, 47% of those in-

-

terv1ewed stated that the flrst move would be to the prlncl-

pal of the school Then, lt was aséumed that 1f the'ldea \\\

were a good one, the prlnc1pal would be dellghted to carry

the ‘idea along ‘the chalp of authorlty - ) .

2

r

n

Although the wrlter is conscrous of the fallacy of

sweeplng generallzatlons, the data comprled in this. study

has prompted him to/conclude that there is w1de-epread sup—

port for the curriculum presently in usehin our Newfoundland

hlgh schoola.

~

—
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S the labours oﬁ professxonal educators whose own conceptlon '
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S Chapter W
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| SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMFNDATIONS o
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The purpose .of this investigation was. to record and

1

analyze the attitudes of parents towards thé'program'of
- ] K .

" studies ?ﬂrrentiy in use in Hewfoundland high schoois. 1t

' was felt that parents had little or no 1nput w1th regards\

.

: to the ‘courses of- study offér a in today s schools. It was

felt that the. currlculum in use lS in fact the outcome of .

" of currlculum mlght -often be far removed from the'parents’

~at least one chlld 1n school !

conceptlons of 1nstruct10na1 programmlng.- The intent of.

‘thls study,|then, was to arrange a method of 1nvest1gatlon

that would prov1de parents w1th an opportunlty to make known"

H ‘t .

the1r feellngs regardlng hlghaschool currlcuﬂum.

. The necessary data was\collected'through interviews

W1th slxty parents:. thlrty in St. John's, s;xteen in -
Gander and"fourtéen parents 1n Glovertown, Eastport Gambo—

Dark Cove, and Eare Bay—Dover.n "Parents_ were:those'hav1ng

~ -
': / ’

The method of sampllng may be best descrxbed as "strat-

’ 1f1ed, random sampl1ng."a In the case of st. John's, one - -

school, Prlnce of Wales Collegiate was chosen to represent

the cxtyw (Thls hlgh sehool generally serves.the East End

S,
Portugal Cove, Pouch Cove and Torbay ) /The area served\by

this school was' divxded 1nto ten blocks. Class lists were.
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- obtalned from the hfthlpal of the school and names and ad-
g’

dresses of parents were recqrded on’strlps of paper}S These

s

strlps were sorted 1nto ten collectlons - each collectlon

IMmenmmsx
» - . -
e : . : . iy
.17 wWere then drawn from each collectlon = numbering thlrty,

. r LY
total. In the case of all other towns, co-operatlon was

.

e11c1ted ‘from the school prlnclpals and the flre chiefs ln

the various communities,’ Pr1nc1pals supplled the class . . °

lists from wh{ch nahes and addresses of parents were 're- T

Y o -
v

corded and f1re-ch1efs helped 1n leldlng thelr towns’ 1nto N

snaller Sectlons 51m11ar to the “blocks" d1v181on arranged

in the 01ty. For example, the area- served by. the Glovertown

A Reglonal High School -was divided 1§to Saunder s Cove, North

e

Shore, Central Anglo-Brook,\u?uth Slde, Traytown, Cull'

Harbour and’so on, As was the case in the clty, names of

parents were complled in accordance with the sectlon oﬁ/ﬁgwn

. [}
where' they llved "Draws" were then-conducted and. the se~

’ -

. ‘ 1ected parents were . contacted by telephone to arrange 1nter-

) F. viéw- dates,’ e jlﬁ\\\\“' T

- '~ Parents were very co—operatlve. Iﬁ St‘\Jéhnls, arrange-

. 'ments for 1nterv1ews were; made by thirty out of the thlrty-

one parents carled. Out of erghteeh parents called in

'.,called accepted, This covoperation was<considered 51gn1f1—

1.7 -
representlng‘one-of the ten blocks"mentloned. “na o
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‘ cant,

2

for it indicated that parentS“would 1like to be in-

Yolved ‘and-would like to have a Kﬂoice"/as to what programs

are offered their children.'

‘'were doing what parents didn't W;Ltvﬁas.diemissed. 'Rather,

it was concluded that there was ceneral satisfaction with

the programs offered in the high school in . Newfoundland,

QkThls generalization is.a conflrmation of the conclusrons

S

Education in Newfoundland and Labrador."f

S ‘ o
Certain general,conclu51ons af thlsrstudy may . be sum~

\marlzed as follows- . o,
l. Although certain aspects of our. education sys—‘

e .tem were criticized by parents, generally the
study reflected. wide-spread support for the
L o

S : 7 » ~ . - '
program of. studies offered in .the Newfoundland

A high'schoolé.; 77§ ofvthe‘parents ihterviewed
o .felt that. the schools were satisfaptorily meeting

- needs of their children.
o , \\ . to . ! .
‘Parents believed that they should haye an 1nput

‘. .into high school program planning. 38% of the’
l

; respondents felt that they should haffe a voice

as to what the schools should “teach., An 1nter- -

. estlng p01nt to note 1n Item Eleven is that

R

’

only 3% of parents believed that the "Wishes of

o 'parents" was avbasic determining factor in the
B . . . . . - . v ‘. ‘}
N , S

} . 7 page 59 -

Tde hypothe515/that the schools,:,

reached by Dr. Uarren in hlS study, "Public Attitudes Towards
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development of a hzgh school . currlculum - (Table

‘
.

coe

tJ

P
the 1nvest1gator sensed an overwhelmlng enthu31asm

on the part of parents for the 1ntroductlon of: new

ldeas. 90% of 1nterv1ewed parents welcoméd the.

1
Government ] announcement concernlng the 1ncluszon }

of . Grade XII' to the high school program of studies.‘

95%lof those interviewed saw a’need'and indicated’

T a support for schools to get- 1nvolved ;n sex educa-”

' rlculum - parents, 1t would appear. are qulteb'

tion, drug educatron, _consumer educatlon and 50 on.'

- 3

89%'consldered=the work experlence program (Item

23) a positive step towards a better education

‘program. 84%}favoured the SChools"involVement in

t

‘ ) . : . : b
such curr%ntgtoplcs as poverty, housing and union-

’

umanagement problems. It was\concluded that ..
»school programs must change ln order to meet,

'the needs of a rapldly changing society,. and that

«

parents welcome the leadershlp that w111 help

'them meet the challenge of that change. Pro—

fe881ona1 currlculum planners need not fear

"

the continulng need to modlfy the school our-

‘

Il

prepared to supportﬁrnnovatlon.

s B . 1

'Parents are not afrald of change. In‘spite of'their

‘admnttance of general satlafactlon w1th the schools,‘”
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S . 4 Pdrents favoured the moves made by schools to VA
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:§' s g accommodate the varled 1nterests and capabllltles e Tl
o A g o n . e
N I Fg.‘u; ' -of students. 60% of those 1nterv1ewed would R S
Ly N PR k L . . :- .
\ﬁ; cffer a w1de varlety of courses. 92% would , N
‘ N b
‘é' - lnclude subject areas as Industrlal Arts and
ik R Home Economlcs.‘ However, 1t was repeatedly
I B P ‘ - T
é ) ’ TR stressed that thelr dec151on to include a w1de R §
B R varlety o£ courses did not mean they could con- A
[ ! done a owerlng of standards, nor should a w1de o e
1] . - 5 . . "
a var1ety 0 courses be offered at the expense [
. \ . . ' "'04 .
- of thermstery of the "bas;cs. \
. o lj_ ' 5. Parents v1ew teachers as a very 1mportant )
o ' S component of the school organlzatlon. Throughout ‘
‘ s the 1nterv1ews when the formal 1nterrogatlons fdA{_ B

IR B were completed, “teachers“ was thenmln tOplC . o
o ' o£ conversation. Parents were quxte pleased A

when a healthy relatlonshlp GXIStEd between the.

teacher and thelr chlld. In the few cases where

-

N

 the chlld was ndt do;ng satlsfactory work at

o

.

’hfd DO “‘school, parents did not hesitate to consider the ,:‘5"“ '

I teacher a contrlbutlng factbr regarding the poor } N f".'
S ) ’ o ‘.," ) . e - . , S ’ /:',
o v performance. ‘ ' . ' ‘ ‘
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S - L : . ,.of religlon 1n the high schools. (Parents were L S
3 S : Do
. " free to 1nterpret "rellglon" as they w1shed ) B S

s Only 38%’favoured the teachlng of relzglon. Mostt'

= those who agreed that the schools should assume . . 1
o [ o . S M
‘  '( v _;responslbzllty for the teaéhlng of rellglon were . ' -

R _ . En
J» e S in the over flfty" age. category.

S mnre e s ey b D o Frbamasae &

| 'Nl, '\7; »Only,17% of the parents 1nterv1ewed felt that the jf"

:Jw ';":h-“ f,‘ 53‘“_f f schools were provzdlng enough counselllng aerv1ces.~,. o
(A t‘f ~:#}‘i - The 1nvest1gation reflected the very deep concern | f :

;T'é::,;:y,i";}n 'g‘g,.'“-HOf Parents regardnn;tﬁe urgent need for more - :zl ';“ py£-~‘:

i)
Sy
o . ‘ -vocatlonal guldance. Parents expressed a concern

. .+ .., about the length of t1me 1t takes an adolescent 1 B \/

.. to begin considering a'life 8 vocation; "Elndlng"

.«satlsfactory employment" was “the answer glven o
?Ji S - by 70% of parents 1nterv1ewed to the questxon, . }<
”"What do you consrder the blggest problem your

Chlld w1ll face when the forMal educatrOn ‘is com—
,.P.le'oed?“ T T

6 - ' o ' : I

1-w ‘ ; _ E . 8, Physxcal Educatlon{was consxdered a very lmportantj

.;;;¥' yu-s-i 251"5,‘\,~ ; part of the hlgh school program.l Only 18% of
S _ | the respondents felt ‘that too- much time was 4 ;-
?;,’ i :spent on this aspect of a chzld's developmgnt.. ; e ,‘35(
" ' Most of ' the ohjectlons were razsed in- 'k . | _
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Area III where students have to travel all

+

- day on buses in order to part1c1pate ln an out- e

ofvtpwn game. E
. R - t s : s
- 9.'fAlthou§h parents in Area I considered French.

_—

: T
o - : .

. ' 3 Yo 7 Iy p : ‘ 3
an essentlal subject more so than parents~1n

“the other two areaé, the general feellng re-

.

flected in the study was that French be- conSIdered a’

a i

e mandatdry subject for all students. : 7

v

)

-

'10.} Although.parents were not certaln as to what

P .
extent Newfoundland hxstory and culture was

-studieh in the schools, the general feellng R

!

expressed was a demand for more such studies.

1)‘
¢

Parents favoured the shared—evaluatlon program.
78% of parents 1nterv1ewedafelt that there was..
a need for a publlc examlnatlon in Grade XI but vh
.lt\was felt that the schools should‘have an _in-

* put into the evaluation of a student's school |
S A NES . 'l_ . R _ .
performance, = S

R . -
. — \, A

~'cern1ng the schools reportlng systen. A for-

i ma1~report three or four tlmes a year was’ what

//

parents expected

1

f"‘} that in’ case of a childs poor performance, schools

C e
\__', : .

-

_?aéetdd?lﬁﬂu

There was general satlsfactlon expressed con-

‘It was pointed out, however, "::f




‘3

e

s

o

N

. o
P oo
b e R o e T s

Some General Recommendations.

. - . B - N N *
N R e . - > B
3 - v . .
-r» . o . ’ . PR B . "
. . o Coen . sl

Page 64

should assume a respon31b111ty for 1mmed1ate1y notify—

, ing the parent of the 51tuation.- Wlth regards to the

poor performance of students, parents streSsed an

urgent ne%ﬂ for parent—teacher 1nterv1ews.:'

-

recommended that.

, ’ ’ L.

o
¥

On the Ea51s qi’the data analyzed in thlS study it is
e - , ,

\

School curricul e continuously revised”in the light

of a changing soc1ety. However, modifications of the‘
el » I
‘school program should not be made w1th any intent of

+

~1ower1ng standards to accommodate pogr performance

/of studentsf o ”. o e N ,'{

.

Schools broaden the scope of thelr programs to accom—'
y
modate the differeﬁbes 1n abllities and 1nterests of

- .

:all children. ,
) P .' . R
. Sy - . Joooo

- School provide‘more“guldance,counselling services. -

« . 4 . I . } -

close relationship between parents and teachers. A
.number of periods per week fqr parent-teacher Inter~ '
:v1ews should-be considered -a leg}timate part of a.

teacher's work load. . ~':‘ : ' | o

 Schéols promote fqgmftudy purp es all .the best . g_f'r

‘materials’ available regarding the history and cultural

':act1v1ties of Newfoundland. R : Lo

-

rOn principle, Grade XIF should be added to the

program of studies in Newfoundland high schools. S

‘Schools make‘a genuine attempt to promdte.a healthy,
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R ’I' - ‘1 B o ' . ] ‘:‘ .l- C . .‘ ’ "' ":',‘ ' ,’;' ‘l‘v" .
L QjESTIOWAIRE R AR Lao

1. Do you think that the schools are’ meeting the"FNeedsﬁ:
N s <.

o L of your children? -} ‘ - ‘ﬁ "‘,f‘n;. S s

2. Apo you think that you shoulaAhaVe_a'"uoiceh.aé to what . 1\
3 ) . 4' 1 . ,. . . :-“ ‘ R T : . M

the'schqpls'should‘teadh?

- ‘ ., . - f"- B N . 7
. .
' ‘ -~

P 3.?- It 1s being said that muéh of what the schoois are
'Z presently doing lB not practical and 1s 1rrelevant¢ :n :,;_

Do you consi@gr this a fair criticism? . 'r.-~ff . f=\;.
‘ ‘ . ‘ "s“ ;‘. “., .‘ .. “.‘ ‘ . N :._E . P
“ o 4. Do your.chiidrenolike Bchool? S

" . N . “ ) A -y: i
5. From your personal v1ewp01nt) what does your chlld 11ke

best about school? s . )
~6;-” From your personal v1ewpoint, what does your child I

. . dlSllke most about school? ) |
7. T If it be_trueﬂthat,students today are dissident, rest-: -
e ' - ] R s - N R

N ' AN ,

J‘f s P

_leds and uhdisciplinéd}:thét‘ttuancé is rampant and

: ’ . Vcndalism is on- the increase}‘would you mdintaiu that
L _ what is being done in ‘the ‘schools is a contributing i}
7 3“,: j : factor? _' L "JKJ' : AR “';kf<ri

- ... . 8, High school‘programb have ofteh‘bécﬁ criticizéd on the N

P o grounds that they are too academic and university

— B R ” . S e

,priented. Do you think so? ST ff ‘f, e

o n
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i é; :In'receut‘years} schools heVe'becoﬁe'vefy much"

-

. 1nvolved w1tp student travel - overseas travel,
"sports travel, prov1nc1al exchange v151ts, etc. - ,90
T :'..‘you think. that your chlld 13 spendlng too much t1me

. away from hls school on. such trlps? ' a ﬂ:;'.
l"") - . . . . " .." !

' - 10.. From your personal v1ewpo;nt. what should be the most

/important, determlnlng factor regardlng the develop-”

ment qf a hlgh school curriculum.. o

e

Requlrements of soclety
..;;,.,‘,' o b.“ Wishes of the parents

’_4> L. ——

fc.. The ablllties and 1ntereate of the students

o %”i?-f"- . "d. 'The abllltles apd 1nteresta of the teach—~

i R f;”,' . ~ iAq\fersonnel R A o
. . |-I : . RS o . - S -
N ) N / A

*e' * mining factor 1n'the development of a hlgh school

[4
a

NS curclculwm- |

A'. ' .. - e LT . _“‘ s ) . . .
. . . . .

‘a. Requirements of society - . -
‘ v : o '

- 7 b ’Wfshes of the parents ‘,;;" . .

) ;v;;':“ - The abxlitxes ‘and inteyests of the teach-

ey ing etaff RS

.Ti"ﬁffi‘ Some curriculum organxzers conaider the achool te.

11—13 years as a period of preparation" for 11ving

the next so or 60 years, and they plan programs in -

gll;‘IFrom your personal v1ewpoint, what is the‘bésic deter— :

c. . ™He abilities and iuterestéiof'the otudents'”‘
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L accordance'with‘this prémise."Do you agree?

13,

. -..../l..,.',‘....m.'...-,,,..e--._,.. PO

/
4

( Some educators believe that high schools should offer

] z I St . Lo . . . . -
/ { ° . . e : : . .

o i e AT AV S AT R A I B T AT L Wy O O

e . .0 PR LT B . . - L . PN »
SN . . . 0 .

: - . . .
. N - \ :{a [y
' . JEN . ¥

o, .

What do you consrder the biggest problem your child

w111 have to face 10720 years from now? - ’.i ) '-fmh

?

students a widé variety of eourses. Others think that e
;f ' !

i ~.the high school should concentrate on fewer basic

. 18.

. 15"‘7

i

' courses such as English, Mathematics, Science’ and Social

:iStudies.( Which of these tw policies do you think high

'15.

-

'school curriculum planners should follow? .

-

'Recently the Newfoundland Government announced its..'

"1ntentions to introduce Grade XII to the high school

ST,

"’program of studies. Do you approve or disapprove? . ‘i% ”,f

- R [3
. . .
/

What. reasons would you offer for supporting the Grade

XI1 plan? - - e e D .
r""_"' ~.

_If you disagree Wlth the Grade XII plan,‘what reasons ’/)ﬂzp

do you offer for disagreeing? T . h:- ~

.

'Generally, mostgschools include in their prograns the-

followxng subject areas.‘ Will you tell me in the case

!
- of each of these high school suhjects whether you

. . . - T, .
! . . y
;o . - ,
P . M v PRI M ‘. '
. . A, . N . : . . 1 P . LN :
. - ‘ - N N I o Lo . N . T .
. ' PN i .r . ., . o A ' :
. L. . RET " , N . . R R }
B i [ e . . L B N - » A . . ) . ,
.- . o . ) - . ; . B o ) y .
— . vt . P ' . P . . . *
¢ S L : . . . o ) . .
o N N CEE . - N - : . N K 4
o . ' v . . . . A R R . . . . . -
. . . . . . R -
'

:‘regard it as essential fox all students or not too

essential,

[
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:'.hility for teaching religion?
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‘ﬁlln Newfoundland high schools? j‘

erxpensive.

x’the cost?

.‘74. T . C . L . - ) .","~‘ N w7

Do you thinh that *Prench' should be a mandatory subjec'

g

The inclusion cf such subject areas as Industrial hrts, .‘~

i N -
i s
' J ‘A P e @ <
~ ’ -, e o
f s >l :
. \' °
oo R ..
e - s
o 3 Lo e
. . e
BEN e , b
1 L - ‘5
o . N - Nz .
o S s .
. - T .

oW

\ English Language

Civxcs o
Mathematics d~
Canadian Histdry
“i Physics P'
.ﬁﬁSQﬁN{TLJHL,f Fqsglgtry:h |
i};'" »h'xj°‘ EconmeESN f.g

;«- Geography

o ;theical‘ﬂdncafionff‘

‘ L ' ’ ¢ f_ . ‘»

~

L o o LT

, o A.w:"_.
e . S . . RN

_Home‘Economics, etc. ‘in a high school program is very

Should these fubjects be included yhatever
/ A )

'/_ ’ - . “ “ : ' “» . .. 1, C : :‘,ll‘ [’I ’

C T '

"IB there a need for a £amily living courseafor all ‘i;;;lsjyxi
;high school students (family living course to include .-

jconsuher cducation, sex education, child care. drug

N

‘\aducation. etc.)?

_. —!“.,,‘ et b
' I

- - Do you think thatlhigh schools should assuﬁb responsi—

o

~
c
~

gy AR
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i ‘ : : v 23, Some schools have introduced in their programs the
. B - : work experience program. (Explaln) . Would you .

R cons:.der th:.s an importa“nt pos:.tive change? RS

A —— 2 ‘ S N

2 . 24_. Do .you---feei that the physic'ai educai:ion program ‘in : .
; i :__ ' N your school is taking too much of your child's time?‘- _

‘.' ‘; " T s . v . . - ! ; t ' > . - ; ..- ] : ' .
L 25. Do you th:.nk that the Txlture and history of B E

", | o !_;.,- Newfoundland - Newfo ilandia - ie emphasized enough
. '.ig- o . N R R '

) ; —_ S0 e din our high schools? Lo , e
) ) w7 B I L .',.“' . , x " T S .
:.-.}.' “ '26,; you feel that high schoo‘ls should ’1nc1ude in the:.r oy

r ' . '. -. ! / P ’ Q-. *
o P p érams, courses dealing Wlth 1aw, unlon/management, o

R T - shared—evaluation Pprogram” ‘A

J S \ )
4o . lain a falr method for . evaluating your child' '

B . x K ‘ 3 - :

E BRI L B
Y N ' ) " : ) ‘ ) ] . o \. R . '/“4 F *

: . l 4.. \ ~28. W uld you ;:ather have your child's school performance R

’ RS “ fa‘ded w:l.th letters A, B, C, D etc.. or with percent- ) '

b e "g‘f' ' ak;es: 67, 51, 88, etc.f? . .“' B o . S

S YA SRR 2. Do,m.the r“ﬂfs that you receive or/ the progress of your -

/ ) S : child :ln ‘school provide you wfth'vthe .'mformation that L/ ,

b o you wou-ld‘ 1ike tol have? T P
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S . 3¥. 1f Question 29 is qualified, what other information

v :wouid you like to have?

PR oy . o . .

L T -~ 31. How often do you think the school should inform you

‘ . .. of your child's progress? A T
| , ‘ ; .

. o 32. .With what statement would you agree? R
; . B . B . : o ST R} - .. . X

N ; - - : - .- : ) . - 4
P .

}

- {a) * Teachers expect -too much of my child. ° )
4 BN et ‘ :

’.‘- L o e (b) Teachers could expect more from my child., .

Do you feel that your, school is prov1ding enough

RS - ' counsell:.ng services in regard to vocational cho:.ces,
- i\ .« L, . ' school programs,-etc.?% .

- ‘. E 34. Do you think that you_r child has more to ‘do in school

~ than was expected of you when you were a student?
o S A ; R , _ \

. - A
35. From your personal v:Lewpomt, what would be the most

4
effective method of - bringing about changes in school
AR Programs? ' \ PR - P

(a) Through parents' meetings with ‘Department bf

- .' Y . . .
. .

; O L ' Education curriculum plarming officials o

e . (Government level) e T

. ’.“‘.' e s e db) Through elections of gualified currlculumplanners

oot 4.|

CR SRR (echool\board 1eve1) .~ /

.‘_ ~. ,; N ! ' 33- T
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