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I

INTRODUCTION

The perceptions and attitudes of parents and stu-

dents toward schools have important implications for educa-

tional programs. Both parents and students are demanding

that their views be included in the educational decision-

making processes which affect them, and while there may be

general agreement among students, parents, and educators

concerning the tasks which schools should perform, the pri-

orities which each assigns to them may differ. There is

some evidence to suggest that these differences have contri-

buted to the growing unrest and protests of students and

parents toward public schools. This report represents an

effort to better .understand the perceptions of students and.

their parents toward public schools. Hopefully, this infor7

mation will be an input into the decisions made by school

professionals and other interested laymen.

The Problem

In general, the aim of this report is to examine the

expeccations and satisfactions of students enrolled in public

1
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junior high or middle schools (which, for the purpose of this

report will be called, simply, junior high schools), tradi-

tional high schools, vocational-technical centers, and of

their parents. Expectations and satisfactions of students

enrolled in a community college also are included in this

report. The major focus is directed toward the -.asks of

public education with examination of three major points:

1. Differences in the expectations and satisfactions among

students enrolled in public junior high schools, tradi-

tional high schools, vocational-technical centers, and

a community college.

2. Differences in the expectations and satisfactions

among parents of students in junior high schools, tradi-

tional high schools, and vocational- technical centers.

3. Differences in the expectations and satisfactions be-

tween students in junior high schools, traditional high

schools, and vocational - technical centers, and their

parents.

Additionally the satisfactions of students and parents to-

ward vocational- technical education programs were investi-

gated with an examination of vocational-technical facilities,

guidance programs, instruction, and the total vocational-

technical education program.
1
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Procedure'

Sample selection

The most serious lima L. Jf this report is the

restriction in the number of participating schools. Because

of time and monetary constraints the decision was made to

randomly select three of the five vocational art as in the

state and. then to select one vocational-technical center,

one traditional high school, and one junior high school in

each of the three areas. The community college was selected

from colleges near Tallahassee, Florida.

Research instrument

A questionnaire (see Appendix, p. 54) was adapted

from Downey's, The Task of Public Education 0 inionnaire
1

which requested background information and opinions on the

sixteen tasks of public education, and the four aspects of

the vocational-technical education program in the schools.

The sixteen tasks of public education have four major dimen-

sions with four items assigned to each dimension. These

dimensions and their sub-items are as follows:

Intellectual Dimension

1. Possession of knowledge: A fund of information,
concepts.

1
Lawrence W. Downey, The Task-of Public Education

(Chicago: Midwest Administration Center, University of
Chicago, 1960).
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2. Communication of knowledge: Skill to acquire and
transmit.

3. Creation of knowledge: Discrimination and imagina-
tion.

4. Desire for knowledge: A love for learning.

Social Dimension

1. Man to man: Cooperation in day-to-day relations.
2. Man to "state": Civic rights and duties.
3. Man to country: Loyalty to one's own ccintry.
4. Man to world; Interrelationships of people.

Personal Dimension

1. Physical: Bodily health and development.
2. Emotional: Mental health and stability.
3. Ethical: Moral integrity.
4. Aesthetic: Cultural and leisure pursuits.

Productive Dimension

1. Vocational guidance: Information and selection.
2. VOcational preparation: Training and placement.
3. Home and Family: Housekeeping, handyman, and family.
4. Consumer: Personal buying, budgeting, investment.1

The questionnaire permitted parents and students to express

their satisfactions with the performance of their school

and to assign priorities to their educational expectations.

Collection of data

Each student participant was given a questionnaire

to complete. The junior high, traditional high, and

vocationaltechnical center students were then requested

to take home another quetionnaire for one parent to com-

plete and .return to The Florida State University.

'Ibid.

I
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Table 1 lists the number of questionnaires given to

each group and the number of usable questionnaires returned.

The lowest return rate occ' -red with parents of vocational-

technical center studc .ts; A; highest rate of return oc-

curred with the vocational-technical center students.

TABLE 1

GROUP RESPONSE RATES ON THE QUESTIONNAIRE

Total Usable Ques- Response
Number tionnaires Rates (%)

Students

Junior High School 106 72 68
Traditional High School 116 82 71

'Vocational-Technical
Center 126 99' 79

Community College 50 37 74

Parents

Junior High School 106 52
Traditional High School 116 54 -46
Vocational-Technical
Center 126 . 51 40

-Treatment of data

The items included in this report were measured by

converting the original data from the questionnaire into

percentages. These scores were assigned to each group of
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parents and students in the study on each of the items. Addi-

tionally, in figuring the percentages, the responses were

collapsed, i.e., responses of very important and somewhat

important were grr-sined together and reported as important;

neutral, 4haL .important, and very unimportant were re-

ported together as not important. Similarly, ve.-y satisfied

and somewhat satisfied were collapsed into satisfied; while

neutral, somewhat dissatisfied, very dissatisfied were

grouped as not satisfied.

A t value for the percentages was calculated to

determine the existence of significant differences in the

responses of each student and parent group. The standard

formula was used:

where:

P
1

t

P q
1 1 P (122
N1 N2.

P
1
= percentage of group one that possesses some

characteristic;

= percentage of group one that does not Possess
some characteristic;

= percentage of group two that possesses some
characteristic;

q2 = percentage of group two that does not possess
some characteristic.



II

Al4ALYSIS OF THE DATA

As indicated, the major focus of this report is to

examine the-expectations and satisfactions of-the parent

and student groups toward sixteen tasks of public education

as outlined in Chapter I, and to measure the satisfactions

of these groups with the vocational-technical education pro-

grams available to the student. The findings are reported

regarding expectations of students, expectations of parents,

correspondence of expectations between students and parents,

satisfactions of students, satisfactions of parents, and

correspondence of satisfactions between students and parents.

Expectations of Students

Table 2 indicates the importance the student groups

attached to each of the sixteen tasks. Each of the four

groups reported all sixteen items as being important-for

schools to pursue; however, as-indicated in the table, there

were some differences among the groups. The junior high

school student group tended to attach higher priorities to

the sixteen items than did the other three groups with the

7
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greatest differences existing between the junior high school

student group and the community college student group.

Particularly relevant is the emphasis placed on

vocational guidance, information, and selection by the junior

high-school, high school, and vocational-technical center

student groups. More than 90 per cent of the students in

these groups indicated that this area is an important task

for schools. High school and junior high school student

groups attached as much importance to this task as they did

to the creativity task of teaching discrimination and imagi-

nation. Lowest priority was assigned to the aesthetic task

f cultural activities by three of thc: four student groups.

The tasks in the intellectual dimension were reported as

among the most important for schools to pursue, except for

the task concerning possessing knowledge.

Comparisons were made among each of the four student

groups on the importance of the sixteen tasks of public edu-

cation. Table 3 indicates that no significant differences

exist'between the scores of vocational-technical center stu-

dents and high school students on the importance attached

to each of the sixteen items.

A comparison between vocational-technical center

students and junior high school students (Table 4) reveals

that junior high school students assigned more importance

to the task of teaching loyalty to one's country tLan did
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TABLE 3

A COMPARISON OF THE RATINGS OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL CENTER
AND HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS ON THE IMPORTANCE OF THE

SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EPTICATT(r'

Vo-Tech. Center High School
N = 99 N = 82

Niut Im- Impor- Nct Im-
tant portant tant portant

Task t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 67 33 66 34 .14
Communicate knowledge 86 14 89 11 - .61
Create knowledge 4 7 13 93 7 -1.36
Desire knowledge 80 20: 87 13 -1.28

Social Dimension

Man to man 79 21 82 18 - .51
Man to "state" 82 18 82 18 .00
Man to country 74 26. 71 29 .45

Man to world 81 19 90 10 1.75

Personal Dimension

Physical _ 81 19
Emotional 83 17
Ethical 75 25
Aesthetic 63 57

82 18 - .17
93 7 .18

77 23 - .31
57 43 .82

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 91 9

Vocational preparation 87 13
Home and family 76 24
Consumer 86 14

90 10 ,23
85 15 .38 .

76 24 .00
89 11 .61

a
p < .01.

b
p < .05.
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TABLE 4

A COMPARISON OF THE VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL CENTER AND JUNIOR'
RICH SCHOOL STUDENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE

SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Vo-Tech. Center Jr. Hi. School
N = 99 N= 72

-.Task

Impor- Not Im-
tant portant

Impor- No Im-
tant portant

t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

67
86,

87
80

33
14
13
20

78
87
94
82

22
13
6

18

-1.62
- .19
-1.60
- .33

Social Dimension

Man to man. 79 21 78 22 .16
Man to "state" 82 18 90 10 -1.53
Man.to country 74 26 89 Al -2.61a
Man to world 81 19 83 17 - .34

Personal Dimension

Physical 81 19 85 15 - .69
Emotional 83 17 76 24 1.11
Ethical 75 25 85 15 -1.65b
Aesthetic 63 37 78 21 -2.34

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 91 9 94 6 .75
Vocational preparation 87 13 75 25 -1.9.6
Home and family 76 24 78 22 - .31
Consumer 86 14 78 22 1.33

a
p < .01.

by < .05.
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vocational-technical center students. The junior high school

group also reported cultural activities to be of greater im-

portance than did the vocational-technical center students.

Vocational-technical center students indicated they felt

vocational preparation activities to be more important than

did the junior high school students.

Table 5 reveals only one significant difference be-

tween vocational-technical center-students and the community

college student group. The vocational-technical center

student group viewed vocational guidance as being more im-

portant than did the community college student group.

Table 6 compares responses of the high school stu-

dent group and the junior high school student group regard-

ing the importance of the sixteen tasks of public education.

Only three significant differences exist between the two

groups: junior high school students indicated that (1)

teaching loyalty to one's country, and (2) the aesthetic

task--cultural and leisure pursuits--are more important

than did the high school students. High school students

attached greater importance to the emotional task, mental

health and stability, than did the junior high school stu-

dents.

Table 7 reveals only two significant differences

between the high school student group and the community col-

lege student group. High school students indicati that the
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TABLE 5

A COMPARISON OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL CENTER AND COMMUNITY
COLLEGE STUDENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE

SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

-Vo-Tech. Center
N = 99

Community Col.
N = 37

Impor- Not Im-
tant portant

Task

Impor- Not Im-
tant portant

%. t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

67
86
87
80

33
14
13
20

65
89
76

78

35

11
24
22

. 22

.48
1.41

. 25

Social Dimension

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country
Man to world

79
82
74
81

21

18
26
19

71

78

73

78

29

22
27

22

.94

.51

. 12
38

Personal Dimension

Physical 81 ,19
Emotional 83 17
Ethical 75 25
Aesthetic 63 37

81
79
62
60

19
21

38

40

.00
. 52

1.43
.32

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 91- 9

Vocational preparation 87 13
Home and Family 76 . 24
Consumer

. 86 14

76

73
60
73

24
27

40
27

1.98a
1.74
1.75
1.61

a
p < .05.
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TABLE 6

A COMPARISON OF THE HIGH SCHOOL AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL
STUDENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SIXTEEN

TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

High School
N = 82

Jr. Hi. School
N = 72

Impor- Not Im-
tant portant

Task

Impor- Not Im-
tant portant

t

Intellectual Dimension

Posses knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

66
89
93
87

34
11
7

13

78

87
94
82

22
13

6

.18

-1.67
.38

- .25
.85

Social Dimension

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country7-
Man to world

82
82
71

90

18
18
29

10

78

90
8.9

83

22
10
11
17

.62
-1.45
- 2.89a
1.27

Personal Dimension

Physical 82 18
Emotional 93 7
Ethical 77 23
Aesthetic 57 43

85
76

85
79

15
24
15
21

- ..50

2.95a
- 1.28

-2.03a

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 90 10
Vocational preparation 85 15
Home and family 76 24
Consumer 89 11

94
75
78

78

6

25
22
22

- .92
1.55

- .29
1.84

a
P < .01.
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TABLE 7

A'COMPARISON OF THE HIGH SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SIXTEEN

TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Task

High School
N = 82

Community Col.
N = 37

Impor- Not Im- Impor- No.Im-
tant portant tant portant
.% t % t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 66 34 65' 1 35 .11

Communicate knowledge 89 11 89 11 .00

Create knowledge 93 7 78 24 2,25a
Desire knowledge 87 13 78 22 1.16

Social Dimension

Man to man 82 18 71 29 1.28
Man to "state" 82 . 18 78 22 .50

Man to country 71 29 73 27' .23

_ Man to world 90 .10 78 22 1.58

Personal Dimension

Physical 82 18

Emotional 93 7

Ethical 77 23

Aesthetic 57 43

81 19 .13

79, 21 1.93
62 38 1.62
60 40 - .31

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 90 10
Vocational preparation 85 15

H -'-ie and Family 76 . 24

Consumer 89 11

76

73

60
73

24
27

40
27

1.80
1.45
1.71
1.98

a
p < .05,
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creativity task, teaching discrimination and imagination, and

the consumer task, personal buying, budgeting, and invest-
,

merit, are more important than did the community college stu-

dents.

Four significant differe;., _f.s existed between the

junior high school student group and the community college_

student group.' Junior high school students indicated their

belief that the creation of knowledge, ethical, aesthetic,

and vocational guidance tasks were more important for

schools to pursue than did the community college students

(Table 8).

In summary, while indicating some differences, the

data presented in Tables 1 through 8 reveal that a consensus

existed among all four groups included in this report re-

garding the importance of the sixteen tasks of public edu-

cation.

Expectations of Parents

The im4portance attached to each of the sixteen tasks

by parents of vocational-technical center, high school, and

junior high school students is reported in Table 9. The

table indicates that all tasks were considered important by

the parent groups. In fact, 75 per cent of the tasks were

viewed as important by more than 80 per cent of the parents.

Parents attached low importance to the aestheti-1 and
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TABLE 8

A COMPARISON OF JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY COLLEGE
STUDENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SIXTEEN

TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Task

Jr. Hi. School
N = 72

Community Col.
N = 37

Impor- Not Im- Impor- Nct Im-
tant portant tant potant

% % t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 78 22 65 35 1.41
Communicate knowledge 87 13 89 11 .31
Create knowledge 94 6. 7 24 2.38

a

Desire knowledge 82 18 78 22 .49

Social Dimension

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country
Man to world

78

90
89
83

22
10
11

17

71
78
73
78

29
22
27
22

. 79

1.56
1.96

. 62

Personal Dimension

Physical 85 15
Emotional 76 24
Ethical 85 15
Aesthetic 79 .21

81 19 .52
79 21 - .36
62 38 2.55

a

60 40 2.03a

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 94 6

Vocational preparation 75 25
Home and family 78 22
Consumer 78 22

76 24 2.38a
73 .27 .22
60 40 1.91
73 27 .57

ap < .05.
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cossess..on of knowledge tasks, and high importance to the

,,Cher three intellectual dimension tasks. Additionally,

parents indicated the importance of the vocational guidance

task; all parents of vocationdi-technical center students

and 96 per cent of the parents of junior high school students

rated this as important for schools. The physical_ task--

developing and caring for a healthy body--also was given

high priority by these two groups of parents. Overall, the

parents and students followed similar patterns in the impor-

tance they attached to the sixteen tasks.

Comparisons were made of the responses of each of

the three parent groups. Table 10 shows that only two dif-

ferences existed between parents of vocational-technical

center students and parents of high school students. Parents

of vocational-technical center students indicated they felt

that (1) the physical task, and (2) the vocational guidance

task were more important than did the parents of high school

students.

Table 11 indicates that there were no..gignificant

differences between parents of vocational-technical center

students and parents of junior high school students regard-

ing the sixteen tasks.

The ratings of parents of high school students and

the parents of junior high school students are compared in

Table 12. Junior high-school students' parents aLtL_hed higher
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TABLE 10

A COMPARISON OF THE RATINGS OF PARENTS OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL
CENTER AND HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS ON THE IMPORTANCE OF THE

SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Vo-Tech. Center
N = 51

High School
N = 54

Lopor- Not Im-
tant portant

Task

Impor- Nest Im-
tant portant

t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

76

94
94
88

24
6

6

12

6.1

93
89

82

39

7

11

18

1.68
. 21

. 93

. 86

Social Dimension

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country
Man to world

88
88
82
76

12
12
18

24

75

93
81

89

25

7

19

11

1,75
- .87

. 13
-1.77

Personal Dimension

Physical
Emotional
Ethical
Aesthetic

100
88
88
70

0

12
12
30

81
82
86

74

19

18
14
26

3.56
a

. 87

. 31

- .46

Productive Dimension

Vocational
Vocational
Home and f
Consumer

guidance 100
preparation 88

amily. 82
88

0

12
18
12

82
85

89
89

18
15

11.

11

3.44a
. 45

-1.02.
- .16

a
p < .01,
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TABLE 11

A COMPARISON OF T9iE RKIT:NGS OF PARENTS OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL
CENTER AND 1723T:-R HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS ON THE IMPORTANCE OF

THE .SEXTEEt, TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

VaTech. Center Jr. Hi.. School
N = 51 N - 52

Empor- Not Im- Impor- Not Im-
tant portant tant portant

Task

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 76 24 73
Communicate knowledge 94 6 98
Create knowledge 93 6 96
Desire knowledge 88 12 90

27 .35

2 -1.04
4 - .47

10 - .32

Social Dimension

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country
Man to world

88 12 83 17 .72
88 12 96 4 -1.51
82 18 88 12 - .86
76 24 77 23 - .12

Personal Dimension

Physical 100 00
Emotional 88 12
Ethical 88 12
Aesthetic 70 30

94 6 1.82
93 6 -1.07
86 14 .30
60 40 1.07

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 100 0 96
Vocational preparation 88 12 81
Home and family 82. 18 73
Consumer 88 12 89

4 1.47
19 .99

27 1.10
11 - .16

p < .05.

p < .t a_
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TABLE 12

A COMPARISON OF THE HIGHSCHOOL AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL
PARENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE' SIXTEEN

TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

High School Jr. Hi. School
N = 54 N = 52

Impor- Not Im- Impor- Not Im-
tant portant tant portant

Task
t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

61
93
89
82

39

7

11
18

73

98
96

90

27

2

4
10

-1.33
-1.26
-1.39
-1.20

Social Dimension

Man to man 75 25 83 17 -1.02Man to-state" 93 7 96 4 - .68
Man to country 81 19 88 12 -1.00Man to world 89 11 77 23 1.66

Personal Dimension

Physical 81 19 94 6 -2.07aEmotional 82 18 94 6 -1.94Ethical 86 14 86 14 .00Aesthetic 74 26 60 40 1.55

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 82 18 96 3 -2.38a
Vocational preparation .85 15 81 19 .55Home and family 89 11 73 27 2.14aConsumer 89 11 89 11 .00

a
p < .05.
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importance to the physical task of developing and caring for

a healthy body, and to the vocational guidance task of infor-

mation and selection than did parents of high school stu-

dents. High school students' parents attributed greater

importance to the home and family task of developing home-

making and handyman skills than did parents of junior high

school students.

Comparison of Expectations of
Students and Parents

Each student group was compared with its counterpart

parent group. Table 13 indicates three significant differ-

ences between the vocational-technical center student group

and their parents. The students rated the physical, ethical,

and vocational guidance tasks as less important than did

their parents.

In Table 14 it is shown that the high school student

group viewed civic rights and duties--the man to "state"

task--and the aesthetic, and home and family tasks as less

important than did their parents.

Table 15 indicates that parents of the junior high

school student group attached greater importance to the task

of teaching the skill to acquire and transmit _knowledge and

the development of mental health and stability than did the

junior high school students. However, the junior high school
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TABLE 13

A COMPARISON OF THE VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL CENTER STUDENTS'
AND THEIR PARENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF

THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Students Parents
N = 99 N =51

Impor- Not Im- Impor- Not Im-
tant portant tant portant

Tasks

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge,
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

OIMM,

67 33 76 24 -1.18

86 14 94 6 -1.66
87 13 94 6 -1.48

80 20 88 12 -1.32

Social Dimension

Man to man 79 21 88 12 -1.47

Man to "state " 82 18 88 12 -1.01

Man to.country 74 26 82 18 -1.15

Man to world 81 19 76 24 - .70

Personal Dimension

Physical 81 19

Emotional 83 17

Ethical 75 25

Aesthetic 63 37

100 0 -4.82
a

88 12 - 85b
88 12 -2.06
70 30 - .87

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 91 9

Vocational preparation 87 13

Home and Family 76 24

Consumer 86 14

100
88
82
88

0

12
18
12'

-3.13
- .18
- .87
- .35

a
P < .01.

by
< .05.
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TABLE 14

A COMPARISON OF THE HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS' AND THEIR

PARENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE SIXTEEN

TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Students Parents

N = 82 N = 54

Impor- Not Im- Impor- Not Im-

tant portant tant portant

Tasks

Intellectual. Dimension

Possess knowledge 66 34 61 39 .59

Communicate knowledge 89 11 93 7 .82

Create knowledge 93 7 89 11 .78

Desire knowledge 87 13 82 18 .78

=1.1.11=wrIr Social Dimension

Man to man 82 18. 75 25 .95

Man to "state" 82 18 93 7 -2.01
a

Man to country 71 29 81 19 -1.37

. Man to world 90 10 89 11 .19

Personal Dimension

Physical 82 18

Emotional 93 7

Ethical 77 23

Aesthetic . 57 43 .

i

81 19 .15

82 18 1.85

86 14 -1.36
a

74 26 -2.10

Productive Dimension

Vocatif.mal guidance 90 10-

Vo,natiJnal preparation 85 15

Home and family 76 24

Consumer 89 11

a
p < .05.

82 18 1.29

85 15 .00

89 1.1 -2.05a
89 11 .00
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TABLE 15

A COMPARISON OF THE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS' AND
THEIR PARENTS' RATINGS OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE

SIXTEEN TASKS OF. PUBLIC EDUCATION

Students Parents
N = 72 N = 52

Impor Not Im- Impor- Not Im-
tant portant tant portant

Tasks

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country
Man to world

Physical
Emotional
Ethical
Aesthetic

Vocational guidance
Vocational preparation
Home and family
Consumer

78
87
94
82

22
13

6
18

73
98
96
90

27

2

4

10

- .64
-2.49a

.51

-1.30

Social Dimension

78 22 83 17 - .70
90 10 96 4 -1.35
89 11 88 12 .17

83 17 77 23 .82

Personal Dimension

85 15 94 6 -1 68
b

76 24 94 6 -2.99
85 15 86 14 - .16
79 21 60 40 2.28a

Productive Dimension

94 6 96 4 - .51
75 25 81 19 .80
78 22 73 27 .64
78 22 89 11 1.68

a
p < .05.

b
p < .01.
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student group rated the aesthetic task of education as more

important than did their parents.

Overall, parents tended to rate the sixteen tasks as

being more important than did the students in each of the

three groups.

Satisfactions of Students

The satisfactions of students in each of the four

groups with the performance of their schools on the sixteen

tasks of public education and with the vocational program

in their schools are indicated in Tables 16 and 17. The

tables reveal a lack of satisfaction among a large number

of students.

Of the four student groups, high school students

were the least satisfied with both the sixteen tasks and

the vocational programs in their schools; junior high school

students were the most satisfied with the performances of

their schools on the tasks of public education; while the

vocational-technical center students were the most satisfied

with their schools' vocational program. High school students

were least satisfied with the intellectual, personal, and

social dimension tasks. Productive dimension tasks were

rated higher by vocational-technical center students and

junior high school students, and lower by high school and

community college students. Vocational-technical center
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students rated their schools' performance on the productive

dimension tasks of vocational guidance and preparation

highest of the sixteen tasks.

More than 50 per cent of the high school students

rated their schools' performance as unsatisfactory on a

majority of the tasks. Only the two productive dimension

tasks of vocational guidance (52%) and vocational prepara-

tion (57%) were rated as satisfactory by this group.

More than 50 per cent of the community college stu-

dent group rated five tasks as unsatisfactory. These were:

man to man in the social dimension; and vocational prepara-

tion, home and family, and consumer in the productive dimen-

sion. Of the vocational-technical students, more than 50

per cent rated only three tasks as being unsatisfactory:

possess knowledge in the intellectual dimension, man to

country in the social dimension, and the aesthetic task in

the personal dimension. Within the junior high school stu-

dent group, no task was rated unsatisfactory by more than

50 per cent of the students; the majority of these students

were 'Satisfied with their schools' performances on the six-

teen tasks.

Table 17 indicat's that only 150 per cent, of the high

school students were satisfied with the vocational programs

available to them. More than 75 per cent of the vocational-

technical students expressed satisfaction with their
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vocational programs, while 60 per cent of both the junior

high school and the community college students expressed

similar satisfaction.

The satisfactions among each of the four student

groups with their schools' performances on each of the six-

teen tasks and on the four aspects of their schools' voca-

tional program were compared. Table 18 depicts the vast

differences in the satisfactions of vocational-technical cen-

ter students and high school students. Significant differ-

ences (p < .05 and p < .01) between the two groups on 75 per

cent of the tasks of public education and on all four aspects

of the vocational program were indicated, with high school

students being significantly less satisfied than the

vocational-technical center students.

Table'l.9 indicates that junior high school students

were significantly more satisfied than vocational-technical

center students on approximately 42 per cent of the tasks

in three dimensions--intellectual, social, and personal.

The vocational-technical center student group was more satis-

fied than the junior high school student group on the voca-

tional preparation task, and the facilities, instruction,

and total program aspects of their schools' vocational pro-

grams. Vocational-technical center students were more satis-

fied with the vocational pursuits of their schools, while

the junior high school students were more satisfied
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TABLE 18

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL
CENTER AND HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS WITH THEIR SCHOOLS'

PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC
EDUCATION AND WITH THE SCHOOLS'

VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

Task/Program

Vo-Tech. Center High School
N = 99 N = 82

Satis- Not Sa- Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied fied tisfied

75. t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 49 51 27 73 3 13a
bCommunicate knowledge 64 36 45 55 2.60

Create knowledge 61 39 49 51 1.63
Desire knowledge 59 41 33 67 3.63a

Social Dimension

aMan to man 51 49 27 73 ..

,

-..42
bMan to "state" 56 44 41 59 2.03

Man to country 44 56 38 62 82
bMan to world 65 35. 46 54. 2.60

Personal Dimension

Physical 56 44
Emotional 54 46
Ethical 53 47
Aesthetic 47 53

48
37
29
22

52
63
71

68

1 08
b

2.32
3.38!
3.68-

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 73 27
Vocational preparation 82 18
Home and family 66 44
Consumer 57 43

School Program

Facilities 83 17
Guidance 77 23
Instruction 84 16
Total program 85 15

52
57

46
44

48
43
54
56

2.96
a

3.74a
2.75

a

1.76

49 51 5.08a
50 50 3.88a
49 51 5.74a
50 50 5.31a

i

i
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TABLE 19

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL

CENTER AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS WITH THEIR
SCHOOLS' PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF

PUBLIC EDUCATION ANDTHE SCHOOLS'

VOCATIONAL PROGRAM .

Vo-Tech. Center Jr. Hi. School

N = 99 N = 72

Task/Program

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Satis- Nct Sa-
fied tisfied

t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 49 51 68 32 -2.55b

Communicate knowledge 64 36 82 18 -2.72

Create knowledge 61 39 74 26 -1.82

Desire knowledge 59 41 64 36 - .67

Social Dimension

Man to man -51 49 57 43 - .78

Man to "state" 56 44 65 35 -1.2 Ob

Man to country 44 56 65 35 -2.79

Man to world 65 --'35 68 32 - .41

Personal Dimension

Physical 56 44. 67 33 -1.48

Emotional 54 46 58 42 - 52
b

Ethical 53 47 1-74 L -'-':26 -2 92b

Aesthetic 47 53 167 33 -2.68

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance
Vocational preparation
Home and family
Consumer

'73 27

82 18

56 44
57 43

63
50
71

54

37
50
29

46

1.38b.b
4.54

a
-2.05.

.39

/ School Program

Facilities 83 17 65 35 2.66
b

Guidance 77 23 74 26 .45b

Instruction 84 16 58 42 3 78
b

Total program 85' 15 61 39 3.54

a
p < .05.

1
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with the more traditional academic aspects of the junior high

schools.

There were no significant differences between the

vocational-technical center student group and the community

college student group on the intellectual, social, and per-

sonal dimensions of the sixteen tasks (Table 20). However,

vocational-technical center students indicated significantly

greater satisfaction with the tasks of vocational guidance

and preparation (p < .05 and p < .01) than did the community

college students; and the vocational-technical center group

expressed greater satisfaction with the guidance, instruc-

tion, and total program aspects of their schools' vocational

programs than did the community college student group.

Table 21 indicates that high school students were

significantly less satisfied on all tasks of the intellec-

tual, social, and personal dimensions than were junior high

school students. Additionally, they were less satisfied

with their schools' performances, on the home and family task

and with the facilities and guidance aspects of the voca-

tional programs available to them.

The data in Table 22 show that high school students

were less satisfied than community college =students on each

of the four tasks of the intellectual dimension, on the

emotional and aesthetic tasks of the personal dimension, and

with the facilities for vocational programs in ch,:ir schools.
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TABLE 20

A COMPARISON CE7 THE VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL CENTER AND COMMUNITY
CD177F, STUDENTS' SATISFACTIONS WITH THEIR

SEBOOLS' PERFOi1ANCE ON THE SIXTEEN
TASKS OF- PUBLIC EDUCATION--'AND ..TIE

SCHOOLS' -VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

Vo-Tech. Center Community Col.
N = 99 N = 37

Satis- Not Sa- Satis- Nest Sa-
fied tisfied fied tisfied

Task/Program t

Intellectua2 Dimension

Possess knowledge 49 51 52 48 - .31

Communicate 'knowledge 64 36 78 22 -1.68

Create knowledge 61 39 .70 30 -1.00

Desire knowledge 59 41 68 32 - .99

Social Dimension

Man to man 51 49 43 57 .84

Man to "state" 56 44 54 46 .21

Man to country 44 56 52_ 48 .83

Man to world 65 35 60 40 .53

Personal. Dimension

Physical 56 44 65

Emotional 54 46 68

Ethical 53 47 46

Aesthetic 47 53 57

FroductItue Dimension

Vocational guidance 73 27 54

Vocational prepakarion 82 18 46

Home and Family 56 44 48

Consumer 57 43 46

School Program

Facilities 83 17 73.

Guidance 77 23 57

Instruction 84 16 59

Total program 85 15 65

35 - .97
32 -1.53
54 .73
43 -1.05

46, 2.04a
54 3.97
52 .83

54 1.15

27-

43
41
35

1.22a
2 18

b
2.81
2.32a
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TABLE 21

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF HIGH SCHOOL AND JUNIORHIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS WITH THEIR SCHOOLS' PERFORMANCES
ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION AND THE

SCHOOLS' VOCATIONAL PROGRAM,

High School
N = 82

Jr. School
N = 52

Satis- Not Sa- Satis- Not Sa-
Lied tisfied fied tisfied

'Task/Program:
t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowle
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

27 73 68 32 -5.57a
45 55 82 18 -5.20a
49 51 74 26 -3.31a
33 67 64 36 -4.04

a

Social Dimension

Man to man
Man to "state"
Man to country
Man to world

At27 73 57 43 -3.9c
41 59 65 35 -3.07-
38 62 65 35 -3.48a
46 54 68 32 -2.83a

Personal Dimension

Physical 48 52
Emotional 37 63
Ethical 29 71
Aesthetic/ 22 68

67 3.3 -2.43
b
a58 42 -2.66

74 26 -6.25
a

67 33. -6.26a

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 52 48
Vocational preparation 57 43
Rome and Family

.

Consumer
46
44

54
56

School Program

Facilities 49 51
guidance 50 50
Instruction 49 51
Total program 50 50

63 37 -4.34
50 5D, .87

a71 29 -3.26
54 46 -1.24.

65 35 -2.03
b

74 26 -3.17a
58 42 -1.50
61 39 -1.38

a
p < .01.



37

TABLE 22

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF HIGH SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY
COLLEGE STUDENTS WITH THEIR SCHOOLS' ITTIRLFORMANCES ON

THE SIXTEEN,TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION AND THE
SCHOOLS' VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

High School
N = 82

Community Col.
N = 37

Satis-_Not Sa- Satis- NIt Sa-
fied tisfied fied tisfied

Task/Program t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 27 73
Communicate knowledge 45 55
Create knowledge 49 51
Desire knowledge 33 67

52 48 -2.61a
78', 22 -
70 30 .-2.25a
68 32 -3.78

Social _Dimension

Man to man 27 73 43 57 -1.68
Man to "state" 41 59 54. 46 -1.32
Man to country 38 62 5Z 48 . -1.43
Man to world 46 54 60 40 -1.44

Personal Dimension

'Physical 48 52 61
Emotional 37 63 &-11:

Ethical 29 71 -0
Aesthetic 22 68

35 -1.77
32 -3.32a
54 -1.77
43 -3.75a

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance .52 48 54
Vocational preparation 57 43 46
Home and family 46 54 48
Consumer 44 56 46

46 - .20
54 1.12
52 - .20
65 - .20

a
p < .01.

b
p < .05.
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As indicated in Table 23, only two significant dif-

ferences existed between junior high school students and com-

munity college students on the sixteen tasks. Junior high

school students were significantly more satisfied with the

ethical task in the personal dimension (p< .01), and the

home and family task of the productive dimension (p < .05).

There was also a tendency for the junior high school group

to be more satisfied with the guffidance aspect of their

schools' vocational.programs.

Satisfactions of Parents

Tables 24 and 25 report the satisfactions of parents

of vocatimnal-technical_center students, high school stu-

dents, and junior high school students. High school parents,

followingla pattern similar to that of their high school

students, were less satisfied with the school's performance

on the tasks of public education than were parents of the

vocational-technical center students and junior high students.

Of the three groups of parents, those of vocational-technical

center students were the most satisfied with vocational

programs in the schools.

Of the high school students' parents, less than

half expressed satisfaction with the schools' performance

on 75 per cent of the tasks. On only two, loyalty to

country and teaching a sense of right and wrong, did a



. TABLE 23

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL ANDCOMMUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS WITH THEIR SCHOOLS' PERFORMANCESON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION AND WITH THEIRSCHOOLS' VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

Jr. School
N =72 Community Gbil.

1 =37-

Satis- Nixt Sa-
fied tisfiedTasktFrogram

Satis--Not Sa-
fied Asfled

Intellectual_Dimension

Possess knowledge 68
Communicate knowledge 82
Create knowledge 74
Desire knowledge 64

32
1d8

3W5

sion

Man to man 57 43
.Man to "state"

65 .35'Man to country 65 35'Man to world
68 32

Personal Dilmension

Physical 67 -MEmotional 58 42Ethical
74 26_Aesthetic 67 33

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 63 37Vocational preparation 50 50Home and family 71 29Consumer 54 46

School Program

Facilities G5 35Guidance 74 26
Instruction 58 42Total program 61 39

t

52 148 1.62
78 '22 .49
70 30 .44
68 32 - .42

43 57" 1.40
54 46 1.11
52 48_ 1.31
60 /a .82

65 315 .21
68 32 -1.04
46 54 2.89a
57 43 1.02

54 46 .90
46 54 .40b
48 52 2.35
46 54 .79

73. 27 - .87
57 43 1.76
59 41 - .10
65 35 .41

a
p < .01.

b
p < .05.

1.3
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of the vocational-technical students' parents ex-

press dissatisfactions. A majority of the parents of the

junior high school students expressed satisfaction on

75 per cent of the sixteen tasks. Those tasks with which

these parents were dissatisfied were: the social dimension

tasks of civic rights and duties and loyalty to one's own

country; the personal dimension task of cultural and leisure

pursuits; and the productive dimension task of trailing and

placement.

More than 75 per cent of the parents of vocational-

technical center students expressed satisfaction with the

vocational programs of the schools, while less than 70 per

cent of the parents of high school students, and less than

60 per cent of the parents of the junior high school students

expressed satisfaction with the vocational programs available

in the schools.

In Table 26 it is indicated that parents of

vocational-technical center students expressed significantly

more satisfaction with a majority of the tasks than did

parents of high school students. However, significant dif-

ference in satisfaction was indicated in only one of the

four vocational program aspects by' these parents (p < .01).

Vocational - technical centercenter parents expressed more satisfac-

tion with the guidance aspects of the program than did the

parents of high school students.
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TABLE 26

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF PARENTS OF VOCATIONAL-
TECHNICAL CENTER AND HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS WITH THE SCHOOLS'

PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN-TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION
AND THE SCHOOLS' VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

Vo-Tech. Center High School
N = 51 N=54

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Task/Program

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knOwledge 52
Communicate knowledge 64
Create knowledge 82
Desire knowledge 76

48
36

18
24

Social Dimension

Man to man 65 35
Man to "state" 53 47
Man to country 47 53
Man to world 59 41

Personal Dimension

Physical 70 30
Emotional 76 24
Ethical 47 53
Aesthetic 53 47

Productive Dimension

Vocational .guidance 88 12
Vocational preparation 82 18
Home and Family 59 41
Consumer 58' 42

School.Program

Facilities 82 18
Guidance 82 18
Instruction 76 24
Total Program 76 24

15
46

59
48

85
54
41
52

4.34a
1.89a
2.68
3.09-

41 59 2,5413

44 56 .93
33 67 1.48
30 70

a
-3.12

59 41 1.19
44 56

a
3.55

37 63-- 1.0413
.33 67 2.11

50 50 4.64a
52 48 3.46a
48 52 1.14
45 55 1.34

71 29 1.34
56 44

a
3.01

67 33 1.03
67 33 1.03

a
P < .01.
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la Table 27, the data indicate that parents of

vocational-technical center students were significantly more

satisfied with the ethical, vocational guidance, and voca-

tional preparation tasks than were the parents of junior

high school students. The data also reveal that vocational-

technical center students' parents were much more satisfied

with vocational programs of the schools than were the parents

of junior high school students.

Table 28 indicates that parents of high school stu-

dents were significantly less satisfied with the schools'

performance on the tasks of teaching knowledge and transmit-

ting that knowledge than were parents of junior high school

students. Additionally, they were less satisfied with the

physical task--teaching about developing and caring for a

healthy body--than were parents of junior high school stu-

dents.

Comparison of Satisfactions of
Students and Parents

Satisfactions of each of the student groups with its

counterpart parent group regarding the school's performance

on the sixteen tasks of public education and the vocational-

technical program of the schools were compared. The data

indicate that in comparing satisfactions between vocational-

tehcnical center students and their parents (Table 29), stu-

dents were significantly less satisfied than their -:arents
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TABLE 27

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF PARENTS OF VOCATIONAL-
TECHNICAL CENTER AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS WITH THE

SCHOOLS' PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC
EDUCATION AND THE SCHOOLS' VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS

Vo-Tech. Center Jr. Hi. School
N = 51 N = 52

Task/Program

Satis- Not Sa- Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied fied tisfied

% t

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 52 48 61 39 - .92
Communicate knowledge 64 36 73 27 .99
Create knowledge 82 18 71 29 1.33
Desire knowledge 76 24 63 37 1.45

Social Dimension

Man to man 65 35 54 46 1.14
Man to "state" 53 47 42 58 1.12
Man to country 47 53 48 52 - .10
Man to world 59 41 56 44 .31

Personal Dimension

Physical 70 30 75 24 - .57
Emotional 76 24 52 48 2.62

a

Ethical 47 53 52 48 .51
Aesthetic 53 47 48 52 .51

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 88 12 63 37 3.09
a

Vocational preparation 82 18 44 56 4.35a
Home and Family 59 41 56 44 .31
Consumer 58 42 54 46 .41

School Program

Facilities. 81 18 54 46 3.20a
Guidance 82 18 54 46 3.20a
Instruction 76. 24 50 50
Total Program 76 24 56 44

b
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TABLE 28

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF PARENTS OF HIGH SCHOOL
AND JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS WITH THE SCHOOLS'
PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF EDUCATION

AND THE SCHOOLS' VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

High School Jr. Hi. School
N = 54 N = 52

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tl.sfied

Task/ Program t

i Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 15
Communicate knowledge 46
Create knowledge 59
Desire knowledge 48

85
54
41
52

61

73

71

63

39

27

29

37

-5.52a
-2.95

a

-1.31
-1.57

Social Dimension

Man to man 41 59 54 46 -1.35
Man to "state" 44 56 42 58 _21
Man to country 33 67 48 52 -1.59
Man to world 30 70 56 44 -2.80

Personal Dimension

Physical 59 41 75 25 -2.80a
Emotional 44 56 52 48' -1.78
Ethical. 37 63 52 48 - .83
Aesthetic 33 67 48 52 -.1.57

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 50 50 63 37 -1.59
Vocational preparation 52 48 44 56 -1.36
Home and Family 48 52 56 44 .83
Consumer 45 55 54 , 46 - .83

School Program

. ,

Facilities 71 29 54 46 1.83
Guidance

. 56 44 54 46 .21
'Instruction 67 33 50 50 1.80
Total Program 67 33 56 44 1.19

ap < .01.
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TABLE 29

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF VOCATIONAL-TECHNICAL
CENTER STUDENTS AND THEIR PARENTS WITH THE SCHOOLS'

PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC
EDUCATION AND THE VOCATIONAL PROGRAM

OF THE SCHOOL

Students
N = 99

Parents
N = 51

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Task/Program

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

.

4-

II tellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge 49 51' .

Communicate knowledge 64 36

Create knowledge 61 39
Desire knowledge 59 41

52
64
82
76

'48

36

18
24

1.1
- .35

.00

Social Dimension

Man to man 51 49 65 35 -1.68
Man to "state" 56 44 53. 47 .35

Man to country 44 56 47 53 - .35
Man to world 65 35 59 41 .72

Personal Dimension

Physical 56 44 70 30 -r.72a
Emotional 54 46 76 24 -2.82
Ethical 53 47 47 53 - .70
Aesthetic 47 53 53 47 .70

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 73 27 88 12 -205b

Vocational preparation. 82 18 82 18 .00

Home and family 56 44 59 41 - .35
Consumer 57 43 58 42 - .12

School Prograth

Facilities 83 17 82 18 .15
Guidance 77 23 82 18 - .73
Instruction -84 16 76 24 1.14
Total program 85 15 76 24 1.29
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on the rollowing tasks: creation of knowledge task of teach-

ing discrimination and imagination; the desire for knowledge

task of developing a love for learning; the emotional task,

developing and caring for a healthy body; and the vocational

guidance task, information and selection. There were no

significant differences found between the two groups con-

cerning the four aspects of the vocational program.

A comparison between the satisfactions of the high

school students and their parents (Table 30) indicates no

significant difference's between the two groups on any of

the sixteen tasks of public education. However, parents of

high school students were more satisfied than high school

students with the vocational program facilities, instruc-

tion, and total program.

Table 31 presents the rata concerning the satisfac-

tions of junior high school students and their parents.

Junior high school students were significantly more satis-

fied on three of the sixteen tasks of public education- -

teaching rights and duties ,of citizenship, man to state

task; teaching moral integrity, the ethical task; and teach-

ing an appreciation for cultural activities, the aesthetic

task--than were their parents. Additionally, the data in-

dicated that junior high school students were significantly

more satisfied with the schools' vocational guidance pro-

gram.
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TABLE 30

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS
AND THEIR PARENTS WITH THE SCHOOLS' PERFORMANCE ON THE
SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC EDUCATION AND THE VOCATIONAL

PROGRAM OF THE SCHOOLS

Students
N = 82

Parents
N = 54

Task/Program

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Satis- Not Sa-
fied ta.sfied

Intellectual Dimension

Possess knowledge
Communicate knowledge
Create knowledge
Desire knowledge

27

45

49
33

73
55
51
67

15
46

59

48

85
54
41
52

1.74
- .11
-1.15
-1.75

Social Dimension

Man to man.
Man to "state
Man tp country
Man to world

27
41
38
46

73
59

'62
54

41
44
33

30

59
56
67
70

r

-1.69
- _35

.60
1.92

Personal Dimension

Physical 48 52 59 41 -1.27
Emotional 37 63 44 56 - .81
Ethical 29 71 37 63 - .97
Aesthetic 22 68 33 67 -1.40

Productive Dimension

Vocational guidance 52 48 50 50 - .23
Vocational preparation 57 43 52 48 .57

Home and family 46 54 48 52 - .23
Consumer .44' 56 45 55 - .11

School- Program

Facilities 49 51 71 29 -2.66
a

Guidance 50 50 56 44 - .°69b
Instruction 46 54 67 33 -2 50

bTOal program 50 50 67 3.3 -2.01
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TABLE 31

A COMPARISON OF THE SATISFACTIONS OF JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL
STUDENTS AND THEIR PARENTS WITH THE SCHOOLS'
PERFORMANCES ON THE SIXTEEN TASKS OF PUBLIC

EDUCATION AND THE VOCATIONAL PROGRAM
OF THE SCHOOLS

Students
N = 72

Parents
N = 52

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Satis- Not Sa-
fied tisfied

Task/Program 7
t

Intellectual,Dimension

Possess knowledge 68 32 61 39 .80
Communicate knowledge . 82 18 73 27 1.18
Create knowledge 74 26 71 29 .37
Desire knowledge 64 36 63 37 .11

Social Dimension

Man to man 57 43 54, 46 .33
Man to "state" 65 35 42 58 2.60a
Man to country 65 35 48 52 1.91
Man to world 68 32 56 44 1.36

Personal Dimension

Physical 67 33 75 25 - .98
Emotional. 58 42 52 48 .66
Ethical 74 26 52 48 2.55

a

Aesthetic 67 33 48 52 2.14a

Productive DiMension

Vocational guidance 63 37 63 37 .00
Vocational preparation 50 50 44 56 .66
Home and family 71 29 56 44 1.72
Consumer 54 46' 54 46 .00

School Program

Facilities '65 35 54 46 1.23
GuidanCe 74 26 54 46 2.30a
Instruction 58 42 50 50 .88
Total.program 61 39 56 44 .56

ap < .05.
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SUMMARY

The findings of this report revealed a general agree-

ment among parents and students concerning tasks.wh:,h

schools siuld pursue. There also was a consensus concerning

the importance of the tasks and aspects of the vocational

program. The prevalent notion of a "generation gap" between

parents and students was not supported by the data; in fact,

the greatest agreement was between each .student group and

its counterpart parent group. Vocational-technical center

students and their parents placed greater importance on

vocational tasks than did non-vocational-technical center

students and parents. However, all groups of students and

parents attached substantial support to each of the sixteen

tasks and the vocational programs.

While there was much agreement among the various

parent and student groups concerning the importance of the

tasks and programs, there was wide variation in the expres-

sion of satisfaction toward the performance of the schools

ih these areas. Generally speaking, vocational-technical

center students and their parents and juniol high school

51
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students and their parents were more satisfied than were

students in the traditional high school and their parents.

The greatest discrepancies occurred between one student

group and another, 4or betWeen one parent group and another,

and not between the student group and its counterpart parent

group.

Some Final Coments

The results of this report tend to support what

other researchers have reported, and what each of us inter-

ested in education feel: the traditional American high

school is not satisfactorily meeting the expectations of

its students or their parents. High schools must resolve

the lack of satisfaction with their curricular programs

which both students and parents expressed. There is much

support from both the students and parents for .vocational

programs in traditional high schools .and junior high schools,

particularly in the area of vocational guidance. This find-

ing supports the current direction of the State of Florida

to increase the number of people working in vocational

guidance programs'in schools other than vocational-technical

centers.

'Conversely, vocational-technical school centers

enjoy much support from their constituents; parents, and

students. The impressions .gained while visiting each
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school fully supported the findings presented in this report.

In the vocational-technical centers there were few comments

from students concerning deficiencies within the school.

Perhaps this is attributable to the fact that the students

were actively involved in the grogram. This was not the case

in the high schools. This fact wa§ fUllther reinforced by

comthents added to the questionnaires by several high school

students.

While not neglecting the vocational-technical centers

and their programs, based upon the findings presented in this

report and supported by the critics.of the traditional Ameri-

can high school, there seems to be a need to move quickly

toward oveyhauling the traditional schools by providing

them, among other things, with greater and more adequate

vocational guidance, and other activities and facilities to

meet the expectations of students and their parents, in order

to provide them with a satisfactory curricular program. This

can best be accomplished by bringing into the decision-making

processes of education those whom the program affects the

most, i.e., students and parents.



APPENDIX

QUESTIONNAIRE

Instructioias:
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1. Please answer the questions in order. Do not skip around.

2. Most questions can be answered by checking ( ) one
the answers provided. If you. do not find the anSWer
exactly fits your Ttsconse cihock the one that camas
closest to it.

3. Please feel free to make additional comments at the side
of each question or on the back of the questionnaire.

AltoutYOUTSOli

Researchers usually ask for some basic information because
the way you feel, your attitudes and the ideas you have may
be different or similar to those of others because of your
age, sex or occupation.

Remember, this research is of a confidential naturt-

Please check oRp_clitioic e42sesitAa2LL12512..JELEJTJI0NatfAt
directed.

1. What is your sex?

(1) Female

2. What is your age:

(2) Male

(1) Less than 16 years (6) 35-44 years
(2) 16-17 years (7) 45-54 year's
(3) 18-19 years (8) 55-64 years
(4) 20-24 years (9) 65 years or more
(5) 25-34 years

If you are a student, please answer questions 3 and 4, then
proceed to section About Schools. If you are a parent, please
proceed to questions 5 and 6, then continue to About Schools
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3. Wh type of school do you attend?

(1) junior high/middle school
(2) high school
(3) vocational-technical center
(4) junior/community college

4. What is the occupation of your parent or parents? Please
write in the space below.

Father's occupation
Mother's occupation

5. What type of school does your child who brought home the
questionnaire attend?

(1)' junior high/middle school
(2) high school
(3) vocational-technical center
(4) junior/community college

6. What is the occupation of:

Yourself
Your husbend (or wife) is applicable

About Your School

Each of us may have ideas about what schools should or should
not be doing. Listed below are 16 tasks with which schools
are generally concerned. You are asked to respond to these
tasks in two ways.

Firsttholimportant do ou feel each of these.tasks is for
school (or in case your child's ochool) to

bepursuiag?

Second how satisfied are ou with the erformance of our
school (orinthectase's school) in
each of these 16 areas?

Please indicate the importance of the 16 tasks, and your
satisfaction in each of the 16 areas by placing a check ( )

in the appropriate column next to each task. In doing this,
'ou have 5 choices for each task for both importance and
satisfaction. The choices are indicated below.
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IMPORTANCE FOR SCHOOL YOUR SATISFACTION

1 = very important 1 = very satisfied
2 = somewhat important 2 = somewhat satisfied
3 = neutral position 3 = neutral position
4 = somewhat unimportant 4 = somewhat dissatisfied
5 = very unimportant 5 = very dissatisfied

First check each task for its importance in the column to the
left.' After you have made that choice, check each item for
your satisfaction with the performance of the sci"ool on the
right.

IMPORTANCE TASK SATISFACTION

Teaching skills of
living together.

OempompaRM ;

1=m1.10...../..

Teaching the basic
tools for acquiring
and communicating
knowledge.

Teaching students to'
be emotionally stable
persons who are able
to cope with new
situations.

Teaching general
awareness of occu-
pational oppor-
tunities and how
people prepare for
them.

.MINNIIIMMI Teaching the habit
of figuring things
out for oneself.

Teaching an under-
1

standing of rights
and duties of citi-
zenship and accep-
tance of reasonable
regulations.
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IMPORTANCE TASK SATISFACTION

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4. 5

Teaching a sense of
right or wrong--a
moral standard of
behavior.

Providing special-
ized training for
placement in a
specific job.

Creating a continuing
desire for knowledge- -

the inquiring mind.

Teaching loyalty to
American and the
American way of life.

Teaching the enjoy-
ment of cultural
activities--the finer
things of life.

Teaching the home-
making and /handyman
skills related to
family life.

Developing a fund of
information about
many things -- teaching
knowledge for know-
ledge's sake.

Teaching a knowledge
of world affairs and
the interrelationships
of people.

Teaching the impor-
tance of a well
cared for, well
developed body.

Teaching the manage--
ment of personal
finances and wise
buying habits..

....1=



A Few Final Questions

1. How satisfied are you with the
school facilities for vocational
education programs in the school?

2. How satisfied are you with the
vocational guidance program avail-
able in the school?

3. How satisfied are you with the
quality of instruction in vocational
programs in the school?

4. Overall, how satisfied are you with
the vocational-technical program
available to you (or to your child,.
if a parent) in the school?

58

1 2 3 4 5

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any specific com-
ments to make about any of the vocational programs in the
school, please feel free to make them, or any additional com-
ments you think would help us in our study. You may use the
space below or on the back of the questionnaire.

Remember to place the completed questionnaire in the envelope,
seal it. and return it to the school office (if a parent,
return it with your child).


