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~  ABSTRACT

]

Gallaghers Robert Emmet: A Study to Determine an Acceptable

~ Teaching Load in Vocational Agricu]tu?e.

Purpgses:; (1) To determine the current class|1o4d of experienced

vocational agriculture instructors. (2) To determine om superintendents,
principals and experienced vocational agriculture instructors what an
acceptablé teaching load for a vocational agriculture instructor is in
the state of Washington. (3) To determinevwhat areas of a vocational
agriculture program suffer as a result of teacher overload. (4) To

. determine the optimum*and‘maximumwstudent load for effective and safe
instruction in the vocational agricu]?ure classroom and shop. (5) - To
determine what areas should be emphasized in the vocational agriculture
program. (6) To determine what is adequate supervision time per week or
per student for classroom and shop preparation, FFA, supervis@dﬂfarming )
project%, and cooperative education programs. (7) To determine the role
of adult education in the vocational agriculture program.
| Methods: The data was collected by 2 questionaires; 1.on current
teéchingvload mailed to vocatjonal‘agriculture instructors and 1 on
Jacceptab]e teachipg.]oad mailed toiSChool superintendents, principals and
Vocationalvagriculﬁure instructors;“'Infogpation gathered included; from
the current teaching load questjgnaire, (1) full and, part time vo-ag
instructors, (2) Number of”vo-ag instructors in each vo-ag program reporting,
(3) number of periods taught,(4) amount of pre;aration time, (5) number of

~ individual students taught, (6) number of supervised farming projects, (7)

number of students in cooperative education programs, (8) supervision time
a]lowed.during regular school day, (9) number of FFA members, (10) hours:

spent supervising the FEA, (11) number of horticulture classes, (12) number

‘. 'ft
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of forestry classes, (13) adequacy of supervision time allowed, (14)

adequacy of facilities, (15) current enroliment trend, (16) addition or
reduction of vo-ag instructors in those agriculture programs responding,

(17) areas requiring the most amount of time, (18) areas suffering from

__student overload, {19) adults currently enrolled in adult educationclasses, - — —
(20) hours-of adult education taught per week. The second part deals with

the opinions=~of school superintendents, principals and vocational agriculture
instructors on an acceptable teaching load in vo-ag. The evaluation includes
opinions on; (1) optimum vo-ag classroom load, (2) maximum vo-ag c]assrobm load,
- (3) Optiﬁum vo-ag shop ioad; (4) maximum vo-ag shop load, (5) adequate A
| preparation time, (6) hours to supervise the FFA, (7) Hours to supervise
supervised farming'projects, (8) number of students in cooperative o
education program, (9) hours to supervise .cooperatiye education program,
(10) where most amount of time should be spent, (11) areas of too much
~ effort, (12) areas needing more effort, (13) acceptab]é teaching load,
(14) maximum acceptable teaching load, (15) involvement with adult education,
. (16) adult education load consideration, (17) Acceptab%]ity of current vo-ag
student load. '

‘Findings: Inadequate time for supervision of the total vocational
agriculture program is allowed for the majority of the vocatioé;1 agriculture
instructors. The majority of the vocational agriculture programs in
Washington need more vo-2g instructors than they already have. A majority
of the yo-agwshop§;$re inadequate. Enrollment in the vo-ag progfams is
23.6 times asygreat on the increase than on the decrease.

Supervised farming projeets—an&%the~FFAaarerthégfirst to suffer

lo

as a result of a student overload in vo-ag. Between 5 to 8 hours each
per week is needed to supervise the FFA and supervised farming projects.
- Thirteen to 30 students should be able to .be supervised in a

cooperative education program allowing from1/2 to 1 hour per student per v




week for supervision by the vo-ag instructor.
Junior and community colleges are teaching a major portion

of the adult tion.

Betwden 16 and 20 students is the optimum in an agriculture

ciassroom ang” the maximéﬁ isV25. Ih a vo-ag shop class there should

be between(14 and 16 students but the maximum is 19. One class

period per dayxis sufficient time for preparation for the classroom

and shop. Most of the time should be spent in the classroom and

shop. More effort should be exerted in the supervised farming projects,
"~ FFA, shop, and classroom.

An acceptable teaching load in vo-ag is between 75 and 80

individual students and when the number of individual students reaches

between 90 and 100 an additional teacher is needed.
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"INTRODUCTION
‘The Problem

An excess1ve teach1ng load is one that undoubtab]y faces every

teacher in the profess:on at one time or another. It may man1fest
1tse1f when an add1t1ona1 teacher is needed to adequate]y meet the
agr1cu1tura1 educat1on of .a community.

In Washington-, it is believed that occupat1ona1 experience
programs such as superv1sed farming and cooperative exper1ence ; ﬁ
programs are basic to vocationa]yagricu1ture. It is also believed |  E\
that the FFAlshould be an integral part of the vocational agricu]ture%‘h
program. To provide adequate programs in these areas’seems too much
to expect of a teacher who has 90, 100, or 125 different individuals

-

enrolled in his classes.

“Need for the,Study

The vocatiqna] agriculture program includes many major areas.
General agriculture, supervised farming projects; occupational exper-
ience programs, Future Farmers of AmeriCa and adult education are- °
these major areas. The problem exists in regard to the number of.
students that can be effect1ve1y taught by each’ vocat1ona1 agr1cu1ture
instructor W1thout at least one of the major areas in Vo-Ag suffer1ng.
Each student needs to be properly supervised in the c]assropﬁ and
shop, a supervised farming prcject or occupational education project,
as weiT as being supervised as a member of the student IeaderShip‘
“activities offeredﬂby the FFA.

The comp]etxon of the study les1gned to elicit the present

teach1ng load and compare it to an evaluat1on of an acceptable

teaching load along with comput1ng what an acceptable vocational
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agriculture student load would undoubtably increase the effectiveness

)
of the high school vocational agriculture classroom and shop

Statement of the Purposes
The purposes of the study were:
|

% 1.

To determine the current class load of experienced vo-
catjonal agriculture instructors
%

| 2.
\ .

To determine from school superi

'Ltendents, principals, and
vocational agriculture 1nstrdctars what an acceptable teaching load

for vocational agriculture is in the stéte of Washington
B R

To determine what areas of a vocational agriculture program
,suffer as a result of teacher overload

a.

To determine what areas should be emphasized in the vocational
agr1cu1ture program.

‘\\5.

[ 3

To determine the optimum and maximum student load for effect1ve
and safe instruction

in the vocational agr1cu1ture c]assroom and shop
6.

To determine what is adequate supervision t1me is per ‘student

of per week for classroom and shop preparation, FFA, superV1sed farm1ng
projects and cooperative experience programs.
7.

To determime the role of adult education in the vocational
agriculture program. , m
In this study the writer believed that he co@ld create an
awareness 1n the school superintendents, principals and instructors of
vocational agr1cu1ture to the point where the vocational agriculture
program and students suffer because of an unacceptab]e student 1oad.

The writer attempted to encourage school administrators and Vo-Ag

instructors not to overload the agriculture classes and shops to'a
point where the :*fectiveneéé and safety suffered.




B u Limitations of the.Study

e ®

This particuliar study was limited to the vocational agré-

culture programs in the state of Washington.

-

Definitﬁon‘of:Terms

Vocational Agriculture. A pub]ic program having ;he responsibility
for providing the knowledge and skills needed for‘success in both
on-farm and off-farm agricultural vocations. The aim ef the

program is to train present and progpective agricu]tura] workers

for profigiency in agriqy]tural occupations. Vocational agriculture
came into prominence with the passage of the Smith-Hughés Act of

1917.

Agricultural Classroom. Instruction to vocational agriculture students
in the classroom requiring the use of adequate teaching materials and
facilities, including preparation time for visual aids, references,
and bulletins. Studenfs engage in a supervised study of various
teaching methods that provide current information on agricu]thre.

Agricultural Shop. Instruction to vocational agriculture students

in the agricultural shop to provide a basjgﬁfoundation in the safe
Mand effective use of too]sfénd materials for use in the agricultural
field. Current materials on constructiPn, machinery and methods
dealing with agriculture are présentéd.

FFA. The Future Farmers of America is the national organization
aof.studgnts in vocationai égriqu]ture and is éonéidered and integral
part of the vocational agriculturé program. The aims aq?{purposes
of‘the FFA are concerned with leadership and charactér deveiopment,

cooperation, service, thrift, sportsmanshép, improvement in agri-

culture and citizenship.
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Supervised Farming Projects. This prégram consists of various

activities carried out under the supervision of the yocatio@g]

. agriculturesinstructor. Included in the progrém are enterprise”

and improvement projects. - Thése prgjects are‘usua]]y carried out
at the students home. Avsupervised°farmiﬁgyprGQﬁam invthé;local

vocationa]‘ggEiculture program is ;qquired of e;éry student in the
state of Washington. - E oo e

\Q w

Cooperative Education Program. A cooperative vocafﬁona] agriculture

class in which students receive instruction in the §Tassroom and
on the job in an agricultural occupation. Th% stud%npeach day
spends time gt school and time at‘york. A student %n %ooperative
experience activities may substitute this for a superv%sed,farming

project.

Acceptable Teaching Load. The number of students per day which

can be effectively taught and supervised by a vocational agric-

ulture instructor. The determination of this load accounts for
the amount of time‘§pent effectively instructing and supervising
students in the agriculture class and shop, supervising students
in supervised farming projects and coopérative experience programs,

and supervising the local chapter of the Future Farmers of America.

by

METHOD OF PROCEDURE

The method of procedure for the study was doke in three
phases. | o | |

1. First Phase of the Study

The: first phase of the sthdy was to reQiew similiar studies
already completed. Only one similiar study was done and that was
by John Hash in Virginia in 1964. The review was designed to find’
the familiar and different goals of the study. After reviewing

4
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this literature, the writers designed two quéstionairés to elict
two major types of data. The first questionaire covers the present

v vocational agriculture teaching 1oéd,~ T;; second questionaire is
an evaluation of an acceptable teaching 1oad. ‘Tpe survey instruments
were divided into areas where vocational agriéhlfure student
;verloads could .occur.

2. SEcondehase-

Copies of the ques;ionaire elicting present teaching load
were sent ﬁo~966ationgi agriculture instructors throughout the
state of Washington. The other questionaire evaluating an a;cept—
able vocational agriculture teaching load was sentétoﬁséhbol
superintendents, principals and vocationaﬁ agricu]turg instructors
in those districts which have vocational agriculture.

A total-of 197 present teaching load questionaires were mailed
and 136 or s{ity nine percent were returned. A total of 469 of
the acceptable teaching load questionaires were maited and 335
or seventy-one percent were returned. However the writer found

- 12 of these questionaires were sent péqk blank so nd daté could
be utilized for the study from these.

3. Third Phase ) .

The qugstionaireé were summarized and hand tabulated. The

writer notes that comments on many questionaires helped him to

make recommendations and-conclusions on this study.
D

L




ANALYSIS OF DATA

The presentation of data reported on teaching load was sum-

'mar1zed in two areas. The first éree‘dealt with information from

the curreﬂt teaching load of vocat1ona] agriculture instructors.

Those questions dealt with: (1) number of fu]]-time‘and.part time

vocational agriculture instructors, (2) number of vocational ’ .
agriéu]ture instructors in each agriculture program neporting,’(3)

number of periods currently taught by’ the vocational agricu]ture

1nstructors, (4) amount of preparation time aIIOWed for agricultural

c]asses and shops per day, (5) number of 1nd1V1dua1 students taught

.by the vocational agr1cu1ture instructor, (6) numher of students

with supervised farming prbjects, (7) number of students in an

approved vocational agriculture-cooperative educatien‘program;

(8) amount of superyjsion time allowed during regular school€day

for supervised fann?ng»projects and cooperative experience programs ,

(9) number of FFA members in ‘the agricultural }eader;hip club,

- (10) amount of hours spent per week supervis1ng the FFA, 5(11) e
number of hours spent 1nstruct1ng hort1eu1ture c]aSSes per day,

L(12) number of hours spent instructing forestry classes per day,

jk13) adequacy of supenVision time allowed for vocational agricultnre
program, (14) adequacy of the vocational agriculture classroom

and shop facilities, (15) current vocational agriculture enroiiment
trend, (16), addition or reduction of vocational agriculture in-
struct in tnose“agriculture programs responding, (17) areas -

requiring the most amount of time by the vocational agriculture

instructor, (18) areas suffering from student overload in vo-




cational agriculture, (19) number of adults currently enrolled

in classes taught by the vocational agriculture instructor, (20)

number of hours of adult ‘education taught per week by the voca-

tional agriculture instructor. The secghd part deals with the

opinions of school sﬁperintendents, principals and vocational

agriculture instructors on an acceptable teaching load in

‘vocational agriculture. The evaluation included ‘opinions on: %
(1) optimum vocational agriculture c]assrodmuload, (2) maximum -~ . k‘n'
vocational agriculture c]aSsroom load, (3) optimum vocational

agriculture shop load, (4) maximum vocational agriculture shop

load, (5) adequate preparation time for c]ass;oom and shop per

day in vocational abricu]ture, (6) hours required per week to

properly supervise the FFA, (7) hours requiréd per week to “

properly supervise student supervised farming projects,,(8)

number . oj‘étudents in vocat1ona1 agriculture cooperative education
program that can be effect1VeJy handled, (9) hours réquired per

stddent per week to properly subervise students in cooperative

education programs, (10) areas where the most amount of time should

be spent in the vocational agriculture program by the instructor,
(11) areas in vocational agriculture -where too:much effort is being
p]ace&} (12) areas in vocational agricilture where more effort and
emph&sis needs to be placed, (13) an acceptable teaching loaqwfor
vocatibna] agriculture, (14) student Toad in vocat#onal agriculture
that requires procurance of an additional VOcationé1 agriculture
ihstrUctov, (15) involvement of the vocational agriculture instructor

with adult education, (16) adult education load consideratiOn on

an acceptable teaching load in vocational agricu]ture, (17) the

19




acceptabil1ty of the current vocational agriculture student load
of those reporting.

| Each of these areas are presented ind1V1dua11y before advancing
to %he next area. Summaries, conclusions, and recommendations

are hroposed at end of all presented data. ¥

H
%

Numbe%\ of Full-time and Part-time Vocat%ona] Agriculture Ihstnuctors

Tﬂe data compiled in Tabie I and Table Ia recorded the number
of fu]]atime and part-time yocational agriculture instructors in the
136 agriCUIture teachers who responded and how many classes the part-

time vocagional agriculture instructor taught other than agricultural

classes. X .
\ TABLE I
FULL- TgME AND PART-TIME VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE INSTRUCTORS
Mwmﬁaﬁ | NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT
Full-time fv, 105 | 77
Part-time * 3 23

~ TOTAL,




SSRGS

TABLE Ia
CLASSES TAUGHT OTHER THAN AGRICULTURE ¢
NUMBER OF CLASSES NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT

No Answer 2 7. 6
1/2 1 3

12 | 39
5 17

-

(3, L= W N
N
N

TOTAL ‘ 3 . 100
Ssventy-seven percent of the vocational agriculture 1nsfructors

are full- time. In Table Ia jt is interesting to>note that the part-

time vocational agricu]ture instructors averaged arOUnd 2 classes

they taught other than agriculture. In the writers g;inion, this is

a waste of trained agriculture teachers. In a 5 period day this amounts

_ to a 40 percent nonutilization of the vocational agg?éu]ture instructor,
il

Number of Vocational Agriculture Instructors In Each Agricu1tura1
Program

Table II reports that 48 percent of the vocational agriculture
programs are one man departments. A1so notice that in Table II
that 47 percent of those responding have departments of over one

man. ‘ i \

It was the writers opinion that the vocational agriculture

o, 4 ) ’
programs are becoming ‘larger and will continue to expand thus




requiring more vocational agriculture instructors per department.

TABLE 11
NUMBER OF‘VO-AG INSTRUCTORS IN LOCAL PROGRAM
NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS DtPARTMFNTS REPORTING . * PERCENT
- \136), , 100)
No Answer - o 4 3
1/2 ~ S 1
47 - | 1 1
1 : 66 48
“11/5 up | L |
to 11/2 ‘ 3 x\} : 2
11/2 35 : 2
\ N .
2 o LY 26
2 1/5 to 3 14 - 10.5
4 | ©2 b 1.5
8 n 7 o 5.

£
e

.
8

Number of Periods Taughfx
As Table III illustrates, 86 percent of the vocational agriculture
instructors are teaching 5 or 6 periods per day. These are the most

common found in the state of Washington.

TABLE 111
PERIODS TAUGHT PER DAY BY 136 VO-AG INSTRUCTORS

RESPONSE .~ NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT
No Answer 2 , 2

3 ‘, 7 - | 5

4 8 6

. B

5 81 59

6 37 27

7




;;@‘ﬂp_ Preparation Time A110wed During Regular School Day
) Eighty-four percent of the vocat1ona1 agriculture instructors
& ut1]1zed one class period per day 1n the 1974-75 school year. “
The amount oﬁxpreparation time duringkthe school day is summarized
in Table IV. “if was the writers opin%gn that preparation time
during the regular school day was vital in 1ncreasingﬂthé effectiveness

and safety of a vocationa agriculture program.

| TABLE IV
PERIODS OF PREPARATION TIME ALLOWED DURING REGULAR SCHOOL DAY
PERIODS NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS  PERCENT
No Answer “ 3 . ‘2
None 14 10
"Less than 1 class period 5 4
| 1 class period 114 84

" TOTAL 136 100

Number of Individual Students
Thirty-six of the vocational agriculture instructors reported
they taught between 75 and 99 individual students. Thirty-nine
percent reported they were instructing over 100 students. This
75 percent or 102 responses is shown in Table V. It is the
writers belief that most of these instructors could not instruct,
supervise FFA and supervised farming projects as well as coordinate

cooperative experience activities with this many students.

TABLE V
NUMBER OF INDIVIDUAL;STUDENTSIEQ¥ESET8§8136 VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE
NUMBER OF STUDENTS - NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT
No Answer 5 4
0-49 12 9

:353
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TABLE V CONT. &

NUMBER OF STUDENTS  NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT

50-74 | o o,

75-99 , o 3 7

100-125 i S 33\ sﬁ

Over 125 : ‘ TS | _ \”mfg“ ‘
Total “ ’ 36 fv%?bo

Number of Students With Supennised’Farming Projects

When Table V and Table VI are compared it is interesting to note
that 102 or 75 percent of those respond1ng have over 75 students yet
as shown in Table VI only 23 or 17 percent of the vocat1ona1 agr1cu1ture
instructors have over 75 students which have supervised farm1ng
projects. It is the writers opinion that those vocational agricultute
jnstructors who have over 75 students are not able td adequately -
supervise over 75 supervised farming projects., It isfurther reasoned
that supervised‘farming projects are one of the first areas in

vocational agriculture to suffer as a result of student overload.

TABLE VI
NUMBER OF STUDENT SUPERVISED FARMING PROJECTS AS REPORTED BY 136 VO-AG
INSTRUCTORS -
NUMBER OF STUDENTS NUMBER OF_INSTRUCTORSQ PERCENT
No Answer o 2 . 2
None g n ,‘f 68
1-25 36 M 26
26-50 47 e 38
51-75 17 B 13
Over 75 2 ; 17
TOTAL 136 S 100

24




Number of Students in an Approved Cooperative Education‘Program
Table VII illustrates-the neglect of one of the major areas of
a vocational agriculture program. Fifty-one percent of the vocational
agricuiture instructors polled did not have an} students involved in
cooperative education. Forty percent reported less thén 30 students
in an épproved cooperative education program. It is the writers belief
that since‘the philosophy of a vocational program is the géinfu] |
employment and training in agricultural occupa%ions of those students
enrolled that there is no better way than to present a practica]
hands-on, on the job training as is offered by a cooperative education
program. " It is also the writers belief that the reason for §ECh
‘a small percentage of vocational agriculture instructors with students
in cooperative education programs is the lack of knowledge in the
setting up and implementation of a cooperative education program.
TABLE VII

STUDENTS IN APPROVED COOPERATIVE EDUCATION PROGRAMS AS REPORTED BY 136
Y0-AG INSTRUCTORS -

NUMBER OF STUDENTS NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT
No Answer 4 3
- None 70 0 51
1-10 3 23
11-20 | 16 12
21-30 . 7 T s
Over 30 8 6
TOTAL 136 100

Regular School Day Supervision Time Allowed Per Week

Seventy-five-pe?cent of those vocational agriculture instructors

B3

b
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who respOnded'sreported they were not allowed br given any time

whatsoever during the regular school day for supervision of

cooperative experience projects and supervised farming préjects.

It is the writers opinion that the reason for this may be the

school district cons?dering that this supervision is covered in

a vocational agriculture extended contract. |
TABLE VIII

HOURS ALLOWED FOR SUPERVISION OF SUPERVISED FARMING)PROJECTS AND
COOPERATIVE EXPERIENCE PROGRAMS DURING THE REGULAR SCHOOL DAY PER WEEK

&

NUMBER OF HOURS NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS  PERCENT

No Answér o ) , 4 ’ ) 3

None | - 103 - . 75

1-4 Y BT

58 s 4

9-12 1 | 1

OVer 12 " | 6 2 .f © 0 ,
TOTAL BT 100

Without some time allotment during the regular school day for
supervision, it 1sléasy to see why supervised farming’ projects and
codéerative'expefience projects probably ﬁﬁ11 be the areas to suffer

first as a result of a student over%gad in vocational agriculture.

¢

The Number of FFA Members in Vo-Ag Departments as Reported by 136 Vo-Ag
- . Instructors : A

As previously recorded 102 vocational agriculture 1nstru&tors
reported more than 75 individual stydentsLunderatﬁgi} supervision.
Table IX shows that 78 percent of those polled had Tess than;70
students who were members of the national youth 1eadersh§p club, the

Future Farﬁers of America. Not understanding the benefits to the

believed, could be a reason for the lack of
¢

members, the writer

4
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man.y of the.vocational agriculture students not belonging to the
membership of the FFA. |
’ TABLE IX l‘
-, THE NUMBER QF STUDENTS IN VO-AG CLASStS WHICH ARE MEMBERS OF THE FFA
. NUMBER OF STUDENTS NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS : * PERCENT
tNd Answer 4 3
"~ None | 5 3.5
-0 13 10
11-20 ' 17 13
o230 5 1
31- B 2 s
41-50- | 16 : 12
| 5160 - ‘ -8 " s
6720 7 5
n-s0 . 0 7
8190 . . 5 3.5
- 91-100 4 7 ' 5
101-110 6 4.5
11-150 . 2 2
TOFAL | S 1 \ 100
The Number of Hours Spent Supervising the FFA Per Week
Fifi:y percent of the vocational aQricu’](tAure instructors reported
that they spent 7 or more hours }each) week sdpeir'vising the.FFA.' -
It was the belief of the writer‘ that the amount of :hours each week
*s'pent workir;g"'with the ‘F‘FA helped to determine the relevance and
effectiveness of a v’ocationa} agriculture progﬁam. Lo | | .




16
TABLE X

THE NUMBER OF HOURS- SPENT SUPERVISING THE FFA PER WEEK AS REPORTED BY
136 VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE‘INSTRUCTORS

.

NUMBER OF HOURS o NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT - |
No Answer. 4 E 3 - |
None | 8 ” 6.
1-6 86 | 0
2 7-12 ’ " 4] 30
13-16 14 | 10
Over 16 i} 13 ‘ 10

| TOTAL | 136 © 100
The Ndmber of Horticu]ture‘CIassés Taught
‘ Per Day
Eleven percent of the vocational agricuitUre instructors
stated that they taﬁght more than 4 c]asse§ of horticulture per
day. Over one half of those polled taught no horticulture at all.
It was tqe writers opinion that this is caused from horticulture
being a major area only in the last several years, Horticulture
classes taught per day is summarized in Table XI | B
TABLE XI |
- THE HOURS OF HORTICULTURE CLASSES TAUGHT PER DAY BY VO-AG INSTRUCTORS

' NUMBER OF HOURS _ NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS.. - PERCENT
No Answer , , 2 . 1 f
None : 69 ,fvc, 51 j
B - B 36 o 26 |
2-3 15 . " |
4-5 “‘ | 13 | 10 |

6-7 S 1




The Number of Forestry Classes Taught Per Day ‘

Table XII presents the information that forestry classes are
not taught a major portion of thg day. Only 1 percent of those
reporting taught over 4 forestry classes per day. Sixty-nine
percent of the VOcati;nal agriaulture instructors taught no
forestry classes at all. The forestry area is only industrially
important iq about one-half of the state of Washington and it is
the belief ;f the writer that this is a major reason for the lack

of forestry classes in the teaching of 94 vocational agriculture

instructors.
TABLE XII

THE HOURS ‘OF FORESTRY CLASSES TAUGHT PER DAY BY 136 VO-AG INSTRUCTORS
NUMBER OF HOURS NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS ~ PERCENT  \
No Answer ’ . 1 | : 1
None : 94 - 69
1 | I | 20
2-3 ‘ : 2o 9
4-5 | S A
6-7 R

TOTAL .- e, 100 .

Adequacy of Supervision Time For The Tdfal‘Vocational Agriculture Program

TABLE “XIII

THE ADEQUACY OF TIME ALLCWED FOR ‘ STRUCTION AND SUPERVISION OF THE °
VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE PROGRA': 8. 13€ VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE INSTRUCT-JAS

RESPONSE " NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT
No Answer ‘ 3 “Ai 2

Yes 43 - - - 3

17
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TABLE XIII CONT.

RESPONSE NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT

No | & 65

Yes and No | 2 1
 TOTAL : 1% 100

Sixty -five percent or in other words 2 of every 3 vocational

°

agriculture instructors felt that they received inadequate time for

supervision of their total vocational agricuture program. The data

e e
showing this is reported in Table XIII. It was the writers qginionhum~:: .
that a current student overload in vocational agriculture is the‘
reason the major portion of agriculture instructors find they have
inadequate 5upervision time. |

Adequacy. of Vo-Ag Classroom and Shop Facilities " ‘

It was interesting to note that in Table XIV, thirty-two percent
of the vocational agriculture -instructors reported their classroom
facilities inadequate for their agriculture classes. Fifty-one percent
reported that their agriculture shop washinadequate. 'Fouf vo-
cational agricuiture instructors wrote in that their greenhouses
were inadequate. It was believed by the author that the current
student overload in vocational agriculture:is caﬁsing many problems
of inadequate classroom and shop facilities in_the éQricu]tural

o
v

programs.




TABLE XIV

) 9 ,
THE ADEQUACY OF VOCATIONAL- AGRICULTURE CLASSROOMS AND SHOPS AS ¢
REPORTED BY 136 VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE INSTRUCTORS .

. " CLASSROOM SHOP GREENHOUSE
“RESPONSE * NUMBER - PERCENT NUMBER  PERCENT NUMBER  PERCENT- )
REPORTED REPORTED - REPORTED
Yes - 87 68 54 . 49 0 0’
No 41 2y 5 5l 4 100

TOTAL 128 . 100 110 100 4 100

Current Trend of Enroliment in: Vocatnonal Agr1cu1tare

Only 3 percent of the respondents in Table XV reported that

b

the enro]]em?t qf their vocational agr1cu1ture programs was deureasing
In compariso; n pergent reported that their enrollment was on the
- increase, This means that there are 23.6 times as many vocational
agriculture progrems that are increasing in‘enrbilment as there are
. that are decreasing‘ineenrol]ment. In the opinion of the Qriter it
- wWas believed that this continous growth in vocational agriculture

is a maJor reason for the overload currently.

©

¢

Q - TABLE XV
THE CURRENT TREND OF ENROLLMENT IN 136 VO-AG PROGRAMS IN WASHINGTON

.

RESPONSE NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS - . PERCENT

" . No Answer 3 2

j Increasihg 97 C 71

6 Decreasing 7 4 3
Remaining the Same | © 32 24 —

Total 136 N 100




}he Addition or Reduction of Vocational Agr%cu]ture Instructors in
Vo;ationa] Agriculture Programs as Reported by 136 Vo-Ag Instructors

Over one third (37 percent) of those vocational agriculture
. instructors responded they needed an;extra vocational agriculture
instructor in thgjr program. Ovefall 56 percent reported that
additiona] vocational agricu]ture manpower was needed. It‘yas the
writers opinidn that student overload is a major area responsible.
It was concluded by the writer that less students will have to be
maintained or additional vocationdl agriculture instructors added
in order to maintain an effective and safe vocational agriculture

program.
TABLE XVI

THE ADDITION OR REDUCTION OF VO-AG INSTRUCTORS IN VO-AG PROGRAMS
AS REPORTED BY 136 V0-AG INSTRUCTORS

RESPONSE | NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT

No Answer | 2 | 2
_minus 1 o2 | © 2
‘remain the same 5 55 40

up to plus 3/4 ) t 16 | 12

plus 1 5] ” ‘ 37

plus 2 , 9 6

plus 3 1 1

Areas Needing the Most Amount of Time as Reported by 136 Vo-Ag Instructors
The general consensus from Table XVII was that Classroom, followed

‘ by Shop were the most time consuming. Third was the youth leadership

l‘o
e




group, the Future Farmers . of America. Supervised farming projects and -
Cooperative Education Programs were ranked fourth and Fifth respectively.
It was the writers belief that classroom and shop‘were ranked the
highest as éach consumes up to 5 or 6 hours per day for the entire
school year. |

TABLE XVII

. AREAS RANKED THAT REQUIRE THE MOST ACCOUNTING OF TIME FOR A VO-AG
INSTRUCTOR PER WEEK

AREA ﬁAﬁK NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT
Classroom © First 80 ﬁ 57
- Second 30 25

. Third 1 2
Fourth : .7

‘ Fifth 2 : 3
Shop First 46 33
. Second 43 | 35
Third 8 . 7
; Fourth 9 8
“ Fifth 3 4
FFA First ’ 6 4
Second 32 ’ 26
Third 53 44
Fourth 25 23
Fifth -4 | 5
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) TABLE XVII CONT.

AREA RANK NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT

Supervised ~ First 7 5

Farming

Projects Second 14 11
Third 38 31
Fourth 54 51
Fifth 6 8

Cooperative First 2 ) 1

" Education

Programs Second 4 - ; 3
Third 7 6
Fourth 12 11
Fifth - 62 . 80

In Table XVII, the percentages are computed for the number of
firsts it received of all the firsts, percent of the seconds of all-

the seConds,etc:

Areas Suffering Because of Overload

Supervised farming projects a;e the immediate sufferers as a
result of stuﬁent overload as seen by responses of the vocational
agriculture instructors. Forty-seven percent stated that supervised
farming was thgir first choice. FFA supervision was indicated by
the vocational égriculture jnstructors as the second area to suffer.
as a result of student overload in the agriculture program. It is
the E;?%Ers opinion th;t Tack of time to supervise large numbers of
students 1s the réason for supervised farming and FFA, in which the ’
instructor works with. small numbers or individuals, being the first

to suffer from student overload.




As in Table XVII, the percentages are computed as to the number
of firsts the a;ea received of all the firsts, etc for second through

" fifth in Table XVIII.

. TABLE XVIII 9
AREAS RANKED THRT‘EE:#ER BECAUSE OF STUDENT OVERLOAD IN VOCATIONAL
AGRICULTURE AS REPORTED BY 136. VO-AG INSTRUCTORS
AREA RANK NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS 6 PERCENT
Classroom First 11 | 8 }
Second ' 19 - | 15 I//’/J&\\~\\*“‘\
Third 37 : 30
Fourth 40 » 36
. Fifth 5 22
Shop First 14 1
+ Second 6 5
Third 21 : 17
Fourth * 39 “ 36
Fifth 22 33
FFA First ‘ 21 16
Second’ 49 39
Third - 36 30
Fourth 15 | 14
Fifth 2 | 3
ggg;;:;sgd‘ First : 61 47
Projects Second 41 ‘ 33
Third 13 | 1
Fourth 8 : 7
Fifth 0 -




J TABLE XVIII CONT. |
AREA RANK NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT , ‘

Cooperative First 23 18
Education : =

Programs Second 10 8

Third 15 12

Fourth 8 7

. Fifth 28 42

. I
~Adults taught by 136 Vo-Ag Instructors

Only 26 percent of the cfocational agriculture instructors
responding reported teaching adults in adult educaiion classes
as recorded in Table XIX. It was the writers opinion that the
juniof and community colleges have met the needs of the major
portion.of those adults requesting adult education classes,
thus reducing the need for the vocational agriculture instructors

in adult education.

TA}LE XIX

|
| NUMBER 0F ADULTS ENROLLED CURRENTLY IN ADULT EDUCATION CLASSES
| TAUGHT BY VO0-AG INSTRUCTORS '

NUMBER OF ADULTS NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS - PERCEN|
- »

No Answer 3 2

None i ] 72

1-20 2 18

21-40 9 7

Over 40 -1 1

TOTAL




Hours of Adult Education Taught by Vo-Ag Instructors

Table XX presents the information that of the 26 percent -
of those vocational agriculture instructors teaching adult education
in Table XIX, the majority only teach from 1 to 3 hours of adult
education per week. It was the writers belief that student over-
load as well as an effective junior and community college adult
. education program contributes to the few hours of adult education
Wbeing taught by vocatidha1 agriculture instructors.

,The secoﬂd set of percentages in Table XX e11m1nates those

~

responses of no answer and none,*
JA
X

TABLE XX ——

NUMBER OF HOURS OF ADULT EDUCATION CLASSES TAUGHT EACH HEEK BY
CURRENT V0-AG INSTRUCTORS

NUMBER OF HOURS "NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS PERCENT  PERCENT*

.

No Answer 2 4 o 3 -

None 99 72 -
143 27 20 \ 80
4-6 4 3 12
7-9 2 2 8
Over 9 | 0 R -

TOTAL 7 136 100 100

Table XXI through Table XXXVII begins the responses of
three groups; school superintendents, principals, and vocational

agriculture instructors. The number of respondents reported

were 92 school superintendents, 95 principals, and 136 vocational
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agriculture instriztors.

The Most Satisfactory I'umber of Students in a Vo-Ag CWassroom

It was interesting to note that 41 percent of vocationa1 agri-

““:‘a

culture instructors reported that 16-15 students per class was an .
optimium number, while schpo1 administrators favored 19-22 students
per class. After taking the QQerages of each responseg;né‘computjng
a total average for the vocational agriculture instructors was '
found to 62 16.6 students per c1as§. Simu1taneous1y,ﬂsup§rin-
tendénts and .principals agreed with an average of 50.1 sfudents per

class as recorded in Table XXI.

TABLE XXI *

S

IDEALLY THE MOST SATISFACTORY NUMBER OF STUDENTS THAT CAN BE
TAUGHT EFFECTIVELY IN AN AGRICULTURE CLASS

i

o

“NO. OF STUDENTS  NUNDER. PERGENT  NUMBER- PERCENT® NUMBER. PERCENT
5-12 O 8 2 2 2 2
13-15 31 23 5 5 7 8
16-18 56 a1 23 24 21 23
19-22 32 2 41 4, 3 38

© 23-26 | 3 2 20 21 - a2
27-30 - - 2 2 3 3
No Answer 3 C2 1 1 3 3
Over 30 -- - o] | 1 | -- --

TOTAL 136 100 95 100 - 92 100
Average 16.6 Avenqgf 20.1 * Average 20.1




*The Maximum Number of‘Students in a‘yoiﬁg Classroom

.. Seventy eighgvperCent of‘the‘vocationa1magrigu1ture instructors
reported-the the maximum stydent 1dad 1n the classroom was between
16-24 Sixty six percent of the princ1pa1 and sixty four percent

' of the superintendents reported the max1mum student classroom load

as between 21-28. The writer conciuded that the vocational agn#«\\

culture 1nstructor WOqu rate: the maximum number that hé/shanQuld '

effectively 1nstruct and supervise, . using their past experi ce

in regard to the success:or unsutcessfu] supervision of a certain
number of students in a c1assroom) «
The sch001 adminstrators wou]d 1ogica11y assume the. maximum

foreeconomic return to the dist?dct. - .
| TABLE XKIT o O
C

" THE- MAXIMMM NUMBER OE’STUDENTS THAT CAN BE. TAUGHT EFFECTIVELY IN
- AN AGRICULTURE CLASS : ,

- V0-AG INST ‘ PRINCIPALS - SUPERINTENDENTS
NO. OF Students NUMBER PERCENT  NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT

"

No Answer 2 1 2 2 2 2.
10-15 B R T T 2
16-20 - 47 3 . 9 -9 g 7
21-24 58 43 29 3 3% 39
2528 713 3 35 2 35
29-32 - 3 . 2 13 14 12 13
33-35 2 1 8 8 2 2
TOTAL 136 100 95 100 S92 100

Average 21.2 Average 25.4 Average 24.7
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The. Optimun Number of Students in a Vo-Ag Shop

As shown in Table XXIII, 46 percent of the vocational agriculture
instructors and 44 perceht of the school principals reported 14-16
student§,asythe opt1mUm number in a vocational agricu]ture shop.

But when the averages were computed, it was discovered that the vo-ag
instructors repgrted 14.5 students as 9pt1mum while principals
reported 16.3. The school superintendents reported 16.0 students

‘as the optimum number to be in a vocationa1Qagridu]ture-shop. It

. was the writers belief that in order to be able to effectively and

h%afélyuinstruct a vocational agricu1ture*shop’é1ass a smaller student

, §
load is needed.

<

TABLE XXIII

IDEALLY, THE O%TIMUH NUMBER OF STUDENTS THAT CAN BE TAUGHT EFFECTIVELY
AND SAFELY IN AN AGRICULTURE SHOP CLASS :

| VO-AG INST.  PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS
\NO._OF STUDENTS ~ NUMBER PERCENT ~ NUMBER PERCENT ~NUMBER PERCENT
No Answer 7 5 | 2 2 4 4
1-6 . 1 0 - 22
7-10 L 7 3 3 7 3 3
11-13 oz 28 g 9 . 10
14-16 62 46 42 44 32 35
17-20 29 . 21 - 36 8 38 42
21-28 | 0 - 3 3 4 4
29-31 0 .- 1 1 0 -

TOTAL 136 100 13 - 100 Y 92 100
~ Average 14.5 Average 16.3  Average 16.0




_ The Maximum Number of Students in a Vo-Ag Shop

Eighty-%pree peréeht of the vocational agriéuitdre instruc-
tors anq 58 and 57 percent of thé principals and superintendents
-.respeqtive]y,reported thé maximum number in a vo-ag shop should not
‘exceed 20 students as shown'in'TabIe XXIV. It was the writers

. A
belief and that of several of the respondents that 20 students in

" a vocational agriculture shop is a]so highly dependent upon the

facilities. The writer conc]uded that the max1mum;student load of
the facilities be the first determinat1onafollowed second by the
recemmended maximum student load in an agr1cu1ture shop as determined
by sch001 super1ntendents principals ‘and vocat10na1 agriculture -

.1nstructors

-

. TABLE XXIV

THE MAXIMUM NUMBER OF STUDENTS THAT CAN BE:TAUGHT EFFECTIVELY AND
SAFELY IN AGRICULTURE SHOP CLASSES

| ~ VO-AG INST. ' . PRINCIPALS "- SUPERINTENDENTS
NO. OMRTUDENTS ~ NUMBER ' PERCENT " NUMBER PERCENT ~NUMBER PERCENT

. No Answer . 10 7 o a3 | 4“ s )

710 B T T S 0 --
n-3 - 0 60 s a4 a3 3
116 42 31 NI B ¥ 19
17-20 e 8 3. 33 32 3%
aem w10 3 3% 35 38
231 0 o - 2 20 0 -
TOTAL 136 100 95 ° 109 92 100

Average 17.3 AverageiIQ.l . Average 19.2

A




Adequate Preparation Time

\rNinety-one pegfent of the principals incicated that 1 class
period per day was adequate time for preparation for classroom
and shop. Eighty-two'peécent of the superintendents and 72
percent of the vocationa]ﬁagriquture instructors agreed. 1In the.
writers opinion it was ev}dent that 1 c]asé geriod would adequately

suffice for preparation time per day.

TABLE XXV

ADEQUATE PREPARATION TIME FOR VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE CLASSES AND SHOPS
| PER DAY -
V0-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS
RESPONSE NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
No Answer 5 4 3 3 5 5.5
Less than 1 : - ‘ o
class period 3 2 2 2 - 5 -5.5
1 class period 98 72 86 9] 80 87
2 class periods 30 2 4 a2 2

TOTAL 136 100 95 100 92 100

Hours Needed to Supervise the FFA |

Instructors of vocational agriculture reported an avérage of 7.6
hours per week to supervise the FFA as shown in Table %XVI. Principa]sv5-
averaged 5.3 while superintendents averagedLS.Z hours needed. The -
writer be]ieGed that at least 7-hours per week would be adequate to
supervise the FFA-depending on the program. The writervconcldded tﬁat-h
thé vocational agriculture instructors through théir experiénce
would be knowledgeable in the amount of time needed to supervise an

effective FFA. .,




TABLE XXVI

THE NUMBER OF HOURS A VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE INSTRUCTOR SHOULD SPEND
SUPERVISING THE FFA PER WEEK :

 NUNBER OF HOURS  NUMBER  PERGENT  Nubpen- pexcenr  SorERINTENDENTS.

_ No Answer 8 6 Y 10 6 7

G None ; 1 ‘1 2 2 ] 1
1-6 57 82 60 63 65 7
7412 56 - 4] 21 2 15 16
13-16 - 6 . 4 2 2 4 2
17-20 - 4 3 1 0 -
Over 20 8 3 o - 1 1
ToTAL 136100 e 100 92 100

Average 7.6 'f ~ Average 5.3 ‘ Average 5.2

Hours Needed to SuperV1se Supervised Farming Projects )
It is interesting to note that in. Table XXVII the 3 groups
agreed with averages of 7.0, 5.6, and 5.3 hours that between 5 and
8 hours should be spent with superV1sed farming projects per week.
- In the writers opinion, the hOUrs uti]ized with supervised~$arm1ng
projects per week contribute s1gn1f1cant1y to the effectiveness of

the vocational agriculture program as a whole. ‘

&

TABLE XXVII

THE NUMBER OF HOURS_A VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE INSTRUCTOR SHOULD SPEND
‘ : _HITH SUPERVISED FARMING PROJECTS PER WEEK

e VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS

NUMBER OF HOURS  NUMBER. PERCENT  NUMBER PERCENT  NUMBER PERCENT
NoAnswer 11 . 8 15 15 g 12
None 2 g 1 1 1
144 a3 m oms 36

- 43 =

~




TABLE XXVII CONT.
VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS

NUMBER OF HOURS NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT MUNBER PERCENT
5-8 54 40 32 33.5 37 40
9-12 B T B PR T 9 10
13-16 7 5 0 -- 1 1
Over 16 ~ 3 2 1 1 0 -
TOTAL 136 100 95 100 92 100
Average 7.0 Average 5.6 Average 5.3

Students Supervised Effectively in a Cooperative Education Program
: o Thg majorf[esponses indicated by Table XXVIII that cooperative
/1¢h§atjonvprograms in vocational agriculture should not exceed 30
students. It is also interesting to note in Table XXVIII and the
following Table XXIX that cooperative education progr?ms in
Qogqtional agriculture are not understood by one third to one half
~of those responding by the Tack of answers. Also presented is the

percentages eliminating those not responding to the quesffah.*

‘ TABLE XXVIII
THE NUMBER OF STUDENTS THAT CAN BE SUPERVISED IN A COOPERATIVE EDUCATION

" PROGRAM

NUMBER OF  VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS

HOURS ~ NO, PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT*
No Answer 46 34 - 32 34 - 47 . 51 -
None 1 1 11 1o 2
1-10 % 27 40 16 17 2 11 12 2
11-20 38 28 43 15 16 2 14 16 3
2130 - 10 7 12 20 21 2 8 9 18
31-39 . 2 1 1 0 -- - 0 -- --
40-50 3 2 3 77 n 4 4 9
60-70 0 - - 1 12 2 4
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TABLE XXVIII CONT.
NUMBER OF VO-AG INST. ~ PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS

HOURS  NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO.”PERCENT PERCENT*
75-900 . 0 -- -- 11 1 27 2 4
100125 0 --  -= -3 3 A 9

TOTAL —136 100 100 95 100 100 92 100 100
Average 13.3> : Average 30.5° Average 29.7

Supervision of Cooperative Education

Table XXIX needs to be considered with the eTimination of those
respondents with no answer. Over 37 percent‘bf each of the three groups
reported no answer. Utilizing the‘percentageé without those not answered
reveals 67 percent of the vocational agriculture instructors and
superintendents reported that 1/é to 1 hour is needéd to supervise -
cooperative education pér student per week. It is interesting to
note that this is fhefon1yaarea where the vocational agriculture
instructors average falls between thefaﬁerages of the principals and
superintendents. It was believed by the writer that those reportdng
6 oe more hours per student per week did not understand the question
because if an instructor had 10 students this would réquire 60 hours
per week. ¢

TABLE XXIX

THE NUMBER OF HOURS REQUIRED FOR SUPERVISION OF EACH STUDENT IN A COOP-
ERAIIVE EDUCATIAGN PROGRAM PER WEEK

NUMBER OF  VO-AG INST..  PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS
HOURS  NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT*
No Answer 50 37 -- 43 46 -- 58 63 -
None . 1 1 1 0 - Y B - L
Wtol/z 6 4 7 5 5 9 3 4 9
1/2to1 57 42 67 22 23 42 23 24 67
45




TABLE XXIX CONT.

NUMBER OF - VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS =~ SUPERINTENDENTS
"HOURS ~ NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT* NO. PERCENT PERCENT
2 7 5 8 10 1 19 3 4 9
3 4 3 4 4 8 0 -- --
4 3 2 4 2 2 4 2 2 6
5 4 3 5 4 4 8 2 2 6
6-8 2 1 1 s 4 8 1 1 .3
10 0 :- -- 1 2 0 - . -
12 1 1 0 - - 0 - -
15 2 1 1 0 - - 0 - -
TOTAL 136 100 - 100 95 100 100 92 100 100

Average 2.0 . Average 2.3 Average 1.6

Areas Where Most Time Should be Spent
Table XXX includes 5 areas (C]assrqpm, Shop; FFA, Supervised Farming,
¢and Cooperative Educatjon) which were ranked 1 to 5 where the most

émount of time should be spent by the vocat?ona] agriculture instructor
with the number 1 represent;ng the most amount of time and the number
5 the least amount of time. The percentages represent the number of
firsts of all the firsts, the number of seconds of all the seconds ,etc..

Vocational agriculture instructors ranked classroom first
followed by shop and FFA. Principals and superintendents agreed on their
first 3 choices of classroom and then shop then supervised“farming.
Cooperative education was ranked fifth by all three groups. It was the

writers belief that cooperétiVe educatibn was ranked fifth by all three

groups because of a lack of understaniizjufj)familiarity with the program.
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TABLE XXX

AREAS RANKED TO WHERE THE MOST TIME SHOULD BE SPENT BY THE VOCATIONRL
AGRICULTURE INSTRUCTOR ,

AREA RANK NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
Classroom 1st 90 67 ‘ 67 74 . 60 71
2nd 27 22 19 21 21 24
3rd 5 4 3 3 3 4
ath 6 5 0 -- 1 1
5th 2 2 0 .- 0 -
Shop st 32 24 22 24 u 28
| 2nd 61 49 58 65 6l 70
Ird 8 6 1 0 -
ath 9 7 5 . 6 1 1
5th 4 3 2 3 1 2
FFA st 5 4 0 - - 0 --
and 23 18 2 2 2 2
Ird 54 42 27 31 24 28
ath - 39 33 35 a1 28 31
5th 6 7 21 30 0 -
Supervised Vlst'”*/ 7 5 2 2 1 - 1
Farming
ond W 11~ 9 10 2 2
3rd 51 a1 43 49 50 58
ath 52 44 28 33 39 43.5

5th " 1 1 6 8 24 37




TABLE XXX~ CONT.

y ) VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS ’ SUPERINTENDENTS
AREA RANK NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
ﬂtédﬁégéfive 1st 0 : -- > 0 -- 0 --
Education o . C

2nd 0 - . 2 2 2 - 2
) 3Ird 9 7 % . .9 10
4th 13 1 17 20 21 23.5
5th 81 89 a2 59 40 63 .
TOTAL 1st's - 100% 2nd's - 100% 3rd's - 100% 4th's - 100%

_ 5th's - 100% for each group

Areas of Too Much Effort

| TABLE XXXI
 T00 MUCH TIME AND EFFORT BEING PLACED IN AREAS OF VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE
RESPONSE  © NWBER PERCENT  NUMBE PERCENT  MUMBER. PERCENT
No Answer 16 12 17 18 19 21
Yessr ¥ 3 25 2 2 17 18
No- ‘ 86 63 58 61 56 61
TOTAL 136 100 95 100 92 100

In Table XXXI, 25 percent 6f the vocational agriculture instruc-
tors, 21 percent of the printipa]s, and 18vpercent of the superin-
tendents reported that there were areas where too much effort were
placed. The writer questioned whether this minority of the 3 gggups

is of a sigqificance.
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TABLE XXXIa

AREAS WHERE TOO' MUCH TIME IS BEING PLACED
= VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS  OVERALL

AREA NO. PERCENT NO. PERCENT NO. PERCENT NO. PERCENT
FFA 7 24.1 7 34 3 22 7 26.5
Judging
Contests 7 24.1 3 15 1 7 1 17
Classroom 2 7 2 9 5 36 9 14
Shop . 2 7 4 19 0 - 6 10

| Completing w
Forms 4 14 2 9 0., -- -6 10
Supervised ”
Farming 1 3.4 2 9 1 7 4 6
Vo-Ag Meetings 1 3.4 0 - 1 7 2 . 3
Cooperative P
Education 1 3.4 0 - 0 -- 1 1.5
Curriculum - ’
Development - 1 3.4 0 -- 0 -= 1 1.5
Facilities 1 3.4 0  -- 0 .- 1 1.5
Animal
Husbandry 0 -- 1 5 0 -- 1 1.5
Communi ty . ;
Activities -0 -- 0 - 1 7 1 1.5
Farming 1 3.4 0 -- 0 - 1 1.5
Summer
Contract 0 -- 0 - 1 7 1 1.5
On<Campus .
Activities 1 3.4 0 -- 0 -- 1 1.5
Automobiles | - - 17 1 1.5

TOTAL 29 100.0 21 100 14 100 64 100.0
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Table XXXIa lists the areas which are regarded as ones where -
too much effort is being placed. The area which ranked highest was the
FFA by the principals and vocational agriculture instrucfors. |
Superintendents ranked the classroom as the major area where too
much effort is being exerted. In the case of the vocational ag-
riculture instructors, judging was tied with FFA. Superintendents
also placed judging contests in the top 2 areas. Principals ranked
shop as their second choice then followed by judging contests. Other
major areas recieVing,mention of too much attention were completion -

of forms aqd supervised farming projects. ‘ -
Areas Which Need More Effort

TABLE XXXII
MORE TIME AND EFFORT NEEDING TO BE PLACED IN AREAS OF VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE

| VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS
* RESPONSE NUMBER PERCENT ~ NUMBER PERCENT ~ NUMBER PERCENT
No Amswer 17 13 . 15 16 24 26 |
Yes 89 65-75% 40 42-50%* 32 35-47*
No 30 22-25% 40 42-50% 36 39-53*
TOTAL - 136 100 95 100 92 ~ 100

Table XXXII presents the’responses to whether gﬁere are areas
which need more éffort exerted. Elimination of those not responding
to the question finds that 75 percent of the vocational agriculture
instructors, 50 percent of the principa1s and 47 percent of the
superintendents reported that there were areas where more time and
effort needs to be placed® It was believed by the writer that this
represengswa significant number of the 3 groups aﬁd would be valid in

shedding some 1ight on what the areas are which need more effort.

h
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TABLE XXXIIa
AREAS WHERE MORE TIME NEEDS TO BE SPENT
VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENT OVERALL
AREA NO, PERCENT NO. PERCENT NO. PERCENT NO. PERCENT
Supervised * “
Farming 50 47 15 36 8 23 73 40
Shop 5 5 12 29 9 26 26 15
FFA 19 18 4 10 .0 -- . 23 13
Classroom 11 10 6 15 5 15 22 12
“ Cooperative ' ‘
Education 8 7 1 2 3 9 12 7
The.whole B | r
prégram T 1 12 4 4 12 6 3
Individual
student Attn. 3 3 0 - 11 3. 4 2
Horticulture 2 2 0 - 0 -- 2 1
~ Greenhouses 2 2 0 - 0 =~ 2 1
Instructors 0o -- 12 13 2 1
Adult Education 1 1 0 == 0 - 1 5
* Field Trips 1 1 0 -- 0 - 1 .5
Facilities 0 == 1 2 0 -- 1 .5
Advisory ) | .
! Council 0 - 1 2 0 - 1 5
Special
Education \
~ Students 0 == 0 - 1 3 1 5
Laboratory 0 - 0 -- B 1T . 3 1 .
Crops ”0 1 1 0o - 0 - . 1 .5
Survival “ U N
Skills 0 - 0 =~ 1 3 1 .5
Forestry 1 1 0 -- 0 - 1 .5
Soil Contests 1+ 1 . 0 == 0 == 1 .5




.As shown in Table XXiIIa, sﬁpérvised farmingy FFA, classroom,
and cdaperative education were the 4 highesi;ranking areas respective]y
as reported by vocational agriculture‘instructors. Supervised
farming, shop,-classroom, and FFA were the 4 highest rank1ng areas
respectively as reported by principa]s Shop, supervised farm1ng,
classroom, and the who]e program were the 4 ‘highest ranked by the
superintendents. The overall consensys of the 3 groups 1ists those
areas needing more effort as first- supervised farming, second- shdp,
third- FFA and fourth-classroom. It is interesting to note that these
4 areas were also listed in Tab]e'XXXIa as major areas where too
much effort was being exerted. It is the writers beljef that since the

~ majority of the responses are found in areas needing more effort

that positive action should be taken and exertion placed in these areas.

Acceptable Teaching Load in Vocational Agricu]turé

TABLE XXXIII
A FULL-TIME TEACHING LOAD IN A VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE PROGRAM PER YO-AG

INSTRUCTOR
TS . NUMGER PERGENT  NUWBER PERGENT surEETEALETS
No Anéwer 9 7 3 3 9 10
80 8 6 3 3 11
50 1 8 ] 1 4 4
60 \ -2 15 5 5 4 4
70 % 19 7 - 8 7 8
80 ® 30 16 17 24 26
90 1 8 22 23 23 12

00 - 9 7 M 36 29 32
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TABLE XXXIII CONT.

NUMBER OF VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS ~ SUPERINTENDENTS

STUDENTS -  NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT - NUMBER PERCENT .

125 - 0 - 3. 3 2 2

1 - 0 -1 0 0 -

_TOTAL 136 100 95 100 92 100
Average 71,8 Average 88.5 Average 85.7

Vocational agriculture instructors, principals and schdol
superintendents who responded to the questionaires recommended from
40 to 150 students per day for an acceptable teaching load in
vocatidnal,agriculture. Table XXXIII shows thé acceptable student

loads recommended. Tﬁese teaching loads were computed and averaged.

Group averages for acceptable teaching load were 71.8 for the

voc tiona] agriculture instructors, 88.5 for the principals and
85. 7 for the school superintendents.‘ It was the writers opinion

that the 71.8 average suudents per day would provide the vocatdona]

Py

" agriculture instructor with adequate time to supervise an“bffective

c

and safe vocational agricu]ture program.

Point Where Student Load Requires an Additional Vo-Ag Instructor

TABLE XXXIV

THE STUDENT LOAD WHERE AN ADDITIONAL VO-AG INSTRUCTOR SHOULD BE EMPLOYED

NUMBER OF VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS
STUDENTS ‘NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
No Answer n .8 1 12 om 12
0 3 2 2 2 1 1
50 2 15 0 - 1 1
60 6 8.5 3 3 9 0
70 2 15 7 7 6 7
80 19 14 6 6 & 7




NUMBER OF
STUDENTS

90

100

110

120

. Over 1éo
TOTAL

v . ;o
Table XXXIV presents data obtained from vocatiohai agriculture
instructors, principais and school superintendents determining the '
point where an additionai vocational agriculture 1nstructor is needed.

An average for each of the groups was computed with the over 120 column

assuming 130.

oad, superintendents were next with a 100. 4 average and vocational

VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS
NUMBER PERCENT ~ NUMBER PERCENT
15 1 3 -3
0 22 24 25
1 8 10 1
12 9 9 10
7 5 20 . 2

136 100 95

Average 91.2

Principals were the highest with a 103.3 average student

TABLE XXXIV CONT.

100
Average 103.3

/ﬁAverage 100.4

agricultnre inst uctors were lowest with a- 91.2 average. The

twriter concluded when a vocational agriculture student load 1s

between 90 and 100 students per instructor an additionai vocational,

agricuiture instructor should be procured.

Involvement in Adult Education

SUPERINTENDENTS
NUMBER  PERCENT
9 10
2
yia” 12
,/15 14
/ 92 100

The'major portion of the 3 groups (62 percent of the vo-ag

instructors, 48 percent of the principals and 45 percent of‘tﬁe

superintendents) reported that they felt the vpcationai agriculture

instructarlshouid be involved in formalized adult educatidn

classes. It was the belief of the writer that adult education

is -one of the best public relation activities that can be found and

that vocational agriculture instrugtors should make an attempt to
This is shown in Table XXXV.

be {nvolved with adult education.
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r TABLE XXXV
INVOLVEMENT OF THE VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE INSTRUCTOR WITH ADULT EDUCATION

V0-AG INST.  PRINCIPALS ~  SUPERINTENDENTS
RESPONSE - NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
~ No Answer nooo8 10 .M 15 16
Yes = 84 62 46 . 48 4] 45
No 37 21, 33 3% 32 35 N
YesandNo 4 3 . 2 2 11 |
Depends on
‘Local Needs and - . <
Teacher 0 - 4 4 3 . 3

Total 138 100 95 106 . 92 100

| Consideration of Adult Education Load

. Seventy percent Bf the princfpa]s'ané 54 percent of thé
superintendents %epbrted ihat adu]t eduéation‘éTasses should not
ke con51dered when estab11sh1ng aéceptab]e students]oads Sixty-bne
percent of the vocational agr1cultune 1nstructors d1sagreed and
reported that aduTt ‘education classes shou]d be Fons1dered when
estab]iéhipg a]]o&ab]e student load. The wri%er wou1duconc1ude that.
huﬁ]és% the agficu]turé instructor is teaching over 20 adults per
week thté‘po consideration should be madg for adult education classes
when establishing allowable student 16ads1in vocational agricuifure.

This is shown in Table XXXVI. L

TABLE XXXVI

CONSIDERATION OF ADULT CLASSES WHEN ESTABLISHING ALLONABLE STUDENT LOAD
IN VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE

|-
N VO-AG INST.  PRINCIPALS SUPERINTENDENTS
RESPONSE ~ NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT  °
" No Answer 8° 6 5 5 13 14 -~ "
Yes T8 6l . 25 - 29 32

No ’ 44 32 66 70 - 50 54

.
25




RESPONSE
Yes and No

TOTAL

~ V0-AG INST. PR! »
NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT ' NUMBER PERCENT

1
136

TABLE XXXVI CONT.

1
100

PRINCIPALS
0 - 0
95 100 92

SUPERINTENDENTS

100

Opinion of Current Acceptability of Vo-Ag Teaching;Load

SeVenty—nine percent of the principals, 72 percent of the
superintéhdents, and 51 percent of the vocational aQr%cu]tqre

instructors reported that the pdrrent 1oads iﬁ‘voqational agricul- |

+ ture were acceptable.” Forty~two percent of the vocational agri-

culture instruétors felt that the current loads were unaCceptab]e,'

It was the opinion of the writer that if almost one-half ofthe

vocational agriculture instruqtor; felt that they did not  have the
time to adequately supervise an effective detifaceted vocational
agriculture program, thét as student ]Joad incveésed more and mére‘
~ vocational agriculture instructors would find their student loads

unacceptable. This data is shown in Table XXXVIIL.

TABLE XXXVII

ACCEPTABILITY OF CURRENT TEACHING LOAD IN VOCATIONALJAGRICULTURE

' RESPONSE,

No Answer

. Yes

No
TOTAL

56

VO-AG INST. PRINCIPALS  SUPERINTENDENTS

_ NUMBER PERCENT  NUMBER PERCENT ~ NUMBER PERCENT
9 7 6 6. 3 3
70 51 75 79 66 72
57 . 42 5 15 23 25
136 100 95 100 92 100




) 'SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS -

An attempt was made in this study to determine the opinion of
vocatioﬁal‘agriculture ihstruetors principais and school‘superin-
tendents “in vocat1ona1 agr1cu1ture d1str1cts in the state of Wash- .

E l1ngton in respect to the importance of an acceptab]e teach1ng load

in vocat1ona1 agrﬁcu]ture. In add1t1on, vocational agr1cu1ture

instructors were asked to report ‘current student loads.

>

@

Summary
The questionaire method was used to conduﬁt this 1nVestigat1on.

¢ - One hundred th1rty-51x present _teaching load quest1ona1res were * i
returned for a-69 percent return rate. Three hundred thdrty-five |
-acceptable teach1ng load quest1ona1res or 71 percent were retérned.
Twelve of the quest1ona1qes were returned blank and no data could be
registered. The q§ta shbeing current and acceptable teaching loads
were computed on a percentage basis. T. o
- . Seventy-seven percent of the 136 vocational agriculture
instructors reported:that they were fu]]-time.v 0f the other 23
percent of the vocationel agriculturevjnstructors who are part-time,
theyﬂreqprted an average of teaching 2 classes other than agriculture.

Forty seven percent of those vocational agrieulture instructors
( reported haVing‘depar%eente over 1 man. Forty-eight percent had 1
man'departments.
Eighty-six percent of the vo-ag instructore teach 5 or 6 periods
per day. One period per day is used by 84 percent for a preparation
period. ”

' Seventy-five percent of the vocational agriculture instructors

reported teaching over 75 stidents per day. Seventeen percent of

ERIC o o7




these recorded having over 75 or more supervised farming projects.

Forty percent of the vocational agriculture instructors had from
iﬂ to 30 students inyOIVed in a cooperative education program. ~Seventy-
five percent of the vo-ag instructors repprted that no time was'allowed
for supervision of supervised farming prdjects or cooperative eddéation“
programs. Seventy-eight percent of these polled has less than 70
students in the FFA. Fifty percent of the vo-ag instructors
spent more than 7 hours per week supervising the FFA,
| Eleven percent of fhe«agricu]ture teachers were teaching
mostly * horticulture whi]e¢oh1y 1 percent were feaching most]y
forestry.
Sixty-five percent of the vo-ag instructors responded éﬁat
they had inadequate time to superyise their vééationa] agriculture
pfogramé. Thirty-two bercenf fou;d their classroom facilities
inadequate' and 51 percent reported that their shops were inadequate..
Th?ee percent of the departments reported they had a decreasing
enro]]mgnt while 71 perceﬁt'reported their enro]]menf was on the
increas;. Additional vocational agriculture manpower was needed

by 56 percent of those responding.

Vocational agriculture instructors ranked the classroom, shop,
FFA, and supervised farming projects as the top 4 time consumers in
a vo-ag program. Those areas that suffer'firsf from the result of
student overload were determined by the vo-ag teachers as supe;vised
farming projeéts and FFA. . |

Twenty-six percent of the vo-ag instructors are tething adult

education classes with eighty perceht of these teaching from 1 to 3

hours per week.




at 24.7.

" respectively in an agriculture shop.

The consensus of the vocational agriculture instructors was

16.6 students as the most satisfactory 1in an agriculture classroom.
School administretors felt 20.1 was' the most satisfactory. The
maximum number felt by‘the vo:ag instructors in the classroom was
21.2;vprinciggls reported the maximum at 2514 and the superiﬁtendents

The optimum number of students in an agriculture shop was

determined by the vo-ag instructorsas 14.5. Principa]s felt

16.3 and superintepdentsplﬁ.o was the optimum. Maximumiagriculture
shop load was estimated at 17.3 by‘the vo-ag 1instructors. Prihcipa]s
and superintendents felt the maximum load should be 19.1 and 19.2

o

One’class period was ﬁndicated by 72 percent of the vo-ag -
instructors, 91 percent of the principals, and 87 percent of the
superintentents asgedequate preparation time for classroom and
shop per day. i

Vocational agriculture instructors reported 7.6 hours as the
average number of hours needed to supervise the FFA. Principals
reported 5.3 hours and superintendents reported 5.2 hours to be
adequate. J '

It was reported by vo-ag 1nstructors,vprincipals, and super-
1ntenddnts that 5 to 8 hours per week should be spent with supervised
farming proaects b

Acceptable cooperative education student load averages for vo-ag
instructors was determined by the agriculture teachers as 13.3, by the
principals as 30.5 and the superintendents as 29.7. Vocational
agriculture instructors felt that 2.0 hours per student per week would

be adequate for a student in a cooperative education program. Principals

59




reported 2.3 hours per student per week and superintendents felt that
1.6 hours per student per Qeek wouid be sufficient.

Classroom and/Shob was agreed,by all 3 groups as where the most
amount of time should be spent by the vocational agriculture instructor.

TWenty-five,percent of fhe vo-agrinstructors, 21 percent of the
prin@%pa]s, and 18 percent of the superintendents reported areas where
too much time was¢being exerted in the current vocational agriculture
program. The major areas listed‘by the 3 groups were FFA,\juinng
contests, classroom, and shob. ‘

Sixty-five percent of the vocational agriculture instructors,
42 percent of the principa]s, and 35 percentmof the superintendents
reported areas where more tiﬁe néeds to Be“exerted>by current vo-ag
programs. ~ The 4 major areas listed by the 3 groups were supervised
- farming projects, shop, FFA, and classroom. *

Vo-ag instructors reported an average of 71.8 1ndiviaua1
students as an acceptable daily teaching load. Principals average
response was 88.5 individual students while superinténdents
reported an”avefage of 85.7 individual students. Thé—point where
an additiona] vo-ag inst}uctor“needs to be added was teported_by
vo-ag instructors as 91.2 individué] students. Principals reported
an average of 103.3 indi?ﬁdqa] students and superintendents réported
100.4 indfvidual students. |

Sixty-two. percent of the vo-ag instructors, 48 percent of the
principals, and 45 pé}cent of the superintendents reported that‘they
felt that the vo-ag instructor should be 1nvo]véﬁ 1n,forma]ized adult

education. Seventy percent of the principa]s and 54 percent of the

1 GU
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superintendents responded that adult education classes should not
be considered when computing_accebtable student load. Vocational
agriculture instructors disagreed and 61 percent of these reported
that adult education classes should indeed be considered when
calculating acceptable student load.

Seventy-nine percent of the principals, 72 percent of the
superintendent;, and 51 percent of the vo-ag instructors reported
that the current loads in their vocational agriculture pregram

were acceptable. . -

Conclusions v S

From the data gathered igthis study, the writer was able to
recommend an aeceptab]e teaching load in vocational agricu1ture.

It was concluded by the asfhor that enough knowledge and
familiarity is not known abo:rféhe cooperative education program
in vocational agriculture. Hort1cu1ture and forestry are GVerall
a minor part of a vocational agriculture program.

Inadequate time for supervision of the total vocational
agriculture program is allowed for the majority of the vocational
agriculture instructors. A majority of the vo-ag shop are in-
adequate and that enrollment in the vocational agriculture programs
is 23.6 times as much on the increase as on the _decrease.

The majority of the vocational agricu]ture programs in Wash-
1ngton ‘need more vo- -ag 1nstructors than they already have.

Supervised farming projects and the FFA are the first to suffer
as a result of a student overload in vocational agriculture. Between
5 to 8 hours eaeh per yeek is needed to supervise the FFA and

supervised farming projects.

Gi




Thirteen to 30 students should be able to be supervised in a
cooperative education program allowing from 1/2 to 1 hour per
student per week for supervision by the vocational agricd]ture
insttructor.

. Junior and cdmmunit§ co]]egeé are teaching a major portion -
of the adult educat1on but the vocational agr1cu1ture instructor
shou]d make an attempt to be 1nvo]ved in adult educat1on and that
if a vocational agr1cu1ture instructor teaches more than 20 adults
that consideration be made on his student load

Between 16 and 20 students in the optimum in an agriculture
classroom and the maximum should never exceed 25 students. In a
vocational aéricu]ture shdb class there should be between 14 and
16 but should never exceed 19. One class period per day is
adequate preparatibn time for‘the classroom and shop. ﬁost of
the time should be spent in the classroom and shop. More effort
should be exerted in the Supervised ferming projects, FFA, Shop,

and Classroom. .

An acceptable teaching load in vocational agriculture is between

75 and 80 individual students and when the number of individual

students reaches between 90 and 100 an:addition teacher is needed.
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Recommendations

Moré 1nformation'and exposure of cooperative educatién programs
be given to school superintendents, principals and vocaﬁiona1f |
agriculture 1n§trqctors.

More time be designated by the school district for'supervisisn
of the multifaceted vocational agficu1ture program.

The maximum number of students in an agriculture c1assr06h
remain between 16 and 20 students and the maximﬁm number for
the shop remain between 14 and 16 students. *&%ﬁ.
More effort be placed in the areas oF‘subervised farming projects,

" shop, FFA and the classroom.

A fg]]-time acceptable teaching load 'of between 75 -and 80 1ﬁdiv1dua1
students be maintained for an effective and safe vocational
~agriculture program.

When individual student load in vocational agriculture reaches

90 fo 100 than an additionat.vecational agriculture-instructer

be hired. |

Vocational agriculture instructors make an attempt to involve

themselves in adult education.

A
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APPENDIX




Name

 Posi
Scho
Plea
1.

tion

ol

se circle the letter for your answer or fill in the ansWer in the space given.
Is your school considered rural, suburban, or metropolitan? |
a. rural q .b.  suburban ¢ metropolitan

Approximately how many>student$ are enrolled in your high school?
(Grades 9-12 a..

| i

What type of scheduling is your school using? —

a. Semester c. Other, please gtatev
b. Trimester

How many periods are in your school day? ‘ : .
a. 1-4 : b. 5 c. 6 d.” 7 3

How long do your class periods meet?

a. 45 minutes d. 60 minutes" | -

b. 50 mihutes ’ | ) e. Other, please state

c. 55 minutes

How many- vocational agriculture instructors teach in your agriculture program?
a.

Ideally, what would you consider the most satisfactory number of students that
can -be taught effectively in each agriculture class?

a. 5-12 c. 16-18
b. 13-15 d. 19-22
What is the maximum number of students that you consider can be taught effec-
tively in an agriculture class?

a. 10-15 c. 21-24 e. 29-32
b. 16-20 d. 25-28 f. 33-35

e. 23-26
~} f. 27-30

Ideally, what would be the optimum number of students that could be gaught
effectively and safely in each agriculture shop class?

w

a. 1-6 c. -13 e. 17-20

1
b. 7-10 | d. 14-16




10.

11.

12..

13.

14.
15.

16.

7.
]8.

19.

20.

What is the maximum number of students that you consider can be taught effec- ﬁ
tively and safely in the agriculture shop c]ass7

a. 710 c. 14-16 e. 21-24°
b. 11-13 d. 17-20 (

In your opinion, what: ‘would be adequate preparat1on time per day for vocation-

al agricultuce classes?

a. Less than one of your class periods- c. 2 class periods i
b. 1 class period

How many hours shou]d be spent by the vocational AGRICULTURE inStructor super-
vising the FFA per week?

a. none c. 7-12 e. 17-20
b. 1-6 ' J d. 13-16 . f.} over 20
How many hours should be spent by the vocational agr1cu1ture instructor with
superv1sed farm1ng proaects per week?

a. none c. 5-8- o e. 13-16

b. 1-4 \ d. 9-12 f. over 16
How many students should be supervised effect1ve1y per semester in a coopera-
tive experience program? a.

How many hours are required for supervision of each student in a cooperative
experience Program per week?' a.

Rank in order, (1,2,3,4,....) the following areas where the most amount of
time should be spent. Place the one which should have the most time spent on
it first dowq.fhe Tine to the one th; should use the least time.

a. Classroom b. hop C. . FFA
d. ~__Supervised farming projects e. __Cooperative educatipn programs

Is there an area where you feel too muchrtime and effort are being placed?
a. Yes, If so, which area
b. No

Is there an area where you feel that more time and effort should be* p1aced?
g. Yes, 1f so, which area
. No

What do you consider to be a full-time teach1ng Toad in vocat1ona1 agr1cu1ture
program per agriculture teacher?
a. 40 students c. 60 students e. 80 students
b. 50 students. d. 70 students f. 90 students
g. 100 students

Do you believe the vocational agricuiture teacher should,be invo]ved in forma]-
ized adult classes?
a. yes b. no

“




21.

" 22.

23.

‘If yes, state reasons why it is an acceptable teaching load.
problems exist and how you feel it can be corrected.
:. '/7 ‘ > =

“?7-;3“

Should adult classes be a consideration when establishing allowable student

. load? : -

a. yes b. no . .
When there is evidence for expansion.of the Vo-Ag program in the”cdmmunity, at
approximately what point should an additional teacher be emplqycd? When the

- average teacher of vpcational agriculture has:

a. 40 students - d. 70 students g. 100 students
b. 50 students . e. 80 students h. 110 students
€. 60 students i. 120 students

f. 90 Students

Do you feel your school has an acceptab}g teaching load in vocational agriculture?
a. yes - b/ no )

J. over 120 students

If no, state what “

¥,

L .
W

L
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Bob Gallagher
1165 East 90
Tacoma, Wn. 98445

An excessive teaching load is ome that undouhtnbly faces
every teacher and administrator in the profeasion at one time
or another. It may show itself when an additicnal instructor
is needed to adequately meet the agricultural oducation of a
community, :

In Washington, it is believed that uuporvisod farming v
projects and cooperative educatign programs as well as the FFA Cw e
are basic to vocational agriculture., To provide adequate
programs in these named areas seems too much to expect of a
vocational agriculture instructor who has 90, 100, or 125
different individual students enrolled in his/her classes,

, A questionaire was developed with the help of Dr. Joseph

. Cvancara, Agricultural Education Teacher-Trainer at Washington

State University to use in this study. It is designed to be an

. evaluation of an acceptable teaching load in vocational agricul- ~
ture as determined by school superintendents, principals, axd
vocational agricultura instructors in the state of Washington.

. As a school administrator in a vocational agriculturc T
district, your cooperation in filling out this questionairo is .
vital. 5

-The results of this study to deterlino what an acceptablo
vocational agriculture teaching load is will be pudblished and

a copy ‘available to you to be mailed out at the end of July.

Please fill out this questionaire and mail it back to me
in the enclosed stamped return emvelope by May 8, as time. s
of the essence for tabulation of this questionaire,

Thank you for your pro-pt reply. o W“

81ncoroly youra,

Bt Hallnghe

Bob Gallagher °
Vo=Ag Instructor
;v!ranklin Pierce H,S.

3




Bob Gallagher
1165 East 90th
Tacoma, Wn. 98445

Dear Vocational Agriculture Instructor: .
_ An excessive teacﬁing‘load is one that undoubtably faces. v
‘every teaq}er in the profession at one time or another. It may

show itsell when an additional teacher ig needed to adequately Cos
meet the agricultural education of a community., .

- In Washington, it is believed that suvervised farming pro-
"Jects and cdoperative education programs as well as the FFA are
basic to vocational agriculture. To provide adequate programs:
in these named areas seems too much to expect of a vocational
agriculture instructor who has 90, . 100, or 125 different indiv-
uals enrolled in his/her classes..

Two questionaires were developed with the help of Dr. Joseph
: Cvancara, Agricultural Education Teacher-Trainer at WSU to use in
this study. The first questionaire (Form A) is designed to be an
evaluation of an acceptable teaching load in vocational agriculture.
The second questionaire (Form B) is designed to determine the
present teaching load of vocational agriculture teachers,

Ae a vocational agriculture instructor, your c00peration in
f111ing out these two questionaires is vital, Your superintendent
and principal will each receive Form A,

~ The results of this study to determine what an acceptable
vocational agriculture teaching load is will be published and a
;opg available to you to be distributed at the WVATA confererce
n July.

Please £il1ll out these questionaires immediately and mail them
. back to me in the enclosed return envelope by May 1 or shortly
thereafter, ‘

Thank you for your pronpt reply.

Sincerely yours,

Bob Glllagher

Vo~Ag Instructor :
Franklin Pierce H.S.




Name

School . L —

»

Please circle the letter for your answer or f%llzih the answer in the space
provided. : 3

™

1. ’Are you a full-time agriculture instructor?
a. yes: :
b;' no, if not please indicate the number. of classes you teach other
than agricultural classes

2. How many vocational agriculture instructors teach in your agriculture

. program? .
‘a. ' ‘
3. 1s your school considered: S ‘ h fg‘ | ’
a. rural | . C. met}opolitan

b. suburban
4, “Apprdximately, how many students are enrolled in your high school? (Grades 9-12)

a. . ~

-~

3. What type of scheduling {s your school using:

a. semester C. other,iplease state
b. trimester

6. How many periods are in your school day?

a. 1-4 Co 6 ! e
b 5 d. 7. :

7. How many PERIODS do you teach per day.

a. ; “ o .

8. How longris your class period? -

a. 45 minutes c. 35 minutes e. over 60 minutes
b. 50 minutes d. 60 minutes - 4

9. How much conference or class preparation time are you allowed during the
regular day? -

a. none K : . €e 1 class beriod
b. less than one class period ‘ d. 2 class periods

o

»




11.

12,

14,

15.

18.

10.

13...

List the %umber of students for each agriculture class period which you

instructed or supervised this preceding semester, Please mark whether
it was shop or class.

no. of students period class

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

8.

[T &

T

SNV o N

How many individual students éo“you teach each day?

a. 0-49 - c. 75-99 e, over 125
b. 50-74 . d. 100-125

How many of your students have supervised farming prégghts? -

a. none c. 26-50 - e, ‘over 75
b, 1-25 - d. 61-75

How many stduents do you supervised in an approved cooperative experience
program? :

a. nomne c.* 11-20 o e:. over 30 - : .
b. 1-10 d. 21-30

v a—

How much time are you allowed for supervision of supervised farming projects
and cooperative experience programs during the regular school day per week?

a.: nbne . ‘Ce ' 5=8 hours e. over 12 hours
b. 1-4 hours: d. 9-12 hours . o

How many students in your agriculture classes are members of the FFA?

d.

On the average, how many hours per week are spent working with the FFA?

a. none . i cs 7-12. e. over 16
b, 1-6 . d. 13<16~

How many hours of horticulture classes do you teach each day? ¥ .

e

a. none c. 2-3 e, 6-7
b' 1 . do 4-5
How many hours of forestry classes do you teach“each day?
‘a. none " c. 2=3 e, 6-7
» bc 1 ’ d. 4"5

&

Do you have adequate time to instruct and supervise your VOéational
agriculture program? :

o

a. yes ’ W b . no



20.

21..

22,

23,

24,

25,

26.

“

Are your FACILLTIES adequate to handle the number of students you have?

a, classroom "yes __ no ‘ b. shop yes no

—— PR, —
o o
=

What is the enrollment in your agriculture classes doing?

a. increasing c. remaining the same
, b. decreasing
How many vocational agriculture instructors should there be in your
agriculture program? a,

Rank in order, (1,2,3,4,...) the following areas that require the most
accounting of your time per week?

a, - classroom c. FFA
b : shop’ d. supervised farming projects
e, cooperative education programs .

Rank in order, (1,2,3,4,...) the following areas that suffer because of
overload, putting the one which suffers most down first to the one that
suffers least?

.

a. classroonm C. FFA

b. ahop . supervised farming projects
e. coopera:&ye éducation program

How many adults are enrolled in your adult classes?

a. none ‘ c. 21-40
¢ bo 1"20 do over 40

How many hours of adult classes do }ou teach each week?

a. none - - ce 4=6 e, over 10°
b . 1"3 do 7"'9

L




