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Collection of the s,tated‘philoso'phies from high schdol and community

e ) » A s~ . o e . : i .
LY £, P L . . . .

*.* junio¥ college members. of the North Central Assaciatiort of Colleges and

s . i - LAY P o .
I3 4 < /

-

. \»Seconda.ry Scho‘o.ls.m'afde up of.the first step in the review and study featured

in this monograph. Next, an instrument to record current nractices~ in )
each of these'instituti‘o’ns was d'eve.lopeyd‘. Each princi_psl”or president was

- N .
v 'GAR [ . - . 4

] ' asked to reflect on the questions presented and to respond to the ten items
. ' ‘ ' 2 ) ERRE 1 o
B included in ‘ﬁe study sheet. T ) . ” S
. Responses Jfrom the administrators at each member institution were ‘
o S o . N o v . .

« -

stud1ed coded tabulated, reviewed" categdrized and programmed' ihtd the

v o oo

IBM cornputer ‘at W1ch1ta State’ UmverSLty, Statxstxc‘al'Packa-ge for the Socxal

- -

Sciences (SPSS) R'eﬁ)rt on- this work chstLtutes the maJor portlon of - the

[
- . ’ MRS M

document, E\(ammatxon -of the - responses coupled with subJectwe observa-

~ b . - ’

‘ . : i
tlon of" practlces at many schools created the content of the prlogue.

FYl

! - 0 : v -
Purpose" of the study was~to give, written attentlo_n to‘,an‘area usually -

. P . ) ’ L4
given gen&le,v veérbal treatment or Lgnored in wrxtten comment in final evalu-
» v N a

-~ 3 . - .

Ky atxon reports. Further, it was suspected that the area of ph11030ph1cal

>
-

dedxcatxon and daxly practices reflected varymg ‘degrees of fulflllment “of

promlse as set fortfh in the Cardmal Prxncxples (1918), Self Reahza}txon (1938), .

/

’ )
Imperatwes (1944) and’ c,‘reated~ for. many educatc»rs an unwanted dlchotomy.

N .

s : 1m1tatmn and creat1v1ty, ph11¢350ph1ca1. ideal and day to day rumnng the
schools seemed to present a combmed ph1losophy in schools as A\,dam and
‘. N ;

Abraham in Herzberg's Wo’rk and ‘the Nature of Man. i ’1'%15 study, therefore,

B
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. ‘was ého‘é_en to.‘_prese:‘nt'the opex"ation‘t.)y'c_ult' of efficlency (R. _Cal'_lla‘h'an) o
. o . . Toa e )
training and the ideals of individual d#gnity and worth in Kansas' scho_olﬁ ]

- 7’
t. . . . ‘e -
[o] on, : .- v -
perafll - t\ K ~ <o v
' Totee T - . . . » .

I A * .
Suggestions for .solutioné to fhe dilemma-are presénted in the Epilogue.
Ve - . X . . . . ¥

*

. A A
Implementatwn of a closer relationsbip with studants and their’needs, wi_th? ‘ o,

. [ T ~ . nt . .
.

the som.:numty and its des1res for A good llfe and with greater eniph'asm E

or ’ . .
y

« - (R}
- 0

upon ’va'lues lieg in the hands of school leaders.
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.PHILOSOPHY-, PlJRPO'S};TS, -OBJEC}‘{VES IN HIGH SCHOOLS

. -
rFd r . . 1
. ) Fl ’ ! N
- - . [ A 1

L)

The Problem - . - _ : | .

‘Spec1f1cally, the purpose is f .examine a number- o[}commumtles;o observe

* -
R

: . .
Educahon is cons1dered the p‘rcf)'c’ess or product of continuous.,inter~ =~
e

‘
and, mot1vat1on in the learner s environment, B‘y this def1:l(fktlon

-

- educatoi‘s may well establish a frameWork within whloh the ' rocess 1tselfr
. " Y : o - -, : . R—"—- )

-

_may-be identified.® It is! the objective of a community'S'p_roceS's to meet

'-objec.tives.. The -written statement ‘of school ph1losophy ib. often times a

. ¢ -

legal néces'sity.‘ A s tement of. s.chool phi‘losophy is requir.ed foru'rnemberl-
ship' in,the .No,rth Cent.ral Associ'ati_on. o . . \ _ : "
' . P . N

1 [t is the purpose of this research to prov1de an overv1ev&@of select
i - [

topics in.school ph'il‘oso from NCA membe.rsh1p {n the Stat\e!\"fJKansas.

) - . * < 0
if %tated school philosophy is a reality i’ithe operation of a schpol. - +
P . ' - '. o - y

= “

. In exploring this process in schools the_ most-valua_ble responses
. -~ ‘ [ J .- . ) . . ~ - - )

' $

are, those found in-the people who da1ly deal with the schodl's operation:

>

P

the bu11d1ng pr1nc1pal and/or the Commumty Cotlege pres1ﬂent
-t -
. " v 'y N ) . » .
Desgig&of the St‘udl o Y ! ’
S S e

’

~An att1tude questlonna1re wWas sent to the bu1ld1ng pr1nc1pa1 of each

> L
N . So—
. 0
.-

NCA acéredlted hlgh s¢hool in the State of Kansas. This same quest1ortna1re
CoL s . ) '

was also sentito l’kCommunlty College presld-ent in the Stat‘we ‘A number

!

o
B

of junior high sthools, elementary schools®and p'rivate schools were also
. » 4

. ¢ o IR .

‘inkluded in the BUT KN ' S 6 ' T . IR
/_-. - ._ . S ¢ * s e .. !

v s / ’ :

[ -

4
. ..’ . ~ oy X
the educat%ml needs Qf_ individual'students in a blend of. s'k1ll att1tude,
. . , ]
and -und-erstandlng ' But how do the schools ld 1fy this process" One
. 74 y . \‘
’ ans&pr ia tQ be found in each school's \Tvrr‘tten statemerlt of ph1losc‘>phy and "/
. " .‘ - 4 > “’ . . M




e

Deslgn of th.e Lques’honnaue"‘ R \'/ § -
Cw ‘ SNy
; i_.;' v ‘ ."/. Date'.of the st r_evxsmn o’f the statbd pfhllosophy, ‘.
... 'B. Rapk of’select school objectives ih the order of local 1mportanc.e,

? . to the six’st ted obJectxves frory\ the questionnaire);
>D. 'Rank of_ schoql objectives in order of need f&r improved emphas1s. .

‘e. ‘Attitude toward fmeeting educatxonal/objectxves, (eross reference

’ SE Attxtude of {Frogram opera,txon ( gamzat1onaJ to individual). .
’ ‘/“ Y . ‘ ‘ .o . ’ / . Q . R . ) ‘
- 11, Eist of variables analyzed by com.puter b : o RN
. w P , T, ‘ " . e
A‘ROOI . Years since phxlosoyhy was Last revised * PR
. \/ ) VAROOZ ~ Cultural objectives (Rank) , .
TARO003  Spiritual objectives (Rank)™ B .
’ VA‘R004 Social obJectxves (Rank) PO \ ’ s ',_
VARO0O05 Vocational ob_]ectxves‘(Rank) C -
~ ~* ,VAROO6 -~ Intellectual objectives” (Rank) - ’ ‘
‘ ‘VARO0O7 Physi¢al objectives (Rank) » ,
- i "~ VARO008 . .A~tt1tude toward prograrp meQging. above needs (Rank)
~N S s, : | . L
Il Rank of objectives for 1ncreased emphas1s~ R y
H | S X . . , v
‘VARO009 No emphasis needed TA . o ' P
VAR0jO0  1st Rank .  ° ' , . . :
V'A'RO‘ 1 "2nd Rank| -~ T - o . .
VARO1 . 3%d Rank e ) S ‘
VARO1l3' 4th Rank - o, P ' . e
. " VARO14, 5th Rank ., - S /
VARO15  6th Rank, S NS
‘ VARO16: = * AlL obJect1ve.s/n1/eded R B B
" “'VARO17 Attxtude toward (orgamzatlonal vs lyﬁiy-idual)'methodology
o . 3
. VAR?B -ergraphlc locﬁhop- o o T L . .
- ‘ Y . . . - . -
lV Testable hypotheses Lo c, o S ' | ,
; -l1) Less popula,ted areas tend tzhddfer from more populated areas in
) - /' mean length of t1me since e lsst ph1losophy reV1s1on s
’ 2) Corrfmumty Colleges tend todiffer from dther systems in, mean
length -of time sxncg\the last phxlosoph‘y revision. .. : e
'3) Less populated areas pgnd to d‘iffer from- more populated areas in.
mean att\'m:lde toward meet;»ng student heeds S I 4
! . :
4) Commmuty Coﬂeges tend ta d.1ffer from other sys,tems in mean )
) . attitude toward meetmg student needs. : .
. ’ A ¢
1~ Data from r,et:urne,d'questionnaires‘\'avere coded-and key pudched for, :
3 o S 3 : o ‘ e "’ ,
processmg by computer at Wichita State Um}rsity. - N '_
. LY
i ~ ’ - , f . > » -
(/ \ » . 2 », 4

/'ﬂ\..




N L . N .‘ ,.' . . ‘.
. Analysis of Results CTe

At the tlme of the study NCA membershxp mcluded 175 Secondary

. ” ‘ .
. Sthoofl",s,va‘nd 19 Pu‘bhc Comr‘humty Colleges thh 4 Prlvate Commumty Col-.

-

~

¢ :
leges.. Cf the gtotal numher of questlonaxres maileéd 6ne hundred-eleven
.)‘ .. : ",. : I ¢ ‘)\

. were re,tu-rned fgr 'prqc.esé'mg. .

.

-

1) 5*5 '.Smgle school areas

2):24 Two or three schdol aréas
3)\18 Mu1t1 school areas. .
«4) 16 Commumty‘ Colleges

~

Nt

A one-.way analysls of varlance w‘s 'applied to the mean time

L8 , M

vt

4

4 . o
slapsed since the hlloso hy was last revxsed B'aSed on the data, no pro-’
p 124 p V) . P

S

e . . - ‘.

.vision wal_s fdund to, substantxa,te the’ test hypotheses one or two.

. Yy
[

© (Fz.76, df=3/107, %-2.90)
2 * ’ }

TABLE |

- 4 - - J

-

Single school
* Two of. three "school
Multl school :

) Commumty college'

E Total Popuiation-

i(dean Rank -of Select Chjectives from School Phitosobhy_:
A

3 3
» . . ’ Y

‘Intellectua'l 1. 577 =

YO(:/atlonal . 946
- Social . ‘ . 595

- Cu,,lturarl\ : - , . %93
Physical , | . 216
Spiritual - _ , 4,829°




;L .
TABLE 3

o g
3

o . y .
Mean Rank of Objectives Neled for Improved Emphasis:

Spiritual o .423%
"Physical. - - .595
"Cultural - ° ‘ “o 2.685
‘Intellectual So2.712
-Social ? . .739

Voécational . : S . 009 ' o -

-~
. ’

- \\, A one way analysis of vdariance wa‘s‘applied to the mean ‘attitude.

a t’oward meeting stated ob3ect1ve§ Thg ditﬁe/reﬂ’ca"be‘tweengroupé were |

| 51gmf1cant (F= 2.85, df= 3/107, p <. 05) Post hoc analyses of all poséiﬁie

i

group comparisons made by the Scheffe' test revealed that the community
college rdup~(x 1. 375) met significantly more student needs tha{x did the

»

mult1-‘§chool bujlding group (x 1.500) wh1ch met s1gn1f1cantly more needs

than did the two or three bjilding group (x 1.625) which met s1gn1f1cantly

[y

A}

Mean Descr1pt1pn10f S bpopulatmns by Att1t:ude (Orgamzatmnal vs 1nd1v1dua.1)
Toward Methodology: .

- . A

Scale; (1) high orgar.xizational to (5) high individual

Single: schoo\l : ! . 2.925
Two or tl;n)ee school ‘ 3.125
Multi / . ‘ ' 3. 167

4,250
!




"

‘position -to view the possible causes., Cause applies d1rectly t6 ‘NCA mem-

. AV 7

Sdimmary R o . ) ' ' . =
. . 1% - v - .

. ey,
' T - .

In establishing an overvie:u of philosoph‘ir and objectives on a state-

wide basis it is important to remind the reader that restraint must be used

,
f

in applying statistical results to any one specifi;o educational program.

. . - . . s«
s

vThe purp'ose of this research was to idehti'fy co’n}non ground. Com-

N -

"mon obJectLves and common phllosophlcal grounds were found in educational

’
4 *

Systeifhs'bo_th large ‘and small. Spec1f1cally, the research 1dent1f\ed those

! A

areas, from educational systems sharing similar res'ponmbll_ltles of accredi-

tation, the ‘memb?rship o‘f' the North Central Association in the State of Kansas.

b ) .
With this’ commont membership the questions posed were; 1) How "
- [ . ’o'\

does each system undertake its business; 2)>What proces‘s does each have in

-
- . ~

common: with the other? -

-
A}

In ‘sharing common membership we were able to question the roots

, y : - N,
of educational purpose ahd to develop windows to view ‘the” process of school

- . ’

phllosophy 1‘ it works and as it is ‘written, ,
- L

Data from the response Lnstrument have shown that it is possible to .
recognize thé, dlfferences in attitude Wthh do exist in educational programs i

,

throughout the State for the purpose .of- putting ourselv-eg in a more mforryéd

4

« &

" .

bership. * For, xf differences in program philosophy do exxst WW does NCA

1

. deal with eval\xation in _each‘unique situation? Does a framework of assess-

] LY .
ment exxst which cherlshes autonomy .but demands’ respons1b111ty? It is this
e
fesearcher's opinion that.this 'fram‘ework does exist. Data gathered in this
¢ / * .
research points to the identityW of éomn‘tm educationa)l needs ghared by each '

.




~

" ,.the ‘orgariiza,tion_. I't is possible, by exarmmng md1v1dua1 school philosophies

1 - L4

- _ " ) .

type of yommunity, focused and,derr}ons'trated by responsible membership.
R : . N . - s

.

.in the rth Central Association.

o

-~

> The research has also identified the lack of communication ‘within -

and comparirxg thqm' with NCA evaluations, “to expose this communication lag.
I : . v .

. The research implies that there is a tendency to use the assessment frame- °

work e;ily, when necessary. ‘The mean elapsed time for philosdphy in the
:‘i' . ’ .‘ . 5_ - ‘
sample was about three years. Question: Should not an active process demand
- ’ s o L :
constant reassessment of objectives‘? Or, if reassessment is an active part

[

e . ’

e

- 4 . - 7
of these educational programs, should it'not be continuously shared with other
A I 4 : . 4 ] -
. B v _ _ :
memb-ers of the body? ' , . h -
' B 3 ) ] . oot
Every community in ‘the State is umque. * Each has special educa-
~ . , K _ :
tional needs which coincide with demands from populatmn, geographic loFation, :

local businés s, and political climate. " This r‘esearch has demonstrated that

v ) ' ‘A
N Id

o < ' !
the differences do exist and might be interwoven in the educational program

[

PR

as its(acti\)e philo‘sophy.' ‘ | ' e

. Conclusion

’

_ . v L.
The research has tked if the schools really do what they say they.
. v oLl T\ K . : . ' )
‘do. It has exarr'lin.ed part of the process of educatianal programs and what
. ' .

they have in common. More than anythmg else it has 1nd1cated that educa-

tlonal programs are consta.ntly altered to meet s1tuat1onal needs. It has .

V.'-

‘shown the d1ff1cu1ty in statmg ph1losophy and obJectwes wh;ch can daily,'be

mcorporated 1nto every- program. "And lastly, 1t has shown the lack 6f com-.

;nﬁnication within thé ‘NCA membership. in sharing eommon problems, and

~

" .o . f

commdn successes.




. . - - A\

‘s . ) . - - . . e . } - . ,

The- NCA assessmer}t f?amo\}vork offers the common ground necessary

“

. to motivate educators ,ﬁo overcome the'se dlfflcult~to—grasp aréas. " The frame- -

L] - -+

- [

wo gk has- the potentlal -of demonstratmg that "school phllosophy and objectives -

. .q @ ; /
cah become an active, dally and congruent- pa~rt of every educatxonal program;
-

. . o . )
rmation to be utilized in other

i

and, at the same time, pto\ude specxhe mfo
14 . . . S

' : : o
’ programs involved 'm the process. " The assessment framework would no longer
. ' : ' 3 «

bé a passive part of a E:ycldé: process. of evaluation, but would b_ecom'e the core

~ Y <

3.

( of 'mteraction*for other programs mvolved in !;he same common p~rocess. The
' ' /" ~, [ .

process would then become an active and constant source for e,duCatlonal phi-,
- ~ ) . .

Iosophy.énd objectives. We, as, educators, could then assert that we do indeed,

. [ ) ~N
: do what we say we do. ]
.,',' - ) - - n . 1
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EPILOGUE? -

Wh'ere., #re the cherl.'shed ethics, values, aspirations of genus

: - e - R o )
huma um commonly ex ressed" They have lived in)the U anishads, ‘the -~
humagum P y P e’

sayxnk ‘of lgAOTZU‘ the-Bib‘l l;h—e){oran, the Cardxnal Pr1nc1ples, and

‘- . .
" L

ph1losoph1es ;:omPos, d in schoo.ls all over A}lerxca. Traditional school

N

-. . - # U

ph1losophy statements g1ve a pleasing response to soc1ety s yearning to . .

P . e . T © - 4 :
n‘derstand who we a.rMhat life is about, ‘what we are dmng here aﬁd‘a

. . . v
. » . \ f

‘searc_h for the godd life. [t 1s 1ndeed from such background and moral com- T

. mitmeht'that faculties in schools develop a stahce on what God and the com- \-J

- . . ot »

- ™ -

. l‘-Mumty expects of educators and “the educated‘ 'l‘he drive t,o e,st’a.blish and

‘/. . . . . . {
.force order and stabxlxty in- sd&:lety is, tjne.flected in the daxly shape up\pract1ces ‘

»
LA

L 1n schools. A nebulous, cloudy relat10nsh1p is n\a1nta1ned with the 1deals

. ‘ . R ‘ .
, declared in the wr1tten ph1losophy statements and the daily treatment g1ven

*

students in most publ1c ’schools. Comm\lmty Colleges seem to.do better w1th

. " , S -'4 L.
this problem. : _
‘ . . V¥

What stands betweenlman and his dreams? thftx& soc1al cond1t1ons, .

~

T changlng pohtxcal cl1mates, econom1c depr85510n and 1nﬂatxon, fluct:uatlons

s".' :

R a.\ ’ ' .
in school enrollments and youth d1senchantments ‘with thxngs as they are,

L. ., .
€ . . g !

all create the1r 1nput between real1zat1on of dreams of the good life and daily
A .
operation, Socral pressure to place d1sc1p11ne as the f1rst back to basic

- )

drive f}ts neatly intov the cul,t of efficiency, 1nd’ustr1al-patterned school o
¢limate. “Codes of ethics, standards of behavior,” and especially rules and

o

. regulations become intertwined in administration and in the classroom.
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School committees often ‘imitate 1\%herited statements of -phiIosophy but are R
- . . e N

“found in practice to deny most students the possibilities of creat1v1ty. 1f

< +

a continuum were created thh dreams at one end and »f9<ced_’>shape-_up or-

N . ) ro e
. L] > . T . - - ’ i '
. - - L ® St . , :
o .drop ouf at the other extreme, most,m/e.mber schools would appear some-
.7 . . . . N - . * » -
, - where near c%xter on the line. " Some schools function in a quid pro quo - ¢
agreement a ‘two way relationship of mutua‘l’» agsistance. However, the -
) e
‘ . ~ R _ : . s 7
. stated philosophy rema)fhs engraved mamly in words; not in action. - .

American soc1ety seems susp1c1ous of learning that produces ideas as

contrasted With- pursuit of practical, self-gratifying, get you”something

<
o

(money, power, .'job,- mate) ends. This .conflict between'c-reativity."and'
_conformity, betweén self disciplined democracy and a ven_eration'for author-

TN LI .,

ity, cie;:.tion and competition ideal versus practical make fof many. i‘

)

tradiction and confus1on. Yet other young people accept t&
* \

opposites and go about their daily living with seemin_g. peace of mind and

youth a

O n . . 2 ki

happiness of spirit. . ' : , o

\]

) Perhaps the thrust of this study may suggest that student goals of
college or\»tation or for others the world work or for a,{third group a .

drift toward child rearing and home mana ement all deserve more than

'lip servu:e to ideals. -Certainly there is more at stake than job or career
training. As Buckminster Fuller has put it,* the student is "learning- a

living." Community colleges, as viewed in this study, seem to'meet ‘stu-
i s - ) . .
dent needs and provide a -suitable climate for-learning a living, North ‘

. R

-
L4

Central Association high schools would do the students and all of soc1ety

-
"

a greater service by giving close attenti'q‘n and effort to making the published
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.+ ‘school philosophy an iﬁ_dividua.lized"borfd between student and schéol.
nool p pny d . ! :

~

, Creation of ™ éet, of rﬁeasdrdbl'e objectives to pyéx_‘tt action what we
. . . : i

: , / o
say we do, with evaluative milestones erected to check our progress may

N : . : ‘ B . ,
P well serve to enrich the. continuum to what we actually do with students.
4 e ' / ) ' . ) .

. ’ . - " . . '
Schools thus may become mniore cherished by all as a constibuent of the

. :, _
good life. - : e
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