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INgRODUCTION

Twé“yeaszcéllegés are springing up all over this country
ang have been réfeyyed to gs one ‘of the most dynamic, ﬁaving
foreces of this degzde. Ihébald-ganéapt "two years‘éf general
eédycation and two years. of spécialiged Educati@n“ is being
- BtronglyY challendeg, In igs placg is_ééﬁiﬂg V§éatiana; and
technical eaucatign In some Places tﬁis demand produces pféb¥
lems that the alfegdy exisgent readlng Programs are not very

. welil eqﬂlpggd 0 haﬁdlé- reading instructers in thﬂse programs

are graaping for thé knawléage and Egpahlllfy to meet the

varied damands for yeading training,

In Many instances it ys dubious as to whether or not

materials adequate)y meet the reading needs of students who are i

in the broad speCtyym of equcational programs. Many adults do
not develop skills necessayy for truly ingependent reading.
While they pmay eXbgyience success at flrﬁt, too often- they

.-\

I@maln ﬂnable o Erggréss tg mQre difficult reading materlal

‘because they 1a§k the meang to ‘unlock words that have n@F been'

i

i

dlre::tly tiught to them B ) " - ", :-‘ il

/

;0fteén readind programs for the junior college §t§§3ﬂtrﬁh@r
. : - E _ _ _ _ /
o

isvgxpefiéncing diggiculty with the reading task are;

set‘ub

along thE sama gﬂlﬂéllnés ag the junior or senior hlgh schggl
(,»

ﬁemed;alXrEadlng,Prggram- py this tlmé the studént has lést

{ i



much of his motivation to even attempt this by now dull,

unrgwarding;taski It seems worth considering thg point that

the reading problems of junior college students in the voca-

tiana;-and technical programs might bé'm@re adequately solved

Gr;réauGéd if materials not only mét_their_interests but wére

Qf a reading level commensurate with their actual independent
'>reading levels as well as instructional levels.

Many previously successful methods of teaching reading
have not worked with the student in the vocational and techni-
cal'sch@cl reading courses. These studénts' primary needs are
hot rate training or extension of study skills, Rather, they
usually are in need of general reading improvement, This
student reader differs from his géudent counterparts in certain
specific ways. Perhaps each of these needs to be takeﬁ i%t@
c@nsideratiqn‘if experiences in reading instruction for the
vocational and technical studéntsaare to be productive.

Finch (1969) pointed out gﬁét more than half of two-
yeaf college students are in need of remedial or "compensatory"
programs. Feurs (1970), studying the relationship of reading
comprehension scores (Davis and Nelson Denny Tests) to achieve-
ﬁent of junior callEge:stuaénts in eight different curriculum |
areas, found significént differences among the areas for eacb’
of the reading ;cmprehenéién measures; significant differences
betﬁéen rales and females were in gene;al not found; significant
relationships between vocabulary scores and grade point a%erage

were also found.,

!

—
~
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In éonSLdeang the raadablllty of partlcular texts, one
must consider the ;Qpraprlaténess of the texts to the reader's
purpose in reading and his lnterest and backgrcund in the
subject matter. Dale and Chall (1948) pointed thls out in
commenting cn‘the agpllcat;@n an@ﬂ;n;erpretatlan of their
readability formula:

to say that a given article . , . is cémf@ftéhlé reading

for average adults because it has a predicted grade level

of VII-VIII is giving an incomplete picture. For readers
who have no interest or no background (in the subject)

the article will probably not be comfortable reading.

Procedure

;DétaAnalyzat%Dn
| Twentyﬁféur reading teachers from Eelected junior calleges
in the State éf MLSSlESlpPl returned zcmpleted quéstlcnna;re
forms; hcwever, due tc the nature of the data, some totals

exceed the 24 t@tal’af returnees. As shown in Table 1, 25 per-

cent of the readlng teachers were male and 75 percent were

female.
. TABLE 1
THE NUMBER OF READING TEACHERS REPORTING
AS TO MALE OR FEMALE
( ;
Sex ; Number Percentage '’
Male ' 6 ' 25,00
Female * 18 75,00
Total 24 100,00




The highest percentage of reading instructors was in the
age range of 31 - 40 years of age, s shown in Table 2. The

second highest number was in the range of 25 - 30 years of age.

~ TABLE 2

AGE RANGE OF READING TEACHERS -~

Age Range - Number Percentage

25 - 30 yrs. 6 : 25,00
31 - 40 yrs. - 9 . 37.50
41 - 45 yrs. | 2 . 8.30
46 - 50 yrs. * 3 ©12.50

Over 50 yrs. 4 16.70

Total 24 - 100.00

As shcwn!in Table 3, the jearé of experience are varied,
with eiperienca being recorded in many facets of education.
The years of experience are accumulative from 1 - 20 years by
level of teaching. A substantial number (52 percent) had
from 1 to 5 years of teaching experienae:én the junior c@ilege
level, and 40 percent had 6 to 10 years of expériéncé in

junior college tea;hing,

R
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- TABLE 3

NUMBER OF . YEARS OF EXPERIENCE IN TEACHING
AS REPORTED BY READING INSTRUCTORS.

. Junior College 12.5 9 40 1 4 0 0" 1 4 100.00

Senior High 7 78 2 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 100.00

)
o
-
o
S
L1

-
e

Junior High 7 88 1 1z 0 0 4] 0

' i Elementary & 6 1 8 1 '8 2 17 - 0 0 100,00
~*Other 9 9- 0 0 1 10 "0 © 0 0 100,00
*"Other" includes from 1 year to 14 years spent teaching or
working in a college reading clinic, Manpower Development train-
ing, special education teaching at a state school for the 7
mentally retarded, math, supervising reading teachers, teaching
':eaﬂlng in a four-year c@llege, and teaching technical courses
in the military.

Sixty-four percent of the reading teachers reported having
a master's degfée as their highest degree, and 28 percent
reported the bachelor's degree as their highest degree as
shown in Table 4. : n
12
fof )




.THE HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY
. READING TEACHERS .

e = ;j— V - j;':,,, [
_Degree Number * = = Zercentage
B.S., B.A. LT a4 . 28,00
' M.S5., M.A., M.Ed. . 16 64,00
Ad. M.A. S 2. %8.00 -
25 100,00,
. L \'\ . .

At the master's 1§velf527 perc%nt:éf,the reading instruc-

tﬂts,reeeived this deéree in réaéingAas shcwﬁ ih’féﬁlé 5‘-”
‘The 5ec§nd largést number, 3 (11 percent), éf the read;ng :

' 1nstructcrs held tha master degree in seccndary educat;an.-

In addit;an, 11 percent alsa repzesents the nuﬁber ‘of ;ead;ng-
w

lnstructérs whg held the baéhelﬂr's degree in Eec@néary
.educatian and those whc held thlS“dEQIEE Ln.vacatlanal/

industrlal and technlcal educatlan.; ‘One. of the-read;n, éﬁstruéj

t@rs»hgd_a_sgec;al;st S.degree ;n‘raa&ing;



. TABLE 5
THE MAJOR FIELD AND THE HIGHEST DEGREE
-+ 'HELD BY READING INSTRUCTORS

[ . ' SRR

Adult Education ~ - 0 0 -1 4 0 0 .
Elementary Edu. o o - 2 8 0o o0
‘Music Educatfon - 0 0 0 0 1 4
Reading = - 14 70 27 o 0
Secondary Edu.

(Math, Home Ec., ‘ ' :

Business) . 0 0o 3 11 3 11
Special’Education o o0 %2 g8 0 0

'Véc,/Ind. and , - L ,
Technical Edu. - 0 -4 ' -1

0
*Non-teaching Areas 0o 0. | 1 4 U R
Subtotals - 1 4 17 - 66 8 30

‘Total R o ~ 100

*These inéludeaéngineériﬁg aﬁé ésychélggy-*
A large percentage of the éeadin?_instrusﬁérg had ctﬁéf
ffresgéﬁgibilitiés éther ﬁhan th@sé>respé;sibilitie% iﬁciuded
in:teaéhipé readiﬁg (see Appendix B), | |
:The'number of students enrolled in the reading prcgfams
‘> within the juhi@r_EQLLEQES'varied considerably from 5uniér
- céllegé to jﬁnibr”écilegé; As shown in Table S; 5 percent of

=
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the readlng teaehers had ﬁrém 180~189 students, while the
hlghest Percentage (20 percent) Df the reading lnstructars

‘had f:om 40 49 stuaents enralled in! reading.

TABLE- 6

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED IN VARIQUS
READING ERQGRRMS PER TEACHER UNIT

—— e ————————————————— — ;{Q-
L . _;S
1
,‘"

Number Students Nunber Teachers Percentage - '
) o Enrolled in '~ ‘Teaching within - of ‘
e - ' Reading . s Cu Rangé = ~ Teachers

180 - 189 5,00

B ol

170 = 179 10,00
0.00

S " 160 - 169
15.00

150 - 159 .. . -
; 0,00
15,00

140 - 149

130 - 139 ..

120 - 129 ©0.00 |
0.00 .

1110 - 119w
| 5.00

100 - 109

o o.F o w o
i

" 0.00

f)

90 - 99

P\

80 - 89 1 5.00
70 = 79 - 2 10.00
60~ 69 o ‘ ’i 10,00
o 10.00

[ %]

(%3]
0

50 -

40 - 20,00 °

i

)
O w0
RN Y

o . 30 - 15,00

rotal . 20 100,00 —
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' Thirty pércéﬁt of the féading teachers had from 1@20 VD@EtlQDEl/»

gent af the réadlng teachérs had frnm 41*6@ readlng students,'

17 percent of . the readlng teachers reparted from El lOD

vacat;gnal/techn;cal atudents enrglled in thé reading program,

P as shown in Tabl% 7. ]
 TABLE 7\ |
- NUMBER ‘OF VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL STUDENTS
=" . “<ENROLLED, IN THE RERDING| PROGRAMS PER -
A ‘ “TEACHER UNI[ D
: Number: of Number of ,Pefcentagé
Vncat;anal/Technlcal . Reading - . _of
- Students in Reading Teachers - Teachers
1 - 20 | 5 z 130,00
21 = 40 2| 12.00
41 - 60 3 17.00
61 - 80 ' 0 0.00
81 - 100 3| . 17.00
B A
over 100, 2 | 12.00
. No Estimate . f' . 2 . . f- 12,00
: _ : - ] e
L . e S N
Total e 17 /' .100.00.

academic and vcéati@ﬁalrstuﬂents should be'seggzatéd in the
reading program as shown in Table 8 Appr@xiﬁately~4g percent

'6

Sixty percent of the vocational réaﬂigg téachégs felt that




10

of the instructors felt that academic and vocational students

should n@t'bé separated -for reading instruction.
_ TABLE 8
THE OPINIONS OF THE VDEATIQNAL READING TEACHERS

AS TO THE SEPARATION OF ACADEMIC STUDENTS AND
VOCATIONAL STUDENTS IN READING'

No. - Percentage:

N 6 . ' 40.00

. Yes . 9 60,00

Total . 15 100,00

!In>;éferaﬂcé to the method used infseleéting,stuﬁents for
reading.instrgctian, appféximatelf 27 éércent of the régdigg_
insﬁructcrs staﬁeé éhat selection waé Easéd'upan instruéta::v
request%‘ai&a,¥2§ pércéﬁtjsﬁated that seleéﬁ}@ﬁ was made'by,'
diagnostic grEEtestiﬂg, as shgﬁn ih Table_ég Eighteén per=
cent of the instructors staﬁéa_thag sfudén£5gatténded on a
i 'caﬁpulsary basis. . Tﬁe a%erégé class size is 26 Stud%ﬂtS-QéI!A

instructor.

v
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' TABLE- 9 )
S S : SR N
METHODS UTILIZED IN SELECTING STUDENTS : o
:  FOR READING INSTRUCTION . -
' Basis for Selection :-Nag Percenﬁagé
Vacatlanal/Iechnléal
_ Subject-Area . S : 9,00
. . 5, . .
Compulsory o . C 2 : 18.00°
\ . Counselor Recommendation B | - 9,00
N Instructor Request and _
‘\ Class Performance - , -3 o 27 .50
No ngh School Dlplama : o 1. s - 9,00
Prestestlng . o -3 - 27,50
Total - S 11° - : . 100.00-

Asishéﬁnbin Téblé.lc the regularlty Df-diséussicﬁ -i
between the studants' régula: 1nstructars and the readlngrg
teachers ranged from “mére than once a week“-ta “never.
Apprcxlmgtely 53 parcent of the instructors dlscu5sed such
prﬂﬁlems hased on student need, Less than 6 percent dis-

;usseﬂ :éading Prablems more than once a week,

L




L : | _ . o o | 12.

TABLE 10

/ [REGULARITE OF DISCUSSIDN OF STUDENTS READING
; BETWEEN EEADING TNSTRUCTQR AND REGULAR INSTRUCTDR

Frequeﬁcy per seméster ’ No, ! Pércgﬁtagé _
N 5\ _ . 777 7_ . _ V ~ - V B s 777'777 “ ad
Mﬁre Than Dnce a- Week o 1 L 5.90
3 ‘ - ] ' N o -
Weekly o T .3 . 17.60
1 - 2 Times - 2 % 1180
Irregularly ' ' o : o \\\'
(Based on Student Need) 9 52.90
Never - - . -2 E 11 80
3 . : | 7‘ @ | ., 7 ’
Total ‘.. i A 100.00

Eased on data abtained frcm the readlng 1n=tructgr quasﬂ

i

‘;tLannaires,thESE 1nstructers feel that the raﬁge af the reading
;levels of vacat;anal students lS from a first grade level
thraugh a secanaayear callege leval - Th;s data is presentéd

i in Table 11 alang with the number of classes of ea;h :espgndlng 

Ry

}lnatructar. B \
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TABLE 11 X
READING LEVEL RANGE OF VOCATIONAL STUDENTS

. Reading : ' . n
Grade -1,0. 2.0 3,0 4.0 5.0 6,0 7.0 8,0-9,0 10,0 11,0 12,0 13,0 14.0
Level L . : o TS

= = — = = — e — = = e =
'
. =



:éadlng P:agrams, reading lnstructars felt that the- auté

14
In réspcnse to whlch students praf;ted mast from. the

1

mechanics students rece;vad the most bénéfit fr@m the reading .

“

tinstruétichi In addltlcn, several ather gr@ups of students

were belleveé to Qrgflt frgm thls ;nstructlon, as 5hewn in

" _Table 12.

PABLE 12

INDICATiDﬁS DF 'THE SUBJECT AREAS :
ERDEITING MOST FRDM READING INSTRUCTIDN

VecétiénélfTechnical P rﬁgi;éf- ; ~ Per Géntagé._;
‘Area : Teachers ‘ .

'Autézﬁéehanicsv P Ty ;g;éél; - 33,33 )

carpentry T ira R ‘-ﬁ,ﬁﬂ ©8.33 .

Electronics | 2 16,66

!Léw enfgtcémént ‘;;!_;, B S B "B?BEtt

Machine Shop and o ’ v

_Weldlng -1 8.33

Nurse's Aide. . ., 1 8.33

-Raiic and: T.V 5 § 1 8,33

All Areas :lv 8,33 i
" iTotal , 12 ? ~ 100.00

As shgwn in Table 13, the readlng 1nstructars 1ndlcated

that dlfferent types cf read;ng tests are admlnlsterad to- the

: .Avacat;enal/technlcal studéﬁts w1th camb;natlans cf var;Dus

N
o
|
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teats bELng utll}zgﬁ in some ;nstancEE i The'greatést majafity

!:'\ ‘Y

Qf 1ﬂ5tructar5 ugea gengral IEadlng achlevement tests, Dthéi

types Uused ;ﬂé{uaed worg attackior Wara fEGQgEltan tests,

i gémpréhenslcn -tegts, ang teacher made testsa

ey
yal

\ TAELE 13 '
READING JESTS ADMI&ISTERED 70
VQCATIGN}L/TECHNICAL STUDENTS

i

ég - e
No,  Percentage
éeﬁ?ral‘geaiing,Ach;avéﬁeg£f? o
ARLE .f,hf? _*5% 3 13.00
 Amer1caﬂ Aghlevemeﬂt e 1 4.00
_ Califormia Achievement Test o1 4.00
_1;'Gaths Mcginit;e (DEE) 2 9,00
 Nelgon Déhny (ABCJ;:) 1 4.00
RF ; i 3 13,00
2 9.00
Tagt;cs Diagnaﬁtie 2, 7 9.00,
Ward Attack Oy Waid Rgcagnlt13n~ ’
SEhnEll'S Wﬂra Réaalng C 1 - 4.00 .
W Wlde Range Bchlévemgnt Test 1 R 4;DD
‘Woxg ciue Appralsal 2 Y9.00 ..
. ComPrehension H?f;- ’ , | o |
~ Towa sllént Réaalng oA _ 2 79,00
~ other . AN o | -
T T Ty heE Maaa T T T T T T 900 .
" motal ! 100,00
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The following table indicates thaﬁ tests were administered
at various tlmeg aurlng the academ;c yéa:. A testing program

in whlch Prée and pgst—testlng were dane was used by the

, / , _ .
h;ghest pe:centage of reading teachers / > , ‘
., TABLE 14/ o

INDICATIONS OF WHEN VARIOUS READING”
TESTS WERE ADMINISTERED

Time _'.\ ;i ;{NG£, Percentage
e _ RS / ' _
N . [ : R
Orientation Y o1 11.00
[ L
Beginning of T:alnlng roe 1 11,00 -
R Beg;nnlng of Quarter and/ : ' L
after Flrst E Weeks ' 1 11,00
Beglnn;ng and End cf S ) - o .
Semést’r _ B ' 1 . 11,00
Pre- and Post-Testing. - !; -3 34,00
Once Everyzﬁ_WéekS - 1 o 11.00
Total o 1 9 - 100.00

I

Table 15 indicates that the%ﬁajérity(éf the reading teste

e were administered by the reading instructor, the fgmedialu

instfuétaﬁ, or the vccatiénal/téchnical chnsélofi7 Others
whg had thlE responsibility 1ncluﬂed zéunsglcfs and teachers

from cher asPezts Df the StudEPt'S total lnst:uctlﬂnal pfa—

_ gram, o
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TABLE 15

THE PERSDN ADMINISTERING THE READING
TEST TO VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL STUDENT
PEIEQﬁ Admln' t ng. No. Percentage
Reading Instructor = ' 5 38.46
Remedial Instructor 3 ~ 23.08
Vocational/Technical -
Counselor ~ o 3 23.08
Other o - -2 15,38
Total | ' 13 100.00
© As shown in Table;léf appréximatély 55 peﬁ:ent%af the
n:eadlng teachers ut;l;ged matérla;s fram the VDEut;ﬂnal/
”:technieal subgect areas Df th21r 5tudants. The next hlghest
| percentage cf teachers gave’ a resEQnse of "not apFllcable.”
'TAELE 16
- Tﬁ‘ILIZA’I‘IDN OF VDCATIDNAL/TECHN;CAL MATERIALS
— e =— =
/ No. Percentage
Y S _ A L
fes ~:“f /;’ . o 17 . 54.84“ .
UV T - . . R . - i\,: A EmaimsTm e siees amsmm——
Scmetimes 3 9,68
’sé . | L 5 . 16,13
. NDt Applicable 6 19,35 e
: Toteal 31 100.00 ’
e _ . 4L _— —
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It agpears that the wea;th of types .of mater;als utlllzed
by the’ readlng teachers was @btalned from varlgus tradé magah
'zines from the students’ various vccatianal/techn;:al-subgéct
areas and textbooks. The trade magazines included such names
- as Popular Mechanics and PépularﬁE%agEféniss. 'Less'thén 6
_percerit of the materials were made by the teachers,
TABLE 17
: TYPES OF MATERIALS UTILIZED
IN. TEACHING READING v
Materials ) - ) No.  Percentage
Trade Magazines o 3 . 17.65
Textbooks ; : 13 '7Ef47
-=Teéghez—ﬂadé - - C 1 - 5.88
Total = = : Y 100.00°
The*magéﬁity of the Eéachers indicated thé%'théy:did not
use vacabulary lists afawn fr@m the content of the vgcatlcnal/
i | téchnlcal p:@grams Th;s may be due_ to a number of. varlcus‘
. reasons such as no composite vccabularyfllst being avallable
for each subject area, . S
5
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| _TABLE 18 . o
UTILIZATION OF VOCABULARY LISTS FROM . .,
CONTENT OF VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL PROGRAMS .

No. ~Percentage

Yes - S ‘ 6 . 24,00
‘Sometimes : o 4 :~‘- 16.00

o : L 15 . 60.00

Total R .25 100,00

7 In respcnse to the quest;an as t@ whether or nét visual
gznd auditery aéulty tést weré adm;nlstered té the students
.enrclled ;n the réadlng prﬂgrams, 73 paréént of thé teachersi’
1nﬂicated that these types Df tests were nct Schéduled on a -

régulaﬁ’bas;s. The rema;nlng 27 percént af the tea:he:s dld

_nDt aﬂminlster thls tyge of tEStlﬂg,z'l ‘ f _ ff _

TAELE ‘19 ;
"SCHED ULING OF VISUAL AND/DR DITQR¥,
. ~ ACUITY TESTS T -
/ . = i.,—
= ©oa : No. Percentage
Sometimes Scheduled. - - 197 T 573000 ool
Never Scheduled: ~ . - 7 27:00
— - Totat—— — 26 100.00




Bééding instructors of vocational/technical students-
indicateé that programs could be improved in variaus'ways_
Sixty percent of the instructors who responded indicated that *
more materials would improve the reading programs, -Ah equal
percentage of the remaining respcndenﬁg indieatédsthat both
organization in scheduling and emphasis Dﬁ content skills
would prove benéficial in reading pfaggémvimPravement.

TABLE 20 |

SUGGESTIONS AND/GR NEEDS IN PROGRAM IMPROVEMENTS.
FOR VDCATIDNAL/TECHNIGAL’STUDENTS IN READING

Suggestions ; No. Percentage

More Materials 6 ‘ 60.00
Organization in Scheduling 2 ' 20.00
More Content (Skills) -2 ' 20,00

=

Total o ; 10 7 100.00

. Reading instrucﬁér expenditures varied as to the amount

Df maney spent f@r readlng materlals, as shawn in Table 21.

Flgurea in thé table are- glven as percentages cf réspanaents
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“TABLE, 21

' 7 R INSTEﬂCTIQNAL MATERTIALS
“
\‘ — —
Percent in Percent in Percent in Percent in Total
1970-71 1971-72 1972=73 1973=-74 Percent
5501 - $1,0Q0 . 15,00 31.00 23,00 - 31,00 100.00
$100 - $500 11.00 11,00 ~ 33,00, 45,00 - 100.00
No Funds 25,00 25.00 - 25,00 25,00 - 100.00
Unknown 29,00 26,00 24,00 21,00  100.00

Reading insfruct@rs indicated that various types of
ﬁate:ials were utilized in the teaching of reading to vocational
and téchnical students, as shown 1n the fDllDWLDg table. fhé
matérlals weze categorized into FGL&HEIE, hardware, and éthér,
S@ftware was by ﬁar the most frequently used type of instruc-
tional material.

TABLE 22 o
JUTILIZATION OF INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS

[ o S , No.' Percentage

- _ o . _ "7 .

Software
Films/Filmstrips
Kits '
8kill Materials
Textbooks
Wéfkbc@ks

9.50 ,
9.50 - |
23.80 : ‘
9,50

9.50

NN

BB LN

Ha:dware -

e Rate Machines (contréll o
readers, etc.) ' -6 28.60

Other
‘Library
Teacher-Made

b
TS
o 0o
Oy

100.00

Total : 3 ,

,]H‘




~ SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
" The data collection from the vocational reading instructors

g@ints‘ta various factors that leéd to the following conclusive |
statements. o

1. The reaéingvinstrUét@rS have %aried amounts vaédu:ae
tignal training and preparation; approximately 64 percent of the
reééing teachers have master‘'s degrees,

2. The 1a£gesﬁgpéfééﬁtagé'af reading insﬁructars who have
‘master's degrées’have fhesé degrees in reading. |

3. The largest percéntagé of the readiﬁg teache:é haéé from
40-99 students enrclled in reading,

4. 8ixty percent of the raaéing teachers felt that voca-
tional students and academic stuaents should be separatgﬂ-in the
reading program. ) .

5. The most prevalent methods of selecting students for

based upon élass.pérfgrmance.

6. Apprgximaﬁely 53 Pe£¢ent of the reading instructors
-indicatéd that Stﬁdentsf reading was discussed With‘thé ﬁggaf
tional or teéhﬂicai insﬁiﬁcta:_én an irregular basis; approxi-
:mately 18 percent of the reading instructors held weekly con-
‘ferences with these instructors c@néefhing the sﬁudeﬁtsQ réading.

7. The reading 1eveisléf the vocational and technical | |
students-included in the study was aPPfoimated%by~thé;reaﬁing

teachers to range from grades 1-14..

29
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8. The two subject areas that appeared to préfit'mast
from reading instruction in thaygélnlans of the reading inst;ué—
tors were Auto Mechanics (33;33%) and ElE§t£@niE5:TEéhﬁéngy
(16.66%) . |

9. A general reaiinéAachievement test was the type of
test that was most often administered to vocational/technical
students by thekfeadiﬂgbinstguct@rs. |

10. The rgaa;ng tests were generally utilized on a pre-
and PgstrteSting basis as a method to detérmine‘entry'and exit .
grade achievement 1ev3ls_ o

- 11. Approximately 55 percent of the reading-iﬁstructérs

inéicatea:thaﬁ they utiliéeéiccmmercially'prepa:ed vocational/
teéhnical‘matérials in‘the teaching of feéding; Whereas, less
* than 6 percent emélayed teacher-made matérialé}
" " 12. The majority of the-reading instructors (76%) indi-
cated that zextbaaks wézebthe main instructiénal sources utilized
in the téashing Qf'reédingi x\

13. There is no can51stency in the scheduling of v;sual

and/crzggditary acuity tests for vacat;cﬁal and technical stu-
.dents in readlng programs, |

14;' A largg ﬁeréentage (60%) of the reading instruétcrsr
indicated that‘imprévaménts iﬁythé teachihg of reading céuid be
brcﬁght about if a lérgér‘va:iety of materials and media were
avallable in vccat;anal and technical eﬁuggtxan and réaalng.

15_ Tha am@unt of funds available frgm year tg year fDr

reading 1nst:u:t1cnal mater;als appearéd to be 1nc@ns;5tént.

_—
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APPENDIX A

'QUESTIONNAIRE FOR READING INSTRUCTORS

25




VOCATIONAL READING DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ' .

Questionnaire for Reading Instructors

Please read the questions carefully,. and indicate your

response to each question, If a question is not applicable
to you or your teaching situation, indicate this by writing

 "NA® besidé the question. If you desire, you may aﬁd comments

or explain any of your answers.

Name:

Age: 25—30 L 31-40  41-45__ 46-50____ over 50

:Pl’aéé féturn by November 18, 1974,

Segz Male . Femalé Junior. Ccllege -

Number of years of experience in teachingé

Junior Ccllegé Reading__

Elementary School_ - _
Junior High School R T
Senior High School e

che# | _ _ ——
~Highest dggzeé aarned; o , —

‘Major field in highest.degree earned: R

Other degrees earned: = 3 Major:

What other responsibilities do you havé in additioh to the

teaching of reading? -

F

What is the tctaljnumbef of students that you serve in the

téaéing Eragfam?*";;j,;m.;,Wf, T

What 15 the number of Vacatlcnal/Technlcal students ﬁré—;

sently belng served 1n yéur readlng prcg:am? 7 ; N

33 .



.10. Do you feel Vocational/Technical students and academic
students should be separated in the reading programs?

Yes ~ No_ Why?

11. How do you schedule Vocational/Technical students in the -

reading program? I _ e

year? . Largest AVSmallest ______ . Number of students
seen individually -
13. 'How often do you confer with Vocational/Technical student's

"instructors about the reading problems experienced by .

their students? ) e

14. 1Is credit given to students for your class?

Does this credit

¥ o 1f so, how much credit?
L : '

oy

[

count toward graduation?

15, What is the range of reading abilitf of Vacational/Technical'

students served in your program? ___ - - . ) _

16." Which aécupati@nal group of Vocational/Technical students

" Which group profits least, and why?. 7o e T




£

17. Listcreading tests administered to Vocational/Technical

StudEﬁts 1n yaur classes and’ lndlcate when admln;stared
and by whom - i J i -

18, Do you use materials drawn from vocational and tééhnical_

courses pursued by your students? __ © 'Please list these.

19. Do yéu use vacabulary l;sts drawn frgm cont ent af vccat;mnal/

technical programs pursued'by your students?

20.. If so, from which Er@grams do ycu draw these llsts?

(Please, attach lists to this qvastlcnnalre)

- 21. Dc yau admlnlstar v;sual and auﬂltary a;g;ty tests?

— If so, what 1nstruments do you use?:

22, Appréﬁimatelythat numbér,af ungarrecteéhprgblems was
‘detected last year? - Vlsual 7 Auditéfy. 3

23, What are yaur suggesticns and/ar needs Lﬁ prﬂgram improve-

Nment for Vccat;anal/Technical students in. readlng? o
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- 29

- ! i

jé@ﬁrgx;matély’haw miuch ﬁcﬂ%y=did yzurhEVé far~purchasing

materials designgd>fér:V@éatianalfTechﬂiéal students:

~J

0-71 o 1972-73

. .I-l‘

~J

19 )

1-72 - _1973-74_

=

What materials do you use with your Vocational/Technical

" students? Please list: (Omit items used only occassion-

. ally)




- APPENDIX B

RESPONSIBILITIES OF READING TEACHERS
-OTHER THAN READING INSTRUCTION




‘Responsibility No.

an Growth and Development -

Marriage and Family Life

.Psychai@gy

S@éial Stuiiés
Ffeshman Composition -
Reading |

Remedial Studies

‘Studenr Services (Advisory;
English. ’

- Mathematics .

Miscellanecy.:

H o= = 2 e

-
Tk ’
|
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