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Two-year

IlwRODUCTION

ollegea are -inging uP all over this country

and have been red to as one 'of the most dynamic, moving

forces of this deQade. T old:concept utwo years of general

sducation.and two year- 0Z Specialized education" is being
_

stronslY challengd,

technical educat n,

Xn &s place is coming vocational and

In slome Places this demand- produces prob-

lems that the already exi4tent reading Programs are not very

wall equipped to haodle.i tzeading inStruotors in theSe programs

are gra0P- ng for t he k0Owloge and c-pability to meet the

varied demands fo veading training.

In many inatahcss it 3.5 dubious as to whether or nOt

rial ade quately meet the reading nee s of students who are

the broad speottom of ad'iacational prOgrams. Many adults

not develop skill necesaaxy for truly independent reading.-

While they may exPqeienoe zigxess at first, too often%they

remain unable to Pk:ogress to more difficult readihg material

because they aac- the means to unlock words that have I.been.

direcitly taught :t0 then

Ioften reading programs for the junior college stupent-

ma

is exPeriancing ditficultY with the reading task are).set- uP

along the same

remedial reading

clelines a the junior or senior high sahool

gram% Dy this-time the Student:has 6St
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much of his motivation to even attempt this by now dull,

unrewarding: task. It seems worth considering the point that

the reading problems of junior college students in the voca-

tional and techni programs might be more adequately solved

or;reduced if materials not only Met their,interests but were

f 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 school reading courses. These studeiits 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 student counterparts in certain

specific ways.

consideration if experiences in reading instruction for the

vocational and technical students are to be productive.

Finch (1969) pointed out 'hat more than half of two-,

year college students are in ,need of reMedial or "compensatory"

programs. Feurs (1970) studying the relationship of reading

comprehension scores (Davis and Nelson Denny Teits) to achieve-

ment of junior college students in eight different curriculum

areas, found significant differences among the areas for each'

Perhaps each of these needs to be taken into
1

Of the reading comprehension measures; significant differences

between males and females were in.general not found; significant

relationships between vocabulary, scores and grade point average

were also'found



In considering the readability of,particular texts, one

mu t consider the Li,vropriateness of the texts t_ the reader's

purpose in reading and his interest and background in the

subject matter. Dale and Chali (1948) pointed this out in

commenting on _the applica don and_ interpretation of their

r:adability formula:

to say that a given article s comfortable reacflng
for avergge 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.

P ocedure

Twenty-fOur reading teachers from selected junior colleges

in the State of Mississippi returned completed questionnaire

forms; however, due to the nature of-the data,- some totals

exceed the 24 total of returnees. As shown in Table 1, 25 per-

cent of the reading teachers were male 4nd 75.percent were

female.

TABLE 1

THE NUMBER OF READING TEACHERS REPORTING
AS TO MALE OR FEMALE

Namber Percen age

Male

Female

Total

18

24

25,00

75,00

100.00

1 0



The highest percentage of reading instructors was in the

age range of'31 - 40 years of age. as shown in. Table 2. The

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

TABLE 2

AGE RAGE OF READING TEACHERS-

Age Ran e umber Percentage

25 - 36 yrs. 6 25.00

31 - 40 yrs. 9 37.50

41 - 45 yrs. 8.30

46 - 50 yrs. 12.50

Over 50 yrs. 16.70

Total 24 100 00

As shown in Table 3, the years of experience are varied,

with exoerience 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 experience on the junior college

level, and 40 percent had.6 to 10 years of experience in

junior college teaching.



TABLE

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

5

Level
1 - 5-
Years

-

Year

0 11 - 15
Years

16 - 20
YearS

Over 20
Years

No. No. No. Total %

Junior College 12 52 9 40 1 100.00

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

Junior High 7 88 1 12 0 0 0 0 100. 0

Elementary 8 67 1 8 17 0 100.00

,*Other 9 90- 0 0 1 10 0 0 0 0 100.00

*"Other" includes from 1.year to 14 years spent teaching or
working in a college reading clinic, Manpower DeVelopment tra fl-
ing, special education teaching at a state school for tlle
mentally retarded, math, supervising reading teachers, teaching
-reading. in A four-year college, and teaching technical courses
in the military.

Sixty-four percent of the reading teachers reported having

a master's degree as their highest degree, and 28 percent

reported the bachelor's degree as their highest degree as

shown in Table 4.



TABLE 4

THE HIGHEST DEGREE HELD BY
READING.TEACHERS

Degree Number ercentage

B.S. B.A.

M.S. M.A., M.Ed.

Ad. M.A.

Total

16

2

25

28 00

64.00

N8.00

100.

At the master's level, 27 percent of the reading ins c-

tore received this degree in reading as shown in Table 5.

(11 percen of the readingThe second largest numbe.r.,

instructors held the master s degree in secondary. education.

In addition, 11 percent also represents the number of reading

instructcirs who held.the bachelor _ degree in secondary

education -and those who,held this-degree in.vocational/

indu_trial and technical. education. One. of the -reading instruc-
,

torShad,a.specialist'Sdegree.in reading.



TABLE 5

THE MAJOR FIELD AND THE HIGHEST DEGREE
HELD BY READING INSTRUCTORS

Major Specialist Master's Bachelor'S

No.

J
Adult Education

Elementary Edu. 0 0

Ausic Education 0 0

Reading 3.

Secondary Edu.
Math, Home Ec.,
Busineis)

Special',Educatioh 0

Voc Ind. and
Technical Edu.

*Non-teaching Areas

Subtotals

Total

0

1

No.

1

2

No.

0 0 1 4

7. 27 0 0

3 11 11

8 0

11

1 4 4

17 -66 8 30

'*These inClude engineering and psychälogy.

A large percentage of the reading .instructors had other

responsibilitiea Other than those responsibilitieS included

in teaChing reading (see Appendix B),

The number of students enrolled in the reading programs

within the junior .collegesvatied considerably from junior

college to junior college.. As shown in Table 6, 5 percent of
4



the readicfg.teachersAad :from 180-189 students, while the

highest percentage (20 pe eht) of the reading -instructors

bad from 40-49 6tudents enrolled irCreading.

TABLE 6

NU BER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED IN" vARIOUS
READING PROGRAMS PER TEKCHER UNIT

Number Students Number Teachers Percentage
Enrolled in TeaChi4g within of

Reading , Range Teachers

180 189

170 179

160 7 169,

150 - 159

140 - 149

130 - 139

126 - 129

110 119

100 109

9,0 - 99

80 - 89

70 79

60 69,

50 - 59

40 - 49

SO - 39

Total

rr=.

3

0

1

,

0

1

1

2

2

4

1

20

5,00

10,00

0.00

15.00

0 00

5.00

0.00

0. 00

5.00

0.00

5.00

10.00

10.00

10.00

20.00

5.00

100,00



Thirty percent of the teading teachers had from 120 vocatiohalt

technical students enrolled i_ the reading program,_and _17-per-

cent of the reading teachers iad from 41-60 reading:students;

17perdent ofthe reading teachers reported from 81-100

vocational/technical students enrolled in the reading ptogram,

as shoWn- in Table 7,

TABLE 71

NUMBER'OF VOCATIONAL/TEC ICAL STUDENTS
'ENROLLEDJN THE READINGI PROGRAMS PER

-TEACHER UN!

Number of
Vocational/Technical
Students in Reading

Number
Reaaing

Teec

of

ers

Percentage
_of

Teachers

20. 5 30.00

21 - AO 12.00

41 - 60 17.00

61 80 0 0.00

81 - 100 17.00

Over 100, 2

No Estimate 2 12.00

\I
Total 17' r

I

100.00,

Sixty,percent of the vocational reading teachers felt,that

-academic and vocational-students should-be separated in the

reading program as shown in Table 8. Approximately '40 percent
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cif the instructors felt that academic and:vocational stwients

should not be separated for reading instruction.

TABLE 8

THE OPINIONS OF THE VOCATIONAL READING TEACHERS'
AS TO THE'SEPARATION OF ACADEMIC STUDENTS AND

VOCATIONAL STUDENTS IN READING'

No, Percentage'

No'

Yes

Total

6

9

15

40.00

100.,00

In reference to the method used in selecting stvdents for
..

reading instruction approximately 27 percent of the reading

instructors stated that selection was based upon instructor

reguestralso,. 27 percent 'stated that selection was made by

diagnostic pre-testing, as shown in Table 9. Eighteen per-

cent of.the'instructors state&that Students-a.ttended on a

compul-Sory basis. -The average class size -is.26 students-Ter

instructor.



TABLE.9'

METHODS UTILIZED IN SELECTING STUDENTS
FOR READING INSTRUCTION

Basis Selection No. Percntage

Vocational/Technic-
Subject-Area

Compulsory

Counselor Recommendation

InstructOr Request and
Class. PerfOrmance

No High School Diploma

1

9.00

18.00

9.00

27.50

9.00

Pre-'testing

Tots

As'sho
7

Taft0.6).0i the regularity f discussion

27.50.

100.00

between the students' regular instructo s and the reading

teachers ranged from more than once a week" to "never.

Approximately 53 percent of the instructors discussed such

prOblems based on Student need, Less than 6 pp aerit dis-

cussed_eading problems more than once a week.



TABLE 10

tREGULARITY OF DISCUSSION OF STUDENTS' READING
BETWEEN READING-INSTRUCTOR AND REGULAR INSTRUCTOR

F equency per Semester

More Than Once a'Week

Weekly

1 - 2 Time

Irregularly.
(Based on Student Need

Never

Total

2

Percentage

5.90

17.60

11.80

52.90

11.80

100.00

Baeedon data--; btained from th-

12

_eading insttuctor ques-

tionna2zes, these inStructors feel that the range Of tliereading

vocational students is,främ.a first grade level-

th ough a Secondryear college level. This data is presented

Table 11 along with the number of 'claises of each responding
.

instructor.



TABLE 11

READING LEVEL RANGE OF VOCATIONAL-STUDENTS

13

No. of
Classes Read ng Level Range,

1

Reading
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
Level

4.0
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-In response to which students profited most from the

reading programs, reading instructors felt that the auto

mechanics students received the most benefit from the reading

instruction. In addition, several other groups of students

we e believed to profit from this instruction, as shown in
=

.Table 12.

TABLE 12

INDICATIONS OF 'THE SUBJECT AREAS
-,:PROZITING MOST FROWREADING INSTRUCTION:

Vocational/Techn cal
Area

Percentage

Auto Mechanics

Carpentry

Electionics

Law enforcement

Machine Shop and
Wening

Nurse's.Aide.

Radio and:T.V;,

All Areas

-Total

. -

As shown in Table 13, the reading ins uctors indicated
=

that' different typee of reading tests are administered to the

4

2

1

1

12

8.33

16.66

33

8.

8.33

8,33

8.33

100.00

vocatiOnal/technical students- with combinations of variouS



15

tests being ntlalze4 ill so e inStances The greatest majority

of instructors toed gerleral reading'achdevement tests,- Other

types used incluaed w

comprehension te5ts,

attaCtictor word ,recognj,tion tests,

teadher Made. testS.

TABLE 13
. ,

ADING TESTS ADMI ISTERED TO
ocATIONWTEcliNiqL'STUDENTS

Type c Read1fl Test No. Pergen_ag

Gene al Redng

A8LE

Arterican Ac ievemept

Ca1ifornx4 Achievment Te t

'Gates McGi,nitie 1D5F

hievment

Nelson

RPu

SRA Di

Tactic

stic eading

agnoSti
P

Nord Attack szlr woPid ognition

Schnell's word Reaqing
r 4

Wide Reng ichievent Test

Word Clue pretiS1

ComPrenensiorx

Iowa sile4 Re

Other

T-e-a6E6f

Totsl

3 13.00

1 4.00

4.00

2 9.00

1 4.00

3 13.00

2 9.00

2 9.00

1

2

23

4.00

4.00

9.00

9.00

9.00

100.00
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The following table indicates that teits were administered

at various times'during the academic;Year. A testing progvam

ih which pre- and post-testing were done w s used by the
/

highest percentage of reading/teachers,'

1 0.

TABLE 14/
a

INDICATIONS-OF WHEN yARIOTis READING"'
assTs WERE ADMINISTERED

Time Peraentage

Orlentation

Beginning of Training

Beginning of Quarter and/
after First 6 Weeks

Beginning and End of
Semester

Pre and Post-Testing.

Once Every 6 Meeks

Total 9

11 00

11.00

11 00

11 00

11.00

100.0

Table 15 indicates that the.majority of the reading te

were administered-by the reading instructor, the remedial

instructor, or the vocational technical counselor. Others

who had this responsibility included counselors and.teachers

from other aspects of the student's total instructional -pro



TABLE 15

THE PERSON ADMINISTERING THE READING
TEST TO VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL STUDENT

Per on Adminis ering No. Percentage

Reading Instructor 38.46

Remedial Instructor 23. 08

Vocational/Technical
Counselor 23.08

Other 2 15.38,

Total 13 100.00

17

As shown in Table 16r apProximately 55 percent of the

reading teachers utilized mater als from the voc4tiona1/

technical subject areas of their students. The next highest

percentage of teachers gave a response of "not applicable.

-TABLE 16

6TILIZATION OP VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL MATERIALS

No. percentage

Yes

.SOmetithes

NP

.Not App14cab1e

Total

5

54.84

16,13

19.35

31 100.00
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It appears .
that the. Wealth of types .of materiala u 'lized

by the'reading teachers. was Obtained from various trade maga-

'.zines from the studente various vocational/technical-subject

areas and teXtbook8, The trade--magazines'included such-names

-as R2pular -Mechanics and !,..222.11AE_Elics, Less-than 6

percent of the materials were made by the. teachers.,

TABLE 17

TYPES OP MATERIALS UTILIZED
IN TEAdHING READING

Materials No. Percentage

Trade Magazines -17 65

Textbooks 76.47

-Teacher-Made 1 5.88

:Total 17 100.00'

The ma\jority of the teachers indicated that they did not

uae vocabulary lists drawn from the content of the vocational/

technical programs. This, may be dueto a number of-various

reasons such as no composite vocabularydist being available

for each subjec- area,
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TABLE 18

UTILIZATION OF VOCABULARY LISTS FROM
CONTENT OF VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL PROGRAMS

No. Percentage

Yea 6 24.00

'Sometimes 4 16.00

No 15 60.00

Total 25 100.0

In response to the_question as to whether. or not.visual

and auditory acuity test-were'.administerbdto the student-

.enrolled:in the reading.programs, 73 percent,of.the-teachera

indicated that these types of tests' were not'scheduled on a',

regular-basis. The remaining 27 percent of the teache s did

not administer this 'type of testing,_

TABLE 19

SCHEDULING CF VISUAL AND/OR-AUDITORY
ACUITY TESTS

No. Percen -age
r

Sometimes Scheduled

Never Scheduled 7 27.00

26=

6
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Reading instructors of-vocational/technical students-

indicated that programs-could be improved in various-ways.

Sixty percent of the instructors who responded indicated that

more materials wOuld kmprove the reading programs, An equal

percentage of-the remaining respondents indicated that both

organization in scheduling and emphasis on-content skills

would prove beneficial in reading program:improvement.

TABLE 20

SUGGESTIONS AND/OR NEEDS.IN PROGRAM IMPROVEMENTS
FOR VOCATIONAL/TECHNICAL STUDENTS IN READING

Suggestions No. Percentage

More Materials

Organization in Scheduling'

More Content (Skills)

Total

60.00

20.00

20.00

10 100.00

Reading instructor expenditures varied as to the amount

of money speht'for reading'taterialst- as shown in Table 21.
.

Figures in the table are-given as percentages of respondents.

.2 7



'TM1IE 21

IMRE CE FTJaZ6 R misamTers

21

Ma-ER.1MS

Percent in
1970-71

Percent in
1971-72

Percent in
1972-73

Percent in
1973-74

TOtAl
Percent

$501 - $1,000, 15,00 31.00 23.00 31.00 100.00

$100.- $500 11.00 11,00 33.00 45.00 100.00

No FI.Inds 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00 100.00

Unknown 29.00 26,00 24.00 21.00 100.00

Reading instructors indicated that various types of

materials were utilized in the teaching of reading to vocational

and technical students, as shown_in the following table. The

materials were categorized into software, hardware, and other;

Software was by far the most frequently used type of instruc-

tional material.

TABLE 22

,UTILIZATION OF INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS

No. Percentage

Software

Pilms/Filmst ips 2 9.50

Kits 2 9.50

Skill Materials 5 23.80

Textbooks 2 9.50

Workbooks 2 9.50

Hardware
Rate Machines_(controlled:
readers, etp.) 6 28.60

Other
'Library 4.80

Teacher-Made 1 4.80

Total 21 100.00



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The data collection from the vocational reading instructors

points to various factors that lead to the following conclusive

statements,

1. The reading :instructors have varied amounts of educa-

= tional training and preparation; approximately 64 percent of the

reading teachers have masters degrees,

2. The largest -perdentage'of reading instructors who have

master's degrees have these degrees in reading.

3. The largest percentage of the reading teachers have from

40799 atudents enrolled in reading-,

4. Sixty.percent of the reading teachers felt that voca-

tional=students and academic students shouldbe separated in the

reading program.

5. The most prevalent methods of selecting students for

reading instruction were pre-testing and 'instructor request

based upon class performance.

6. Approximately 53 percent of the reading inatructors

indicatled that stUdents reading was discussed with the voca-

tional or technical instructor on an irregular basis; approxi-.

mately 18 t)eraent of the reading instructors held weekly con-

ferences with these instructors cOncerning the students' reading.

7. The reading levels of the vocationa1-ad technical

students-Included-1n the study was approxlmated-by-the-reading

teachers to range from grades 1-14..

9
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The two subject areas that appeared to profit-most

from reading instruction in the opinions of the reading instrue-

tors were Auto -Mechanics (1 33 ) and Electronics Technology

(16.66%).

9. A general reading achievement test was the type of

test that was most often administered,to vocational/technical

students by the reading instructors,

10. The reading tests were generally utilized on a pre-

and post-testing basis as a method to determine entry and exit

grade achievement levels.

11. Approximately 55 percent of the reading-instructors

indicated that they utilized comme cially prepared vocational/

technical materials in the teaching of i.eading. Whereas, less

than 6 percent employed teacher-made materials.

12. The majority of the reading instructors (76%) indi-

rated that textbooks were the main instructional sources utilized

in the teaching of reading.

13. Tliere is no consistency in the scheduling of vi ual

and/or auditory acuity tests for vocational and technical stu-

dents in reading programs,

14. A large percentage (60%) of the reading instructors

indicated that improvements in the teaching of reading could be

brought about if a 1Fger variety of materials and media were

available in vocational and technical education and reading.-
15. 'The amount of funds available from year to year for

reading instructional materials appeared to be inconsistent.
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VOCATIONAL READING DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

Questionnaire for Reading Instructors

, Please read the questions cardfully,_and indicate your
response to,each question. If a question is not applicable
to you or ydur teaching, situation, indicate this bywriting
"NA" besde the questioh. If you desire, you may add comments
or explain any of Your answers.

Please return by November18, 1974.

1. Name:

Sex: le Female Junior. College

Age: 25 31-40 41-45

Number of years of ixperience

Junior: College Reading

Elementary School

Junio- High School

Senior High School

46-50 Over

aching:

Other

4 Highest degree earned:

5. Major field in highest-degree earned:

6. Other degrees earned: Major

7. What other responsibilities do you have in addition to the

teaching of reading?

What Is the total number of students tha- you serve in the

reading program?

What is the number cd Vocational Technical students re-

sently being served in your reading program?



.10. Do you. feel Vocational/Technical students and acadern
.

students should be separated in the-reading programs?

Why?

27

11.. How do you echedule Vodational/Technical etudente in the-

reading program

12. What is .the largest and sMalles- size class you had last

year? _Largest Smallest Number of stud nts

seen-individually

:How often do you confer with Vocational/Technical student's

-instructors about the reading probleMe experienced by

their students?

14. Is credit given to students for your class?

If so how much credit?

count toward graduation?

15, What is the range of reading ability of Voce ion I/Technical

students served in your program?

Does this credit

16. Which occupational group of Vodational/Technical students

profits most in youri program?

Whiah group profits leaSte and why"?-

3 4



17. List reading teSte administered to Vocational/Teohnical

students i_ your classes and indicate when administered

and by whom.

18. Do you use mate-ials drawn from vocational and technical

courses- pursued by your student 7 -Please list these.

19. Do you use vocabulary lists drawn from content of vocational/

technical programs pursued by your students?

20.. if so, from which programs do you draw these liS s?

(Please.attach lists-to this vestionnaire)

21. Do you administer visual and auditory acuity

If so, what instruments do you use?

s _s?

22. Approximately what number of uncorrected problems was-

'detected last-year? Visual Auditory

2,3. What are your sugge-tions and/or needs in program -prove-

ment for-Vocational/Technical students in.reading?



29

24. 'ApProximately how _doh money did you have for purchasing

materials designed for Vocational/Technical students:

1970-71- 1972-73-

1971-72 1973-74

25 What materials do you use with your Vocational/Technical

students? Please list; Omit items used only occassion-

ally)

THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION.

3 6



APPENDIX B

RESPONSIBILITIES OF READING TEACHERS
-OTHER 'THAN READING INSTRUCTION

3 0



RESPONSIBILITIES OF READING TEACHERS
OTHER THAN READING INSTRUCTION

'Responsibility

Conditioning_

an Growth and Devel8pment

No.

Marria4e and- Family Life

Psychology

Social Studies

Fieshman Composition

Reading

Remedial Studies

Studen1,1 Services visor7

English-

Mathematics

Miscellaneo
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