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PREFACE

This study is concerned with the status of driver education in
schools of Hawaii. The primary objectives were to contact all secondary
schools in Hawaii concerning the present driver education program being
offered, and to survey driver education teachers in Hawaii that taught
driver education during the 1976-1977 school year concerning their pre-
paration, experience, and choice of future courses related to driver
education.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Challenges to Driver Education

Areas in traffic safety education, like other areas of education,
are being severely challenged and critically analyzed. The area receiv-
ing the highest degree of scrutiny is driver education. McGuire (55) has
been widely quoted and acclaimed by the critics of driver education as
the writer of the McGuire report, as has Jones (40) for her California
Driver Training Evaluation Study. Thus, traffic safety educators have
been considerably upset with the publicity resulting from the McGuire
and Jones reports, and have accepted the challenge to show the effective-
ness of their programs. The National Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion is sponsoring four pilot projects designed to determine which traf-
fic skilis are most important and how to best teach them. These programs
when completed may furnish the first step toward the development‘of a
more standardized, effective approach to traffic safety education. The
project will be completed in 1981; until that time the validity of the
programs will be questioﬁed.

In 1966, the United States Législature passed, and the President
signed, Public Law 89—564;80, known as the Highway Safety Act of 1966.
This act specified 16 areas related to highway safety that would receive

preferential emphasis nationally. One of the acts focuses specifically



on driver education, requiring that each state offer driver education to

high school age students.
Program Development

Driver education is a relatively new course in the school curriculum.
Some programs were begun as early as the mid-1930's; it was not until
after World War II that driver education generally began receiving wide-
spread acceptance in the school systems of the United States (23). This
early development was encouraged by numerous studies. Considerable pub-
licity was given to favorable reports in Delaware, Illinois, Oregon,
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesoté, New Hampshire, New York, Pennsylvania,
Vermont, Virginia, and West Virginia (62). Additional studies completed
in South Carolina (100), Tennessee .(49), Ohio (10), and Arizona (11, 57)
have also been positive in the evaluation of driver education programs in
their respective stateé. Even with these favorable reports, Goldstein
(17) demonstrated that the young drivers are over-involved in motor vehi-
cle crashes.

The studies conducted in other states indicated positive accident
and violation reductions for the trained driver as compared with the un-
trained driver. These studies were accepted at face value by most educa-
tors, insurance firms, and the geheral public. Few gquestions concerning
the basic methods of research were raised when they were first completed.

The growth of driver education was aided by other factors as the
concept of such a program was advanced after World War II. Incentives
in the form of reduced insurance rates for young drivers satisfactorily

completing a course in driver education were offered by insurance



companies. The financial reward often resulted in parental pressure for
the institution or expansion of driver education programs.

Financial assistance in the form of supplementary financial aids
providedAanother motivation to program development. This varied from
state to state, but provided a valuable boost to driver education pro-
grams. At the time ofvthis study, 37 states provided financial assis-
tance to public school driver education programs (67).

Program development continued at a fast pace throughout the nation
during the 1950's and 1960's. An early leader, Michigan, was the first
state to claim 100 percent enrollment in driver education for its pubiic
school students (54). Legislation, commonly referred to as the "Eighteen
Year 0ld Law," was lafgely responsible. This legislation stipuiated that
a young person could not receive his driver's licence until he was eigh-
teen unless he successfully completéd an approved driver education
. course. Successful completion allowed him to obtain his licence at age
sixteen. The strong motivation to drive in our mobile society generally
made the two-year wait unacceptable.

Driver education developed rapidly in spite of handicaps. Certifi-
cation standards were non-existent, teachers had to be recruited from
other disciplines, and institutions of higher education were not prepared
to offer teacher preparation courses. Fewlstates could offer consultant.
services from within their departments of education. Textbooks and other
resources were extremely limited and of questionable quality. vInitial

courses, for the most part, were offered as a portion of other courses.
The Changing Role of Driver Education

Driver education was founded on the basic tenet that a trained



driver is a better, safer driver than the "untrained" driver. Because of
this belief, programs prospered. In fact, the secondary school curricu-
lum accepted driver education on the basis of this philosophy.

Driver education was accepted freely in the nation's schools, and
few programs were subjected to a critical analysis of their content. How-
ever, as programs began to grow in number and quality, various phases of
driver education began to improve. Formalizéd curriculum development,
teacher preparation, improved course offerings, and better organization
and administration occurred.

The basic function of driver education remained consistent through-
out its development. The preparation of trained, knowledgeable drivers
able to travel safely in a complex traffic environment was the basic
goal. The reduction of motor-vehicle accidents has been paramount in
the organization of all programs. As important as this goal has been,
other outcomes and learnings are now being deemed important as well.

Behavioral evaluation is undergoing close scrutiny at the’present
time. All domains of learning are being considered: affective, cogni-
tive, and psychomotor. Experiences and materials are being organized to
effect behavioral change. Curriculum development has undergone consider-
able revision in an attempt to further behavioral adjustment.

The importance of the automobile, two-wheel vehicles, commercial
carriers, pedestrians, and related forms of transportation to modern life
are being stressed. The fact that one of every six small businesses deal
directly with the automobile indicates the importance of vehicle study
(54) . 1In order to fully appreciate one's role as owner and driver, one
needs to understand the role of the automobile. Related to this area is

Hartman's emphasis on "traffic citizenship" in his publication, Driver



Education in the Schools (22). He indicates that the driver education

student as a traffic citizen will become a vital part of the entire pat-
tern of life in the nation and the world. He will take his place as a
voter, worker, taxpayer, and consumer. As such, he must be prepared to
meet his responsibilities concerning related problems associated with

the automobile. Since Hartman's publication, the authors of high school
driver education textbooks have emphasized this concept as well as career
opportunities in traffic safety related areas.

The "traffic citizen" has many responsibilities, including being a
taxpayer. The role of the motor vehicle as a revenue source must be
clearly understood by students. This source of revenue can better be
appreciated when it is shown that automobile and personal driver's
licenses in Hawaii in 1978 brought in revenue in excess of 3 million dol-
lars (31, 32). Hawaii state gasoline taxes were in excess of 46 million
dollars (25). In addition, the federal excise taxes on vehicles for the
same year were in excess of 20 billion dollars (26).

Pollution and the extensive use of natural resocurces has been close-
ly related to the automobile (86). Traffic citizens are being asked to
make critical decisions regarding types of vehicles to use, mass transit
systems, types of fuel, and government restrictions. So, driver educa-~
tion must prepare future traffic citizens to make sound decisions in
these areas of concern.

Additional problems face future drivers. Congestion, parking prob-
lems, traffic enforcement, traffic engineering, desecration of the na-
tion's beauty, physical fitness, and morality are a few problems linked
closely with the automobile.

The need for quality driver education programs is great.



Hawaii Driver Education Development

Driver education was introduced into the Honolulu schools in 1947.
The courses were conducted during the regular school hours. They were
academic courses, and credit was given for successful completion of the
fifty~hour classroom and the four-hour behind-the-~wheel experience (18).

Teacher preparation courses were offered on a workshop basis and
in-service credits were awarded for the completion of the workshop. The
basic and the advance courses were taught by Amos Neyhart, Marland
Strasser, and other pioneers in the field from areas where driver educa-
tion had been firmly established (18).

Hawaii has not shown a favorable growth pattern in driver education
programs. In 1978, 9 percent of the eligible high school studenés parti-
cipated in the standard 30 hours of classroom and 6 hours of iﬂ-car in-
struction in a driver education course. The program is offered in 37 of
38 public high schools in the state (18). The national average for stu-
dents completing an approved driver education course is 81 percent (67).
From 1947 through 1978, there had been little significant increase in the
number of high school students receiving driver education in Hawaii (18).

The growth of the Hawaii driver education program in terms of number
of students and programs has been negative. The major contributing fac-
tor is the state law passed in 1966 that established the program in 1967.
Section 299-1 states that the Department of Education may establish and
administer a motor vehicle driver education and training program to be
conducted at each public school in the state after regular school hours,
on Saturdays, and during the summer recess. Hence driver education

classes are taught after regular school hours, on Saturdays and holidays,

and during the recesses.



The Problem

The actual state-of-the-art of driver education in Hawaii is un-
known. The amount of interest of teacher preparation courses in driver
education completed by Hawaii's certified driver education teachers is
unknown. Nor are there any indications of the needs of these teachers
as they relate to curriculum content in driver education. No studies

have been conducted in relation to the type of course offered in driver

education in Hawaii.

Purpose of the Study

No evaluation of the driver education portion of the traffic study
education program in the state of Hawaii can be made until a comprehen-
sive study of the personnel and prégram within the state has been con-
ducted. Therefore, it is the purpose of this study: (1) to survey the
literature concerning studies of driver and traffic safety education pro-
grams; (2) to ascertain the state-of-the-art of driver education programs
in Hawaii public schools for the year 1976-1977; (3) to determine a pro-
file of the Hawaii driver education instructor; (4) to determine the in-
structor's attitude toward college courses in driver and traffic safety
education; and (5) to determine the instructor's attitude toward higher

certification requirements in teaching driver education.
Related Literature

A search of related literature revealed that considerable informa-
tion is available concerning driver education programs, but little infor-
mation is available concerning the instructor, his preparation, his

teaching task, and his performance. The information that is available



is found in the form of short articles and opinions in newsletters and
journals.

In stressing the importance of a study, the number of accidents in
the Unitea States should be pointed out. For example, in 1975, there
were over 16 million motor-vehicle accidents in which 8,600 pedestrians
and 37,400 passengers and drivers for a total of 46,000 were killed and
nearly 2 million were seriously injured (64). These figures are alarm-
ing, although a better appreciation of the magnitude of the problem can
be gained by comparing highway accidents with other death-causing fac-
tors. Traffic accidents are the leading cause of accidental death for
all ages. Motor-vehicle accidents account for 94 percent of all trans-
portation-related deaths, and each year they kill more Americans than
were killed in the Vietnam war in ten years (87). The sociétal costs in
terms of property damage, medical expenses, wage loss, and insurance
administration from 16,500,000 accidents in 1975 were estimated by the
National Safety Council to be 21.2 billion dollars, almost the same cost
as all other types of accidents combined (64).

The accident situation worldwide is even more alarming. By dividing
the number of accidents by the amount of driving conducted on the high-
ways of the United States, it is found that the United States has the
lowest accident fatality rate in the world: 3.61 fatalities per year
every 100 million vehicle-miles. The rate in Japan is three times higher
than that of the United States, and the fatality rate is even higher in
less developed countries. Kenya's fatality rate is more than 22 times
greater than that of the United States (92). Depending upon the statis-
tics used, the accident problem can be considered serious or very serious;

but as long as it exists, it cannot remain unconsidered.



Scope of Study

This study has tried to encompass every certified driver education
teacher in the state of Hawaii. This was done so that more accurate and
detailed record-keeping procedures and statistics could be developed for
identifying the driver education teachers and their needs in the state.
From this process, a teacher preparation program at the University of
Hawaii for driver education teachers can be established.

The study was primarily concerned with two aspects of the Hawaii
driver education program. First, every instructor was questioned regard-
ing their initial teacher preparation, advanced preparation, assigned
time to driver education, and additional duties. Second, the public
school program was surveyed as to the type of program offered. The study
was concerned with the various phases of the program offered. The survey

also divided the program into classroom and laboratory experience.
Definition of Terms

Certain terms used in this study were defined as follows:
Accident: An unplanned event resulting in death, injury, property dam-
age, or inconvenience involving the use of a motor vehicle.

Advanced Preparation: Teacher preparation courses beyond the basic cer-

fication course required by the State of Hawaii Department of Educa-

tion as of 1976.

After School Program: The driver education program taught exclusively

after regular school hours..

Basic Course: 1Initial course required for certification to teach driver

education in Hawaii.
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Certification: A legal requirement established by the Department of

Education in the State of Hawaii which must be met before a license
will be issued to teach in a particular discipline.
Class Load: The number of teaching hours, either per day or per week,

assigned to a teacher by the employers.

Classroom Phase: The portion of driver education program that is taught

in the classroom setting.

Contact Hours: The number of students enrolled in a class to receive

instruction in a given amount of time.
Elective: A course offering that may be chosen by the student in addi-
tion to other regquired course offerings.

Extra-Curricular Assignment: An assignment given to a teacher in addi-

tion to regular classroom teaching.

Full~Time Driver Education Instructor: A teacher assigned 80 percent

or more of his teaching load to driver education.

Laboratory Phase: The phase of driver education employing "actual"

driver experiences. Included within this definition are simula-
tion, off-street driving range, and on-road driving experiences
conducted singly or in conjunction with others.

Minimum Standards: The minimum number of hours accepted by the State

of Hawaii for classroom and laboratory instruction will determine
the minimum standards for thisvstudy. Present driver education
standards conform to the national minimum standards: 30 hours of
classroom and 6 hours of practical laboratory experience.

Part-Time Driver Education Instructor: A teacher assigned less than 80

percent of his teaching load to driver education.
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Sample: For the purpose of this study, "sample" will refer to the
schools and personnel returning the guestionnaire to the source.

Simulation: A teaching-learning device utilizing electronic driving
components, moving pictures, and a teacher control station in a
classroom setting.

State Supervisor: The State Supervisor of Driver Education within the

Hawaii Department of Education.

School~Year Program: The driver education program taught during regular

school hours during the regular school vear.

Summer Program: The driver education program taught during the summer

recess.

Organization of the Remaining Chapters

A comprehensive review of literature is reported in Chapter II.

The historical aspects of previous studies in driver education are re-
ported as well as current studies in driver education. Studies concern-
ing statewide programs involving driver education are emphasized.

Chapter III further explains the selection of the sample, the pre-
paration of the guestionnaire, and the methods used in processing the
data.

Chapter IV contains factual presentation of the data. A narrative
description of the results of the data is included with individual
tables showing the statistical analysis of each of the questionnaire
items. This chapter is divided into two major divisions: program devel-
opments and individual instructor information. These major subdivisions

are further broken down into major categories as shown in the Table of

Contents.
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Based upon the findings reported in Chapter 1V, the conclusions and
recommendations will be presented in Chapter V.

The study concludes with the references used as resource material
and the basic sources of information used by the author. The question-

naire used for this study is also included.



CHAPTER 1II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

Pertinent literature was reviewed that concerned program evaluation,
teacher certification, as well as federal and state standards. Addition-
al literature allied to traffic safety education, and driver education
in specific, were also read. Concerns such as licensing, legislation,
administration, and kindergarten through high school educational con-
cepts were covered. A review of traffic safety education programs in

Hawaii was conducted.

Studies and Evaluations

Studies have been made regarding driver education on local, state,
and national levels. This section contains studies and programs conduct-
ed in the United States.

Literature relating to Hawaii studies and evaluation regarding traf-
fic safety education in general, and driver education in sgpecific, are
nonexistent except for the "Annual Fact Sheet" (27) put together by the
Hawaii Department of Transportation and a Hawaii Department of Education
listing of certified driver education programs. Consequently, literature
from other states was reviewed along with individual and governmental
literature.

The Hawaii Department of Education did not have a current listing

of certified driver education teachers employed by state, private, or

13
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commercial driver education programs; therefore, a survey of those per-
sons known to be teaching driver education in Hawaii between September,
1976, and August, 1977, was conducted. Related disciplines of traffic
safety in Hawaii were also searched. The Hawaii Motor Vehicle and Traf-
fic Laws (including Motor Vehicle Registration Laws) (23, pp. 115-116)
provided the necessary background information about the legality of
approved programs, the registration of driver education vehicles, the
legal definition of certified instructors, and the restrictions pertain-
ing to various licenses.

Educational limitations, standards, and guidelines were investi-
gated through the Department of Education (24, p. 63). Material from
the Department clarified many definitions, fegulations, and concepts
used in this study. Facts and opinions were gained from that agency's
interpretation of classroom participation, scheduling restrictions,

laboratory limitations, and instructor certification.
Certification

Basic to a study of pfogramsand/orinstructors in driver education
is an understanding of the amount of preparation for the teachers and
supervisors in the program. Certification standards for driver educa-
tion teachers havé been one of the major influences of his education;

therefore, they were investigated at both the national and state levels.

National Education Association

The National Education Association provided some guidelines toward

certification in their publication, Policies and Practices (81, p. 5).

The recommendations for preservice preparation of teachers included:
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A four year program of study at an accredited teacher prepara-
tion institution; completion of a minor in safety and driver
education or its equivalent; experiences that assist prospec-
tive teachers to improve their own driving ability, learn
teaching techniques for laboratory instruction, and gain com-
petence through supervised practice teaching.

Federal Government Guidelines

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration in its Highway

Safety Manual on Driver Education (63, pp. 10-12) required the states to

meet the following certification requirements for driver education in-

structors:

1. Necessary physical and mental capabilities

2. A bachelor's degree or equivalent

3. A valid driver's license from the state in which they
will teach

4. A satisfactory driver record as defined by the state
education agency

5. Required courses, totaling at least 12 semester hours,
including: Safety education (80) and Driver education
and Highway safety (11)

6. Required courses including specialization in simulation,

multimedia, research, teaching materials, and literature
in the field

7. Elective courses in the behavioral sciences

8. Additional preservice preparation with experiences in
supervised student teachings; teaching specific driving
knowledge; advanced skills for handling driver emergen-
cies

9. Direction, where possible, of the prospective driver
education teacher's academic preparation to the specific
field of driver and highway safety education.

Primary responsibilities of the state education agency and institu-

tions of higher education were spelled out.

Hawaiil Certification

Hawaii increased requirements for driver education instructors in

1968. To become certified as a driver education instructor, the follow-

ing requirements must be met:
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1. Every driver education instructor shall have a valid
Hawaii driver's license and at least two years of driv-
ing experience.

2. MTeachers shall have successfully completed one course in
driver education teacher preparation.

3. A teacher should also have a driving record free from
accidents for which he was judged to be at fault or mov-

ing violations for the past two years (23:115-116 and 153-
154).

Prior to 1968, there were no certification requirements for a driver
education teacher in the state of Hawaii. At that time a one-course re-
quirement was established for certification purposes.

| Driver education in Hawaii has a low priority as dictated by law.
There is no person with full-time responsibility in traffic safety educa-
tion within the Hawaii Department of Education. The person in charge of
driver education at the state level also has duties in civil defense and
school health services. These demands on the state coordinator of driver
education, if met, require a full-time person to deal with each of the

other areas (18). At the district level, driver education curriculum spe-

cialists have little or no formal experiences in driver education, and
have other curriculum areas of responsibility; neither do all of the high
school driver education coordinators have experience as driver education

teachers (18).

Other States

A comparison of certification standards of college level courses
with other states showed that Minnesota requires 12 guarter hours, New
Hampshire requires 12 semester hours, Oklahoma requires 21 semester hours,
Louisiana requires 12 semester hours, Pennsylvania requires 12 semester
hours, and Wisconsin requires a minor of 22 semester hours. Certifica-

tion in North Carolina, Iowa, and Illinois requires a Driver and Safety
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Education minor (24 semester hours), or its eguivalent, in addition to an
acceptable driving record. This is considerably more demanding than
Hawaii's standards. From the author's correspondence with the Driver
Education Coordinator of each state and Puerto Rico, it was found that
only Puerto Rico, Rhode Island, and Connecticut had requirements for

teachers of high school driver education that were as low or lower than

those in Hawaii.

State Driver Education Studies

An investigation of driver education studies carried on in other
states was made. This investigation revealed two types of information:
comprehensive studies carried on within a state by an outside agency or

an individual, and on-going programs conducted by the state education

agencies.

Comprehensive Studies by Outside Agencies

and/or Individuals

Several states have undergone comprehensive studies relating to
driver and traffice safety education programs. Studies of this nature
were commonly contracted to a consulting firm. The Automotive Safety
Foundation was a leader in this type of evaluation process. In most
cases, all areas of traffic safety were evaluated with driver edﬁcation
being one area within the total study. Student enrollment, financial

structure, supervision and administration, as well as legislation, were

the common areas of concern.
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Arizona

The Automotive Safety Foundation conducted a study in Arizona in
1968 (54). This study revealed that 9,618 of the 31,046 eligible tenth
grade students were not receiving a driver education program. The study
also revealed that no adequate state level authority to administer and
regulate a comprehensive and uniform statewide program was present. The
study urged that financial support be given for such a program and posi-
tion. Three recent pieces of literature indicate that such support has
taken place in Arizona. The development of the Mesa, K-12 Traffic Safety
Education Project (88) is noteworthy, as well as two surveys conducted by
the Arizona Department of Education: thé first (57) demonstrated that
the Arizona taxpayers were in favor of high school driver education, the
second (1l1) demonstrated that school administrators were also in favor of

high school driver education.

California

The Jones study (40) compared the teaching effectiveness of para-
professionals and professionals. The validity of this study has been
challenged because of the degsign feature of the study. The author re-
quested volunteers from the paraprofessional driving schools and had
those voluﬁteers complete a specific preparation course prior to the
beginning study. The professional educators were selected without the
option of not being a part of the study, nor did they receive any pre-
paration prior to or during the study. She found no significant differ-
ences between the groups trained by public school instructors and commer-
cial instructors in terms of citations on the drivers' subsequent driving

records. Nor was there a significant difference in the rate of reported
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accidents between long and short programs, either public orvcommercial.
Jones also found a very wide cost difference among public schools and
among commercial schools, with commercial schools being less expensive
than were public schools.

Jones made no attempt to insure uniform curriculum contenﬁ on
teaching techniques for students in the various comparison groups. The
study failed to determine whether any particular behind-the-wheel pro-
gram is similar to any or all of the other programs that students were
exposed to in the study. Finally, all of the commercial school instruc-
tors in the study had completed a special 4l-hour driving-instructor's
course prior to being part of the study. Hence, the findings would not

apply to programs in which commercial instructors had not received the

special training.
Towa

Comparative differences between types of programs, times programs
were offered, and the location of programs were examined in the Iowa
Driver Education Study (38). It was recommended that driver education be
offered in the school year and not only in the summer; also stressed was
the better use of in-car observation. It concluded that the typé of
course a student was enrolled in did make a significant contribution to-

ward explaining driver record variations.

Marxland

The Automotive Safety Foundation conducted a driver education study
for the state of Maryland in 1969 (50). Numerous problems in teacher

certification were identified. Only three colleges and one university
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had any course work available. There was an absence of in-service and no

means of evaluating the effectiveness of the driver education programs.
Michigan

Nolan and Gustafson conducted an in-depth study of driver education
in 1966, in Michigan (75). This study was critical of the lack of pro-
grams for the handicapped and the drop-out, the grading practices, the
lack of credit, the quality of local programs, the qualifications and pre-
paration of instructors, and the large number of part-time instructeors.

In 1978, the Michigan Department of Education conducted an addition-
al study that reviewed driver education programs in Michigan. This study
recommended that teachers pay greater attention to classroom performance
objectives, that schools adopt a thfee-phase driver education program
with prepared instructors, that students complete driver education as
near to their sixteenth birthday as possible, and that students taking
the high school course in the summer recorded higher classroom achieve-

ment than those taking the course during the regular school day.

Minnesota

Matthias, of St. Cloud State University, conducted a survey of
Minnesota driver education in 1970 (545. It was most helpful in estab-
lishing guidelines and the development of the questionnaire used in this
study. The Minnesota Department of Education supplied information re-
garding Minnesota driver education programs; this included funding, cur-

riculum content, vehicle procurement, scheduling, and teacher certifica-

tion requirements.
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Nevada

Neyhart conducted a 1967 study (70) in Nevada that identified major
concerns for driver education in that state. Among the problems noted
were the small population, distance between cities, and the limited

state resources.

North Dakota

A number of agencies cooperated in a study of state governmental
functions for North Dakota (76). The study revealed that 31 percent of
the high schools offered the 6-hour, behind-the-wheel program; and that
41 percent of the high schools had qualified driver education teachers.
It also revealed that all of the high schools required the minimum 30-

hour classroom course for graduation.

Ohio

A study conducted by the Ohio (78) Department of Education in 1973
reflected that high school driver education can significantly improve
knowledge levels and attitudes conducive to safe driving. High school
driver education students were given pre- and post-knowledge and attitude
tests, and the results were in favor of positive changes in these mea-

sures for up to six months.

Pennsylvania

A Pennsylvania study (84) made recommendations for improving the
quality, effectiveness, and efficiency of Pennsylvania driver education
and driver licensing programs. The study recommended the requirement of

driver education for obtaining a driver's license for anyone under 18
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years of age, a reimbursement to schools for those students completing a
high school driver education program, and that the state commit to a
strong high school driver education program, that all driver education
teachers (public, private, and commercial) be required to successfully
complete 12 university semester credits in driver education. It also
recommended the addition of real driving conditions to the road test for

securing a driver's license.

South Carolina

A study (100) conducted in 1973 showed that only 39 percent of the
driver education teachers had received any form of advanced driver educa-
tion preparation in South Carolina. It also indicated that only 35 per-
cent of driver education teachers surveyed were teaching driver education

as their principal teaching assignment.

Texas

Two studies conducted in Texas were reviewed. The first (39) com-
pared the effectiveness of paraprofessionals and certified instructors
in the Behind-the~Wheel phase of the Texas driver education program. The
second study (94) reported a positive correlation between the amount of

formal teacher preparation and the subsequent performance records of

students.

Insurance Institute for Highway Safety

Robertson and Zador (85) claimed that driver education was the cause
of teenage traffic accident involvement in the United States. They re-

vised their statement a number of times as other researchers proved them
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wrong in their findings. Unfortunately, this particular study was picked
up by the news media prior to retractions by the authors. The Insurance
Institute for Highway Safety alleged that annually 2,000 deaths result
from the increased licensure of 16 to 17 year olds because of driver edu-
cation. 1In November, 1977, the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety
(85) informed the media: "If the age of licensure were raised to age 18,
the adverse effects of driver education would be removed" (p. 91). Fur-
thermore, "It is likely that driver education has led to increased licen-
sure because parents have been misled to believe that driver education
decreased the risk of their children's involvement ip crashes" (p. 91).
Finally, ". . . raising the age of licensure to age 18 or eliminating

" driver education, separately or in combination, would prevent at least
2,000 fatal crashes per year in the United States" (p. 91).

In December, 1977, the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety (85)

stated that:

. . . the Institute's work made no finding that driver educa-
tion should be abolished--indeed, if driver education is to
be expected to reduce the fatal crash involvement of young
drivers, it must be thoroughly researched to determine whether
improvements are possible, and the best way to implement them.
Noxr did the research in any way suggest that driver education

is not needed as a way of teaching young people to drive.
(p. 94).

On-Going Programs

The supervisor of driver education in 49 states and Puerto Rico (see
Appendix A) received a letter requesting information concerning present
programs, certification, and instructors. A large amount of material was

received in response to this request and the information is presented by
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state. Presented in Appendix B are the certification requirements in
each state.

Correspondence from all state coordinators of driver education ex-
plained that the states intended to develop a state curriculum guide in
driver education as well as in bicycle and pedestrian safety. The author
judged the quality of the guides as varying from state to state, with
Arizona, Iowa, California, Florida, North Carolina, and Illinois having
the ones done in greater detail. All states sent information regarding
the certification requirement of driver education teachers. This inform-
ation indicated an increase in university course requirements to exceed
12 semester credit hours. Information was received from all of the
states regarding driver licensing requirements; a number of states fur-
nished information regarding the funding of driver education in their
respective states. Funding was either a state Department of Education
budget item or done on a reimbursement basis. Some states, such as
Nevada; do not fund driver education, so that the programs cannot func-
tion without additional fees being charged the students enrolled in the
driver education course.

Studies have been conducted in some states regarding the status of
driver education, with the studies indicating that driver education is an
integral part of the educational program of their high school students.
Oregon, Utah, Iowa, Pennsylvania, Washington, and Tennessee studies show-
ed a positive correlation between a good driving record and the success-
ful completion of a certified driver eduation course.

The majority of the curriculum guides and the teacher certification
programs are based on the completion of a specific number of contact

hours. Exceptions to this concept were noted in the teacher preparation
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programs in Wisconsin and North Carolina. Both of these states use a com-
petency-based program in the preparation of teachers, and the course work

requires the completion of more than 12 semester hours for certification.

Other Literature Reviewed

In reviewing literature related to traffic safety education, one
finds numerous studies revelaing information regarding high school driver
education.

High school driver education is ﬁhe primary means by which annually‘
more than 3.2 million students, or 81 percent of this country's youth,
gain the knowledge needed to obtain their driver license (67). The
federal government has taken the position that a quality high school
driver education program is capable of a 10 to 15 percent effect in terms
of reducing the probability of crash involvement among persons exposed to
the quality driver education program (92).

Absolute numbers are discussed when highway safety problems are re-
viewed. In 1973 (93), there were approximately: (1) 55,800 highway fatal-
ities, (2) 2 million persons suffered disabling injuries in traffic
crashes, (3) $15,300,000 in property damage, and (4) over $20 billion
lost in highway crashes. 1In order to establish the need for highway
safety, a comparison between traffic accidents and other forms of nation-
al trauma may be done. Such a comparison shows that (65) traffic acci-
dents are the leading cause of death for Americans under the age of 40;
traffic accidents are the leading cause of accidental death for all ages;
traffic accidents account for 94 percent of all transportation-related
deaths in the United States; and (65) traffic accidents kill more

Americans in one year than were killed in the Vietnam war in ten years.
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Voas (96) discussed the exposure factor in traffic accidents as it re-
lates to young drivers, and Goldstein (17) discussed the characteristics
affecting the young drivers involved in accidents. Goldstein also point-
ed out that young drivers are disproportionately involved in single vehi-
cle crashes, and that young male drivers account for approximately 80
percent of all traffic accidents. Goldstein also identified the major
error types that differentiate young‘diivers from older drivers. The
Goldstein review further pointed out that the motorcycle fatality rate
is at least five times as great as for automobiles. His study showed
that motorcycling is predominantly a young male activity, and the two-
thirds of all motorcycle accidents involve drivers under the age of 15.
The Fifth National Conference fof Traffic Safety Education in
December, 1973, demonstrated that national thrusts were underway in traf-
fic safety education (92). A 1964 questionnaire analysis (22) of the |
quality and content of safety education programs offered by major
colleges and universities concluded that the states were not meeting
minimal requirements for teacher preparation and certification, that
introductory preparation courses for driver education instructors were
varied in quality, quantity, and emphasis. It was also noted that few of
the university instructors offering teacher preparation courses have suf-

ficient experience in traffic safety education.

There were few driver education teachers available when the high
school driver education movement began in the early twentieth century.
Conseﬁuently, teachers from other disciplines were used to teach driver
education to supplement their incomes, and most of these "borrowed" in-
structors received no more than a short course to prepare them as driver

educators. Many received no formal preparation at all. Hence, driver
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education was established as a teaching endeavor of secondary importance
to instructors and administrators (46, 74). It has been revealed in
other studies that driver education teachers with certain undergraduate
degrees (e.g., physical education) are less productive as high school
driver education teachers than teachers with other undergraduate degrees
(94). This could possibly be explained by the extra-curricular activi-
ties in which the teachers surveyed were involved.

A major issue that confronts driver education (92) is the contention
that the 30 hours of classroom instruction and 6 hours of behind-the-
wheel (laboratory instruction (30+6 formula) are not adequate in the pre-
paration of safe drivers. As a result, changes in emphasis have develop-
ed in high school driver education. Programs that include classroom,
multi-media usage, simulation, multiple vehicle concepts, and behind-the-
wheel instruction are utilized around the country. Comprehensive kinder-
garten through grade twelve safety education programs that include pedes-
trian, bicycle, skateboard, and motorcycle concepts, as well as changes
from time-based curriculum to a curriculum based on performance are all
in use in various parts of the United States.

The 30+6 formula was recommended in 1949 by the National Education
Association. It has been recommended by the American Driver and Traffic
Safety Education Association that it be updated to 90 hours of classroom
instruction. Unfortunately, the 90-hour program has not be adopted by
many states (92).

A study by the Federal Highway Administration in California claims
that the distribution of traffic safety materials was clearly not effec-
tive in improving driver performance. The licensed drivers in California

were mailed materials regarding seat belt usage at various intervals.
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The drivers were to do what they wanted with the materials, but it was
hoped they would read the materials. The traffic records of the persons
receiving the information indicated that over 70 percent were not utiliz-

ing their seat belts (13).

Richards conducted a study entitled The Role of the University in

Wisconsin in the Professional Preparation of Traffic Safety Specialists.

This comprehensive study determined the strengths and weaknesses of
higher education preparation programs in Wisconsin (92). The findings
indicated a strong interest in additional course work by the driver and
traffic safety personnel in the field. A total of 62.5 percent indicated
a desire to take additional work with a preference for courses in acci-
dent prevention, traffic enforcement, and adﬁinistration ranked in that
order.

Richards, on the basis of his research, recommended that the prepar-
ation of driver and traffic safety specialists be concentrated in a few
select higher education institutions. These schools should develop high-
ly specialized programs, employ qualified specialists, and concéntrate

on fewer but more highly trained graduates.
Summary

The review of related literature was undertaken to gain a greater
understanding of program development, teacher certification, and instruc-
tor performance. Information concerning driver education programs was
more readily available in other states than in Hawaii. Information re-
garding teacher certification was readily available on the state and

national levels. Information concerning the individual instructor was

more difficult to obtain.
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Chapter II was divided into several sections. The first section
pertained to information regarding traffic safety education in Hawaii.

The second section concerned certification. Certification guidelines
were investigated on a national as well as a state basis.

The greatest depth of investigation concerned information from other
states. In-depth studies conducted by consultants were investigated.
Information received from individual states in the form of annual reports,
legislative guidelines, fact sheets, curriculum guides, national studies,
and individual pieces of information was examined.

Chapter III will present the study design and procedures for the

study.



CHAPTER III
PROCEDURE FOR THE STUDY

This chapter is devoted to the presentation of the sources of data,
the methods used in obtaining the data, and the procedures used in evalu-

ating the information.
Selection of Sample

The State Coordinator of Driver Education in the Department of Educa-
tion was asked to fill out a questionnaire pertaining to the State of
Hawaii driver education program in the study. In addition, copies of
an individual questionnaire were sent in September, 1977, to each driver
education instructor in the public schools. The individual questionnaire
was also sent to all private school driver education teachers and to com-
mercial school driver education teachers.

A cover letter signed by the State Coordinator of Driver Education
was sent with each individual questionnaire. This letter urged an imme-
diate reply from all Department of Education personnel (see Appendix A).

All dfiver education teachers employed by the State who were current-
ly teaching driver education or had taught driver education during the
previous school year or summer were provided gquestionnaires. This list
of names was provided by the State Coordinator of Driver Education. No
attempt was made to contact former driver education teachers.

The 1976-1977 teachers of driver education in the private secondary

30
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schools and the current driver education instructors employed by commer-
cial driving schools received copies of the individual questionnaire.
No attempt was made to contact former driver education teachers of pri-

vate secondary schools, or former instructors of commercial driving

schools.

Preparation of Questionnaire

The driver education program was divided into two integral parts:
the instructor and the instructional program. Consequently, two ques-
tionnaires, one related to each part, were prepared for this study.

The development of the guestionnaire included the following steps:

l. A review of literature.

2. Adaptation of other questionnaires to form the questionnaire
used in this study.

3. Review of similar studies and additional 1literature.

4. Review by doctoral committee.

5. Review by Hawaii Department of Education.

Program Questionnaire

The program questionnaire was basically designed to determine the
administrative and functional aspects of the public school driver educa-
tion program. Among the objectives of this phase of the study was the
determination of the number of full-time programs, summer programs, and
after-school programs. Financial aspects of the program were guestioned.
The structure of the course was investigated, with specific questions
devoted to grades, credit, class size, and related areas. General ques-

tions pertaining to the driver education staff and their qualifications

were also included.
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The responsibility of filling out the program questionnaire was
given to the state driver education supervisor. It was thought that this
person could best answer items pertaining to the total number of teachers,

finances, and future programs.

Individual Questionnaire

The individual instructor questionnaire was designed to gain inform-
ation concerning the experience, professional preparation, and desire for
future educational improvement of the driver educator. Information was
also gathered as to the instructor's present teaching assignments, both
curricular and extra—curricular. This questionnaire was filled out by
the individual instructors and returned by mail to the author. A total

of 180 questionnaire were mailed out, with 162 being returned.

Follow-Up Letter

A follow-up letter from the State Driver Education Coordinator was
sent in December, 1977, to the various persons who did not return the
questionnaires at the designated time of return. This second letter was

instrumental in gaining the return of 15 questionnaires.

Processing Data

Records had not been maintained by the State Department of Education
as to the actual number of certified teachers actively involved in driver
education for previous years. It was estimated by the Department of Edu-
cation that 180 teachers had been active in driver education during the

previous year (1975-1976). Based upon this estimate, a 90 percent return
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was obtained since 162 Department of Education instructors returned their
individual questionnaires.

The Department of Education identified 20 active private secondary
school driver education teachers in the state. Based upon this number,
a 100 percent return was obtained, since 20 questionnaires were returned
from this group.

The Department of Education estimated that there are 40 active com-
mercial school driver education teachers in the state. Of this number 32
returned the questionnaire for an 80 percent return.

Based upon the total of 240 individual questionnaires sent out and
the total return of 214 questionnaires, there was an 89.16 percent total
return of all individual questionnaires.

The questionneires, program and individual, were taken to the Aca-
demic Evaluation Office of the University of Hawaii, where frequency
tables were made for each. Each of the tables showed total numbers and
responses for each question.

In addition to the frequency findings as established within a com-
puter, a cross tabulation was conducted for all questions within a ques-
tionnaire. The use of the cross tabulation process provided an insight
into relationships between items that could only have been esimated be-
fore.

The data were placed into individual tables for the separate ques-
tions in the two questionnaires. The total number of responses for each
question and the percentage of active responses were presented. This
percentage was figured on the basis of the number of districts or of
individual instructors who indicated they are actively involved in the

area of concern. The number who indicated they were not involved and
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those who failed to respond to the question were not calculated in the

percentage of response.
Summary

Every Hawaii public high school sub-district and every Hawaii active
Department of Education teacher of driver education was contacted for the
purpose of this study. All active private secondary school driver educa-
tion teachers and all active commercial driving school operators as iden-
tified by the State Department of Education were also contacted for the
purpose of this study. A program questionnaire was sent to each Depart-
ment of Education sub-district and to each . known active driver education
instructor in the state.

These questionnaires had been prepared with the assistance of inform-
ation obtained from other studies conducted by other states. These ques-
tionnaires were also refined with the consultant assistance of the Hawaii
Department of Education, Dr. Gerald A. Meredith of the Academic Evaluation
Office of the University of Hawaii. A review of literature and the
author's committee aided in the development process.

A 100 percent return (1 of 1) of the state program questionnaife was
obtained. An 89.16 percent return (214 of 240) of individual question-
naires was obtained from driver educators in the state. Such a high re-
turn could possibly be attributed to the fact that the majority of the
driver education teachers in the state were personally contacted by . the

author at the time of the survey.



CHAPTER IV
ANALYSIS OF THE DATA FROM THE STUDY QUESTION

Chapter IV is devoted to an analysis of the data from the question-
naires. In the analysis, each question on the two questionnaires was
treated separately. A narrative description of the analysis was follow-
ed by a table presenting the data.

In the first section of the study concerning individual instructor
information, the tables contain 214 responses. This represents the num-
ber of responding instructors. 1In the second section of the study con-
cerning program information, each table contains the total summary of
seven responses. This represents the total answers for each question as
they were submitted by each school sub-district in the state.

The percentages were compiled on the basis of total responses. The
nurber of "no responses" were not calculated in the tabulation of percen-
tages.

This chapter is divided into two divisions: individual instructor
information and program informatibn (see Appendix C).

The first major portion of the chapter is concerned with the data
on individual instructors. These data were subdivided as follows:

1. The instructor's undergraduate professional preparation, his
major and minor, and the number of credits in driver education.

2. His vyears of experience as a teacher and as a driver education

teacher.
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3. The teacher's present role in driver education in relation to
the various driver education programs. Extra-curricular tasks were also
investigated.

4. The teacher's degree of interest in a series of suggested pro-
fessional courses in the field of traffic safety education.

The second major portion of the chapter was concerned with the data
on programs. The program data were divided into sections that conformed
to the original organization of the questionnaire (see Appendix C). The
various sections were as follows:

1. School size as measured by the number of eligible driver educa-
tion students at the time the questionnaire was gathered (Spring,

1978) .

2. Special programs offered by the participating school districts,
including specific information concerning programs for the drop out, the
educable mentally retarded, and the physically handicapped.

3. Fees and cost of programs.

4. Resources, credits, and grades. Curriculum guides, credits,
and grades were covered in this portion of the study?

5. Classroom and laboratory phases of the program. These received
attention as separate sections. Each section was further broken down
according to the time‘of program offerings during the school year, after-
school, and during the summer.

6. Special laboratories information. The use of simulation and
off-street during ranges was covered in this section.

7. staff administration functions. Staff designation was determined

in addition to the number of staff positions. Certification was included

in this section.
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Driver Education Instructors

This portion of the study presents the data on the 214 instructor
returns. Presentation of the data will be organized into major divisions
concerning professional preparation, experience, teaching assignment, and

concern for future college courses.
Educational Background

The educational preparation of the driver education personnel in the
state was a concern of the study. Both general and specialized course
work waé investigated.

Table I contains the levels of higher education attainment for the

driver education personnel in the state. Presented in Table ITI is in-

formation regarding the instructors® major and minor fields of prepara-

tion.

TABLE I

HIGHEST LEVEL OF HIGHER EDUCATION ATTAINMENT
(ITEM 1)
Amount of Education Number Percent
Less than a bachelor's degree 44 20.6
Bachelor's degree 14 6.5
Bachelor's degree plus some graduate work 117 54,7
Master's degree 32 15.0
Master's degree plus work toward a higher
degree 7 3.3

Doctorate - —_—
More than a doctorate _— -

Total 214 100.0




TABLE II

MAJOR AND MINOR FIELDS OF PREPARATION FOR HAWAII
DRIVER EDUCATION INSTRUCTORS
(ITEMS 2 AND 3)
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Subject Area

Major

Minor

Number Percent

Number Percent

Administration
Agriculture

Business Education
Elementary Education
English

Foreign Language
Guidance and Counseling
History

Industrial Arts
Mathematics

Physical Education
Sciences

Social Studies

Others

Multiple Response

No Response on Returned Questionnaire

Total

10

18

19

75

11

14

18

214

4.7

1.4

0.5

4.7

3.3

2.3

2.8

8.4

8.9

18

15

12

49

13

35

42

214

3.3

19.6

100.0
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Level of Higher Education

Data concerning the edﬁcational attainment of Hawaii driver educa-
tion personnel is presented in Table I. Forty-four teachers of driver
education (20.6%) do not have a bachelor's degree. The majority of in-
structors, 117 (54.7%) have some graduate work beyond their bachelor's
degree but do not have a master's degree. A master's degree was earned

by 32 respondents (15.0%), and 7 respondents (3.3%) indicated additional

work beyond their master's degree.

Major and Minor Fields of Preparation

A wide diversification of major and.minor fields of preparation was
evident from the returns of the study. Thirteen subject areas were
listed on the questionnaire and iﬁstructors indicated basic preparation
in all categories. Table II presents the various areas of professional
preparation.

Phvsical education was the dominant basic preparation field with 75
returns from that area. This represented 35.0 percent of the total
return in the major areas of preparation. Industrial arts with 19 (8.4%)
was the next largest area.

In the minor field of preparation, science had 49 returns for 22.9
percent, which was considerably more than any other specific area. The
area that came closest to science was "others," with 35 returns for 16.4
percent.

The college/university at which their driver education preparation
was received is reported in Table III, while the last year in which col-

lege credit for a driver education course was received is shown in Table

Iv.



TABLE III

COLLEGE/UNIVERSITY WHERE MOST COLLEGE PREPARATION IN

DRIVER EDUCATION RECEIVED

(ITEM 5)
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School Number Percent
University of Hawaii--Manoca 114 53.3
BYU--Hawaii | 3 1.4
University of Hawaii--Hilo 5 2.3
University of Hawaii--Cont. Ed. 17 7.9
Department of Education--State of Hawaii 49 22.9
A school in the State of California 4 1.9
A School in the State of Oregon 2 0.9
A School in the State of Washington 1 0.5
A School in the State of Arizona - -
A School in the Midwest 7 3.3
A School in the East - -
A School in the South 2 0.9
A School in a Foreign Country - -
Schools Outside of Areas Mentioned 1 0.5
I Have Received Equal Number of Credits
From Two or More of the Above Schools 5 2.3
I Have Never Taken Any College-Level
Courses in Driver Education 4 1.9
Total 214 100.0
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TABLE IV

LAST YEAR RECEIVING COLLEGE CREDIT FOR A
DRIVER EDUCATION COURSE
(ITEM 6)

Year Number Percent

1977 123 57.5
1976 6

1975
1974
1973
1972
1971
1970-1967
1966-1963
1962-1960

[
w

1956-1959
1952-1955 - -
1948-1951 - -
1944-1947 - -
Before 1944 -

[ R B e B

I Have Never Taken Any College Courses
in Driver Education 38 17.8

No Response 1 0.5

Total 214 100.00
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The closing tables reveal the total number of college semester hour
credits in driver education and an evaluation of college preparation.

Table V represents the information on the certification of driver educa-

tion teachers.

College/University Preparation in Driver Education

A determination of the school or university at which the instructor
received his initial training in driver education was made a part of this
study. This information is presented in Table III.

The University of Hawaii, the largest university in the state, pro-
vided the largest number of driver education instructors for the state
with 114 instructors (53.3%). The Hawaii Debartment of Education, which -
offered the certification course prior to 1974, furnished 49 instructors
(22.9%), and the University of Hawaii College of Continuing Education
supplied 17 instructors (7.9%). Schools outside of the state furnished

17 instructors (7.9%), and 4 persons had never taken any college-level

courses in driver education.

Last Year of Driver Education Credit

The recency of college courses in driver education was determined
by asking the last year that college credit for any driver education
course was received. Table IV is a tabulation of this data.

Thirty-eight responses indicated no college courses for credit had
been taken. This group most likely were certified through non-credit
work shops offered by the State Department of Education. The year 1977
had the largest number of responses, 123 (57.5%). A tétal of 13 re-

spondents had not taken any driver education courses since 1970, and
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some of those respondents had not taken a course since 1956. This repre-
sented 6.07 percent of the total responding to this question. By con-

trast, 39 (18.2%) had taken a driver education course in the last seven

years.

Certification in Driver Education

Table V is a tabulation of the number of respondents that hold cer-
tification in driver education. Of the 214 respondents, only 10 (4.7%)

are not certified.

Number of Credits in Driver Education

The next section should be prefaced with a reiteratioh that Hawaii
had a minimum certification standard at the time of the study. One
course in driver education was required, although the State Coordinator
of Driver Education wanted to raise the standard for certification to 12
college semester credit hours. A wide range of credits eérned in driver
education in the State of Hawaii are shown in Table VI. The study re-
quested the number of semester hours of credit in driver education or
related subjects. Individual interpretation of the term "related" might
explain some of the diversification of this item. The data on college
semester hours are presented in Table VI.

Forty-three instructors (20.1%) indicated they had received no
credit. The next classification, 1 to 3 credits, showed 32 respondents
(15.0%), with ﬁhe 4 to 6 credit category showing 36 respondents (16.3%).

The largest category was 7 to 9 credits, with 80 instructors (37.4%)

having indicated this category.



CERTIFICATION IN DRIVER EDUCATION

TABLE V

(ITEM 4)

Response Number Percent
Yes 204 95.3
No 10 4.7

Total 214 100.0
TABLE VI

COLLEGE SEMESTER HOUR CREDITS IN DRIVER EDUCATION
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(ITEM 7)
Credits Number Percent Credits Number Percent
0 Credits 43 20.1 16-18 Credits 2 0.9
1-3 Credits 32 15.0 19-20 Credits - -
4-6 Credits 36 16.8 22-24 Credits 1 0.5
7-9 Credits 80 37.4 25 or More - -
Credits - -
10-12 Credits 14 6.5
No Response* 1 0.5
13-15 Credits 5 2.3
Total 214 100.0

*Median hour credits in driver education = 6.1.
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The median hour credits in driver education in Hawaii for driver
education teachers is 6.1.

Prior to the initiation of the traffic and safety education program
at the University of Hawaii, the State Department of Education offered
in~service credits for courses in preparing driver education teachers.

A total of 136 instructors (63.6%) received 1 to 3 credits in workshops
sponsored by the Department, and 68 instructors (31.8%) had not taken

any in-service courses in driver education. Table VII is a tabulation

of these data.

Evaluation of Driver Education Preparation Courses

A personal evaluation of the adequacy of the courses taken in col-
lege driver education preparatory courses was requested by the survey.
The questionnaire asked how well the courses prepared the instructor to
teach driver education. The largest response, 126 (58.9%), indicated
the course work was satisfactory. Another 76 instructors (35.5%) indi-
cated. the courses prepared them for their instruction very well. Ten
respondents (4.7%) felt their course work had poorly prepared them to

teach driver education. These data are tabulated in Table VIII.

Teaching Experience

The teaching experience of Hawaili driver education instructors was
examined by the study. Questions dealt with both the total teaching ex-
perience and the driver education teaching experience. Additional in-
formation was gathered concerning the percent of time spent teaching

driver education during the school day. These data are presented in

Table IX.



TABLE VII

IN~-SERVICE CREDITS EARNED (D.O.E.)

(ITEM 8)
Credits Number Percent
0 68 31.8
1-3 136 63.6
4-6 8
7-9 2 0.9
10-12 - -
13-15 - -
Total 214 "100.0
TABLE VIII

EVALUATION OF DRIVER EDUCATION TEACHER PREPARATION BY
HAWAII DRIVER EDUCATION TEACHERS

(ITEM 9)
Degree of Preparation Number Percent
Very Well Prepared 76 35.5
Satisfactorily Prepared 126 58.9

Poorly Prepared 10 4.7

I Have Not Taken Any Driver
Education Courses 2 0.9

Total 214 100.0
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TABLE IX

TEACHING EXPERIENCE OF HAWAII DRIVER EDUCATION TEACHERS
(ITEMS 10 AND 11)

Total Teaching Driver Education
Experience Experience
Years of Experience Number Percent Number Percent
Less Than 1 Year 6 2.8 10 4.7
1l Year 5 2.3 17 7.9
2 Years - - 15 7.0
3 Years 4 1.9 14 6.5
4~-6 Years 31 14.5 99 46.3
7-9 Years 102 47.7 34 15.9
10-12 Years 26 12.1 16 7.5
13-15 Years 12 5.6 5 2.3
16-18 Years 13 6.1 3 1.4
19-21 Years 6 2.8 1 0.5
22-24 Years 6 2.8 - -
25 or More Years 3 1.4 - -
Total 214 100.0 214 100.0

Median for total teaching experience = 8.3 years.

Median for driver education experience = 5.0 years.

Years of Teaching Experience

The data in Table IX reveal that the median for total teaching ex-

perience is 8.3 years. The median for driver education experience is
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5.0 years. These figures represent 102 instructors (47.7%) that have 7
to 9 years of total teaching experience. Ninety-nine instructors (46.3%)
had 4 to 6 years experience in teaching driver education. The majority
of the driver education instructors, 195 (90.6%), were in the 1 to 16

years range of experience.

Driver Education Involvement During

the School Year

The instructor's work in driver education for the year previous to
the study (1976-1977) and the year of the study (1977-1978) was investi-
gated. The number and percentage of instructors employed on a part-time

or full-time basis for the two stated years are shown in Table X.

TABLE X

DRIVER EDUCATION INVOLVEMENT DURING THE SCHOOL YEAR
(ITEMS 12 AND 13)

1976-1977 1977-1978
School Year School Year
Assignment Number Percent Number Percent
Full-Time (80% or More of Time) 45 21.0 46 21.5
Part-Time (Less Than 80% of Time) 151 70.6 148 69.2
Did Not Teach During School Year* 18 8.4 20 9.3
No Response - - - -
Total 214 100.0 214 100.0

*Only teaches driver education in the summer time.
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1976-1977 found 151 instructors classified as part-time driver edu-
cation instructors with less than 80 percent of their time assigned to
driver education. This represented 70.6 percent of the total responding
to this item. For 1977-1978, the number of teachers who did teach dur-
ing the school year increased by one. The number of full-time driver
education teachers is shown at 46 (21.5%); this figure is misleading.
The teacherskparticipating in the survey who answered this item possibly
were considering full-time involvement as their day from when they
arrived at work to their return home, which could also include the teach-
ing of driver education after the regular school day had ended.

Of the 214 respondents in the survey, 40 are active commercial
school instructors who teach deriver education during the regular work
day. During the 1977-1978 school year, 20 of the respondents (9.3%) did

not teach driver education, and 148 (69.2%) taught it on a part-time

basis.

Driver Education Teaching Inventory

A teaching inventory listing the number of hours involved in teach-
ing, the days per week involved, and tasks outside the normal teaching

day was developed. These data are presented in Tables XI through XV.

Normal Teaching Load

The data in Table XI indicated the normal teaching load of the dis-
tricts as indicated by the respondents. A six~-hour-per-day teaching
load was indicated by 105 instructors (49.1%). A five-hour daily teach-
ing load was indicated by 31 instructors (14.5%). Twenty-eight instruc-

tors (13.1%) taught in districts requiring seven hours as teaching load,
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and eighteen instructors (8.4%) taught less than four hours a day.

TABLE XI

NORMAL TEACHING LOAD OF HAWAII DISTRICT TEACHERS

(ITEM 14)

Teaching Load Number » Percent
Less Than 4 Hours 18 8.4
4 Hours 4 1.9
5 Hours 31 14.5
6 Hours 105 49.1
7 Hours 28 13.1
8 Hours 21 9.8
More Than 8 Hours ' 3 1.4
No Response 4 1;9
Total 214 100.0

Median teaching load = 6 hours.

School Day Driver Education

Whereas Table XI was concerned with the normal teaching load, Table
XII is concerned with féaching load in relation to driver education dur-
ing the school day. Sixty-six instructors (30.8%) indicated that they
do not teach driver education during the normal school day. Although
nine instructors (4.2%) did teach more than seven hours per day, the
greatest number taught less ﬁhan three hours of driver education per day.
Eighty-three (38.8%) indicated that they taught between two to three

hours of driver education per day. Seven (3.3%) indicated that they



51

taught less than one hour a day. Seventeen (7.9%) indicated that they
tuaght between 1 to 2 hours a day. Eleven (5.1%) taught driver educa-
tion 7 to 8 hours a day, and nine (4.2%) indicated that they taught
driver education 8 or more hours a day. These 20 (5.1% and 4.2%) in-

structors are the private commercial driving school teachers.

TABLE XII

TIME SPENT IN TEACHING DRIVER EDUCATION
DURING SCHOOL DAY

(ITEM 15)
Time Number Percent

Less Than 1 Hour 7 3.3
1 Hour to 1 Hour, 59 Minutes 17 7.9
2 Hours to 2 Hours, 59 Minutes 83 §§;§
3 Hours to 3 Hours, 59 Minutes 13 6.1
4 Hours to 4 Hours, 59 Minutes 1 0.5
5 Hours to 5 Hours, 59 Minutes 3 1.4
6 Hours to 6 Hours, 59 Minutes 3 1.4
7 Hours to 7 Hours, 59 Minutes 11 5.1
8 Hours or More 9 4.2
I Do Not Teach Driver Education

During the School Day 66 30.8
No Response 1 0.5
Total 214 | 100.0

Number of Days Per Week

Reported in Table XIII is information pertaining to the number of

days per week that driver education instructors taught during the summer
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driver education program. This table reveals that 43 (20.1%) instruc-
tors did not teach during the summer of 1977. Of those who did teach,
86 (40.2%) taught five days per week. Twenty-six (12.1%) worked a six-

day week.

TABLE XIII

NUMBER OF DAYS PER WEEK TAUGHT DURING THE SUMMER OF 1977

(ITEM 16)
Days Number Percent
1 Day 2 0.9
2 Days 8 3.7
3 Days 11 5.1
4 Days 10 4.7
5 Days 86 40.2
6 Days 26 12.1
7 Days 25 11.7
Did Not Teach Last Summer 43 20.1
No Response 3 1.4
Total 214 100.0

Median days taught in summer = 5.1.

Number of Hours Per Week

Revealed in Table XIV is the number of hours driver education in-
structors taught per week in the summer driver education program. Based
upon the 214 instructors who responded to this item, 89 (41.6%) taught

between 21 to 30 hours per week. The range of 11 to 20 hours per week
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was reported by instructors (11.2%). The respondents who did not teach

driver education during the summer of 1977 were 45 (21.0%).

TABLE XIV

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK DURING THE SUMMER OF 1977

(ITEM 17)
Hours Number Percent

1-10 Hours ‘ 16 7.5
11-20 Hours 24 11.2
21-30 Hours 89 4l.6
31-40 Hours 18 8.4
41-50 Hours 16 7.5
51-60 Hours ‘ 3 1.4
More Than 60 Hours - -

Did Not Teach Last Summer 45 21.0
No Response 3 1.4
Total : 214 100.0

Median hours per week taught in summer = 25.3.

After School Driver Education Experience

Table XV is concerned with the number and percentage of instructors
employed during the after school program during the yegar of the study
(1977-1978) and the previous year. The numbér and percentage of instruc-
tors teachihg the after school program did not vary much between the two
years. A slight decrease from 188 instructors (87.9%) in 1977 to 181

instructors (84.6%) in 1978 is noted.
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TABLE XV

AFTER SCHOOL DRIVER EDUCATION PROGRAM EXPERIENCE
(ITEMS 18 AND 19)

1976-77 School Year 1977-78 School Year

Response Number Percent Number Percent
Yes 188 87.9 181 84.6
No 25 11.7 32 15.0
No Response 1 0.5 1 0.5
fotal 214 100.0 214 100.0

Saturday Driver Education Program

Presented in this section are the data concerning Saturday programs
for the 1976-1977 and 1977-1978 school years. Table XVI reveals data
showing that in 1976-1977, 180 instructors (84.1%) taught a Saturday pro-

gram. This decreased to 169 (79.0%) in 1977-1978.

TABLE XVI

SATURDAY DRIVER EDUCATION PROGRAM EXPERIENCE
(ITEMS 20 AND 21)

1976-77 School Year 1977-78 School Year
Response Number Percent Number Percent
Yes 180 84.1 169 79.0
No 34 15.9 45 21.0
No Response -= - - 00

Total 214 100.0 ; 214 100.0
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When comparing these data with the data on after school programs
contained in Table XV, it can be noted that fewer teachers were involved
in Saturday programs in 1977-1978. During the 1976-1977 school year,
183 or 87.9 percent of the teachers taught after school, and 180 or 84.1
percent taught on Saturdays.

In 1977-1978, the number of teachers in after school programs de-
creased to 181 (84.6%), whereas the number of teachers in Saturday pro-

grams decreased to 169 (79.0%).

Sunday Driver Education Program

Presented in this section are the data concerning Sunday programs
for 1976-1977 and 1977-1978 school years. Table XVII presents data show-
ing that in 1976-1977, 80 instructors (37.4%) taught in the Sunday pro-

gram. This decreased to 73 (34.1%) in 1977-1978.

TABLE XVII

SUNDAY DRIVER EDUCATION PROGRAM EXPERIENCE
(ITEMS 22 AND 23)

1976-77 School Year 1977-78 School Year

Response Number Percent ‘ Number Percent
Yes 80 37.4 73 34,1
No 133 - 62.1 140 65.4
No Response 1 0.5 1 0.5

Total 214 100.0 214 100.0
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Teaching Responsibilities

Information concerning responsibilities in addition to driver educa=
tion was a concern of the study. The various disciplines of the school
curriculum were listed on the questionnaire and the instructors were to
indicate the amount of time per school day devoted to each area. The
numbers involved and the percentage of time devoted to each teaching
area was thus determined and is indicated in Table XVIII.

In examining the various disciplines, it is seen that 19 driver edu-
cation teachers were also school administrators 10 percent of the time.
Six (2.8%) indicated that they were school administrators 11 to 20 per-
cent of the time. One (0.5%) driver educator is a full-time administra—
tor.

Three instructors were agriculture educators, and one instructor
was a business education teacher. It was found that ten instructors were
elementary education teachers, with eight indicating full-time employment
(over 80% of their teaching assignment) as elementary school teachers.
Five instructors teach English, with the time spent teaching English vary-
ing considerably; five of the driver educators also are foreign language
teachers. Twenty-four of the driver education instructors also worked in
guidanpe and counseling, with seven of them (3.3%) being full-time guid-
ance workers. Ten instructors teach history, and twenty-four instructors
classified themselves as industrial arts teachers. The amount of time
spent teaching industrial arts ranged mostly over 70 percent of the time.
Fifteen instructors indicated they were mathematics instructors, and
eight instructors indicated they were junior high school teachers.

Eleven instructors teach science and ten instructors teach social studies.



TABLE XVIII

GENERAL RESPONSIBILITIES OF DRIVER EDUCATION INSTRUCTORS

(ITEMS 24 THROUGH 39)

Percentage of Time

Not Applicable 1-20 11-20 21-30 31-40 41-50

Responsibility No. % % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Administration 171 79.9 19 8.9 6 2.8 4 1.9 1 0.5 2 0.9
Agriculture 204 95.3 - - - - - - - - - -
Business Education 207 96.7 - - - - - - 1 0.5 - -
Driver Education 27 12.6 104 48.6 32 15.0 9 4.2 2 0.9 2 0.9
Elementary Education 198 92.5 1 0.5 - - - - - - - -
English 203 94.9 - - - - - - 1 0.5 - -
Foreign Languages 203 94.9 1 0.5 - - - - - - - -
Guidance, Counseling 186 86.9 5 2.3 3 1.4 2 0.9 1 0.5 - -
History 194 90.7 - - 1 0.5 - — - - - -
Industrial Arts 185 86.4 1 0.5 1 0.5 1 0.5 1 0.5 - -
Junior High School 203 94.9 1 0.5 - - 1 0.5 1 0.5 - -
Mathematics 193 90.2 2 0.9 4 1.9 1 0.5 1 0.5 1 0.5
Physical Education 136 63.6 2 0.9 - - 1 0.5 - - 1 0.5
Sciences 197 92.1 1 0.5 1 0.5 - - 1 0.5 - -
Social Sciences 198 92.5 1 0.5 -- - - - 1 0.5 - -
Other 182 85.0 5 2.3 5 2.3 3 1.4 1 0.5 - -

LS



TABLE XVIII (Continued)

Percentage of Time

51-60 61-70 71-80 81-90 . 91-100 No Response
Responsibility’ No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Administration 1 o.5 1 0.5 1 0.5 3 .4 1 0.5 4 1.9
Agriculture - - - - - -— 2 .9 1 0.5 7 .3
Business Education - - - - - - - - - - 6 2.8
Driver Education 3 1.4 - -— 5 2.3 2 0.9 23 10.7 5 .
Elementary Education - - 1 0.5 - - 5 2.3 3 1.4 6 2.8
English 1 0.5 2 0.9 - == -— - 1 0.5 6 2.8
Foreign Languages - - - - 1 0.5 2 0.9 1 0.5 6 2.
Guidance, Counseling - - 1 0.5 5 2.3 - - 7 3.3 4 1.9
History - - - 3 1.4 3.7 2 0.9 6 2.8
Industrial Arts 2 0.9 1 0.5 2 0.9 6 2.8 9 4.2 5 2.3
Junior High School - -- -- -= 1 0.5 -- -- 1 0.5 6 .
Mathematics 1 0.5 1 0.5 2 0.9 1 0.5 1 0.5 6 2.8
Physical Education 1 0.5 1 0.5 5 2.3 62 29.0 1 0.5 4 1.9
Sciences - - 1 0.5 3 1.4 2 0.9 2 0.9 6 2.8
Social Sciences 1 0.5 2 0.9 - - 3 1.4 2 0.9 6 2.
Other - - - - 1 0.5 2 0.9 3 1.4 9 4.2

8s
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The largest discipline in combination with driver education was
physical education. Sixty-two (30.5%) were full-time physical education
teachers (by definition). The remainder were evenly distributed over
the various time intervals. Other discplines involved 20 instructors.

Five of these instructors (2.34%) taught other subjects more than 80

percent of their time.
Extra-Curricular Activities

Instructors were asked to indicate the amount of extra-curricular
time devoted to a selected number of activities listed in the question-
naire. This information provided the number of instructors so involved
and the amounts of time (on a percentage basis) devoted to these activi-
ties. Table XIX contains this information.

Forty-eight instructors (22.4%) were also coaches. This percentage
was not as great as that indicated in other studies. A possible reason
for the lower percentage of coaches in Hawaii teaching driver education
may be attributed to the after school driver education program being
conducted at the same time as coaching activities. An additional reason
may be the fact that some athletic coaches in Hawaii schools are not em-
ployed by the schools for purposes other than athletics. Of the 48 in-
structors who coach, 28 of them (or 13.1% of the respondents) coach full-
time.

Twenty-three instructors were associated with such organizations as

speech, journalism, photography, riflery, science, and service organiza-

tions.



TABLE XIX

EXTRA-CURRICULAR RESPONSIBILITIES DURING SCHOOL YEAR
(ITEMS 40 THROUGH 45)

. Speech/ . Other
Percent Coaching Debate Dramatics Clubs Journalism Activities
of Time No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent
1-10 2 0.9 1 0.5 -- - 8 3.7 1 0.5 5 .
11-20 4 1.9 1 0.5 -- - 7 3.3 -= - 3 1.4
21-30 1 0.5 2 0.9 - - - - 2 0.9 1 0.5
31-40 3 1.4 - - - - - - - - - -
41-50 2 0.9 - — - - 2 0.9 2 0.9 5 2.3
51-60 3 1.4 1 0.5 - - 1 0.5 - - 2 0.9
61-70 3 1.4 -— - -- - - - -- - - -
71-80 2 0.9 - -— - - 1 0.5 - - 2 0.9
81-90 - - - - - -— 1 0.5 - -— 2 0.9
91-100 28 13.1 - - - - 3 1.4 - - 10 4.7
Does Not Apply
to Me 163 76.2 203 94.9 208 97.2 186 86.9 203 94.9 177 82.7
No Response 3 1.4 6 2.8 6 2.8 5 2.3 6 2.8 7 3.3
Total 214 100.0 214 100.0 214 100.0 214 100.0 214 100.0 214 100.0

09
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Driver Education Courses and Certification

To gather information on the interest of Hawaii driver education
teachers in taking additional driver education courses, a list of 14
possible subjects was presented on the questionnaire. Each.teacher was
asked to indicate his interest in these courses by stating they were
very interested, somewhat interested, or not interested.

Additional information was gathered concerning the instructor's
willingness to take additional driver education courses and whether or
not the certification standard should be raised. These data are pre-

sented in Tables XX through XXIII.

Interest in Driver Education Courses

The numbers in each interest category for the suggested courses
and the "interest percentage" for each course are shown in Table XX.
The course title that attracte& the greatest amount of interest (153
very interested, 41 somewhat interested) was the course, "Innovative
Methods in Driver Education." vThis represented 90.7 percent interest.
"Alcohol and the Driver" also attracted a high amount of interest; posi-
tive responses totaled 193 (127 very interested, 66 somewhat interested),
resulting in a 90.1 percent interest. "Problems in Driver Education”
showed 184 responses indicating interest (130 very interested, 54 some-
what interested). This représented 85.9 percent interest. The instruc-
tors showed a 85.5 percent inﬁerest in "Principles of Accident Preven-
tion."” This interest was divided into the following categories: 131
very interested and 52 somewhat interested. "Driving Behavior and Per-
sonality" created an 86.0 percent interest showing. Teachers indicated

they were very interested in 61 responses and somewhat interested in 123



TABLE XX

INTEREST LEVEL IN SUGGESTED TRAFFIC SAFETY COURSES
(ITEMS 46 THROUGH 59)

Very Somewhat Not
Interested Interested Interested No Response
Suggested Topic No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent
Driving Behavior and
Personality ' 61 28.5 123 57.5 28 13.1 2 0.9
Highway Engineering
and Traffic Controls 20 9.3 107 50.0 83 38.8 4 1.9
Motor Vehicle
Administration 18 8.4 96 44.9 96 44.9 4 1.9
Basic Auto Mechanics
and Auto Systems 35 16.4 99 46.3 76 35.5 4 1.9
Principles of Accident
Prevention 131 61.2 52 24.3 29 13.6 2 0.9
Alcohol and the
Driver 127 59.3 66 30.8 18 8.4 3 1.4
Methods of Teaching
Motorcycle Education 98 45.8 36 16.8 76 35.5 1.9
Transportation Systems 15 7.0 43 20.1 152 71.0 4 1.9
Research Techniques as
Related to Traffic Safety 18 8.4 100 46.7 92 43.0 3. 1.4
Motor Vehicle Law and
Enforcement 42 19.6 99 46.3 70 32.7 3 1.4

29



TABLE XX (Continued)
Very Somewhat Not
Interested Interested Interested No Response

Suggested Topic No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent No. Percent
Administration and Super-
vision of Safety Education 97 45.3 71 33.2 43 20.1 3 1.4
Innovative Methods in
Driver Education 153 71.5 41 19.2 18 8.4 2 0.9
Basic Simulation and
Range Instruction 40 18.7 98 45.8 73 34.1 3 1.4
Problems in Driver
Education 130 60.7 54 25.2 27 12.6 3 1.4

The four most interesting topics were:

Innovative Methods in Driver Education, Alco-
hol and the Driver, Problems in Driver Education, and Principles of Accident Prevention.

€9
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responses. Interest dropped to 78.5 percent for the course "Administra-
tion and Supervision of Safety Education." The remaining course titles
varied in interest level, with "Transportation Systems" having the low-

est interest.

Willingness to Take Future Courses

Following the listing of possible traffic and safety education
courses, instructors were asked if they would take future courses in
traffic safety if they were offered. An overwhelming 200 instructors
(93.5%) indicated they would take such courses. These data are present-

ed in Table XXI.

TABLE XXI

WILLINGNESS TO TAKE FUTURE TRAFFIC SAFETY COURSES

(ITEM 60) :

Response Number Percent
Yes ’ 200 93.5
No o 12 5.6
No Response 2 0.9
Total 214 100.0

Instructor's View Toward Higher Certification

The individual instructor survey concluded with a determination of

the instructor's feeling toward higher certification standards. Table
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XXII presents these data. Data in Table XXII indicate that higher cer-
tification standards were favored by 166 instructors (77.6%) even though

no standards were suggested.

TABLE XXII

DRIVER EDUCATION INSTRUCTORS' VIEWS .TOWARD HIGHER
CERTIFICATION STANDARDS

(ITEM 61)

Response Number Percent
Yes 166 77.6
No 47 22.0
No Response 1 0.5
Total 214 100.0

Driver Education Program

Information in this portion of the study was furnished by the

Hawaii State Coordinator of Driver Education.

School Population

The first area of concern in the driver education program was the
size of the eligible driver education population represented in the
study. This was defined as the number of students enrolled, and the
number eligible to enroll, in driver education courses in the grade

level where instruction was given in the school system.
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The total number of public school students who were eligible (16 to
18 years old) to participate in the state's driver education program dur-
ing the 1976-1977 school year was 52,978. Of this number, only 5,270 or
ten percent completed the program. These 5,270 students completed both
the classroom and laboratory phases of the state program.

There were 10,400 parochial-private school students who were eligi-
ble to participate in driver education during the 1976-1977 school year.
Just under 35 percent (34.7%) of these students completed a driver educa-
tion course. These 3,500 students combinedeith the other 5,270 students
gave a total of 8,770 students completing driver education in Hawaii
schools during the year of the study. Of the 63,378 students eligible to
feceive driver education during the 1976-1977 school year, 8,770 complet-
ed such a course. This amounted to a total of 13.83 percent of the total
eligible driver education population in Hawaii completing a high school

driver education course. These figures are found in Table XXITII.
Special Programs

Special programs in driver education were available to drop outs.
No separate driver education program for the deaf, physically handicap-
ped, nor the educable mentally retarded students were available in the

state during the 1976-1977 school year (18).
Finances

The study identified that it costs a student $10.00 to take a driver

education course. To teach one student to drive costs the State of

Hawaii $60.50 (18).
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TABLE XXIII

NUMBER OF STUDENTS COMPLETING A SECONDARY SCHOOL
DRIVER EDUCATION COURSE
(ITEMS 1 THROUGH 8)

Items 1-4 Items 5-6
Eligible Public School Eligible Private, Parochial
Driver Education Students Driver Education Students
Number Completed Percent  Number Completed Percent
52,978 5,270 10.05 10,400 © 300 34.66
Item 7 Item 8
Total Eligible Secondary School Total Completing a Percent
Driver Education Students Secondary Driver of
63,378 Educatlon Course Completion
5,570 11.37

Resources, Credits, and Grades

Certain aspects of the driver education program were examined in
relation to the administration of the program. Aspects of the program
concerning curriculum guides, textbooks, credit, grades, and permanent

records were investigated by a personal review by the author.

Curriculum Guides

At one time there was a state driver education curriculum guide.
When the study was conducted, it was determined that the curriculum

guide was out of print and was eleven or more years old (18).
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Textbooks and Materials

The second area concerning resources for the driver education pro-
gram was based on the availability of textbook resources for all stu-
dents. All of the driver education programs in the state have sufficient
textbooks and instructional materials for all students (18).

It was found that 62 driver education cars were used by the public
schools of Hawaii during the 1976-1977 school year. These cars were ob-
tained from new car dealers on a loan basis. The dealers charged $1.00
a year per car for use in a driver education program (18). A written

agreement is maintained between the State and the automobile dealers.
Credit

No credit is given for any aspect of the driver education program

in the state. Pass-fail grades are used in evaluating the student's

progress in the course.

Permanent Records

Bach school is required to maintain the permanent records of all
students having completed a driver education program. The schools for-

ward information on the number of students completing the program to the

State Coordinator of Driver Education.

Classroom Phase

The classroom phase of driver education is an elective and taught
as a separate subject, offered after the regular school hours. It is

also offered on weekends and during the summer. The average classroom
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time after school hours is 51 to 60 minutes. On weekends and during the
summer, the classroom phase is 91 to 120 minutes in length.

When the course is taught after the regular school day and during
the summer, the students attend class five days a week. On weekends the
students meet one time period only. The classroom phase of the program

is 30 hours in length whenever it is taught.

Laboratory Phase

The laboratory phase of the high school driver education progrnam
was analyzed as a separate section of this study. Most of the basic

information in the previous section was repeated for the laboratory sec-

tion.

The laboratory section is an elective, offered out of the reqular
school day. It is also offered, at the instructor's discretion, immedi-
ately after the classroom phase has been completed. Once the student
has successfully completed the classroom phase, he may take the labora-
tory portion whenever he is able.

There are usually three students assigned to a driver education
vehicle during each instructional period. This activity takes place
after the regular school day on weekends and during the recess. The
behind-the-wheel portion of the instructional phase is limited to 20'to
30 minutes for each student after the regular school day. On weekends
and summers, this time is 51 to 60 minutes in length. The student re-
ceives two laboratory instructional sessions a week during the after
school program. On weekends they receive one session a week, and dur-
ing the summer they receive three sessions a week. No special units con-

cerning emergency situations are taught during the laboratory phase,
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although emergency concepts are mentioned in the lecture portion of

driver education.
Simulation

No simulators are used in the Hawaii driver education program.
Simulators were once used in the State's program, but were too expensive
for only an after-schocl program. The state has a slight interest in

utilizing simulators once moxe (18).
Driving Ranges

Another instructional method that has found increased acceptance
involves off-street driving ranges utilizing multiple car concepts.
This concept is used in Hawaii, although there are no formal driving
range programs. The off-street driving areas are school parking lots
used after school hours, on weekends, during the summer recess, and on
holidays. There is no interest on the part of the Hawaii Department of
Education to incorpofate off-street driving ranges into the driver edu-

cation program (18).
Staff Administration

An integral part of any educational system is the administrative,
supervisory and training component.” The final aspect of this portion
of the survey investigated staff administration.

There are no full-time public high school driver education instruc-
tors and/or supervisors employed in the state. Ninety part-time driver
education instructors and/or supervisors were identified by the Depart-

ment of Education as being employed during the 1976-1977 school year.
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Forty-seven driver education teachers were identified as teaching driver
education during the summer of 1977. These same figures of 90 (fall)

and 47 (summer) were given for the 1977-1978 school year.

Certification, Salary, and In-Service Training

The state coordinator was asked to identify the number of instruc-
tors who were not certified under the state certification requirement of
the one course requirement at the time of the study. All Hawaii Depart-
ment of Education driver education teachers met the minimum requirement
for certification at the time of this study. All instructors are paid
on an hourly rate when they teach either the classroom or laboratory

phases of driver education, and no special orientation programs for

driver education teachers are offered at the beginning of each program.
Summary

Chapter IV presented data concerning the Hawaii driver education
program. The data were presented in both narrative and table form.

The data were divided into the same categories as the auestion—
naires, one for individual instructor information and one for program
information. The instructor questionnaires were filled out by the indi-
vidual instructors. The program information gquestionnaire concerned the
Department of Education program and was filled out by the State Coordi-
nator of Driver Education.

The instructor data were divided into various sections. The first
major concern was the level of higher education attained by Hawaii driver
education teachers. Seventy-nine percent of the instructors had at least

a bachelor's degree with 73.0 percent having some education beyond that
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level. Driver education teachers represented many fields of prepara-
tion, with physical education being dominant. The University of Hawaii
and the Hawail Department of Education prepared the majority of the
students in driver education.

Thirty-eight instructors (17.8%) had never taken a college level
driver education course and only 3.3 percent had not taken a course in
the last ten years. It must be noted that the typical certified driver
education teacher in the survey had 6.1 college credits in driver educa-
tion courses. Only 4.7 percent of the instructors reported lacking the
certification level of one course. In-service credits in driver educa-

tion had been earned by 68.2 percent of the instructors.

The median Hawaii driver education teacher had a teaching experi-
ence of 8.3 years. The median for driver education experience was 5.0
years. The majority of the driver education instructors (90.6%) were
in the 1 to 16 year range of experience.

During the 1976~1977 school year, no driver education instructors
that teach full-time with the Department of Education taught driver edu-
cation on a daily full-time basis. 1976-1977 found 151 instructors
classified as part-time driver education teachers. This represented
70.6 percent of the total responding to this item.

Only ten respondents (4.7%) felt their course work had poorly pre-
pared them to teach driver education. One hundred twenty-six respond-
ents indicated that their college preparation course in driver education
was satisfactory in preparing them to teach the subject.

Driver educators shared responsibilites with numerous disciplines
in the school system. The largest number of driver education teachers

had responsibilities in physical education. Upon investigating
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extracurricular activities, it was found that 13.1 percent of the in-
structors were also coaches.

The instructors showed the greatest interest in taking future col-
lege courses pertaining to innovative methods in driver education, alco-
hol and the driver, problems in driver education, and principles of
accident prevention. An overwhelming 93.5 percent of the instructors
indicated that they would take additional courses in traffic safety
education.

A majority of the instructors (77.6%) favored an increase in the
driver education certification requirement from one course.

The program information questionnaire concerned the driver educa-
tion program in public schools of Hawaii, and was filled out by the
State Coordinator of Driver Education.

The program data were divided into various sections. It was noted
that only ten percent of the students eligible (52,278) to receive a
high school course in driver education did so. Of the 10,400 parochial=-
private school students eligible to take driver education, 34.7 percent
did so.

Since the driver education program in Hawaii schools is offered
after the regular school day, it is considered an extra-curricular acti-
vity. Students are charged a $10.00 fee to take driver education in
Hawaii public schools. The cost per student to the state of Hawaii to
complete a driver education course is $60.50.

No credit is given for completion of a driver education course, nor
is there a current curriculum guide for driver education teachers.

The driver education program obtains cars from automobile dealers

on a loan basis for $1.00 a year per vehicle. During the 1976-1977
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school year, 62 driver education cars were used in the state program in
Hawaii. Thirty hours of classroom instruction and six hours of behind-
the-wheel instruction comprise the standard offering. The program is
offered after the regular school day, on weekends, during the summer re-
cess, and on holidays.

There are no simulation units or driving ranges in use by the
Hawaii Department of Education.  No full-time driver education teachers
are employed by the State and no administrator has only one assigned
area of driver education.

The only special program in the state is for the drop outs. Spe-

cial student populations receive no specific preparation in driver edu-

cation.



CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

Chapter IV contained a summary of the data of the study. It was
presented in two sections, the individual instructor data and the program
data. This chapter will summarize the study, draw conclusions based upon

the data, and offer recommendations.
Summary

The purpose of this study was: (1) to survey the literature concern-
ing studies of driver and traffic safety education programs; (2) to ascer-
tain the state of the art of driver education programs in Hawaii public
schools for the year 1976-1977; (3) to determine a profile of the Hawaii
driver education instructor; (4) to determine the instructor's attitude
toward college courses in driver and traffic safety education; and (5) to
determine the instructor's attitude toward higher certification require-
ments in teaching driver education.

A review of relevant literature was made. It included studies of
driver education programs conducted by state educational organizations,
private organizations, and individuals. Additional studies related to
teacher certification, federal and state standards, the education of
traffic and safety specialists; and the role of driver education in the

school were also reviewed.

Questionnaires regarding the individual driver education teachers
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were prepared and provided to every known certified driver educator in
Hawaii. A driver education program questionnaire was also prepared and
sent to the state coordinator of driver education. A total of 214 indi-
vidual questionnaires were returned: a 89.16 percent return.

The data that pertained to individual instructors were divided into

the following sections: educational background, teaching experience,

driver education teaching inventory, driver education courses, and certi-

fication.

The portion of the study that pertained to the state program was
organized into the following sections: eligible population, .special pro-

grams, administration and resources, classroom phase, laboratory phase,

staff, and administration.
Narrative descriptions were written and frequency tables were made

for various questions of the study instrument. The number of responses

and the percentage of the total number of active responses was shown in

each table.
The major findings of the study are:

1. Seventy-nine percent of the driver education instructors had at

least a bachelor's degree.

2. The majority of the responding instructors received teacher pre-

paration in physical education.

3. Thirty-eight instructors had never taken a college-level driver

education course.

4, No driver education program in Hawaii public schools was offer-

ed during the regular day.
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5. Ninety-five percent of the driver education instructors indicat-
ed that courses in preparing them to teach driver education were satis-
factory.
6. The suggested driver and traffic safety courses that created the
greatest interest among the driver educators were Innovative Methods in
Driver Education; Alcohol and the Driver, Problems in Driver Education,
aﬁd frinciples of Accident Prevention.
7. Over 93 percent (93.5%) of the instructors indicated that they
would take additional course work in traffic safety education.
8. Seventy-seven percent of the instructors favored an increase in
the driver education certification requirement.
9. Only ten percent of the eligible public school studenﬁs received
a high school driver education course; and 34 percent (34.6%) of the eli-
gible private school students received a high school driver education
course.
10. Driver education in the Hawaii public schools is taught only
after the regular school day, on wcekends, holiday, or durinq the recess.
11. No credit is givén toward high school graduation for taking
driver education.

12. It costs a stﬁdent $10.00 to take driver education, and it costs
the state $60.50 per student to offer it.

13. The basic 30-hour classroom and 6-hour behind-the-wheel program
.is the only program offered in the state.

14. No courses are offered to séecial populations.

15. High schocl drop outs may take driver education.
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Discussion of Findings

Based on the stated purpose of this study, the conditions under
which it was conducted, and the findings from the analysis of the data,

the following discussion is provided.

Instructors

1. The "part-time" driver education program is. widely accepted in
Hawaii public schools. Part-time driver education teachers, usually
teaching driver education during their own time, show little concern to-
ward curriculum development, innovation of new programs, and administra-
tion of the course. Little pressure has been created by administrative
staff toward professional improvement of individual staff members. Since
the program is taught outside the school curriculum, a part-time instruc-
tor, paid on an hourly basis, is aécepted.

2. The program being offered outside the regular school day had an
established hourly pay schedule for instructors. The hourly pay schedule
was based on driver education teaching experience.

3. Many instructors were teaching driver education with minimal
traffic safety education preparation. It has been noted previously that
43 instructors (20.1%) reported not having completed a college level
course of teacher preparation in driver education. Ten instructors (4.7%)
were not ceitified to teach dfiver education. Of the 214 instructors re-
sponding to the questionnaire, 191 had received nine or less semester
hours of credits in driver education.

4. Many teaching disciplines were represented by the driver educa-

tors in Hawaii. Driver educators in Hawaii represent all the regular
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teaching disciplines. The desire for extra financial assistance in the
after-school, Saturday, and summer programs, and the relative ease in
obtaining certification was attractive and encouraged teachers from all
subject areas to move into this field.

5. The level of experience and the amount of education other than in
driver education in Hawaii driver educators was commendable. The Hawaii
driver educator possessed 8.3 years (median) of total teaching experi-
ence, and 5.0 years (median) of driver education teaching experience.

The Hawaii driver educator has distinguished himself by obtaining addi-
tional university credit hours over the bachelor's degree. These advanc-
ed credits, however, have seldom been in the areas of traffic and safety
education.

6. Most Hawaii driver educators received their basic driver educa-
tion professional education preparation in Hawaii at the University of
Hawaii-Manoa or through the Department of Education. As recently as 1974,
it was not possible to take any courses in driver and traffic safety
education in Hawaii above the baéic course. This would account for the
absence of any extensive advanced preparation among Hawaii driver educa-
tors. One program has been developed since 1974, offering 24 university
semester hours in traffic and safety education at the University of
Hawaii at Manoa.

7. Most instructors in the state began teaching driver education at
a later date than they began teaching. This fact can be explained in part
by the relatively new position of driver education in the schools of
Hawaii. Since no college course work was offered in driver education in
Hawaii, the students did not take courses to prepare them to teach high

school driver education. Many instructors were teaching in other subject
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areas prior to being attracted to this field, usually for financial rea-
sons.

8. The teachers of driver education in Hawaii teach the courses at
times other than during the regular school day. The possibility that the
instructor working at a second job is less dedicated to the job than to
his primary responsibility is a valid concern. Another concern, discov-
ered through conversations with Hawaii driver education teachers, is the
fact that students receive the classroom phasé from one instructor and
the laboratory phase from a different instructor. The possibility of a
lack of coordination between the two is feared.

9. 1Interest in simulation and ranges differed considerably'from in-
structors to the state administration. Very little interest was shown at
the state level in incorporating simulation and/or off-street driving
ranges into the state driver education program. Over 64 percent (64.5%)
of the instructors indicated an interest in taking basic simulation and
range courses, if offered.

Officials indicated that they were not interested in such programs
because of the expense involved. This may indicate that the administra-
tion is content with the present program.

10. Courses in traffic safety education would be taken by driver
educators in Hawaii if the right provisions could be made. It is easy to
blame the instructors for not taking the initiative in obtaining more
course work. The absence of course work at available institutions of
higher education must also be recognized. The study indicated the will-
ingness of driver educators to take additional course work.

11. Although the majority of the instructors in the state met the

minimum standards of 1977, most of them favored higher certification for
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the future. The need for more professional preparation in driver educa-
tion was evident to most instructors in the field. This fact, coupled
with the previous conclusion, would tend to show the need for the develop-
ment of more traffic safety education programs and courses. The before
mentioned evidence, along with the certification standards from other
states (summarized in Appendix B), indicate a need for the Department of

Education to review the minimum driver education certification standard

in Hawaii.
Programs

1. Hawaii driver eduation programs are taught after regulaf school
hours, on weekends, on holidays, and during the school recess. This is
possibly the major factor of causing so few Hawaiian high school students
to take driver education.

Because of a statevlaw, driver‘education cannét be taught during the
regular school day in Hawaii. Hence, only 10 percent of the public
school students eligible to receive driver education training do so. Only
13.83 percent of the entire eligible'students to receive driver education
do so.

2. The only special programs in driver education are for school
drop outs. No specific number is available since the students are found
in adult night classes and in the afternoon classes; No special classes
are conducted for the physicaliy handicapped, mildly mentally handicap-
ped, or hearing-impaired students.

As might be‘expected with minimum resources being devoted to driver

education, very few special programs were in existence in Hawaii schools.
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It would appear that any special students, handicapped, educable mental-
ly retarded, deaf, etc. were expected to fit into the regular programs.

3. Due to an absence of supplemental funds, the state program
charged the students a $10.00 fee to take driver education.

Hawaii did not have a supplemental aid program. Thus, the state sub-
districts absorbed the costs of the program into their regular budget.

4. Although basic administrative support (permanent records and the
provision of textbooks) appeared adequate, definite weaknesses were noted
in areas of in-service education, orientation, and the use of curriculum
guides.

Permanent records are required by the Department of Education and
the provision of textbooks has become a basic part of the educational
process. Consequently, the State kept records on the number of students
enrolling and completing the driver education program and provided texts
as well. In-service education, orientation, and tﬁe development of cur-
riculum guides demand special attention. Since no full-time person is
assigned to driver education, at the state or local school level these
special aspects of the program are neglected.

5. No grade and no credit is given for driver education.

No credit is given for any aspect of the driver education program
in the state. Pass-fail grades are used in the evaluation of students
in the course.

6. The classroom and the laboratory portions of the program are of
the national recognized minimum standard of 30 hours classroom instruc-
tion and 6 hours in car instruction.

The average classroom session after school is 51 to 60 minutes in
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length. On weekends and during thc summcr, the classroom phase is 91 to
120 minutes in length. The classroom phase is 30 hours in length;

The laboratory phase is 6 hours in Jength. This portion of the pro-
gram is offered at the discretion of the instructor--with the incentive
of extra pay being a factor in this portion of the program being extended
throughout the year. The behind-the-wheel phase of instruction is limit-
ed to 20 to 30 minutes for each student after the regular schbol day. On
weekends and summérs, this time is 51 to 60 minutes in length.

7. The state has very little interest in implementing simulation or
driving range progréms. The driving range concept is employed by a few
instructors on various parking lots, although these lots are not marked
off or secured as driving ranges.

No simulators are employed by the state driver education program.
Once there were simulators used by the Department of Education, but they
were not shown to be economically feasible for an after-school program.
The United States Army at Schofield Barracks has simulators for their
personnel, and the Rehabilitation llospital of the Pacific is purchasing
simulators for their program. Neither of these offerings is part of ﬁhe

Department of Education program.
Recommendations

The followiné recommendations are made based on the evidence and
conclusions derived from the study and the experience, observations, and
interviews conducted by the author.

1. The state law banning driver education during the regular school

day should be repealed. This would allow for more students to take the
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course, and to take it at a time when less traffic is on the roadways.

2. Supplemental financial aid is needed for public high school
driver education. This appears to be a major hope in achieving the goal
of expanded programé, full-time personnel, and full-year programs. This
financial aid should be allocated in such a way that a quality program
will be rewarded for offering more learning experiences, utilizing more
highly prepared instructors, and in general offering a more complete cur-
riculum.

3. Encouragement for special driver education programs (handicap-
ped, EMR, etc.) must come from all sources: the public, higher educa-
tion, state and federal levels of government.

4. Additional manpower is needed in the Department of Education to
handle administrative work necessary in curriculum, certification, and
program development.

5. A driver education program administrative guide should be devel-
oped and distributed to all driver education teachers and administrators
of driver education.

6. A driver education curriculum guide for the instructors needs to
be developed, field tested, and utilized in the high school program.

7. Requirements for teacher certification need to be increased to
the national minimum recommendation of 12 semester credit hours.

8. The development of a comprehensive teacher preparation program
in traffic safety education at institutions of higher learning is needed
--possibly a graduate program would be most attractive.

9. Extension courses and workshops should be arranged for the pre-

sent driver education teachers.
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10. The implementation of driver education into the full-time
school program with the full-time driver education teachers should be
encouraged.

11. The availability of consultant assistance for local driver edu-
cation programs must be encouraged and promoted by educational institu-
tions, public and private agencies, and various levels of governmental
educational agencies.

12. A state professional organization of traffic safety educators
should be started.

13. The Department of Education should organize a "blue-ribbon"
committee of educators, public support personnel, and outside resource
persons to study this report and make recommendations as to future
courses of action.

14, An educational campaign should be organized to create a greater
public interest in and understanding of traffic safety education in gen-
eral, and of driver education in particular.

15. The Department of Education should keep more accurate and de-
tailed records to facilitate future research and evaluation.

16. Records need to be maintained at the state level to determine
the need for new driver education teachers.

These recommendations, although based on the study of the Hawaii
program and personnel, may well apply to other states. It is hoped that

other states consider these recommendations in the light of their programs.
Recommendations for Further Research

The following recommendations for further research are made as a

result of findings of this study.
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1. A similar study should be conducted in all states.

2. A follow-up, comprehensive study should be conducted in Hawaii
for the purpose of evaluating future programs. Results from this study
could provide an initial overview.

3. An evaluation of the effectiveness of driver education when
taught by full-time driver education teachers compared to part-time driv-
er education teachers is needed.

4. An evaluation of the effectiveness of drivgr education when
taught by professionals and para-professionals that have had the same
teacher preparation courses.

5. An evaluation of other traffic safety education programs in
Hawaii in regard to their availability and effectiveness.

6. Additional research is suggested to investigate driver education
effectiveness. This research may be expanded to include the depth and
recency of driver and traffic safety education course preparation.

7. Research into the effectiveness of driver education related
teaching by non-professionally prepared driver educators in subject mat-
ter closely related to driver education is suggested. AaAn examination of
the effectiveness of the teachers employed in driver iﬁprovement pro-
grams, defensive driving courses, and the preparation of professional
drivers in Hawaii should be conducted.

Driver education evolved from a recognition that preparation to
drive through effective education and training programs is basic to safe
motor vehicle operation. For many years insurance companies have been
giving reduced rates to persons completing an approved high school driver
education program. The safe and efficient movement of people and goods

over the nation's highway transportation system is fundamental to social
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and economic process in the United States. Accidents needlessly and
tragically retard this program through injuries, deaths, and economic
loss among highway users.

The average number of motor vehicle deaths per 100,000,000 miles
driven in the United States in 1977 was at the rate of 3.38 (67). 1In
1978, that rate was 3.39 (66). The State of Hawaii in 1978 averaged 3.4
deaths per 100,000,000 miles driven (67). Between January and April of
1979, the State of Hawaii had 70 highway fatalities, which placed the
average numbervof deaths per 100,000,000 miles driven at 4.9 (27). It
is estimated that the national death rate will be even higher in 1979
than the previous year (29).

Education has always been viewed as the fundamental instrument in
shaping the citizen, for the school is the most universal of all social
institutions. The final analysis is that the purpose of schools is to
help young people develop. School is the only social institution that
seeks contact with all young persons. Since the American society is ori-
ented to the use of motor vehicles, it appears that one of the most
effective means to educate persons who will operate such vehicles is to

conduct comprehensive programs in traffic safety education in the schools.
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GEORGE R ARIYOSHI
GQVERNOR

CHARLES G. CLARK
SUPERINTENDENT

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
P.O. BOX 2360
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96804

OFFICE OF INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES

September 15, 1977

Dear Educator:

Mr. Earl Hansen, Director of Traffic and Safety, University of

Hawaii, is conducting a survey to determine the state of Driver Education
in Hawaii.

Please take some of your time to complete the enclosed gquestionnaire
and return it in the prepaid envelope. Your contribution will play an im-

portant part in which direction the driver education program in Hawaii
should be moving.

Thank you for your time and professionalism in this endeavor.

Sincerely,
DN, Here
Samuel M. Gon

Program Specialist
Student Services

SMG/ds

Enclosures
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University of Hawaii at Manoa

College of Education
Curriculum & Instruction
Wist Hall Annex 2e 1776 University Avenue
Honolulu, Hawaii 96822 » Cable Address: UNIHAW

January 25, 1979

Mr. Duane Schmidt

Traffic Safety Department of Education
233 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE 68508

Dear Mr. Schmidt:

In conducting research, I am requesting specific information regarding

the driver education program in your state. Please answer the questions
that follow:

1. How many university or college credits are required for
teacher certification in your state?

2. Have any studies been conducted in your state? If so,

may I have a complete copy of the study if possible; or
a synopsis of the study?

The earliest response to the above questions will greatly assist the

State of Hawaii in evaluating the certification standards for driver
education students.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.
Sincerely,

Zal E fanwr

Earl E. Hansen, Director
Traffic and Safety Education

EEH/1ln
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A survey of the certification requirements for driver education

teachers in 49 states and Puerto Rico showed the following requirements:

State

1.
2.
3.

4.

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
l6.
17.
18.
19.
20.

21.
22.
23.
24.
25,
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

Alabama (1)
Alaska (8)

Arizona (going to 12 hrs) (56)

Arkansas (3)

California (67)

. Colorado (82)

Connecticut (67)

Delaware (9)

. Florida (14)
. Georgia (16)

Idaho (33)
Hawaii (11)
Illinois (36)
Indiana (83)
Iowa (37)
Kansas (42)
Kentucky (47)
Louisiana (48)
Maine (7)

Maryland (50)

Massachusetts (90)
Michigan (59)
Minnesota (54)
Mississippi (91)
Missouri (5)
Montana (20}
Nebraska (68)
Nevada (30)

New Hampshire (71)
New Jersey (67)

Credit

Minor~-18 semester hours
11 semester hours

6 or 9 semester hours depending on
institution

6 semester hours
12 semester hours
12 semester hours
18 guarter hours
12 semester hours
Meet state competencies
15 quarter hours
4 semester hours
1 course

16 semester hours
12 semester hours
15 semester hours

12 semester hours

12 semester hours

12 semester hours
12 semester hours

Professional Certificate~-18 semes-
ter hours

Paraprofessional-~150 hours workshop
18 semester hours

8 semester hours

12 guarter hours

12 semester hours

21 semester hours

12 quarter hours

6 semester hours, subject to change
5 semester hours

12 semester hours

3 semester hours



State

31.
32.

33.
34.
35.

36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.

45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.

‘New Mexico (72)

New York (73)

North Carolina (21)
North Dakota (45)
Ohio (19)

Oklahoma (89)
Oregon (79)
Pennsylvania (84)
Puerto Rico (12)
Rhode Island (52)
South Carolina (67)
South Dakota (67)
Tennessee (67)

Texas (80)

Utah (41)

Vexrmont (77)
Virginia (95)
Washington (28)
West Virginia (99)
Wisconsin (101)

Wyoming (102)
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Credit

12 semester hours

Professional Certificate-~-6 semester
hours

Permanent--12 semester hours

30 semester hours

30 semester hours

6 semester hours or 9 quarter hours

Paraprofessional-~120 instructor's
hours

21 semester hours
12 quarter hours
12 semester hours
1 high school course
3 semester hours
6 semester hours
8 semester hours
15 quarter hours

6 semester hours for high school
teacher

9 semester hours for high school
supervisor

12 semester hours for paraprofes-
sional

22 quarter hours

12 semester hours

6 semester hours

12 quarter hours; 8 semester hours
15 semester hours

22 semester hours

12 semester hours
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Individual Instructor Questionnaire

Instructions: The questionnaire has been designed so that the letter
answers may be transferred from the questionnaire to computer
data cards.

Please answer all of the questions with only one letter in each
blank provided.

How much education have you completed as of August, 19777

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
£.

g.

Less than a bachelor's degree

Bachelor's degree

Bachelor's degree plus some graduate work
Master's degree

Master's degree plus some work toward a doctorate
Doctorate :

More than a doctorat

Please use the letters of the responses to answer the next two
questions.

What is your major field?

What is your minor field?

Responses:

a. Administration
"b. Agriculture

c. Business Education

d. Elementary Education

e. English

f. Foreign Language

g. Guidance and Counseling
h. History

i. Industrial Arts

3. Mathematics

k. Physical Education

1. Sciences

m. Social Studies

n. Other

Are you certificated to instruct driver education in Hawaii?
a. Yes b. No

Where did you receive the major part of the college/in-service
credits you have in driver education courses?

a.
b.
C.

University of Hawaii-~Manoa
BYU--Hawaii

University of Hawaii--Hilo

(Continued on next page)



P.

University of Hawaii~-Continuing Education
Department of Education--State of Hawaii

school
school
school
school
school
school
school
school

i

tion

in
in
in
in
in
in
in
in

the
the
the
the
the
the
the

state of California
state of Oregon
State of Washington
state of Arizona
Midwest

East

South

a foreign country
Schools outside of areas mentioned
I have received equal numbers of credits from two or more of
the above schools
I have never taken any college~level courses in driver educa-
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What was the last year in which you receéived college credit for
any driver education course?

a.
b.

1977
1976
1975
1974
1973
1972
1971
1970-1967
1966~1963
1962-1960
1956-1959
1952-1955
1948-1951
1944-1947
Before 19

44

I have never taken any college courses in driver education

How many semester credit hours have your earned in driver educa-
tion or related subjects?

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

omw

0
1-
4-
7-
1

0-12

How many D.O.E.
education or related subjects?

£. 13-15
g. 16-18
h. 19-21
i. 21-24

j. 25 or more

"B" in-service credits have your earned in driver

d. 7-9
e. 10-12
£f. 13~15



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
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How well would you say the courses you have taken in driver edu-
cation have prepared you to teach the subject?

a. Very well

b. Satisfactorily

c. Poorly

d. I have not taken any driver education courses

How many years have you been a teacher in any subject:
a. Less than 1l g. 10-12

b. 1 h. 13-15

c. 2 i. 16-18

d. 3 j. 19-21

e. 4-6 k. 21-24

£. 7-9 1. 25 or more

How many years have you been a driver education instructor?
a. Less than 1l g. 10-12

b. 1 h. 13-15

c. 2 i. 1l6-18

d. 3 j. 19-21

e. 4-6 k. 21-24

£. 7-9 1. 25 or more

What was your involvement with the driver education program at
your school during the 1976-1977 school year?

a. Full-time (80% time or more)
b. Part-time (less than 80% time)
¢. I did not teach driver education last year

What is your involvement with the driver education program at
your school this year?

a. Full-time (80% time or more)
b. Part-time (less than 80% time)
c. I am not teaching driver education this year

What is the normal daily teaching load for your school district?

a. Less than 4 hours "~ e. 7 hours

b. 4 hours f. 8 hours

c¢. 5 hours g. More than 8 hours
d. 6 hours

How much time during the normal school day do you spend teaching
driver education?

a. Less than 1 hour

b. 1 hour~l1l hour, 59 minutes
c. 2 hours-2 hours, 59 minutes
d. 3 hours-3 hours, 59 minutes
e. 4 hours—-4 hours, 59 minutes
f. 5 hours-5 hours, 59 minutes

(Continued on next page)



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
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g. 6 hours-6 hours, 59 minutes

h. 7 hours-7 hours, 59 minutes

i. 8 hours or more

j. I do not teach driver education during the normal school day

How many days per week did you teach driver education last
summer?

a. 0--I did not teach driver education last summer.
b.

c.
d.
e.
£.
g.
h.

N O W

How many hours per week did you teach driver education last
summer?

a. 0--I did not teach driver education last year
b. 1-10

c. 11-20
4. 21-30
e. 31-40
f. 41-50
g. b51-60
h. 61-70

i. 70 or more

Did you teach driver education after school during the September
1976 to June- 1977 school year?

a. Yes b. No

Are you teaching driver education after school during the current
school year?

a. Yes b. No

Did you teach driver education on Saturdays during the 1976-1977
school year? :

a. Yes b. No

Are you  teaching driver education on Saturdays during the current
1977-78 schocl year?

a. Yes _ b.: No

Did you teach driver education on Sundays during the 1976-1977
school year?

a. Yes b. No
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___23. Are you teaching driver education on Sundays during the current
school year?

a.

Yes b. No

We are interested in determining the general responsibilities of
driver education instructors. Please indicate the percentage of time
you are devoting during the current school year to each of the follow-
ing activities by placing the appropriate letter in each of the blanks

provided.

The total should add to 100 percent. (Mark a for each activ-

ity that does not apply to you.)

Responses:
a. O0%--does not apply to me
b. 1-10%
c. 11-20%
d. 21-30%
e. 31-40%
f. 41-50%
g. b51-60%
h. 61-70%
i. 71-80%
j. 81-90%
k. 91-100%

24. Administration

25. Agriculture

26, Business Education

27. Driver Education

28, Elementary Education
29. English

30. Foreign Language

31l. Guidance and Counseling

32. History

33. Industrial Arts

34. Junior High School

35. Mathematics

36. Physical Education

37. Sciences
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___ 38. social studies
___39. Other

We are also interested in the involvement of driver education
instructors in extra-curriculum activities. Please indicate the per-
centage of time you are devoting during the current school year to each
of the following extra-curricular activities by placing the appropriate
letter in each of the blanks. The total should add to 100 percent.
(Mark a for each activity that does not apply to you.)

Responses:

0--does not apply to me
1-10%
11-20%
21-30%
31-40%
41-50%
51-60%
61-70%
71-80%
81-90%
91-100%

AU DQ MO 0D e

40. Coaching

41. speech and/or debate
42. Dramatics |

43. Clubs

44. Journalism

45, Others

The following is a list of possible courses in the area of Traf-
fic and Safety Education. Please indicate your interest in taking indi-
vidual courses by placing the letter corresponding to your degree of

interest in the blank provided. Be sure to indicate a choice for each
blank. ——

Responses:
a. Very interested
b. Somewhat interested
c. Not interested
46. Driver Behavior and Personality

47. Highway Engineering and Traffic Controls

48. Motor Vehicle Administration



49.

50.

51.

52,

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

60.

6l.
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Basic Auto Mechanics and Auto Systems

Principles of Accident Prevention

Alcohol and the Driver

Methods of Teaching Motorcycle Education
Transportation Systems

Research Techniques as Related to Traffic Safety
Motor Vehicle Law and Enforcement

Administration and Supervision of Safety Education
Innovative Methods in Driver Education

Basic Simulation and Range Instruction

Would you actually take any of the above courses if they were
made available to you?

a. Yes b. No

Do you favor higher certification for driver education instruc-

tors and supervisors?

a. Yes b. No
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Program Information Questionnaire

State Driver Education Program

1. What is the total number of public school students who were
eligible to participate in your state's driver education
program last year? (September 1976 to August 1977.)

Of those public school students who were eligible for your
state's driver education program last year (see previous
question), how many completed?

2, Both the classroom and laboratory phases?
3. The classroom phase only?
4. The laboratory phase only?

5. How many parochial-private school students were eligible
to participate in your state's driver education program .

last year?

6. Of those parochial-private school students who were eligi-
ble for your state's driver education program last year

(see previous question), how many completed any aspect of
the program?

7. What is the total number of public school students who are
eligible to participate in your state's driver education
program this year? (September 1977 to August 1978.)

8. How many parochial-private school students are eligible to
participate in your state's driver education program this
year?

9. Is driver education in your state available to drop outs?

a. Yes b. No

10. Is there a separate driver education program in your state
for special education students (Educable Mentally Retard-
ed)?

11. Is there a separate driver education program in your state
for physically handicapped students?

a. Yes b. No

We are interested in knowing whether or not you charge any special
fees for those who participate in your state's driver education program
and, if so, how much you charge.



Please use the letters identifying the following responses to

answer each of the next three questions.
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Responses:

a. Nothing h. $30.01-$35.00

b. §5.00 or less i. $35.01-340.00

c. $5.01-$10.00 j. $40.01-$45.00

d. $10.01-515.00 k. $45.01-$50.00

e. §15.01-520.00 1. $50.01-$55.00

f. $20.01-%$25.00 m. $55.01 and above

g. $25.01-$30.00 g. Question is not applicable

Question:

How much do you charge for your driver education program when the stu-

dent:

12,

13.

14,

15,

l6.

17.

18.

Receives both classroom and laboratory instruction during
regular school hours?

Receives classroom instruction during regular school hours
and laboratory instruction at some time other than during
regular school hours?

Receives both classroom and laboratory instruction outside
of regular school hours?

Do you have a written curriculum guide in driver education
for your state?

a. Yes

b. Not at the moment; however, one is being prepared
c. No

d. out of print

How current is your written curriculum guide in driver edu-
cation?

a. 1-3 years old c.
b. 4~7 years old d.

8-10 years old
11 or more years old

Are enough textbooks and instructional materials available
so that each student has a copy?
a. Yes '

b. We have materials available but not separate copies for
each student
c. No

How many driver education vehicles does your state have
available?
a. O i. 71-80

(Continued on next page)
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20,

21.

22.

23.
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b. 1-10

j. 81-90
c. 11-20 k. 91-100
d. 21-30 1. 101-110
e. 31-40 m. 111-120
f. 41-50 n. 121-130
g. 51-60 o. 131-140
h. 61-70 p. 141 or more
How do you obtain your driver education vehicles?
a. Purchase e. a and c
b. Lease f. b and c¢
c. Loan g. a, b, and ¢
d. aandb h. We have no vehicles available

Do you have written agreements with car dealers on loaned
vehicles?

a. Yes

b. No

¢c. We have no loaned vehicles as indicated in the last
question.

Is credit toward graduation given for the driver education
program? '

a. Yes. Credit is given only for the completed unit which
includes both the classroom and laboratory phases.

b. Yes. Credit is given for both the classroom and labora-
tory phases separately.

c. Credit is given for the classroom phase but not the
.laboratory phase.

d. Credit is given for the laboratory phase but not the
classroom phase. '

e. No. Credit is not given for any aspect of this program.

How many credits is it possible to receive for driver edu-
cation?

a. O0--no credit is given for any aspect of the program.
b. 1/4

c. 1l/2
d. 3/4
e. 1

f. More_than 1

Are students in your driver education program graded?

a. Yes. One grade is given for the completed unit which
includes both the classroom and laboratory phases.

b. Yes. Both the classroom and laboratory phases are
graded separately.

c. The classroom phase is graded but the laboratory phase
is not.

(Continued on next page)
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d. The laboratory phase is graded but the classroom phase
is not.

e. No. Grades are not given in any aspect of this program.

‘24. What type of grades are used in your driver education pro-
gram?

~a. No grades are given for any aspect of this program as

noted in the last qguestion.

b. Pass~-fail grades are used where grades are given.

¢. Letter grades are used where grades are given.

d. Pass~fail grades are given for the classroom phase and
letter gardes are given for the laboratory phase.

e, Pass-fail grades are given for the laboratory phase
and letter grades are given for the classroom phase.

25. Are permanent records maintained for all students having
completed your driver education program?

a. Yes b. No

Classroom Phase

26. The classroom phase of driver education is:

a. Required
b. An elective
c. Not offered

27. The classroom phase of driver education is taught as:

a. A separate subject
b. A unit within another subject
c. Not offered

28. At what grade level(s) is classroom instruction in driver
education offered during the regular school year?

a. Grade 9 - g. Grades 11 and 12

b. Grade 10 h. Grades 9, 10, and 11

c. Grade 11 i. Grades 10, 11, and 12

d. Grade 12 j. Grades 9, 10, 11, and 12

e.. Grades 9 and 10 k. Classroom instruction is not

f. Grades 10 and 11 offered dquring regular school
vear

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each
of the next four questions.

Responses:
a. 1-20 h. 51~75
b. 21-25 i. 76-100

(Continued on next page)



c. 26-30
d. 31-35
e. 36-40
f. 41-45
g. 46-50
Question:

1lo

101-125

126~150

151 or more

The classroom phase is not
offered at this time

How large is the average size class in the classroom phase when instruc-

tion is offered:

29. During the regular school day?

30. After school?

31l. On weekends?

32, During the summer?

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each of
the next four questions.

Resgponses:
a. 20-30
b. 31-40
c. 41-50
d. 51-60
e. 61-75
Question:

minutes
minutes
minutes
minutes
minutes

76~90 minutes

91-120 minutes

Longer than 120 minutes
The classroom phase is not
offered at this time

How long is the average class period in the classroom phase when instruc-

tion is offered:

33. During the regular school day?

34. After school?

35. On weekends?

36. During the summer?

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each of
the next four questions.

Responses:
a. 1
b. 2
c. 3
d. 4

5

6

7

The classroom phase is not
offered at this time
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Question:

How many times per week do the students meet for instruction in the
classroom phase when instruction is offered:

37. During the regular school day?
38. After school?

39. On weekends?

40. During the summer?

Please use the letters of the follow1ng responses to answer each
of the next four questions.

Responses:

a. Less than 29 e. 46-=50

b. 30 . £. 61-90

c. 31-36 g. 91 or more

d. 37-45 h. The classroom phase is not
offered at this time

Question:

What is the total number of hours of instruction in the classroom phase
when instruction is offered:

41. During the regular school day?
42. After school?
43. On weekends?

44. During the summer?

Laboratory Phase

45. The laboratory phase of driver education is:

a. Required
b. 2An elective
c. Not offered

46. At what grade level(s) is the laboratory phase of‘driver
education offered during the regular school year?

a. Grade 10 d. Grades 10 and 11
b. Grade 11 e. Grades 10, 11, and 12
c. Grade 12 f. Laboratory instruction is not

offered dquring the regular
school year
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47. How is the laboratory phase of your driver education pro-
gram offered?

a.
b.

C.

d.
e.
£.
g.
h.

Concurrently with classroom instruction

Immediately after the classroom phase has been com-
pleted

The laboratory phase may be taken at any time after
the classroom phase has been completed

a and b

a and c

b and ¢

a, b, and ¢

The laboratory phase is not offered

48. How many students are normally assigned to a driver educa-
tion vehicle during each instructional period?

a.
b.
c.

1 d. 4

2 e. 5

3 ‘ f. Laboratory instruction is not
offered

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each of
the next four questions.

Responses:

.

AU R DSQ OO0 D

Less than 20 minutes

20-30 minutes

31-40 minutes

41~-50 minutes

51-60 minutes

61-90 minutes

91-120 minutes

121~150 minutes

151-180 minutes

Longer than 3 hours :
The laboratory phase is not offered at this time

Question:

How long is the behind-the-wheel instructional period for an individual
student during a single laboratory session when instruction is offered:

49. During the regular school day?

50. After school?

51. On weekends?

52. During the summer?

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each of
the next questions.



Responses:

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

U w N

Question:
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6

7

More than 7

The laboratory phase is not
offered at this time

How many times a week does an individual student attend laboratory ses-

sions when instruction is offered:

-

54. After school?

55. On weekends?

56. During the summer?

53. During the regular schoocl day?

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each
of the next four questions.

Responses:

a. Less than 5
b. 5-6

c. 7-8

d. 9-10

e. 1l1-12
Question:

13-14

15-16

17-18

More than 18

The laboratory phase is not
offered at this time.

How many periods of instruction per student constitute a complete unit
in the laboratory phase when instruction is offered:

57.

58.

59.

60.

el.

During the regular school day?

After school?

On weekends?

During the summer?

How much actual behind-the-wheel driving experience does
each student receive in the laboratory phase?

a.

b.

Cc.

Less than 3 hours

3 hours
4 hours

(Continued on next page)
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63.

64.

65.

66.

R th 0

Are
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5 hours

6 hours

7 hours

8-9 hours

10-11 hours

12 hours or more

The laboratory phase is not offered

special units concerning emergency situations taught

during the laboratory phase?

a.
b.
c.

Are

a.
b.
c.

Yes
No
The laboratory phase is not offered

driving simulators used in your instruction?

Yes. All students receive instruction on simulators
Yes; however, they are not available to all students
No

At the present time, what is your state's feeling toward

the incorporation of simulation into your driver education

program?

a. Not interested

b. Somewhat interested

c. Strongly interested .

d. We already use simulators as indicated in previous
question

e. b and d

f. ¢ and 4

Do you utilize an off~street driving range in your instruc-
tions?

a.

b.

C.

At
the

Yes. All students receive instruction on an off-street
driving range

Yes; however, this type of instruction is not available
to all students

No

the present time, what is your state's feeling toward

incorporation of an off-street driving range into your

driver education program?

a.
b.
c.
d.

e.
£.

Not interested

Somewhat interested

Strongly interested

We already use an off-street driving range as indicated
in previous question

b and 4

¢ and d
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Staff and Administration

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each
of the next five gquestions.

Responses:

a. O j. 131-140

b. 1=20 k. 141-150

c. 21-40 » 1. 151-160

d. 41-60 m. 161-170

e. 61-80 n. 171-180

£. 81-100 ‘ o. 181-190

g. 101-110 : p. 190-200

h. 111-120 g. 201 and above

i. 121-130 r. Not applicable. This district

did not have a driver education
program at this time

67. How many full-time driver education instructors and/or
supervisors (80% time or more) were employed in your state

during the last regular school year? (September 1976 to
June 1977.)

68. How many additional part-time driver education instructors
and/or supervisors (less then 80% time) were employed in

your state during the last regular school year? (September
1976 to June 1977.)

69. How many instructors and/or supervisors were employed
(full- or part-time) in your state's driver education pro-
gram last summer (1977)?

70. How many full-time driver education instructors and/or
supervisors (80% time or more) are employed in your state
for the current school year?

71. How many part-time driver education instructors and/or
supervisors (less than 80% time) are employed in your state
for the current school year?

72. Of all the driver education instructors employed in your
state at any time last year (September 1976 to August 1977),
how many were fully certificated? (Based upon present cer-
tification of one course in Driver Education.)

a. 0O j. 131-140
b. 1-20 k. 141-150
c. 21-40 1. 151-160
d. 41-60 m. 161-170
e. 61-80 n. 171-180
f. 81-100 o. 181-190

(Continued on next page)
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g. 101-110 p. 191-200
h. 111-120 g. 201 and above
i. 121-130

Please use the letters of the following responses to answer each .
of the eight questions included in the next two sets of questions.

Responses:

a. On the same basic salary schedule as all other teachers

b. On the basis of a percentage of their regular yearly
salary _ -

c. On the basis of the number of students taught

d. By the day :

e. By the hour

f. On the basis of their experience in driver education

g. Other methods

h. Combinations of the above

i. We do not offer this phase of the driver education pro-
gram at this time

Question:

How are the teachers who instruct the classroom phase of your driver
education program paid when the instruction occurs:

73.

74.

75.

76.

During the regular school day?
After school?

On weékends?

During the summer?

Question:

How are the teachers who instruct the laboratory phase of your driver
education paid when the instruction occurs:

77.

78.

79.

80.

8l.

During the regular school day?
After school?

On weekends?

During the summer?

Are special orientation programs for driver education in-
structors offered at the beginning of each program?

a. Yes b. No
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82. How often are in-service training programs for driver
education instructors conducted?

a. Not at all
b. Annually

c. Semi-annually
d. Quarterly

e. Monthly

f. Weekly

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR COOPERATION.
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