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PREFACE 

The desire of the writer to increase the effectiveness of her own 

work~ and her interest in securing evidence which might explain the 

many criticisms directed toward the teachers of English in the state 

of Oklahoma led to the present study of the attitudes of teachers 

teaching English in junior high schools in Oklahoma toward their own 

knowledge of subject matter and toward their competency in .ceTtain 

teaching skills. 

The writer gratefully acknowledges her indebtedness to Pr. Ida T. 

Smith, the first chairman of the study, for her constructive criti­

cism; for her helpful attitude, and for her constant encouragement 

and faith. The writer is appreciative of the generous help of 

Dr. W. Ware Marsden, who served first as committee member and then as 

chairman of the committee. She is grateful to Dr. Paschal Twyman 

and Dr. Kenneth Wiggins, who acted as members of her advisory comrnittee 9 

for their consideration and helpful advice and criticism. 

The writer is also grateful to the State Department -0f Education 

of Oklahoma for its assistance, and to the sixteen institutions of 

higher learning of Oklahoma who graciously supplied data concerning 

preparation of teachers in Oklahoma; to the jury of experts and to the 

jury of experienced teachers for their help in improving the -instru­

ment used in the study; and to the classroom teachers who responded to 

the questionnaire. 

The writer is also deeply grateful to her husband and children for 
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thei.r patience, interest, and encouragement in the undertaking. 

· Finally, she is deeply indebted to her father, Roy A. Krumme,. for 

his.concern, interest, and support. 

Without the help of all these persons, the study could not have 

been completed. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE PROBLEM 

Introduction 

In recent years educators have shown increasing concern about the 

quantity and quality of English currently taught in the public schools 

of America. Many documents devoted to discussions of education have 

referred to the importance of English and to the greater emphasis which 

should be placed upon language instruction at all educational levels. 

Much .of this discussion has been in the· form of criticism, both justified 

and unjustified, of the teaching of English. Statements are often made 

that schools are turning out illiterates who can neither read, write, 

nor speak correctly and effectively. Because teaching and learning in 

---...any area of the curriculum are influenced by the instruction in the area, 

the teacher of English has been subjected to severe criticism. The 

adequately prepared and competent teacher is still the central element 

in the English prog;ram and even critics realize that the finest courses 

of study, the most up-to-date school plants, and the most expensive books­

may not necessarily produce the desired results in preparing students 

who are competent in English. 

Authorities have long recognized that attitudes of teachers have a 

great impact upon the effectiveness of their teaching. Authorities have 

also recognized that the feelings of the teachers with respect to their 

l 
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own competency greatly affect the quality of their teaching. A study of 

the attitudes of teachers of English toward their own competencies may, 

therefore, provide insights which can be used in planning and guiding 

programs for the preparation of teachers df English. 

Statement of the Problem 

Several studies reflecting a national interest concerning the teach­

ing of English have been conducted in the past five years. The conclu­

sion from the resulting data is that a high proportion of English 

teachers know much less about their subject than they should know in 

order to teach it well. The need for more competent teachers of English 

is evident. The competent teacher of English should have mastered the 

subject matter of that discipline so that his self-assurance and self­

confidence with respect to his academic competence is complete. More~ 

over, the teacher, to be successful, must be confident of his competency 

in the skills necessary to teach his subject effectively. 

The current study is, therefore, con,cerned with the feelings of 

teachers who are currently teaching English in approved· junior high 

schools of Oklahoma toward the1r own academic and professional competence. 

It is also concerned with whether or not significant differences exist 

among these teachers in terms of certain selected factors in their educa-­

tional backgrounds and experiences. 

Definition of Terms 

For the purpos~~ of this study, it is necessary to define certain 

terms as they are to be used: 
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"Academic preparation" refers to course work in the language arts 

field. This includes prepar~tion in the fields of English, Speech, and 

Journalism. 

The term "professional education'° refers to courses having to do 

with practical experience in the classroom, acquaintance with methods· 

of teaching, certain understandings about research, learning, human 

growth and development, and the role of the school in society. 

"Approved" refers to approval by the State Department of Education~. · 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 

The Purposes of the Study 

There are two purposes for the study. The major purpose is to 

determine the feelings of confidence with which teachers of English in 

approved junior high schools of Oklahoma view their own academic and 

professional competence. 

The second purpose is to compare the confidence evidenced by these 

teachers with such factors as the type of institution in which the 

teachers were prepared, the highest degree held 9 the courses taken, 

participation in professional organizations, type of certi fi cation 9 source 

of certification, and teaching experience. 

Need for the Study 

Quality teaching is the result of continued search for greater in­

sight and constant effort to improve skills and efficiency. The compe­

tent teacher has been defined as follows: (1) as a director of learning; 

(2) as a mediator of the culture; (3) as a counselor and guidance worker; 



(4) as a member of the school community; (5) as a liason between the 

school and the community; and (6) as a member of the profession. 1 

4 

Concern with the quality and competency of teachers has accelerated 

in the last decade. The public in general and the state and federal 

governments in particular are examining not only the programs in the 

schools but also the quality and preparation of teachers. Professional 

educators and academic groups are studying the problems of teacher quali-

fications, preparation, and certification; examining the demands created 

by universal education in a democratic society; and experimenting with 

means of securing enough qualified teachers to meet the continuing in-

crease in enrollment5 through the education system. 

In order to perform with maximum efficiency a teacher should have 

confidence in his own competency. The assumption is made that compe-

tency depends upon preparation. 

To use the English language as an effective instrument of thought 

expression and communication, to learn to gather facts and to examine 

experience with clarity of critical thought, to organize ideas and in-

formation clearly for communication to others, to develop a sense of 

security in the use of language, and to develop ability to think, speak, 

write, read, and listen constitute major purposes of instruction in 

English. To fulfill these functions, the teacher of English must attain 

competency in keeping with the level of achievement desirable for the 

pupil. Thus a study of the self-assessment of teachers engaged in 

1Alfred H. Grornmon, "Preparing Teachers of English," College E.!l~lish 
November, 1957, p. 351. 
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teaching English in Oklahoma junior high schools in relation to their 

preparation should reveal information of importance to state department 

·officials, dire ct ors of certification, colleges preparing and certifying 

teachers, placement bureau officials, superintendents, principals, and 

the Oklahoma and Nation~l Councils of Teachers of English. 

Hypotheses of the Study 

The study is based on the hypothesis that the confidence of teachers 

employed to teach English in the junior high schools of Oklahoma is re-

lated to their academic and professional training and to their teaching 

experience. 

Although formal preparation does not guarantee that a teacher will 

be a good teacher~ it does give at l..;ast the assurance of a sound basis 

on which to buildo Literature relating to the adequate preparation of 

teachers of English shows that the teacher of English should, in addition 

to his preparation in general education, have extensive training in his 

teaching major: in the English language, in composition, in literature, 

in speech, in dramatics, and in journalismo Diverse as his professional 

responsibilities are, he is a teacher of the English language as a medium 

of communication through oral and written composition, as a finished 

artistic product through the teaching of literature, and as a phenomenon 

that makes society possible. 2 

The professional education of the teacher of English should help 

the teacher focus.his entire college education upon how he may help his 

2Alfred H. Grommon, ed., Ih.e. Education of. I.e.a.cll.eJ::..s. Qf E.nglish, The 
National Council of Teachers of English (New York, 1963) p. 2460 
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pupils learn9 counsel them, make them aware of the culture in which they 

live and of other cultures in the world, and meet his responsibilities 

as a member of a school staff and of a profession. Formal preparation 

in the professional education of the teacher of English should include 

practical courses in methods of teaching English, practice teaching in 

English classes, courses in remedial teaching, courses in psychology, 

espe,cially those offering useful insights for solving common problems 

3 
of pedagogy, class management or individual differences in large classes. ·· 

Theoretically, such a program should produce teachers who are con-

fident of their academic and professional competence. Not all persons 

teaching English are graduates of such a program. Moreover, the programs 

of preparations, although following rather a general pattern or framework, 

vary greatly from school to school. This study, therefore, is an attempt 

to relate the confidence of the teachers responding to such factors in 

thei~ background as: 

type· of institution for undergraduate work 
type of institution for graduate work 
highest degree and date of highest degree held 
date of last college hours 
date of last college hours in English preparation 
number of hours in English taken since Oklahoma certification 
improvement in preparation to teach English 
partitipati6n in National Council of Teachers of English 
pafticipation in Oklahoma Council of Teachers of English 
college major or majors undergraduate and graduate 
college minor or minors undergraduate and graduate 
courses taken in language arts area, both undergraduate and graduate 
type of certificate on which currently assigned 
subject field or fields certified in secondary education 
total years teaching experience including 1964-65 
total years teaching English 
number of classes of English teaching per day 
number of classes of other subjects teaching per day 

3Ibid.~ P• 317. 



7 

average class size of English classes 
provision of supervisory assistance from a specialist in teaching 

language arts 

The study is also based on the hypothesis that a stratified random 

sampling, ,with data treated by the Chi-Square formula, will reveal signifi-

cant differences among teachers in relation to the above variables. These 

data can be regarded as significant and not due to chance when the proba-

bility level is .05 or less. 

Basic Assumptions 

The study is based on the assumptions that feelings of competency 

are essential· for efficient teaching; that competency is related to 

preparation; and that recommendations for the preparation of competent 

teachers of English exist in professional literature relating to junior 

high school teaching and the teaching of English. 

Scope of the Study 

The study includes a sampling of those teachers who teach two or 

more classes of English in the seventh, eighth, or ninth grades of those 

schools in Oklahoma which have approved junior high schools. A list of 

305 approved junior high schools was obtained from the State Department 

of Education of Oklahoma. A letter was sent to the principal of each of 

the 305 approved junior high schools to obtain the number of teachers in 

each school who met the criteria of the study. The schools were then 

grouped into three regions according to geographic location in the eastern~ 

central, and ~estern areas of the state. The schools to be used in the 

study were chosen, at random, in proportion to the number of the approved 
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junior high schools in each geographical section until the desired total 

of 400 teacher respondents was obtained. This constituted stratified 

random sampling. 

Limitations of the Study 

The writer recognizes several 1 imitations for the study. First, 

the study is limited by the use of a check list as the instrument for 

collecting data. The validity of responses given depends on the willing­

ness of the. respondents to cooperate, their honesty in answering, and 

the motivating interest of the respondents. 

The second limitation concerns the instrument. The instrumeht con­

tained two sections, a teacher self-assessment section and a personal 

data section. The teacher self-assessment section asked for a degree 

of confidence in the teacher's own academic competence and a degree of 

confidence in the teacher's ability to teach certain specific ar~as in 

the language arts field. The assessment section asked also for a degree 

of confidence in competency to use certain specific practices, materials 9 

and devices, to organize and control a classroom, to direct plays, assem­

blies cJ.nd newspapers, and to handle heterogeneous, homogeneous, and un- · 

graded' classes. The data sheet section requested certain information 

concerning the educational background of the respondent. These variables 

are listed in more detail on page 6. One of these variables concerned 

the grouping and totaling of semester hours in literature, composition, 

speech, journalism, and other related areas in the language arts field. 

The w~iter recognizes that the grouping and totaling of semester hours 

is tedious work and that a degree of error on the part of some respondents 

exists. 
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A further limitation of the study is that questions may be misunder­

stood and incorrect answers may have been given inadvertently" Further­

more,· all respondents may not have answered· the questions within the 

same frame of reference" 

Procedures 

Several different procedures were essential to the study" First, a 

survey was made of available professional literature relative to the atti­

tudes of teachers, the preparation of teachers of English with respect 

to their own competenci.es, and the certificati.on of teachers of Engl:tsh 

in Oklahoma. 

Next, a lettei was sent to each of the 16 colleges and universities 

in Oklahoma which are approved by the State Board of Education to carry on 

teacher-education programs with a request for a copy of their require­

ments for a standard teaching certificate in the language arts area" 

Three charts of certificate requirements were compiled for the sixteen 

colleges in Oklahoma approved as teacher-education institutions in order 

to show the; similarities and differences in the preparations of teachers 

certified to teach English in secondary schools of Oklahoma. 

Then,· a list of the 11 approved'° junior high schools of Oklahoma was 

obtained from the Oklahoma State Department of Education" This included 

305 approved junior high schools. 

Following this!I a letter was sent to the principal of each "approved" 

junior high school to obtain the number of teachers in the school who 

were currently teaching two or more classes of English. When the 

replies were received~ a total of 790 junior high teachers who met the 



criteria of the study was found and a stratified random sampling tech­

nique was used to determine 400 possible respondents for the study. 

10 

Then, a teacher self-confidence assessment sheet and a personal data 

sheet, both based on a study of the literature~ were prepared to be sent 

to the teachers of mnglish selected as respondentso These check sheets 

were then sent to 16 recognized writers and educators in the field of 

language arts. These were considered a jury of experts. The members of 

this jury were asked to judge the instrument and make suggestions for 

improvement on both the self-·assessment sheet and the personal data sheet" 

The suggestions from the jury of experts were compiled and changes were 

made in the instrumento Then, the revised instrument was submitted to ten 

teachers of English teaching at that time in two approved junior high 

schools of Oklahoma. One purpose for this trial run was for further 

clarification and improvement of the instrument. Another purpose of the 

trial run was to determine the approximate time required for checking the 

questionnaire. The responses of these teachers were not included in the 

data for the study but were used to further revise the instruinenL Fi·­

nally, the revised check lists were sent to the respondents selected for 

the study. Chi-Square statistical tests were applied to the data re­

ceived from the respondents to evaluate findings. 

Summary 

Educators show growing concern about the English~ both quantity 

and quality, currently taught in the public schools. llisrussions of 

education in many recently published documents have been in the form of 

criticism of the teaching of English and of the teacher of Englisho 

The competent and self-confident teacher continues to be the central 
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element in the English programo Authorities recognize that attitudes 

of teachers greatly affect their effectiveness in the classroom. 

Authorities further recognize that teachers' feelings of competency have 

great impact on the quality of their teaching. 

The .problem defined for the study, therefore, is to determine the 

confidence of teachers who are currently teaching English in approved 

junior high schools of Oklahoma with respect to their academic and pro­

fessional competence. The study had two purposes. The first purpose 

was to determine the confidence with which teachers of English in approv,:?d 

junior high schools of Oklahoma view their own academic and professional 

competence. A second purpose was to compare the degree of confidence 

with such fa0tors as the type of institution in which prepared, the 

degree held, the courses taken, participation in professional organiza­

tions, type of certification, and source of certification" 

.The need for the study was based on the lack of information per­

taining to the confidet1Q3" that teachers of approved junior high schools 

of Oklahoma have with respect to their academic and professional compe­

tence. This information could be of importance to those pers.ons having 

responsibility in improving programs in English in public schools of 

Oklahoma 9 to those persons hiring teachers of English~ and to the 

Oklahoma and National Councils. of Teachers of English. 

The study was based on the hypothesis that the confidence of teachers 

employed to -teach English in the junior high schools of Oklahoma is re­

lated to their academic and professional training. Assumptions of the 

study were that feelings of competency are essential for efficient teach­

ing; that competency is related to preparation; and that recommendations 

for the preparation of competent teachers of English exist in professional 
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literature relating to junior high school teaching and the teaching of 

English. 

The study included a stratified random sampling of those teachers 

who teach two or more classes of English in the seventh, eighth, or ninth 

grades of those schools in Oklahoma which have approved junior high 

schools. One limitation of the study was inherent in the use of a 

questionnaire ins-trument to gather datao A second limitation concerned 

the difficulty of grouping course work into specific areas as requested 

in the questionnaireo A further limitation concerned possible misunder­

standing on the part of the respondents. 

In Chapter II, a 'review of literature which has relevance to the 

study is presented; the methodology of the study is discussed in 

Chapter III. The findings of the study are discussed in Ch-apter IV; 

and the study is summarized, and conclusions and recommendations are 

presented in Chapter V. 



CHAPTER II 

BACKGROUND FOR lHE STUDY 

Introduction 

According to Donald R. Tuttle, 1 if our nation is to survive and 

prosper, both spiritually and materially, it must accelerate the improve-

ment of its educational system. Central in this effort, must be the 

improvement of the teaching of English. Competence in English is 

almost universally acknowledged as basic to quality in education. 

A recent national study reveals that in this country more pupils 

spend more- time more continuously throughout their entire schooling on 
. 2 

the subject of English than on any other subject~ The importance of 

English - the language, and its literature - lies in its hold upon the 

intellect and the emotions of man. The processes of becoming articulate 

and literate are significant to man's attainment of full human dignity; 

literature he·lps man to understand his own nature and the natur-e of 

fellow human beings; literature reveals and clarifies reality, providing 

understanding of the ideas and .experiences of man. 3 

1Donald R-. Tuttle, "Basic Considerations in Preparing;. Ce-rtifying, 
and Assigning Te·achers of English," Col 1 ege English, May, 1963., p. 619. 

2The,-National Interest and the Teaching of English Prepared by the 
·committee on National Interest, The National Council of Teachers of 
Ehglish, 1961, p·. 15. 

3The Natio~al Interest and the Teaching of English Prepared by the 
Committee on National Interest, The National Council of Teachers of 
English, 1961~ p.16. 

13 
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Literature is one important element in the study of English; language 

is another. Because language is the vehicle for ideas, comma-nd of its 

use is important. A recent survey of leaders in American business, 

government, law, and communicatio:is clearly reveals their firm belief 

in the importance of the study of the English language~ Typical of 

comments in this survey is the reaction from W.W. Watson~ chairman 

of the physics department, Yale University, who believes English to be 

"the most important subject in the entire course of study in the elemen­

tary and college preparatory years."4 

A realization that English is not simply a three-year course or 

a four-year course that terminates in a passing or failing grade is 

also important. It is an essential part of life that students must 

take with them wherever they go and whatever they do. This leaves a 

heavy burden of responsibility in the hands of the teacher of English. 

Importance of Teacher Attitudes 

The effectiveness of a teacher depends as much on his understand-

ing of himself as it does on his understanding of his students. Teaching 

offers opportunities for personal growth and satisfaction in worthy 

contribution to an important profession~ For these reasons attitudes of 

teachers appear to be of significant importance.5 6 
According to Cronbach 

an attitude is defined as the meanings that one associates with a certain 

4Joseph Mersand, AttHuges Iowar..d Teaching (New York, 1961), p. 58. 

5Henry Clay Lindgren~ Educat,ional Esychology ill 1h.e. C"I a ssroom (New 
York, 1956,) p., 495~ 

6 
Lee J. Cronbach, Educatior,a.L E.s..~cl-1olog1[ (New York, 1954)? P• 326. 
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object or idea and which influence his acceptance of i to These objects 

may be abstract or concrete. An element of acceptance or avoidance is 

present in any attitude, but additional associations are involved. 

Atti tude:S· influence the kinds of responses pupils make to the teacher, 

and also-the kind the teacher makes to the pupils. 

Trow states: 

If-attitudes are positive, the emotional climate of. the 
cl~ssroom will tend to be favorable for learning. Attitudes 
are acquired, whatever learning theory is used to describe. 
them, and their direction and intensity can be measured.· 
Pupil attitudes are sometimes considered to be dependent on. 
the p~rsonality of the teacher. But when personality is 
viewed as social stimulus value, a teacher should be aware 
that his behavior can help pupils ac9uire favorable atti~ 
tudes and so improve their learning. · . · 

The teacher plays a major role in determining the quality of human 

relations· that exist in. the classroom. An important asset or liability 

to the establishment of a good emotional climate and positive learning 

atmosphere is how the teacher feels about himself. The teacher who 

feels inadequate, superior, or rebellious does not help students create 

a wholesome emotional climate in.which all feel that they belong, accept 

8 others~ and help each other. 

Certain teacher inadequacies are sometimes wrongly diagnosed as 

"poor discipline.n9 Pupil misbehavior is a symptom, but the cause is 

often quite likely to be sheer lack of instructional skill, as a conse-: 

quence of which the class falls apart. Situations of this nature tend 

7William Clark Trow, Esychology in Teaching and Learning (Boston, 
1960) , p. 36. 

8Kimball Wiles, Teaching hu:. Better Schools (Englewood Cliffs, New 
Jersey, 1959), p. 49. 

9Ibid •. , p .. 36 ... 



to have harmful effects upon the attitudes of both the teacher and the 

pupils-. 

According to Scheir, an attitude is a state of readiness. 10 A 

teacher should equip the pupil with a belief tnat better studying or 

thinking is rewarding. School procedures should induce readiness. 

Jordan says: 

."Attitudes are of surpassing importance because they 
determine the direction of behavior. They largely deter­
mine actions of ~dults in such fields as labor relations, 
taxation fat schools, militarism, minority groups, the 
church, community improvement, law enforcement, the treat­
ment of criminals, United Nations, decisions of the Supreme 
Court, etc. Thete is hardly an object, procedure, or idea 
toward which we do not have an attitude. Attitudes are 11 
the thr.eads which run through and color all our experiences." 

Since the attitudes-of one person produce attitudes in others, 
. . . 

certain characteristics of teacher attitudes might tend to make pupils 

~ccept father th~n reject their teaching~ Trow concludes: 

It is possible to generalize from what we know of 
satisfiers ~nd annoyers so far as pupils are concerned, 
and say that pupils' attitudes will tend to be favorable 
if the -teacher likes children, likes to help, likes to 
lead, and likes to learn.12 

16 

According to Lindgren,1 3 teachers are inclined to set high standards 

for themselves. They are likely to be people who never quite achieve 

what they Bxpect of themselves. There tends to be a gap between 

their self-ideal and their self-concept. Teachers play many roles 

1°Fred T. Schreir, JiYm.ao. Motjvation (Glencoe, Illinois, 1957), P• 216. 

11 
A. M. Jordan, Educational Psychology (New York, 1956), p. 582. 

. 12Kimball Wiles, Teaching fu.;c._Better Schools (Englewood Cliffs, New 
Jersey, 1959), p. 28. 

13 Lee J. Cronbach, Educational Psychology (New York, 1954), p. 488. 



which interlock and overlap, some are complementary and some are contra-

dictory. The most obvious role of the teacher is that of initiator, 

director, and evaluator of learning experiences. To see that learning 

takes place is 9 presumably, the chief reason why teachers are employed. 

The teacher, on all levels, should be a student of the learning process 

and he needs to be a scl'wlar to keep abreast of new developments. 

Teachers with strong academic interests and love for their subjects 

are often very stimulating and effective teachers. 14 Not all teachers 

who are scholars and research workers are effective teachers, but those 

who have a great interest in their field are often able to make their 

courses a delight for the students. The teacher who is not a very good 

student may encounter more than his sh~re of difficulties. Students 

need to learn something and teachers need to know something to aid the 

students' learning. 

Concerning teacher images, teacher self-concepts, teacher attitudes, 

and the teaching profession, this paragraph appears in the Brown Educa-

t . S . 15 ion erlesg 

The type of person an individual conceiv-es himself to be-· 
determines much of his behavior. His self-concept in turn is 
influenced by what others think of him, and is closely related 
to his esteem needs. All of us have a need to feel we are in­
dividuals of worth, _that people respect and value us. Much of 
our self-esteem derives from what others believe about the 
value of our occupation and also from what they believe about 
individuals in this occupation. People evaluate us and their 
evaluations affect our behavior and our conceptions of self. 
We may feel more adequate because people tend to honor us, 
or we may feel anxious and inadequate if we are ridiculed or 
held in low esteem by others. Regardless of how they view us 

14rhomas M. Weiss, Kenneth H. Hoover, Michael Belok and Donald F. 
Mills, Psychological Foundations of J;,g_ucation (Dubuque, Iowa, 1963), 
p. 159. 

15Ibid., p. 147. 



or we view ourselves, favorably or unfavorably, we will 
be affected by these attitudeso 

Competency and Confidence of Teachers 

For five years members of the Commission on English16 have talked 

and worked with English teachers in all parts of the country. Their 

inescap~ble conclusion from data and direct observation is that a 

high proportion, perhaps a majority, of English teachers know much less 

about their subject than they should know in order to teach it even 

reasonably well. The teacher who is not confident of his ability to 

work successfully in situations that arise or who is not confident in 

his competency to teach his subject cannot be an effective or capable 

17 
teacher. 

The Commission on English states: 

Like any other professional person, the professional 
English teacher is one who has been trained, or has trained 
himself, to do competent work. For him professional compe­
tence should mean, at the minimum: a college major in Eng­
lish or a strong minor, preparation sufficient to qualify 
him to begin graduate study in English; systematic post-

, - -
. collegiate study, carried on privately or in a graduate 
school; a reading command of at least one foreign language, 
ancient or modern; a deep interest in literatur~, old and 
new, and a solid set of critical ~kills; the ability to 
write well and the habit of writing, whether for publication 
or not; a knowledge of the development of the English lang­
uage and familiarity with recent work in linguistics; 

· a desire not simply to know but to impart knowledge; skill 
in the handlin'g of instructional problems and knowledge of 
the research concerning them; an unflagging interest in the 
processes by which th~ young learn to use language effectively 

16Freedom and Discipline ill English, Report of the Commission on 
English College Entrance Examination Board (New York, 1965), po 9o 

17Kimball Wiles, Teaching f.cu:. Better Schools (New Jersey, 1959), 
po 490 
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Ib.e. l:ll.aiia.o.al. Interest .a..a..d. :tb..e.- .Ga.o.:t.i.P.W.llQ. fducati an .Qf. Teachers cl 

English is a report made in 1964 by The National Council of Teachers of 

English. Many teachers responding to this national survey indicate 

feelings of inadequacy and lack of confidence i.n the teaching of IEnr 

lish. Of the secondary teachers responding to the survey, two-thirds 

do not feel confident of their preparation in composition, and almost 

half~are insecure in literature and language as well. Only half (51.9} 

per cent) of the secondary teachers consider thems~lves well prepared 

to teach literature; slightly more than one-third (36.6 per cent)~ to 

t~ach composition; slightly more th;n half (53.5 per cent) to teach 

the English language. Fewer than one-third (32. 7 per cent) feel welJ. 

/ 
prepared to teach oral skills, and only one tenth feel competent to 

te~ch reading at the secondary level. Nevertheless, among the more 

experienced teachers, approximately 32.3 per cent reported not taking 

· a college English couis~ since certification or not taking one for ten 

years. In his more than nine years of experience~ the average secondary 

teacher of English has completed only. O. 4 semester hours in composition 

and 0.7 hours in language. Teachers who are above the national median 

for total hours of course work completed consider themselves well pre-

19 

pared in the areas of their study; a logical conclusion suggests (sic) that 

· 19 
such course work has contributed to their feeling of competence • 

. In this same national study, six courses of greatest value as 

18Freedom and Discipline ill En~J] ish, Report of the Commission on 
English College Entrance Examination Board (New York, 1965), p. 9. 

19Ihe. Continuing Education .Qf. To.achers .o..f English, The National 
Council of Teachers of English (Illinois, 1964), pp. 5-8. 



indicated by the secondary English teachers who responded, were these: 

Practical methods of teaching English, 67. 7 per cent 
Intermediate or advanced composition, 61.6 per cent 
Literature for adolescents, 57.1 per cent 
Teaching of reading, 56~0 per cent 
Literary criticism, 49.3 per cent 20 
Structural or generative grammar, 46.6 per cent. 

_ The competent teacher, as indicated in Chapter I, should be able to 

· fulfill his professional roles: to help his pupils learn, to make them 

aware of the culture in which trey live, to counsel them, to use appro-

priately the resources of the school and .community, and to fulfill his 

20 

obligations as a member of a school staff and of a profession. As a teacrer 

responsible for helping students learn the subject matter of English and 

rel~ted skills and acquire other aspetts of the cultural heritage, he 

needs to be well -trained in as much of English and general education as 

may be expected within the limits of four or five years of college. He 

must be committed to his continuing self:...education as a student of his 

. 21. 
subject and his responsibilities as a teacher • 

.Iha National Interest. ao.d iha Teaching Q.f. English, a recent report 

on the status of the profession emphasizes that: 

The singular thing about the study of English is that 
it is a fusion of many elements. In the hands of poor 
teachers, it is only a hodgepodge. English embraces grammar 9 

good usage, writing~ spelling, diction, vocabulary, logic 9 

reading of every kind from magazine articles to poetry~ And 
it attempts to stimulate creation of new ideas, appreciation 
of quality, good taste, a philosophical temper, exact and 
efficient communication, and an understanding of values and 
ideals. With the many pressures now exerted on the teaching 

20.Iha Conti nui ng_ Edu ca ti on Q.f. Teachers Q.f. Engl i sb, The Na ti onal 
Council of Teachers of English (Illinois, 1964), pp. 5-8. 

21 
Alfred H. Grommon, ed., Iha-_Educat.ion Q.f. Teachers Q.f. English, The 

National Council of Teachers of English (New York, 1963), pp. 179-180. 



of English, a teacher needs great skill to organize all these 
elements so that they reinfor~e one another in the student's 
intellett and imagination. The good teacher, the teacher 
well prepared in his subject, sees the unity to be found 
~n English and fuses the many elements into a unified sub-
Ject.22 ·. · 

National concern about the deficiencies in English instruction has 

become almost commonplace. Criticisms are voiced in the press daily. 

The preparation of teachers of English has become an important issue. 

According to Th.a N..a.ii.an.al Interest and 1he. Teachings Q.f English: 

Poorly prepared teachers of English have created a 
serious national problem. Deficiencies in this prepara­
tion, dating back many years, have been a major cause of 
the crisis in English teaching now apparent throughout 
the country. Jl The present situation is untenable .e..d.J.!..Q.a­
tiona 11 y becaus~ schb61 programs in English seem to have 
lost i:heir central purpose. It is untenable economica.ll.Y. 
because of the tremendous cost of remedial instruction in 
English throughout our land. It is untenable poljtically 
because of the increased irnportance of communication in 
our society. It is indefensible culturally because it 
threatens t~ produce a break with.the great humanistic 
tradition. 2 

Joseph Mersand, past president of the National Council of Teachers 

of English, recently made a study of the attitudes of more than 1250 

representative college presidents, business executives, lawyers, maga-

zine and newspaper editors, educators, judges, and other professional 

21 

people. Mersand found a deep-seated national awareness that the improve-

ment of the quality of English teaching is of utmost consequence. 

Mersand reports: 

Although the opinions expressed represent many aspects 
of our society, both professional and commercial, the re­
spondents showed a rather unusual unanimity in their interest 

22~National Interest and the Teaching of English, The National 
Council of Teachers of Englisfl"Tillinois, 1961 Jp. 26. 

23Ibid., pp.26-27. 



in the, subject of English instruction and their wish 
to see it strengthened and improved. Time and time 
again in the pages of this report quotations have 
been made from successful people in various walks 
of life testifying to the paramount importance of 
our subject. That they came from teachers of English 
should surprise no one. That these views were also 
shared by bankers, civil service administrators, judges, 
etc., is very comforting at a time when other nonhuman­
istic disciplines have secured so many headlines and 
such large governmental and foundation funds. To many 
respondents, English was the most important subject in 
the curriculum. A few random samplings will indicate 
the importance of our area. From leaders in business 
came the following testimonials to the economic impor­
tance of a good English training: 

1. Teach the economic importance of a good 
background in English. (Goodyear Tire 
and Rubber) 

2. I know of no more valuable asset in 
business life than the ability to ex­
piess one's thoughts With clarity and 
prec1s1on. (Merck) 

3. Carry on your efforts to show students 
why they are limited without proper 
equipment in English. (Scott Paper) 

4. A continual upgrading of the general 
level of ability to utilize English 
would. serve the best interests of the 

- nation. (Westinghouse) 
5. In the business world, English, in.the 

sense of communication, is the way 
management gets its job done~ There is 
little risk of oversimplification in 
saying that good managers are good 
communicators, poor managers ar.e usually 
the opposite. (Shell Oil) 

6. Teachers of English occupy a more vital 
position than ever in our educational 
program. (U. S. Stee1)24 

22 

According to Mersand, the finest courses of study, the most up-to-

date school plants, the most expensive books and machines may not 

neces·sarily produce the best prepared students in English. The adequately 

24Joseph Mersand, Atti;tudes Toward EngJ ish Teaching (New York, 1961}, 
pp. 290-293. 
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prepared and devoted teacher is still the central element in the English 

program. Occupying a crucial role in the education of the child and 

youth, the English teacher must have a deep understanding of how children 

learn, how language skills are best taught, as well as a rich background 

in literature, both American and Bri ti.sh, of the past and present. Not 

only must he know the facts about these literatures--and those of other 

countries as well--but he must be able to inspire his students to 

develop the same love for literature that he possesses. This is no easy 

task, and cannot be accomplished by the home economics teacher who needs 

an extra class to fill out her program, or by the health education 

teacher hired mainly for his prowess as a basketball coach, but who is 

also given a program in English. Even for the adequately prepared 

teacher of English to develop the attitudes and skills and to impart 

content is a tremendous undertaking. 25 

Importance of Certification 

According to LaBue, 1°From our colonial period to the present, some 

from of licensure has applied to teachers in America." Present certi-

ficati.on of teachers is intended to help communities provide the best 

education possible for their children. Bowers states that. certification 

of teachers attempts to do the following~ 

1. To protect the school children from incompetent teachers. 

2. To protect the taxpayers from a waste of public funds spent 
for incompetent teaching service. 

25 Joseph Mersand, Attitudes Toward English Teaching (New York, 1961), 
pp. 290-293. 

26Anthony C. LaBue, "Teacher Certification in the United States~ A 
Brief History," The Education Q.f Teachers, p. 156. 



3o To protect qualified teachers from the competition of 
those not qualified. 

To raise the standards of training requirements for 
beginning teachers. 

. 27 To improve teachers in service. 

24 

As expressed by LaBue, "Certification regulations, properly formu­
lated and applied, enhance the quality of American education and con­
tribute to the building of a universally recognized teaching profession. 1128 

The authority for establishfog minimum requirements for teachers' 

certificated is reported by Stinnett as being almost completely vested 

by legislative authority ih the respective state departments or state 

29 
boards of educationo Although the legal authority for establishing 

any enforcing requirements rests with the state, the responsibility for 

striving to improve standards and procedures for certification should be 

shared by the state and its approved teacher education institutions. 

All groups involved in the education, certification, and employment 

of teachers should attend to the quality of requirements of certification. 

Emphasis upon this cooperation in The National Commission on Teacher Ed uca-

tion and Professional Standards (TEPS) conferences on teacher education, 

to which the representatives of the learned societies and of the academic 

departments in the colleges and universities contributed significantly, 

demonstrated the importance and feasibility of state departments and 

boards of education enlisting help from such sources. According to 

27 
Harold J. Bowers, as quoted by Donald R. Tuttle in a preliminary 

draft of Certificatio.n .iQ. Teach English i!:l 1h.e. Secondary School.s,_ to be 
published by the National Council of Teachers of English. 

28Anthony Co LaBue, "Teacher Certification in the United States g A 
Brief-History," Ihe..Education o..f. Teachers, p. 1560 

29r. Mo Stinnett, "Certification Requirements and Procedures among 
the States in 1960," Journal .!if Teacher Education, XI: (June, 1960), 
pp. 173-184. 
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Grommon who edited Ib.e. Education o.f. Teachers Qf. Engl i sb; 1963, prepared 

by The Commission on the English Curriculum, national and state organi-

zations of teachers of English should ke.ep working to establish for 

secondary school teachers at least the minimum requirements approximating 

the recommendations growing out of the TEPS conferences: 40 per cent of · 

the uni ts for general education,· 40 per cent for subjects to be taught, 

and 20 per cent for professional education. 

As necessary as ceitification requirements are, they can usually be 

expressed only in terms of quantified minimums. The details of the 

kinds of English courses comprising the legal minimum are often left to 

the educational institutions. Because conditions are so varied among 

institutions, a state agency probably cannot specify details satisfactory 

to all. Even more complicated is any attempt to describe the ''ideal" 

h f d h . h 30 teac er o secon ary sc ool Engl1s • 

Because all ijtudents study English, the rise in school population 

during the past fifty years has inevitably affected the teaching of Eng-

lish more directly than the teaching of any other subject. Two of the 

three R's are included in the area of English. Yet the teaching of 

English in this country is far less effective than it should be. Too 

many students are struggling to learn English under gravely inferior 

condi tions--in crowded classrooms with inadequate books; from teachers 

ill-prepared and insufficiently helped; in schools unable to .attract and 

to retain teachers with the vision and experience to develop strong Eng-

lish programs; sometimes with skills, especially in reading and writing, 

30Alfred H. Grommon, ed., Ih.e. Education Qf. Teachers Qf. English, by 
The Commission on English Curriculum (New York, 1963), p. 179. 
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that have been insufficiently developed at earlier educational levels. 31 

The pattern of courses cannot alone guarantee the proficiency of 

the teacher; states and teacher training institutions need reasonable 

flexibility in planning programs. On a national scale state require-

ments to teach English in a secondary school range from 25 semester 

hours of college credits to 104, median 40, in general education; range 

from 12 to 27, median 18, in professional teacher education; range from 

12 to 30, median 18, in the area of English as a full loc;:id; range from 

Oto 30, median 16 in the area for teaching English as a part load. The 

requirements for a part load are reported because many states distinguish 

between'those who teach part time (one or two classes of English) and 

those who are assigned English as their major load. The great variation 

in all requirements reflects the present confusion on the part of state 

educational authorities concerning the education needed by prospective 

teachers of English and underscores the importance of national and 

regional efforts to· assist in defining essential requirements.32 

Present state certification regulations do not ensure that teachers 

certified to teach English are similarly prepared. Most states' regula­

tions establish only general requirements and encourage each teacher 

education institution. to develop its own curriculum for edu-cation pros-

pective teachert of English. 

Teacher Certification in Oklahoma 

According to Oliver Hodge, Oklahoma State Superintendent of Public 

31The National Interest and the Teaching of English, p. 15. 
32 

Ibid~~ pp~ 46-47. 



Instruction, the degree of competence of a teacher depends to a large 

extent upon the quality of the training which that teacher has received. 

Provisions of law make it mandatory that teachers be certified, that 

standards be adopted by the State Board of Education for the qualifica-

tions of teachers~ and that rules and regulations be formulated for 

their certification in the interest of the public. Inherent in the 

fulfillment of this obligatibn is the service to society of providing a 

good educational opportunity to its members as a mearis for its advance-
33 

mento · 

The State of Oklahoma Department of !Education publishes a Teacher 

Ed\Jcation, Certification, a.o.d. 8 ssi gnmeqt Handbook. The most recently 

published handbook, October, 1961, states the following requirements 

for a Standard Secondary School Certificate in the Language Arts field: 

General Education. Fifty semester hours in general are required, dis­
tributed so that some work is completed in at least six of the 
following areas: 

1. English (oral English, written English~ and 
li tera fore) ~ 

2. Fine arts. 
3. Foreign language. 
4. Health and physical education. 
5. Humanities. 
6. Mathematics. 
7. Practical Arts. 
8. Psychology. 
9. Science. 

10. Social studies. (American history and government 
and Oklaho(Ila history are required. The Oklahoma 
history requirement may be waived-if the student 

'had it in high school, Grades 9-12, or if he 
has made a passing grade on the examination 
given by the State Board of Education.,) 

3301iver Hodge, Ieacher Education, Certification, and Assignment 
li.arld.b.p.o.k. (Oklahoma J=:ity,, Oklahoma, '1961), pp. ii::-iii. 
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College credit used to satisfy the requirements in general 
education, in an amount not to exceed ten semester hours, may 
also be counted in meeting requirements in the field of speciali­
zation. 

Prafessi aoa J Edu ca ti an. Twenty-one semester hours in professional 
education, including at least nine semester hours in student 
teaching, methods, and materials, are required. If methods, 
materials, and student teaching are not combined into an inte­
grated course, a minimum of.six semester hours in directed 
observatioh, participa~ion, ahd student teaching, in the area 
of specialization or divided between the area of specialization 
and a second teaching field, with at least four semester hours 
on the secondary-school level is required. 

~peciali zed Education. Language Arts (English) requires a minimum 
of 32 semester hours. Twenty-four semester hours shall be in 
written English, oral. English, and literature; and eight semester 
hours shall be· from one or more of the following related fields: 
dramatics, journalism, library science, or speech.34 

28 

Sixteen institutions of higher education in Oklahoma are 
approved by the State Board of Education to offer teacher-education 
programs. All of these institutions of higher education have 
been accepted as members of the North Central Association of 
Colleges and Universities; ten of them are accredited by the 
National Council for. Accreditation of Teacher Education, and two 
others have applications pending.35 

' The colleges and universities having approv~d programs· 
annually file a report on the status of teacher education. 
An evaluation of the teacher-certificate programs at each 
institution is done at least every five years. These evalua­
tions are carried out by the Oklahoma Commission on Teacher 
Education and Certification u~ger authority vested. in it by 
the State Board of Education. ·. 

Teaching certificates are issued by the State Board of 
Education upon forinal request by regular application provided 
the applicant has satisfied all general requirements of 
eligibility and has met ~cademic standards applicable to 
the certificate sought. 3 

34 . 
Oklahoma State Board of Education, Teacher Education, C~rtification, 

Assi~nment B.Q.Q..k (Oklahoma City, 1961), pp. 10-12. 

35Ibid,.., P• 1. 

36Il:lido, P• 1. 

37 b"d I 1 • , p. 1. 
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These Oklahoma state requirements are comparable to the requirements 

recommended by re cent authori tive li ter,ature. 

There are sixteen institutions of higher education in Oklahoma. Of 

the sixteen, eleven are tax supported (public institutions), and five are 

privately owned (private institutions). Although each of the sixteen 

approved teacher certifying.institutions in Oklahoma meet state minimum 

requirements for teacher certification, their programs for the preparation 

of teachers certified to teach English in secondary schools of Oklahoma 

show many differences. The programs of the sixteen institutions are 

presented in Charts I, II, and III. 

The requirement of the State of Okla hJma Department of Education 

for fifty semester hours of general education is met by each of the six-

teen institutions of higher education approved for teacher education. 

Three of the institutions exceed the required total w1i th additional 

requirements of from three to seven hours. A study of Chart I shows the 

differences and similarities in the courses which the sixteen institutions 

require for general education. 

The following shows the number of institutions requiring certain 

courses in general education in the areas required by the State Board of 

Education: 

Specified areas 

English 
Health & Physical Education 
$ocial Studies 
Science 
Humanities 
Mathematics 
Psychology 
Fine Arts 
Orientation 

Number of institutions 
requiring course 

16 
16 
16 
15 
13 

8 
6 
5 
4 

! 



.Foreign Language 
Religion 
Practical Arts 
Oklahoma History 

Electives 

4 
4 
3 

Required by all in­
stitutions if not taken 
in high school or by 
passing a state test 

10 
Electives offered in general education indicate general 
area from which courses must be chosen. Major fields 
of study often determine this selection. 

Three institutions of higher education state that a maximum of ten 

30 

hours of appropriate work in general education may apply also on require-

ments in specialized education. One institution permits a transfer 

from general education to specialized education of 2 hours in speech 9 

journalism, drama ti cs, or library science. One ins ti tut ion shows an 

overlap of 6 hours English composition; the same courses are required 

in both general education and specialized education. One institution 

states that at least fifty semester hours in general education courses 

must be from at least six of the following fields: English 9 Social 

Studies, Heal th and Physical Education, Science, Mathematics 9 Psych.ology 9 

Foreign Language 9 Fine Arts, Practical Arts 9 and Humanities. The only 

stipulation concerns social studies; six semester hours are required in 

' Ame-rican history and government and two semester hours are required in 

Oklahoma history taken in the institution, in high school 9 or by.passing 

the state examination. 

The requirement of the State of Oklahoma DepartmE!nt of Education 

for twenty-one semester hours of professional education is met by each 

of the sixteen institutions of higher education approved for teacher 

education. Six of the institutions exceed the required number.with 

additional requirements of from one to six hours. A study of Cha.rt II 



CHART I 

COURSE REQUIREMENTS IN GENERAL EDUCATION LEADING TO A STANDARD CERTIFICATE -
- TO TEACH LANGUAGE ARTS -IN OKLAHOMA - -

, NumJ-,er of . Hours Required 

Areas of_Study 

.English 
- Written English 

Oral English 
Literature 

Fine Arts 
Orientation 

Foreign Language 
Health ·g Physical 

Humanities 
_ Religion 

Mathematics 
Practical Arts 
Psychology 
Science 

Social Studies 
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CHART II 

COURSE REQUIREMENTS IN PROFESSIONAL ~DUCATION Ll:ADING TO A STANDARD CI;RTIFICATE 
TO TEACH LANGUAGE ARTS IN OKLAHOMA 
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shows the differences and similarities in courses which the sixteen 

institutions require for professional education. 

The following shows the number of institutions requiring certain 

courses in professional education: 

Course 

Student Teaching 
Adolescent Psychology 
Educational Psychology 
Teaching English in High School 
Introduction to Teaching 
Tests and Measurements 
School in American Society 
Curriculum in Secondary Schools 
Philosophy of Education 
Electives in Education 

Number of institutions 
requiring courses 

16 
16 
15 
10 

9 
7 
6 
6 
5 
5 

The State of Oklahoma Department of Education requires 32 semester 

hours in the Language Arts (English) field. All sixteen institutions 

33 

meet this minimum requirement. A study of Chart III shows the differences 

and similarities in courses which the sixteen institutions require for 

a standard certificate in the Language Arts field. 

The following shows the number of institutions requiring certain 

courses in Language Arts areag 

Course 

Literature (American) 
Related Areas (dramatics, journalism, 

library science, speech) 
Literature (English) 
Shakespeare 
Written English 
History, Structure and Development of 

the English Language 
Advanced Grammar 
Electives in English area 
Oral English 
English Usage 
Teaching of English 
Literature Electives 
Literary Cri t1 ci sm 

Number of institutions 
requiring courses 

16 

16 
15 
11 

8 

8 
6 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 



CHART III 

COURSE REQUIREMENTS IN SPECIALIZED EDUCATION LEADING TO A 
STANDARD CERTIFICATE TO TEACH LANGUAGE ARTS IN OKLAHOMA 
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Written English 2 5 6 6 6 6* 3 4 6 2 
Oral English 3 3* 6 3 
Literature (American) 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 8 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 
Literature (English) 6. 6 5 6 6 9 6 8 6 6 6 8 6 6 6 
Shakespeare 3 3 3· 3 3 3 3 3 2 3 3 
History, Structure and 

Development of English Language 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 
Advanced Grammar 3 2 3 "3 3 3 
English Usage 3 2 3 3 
Literary Criticism 3 2 3 
Teaching of English 3 2 3 2 
Electives 3 3 3 6 3 6 9** 4 12 5 
Related Areas 8 8 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 5 8 6 8 8 8 8 9 

Dramatics 3 2 3 
Journalism 3 5 3 
Library Science 3 3 
Speech 5 3 

*These courses are counted in General Education w 
**Literature I Romance, Victorian, World 

~ 
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Fifteen of the institutions require a specific nmnber of hours in 

the related areas; dramatics, journalism, library science, and speech. 

One institution stated that 8 hours from one of the related subjects 

would be required. Of the related areas dramatics was most frequently 

omitted as being a requirement for a standard certificate in Language 

Arts in Oklahoma; speech was most frequently required. 

Summary 

How the teacher feels about himself is an important factor in the 

establishment of a good emotional climate and positive learning atmos-

phere. Attitudes of teachers are of major importance because they 

determine the direction of behavior. Behavior, through attitudes, 

influences the kinds of responses pupils make to the teacher, and also 
\ 

the kinds of responses the teacher makes to the pupils. 

Moreover, the attitude of the teacher should be\such that he is 

able to fulfill capably his various roles. Teachers play many roles 

which interlock and overlap; some are complementary and some are contra-

dictory. The most obvious role of the teacher is that of initiator, 

director, and evaluator of learning experiences. The teacher who feels 

inadequate, superior, or rebellious does not help students create a 

wholesome emotional climate in which all feel that they belong, accept 

others, and help each other. 

Because all students study English, the importance of the competency 

of the teacher of English can scarcely be over-emphasized. The competent 

teacher should be able to help his pupils learn, to make them aware of· 

the culture in which they live, to couns~l them, to use appropriately 

the resources of the school and community, and to fulfill his obligations 
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as a member of a school staff and cif a profession. As a teacher re- . 

sponsible for helping students learn .the subject matter of English and 

related skills and acquire other aspects of the cultural heritage, the 

teacher of English needs to be well trained. English embrace.s grammar, 

good usage, writing, spelling, diction, vocabulary, logic, reading of 

every kind from mazagine articles to poetry. The good teacher, the 

teacher well prepared in his subject, sees the unity to be found in 

English and fuses the many elements into a unified subject. 

The finest courses of study, the most up-to-date school plants, 

the most expensive books and machines may riot necessarily produce the 

best prepared students in English. The adequately prepared and devoted 

teacher is still. the central element in the English program. 

The certification of teachers is intended,1,to help communities provide 
\ 

the best education possible for their children.\' Certification of teachers· 

attempts to protect the school children from incompetent teachers; to 

prot~ct the taxpayers from a waste of public funds spent for incompetent 

teaching services; to protect qualified teachers from the competition 

of those not qualified; to raise the standards of teaching requirements 

for beginning teachers; to improve teachers in service. 

The authority for establishing minimum requirements for teachers' 

\ 
certificates is almost completely vested by legislative authorit'jl in 

\ 
' the .respective state departments or state boards of education. Although 

the legal authority for establishing any enforcing requirements rests 

with the state, the responsibility for striving to improve standards 

and procedures for certification should be shared by the state and its 

approved teacher education institutions. All groups involved in the 

\ 
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education, certification, and employment of teachers should attend to the 

quality of requirements of certification. 

Because all itudents study English, the rise in school population 

during the past fifty years has inevitably affected the teaching of 

English more directly than the teaching of any other subjEct. Yet the 

teaching of English in this country is far less effective than it should 

be. Too many students are struggling to learn English under gravely 

inferior conditions in crowded classrooms with inadequate books; from 

teachers ill-prepared and insufficiently helped; in schools unable to 

attract and to retain teachers with the vision and experience to develop 

~trong English programs; and sometimes with skills that have been 

insufficiently developed at earlier educational levels. 

The pattern of courses cannot alone guarantee the proficiency of 

the teacher; state\S and teacher training institutions need reasonable · 

flexibility in planning programs. The great variation in all require-

ments, on a national sc~le, reflects the present confusion on the part 

of state educational authorities concerning the education needed by 

prospective teachers of English and underscores the importance of 

national and regional efforts to assist in defining essential require:rrents. 

The laws of Oklahoma make it mandatory that teachers be certifi-

cated, that standards be adopted by the State Board of Education foi 

the qualification of teachers, and that rules and regulations be formu-

lated for their certification in the interest of the (~bulic·: The main 
) . . 

\,, /,../.' 

purpose of teacher certification in Oklahoiria is to gu-aTantee that teachers 

have acceptable, appropriate qualifications. In Oklahoma sixteen coll~ges 

and universities are approved by the State Board of Education to carry on 

teacher-education programs. 
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The State of Oklahoma Department of Education requires, for a 

Standard Secondary School Certificate in the Language Arts field, 50 

semester hours in general education, 21 semester hours in professionc1l 

education~ and a minimum of 32 semester hours in Language Arts (English). 

The three charts included in this chapter show the differences and 

similarities in courses which the sixteen institutions require for 

a standard certificate in the three areas. 

The methodology of the study is described in Chapter III. 



CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY 

The Techniques of the Study 

Iha Questionnaire Technique 

The questionnaire is an instrument that is widely used by educational, 

workers to obtain facts about current conditions and practices 9 and to 

make inquiries concerning attitudes and opinions. 1 For the purpose of the 

present study the questionnaire was chosen as the most practical device 

with which to obtain the desired data from a large and geographically 

scattered sampling. 

Questionnaires sometimes take the form of a check list, which is a 

2 set of categori~S for the respondent to check. The check list has been 

used increasingly to inquire into the opinions and attitudes of a group. 

The check list is particularly useful when one cannot see personally all 

of the people from whom he desired responses or where there is ro particular 

3 
reason to see the respondent personally. However, the check list form 

of questionnaire is dependent upon completeness in order to provide a 
' 

lDeobold B. Van Dalen and William J. Meyer, UnderstandinCJ Educational 
Research (New York, 1962), p. 252. 

2carter V. Good and Douglas E. Scates, Methods o.f Research (New York, 
1954), p. 612. · 

3 . 
Ibid ~, p~ 606 .. 
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convenient list on which the respondents may check answers. This technique 

is accepted for obtaining a cross section of fact or attitudes. Good and 

Scates4 state that "opinions and attitudes are facts, in so far as the 

responses are typical of the individuals, but they are facts of opinion. 

They represent the leanings of attitudes of a person; whether right or 

wrong." 

The check list used in the current study was designed to ascertain 

the attitudes of teachers teaching English in approved junior high schools 

in Oklahoma toward their own knowledge of subject matter and toward their 

competency in certain teaching skills. The check list was designed to in-

elude the. many and various phases of knowledge and skills recognized by 

experts in the discipline as important and necessary to assure the compe-

tency of the teacher of English. 

Ib..e. ~ Technique 

Questionnaires and related instruments for gathering data, such as 
·~· 

the check lists in the present study, need validation in{ierms of practical 

use. Criticisms of qualified persons are essential for considered :improve­

ments before the final form of the questionnaire is prepared and mailed. 5 

The use of group judgments is a tried and accepted practice\. 6 Koos says 
\; . 

that this is a means to be used "to secure opinions, judgments, or 

expressions of attitudes of respondents from which tentative measures 

4carter V. Good and Douglas E. Scates, Methods of. Research (New 
York~ 1954), p. 613. 

5rbid., p. 622. 
6 . 
Leonard V. Koos, Ib..e. Q.Jestionnai re Technique (New York, 1928), 

p. 147. 
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be derived .• " 

The "jury technique" involves the combined judgments of a number of 

people and is often used for validation of a questionnaire. ·· 

Two juries were used in the present study. First, a. jury of experts 

chosen from outstanding writers in the field of English teaching was asked 

to criticize and to make suggestions for improvement of the che.ck list. 

Second, a group of experienced .teachers of English teaching English in 

junior high school was asked to judge the questionnaire critically for 

clarity of meaning and significance of the items. 

Iha Random Samp,lio.g, Techniql,le 

. The survey method of research is directed toward det~rmining pre-

vailing conditions and fa6ts concerning a group of cases chosen for study. 

The survey ~ethod was selected for the cutrent study as the most suitable 

one for the survey. This approach to problem-solving seeks to answer 

questions as to the real facts relating to existing conditions. 7 Popu-

lation used for the study was selected by use of random sampling. 

Van Dalen and Meyer state: 

When employing the technique of stratified random sampling, 
the researcher divides his population into strata by soine charac-· 
teristic and from each of these smaller groups draws at random 
a predetermined number of uni ts. Since a random sample may by .. 
chance have an undue proportion of one type of unit in it, it is 
sometimes advisable to use stratified random sampling to get a 
more representative sample.8 

7 Carter V. Good and Douglas E. Scates, Methods .Pi. Research (New 
York, 1954)• p. 551. 

8Deobold, B. Van Dalen and William J. Meyer, Understanding 
EducaJ;ional Research (New York, 1962), p. 252. 
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Chi-Sq11are ~ a Statistical Method 

The chi-square test represents a useful method of comparing experi-

mentally obtained results with those to be expected theoretically on some 

hypothesis. 9 In many research situations the experimenter is interested 

in the frequency or proportion of people in a population who fall into 

certain defined categories. The experimenter might be interested in the 

attitudes of people, classified according to level of education, on some 

issue in which their responses could be categorized. This situation is 

2 . 10 
amenable to analysis by means of the chi-square (X ) technique. The 

present study is concerned with ascertaining the attitudes of teachers 

teaching English in approved junior high schools in Oklahoma toward their 

own knowledge of subject matter and toward their competency in certain 

teaching skills. The problem is amenable to analysis by means of the chi-

square ·technique. 

Development of the Data Gathering Instrument 

An instrument, based on the·literature discussed in Chapter II, was 

designed and prepared to secure data for the study. The instrument includerl 

two sections; ( l} a Teacher Self-Assessment composed of 7 i terns and ( 2) a 

personal Data Sheet. (Appendix A.) ,The purpose of the instrument was to 

help teachers assess their own feelings (1) of academic competence and 

9 . 
Henry E. Garrett, Statistics iD. Psycho] ogy aD..d Education (New York, 

1953), p. 254. 

10Deobold B. Van Dalen and William J. Meyer, Understanding Educational 
Research (New Yo~k, 1962), p. 330. 
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(2) of confidence with respect to their teaching skills. It was also 

designed to secure data with respect to the respondents. 

The original check lists were sent to a jury of sixteen professional 

educators who are recognized in the field of English or in the teaching of 

English. (Appendix B.) In a cover letter, the members of the jurY; were 

asked to judge the instrument in terms of its clarity and adequacy~ In 

addition, members of the jury were asked to make criticisms of the 

instrument and to give suggestions for its improvement4 (Appendix C.) 

Responses .o.f. .:t.b.e. ~ .Q..f Sxperts 

The Teacher Self-Assessment Section 

Twelve of the jurors responded; three approved the instrument with no 

critical comments; five jurors approved with specific recommendations for 

change or m_odification; one juror disapproved completely. Three jurors 

disqualified themselves for varying reasons such as: 

"I am up to my ears in helping get the new institute pro­
gram started here and cannot give it (the questionnaire} 
careful attention." 

"When I returned from a sabba ti ca 1 year, . I 
backlog·of materials and mail to be read. 
this is that I have not been able to carry 
ation of the statement that you sent me." 

found a great 
The upshot of. 
out the evalu-

"This is not, I think an area of any recognized compe­
tence on my part -- at least, to the point of justifying 
me as a juror." 

Severa.'1 suggestions for change were made by the jury of experts. 

(Appendix D) 

The jury of experts made eight recommendations with respect to item 1 

on the check list. This item was concerned with the teachers' feelings of 

competency with respect to their own academic background. Several of the 
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recommendations were made by more than one juror; most were directed 

toward clarification of wording. Item I was revised as shown in Appen­

dix E. Starred items are the ones in which changes were made~ 

- The· jury of experts made nine recommendations with respect to item 2 

on the check list. This item was concerned with the feelings of confi­

dence of the teachers with respect to their ability to teach in certain 

areas of the English field. In response to the suggestion, subheads in 

item 2 were rearranged and certain changes in wording were made as shown 

in Appendix I;. Starred items are the ones in which changes were made,, 

The jury of experts made three recommendations with respect to item 

3 on the check list. This item was concerned with the feelings of con­

fidence of the teachers with respect to their competency in the use of 

certain practices, materials, or devices. In response to the suggestions, 

subheads in item 3 were rearranged, certain changes in wording were made, 

an~ a subhead was added to item 3. Starred items are the ones in which 

changes were made. (Appendix E.) 

No criticisms or suggestions for change were given by the jurors for 

item 4, dealing with adequate knowledge of materials and sources which 

can be used to make classes more interesting and informative; none were 

given for item 5, concerning the organizing and controlling of a class­

room; and none for item 6, dealing with the direction of extra curricular 

activities. These items were unchanged, therefore, in the revised check 

list. (Appendix; ];. ) 

One suggestion was made for the improvement of item 7, dealing with 

the ability to handle different types of classes. This suggestion was 

for the inclusion of an additional sub-heading. The suggestion was 

incorporated in the revised check list. (Appendix E~) 
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The Personal Data Section 

Most of the criticisms with respect to the personal data sheets were 

concerned with wording; a few dealt with placement of items; and three 

were concerned with additions to the blank. 

Changes were made in i terns l, 2, 3, 4, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 

17 as a result of the jury criticisms and suggestions. No changes were 

suggested by the jury for items 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 18, 19, 20, 21 9 22, 23, 

or 24. The writer, however, made several changes in the format of some 

of these items. Changed items are starred in Appendix E. 

Iha Ir..ial. Run Instrument 

The revised instrument was submitted to ten teachers of English 

teaching currently in two approved junior high schools of Oklahoma. 

(Appendix F.) One purpose of the trial run was for further clari­

fication and improvement of the instrument. Another purpose of the trial 

run was to determine the approximate time required for checking the ques­

tionnaire. The responses of these teachers were not included in the data 

of the study. 

Responses .o.i .th.a Teacher~ 

Nine suggestions made by the ten teachers used in the trial run 

related to clarification of wording; two related to placement of items; 

and two related to spacing of items. 

Details of the suggestions made by the ten teachers used in the trial 

run are found in Appendix G. These revisions were all made and the 

instrument, thus revised, became the check list used to gather data for 
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the study. This check list was printed in booklet form. (Appendix H.) 

Selection of the Sample for the Study 

A list of the approved junior high schools of Oklahoma for the year 

1964-65 was obtained from the Oklahoma State Department of Education. 

The list included 305 schools. A letter was sent to the principal of 

each of the 305 schools to ascertain the number of teachers in that school 

currently teaching two or more classes of English. (Appendix L) The 

responses from the principals, totaling 274, showed that 790 teachers 

could be used as respondents to the study. (Appendix J.) 

In order to select representative units, geographical divisions of 

Oklahoma were made. Chart 1 shows complete data concerning the ·geo-

graphical divisions, and the total number of schools and eligible res-

pondents in the divisions. 

Chart 1 

Number at 

schools 

teachers 
(eligible} 

Eastern 

109 

308 

Respondents 

section centra 1 

106 

(39%~ 333 

El ii;;libl e 

Section Western 

59 

(42%) 149 

Eir.s.t. Selection~ .:tb.a Respondents 

Se ctj on Total 

274 

(19%} 790 

The decision was made to use 400 teachers as a representative sample 

of the total 790 teachers eligible as respondents to the study .. Chart 2 

shows data concerning respondents chosen. 
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Chart 2 

· Respondents Chosen 

Number of Eastern Section central Sect_ion Western Sectj on· Total 

schools 54 53 30 137 

teachers 
(eligible)· 156 (39%) 168 (42%) 76 (19%) . 400 

The check lists were sent to the 400 teachers in the 137 junior high 

schools with a cover letter (Appendix K) to each principal requesting 

permission to use certain teachers in his school .as respondents for the 

study. The returns of the check lists were not as numerous as deemed 

necessary to secure adequate data for the study, as additional respondents 

had to be chosen. 

SeJectjon .o.f AddHionaJ Respondents 

Chart 3 shows data concerning persons chosen as additional .respond,-

ents for sampling. 

Chart 3 

Number of 

schools 

teachers 
(e.ligible) 

Respondents fo;r; Second Sami;,lin<J 

Eas_tern Sectj on Central Sectj on ·Western.section 

. 15 11 9 

43 (39%) 46 (42%) 21 (19%) 

35 

llO 

The final totals were 510 check lists to teachers in 172 schools~ 

Iha sampJ e ll.s:e..d. in .the. •fillJ.di 

The final total of the returned check lists revealed that 282. 

respondents had participated in the study, representing·55 per cent return 
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on the instrument. Eight returned check lists were rejected because the 

respondent had fa:ped to include the requested number of hours of course 

work. Four respondents returned check lists too late to be included in 

the study. Check lists from 270 respondents were accepted for analysis. 

Summary 

A. tentative check list of i terns important to the teaching of !English 

was developed from pertinent literature. These items concerned areas about 

· which the respondents .were presumed to have knowledge and skill important 

to classroom teaching. The check list was to be used as the. data gathering 

instrument of the study. 

A jury of recognized.writers in the field of English and a jury of -

experienced teachers of English in approved junior high schoois of Okla­

homa were asked to pre-test the check list. The tentative check list was 

revised in accordance with re commendations and cri ticisrns made by the jury 

of write~s and by the jury of experienced teachers. The check list was 

then printed in booklet form for distribution to the selected respondents. 

Then from a total of 790 teachers eligible to be respondents to the 

study, 400 teachers were originally selected by means of the stratified 

random technique. _ The respondents represented 137 approved junior high 

schools of Oklahoma. Within three weeks_ 110 additional check lists were 

sent to other teachers eligible for the study. These represented 35 jLnior 

high schools. The final number of check lists mailed to teachers totaled 

510 representating 172 approved junior high schools. 

Two hundred eighty-two returns were received from the respondents. 

Twelve returns were rejected, leaving a total of 270 returns accepted for 

analysis. The findings.from these returns are discussed in Chapter :i:v. 



CHAPTER IV 

FINDINGS OF THE STUDY. 

Introduction 

When completed questionnaires had been received from 282 respondents, 

as described in Chapter III, the returns were examined. Twelve of the 

returned check lists were discarded or rejected because of incomplete­

ness or late return. The remaining 270 check lists were then processed 

by the computing center at Oklahoma State University. Processing included 

both tabulation of responses and statistical treatment of the data by 

the Chi-Square technique. The treated data are presented in Tables I 

through XXIV. Each table is presented and interpreted in Chapter IV. 

The Data of the Study 

Table I 

Data in Table I are related to the type of institution in which the 

respondent did his undergraduate work. A study of the data given in the 

table reveals that no significant differences exist among the respondents 

with respect to their feelings Qf academic competence. 

There are four significant differences, as shown by the starred items, 

among the respondents with respect to their feelings of confidence in 

their own teaching ability. In three instances, as shown by the symbol "#", 

the respondents who had their training at state colleges show the highest 

49 
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TABLE I. 

FREQ'JENC'i DISTRIBUTION Oi' RESPONSES IN TERMS OF TYPE Ol' INSTITi.ITIONS 
OF UNDERGRADUATE PREPARATION 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE University 
. I~1:2e gf ID:ii:U:tutJga 

· Liberal Arts · State 
Chi-Square 

CONFTPENGE TN,. NI AO NI Ah NJ AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC.CDMPETENCE 
i.iterature 14· 79 2 27 33 114 4,88651 
Drama 41 52 9 20 59 87 1,56962 
Essay . . . . 45. 48 10 20 61 86 2.38081 

.History, English Language 37 55 11 18 67 81) ,99295 
Formal .Grammar 12 19 4 26. 17 i30 ,16952 
Linguistic Grammar· 61 32 .15 15 83 63 2,95514 
Journalism 63 30 19 10 89 58 1,32755 
Library Science· 47. 45 19, 11 80 65 1,39998 
Speech Arts· 30 63 7 23 48 99 1,04291 
Ba<>ic Reading Skills 26 67 10 20 29 118 3.69336 
Study Reading. Skills 19 74 5 25 32 115 ,40285 

· Literary Reading Skills 11 82 6 24 27 120 2,12518 
Mechanics and Usage 7 86 0 30 8 139 2,45711 
Oral Communication 66 87 4 26 9 138 2.05467 

·Written Communication 4 89 4 26 15 131 3,58005 
Formal Composit'lori· 15 78 5 24 36 111 2.66778 
Creative Writing 27 .66 8 22 52 95 l ,52598 
Critical Thinking 19 74. 4 26 34 113 1.47508 
Listening· 8 82 l 29 ·21. 125 · 3.81296 
Discussion Group Technique 20 73 9 21 36 109 .94757 

OWN ·.TEACHING ABILITY 
Li tera.ture 16 77 3 27 23 123 .89828 
Drama 37 56 B 21 53 93 l ;42199 
Ess;iy 40 53 B 22 62 85 2. 78544 
History, English Lailguage 29 64 12 17 70 77 6.34938* ## 
Formal Granimar . 10 83 3 27 16 131 .02034 
Linguisi.tc Grammar 58 35 15 14 70 77 5.,00161 
Journalism 67 26 20 9 93 54 2.04416 
Library .Science 55 37 18 11 80 · 67 .99295 
Speech Arts 35 58 . 13 16 50 96 1,23771 
Basic Reading Skills 24 69 11 18 31 116 3.83499 
Study Reading Skills 23 70 7 22 27 119 1.48009 
'Literary Reading Skills 12 81 5 25 20 127 ,27430 
Mechanics and Usage 6 87 2 27 8 139 . ,15603 
Oral Communication 10 83 4 26 12 134 ,93792 
Written Communication 5 BB 5 25 19 128 4,62202 
Formal Composition 14 79 8 21 32 114 2, 78150 
Creative Writing 31 62 ·7 23 52 95 1.,62551 
Critical Thinking 30 63. 6 23 50 97 1,93249 
Listening 9 84 2 27 28 119 5,54974 
Discussion Group Techni~ue 24 69 8 22 39 108 .01780 

.COMPETHNCE IN· PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 29 63 9 20 49 97 ,14248 
Team Teaching 46 46 18 11 77 69 1,28938 
Teaching Machines 61 32 22 7 86 60 3,37868 
Radio and Television 49 '44 17 11 79 65 ,56215 
Other Programmed Learning 44 48 15 14 67 78 ,30688 
Newspapers 25 .. 67 lJ 16 33 114 6,26233* # 
Trips and Excursions 23 69 12 15 48 98 4,03484 
Parent Conferences 13 80 6 23 27 120 l.06937 
Evaluation 12 80 6 24 15 132 2.29963 

·standardized Testing 17 76 6 24 21 125 ,95786 
Informal' Testing 11 82 2 28 15 132 ,65967 
Interpreting Data in Files 19 74 7 22 30 117 .21737 
Group Reports 21 72 6 23 36 111 ,2:::37 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 36 56 15 15 65· 81 l.28868 
Book Reviews 16 76 · .8 22 24 118 1.64699 

KNOWLEDGE OF MAT!:RIALS, 
SOURCES. TO MAKE CLASSES 

i7 INTERESTING, INFORMATiVE 76 4 26 21 126 181857 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSRCXlM 3 90 29 6 141 .12996 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 26 67 ]2 18 28 118 6. 72610* 11 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous· Classes 10 83 4 25 11 132 1,34195 
Homoge.neous Classes 3 87. 2 28 7 131 ,68246 

A. Fast Group 6 85 2 28 .9 135 ,01451 
B, SlDlv Group 20 71 12 18 35 110· 4,07533 
C; Average Group 6 87 l 29 4 143 2.07583 

Uag;cai;ie:!J ,aa:i:Hi~ 2ll Ci!l Jg l2 QQ 96 :Z 22:Z93* II. 
NL - No.ne.or Little AO - Adequate or OU~standing 
Chi-Square values were calculat.ed at the ,05 significance .level. The degree of freedom is 2. 
*Significant Differences ,05 level ·#State College 

ll#IUniversi ty. 



degree of confidence; in only one situation, as indicated by##, the 

respondimts who attended universities show the greatest confidence. 
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When significant differences exist, the respondents who attended 

state colleges for their undergraduate work tend to feel more confident. 

Table II 

Data in Table II are related to the type of support for the insti­

tution in which the respondents did their undergraduate worko A study of 

the data presented in the table reveals two significant differences among 

the respondents with respect to their feeling of academic competence~ as 

indicated by the starred i terns~ There are four significant differences 

among the respondents with respect to their confidence in their own 

teaching ability, as indicated by the starred i tems6 

With respect to four of the six items~ when significant differences 

are indicated~ re~pondents who had attended privately supported institu­

tions are most confident as indicated by #; in only two instances are 

the attendants at publically supported insti~utions more confident~ as 

indicated by ## .. 

When significant differmces exist, those respondents who attended 

privately supported colleges seem to feel more confident6 

·rable III 

Data in Table III are related to the type of institution in which 

the respondent did graduate worko A study of the data presented in the 

table reveals that there is only one significant difference with respect 

to the respondent's feelings of confidence in their own teaching compe­

tency. Four significant diff.erences are shown with respect to the respon­

dents' feelings of confidence in their own teaching competency.. Significant 



TABLE II 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF STATE OR PRIVATE SUPPORT 
OF ll!STITUTIONS OF UNDERGRADUATE PREPARATION 

ITEMS OF RESPON.SE Public 
Sgi.a;c,~ gf ~1.1ggg;c;t 

Private 

. CONF !DENCE IN a NJ '.AP Hb 69 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature .4 34 45 186 
Drama 16 22 93 137 
Essay . 20 18 96 136 
History, English Langua.ge 19 19 96 134 
Formal Granmar 6 32 27 203 
Linguisttc Granmar 21 17 138 93 
Journalism 29 9 142 89 
Library Science 26 11 120 110 
Speech Arts 12 26 73 159 
Basic ·Reading skills .15 23 50 182 
Study Reading Skills 9 29 47 185 
Literary Reading Skills 7 31 37 195 
Mechanics and Usage ·3 35 12 220 
Oral Comnunica tion 5 33 14 218 
Written Communicatio.n 5· 33 18 213 
Forll)al Corrmunication 8 30 48 183 
Creative Writing 14 24 73 159 
Critical Thinking 7 31 50 182 
Listening 5 33 25 203 
DiscUssion Group Technique 13 25 52 )78 

OWN lEACHING ABILITY 
Li t(:ratuie 4 34 38 193 
Drama 13 25 85 145 
Essay .15 23 95 137 
History, English· Language 16 22 95 136 
Formal Granmar 4 34 25 207 
Linguistic Grammar 20 18 123 108 
)ournalism 26 12 154 77 
Library Science 30 8 123 107 
S;,eech Arts 17 21 81 149 
Basic Reading Skills 15 23 51 180 
Study Reading Skills 10 28 47 183 
Literary Reading Skills 5 33 32 200 
Mechanics and Usage 3 35 13 218 
Oral CorrmunicatiOn 5 33 21 210 
Written· Comnuni cation 8 30 21 211 
F.ormal Composition 11 27 43 187 
Creative Writing 13 ·25 77 155 
Critical Thinking. 9 29 77 154 
Listening 4 34 35 196 
Di.scussion Group Technique 12 26 59 173 

sor,,E-Erc'::c IN PRACTICES •. 
MATEitIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 13 25 74 155 
Tear., Teaching 23 15 118 111 
Teaching Machii1es 29 9 140 90 
Radio and Television 20 17. 125 103 
Other Programmed Learning 16 21 110 119 
Newspapers 14 23 57 174 
Trips and Excurs·ians· 13 24 70 158 
Parent Conferences 6 32 40 191 
Evaluation 8 30 25 206 
Standardized Testing 6 32 38 193 
Info.rmal Testing· 2 36 26 206 
Interpreting Data in Files 7 31 49 182 
Group Reports 8 30 55 176 
s~cio Dramas; Role Playing 16 22 100 130 
Book Reviews 8 30 40 186 

KNOWLEDGE OF MA1ERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 4 34 38 194 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 38 10 222 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 12 26 54 177 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 4 34 21 206 
·Homogeneous Classes 2 35 10 .211 

A, Fast Group . 2 36 15 212 
B, Slow Group 15 23 52 i 76 
c. Average Group l 37 10 222 

Un2raUed Glasses 16 21 72 147 

NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the ,05 significance level, The degree of freedom is l. 

*Si gni.f icant Differences ,05 level #Private Support 
**Significant D.ifferenceS ,01 level ##Public Support 

*:**Significant Differences .001 level 
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Chi-Square 

1, 75623 
,03771 

1,.68708 
,90846 
,49550 
,27061 

3,10472 
4,21196* ## 

,00019 
5, 73771* # 

,23307 
,14636 
,46119 

2,53270 
1.20153 

,00147 
,43219 
,19215 
,15654 

2,38940 

,86913 
;10601 
,02940 
.01292 
,00212 
,00495 
,04536 

8, 63543** ## 
1,27407 
5,33328* # 

,67358 
,01114 
,29979 
,61817 

4,90510* # 
2, 13025 

,01531 
1,39692 

,56313 
,63676 

,05334 
1,05882 
3,34017 

,00762 
,29335 

2,83727 
,29087 
,05364 

3,17309 
,01041 

1,24102 
,15421 
,13828 
,02504 
,24592 

,85154 

1, 70092 

1,18571 

,06195 
,05540 
,09805 

4,80141* # 
,23546 

1,50785 
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TABLE III 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBlJIION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS Of TYPE OF INSTITUTION 
OF GRADUATE PREPARATION 

I~~~ '2f Ic:at1:tutJgc 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE University Llberal State 

Arts Chi-Square 
CQNFIQENCE IN; NJ AO NI AO NI AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 18 89 1 5 13 67 .01087 
Drama 38 68 3 2 30 50 1.19878 
Essay 40 67 2 4 32 48 .19830 
Hi.story, English Language 44 63 2 3 35 44 .20063 
Formal- Gramnar 11 94 1 5 12 68 .94061 
Linguistic Grammar 64 43 2 4 ·44 35 1.76774 
JournaliS·m 64 43 4 1 56 24 2.61021 
Library Science 53 53 1 4 43 36 2.33707 
Speech Arts 26 81 2 4 27 53 2.07764 
Basic Reading Skills 24 83 2 4 20 60 .47436 
Study Reading Skills 19 88 2 4 20 60 1,97633 
Literary Reading Skills 13 94 2 4 13 67 2.38998 
Mechanics and Usage 5 102 1 5 2 78 2,98760 
Ora 1 Commi.Jni cation 6 101 2 4 2 78 10,88933'* II 
Writ ten Comrnuni cation 18 97 1 5 7 72 ,40017 
Formal Composition 20 87 3 3 18 62 3,45756 
Creative Wri ling 30 77 2 4 28 52 1.05040 
Critical Thinking 18 89 1 5 21 59 2,53834 
Listening 11 96 2 4 8 71 3,19015 
Discussion Group Technique 24 83 .3 3 20 59 2,38688 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 16 91 0 6 12 68 1.05093 
Drama 37 70 2 3 27 53 ,08596 
Essay 39 68 l 5 35 45 2,31087 
History, English L~nguage 37 70 1 4 39 41 4,69046 
Formal Grammar 14 93 0 6 8 72 1.22780 
Li ngui s tic· Grarrunar 62 45 2 3 37 43 2,83779 
Journalism 63 44 2 3 61 19 7,61775* # 
Library Science 57 49 1 4 42 38 2,18454 
Speech Arts 36 71 3 2 29 50 1.51914 
Basic Reading Skills 21 86 2 3 20 60 1,67597 
Study Reading Skills 16 91 1 4 22 57 4,65092 
Literary Reading Skills 10 97 0 6 12 68 2,24570 
Mechanics and Usage 3 104 0 5 3 77 ,30099 
Ora 1 Communication 6 100 1 5 7 73 1.44905 
'IJ1itten Communication 10 97 2 4 8 72 3,53873 
Formal Compo Si tion 20 86 2 3 13 67 1,82052 
Creative Writing 36 71 2 4 23 57 ,51591 
Cri tica~ Thinking .32 75 2 3 26 54 ,32625 
Listening 12 95 1 14 66 1,64600 
Discussion Group Technique 26 81 2 4 18 62 • 38941 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 27 80 1 4 31 49 4.20633 
Team 1·eaching 55 52 2 3 45 35 , 78718 
Teaching Machines 71 35 3 2 48 32 ·.99632 
Radio and Television 49 56 3 2 51 29 5, 40764 
Other Prograrm1ed Lea,rn~ng 47 58 3 3 38 42 ,17545 
Newspapers 24 83 2 3 20 60 .89110 
Trips and Excursions 28 77 2 3 24 55 .63324 
Parent Conferences 10 97 2 3 21 59 11, 06695** ## 
Evaluation 13 94 0 6 6 74 l. 79116 
Standardized Testing 11 96 0 6 17 63 5.49192 
Informal Tes ting 9 98 0 6 8 72 • 74199 
Interpreting llita in Files 14 93 0 5 22 58 7.42909* ### 
Group Reports 22 85 0 5 23 57. 3.28231 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 44 62 1 5 40 40 3,24504 
Book Reviews 16 89 1 5 17 60 1.41127 

KNO.VLE!XiE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
IN TE RESTING, INFORMATIVE ls' 92 5 13 67 ,19155 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 2 105 Q 6 3 77 ,80638 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA~ 
CURRiaJLAR ACTIVITIES 25 82 0 6 20 59 1.99248 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 5 101 1 4 10 67 4. 78849 
Homogeneous Classes 0 104 l 5 5 71 9,67616*" ## 

A, Faet Group 4 102 0 6 5 73 1,00034 

B. Slow Group 24 82 3 3 21 58 2.40981 

c. Average Group 2 105 l 5 78 4,93415 

!.JDQiaded Cl ass~s 22 7] 2 ;i 33 tl2 ii 2~2f>2 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequi3te or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2. 

*Significant Differences ,05 level IISta te College 
**Significant Differences • 01 level lll#University 

**•Significant. Differences ,001 level ###Liberal Arts College 
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differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the five significant differences shown in the table, 

state college attendants show the greatest confidence with respect to 

two items, as indicated by the symbol #; university attendants, to two 

items as indicated by##; and liberal arts attendants, to one item, as 

indicated by###. 

State college and university attendants indicate more confidence 

than do attendants at liberal arts colleges~ 

Table IV 

Data in Table IV are related to the type of support given the grad­

uate institutions which the respondents attended. A study of the data 

given in the table shows no significant differences with respect to the 

respondents' feelings of a ca demi c competency. Two significant differences 

are shown with respect to the respondents' feelings of confidence in their 

teaching ability, as shown by the starred items. In respect to one item, 

respondents who attended privately supported institutions are more 

confident(#); in the other, respondents who attended publicly supported 

institutions are more confident(##). 

The type of support of the institution attended at the graduate level 

seems to have little relationship to the respondents' feelings of com­

petence or confidence. 

Table V 

Data in Table V are related to the degree or degrees held by the 

respondents. There were no Doctor of Philosophy degrees and only two 

Doctor of Education degrees among the 270 respondents; therefore, the 

doctoral degree were not considered in interpreting the data. 



TABLE IV 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF STATE OR PRIVATE SUPPORT 
OF INSTITUTIONS OF GlADUATE PREPARATION 

Source of su~~ort 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Public Private 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 4 15 28 146 
Drama 4 15 67 105 
Essay 8 11 66 108 
History, English Language 10 9 71 101 
Formal Grarrmar 3 16 21 151 
Linguistic Grammar 10 9 100 73 
Journalism 9 10 115 58 
Library Science 6 12 91 81 
Speech Arts 2 17 53 121 
Basic Reading Skills 4 15 42 132 
Study Reading Skills 4 15 37 137 
Literary Reading Skills 2 17 26 148 
Mechanics and Usage 1 18 7 167 
Oral Communication 1 13 9 165 
Written Co[Tlllunica tion · 2 17 16 157 
Formal Composition 3 16 38 136 
Creative Writing 5 14 55 119 
Critical Thinking 4 15 36 138 
Listening 2 17 19 154 
Discussion Group Technique 6 13 41 132 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 3 16 25 149 
Drama 5 14 61 112 
Essay 7 12 68 106 
History, English Language 8 11 69 104 
Forma1 .Grammar 1 18 21 153 
Linguistic Grammar 9 10 92 Bl 
Journalism 8 11 118 55 
Library Science 9 10 91 81 
Spee ch Arts 5 14 63 109 
Basic Reading Skills 5 14 38 135 
Study Reading Skills 4 15 35 137 
Literary Reading Skills 2 17 20 154 
Mechanics and Usage 1 18 5 168 
Oral Communication 0 19 14 159 
Writ ten· Communication 2 17 13 156 
Formal Composition 3 1.6 32 140 
Creative Writing 5 14 56 118 
Critical Thinking 4 15 56 117 
Listening 2 17 25 148 
Discussion Group Technique 5 14 41 133 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATE;RIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 8 11 51 122 
Team Teaching 9 10 93 80 
Teaching Machines 15 4 107 65 
Radio and Television 10 9 93 78 
Other Progiammed L.earning 9 10 79 93 
Newspapers 4 15 42 131 
Trips and Excursions 9 10 45 125 
Parent Conferences 1 18 32 141 
Evaluation 2 17 17 157 
Standardized Testing 1 18 27 147 
In"fo:rmal Testing 1 18 16 158 
Interp~eting ·oatq. in Files 2 17 34 139 
Group Reports 2 17 43 130 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 4 15 81 92 
Book Reviews 2 17 32 137 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 3 16 26 148 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CCNTROL · CLASSROOM 0 19 5 169 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 2 17 43 130 

Heterogi'>neous _Classes 1 18 15 154 
Homoger1~us ClasseS 0 18 6 162 

A. Fast Group 1 18 8 163 
B, Slow Group 6 13 42 130 
c. Average Group 0 19 5 169 

~Classes. 
NL - None 01 Little AO - Ade'luate or Outstanding 
Chi-Squd112s wt-re calculated at the .05 significance · ~vel. The degree of freedom is 1. 

*Signiticant Differences .05 level #Private Support 
**Signipca_nt Differences ,01 level ##Public Support 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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Chi-Square 

.30476 
2,34759 

,12625 
,90286 
,19961 
,18715 

2. 73205 
2,49829 
3,34023 

,08982 
,00045 
,26935 
,06630 
,00028 
,03289 
,37470 
,22404 
,00137 
,00365 
,57495 

,02791 
,60712 
,03612 
,03515 
• 78559 
.23184 

5.17084* # 
• 21041 
• 79359 
,18643 
.00521 
,01589 
.31843 

1.65850 
,00060 
.09060 
,27286 

1.02061 
,21818 
,07149 

1.28201 
.28060 

2,07738 
,02120 
.01424 
,09772 

3.65712 
2, 10653 

,01103 
J ,45215 

,32974 
.93608 

1.95890 
4.60750* ## 

.81516 

,00962 

,56049 

1.95890 
.28.627 
.66428 
,01295 
,46623 
,56049 
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· TABLE V 

FREQUENCY DISfRIBIJfION OF RESPONSES IN RElATION TO HIGIEST DEGREE HELD 

lil gb1Uili C~gi:~a 1:1.:1 d 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE BA BS MA MS r.rr Ed,D Ph,D Chi-Square 

CQNF IDENCE IN I NL AO NL AQ Nr Ao NI AO NI AO NI AA NI AP 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 21 85 17 62 5 30 4 22 2 19 0 2 0 0 2. 77295 
Drama 43 64 32 47 B 26 14 11 10 11 2 0 0 0 9.92368 
Essay 49 58 39 40 7 28 13 13 8 13 0 2 0 0 11,43857* ## 
History, English Language 48 59 37 42 12 23 10 15 7 13 l l 0 0 2,36390 
Formal Grallll'lar 13 94 11 67 3 31 3 23 3 18 0 2 0 0 ,98839 
Linguistic Grammar 59 48 51 28 24 10 12 14 12 9 l l 0 0 5,42864 
Journalism 61 46 58 21 19 16 16 9 15 6 2 0 0 0 B.30760 
Library Science 59 47 43 35 17 17 14 12 11 10 2 0 0 0 2,05768 
Speech Arts 33 74 28 51 9 26 7 19 6 15 2 0 0 0 5.82063 
Basic Reading Skills 29 78 18 61 5 30 7 19 6 15 0 2 0 0 3,42543 
Study Reading Skills 25 62 16 63 4 31 6 20 5 16 0 2 0 0 3,03576 
Literary Reading Skills 20 87 14 65 2 33 5 21 3 16 0 2 0 0 4,05667 
Mechanics and Usage 7 100 4 75 2 33 2 24 0 21 0 2 0 0 1,61581 
Oral Col!llluni cation 8 99 5 74 0 35 4 22 2 19 0 2 0 0 5,86089 
Writ ten Commun! cation 8 99 6 72 3 32 5 21 l 20 0 2 0 0 4,59676 
Formal Composition 14 92 26 53 5 30 6 18 2 19 1 l 0 0 15,85976** # 
Creative Writing 30 77 33 46 10 25 8 18 6 15 () 2 0 0 5,47475 
Critical Thinking 22 85 23 56 4 31 3 23 5 16 0 2 0 0 7,08528 
Listening 15 91 9 68 3 32 l 25 2 18 0 2 0 0 2,86557 
Discussion Group Technique 27 79 23 55 7 28 4 22 4 17 0 2 0 0 3,65664 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 14 93 15 63 5 30 5 21 3 18 0 2 0 0 1.99737 
Drama 36 70 28 51 11 24 12 13 9 12 2 0 0 0 5,98790 
Essay 49 58 33 46 8 27 12 14 8 13 0 2 0 0 7,55467 
History, English Language 43 64 39 40 9 26 JO 15 10 u 0 2 0 0 7,45458 
Formal Grammar 9 98 10 69 5 30 4 22 l 20 0 2 0 0 2,97594 
Linguistic Grammar 53 54 47 32 21 14 12 13 9 12 l l 0 0 3,66631 
Journall'sm 70 37 59 20 18 17 13 12 18 3 2 0 0 0 12,90619 
Library Science 43 44 48 31 16 18 12 13 12 9 2 0 0 0 4,31701 
Speech Arts 36 70 32 47 11 24. 7 18 JO 11 2 0 0 0 6,60326 
Basic Reading Skills 31 76 16 63 8 27 5 20 6 15 0 2 0 0 3,08586 
Study Reading Skills 26 81 14 64 6 29 5 20 6 15 0 2 0 0 2,68914 
Literary Reading Skills 16 9l 14 65 1 34 4 22 2 19 0 2 0 0 5,39158 
Mechanics and Usage 7 100 7 72 l 34 l 24 0 21 0 2 0 0 3,48747 
Oral Col!llluni cation 9 98 10 69 0 34 4 22 3 JS 0 2 0 0 6,34249 
Written Com'Jlunication JO 97 12 67 l 34 3 23 3 16 a· 2 0 0 4,65047 
Formal Composition 16 91 25 54 6 28 6 19 l 20 0 2 0 0 12.24265* # 
Creative Writing 28 79 33 46 15 20 8 18 6 15 0 2 0 0 7. 72336 
Critical Thinking 29 78 33 46 11 24 6 19 7 14 0 2 0 0 6,34814 
Listening 17 90 13 66 2 33 2 23 5 16 0 2 0 0 5,24889 
Discussion Group Technique 33 74 24 55 6 29 3 23 5 16 0 2 0 0 7,03532 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES, 

Group Teaching 43 64 20 57 8 27 7 18 6 13 l l l l 6,66026 
Team Teaching 59 46 39 36 15 20 l7. 8 9 12 2 0 0 0 6. 70515 
Teaching Machines 64 43 51 28 23 11 16 7 11 JO 2 0 0 0 3,92478 
Radio and Television 58 48 43 35 19 15 14 10 10 11 l 1 0 0 ,59559 
Other Programmed Learning 46 57 38 40 17 17 13 13 9 12 l l l l ,51566 
Newspapers 32 74 18 61 7 28 7 16 ·6 15 l l 0 0 2. 70229 
Trips and Excursions 41 65 21 56 9 25 5 20 7 14 0 2 0 0 6,06774 

Parent Conferences 16 69 17 62 4 31 2 23 5 16 0 2 0 0 4,42795 
Evaluation 13 93 15 64 3 32 l 25 l 20 0 2 0 0 6,85085 
Standardized Testing 22 84 11 ' 68 6 29 2 24 3 18 0 2 0 0 3. 73972 
Informal Testing 12 95 7 . 72 5 30 2 24 l 20 1 l 0 0 5,14361 
Interpreting Data in Files 24 83 20 59 7 28 l 24 4 17 0 2 0 ci 6,00812 
Group Reports · 32 75 18 61 5 30 3 22 5 16 0 2 0 0 6,56750 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 46 61 34 44 12 22 12 14 10 11 2 0 0 0 3, 75951 
Book Reviews 17 87 15 64 3 30 4 22 7 13 2 0 0 0. 15,04289* ## 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 16 91 14 65 5 30 4 22 2 19 0 0 2. 74325 
ABILllY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 6 101 3 76 0 35 0 26 20 0 2 0 0 3,57830 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 27 80 19 60 5 30 8 18 5 15 2 0 0 0 8, 72361 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneou.s Classes 6 JOO 13 64 l 33 1 24 3 18 l l 0 0 13, 73976* ## 
Homogeneous Classes 4 99 5 68 l 33 l 24 l 20 0 2 0 0 1,27844 

A. Fast Group 9 98 5 70 0 35 3 23 0 20 0 2 0 0 5, 76208 
B, Slow Group 30 77 18 58 12 23 3 23 4 16 0 2 0 0 5,61925 
C, Average Group 4 103 4 75 2 33 l 25 0 21 0 2 0 0 1,44990 

Ungraded Classes 36 65 22 54 13 21 9 15 7 13 l 0 ,00000 

NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the ,.05 significance level,. The degree of freedom is 5. 

*Sig~ificant Differences ,05 level #Master of Teaching Degree 
**Significant Differences .01 level ##Master of Arts Degree 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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There are two significant differences, as shown by the starred items, 

with respect to the respondents' feelings of academic competency. Four 

significant differences, as shown by the starred items,. exist with respect 

to the respondents' feelings of teaching confidence. 

With respect to the six i terns which show significant differences, res-

pendents holding the Master of Teaching degree show the highest confidence 

with respect :to three i terns ( #); respondents holding the Master .of Arts 

degree show the highest. degree of confidence with respect to three- i terns 

(##). 

Holders of· the Master of Teaching and the Master of Arts deg:r:-ee 

tend to feel more confident than holders of other degrees. 

Table VI 

Data in Table VI are related to the recency of data for the highest 

degree held by each respondent. Four significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' feelings of academic competency; four .signi-

ficant differences exist with respect to the respondents 1 confidence in 

their own teaching competency. Significant differences are indicated in 

the table by-asterisks. 

With respect to the eight items which evince significant d_ifferences, 
; 

teachers whose highest· degree pre-dates 1950 are more confident with 

respect to five i terns (#), teachers whose highest degree post date 1950 

are more confident·with respect to three items .• (##). 

Teachers who have held their higher degrees longer·indicate 

more confidence than teachers whose highest degrees are more recent. 
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TABLE VI 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF DATE OF HIGIEST DEGREE 

Dal~ gf 1:U gbi;:5;t D~gi:ee 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE 1920-1929 1930-1939 1940-1949 1950-1959 1960-

Chi-Square 
@NfTPBNGE IN, NJ AO Nr AO NL AO NL AO NL AO 

____ ...,...., 
OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 3 4 6 25 6 51 13 46 21 94 5, 71989 
Drama 3 4 14 17 17 40 27 30 48 68 4,13564 
Essay. 2 5 12 19 19 38 21 38 62 54 9,48954* # 
History, English Language 4 3 18 13 17 40 26 32 50' 65 7,57138 
Formal Grammar 2 5 2 29 5 51 9 50 15 100 3.82375 
Linguistic Grammar 6 1 20 11 37 19 30 29 66 50 5,44904 
Journalism 3 4 24 7 36 21 31 27 77 39 6.82949 
Library Science 6 0 18 12 29 28 29 30 64 51 6.41951 
Speech Arts 3 4 13 18 14 43 19 40 36 80 3,28095 
Basic Reading Skills 3 4 5 26 12 45 8 51 37 79 10,15842* #If 
Study Reading Skills 3 4 5 26 12 45 8 51 28 88 5,15259 
Literary Reading Skills 2 5 3 28 6 ol 10 49 23 93 4,23896 
Mechanics and Usage 2 5 l 30 7 50 2 57 3 113 14. 77793** ## 
Oral Communication 2 5 0 31 5 52 6 53 6 110 9.07240 
Written Communication 2 5 l 29 4 53 9 50 7 109 9.13421 
Formal Composition 2 5 6 25 ll 46 11 48 26 89 , 76826 
Creative Writing 3 4 12 19 10 47 23 36 39 77 7,92187 
Critical Thinking 2 5 7 24 9 48 13 46 26 90 1,39174 
Listening 3 4 l 30 5 51 9 49 12 102 10,40005* # 
Discussion Group Technique 3 4 8 23 ll 45 14 45 29 86 2,07441 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 1 6 5 26 6 50 13 46 17 99 2,96252 
Drama 2 5 12 18 12 45 29 29 43 73 10. 78471* # 
Essay 2 5 10 21 16 41 24 35 58 58 9,26310 
History, English Language 4 3 14 17 19 38 26 32 48 68 2, 70619 
Formal Grammar 0 7 0 31 4 53 13 46 12 104 13,26441* # 
Linguistic Grammar 5 2 18 13 32 25 32 26 [)6 60 2,64665 
Journalism 3 4 26 5 38 19 35 23 78 38 6,99384 
Library Science 5 2 20 11 30 27 31 27 67 48 2,12619 
Speech Arts 5 2 16 15 12 45 21 37 44 71 12, 75336* # 
Basic Reading Skills 3 4 6 25 13 44 11 47 33 83 3. 74143 
Study Reading Skills 2 5 7 23 11 46 10 48 27 89 l.27234 

. J..iterary Reading Skills ·O 7 3 28 '6 51 8 51 20 96 3,25181 
Mechanics and Usage 0 7 l 30 4 53 2 56 9 107 2,29753 
Oral Communication 0 7 1 30 5 52 6 52 14 102 3.07159 
Writ ten Communication l 6 3 28 4 53 8 51 13 103 l.46768 
Formal Composition 2 5 5 26 9 48 14 43 24 92 2,00412 
Creative Writing 2 5 11 20 19 38 20 39 38 78 .16166 
Critical Thinking 2 5 12 19 17 40 20 38 35 bl 1.14595 
Listening 2 5 5 26 6 51 8 50 18 98 2.03075 
Discussion Group Technique l 6 ll 20 10 47 16 43 33 83 4.42184 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 3 4 12 19 19 37 . 17 41 36 79 1.2806.2 
Team Teaching 3 4 20 11 29 27 32 26 57 58 2.62215 
Teaching Machines 5 2 :u 10 36 21 36 21 71 45 .67363 
Radio and Television 5 2 18 13 28 28 30 26 64 51 1,50232 
Other Programmed Learning 3 4 17 14 29 27 26 32 51 63 l.65620 
Newspapers 2 5 9 21 12 45 13 45 35 Bl · 2,37332 

Trips and Excursions 3 4 12 19 13 41 14 43 41 75 4,62210 

Parent Conferences 2 5 4 27 9 48 6 52 25 91 4,59264 
Evaluation 1 5 2 29 8 49 3 56 19 97 5,89805 
Standardized Testing l 6 2 29 11 46 6 52 24 92 5, 72950 
Informal Testing 1 6 3 28 6 51 8 51 10 106 1,16052 
Interpreting Data in Files 2 5 10 21 14 43 9 49 21 % 4,;oa2a 
Group Reports 1 6 8 23 10 47 17 41 27 89 2,64483 
Socio Dramas I Role Playing 3 4 14 17 19 38 27 31 53 62 2,96439 
Book Reviews l 6 7 24 7 49 12 44 21 93 2,09114 

KNOWLEOOE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 3 4 3 28 8 49 7 52 21 95 6,07304 
ABILITY TO CllGANIZE AND 
roNTROL CLASSROOM 6 2 29 56 2 57 4 112 3,49893 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 2 5 9 22 8 49 12 46 35 Bl 6.24846 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 2 4 5 26 4 51 2 55 12 104 8,39295 
Homogeneous Classes 2 4 1 27 4 51 l 57 4 107 13,45115** ## 

A, Fast Group 1 6 5 25 4 52 2 56 5 109 7,65549 
B. Slow Group 4 3 4 27 17 39 12 46 30 84 7,76980 
C, Average G:roup l 6 0 31 3 54 2 57 5 111 3.47784 

Un2raded C:lasses 3 4 13 17 14 36 18 38 40 73 2.36740 
NL - None or Little AO Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the ,05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 4, 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #Before 1950 
**Significant Differences ,01 level ##After 1950 

***Significant Differences .001 level 
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Table VII 

Data shown in Table VII are·in terms of the most recent college hours 

taken by the respondents. No significant differences are shown with respect 

to feelings of academic competence. Two items related to confidence in 

teaching competency show significant differences, as indicated by starred 

items. 

Teachers whose latest work pre-dates 1940 show the greatest confidence 

with respect to one item(#}. Teachers whose latest work was taken 

between 1940 and 1950 show the greatest confidence with respect to the 

second item ( ##) • 

Respondents who~e last work was done before 1960 seem to feel more 

confident than those whose work has been done since 1960. 

Table VIII 

Data in Table VIII are related to the recency of the respondents' 

last work in English preparation. Four significant differences appear 

with respect to the teachers' feelings of academic competence. Nine 

significant differences exist with respect to the teachers' feelings of 

teaching competency. These differences are shown in the table by the 

starred i terns. 

With respect to seven items, teachers whose work was done prior to 
t, 

1950 ire more confideni (#); with respect to the other six significant 

items, teachers whose work has been done si nee 1950 are more confident 

( ##} 0 

In general, teachers whose work in English was done before 1950 feel 

more academically competent; teachers whose latest work in English has 

been done since 1950 feel more confident of their teaching competency. 
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TABLE VII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION IN TERMS OF DATE OF LAST OOLLEGE HOURS 

Qa:t~ gf Iar;;t CgJlege: J:lgu;c5 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE 1930-1939 1940-1949 1950-1959 1960- Chi-Square 

OJliEII:!EblCE Ilia Lil ac ~I 6C blI 60 tn 60 

OWN ACADEMIC. COMPETENCE 
Literature l l l 7 6 19 41 192 2,37584 
D.rama l l 3 5 10 15 95 137 ,80304 
Essay 0 2 5 3 7 18 104 130 5,99958 
Hi stQry I English Language 0 2 2 6 8 17 104 128 5,44415 
F.ormal Grammar 0 2 l .7 3 22 29 203 ,43128 
Linguistic Grammar l l 8 0 16 9 13.3 100 6,93839 
Journali.sm l l 6 2 17 8 147 86 2,59031 
Library Science ·2 0 5 2 13 12 125 107 3,41134 
Speech Arts 0 2 3 5 8 17. 73 161 3,24165 
Basic Reading Skills 0 2 4 4 3 22 58 176 5,95192 
Study Reading Skills 0 2 4 4 3 22 49 185 6,11881 
Literary Reading Skills 0 2 3 5 1 24 40 194 6,10117 
Mechanics and Usage 0 2 l 7 3 22 11 223 3,21637 
Oral Communication 0 2 l 7 4 21 14 220 4,05955 
Writ ten Communication 0 2 9 7 3 22 20 214 1,31547 
Formal Composition 0 2 3 5 3 22 50 183 3,37673 
Creative Writing 0 2 3 5 11 14 73 161 3,22887 
Critical Thinking 0 2 3 5 5 20 49 18[> 2,11566 
Listening 0 2 2 6 4 21 24 206 2, 60727 
Discussion Group Technique 0 2 2 6 7 17 56 177 l,28444 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 1 1 l 7 6 19 34 199 3,55773 
Drama l l 2 6 12 13 83 149 2, 66492 
Essay 0 2 3 5 10 15 97 137 2,15215 
Histury, English Language 0 2 3 5 8 17 99 134 3,90481 
Formal Grammar 0 2 0 8 5 20 24 210 3,61656 
L~nguist.ic Gra~mar l 1 6 2 17 8 118 115 5,22514 
Journalism l 1 7 l 15 10 157 76 4,37509 
Library Science 2 0 5 3 12 13 133 99 3.19901 

. Speech Arts 0 2 3 5 8 17 86 146 3,14063 
Basic Reading Sk111 s 0 2 3 5 5 20 58 175 1,99540 
Study Reading Skills 0 2 3 4 2 23 52 181 5,54030 
Literary Re'ading Skills 0 2 l 7 2 23 34 200 1,30900 
Mechanics and Usage 0 2 1 7 l 24 14 219 ,97674 
Oral· Cornmuni cation 0 ·2 l 7 3 22 22 211 ,56397 
Written Communication 0 2 l 7 2 23 26 208 ,61618 
Formal Composl tion 0 2 l 7 4 21 49 183 1,45152 
Creative Writing 0 2 3 5 8 17 79 155 1,60173 
Critical Thinking 0 2 4 4 9 17 74 159 2,61030 
Listening 0 2 l 7 2 23 36 197 1,55658 
Discussion Group Technique 0 2 l 7 7 18 63 171 1,94087 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching l l 5 3 8 17 73 158 4.12415 
Team Teaching 2 0 4 4 19 6 116 115 8,94987 
Teaching Machines l 1 5 3 16 9 146 86 , 74444 
Radio and Television l 1 3 5 14 10 127 103 2,33328 
Other Programmed Learning l l 4 4 13 12 108 122 1,15854 
Newspapers 0 1 2 6 7 18 62 171 , 76077 
Trips and Exc_ursions 0 2 3 5 8 17 72 157 1.51703 
Parent Conferences 0 ·2 3 5 4 21 39 194 3.01016 
Evaluation 0 2 1 7 3 22 29 204 ,42846 
Standardized Testing 0 2 2 6 2 23 40 193 2.41149 
Informal Testing 0 2 3 5 0 25 25 209 9,59917* # 
Interpreting Data in Files 0 2 4 4 4 21 48 185 5,28038 
Group Reports 0 2 2 6 3 22 58 175 3.02826 
S0cio Dramas; Role Playing 1 1 2 6 9 16 103 129 3,09379 
Book R"eview-s l l 1 7 2 20 44 187 3,09556 

KNOWLELGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 0 2 2 6 5 20 34 200 6.90355 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 8 0 25 9 225 13.34023** ## 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 0 8 6 19 59 174 3, 70827 
ABILITY TO HANDLE GLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes ,.; 2 1 7 3 21 21 209 ,68938 
Homogeneous Classes 0 2 2 6 2 21 8 216 9.05306 

Ao Fast Group 0 2 2 5 3 21 12 219 7,98258 
B. Slow Group 0 2 3 5 7 17 57 174 1.88743 
c. Average Group 0 2 1 7 0 25 10 224 2.66632 

Un9raded Classes l 3 5 11 11 73 150 3,42158 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .as significance le.vel. The degree of freedom is 4, 

*Significant Differences .05 level #Before 1940 
**Significant Differences .01 level ##After 1940 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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TABLE VIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF DATE OF LAST COLLEGE 
HOURS IN ENGLISH PREPARATION 

Date gf I a 51 Call ~g;: H,u.1-r5 - Eogl hib E;ce12ax:ath~o 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE 1920-1929 1930-1939 1940-1949 1950-1959 1960- Chi-Square 

CQ~EICE~E Ui1 tll AQ tll ac bll AC till AC NL 60 

O;,/N ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 2 2 3 3 8 8 a 38 28 168 19,62659* .... Ill# 
Drama 3 1 5 1 9 7 19 26 72 124 9,40297 
Essay 2 2 3 3 9 7 15 31 87 110 3,47705 
History, English Language 3 l 4 2 7 9 22 23 79 117 4.20071 
F orma 1 Grammar 1 3 0 6 2 14 6 39 24 172 1.47825 
Linguistic Grarrmar 4 0 3 3 13 3 29 17 110 86 7,24295 
Journalism 3 1 4 2 13 3 27 18 123 14 2. 76043 
Library Science 4 0 2 4 11 5 2·2 24 106 88 6,56172 
Speech Ans 4 0 2 4 5 11 15 31 58 139 9,15515 
Ba.sic Reading Skills 2 2 0 6 5 11 8 38 50 147 5,11787 
Study Reading Skills 2 2 l 5 6 10 7 39 . 40 157 :,, 73718 
Literary Reading Skills 2 2 l :, 4 12 9 37 28 169 5,19102 
Mechanics and Usage 1 3 0 6 6 10 2 44 '6 191 36, 71734*** # 
Oral Commun! ca ti on 2 2 0 6 2 14 4 42 11 186 13,25397* # 
Written Communication 1 3 1 5 2 14 4 42 15 181 2,40353 
Formal Composition 2 2 l 5 4 12 7 39 42 l:>4 3,20879 
Creative Writing 3 1 j 3 5 11 16 :o 60 137 4,63524 
Critical Thinking 2 2 2 4 7 9 7 39 39 158 8.60:,76 
Listening 2 2 0 6 4 11 :, 41 19 175 10. 70:,50* # 
Di sc.Us5ion Group Technique 2 2 3 3 4 ·11 10 36 46 150 3.8686:, 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature l 3 2 4 6 9 9 37 24 173 10. 73958* ## 
Drama l 3 3 2 7 9. 23 22 63 134 7 ,67605 
Essay 1 3 3 3 8 .8 18. 23 80 117 1,236~9 
History, En;ilish Language 3 l 4 2 9 7 18 27 77 120 5,36498 

.Formal Grammar 0 4 0 6 3 13 8 38 18 179 4,90807 
Linguisitc Grammar 4 0 3 3 11 5 27 18 98 99 6,87714 
Journalism 3 1 4 2 13 3 27 18 132 65 2,56934 
Library. Science 4 0 3 3 10 6 23 22 112 84 3,97114 
Spee ch Art.s 4 0 2 4 6 10 16 29 69 127 7.16206 
Basic. Read.ing ~kills 2 2 l 5 5 11 10 35 48 149 2,11770 
Study Reading Skills 2 2 0 6 4 12 10 3:, 41 15:, 3. 75332 
Literary Reading Skills 0 4 1 5 4 12 7 39 25 172 2.65750 
Mechanics and Usage 0 4 0 6 4 12 1 44 11 186 12,1347:,* # 
Ora 1 Communication 1 3 0 6 3 13 5 41 17 179 3.51677 
Writ ten Communication 1 3 1 5 3 13 3 43 21 176 2,98388 
Forinal Composition 2 2 1 5 3 13 9 36 39 157 2,28099 
Crea1 Ive Writing 3 1 2 4 7 9 18 28 6.0 137 5.32368 
Critical Thinking 2 2 2 4 8 8 17 28 57 140 4,51657 
Listening 2 2 2 4 3 13 6 39 26 171 6,31518 
Disc..ussion Group Technique 2 2 3 3 4 12 14 32 48 149 3,68817 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 3 1 4 2 6 9 14 31 60 316 7,20000 
Team Todching 3 1 6 0 7 8 31 14 93 103 · 13. 29909** # 
Teaching Machines 4 0 5 1 9 7 29 16 Ul 75 3,89693 
Radio ;wu Television 3 1 5 1 7 7 23 22 106 a~ \01403 
Other programm&d Learning 3 1 5 1 9 7 23 2;2 85 .09 61/07837 
Newspapers 3 1 3 2 3 p. 12 3~, 49 Mil 8,52085 
Trips and Excursicms 3 1 3 :1 3 11 14 3(/ 60 136 !'J,19624 
Parent' Conf~rences 3 1 0 6 2 14 9 3p 32 J65 11,27048* # 
Evaluation 1 2 0 6 2 14 7 39 23 174 ll.50431 
Standardized Testing 1 3 0 6 5 11 5 41 33 163 5.01529 
Informal Testing 1 3 1 5 3 13 6 40 16 181 3.88971 
Inter[.Jreting Data in Files 1 3 2 4 5 11 9 36 39 l:>8 1.80580 
Group Reports 1 3 2 4 3 13 11 34 46 151 .5:>318 
SoLio Dramas; Role Playing 4 0 4 2 7 9 21 25 79 116 7.29780 
Book Reviews 2 2 4 2 2 13 10 34 29 165 14,59330** # 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLA;:i~ES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE :1 2 .5 6 10 6 40 27 170 10,18672•· ## 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
O)NTROL CLASSROOM 3 5 15 4:, 6 191 8. 71404 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 2 2 2 4 5 11 8 37 48 149 3.16741 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Glasses 3 1 1 5 2 14 4 41 14 179 22. 45697 ...... ## 
Homogeneous Classes 3 1 1 4 1 14 3 43 4 183 :,0, 26843*** ## 

A. Fast Group 1 3 2 4 2 14 3 42 9 184 11, 48031 * ## 
B. Slow Group 2 2 0 6 5 11 12 33 48 146 3, 70111 
c. Average Group 1 3 0 6 l 15 2 44 7 190 5,05796 

Ungraded Classes 2 2 3 3 5 10 16 26 61 127 1,65545 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 4, 

*Significant Differences ,Oo. level #Before 1950 
**Significant Differences ,01 level ##After 19:>0 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 



Table IX 

Data shown in Table IX are in terms of number of semester hours in 

English taken since Oklahome certification. One significant difference 

exists with respect to feelings of academic competence; two significant 

differences exist with respect to confidence in teachtng competency~ 

Significant differences are indicated in the table by isterisks. 
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With respect to the three items where significant differences are 

shown, teachers who have. taken more than twenty semester hours in English 

since Oklahoma certification are more confident than teachers who have 

taken fewer than twenty semester hours in English, as indicated by#. 

Teachers who have taken more than twenty semester hours in English 

since Oklahoma certification tend to feel more confident than teachers 

who have taken fewer than twenty semester hours in English since Oklahoma 

certification. 

Table X 

E.atl. A - ill~ ~i.!lg_ 

Data in Table X are in terms of activities, other than course work, 

to improve preparation for the teaching of English. Part A is ielated to 

Literary Reading done by the respondents • 

. Ten significant differences exist with respect to the respondents' 

feelings of academic competency; twenty-two significant differences exist 

with re~pect to the teachers~ confidehce in their own teaching competency. 

These differences are shown in the table by the starred items. 

With respect to the thirty-two items for which significant differences 

are shown, respondents who do much literary reading show the highest 

confidence with respect to twenty-six i terns (#); respondents who do some 
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TABLE IX 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBIJfION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF NUMBER OF SEMESTER 
HOURS IN ENGLISH TAKEN SINCE OKLAHOMA CERTIFICATION 

t::l!.!mbei: af Sewe:ate;r;: ligm::5 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE 1-9 10-19 20-29 30- Chi-Square 

CCb!EID.EblCE I~· t:ll a::i t:Jl ac b!L ac r:n ac 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 10 74 5 29 0 9 l 8 1.48862 
Drama 32 52 14 20 l 8 2 7 3. 71536 
Essay 31 53 16 18 l 8 2 7 4.91688 
History, English Language 35 48 11 23 3 6 2 7 2.10854 
Formal Grammar 12 72 3 31 l 8 1 6 .68829 
Linguistic Granunar 53 31 17 17 2 7 6 3 6. 74436 
Journalism 53 31 19 15 6 3 2 7 5.96060 
Library Science 51 32 15 19 4 5 l 7 B.98551* # 
Speech Arts 22 62 11 23 l 8 2 7 1. 78215 
Basic Reading Skills 22 62 10 24 3 6 2 7 .41076 
Study Reading Skills 17 67 8 26 2 7 3 6 .87028 
Literary Reading Skills 16 68 5 29 0 9 1 8 2.47203 
Mechanics and Usage 3 Bl 2 32 0 9 0 9 1.15681 
Oral Communication 6 78 3 31 0 9 0 9 l.58080 
Written Conununi cation 4 80 5 29 l 8 0 9 4.42711 
Formal Composition 15 68 5 29 1 8 l 8 .60975 
Creative Writing 25 59 7 27 l 8 l 8 3.22066 
Critical Thinking 15 69 5 29 0 9 2 7 2.20865 
Listening 8 75 4 30 0 9 1 8 1.15982 
Discussion Group Technique 21 63 9 25 1 8 3 6 l.29847 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 10 74 5 29 0 9 8 1.48862 
Drama 27 57 13 21 1 8 8 4.22013 
Essay 30 54 17 17 1 8 4 5 5.16948 
History, English Language 34 50 13 21 3 6 2 7 1.24739 
Formal Grammar 10 74 2 32 1 8 2 7 2.13256 
Linguistic Grammar 47 37 17 17 2 7 4 5 3.96514 
Journalism 58 26 22 12 5 4 5 4 1.24935 
Library Science 49 35 16 18 5 4 4 4 1.32250 
Speech Arts 27 57 12 22 3 6 0 9 4.41916 
Basic Reading Skills 19 65 12 22 4 5 2 7 3.47883 
Study Reading Skills 14 70 10 24 4 5 3 6 5.60341 
Literary Reading Skills 11 73 5 29 0 9 1 8 1.48005 
Mechani c.:s w.1~d Usa9e 5 79 0 34 0 9 D 9 3.21337 
Oral Communi cc. t.i.on 6 78 4 30 0 9 0 9 2.40544 
Written Communication 8 76 3 31 0 9 1 8 .98071 
Formal Composi tlon 21 63 4 30 0 9 0 9 7.49837 
Creative Writing 21 63 9 25 0 9 1 8 3.84857 
Cr\ ti cal Thinking 20 64 11 23 1 8 3 6 2.22101 
Listening 8 76 5 29 0 9 2 7 2.92707 
Discussion Group Technique 18 66 9 25 l 8 1 8 1.65644 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 23 61 10 24 2 7 4 5 1.35526 
Team Teaching 42 42 14 20 1 8 4 5 5.22860 
Teaching Machines 54 30 17 17 5 4 5 4 2.18877 
Radin and Television 44 39 16 18 3 6 4 5 1.52263 
Othor Programmed Leaming 39 44 18 16 1 8 2 6 6. 47124 
Newspapers 18 65 6 28 1 8 2 7 , 73745 
Trips and Excursions 29 55 6. 28 l 7 3 6 4.52247 
Parent Conferences 10 74 ~ 29 1 8 l 8 .21021 
Evaluation 9 75 2 32 0 9 1 8 l. 66837 
Standardized Testing 13 70 2 32 0 9 1 8 3.52828 
Informal Testing 3 81 3 31 0 9 0 9 2.:i.:065 
Into1preting Data in Files 18 66 4 30 2 7 2 7 l.~9]11 
Group Reports 16 68 8 26 1 8 1 8 1.17446 
Socio Dramas, Role Playing 35 49 14 20 0 9 l 8 8,93312* 11 
Book Reviews 11 72 7 26 0 9 l 8 2.90646 

K'.ONLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 11 73 4 30 0 9 D 9 2.61~45 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 83 33 0 9 8 3.99824 
ABILI rt TO DIRECT EXTRA· 
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 21 63 7 26 0 9 8 3,65407 
ABILI1'Y TO HANDLE Cl.ASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 8 74 2 31 0 9 0 9 2.JMC,O 
Homogeneous Classes 2 78 0 33 D 9 0 9 1.29476 

A, Fast Group 2 80 l 32 0 9 1 8 2,39603 
e. Slow Group 24 OS 6 27 2 7 2 7 1.64203 
c. Average Group 3 81 0 34 0 9 0 9 1.89903 

lhl'ilti.id~ci Cl lUHi~S 30 ,a ,; 26 2 2 a B B 28282* tt 
NL - None or Little AO - Ade qua le or Outstanding 
Chi-Squaro values were calculated at the .05 significance level, The degree of freedom is 3. 

*Significant Differences .05 level #More than 20 semester hours in English. 
**Significant Differences .01 level 

H*S ignlfi cant Differences .001 level 



literary reading and those who do no literary reading show the highest 

confidence with respect to six items(##). 

Teachers who have done much literary reading seem to feel more 

confident than teachers who have done little or none. 

Earl....B. - Traveling 

Data shown in Part B of Table X are in terms of traveling as a 

factor in the improvement of preparation for the teaching of English. 
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Five ~ignificant differences exist with respect to the respondents' 

feelings of academic competence; eight significant differneces exist with 

the respondents' confidence in own teaching competency. These differences 

are shown in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to twelve of the thirteen items which show significant 

differences, teachers who have done much traveling feel more confidence 

than teachers who have done some or none, as indicated by#. With 

respect to one i tern, teachers who have done some traveling feel more 

confident than do the others. 

Teachers who have done much traveling tend to feel more confident 

than teachers who have done some or none. 

Ear.±.. G - Professional Literature 

Data shown in Table X, Part c, are in terms of reading professional 

literature to improve preparation for the teaching of English. Six 

significant differences exist with respect to the respondents' feelings 

of academic competence; sixteen significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' feelings of teaching confidence. Significant 

differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 
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With respect to the twenty-two i terns for which significant differences, . 

are shown, respondents who read much professional lite!ature show the 

·highest confidence with respect to fifteen items(#); iespondents who 

read some professional literature show the highest confidence with 

respect to two i terns (##); respondents who read no professional literature 

.show the highest confidence with respect to five items (###). 

In general, teachers who have done much reading of professional 

literature feel more confident than teachers who have read some or none. 

summary - Table X 

Teachers who do much literary reading, do much traveling, and do 

much reading of professional literature indicate a highe~ degree of 

confidence than those who do not. 

Table XI 

Part A - Payin~ ~ 

Data shown in Table XI are in terms of participation in The National 

Council of Teachers of English. Part A is concerned with paying dues. 

Three significant differences exist with respect to the respondents' 

feelings of academic competence; nine significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' feelings of teaching confidence. Significant 

differences are shown in the table by starred items. 

With respect to the twelve items for which significant differences 
~:~,,' 

are shown, respondents who always pay dues show the most confidence with 

respect to eight items(#); respondents who usually or seldom pay dues 

show the most confidence with respect to three items(##). With respect 
I 

to one i tern, Ability to Organize and Control Classroom, teachers who 



66 

TABtE X 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF OTIIER ACTIVITIES 
TO IMPROVE PREPARATION FOR THE TEACl!ING OF ENGLISH 

Ii t.:1:1;c:,: B11dl ag 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE None Some Much Chi-Square 

CCr£ICIEtil~ Iti11 till 6C till 61.l till ,c 
OIYN ACADEMIC C'.OMPETENCE 
Literature 4 3 34 111 10 103 16,50951*** It 
Drama 4 3 67 79 35 76 6,27430* # 
Essay 4 3 6B 78 40 73 3,93139 
History, English Language 5 2 73 73 34 77 12,16196- # 
Formal Grammar l 6 18 128 14 97 ,02560 
Linguistic Granmar 4 3 88 58 63 49 ,42807 
Journalism 6 l 101 45 61 51 7.45633* #It 
Library Science 6 l 86 59 51 60 7,37373* It# 
Speech Arts 2 5 51 95 · 31 82 1,68747 
Basic Reading Skills 3 4 36 110 24 89 1,87398 
Study Reading Skills 3 4 31 115 20 93 2, 75238 
Literary Reading Skills 4 3 25 121 13 100 10. 75879** # 
Me chanics and Usage l 6 9 137 4 109 2.05373 
Oral Conrnunication 3 4 12 134 4 109 15, 92825*** # 
Written Communication 3 4 12 133 8 105 10. 71117** # 
Formal Compos! tion 4 3 33 112 17 96 8,31931 
Creative lfri ting 5 2 54 92 26 87 10,87521** # 
Critical Thinking 3 4 29 117 23 90 2,16580 
Listening 0 6 19 126 11 100 1,42644 
Discussion Group Technique 4 3 40 105 20 92 7 , 49490* # 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 3 4 30 116 7 105 14,43406*** # 
Drama 4 3 59 86 31 81 6,12029• # 
Essay 4 3 6B 78 34 79 8,12039* # 
History, English Language 4 3 74 72 30 82 15, 79268*** # 
Formal Granvr1ar 2 5 19 127 8 105 4,61976 
Linguistic Grammar 5 2 78 68 58 54 1,02716 
Journalism 6 l 105 41 65 47 6,67641* ## 
Library Science 5 2 89 57 55 56 3,99591 
Speech Arts 4 3 57 89 34 77 3 , 33371 
Basic Reading Skills 3 4 34 112 27 85 1.39667 
Study Reading Skills 2 5 34 111 19 93 I, 87183 
Literary Read! ng Ski 11 s 4 3 22 124 9 104 14,98551*** # 
Mechani cs and Usage I 6 11 135 3 1D9 3,80010 
Oral Commun! ca tlon 2 5 18 128 5 107 7,67009* # 
Written Communication 3 4 13 133 12 101 8,17788* ## 
Formal Compos! tion 4 3 33 113 15 96 9,66805** # 
Creative Writing 5 2 53 93 30 83 7 .:'>1183* # 
Crl ti cal Thinking 4 3 51 95 28 84 5 ,13487 
Listening 2 5 26 120 10 102 5,25398 
Di scussion Group Technique 5 2 44 102 20 93 12,87292** # 

CXlMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 2 4 52 93 29 83 2,91655 
Team Teaching 3 3 79 66 55 57 , 74245 
Teaching Ma chines 7 0 97 49 63 48 6 , 71967* ## 
Radio and Television 5 2 94 51 42 67 18,19954*** # 
Other Programmed Learning 5 2 7'j 71 43 66 5 , 29114 
Newspapers 4 3 48 97 17 95 14,09789*** # 
Trips and Excursions 4 3 50 95 27 82 5 ,03308 
Parent Conferences 2 5 28 118 13 99 3,47859 
Eva lua tlon 3 4 19 126 9 104 8.38138• # 
Standardized Testing 2 5 23 122 17 96 . 90441 
Informal Testing 2 5 19 127 5 108 8.20856* # 
Interpreting Data in Flies 3 4 32 114 18 94 3 . 70168 
Group Reports 3 4 44 102 13 99 l4,1021S**•# 
Socio Dramas1 Role Playing 4 3 72 73 36 76 8,57163* # 
Book Reviews 3 4 35 107 8 103 16,14179*** # 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 2 5 24 122 13 100 2,35105 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 7 5 141 4 109 , 25434 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 0 7 40 105 24 89 3,68607 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 2 5 17 128 5 104 7,02998* # 
Homogeneous Cla sses 2 5 8 131 l 108 13. 7251 3** # 

A, Fast Group 4 3 8 135 4 108 33, 11906*** # 
8, SloN Group 3 4 34 110 28 84 1.33744 
c. Average Group 0 7 6 140 2 Ill 1,41827 

Un9raded Classes 2 5 48 91 34 72 ,23682 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or outstanding 
Chi-Squ.Jre Vdlues :1er1w: ral t:ulated at the .05 sign! fl c~~hlLii~~a/yhie~'ii'l~e of freedom Is 2. 

*Si grd. f : :ant Di fferen ·.-es , 05 level 
**Significant Differences , 01 level ##Some or No Literary Reading 

***Significant Differences • 001 level 
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TABLE X (Continued) 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE None Some Much Chi -S quue 

COlllEIQ~lllCE Ill11 ~I 8Q WI AU hlI AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 14 55 31 117 2 43 6, 73474" # 
Drama 30 40 63 83 13 32 3,10056 
Essay 37 33 62 86 12 33 7, 71635* # 
History, English Language 35 35 60 86 16 29 2,61652 
Formal· Grammar 11 59 18 128 4 41 l.!8506 
Linguistic GrafJlllar 44 26 89 58 20 25 4,45795 
Journalism 44 26 102 45 21 24 7, 72796,, ## 
Library Science 39 31 87 58 15 30 9.92379*• # 
Speech Arts 22 48 45 103 16 2J ,42450 
llasic Reading Skills 18 52 37 111 7· 3b 1.95091 
Study Reading Skills 15 55 32 116 6 39 1,56979 
Literary Reading Skills 16 54 19 129 7 38 3.56200 
Mechanics and Usage 3 67 9 139 2 43 ,38712 
Oral Corrununication 4 66 12 136 2 43 ,9)745 
Written Communication 9 61 11 136 2 43 2,88399 
Formal ~o:.,posi tior, 15 54 34 114 5 40 3.04024 
Creative Writing 27 43 49 99 8 37 5,66096 
Critical Thinking 16 54 36 112 3 42 6, 7234) •· # 
Listening 6 63 20 125 4 41 1.572)7 
Discussion Group Technique 20 50 38 108 5 40 5. 20631 

ow~ TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 13 57 23 125 3 41 3.06093 
Drama 23 42 55 91 10 35 4.37514 
Essay 35 35 59 89 11 34 7 ,45894 
History, English Language 38 32 60 87 9 36 13,32688*'<· # 
Formal Grarmiar 9 61 13 135 7 38 1.93873 
Li ngui si-tc Grammar 40 30 84 63 15 30 8.48310* # 
Journalism 50 20 100 47 24 21 4,41238 
Library- Science 43 27 85 61 19 26 4.59223 
Speech Arts 24 45 52 95 19 26 080372 
Basic Reading Skills 23 47 34 113 6 39 5,8708! 
Study Reading Skills 17 53 33 113 41 4,69629 
Literary Reading Skills 14 56 )7 131 4 41 3.90452 
Mechanic's and Usage 6 64 8 139 l 44 2,09551 
Oral Cormnunication 9 61 11 136 4 41 1.65065 
Written Communication 11 59 13 135 3 42 3, 24134 
Formal Composition 15 55 30 116 6 39 l. 35575 
Crea Live Writing 25 45 50 98 12 33 l. 08865 
Critical Thinking 24 46 50 97 9 36 3,42587 
Listening 13 57 21 126 41 2,08376 
Discussion Group Technique 25 45 34 114 37 5.75792 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES , 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 26 44 50 95 6 39 8, 50781'· # 
Team Teaching 33 37 81 64 20 25 2.53347 
Teaching Machines 46 24 95 51 24 21 2.29347 
Radio and TelEiVision 38 31 89 56 12 32 15,85629·•-H ff 
Other Programmed Learn! ng 29 40 77 68 15 30 6,22322* # 
Newspapers 18 51 44 103 5 40 6.40457•· 11 
Trips and Excu.1 :...i.ons 28 41 45 101 6 37 8,84696'• # 
Parent Conferences 13 57 27 120 3 42 3. '/6290 
Evaluation 12 58 17 130 2 43 4. 25685 
Standardized Testing 10 60 28 119 .4 41 2,85746 
Informal Testing 6 64 19 129 l 44 4,55014 
Interpreting Data in Files 14 56 35 112 4 41 4. 75627 
Group Reports 20 50 34 113 6 39 3,6121~ 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 32 38 64 82 15 30 l, 94940 
Book Reviews 14 54 26 120 ,, 38 l,48511 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 16 54 20 128 42 6, 14869* # 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 3 67 5 143 44 , 35485 

ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 17 52 37 111 10 35 , 14647 

ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 
Heterogeneous Classes 8 62 16 128 0 44 5,44631 
Homogeneous Classes 2 65 9 132 0 44 3,68928 

A, Fast Group 6 64 9 137 l 42 1. 79295 
B, Slow Group 24 46 33 114 7 36 5,50987 
c. Average Group 2 68 6 142 0 45 1.93402 

Unsraded Classes 22 47 53 86 9 32 3,8!:>330 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the ,05 significance level, The degree of freedom is 2. 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #Much Traveling 
*"Significant Differences .01 level ##Some or No Traveling 

***Slgni fl cant Differences ,001 level 
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TABLE X (Continued) 

E:;r;:gf~55jgcal I J t~;ca ti.n::li: 
· ITEMS OF RESPONSE None Some Much Chi-Square 

WtEIIZtiCE Uh tu ac tH all tn ac 
OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 10 13 28 126 9 77 13,49964** Ii 
Drama 17 6 57 97 32 53 l l, 72370** ff## 
Essay 12 11 69 86 · 32 54 2,10991 
History, English Language 14 9 63 91 34 51 3,!:>5383 
Formal Grammar 4 19 18 137 11 73 ,63550 
Linguistic Grammar 11 12 99 56 46 39 3,54267 
Journalism 17 6 100 54 51 35 1,85871 
Library Science 18 5 83 71 41 43 6,35302* #II# 
Speech Arts 10 13 50 105 24 62 2,0616fl 
Basic Reading Skills 9 14 37 118 18 68 3.30123 
Study Reading Skills 6 17 29 126 19 67 ,88038 
Literary Reading Skills 8 lfl 25 130 10 76 7,14246* # 
Mechanics and Usage 3 20 6 149 5 Bl 3,42179 
Oral Communication 5 18 8 147 5 81 8,86600•· 1#1# 
Written Communication 6 17 9 145 7 79 10, 70612** ## 
Formal Composition 7 16 32 122 16 70 1,53954 
Creative Writing 12 ll 45 110 26 60 5,06217 
Critical Thinking 8 15 29 126 17 69 3,21699 
Listening 3 19 15 139 12 72 1,20383 
Discussion Group Technique 7 16 36 118 20 65 ,56421 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 8 15 24 131 7 78 10.22917** # 
Drama 14 9 53 100 26 60 7 ,55678* # 
Essay 8 15 70 85 28 58 3.95831 
History, English Language 13 10 65 89 29 57 4,26667 
Formal Grammar 4 19 l7 138 8 78 l ,21442 
Linguistic Grammar 12 11 89 65 40 46 2.84456 
Journalism 18 5 107 47 51 35 4,04674 
Library Science 19 4 86 68 43 42 7 .61428-• ##II 
Speeeh Arts ll 12 59 94 26 60 3,00401 
Basic Reading Skills 9 14 35 119 21 65 2,89979 
Study Reading Skills 7 16 30 123 18 68 1,41344 
Literary Reading Skills 5 18 23 132 8 78 2.84417 
Mechanics and Usage 3 20 9 145 3 83 3.09431 
Oral Communication 3 20 13 142 8 77 ,53606 
Written tommunication 4 19 11 144 12 74 4.24070 
Formal Composition 7 16 30 124 16 69 1.64208 
Creative Writing 10 13 48 107 28 58 1.42720 

,Critical Thinking 10 13 49 105 24 62 2.04864 
Listening 8 15 20 134 10 76 8,51310* # 
Discussion Group Technique ll 12 38 117 18 68 7 ,07918* # 

COMPETENCE IN P_RACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group reaching 10 12 53 100 20 66 5,35533 
Team Teaching ll ll 86 67 40 46 2,13587 
Teaching Machines 18 5 100 54 48 37 4,10214 
Radio and Television 17 6 87 65 36 48 8.51262* ### 
Other Programmed Learning 16 7 78 76 28 55 ll, 38936** 1#1# 
Newspapers 10 13 42 111 16 70 6,27082* # 
I.rips and Excursions ll 12 53 100 18 65 7,22191* # 
Parent Conferences 6 17 29 125 10 76 3.45088 
'Evaluation 5 17 23 132 4 82 7,87674* # 
Standardized Testing 4 19 26 128 12 74 ,39090 
Informal Testing 5 18 l7 138 5 81 5.23680 
Interpreting Data in Files 10 13 31 123 13 73 8.98320* # 
Group Reports 10 13 40 114 10 76 12,56lbO*il- II 
Socio Dramc;ts; Role Playing 15 8 75 79 22 63 16,85389 
Book Reviews 5 17 30 122 9 75 3.66063 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 4 19 26 129 10 76 1,23778 
ABILITY Tei ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 2 21 4 151 3 83 2.27679 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 7 16 37 118 20 65 ,51285 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 6 17 14 138 4 80 • • 76752** 11 
Homogeneous Classes 5 16 7 140 0 84 20. 99999*** # 

A. Fast Group 6 17 8 143 2 83 18,07633*** # 
B. Slow Group 9 14 37 115 18 f ·1 3,15924 
c. Average G.toup 2 21 7 148 1 85 3,37180 

llcgtaded ~las5~5 ]Q ]J ;z~ g~ 22 ~a 2 6Jfl~g 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at. the ,05 sign!.ficance level, The degree of freedom is 2, 

*Significant Differences .05 level #Much Reading of Profe.;sional Literature 
**Significant Differences· ,01 level l#IISome Reading of Professional Literature 

***Significant Differences ,001 level lll##No Reading of Professiona.l Literature 



always or usually pay dues are more confident than those who seldom or 

never pay dues. 

Respondents who always pay dues to The. National Council of Teachers 

of English seem to feel more confident· than respondents who usually or 

seldom pay dues. 

E.a.r.:t. B. - Attendin~ Meetin~s a.o.d. conferences 
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Data shown in Part B of Table XI are in terms of attending meetings 

and conferences of The National Council of Teachers of English.· Two signi­

ficant differences exist with respect to the respondents' feelings of 

a·cademic competency; eight significant differences exist with respect 

to the respondents' confidence in their own teaching competency. Signi­

ficant differences are shown in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the ten items for which significant differences are 

indicated, respondents who. always or usually. attend meetings and conferences 

show the highest confidence with respect to seven items ( #); respondents 

who seldom or never attend meetings and conferences show the highest 

confidence with respect to three items (##). 

Respondents who always or usually attend meetings and conferences 

of The National Council of Teachers of English tend to hel more confid@nt 

than the respondents who seldom or never attend meetings and conferences. 

l?..a.ll. e, - Bepo;c.Un~ .t.Q. CWJl EacuJ t}t. .o.c. Meeti-OQe At.teodR.4 

Data shown in Table IX, Part c, are in terms of reporting to one'B own 

faculty on attended meetings of The National Council of Teachers of 

English. Three significant difference& exist with respect to the teachers' 

feelings of academic competence; six significant differences exist with 

respect to the teachers' confidence in their own teaching competency. 
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Significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the nine i terns for which significant differences are 

shown, teachers who always or usually report to their own faculty on meet­

ings attended show the highest confidence with respect to seven items 

(#); teachers who seldom or never attend meetings and conferences show 

the highest confidence with respect to two items each(##). 

Teachers who always or usually report to their own faculty on 

attended meetings of The National Council of Teachers of English seem 

to feel more confident tha:n respondents who seldom or never report on 

meetings. 

£a.tl D. - Taki og ~ .o.o. Programs 

Data shown in Part D of Table XI are in relation to taking part on 

programs for The National Council of Teachers of English. One signi­

ficant difference exists with respect to the respondents' feelings of 

academic competence; ten significant differences exist with respect to 

the respondents• confidence in their own competency. These significant 

differences are indicated in the table by the starred items. 

With respect to the eleven i terns for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who always or usually take part on programs show the 

highest confidence with respect to ten i terns ( #). Teachers who never 

take part on programs show the highest confidence with respect to one 

item (##). 

Teachers who always or usually take part on programs for The 

National Council of Teachers of English feel more confident than teachers 

who seldom or never take part on programs. 



E.a.I.i E. - ReadjnQ Ib..e. English Journal 

Data shown in Part E of Table XI are in terms of reading The English 

Journal, a publication of The National Council of Teachers of English. Six 

significant differences exist with respect to the teachers' feelings of 

academic competence; sixteen significant differences exist with respect 

to the teachers' confidence in their own teaching competency. Significant 

differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the twenty-two items for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who always or usually read The English Journal show 

the highest confidence with respect to nineteen items(#); teachers who 

seldom or never read The English Journal show the highest confidence with· 

respect to three i terns ( ##). 
'' 

Teachers who always or usually read The English Journal indicate 

more confidence than teachers who seldom or never read The English 

Journal. 

Ea.l:.t. E - .G.a.ntri buti o.g in. Iba EogJ i sb .IaqrnaJ 

Data shown in Part F of Table XI are in terms of contributing to 

The English Journal, a publication of The National Council of Teachers of 

English. One significant difference exists ~ith respect to the teachers' 

confidence in their own teaching competency; two significant differences 

exist with respect to the teachers' confidence in their own teaching com-

petency. Significant differences are indicated in the table by the 

starred items. 

With respect to the three items for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who always or usually contribute to The English Journal 

show the highest confidence with respect to two items(#); teachers who 
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TABLE XI 

FREC,uE;:cY r:,:sEIBUTIO:, OF ?.ESPONSES IN TERMS OF PARTICIPAiION IN 
T'IE l~ATIOl\h.L SOc::cIL OF TEACHERS OF ENGLISH 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usual! y Seldom Never 
Chi-Square 

(;QNFIDENCE IN• NI AO NT AO NI AO NI AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC CCMPETENCE 
Li teratur~ 9 73 10 39 5 24 25 83 4.81083 
Drama 26 54 22 27 14 15 47 62 3.53547 
Essay 35 47 17 32 14 15 50 59 2.07558 
His t.ory, English Language 30 50 16 33 15 14 :>4 55 5.92811 
Formal Grammar· 11 71 2 45 3 26 17 92 4.09699 
Linguistic Grammar 49 33 34 15 14 15 61 47 3. 865:)0 
Journalism 47 34 30 19 20 9 74 35 2.43517 
Library Science 43 37 20 28 19 10 64 45 5.39858 
Speech Arts 16 66 13 36 16 13 40 69 14,89174*'<· # 
Basic Reading Skills 20 62 10 39 8 21 27 82 .58672 
Study Reading Skills 17 65 8 41 7 22 24 85 ,88921 
Literary Reading Skills 11 71 4 45 6 23 23 86 5,11427 
Mechanics and ·Usage 4 78 l 48 2 27 8 101 1.97873 
Oral Communication 4 78 2 47 3 26 10 99 2.47586 
Written Communication 6 75 2 47 3 26 12 97 2.34071 
Formal Composition 13 69 11 38 7 22 25 83 1.84861 
Creative Writing 18 64 20 29 11 18, 38 71 6. 38452 
Critical Thinking 7 75 12 37 10 19 28 81 12.57039"' # 
Listening 9 72 7 41 3 25 11 97 , 66146 
Discussion Group TeChnique 12 69 17 32 3 26 33 75 12,19158** #II 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 6 76 10 39 6 22 20 89 6.45591 
Drama 20 61 18 31 15 14 45 63 8. 99226• 
Essay 32 · 50 18 31 14 15 46 63 1. 20023 
History, English Language 30 51 18 31 13 16 50 59 2, 11363 
Formal Grammar 8 74 6 43 3 26 12 97 .21036 
Linguistic Grammar 42 39 29 20 16 13 55 54 1,13250 
Jo'urnalism 47 34 33 16 20 9 80 29 5,02982 
Library Science 46 35 21 27 18 11 68 41 5,03229 
Speech Arts 19 62 13 36 15 14 51 57 16.26056** # 
Basic Reading Ski 11 s 13 63 10 39 9 20 29 80 1,59349 
Study Reading Skills 16 64 8 41 8 21 25 84 1.65819 
Literary Reading Ski 11 s 7 75 4 45 5 24 21 88 6.26172 
Mechanics and Usage 2 79 3 46 2 27 9 100 2.83025 
Oral Corn::nuni ca ti on 5 76 3 46 4 25 14 95 3.65074 
Written Communi Gation 9 73 3 46 2 27 15 94 2,57043 
Formal Composition 14 66 7 42 5 24 28 81 3, 61577 
Creative Writing 21 61 19 30 12 17 38 71 3,80488 
Critical Thinking 18 63 18 31 9 20 41 68 5.64584 
Listening 9 72 6 43 3 26 21 88 3,34179 
Discu:.sion Group Technique 10 72 13 36 3 26 45 64 24, 79484**'• ## 

COMPETENCE IN PRACfICES, 
MATERIALS, Oil DEVICES 

Group Teaching 20 61 19 30 10 18 38 70 3.60086 
Team leaching 41 40 26 23 17 11 57 51 ,85575 
Teaching Machines 46 34 33 16 20 9 70 39 1.94421 
Radio and Television 36 43 31 18 17 10 61 48 4,92163 
Other Programmed Learning 31 49 25 23 16 13 54 54 3,81512 
New5pap.ers 19 61 12 37 9 20 31 78 ,9259] 
Trips and Excursions 18 62 13 36 6 22 46 61 11. 43907** ## 
Parent Cohferefltes 8 73 8 41 5 24 25 84 5,60368 
Evaluation ~ 77 5 44 4 24 19 90 5,88118 
Si..anda.tdized Tes ting 11 71 3 46 6 23 24 84 7,36105. 
fnfortrial Te sling 8 74 1 48 7 22 12 97 9,62047* # 
Interpreting Data ih Files 14 67 iO 39 4 25 28 81 3,04587 
Group Reports 19 62 8 41 7 22 29 80 1.99351 
&iocio Dramas; lloie Playing 25 56 20 29 16 12 55 54 9,67611* # 
Bopk Revtews 8 73 4 44 9 19 27 79 14.29771** 11 

Kt,Ol'/LE!Xili OF MATEfllALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESHNG, INFORMAT!VE 7 75 5 44 4 25 26 83 9.89482* # 
ABILITY TO ORGAN! 211 AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 81 0 49 b 29 9 100 10. 7163'.l* ## 
ABlLtTY TO b!REC! EXTRA-
CURR1CULAR ACilV!TIES 15 67 14 35 8 21 29 79 2.60803 
ABILHY tO HANDLE CLASSES 

1-ietergsheOUs Glasses 3 75 6 42 6 23 lb 99 7,66091 
HomOQBiioous Clas5eS 1 1$ 1 44 3 25 7 98 5.90092 

A. Fast Group 1 79 4 44 3 25 9 99 5,35400 
B, Slow dtoup 16 65 13 35 6 22 32 76 2.69391 
c. Average Croup 3 79 1 48 2 27 5 104 l.2i465 

_ Ungraded _.Gia_s_s_e.s ___ 20 54 _ 15 .33 .. 1.2 16 ,n . __ 64 __ 3,67892 
NL • None or Little AO ~ Adequate or Outstanding 
Ghi""square values were caitliiated at the .05 significance level. the degree of freedom is :l. 

*Significant Differences .Os level #Always PaysDues 
**Signi f i uant Differences ,bi levei l#fUsua11y or seldom Pays Dues 

***Significant Differences , 001 level 
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TABLE XI (Continued) 

.61 tll:c,H cg M~~l i CliUi 11cd ~cf1u:lilc,1:i 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually Sel uom Never 

Chi-Square 
OONfl tJ;NGf IN t NJ AA NI AA tlL AO NJ AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 3 32 12 63 11 33 23 90 4.11135 
Orama 13 21 32 43 21 22 42 72 2.08899 
Essay 13 22 36 39 21 23 45 69 2.23469 
Hi story, English Language 17 17 26 49 25 18 46 68 7.15595 
Formal Grammar 4 31 5 68 5 39 18 96 3.40429 
Linguistic Grammar 16 19 47 29 20 24 74 39 8.25727* II# 
Journalism 16 18 47 28 31 13 77 37 5. 71307 
Library. Science 18 17 36 37 24 19 67 47 1. 78987 
Speech Arts 7 28 15 60 16 28 46 68 11.39084** # 
Basic Reading Skills 3 32 18 57 13 31 31 83 5.89479 
Study Reading Skl'lls 3 32 18 57 ll 33 24 9J 4.10351 
Literary Reading Skills 4 31 ll 64 7 37 22 92 1. 50006 
Mechanics and Usage l 34 2 73 4 40 8 106 3.16806 
Oral Communication l 34 3 72 5 39 10 104 3. 74880 
Written Communication l 34 4 70 3 41 15 99 !'>.61145 
Formal Composition 4 31 16 !'>9 8 36 28 85 3.12375 
Creative Writing 7 28 22 53 16 28 42 72 4.11715 
Critical Thinking 5 30 15 60 12 32 24 90 2.04577 
Listening 3 32 10 65 6 36 ll !OJ 1.18031 
Discus~ion Group Technique 4 31 16 58 10 34 33 80 5.00943 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 3 32 10 65 9 34 20 94 2.83818 
Drama 9 25 31 44 19 25 39 7!'> 3.32426 
Essay ll 24 35 40 19 25 44 70 2.67465 
History, English Language 18 16 26 49 21 23 45 69 4.17033 
Formal Grammar 4 31 9 66 3 41 12 102 .84941 
Linguistic Grammar 15 19 38 37 22 22 66 48 2.49119 
Journalism 16 18 50 25 30 14 83 ? l 7 .88998* 1#1 
Library Science 19 15 38 36 25 19 70 44 1.88249 
Speech Arts 8 26 14 61 22 22 54 59 22. 32928*** # 
Basic Reading Skills 4 30 15 60 14 30 32 82 5.88348 
S t udy Reading Skills 6 28 15 59 10 34 26 88 .52047 
Literary Reading Skills l 34 8 67 6 38 21 93 6.30082 
Me ehan I c s and Usage I 33 3 72 3 41 8 106 1.37041 
Oral Communication l 34 3 72 6 37 16 98 7.95896* # 
Writ ten Commun! call on 4 31 6 69 6 39 13 101 1.03338 
Fo,·mal Compos I tion 7 27 11 64 8 35 28 86 2.82868 
Crea tlve Wrl ting 8 27 24 51 15 29 43 71 2. 76905 
Crl ti cal Thinking 8 26 23 52 13 31 41 73 2. ! 3030 
Listening 4 30 8 67 5 39 22 92 3.53629 
Discussion Group Tech nique 5 30 16 59 6 38 42 72 13 . 88544** lttl 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 8 26 22 53 15 28 42 71 2. 79612 
Team Tea ching 15 19 36 39 25 18 64 49 2.88144 
Tea ch i ng Ma chines 16 18 44 31 27 16 80 34 6.80777 
Radio and Television 9 25 41 34 26 15 68 45 13. 56149 .... 
Other Programmed Learning 13 22 34 39 22 21 56 57 1.95192 
Newspapers 6 29 21 53 12 32 31 83 1.5460! 
Trips and Ex cursions 3 30 25 50 ll 32 42 70 10.43140* # 
Parent Conferonces 2 32 14 61 4 40 26 88 7.70916 
Ev•luation 3 32 7 66 5 38 18 96 2.35714 
Standardized Testing 3 32 12 63 7 n 22 91 2. 34696 
Informal Testing 3 32 7 68 4 40 13 101 .40199 
Interpreting Data In Files 6 28 16 59 6 38 28 86 2.54732 
Group Reports 6 28 18 57 9 35 30 84 l. 38285 
So c io Oramas1 Role Playing 6 29 31 44 18 24 60 54 13.92339""* # 
Book Reviews 3 30 10 64 8 36 26 85 5 .00932 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 2 33 11 64 6 38 23 91 4 . ~7081 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 34 74 0 44 8 106 6.40775 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 10 2:1 10 65 13 31 32 81 6.89196 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes l 32 5 69 6 37 13 100 3. 77232 
Homogeneous Classes 0 34 5 67 2 40 5 105 2.51629 

A. Fas , Group l 32 5 69 4 39 7 106 1,24052 
B. Slow Group 8 25 14 61 '10 33 35 78 3. 77669 
c. Average Group l 34 4 71 l 43 5 109 .82412 

Ungraded Classes 4 27 24 48 14 JO 45 62 9.31037** ff 
NL - None or Lit tie AO - Adequate or Ou ts ":"; ,ding 
Chi -Square values were calculated at the .~ si•.1 r lfic1nce level. The degree of freedom ii 3. 

*Significant Differences .05 level #Alway, or Usually Attend& Conferencu 
*'*SI gnl fl cant Differences .01 level ##Seldom or Never Attends Conferencu 

H*Significant Differences .001 level 
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TABLE XI ( Continued) 

B~g1nticg ;tg ~c Ea,a.U:t¥ gc M1iu~:ticg5 att~ad1u~ 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually ' · Seldom Never 

Chi-Square 
OONFTDfWGE TN a NI AO NI AO NI AO NI AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
LI terature 4 34 9 27 5 39 31 116 4, 75247 
Drama 13 25 18 18 19 25 59 88 2,05761 
Essa.Y 16 22 16 2~ 19 2!:> 64 84 ,04127 
History, Eng.lish Language 15 23 13 23 20 · 23 66 81 1,31730 
Formal Grammar 5 32 2 33 4 40 21 127 2,38960 
Linguistic Grammar 20 18 21 5 22 22 93 54 3,21756 
Journalism 17 21 18 18 32 12 101 46 11, 92345 ... ## 
·Library Science 18 ·20 15 20 28 14 82 66 5,24464 
Speech Arts 4 34 6 30 14 30 59 89 16, 29205*** # 
Basic Reading Skills 4 34 9 27 11 33 41 107 4,85084 
Study Re.ading Skills 6 32 9 27 9 35 32 116 1,00913 
Literary Reading Skills 7 31 5 31 4 40 27 121 2,37675 
Mechanics and Usage 1 37 2 34 3 41 9 139 ,81571 
Oral Convnunication 0 38 2 34 5 39 12 136 4,449~4 
Writ ten Communication 1 . 37 1 35 4 39 17 131 4,82797 
Formal Composition 6 32 7 29 11 333 31 116 1,09928 
Creative Writing 7 31 12 24 17 27 50 98 4,31957 
Critica.l Thinking 3 35 11 25 12 32 3! 117 6,82815 
Listening 3 35 4 32 7 35 16 130 1.63979 
Discussiqn Group Technique 1 37 12 23 8 36 42 .105 14.09581- # 

OWN TEACHING ABI!:.ITY 
Literature 4 34 6 30 4 40 28 119 3,45965 
Drama 11 27 18 17 16 28 53 94 4,23964 
Essay 15 23 16 20 20 24 58 90 • 77478 
History, English Language 19 19 12 24 19 25 61 86 2,14910 
Formal Grammar 6 32 2 34 3 41 17 131 2,84934 
Ling~is.tic Grammar 16 22 17 · 19 22 22 85 62 3,82030 
Journalism 2~ 18 21 15 29 15 106 41 6,43233 
Library Science 19 19 14 21 25 19 93 · 54 7,24554 
Speech Arts 5 33 4 32 19 25 69 77 27, 00379*** # 
Basic ·Reading Skills 6 32 7 29 11 33 42 105 3,31899 
Study Reading Skills 6 32 8 28 9 34 34 113 ,98051 
Literary Read! ng Skills 2 36 3 33 3 41 28 120 8,41659* # 
Mechanics arid Usage 1 37 0 36 2 42 12 135 4,63972 
Or.al Commun! cal ion 1 37 1 35 4 40 20 128 6,56623 
Wri ttcn Communication 3 35 3 33 5 39 18 130 .84992 
Form~l Compos\ tion 5 33 5 31 8 36 35 112 3,37636 
Crea ti vc Writing 9 29 13 23 14 39 52 96 l.97875 
Critical Thinking 6 32 15 21 13 31 51 96 6. 73794 
Listening 3 35 5 31 4 40 27 120 4,09911 
Di e.cu~sl on Group Technique 2 36 9 27 6 38 53 9!) 19,24708*'"* ff 

CXJMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group 'leach Ing 8 30 12 24 12 31 :,5 91 4,39424 
Team Teaching 16 22 18 18 24 19 83 63 2,91105 
Teaching Machines 19 19 18 18 27 17 103 44 ~.56782* #II 
Radio and Television 18 20 18 18 20 23 88 57 4.40538 
Other Programmed Learning 15 21 18 18 18 26 74 73 1,82321 
Newspapers 5 33 8 23 13 31 45 101 5,34938 
l'rips and Excursions ·9 29 10 26 11 32 52 92 3,42802 
Parent Conferences 1 37 5 31 6 38 34 113 9,88463* 11 
Evaluation 2 36 2 34 4 39 25 123 6,43918 
Standardized Testing 2 36 3 33 8 36 29 ll8 6,55533 
Informal lest!ng 3 35 4 32 4 40 17 131 ,!'i3361 
Interpreting Data in Files 5 33 7 29 9 35 34 113 1,87732 
Gl'OUp Reports 5 33 8 28 9 35 41 106 4,05367 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 10 28 13 23 21 22 72 76 7,44141 
Book Reviews 2 34 5 31 7 37 34 110 7,21060 

KNOWLEDCil OF MATERIALS I 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTEWl!STING, INFORMATIVE 2 36 4 32 6 38 30 118 6,14746 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 38 35 43 8 140 2,95731 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 5 33 6 30 12 32 43 104 5, 72706 
ABI LUY 1'0 HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogen~ous Classes 0 36 2 34 4 40 19 127 6.50935 
Homogeneous Classes '1 35 2 32 l 42 9 135 3.15376 

A, Fast Group 0 36 3 33 3 39 11 136 2,95829 
B, Slow Group 10 26 5 31 8 35 43 104 4,84408 
c. Average Group 0 38 0 36 4 40 7 141 6.04970 

U_ngraded Classes. 3 32 9 27 15 28 60 78 1_6. 77046·*** # 
NL - None or Little Ao - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the ,05 significance level. The degree of freedom i s 3. 

*Signi h cant Differences ,05 level #Always or Usually Report 
**Significant Differences ,01 level ##Seldom or Never Report 

***S!gni ficant Differences ·.001 level 
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TABLI XI (Continued) 

J:1~ I DQ 211:S Qa R1:,ui11:•1 
ITl!MS OP RISPONS! Alwey1 U1ual1y leldOII Never 

CQNPIOINCI JN I 
Chi-Square 

NI AO NJ +o NI AO NI N) 

OWN ACAOEMIC COMP!TENCI 
Literature I 17 ~ 16 7 42 36 141 3,368!11 
Dr1111 8 10 7 14 24 24 70 108 2,,0780 
EIHY 4 14 II 10 24 z, 77 101 4,1)8864 
Hlltory, Englllh Ltnguage !) 13 11 10 22 26 77 101 2.~9~08 
formal Gre111111tr I 16 3 17 6 43 21 1~7 ,780!!6 
Llngulltic Gr-.r 8 10 13 8 26 23 110 67 3,08789 
Journa 11111 7 11 12 9 3~ 1' 117 61 6, 77414 
Library Science 8 10 8 11 28 20 100 78 2,393~4 
Speech Arts 3 II) 4 17 11 38 67 Ill 8,22640• # 
Buie Reading Skllll I 17 6 I!> 9 40 49 129 0,!16841) 
Study RHdl~ Skllll 3 I!> 4 17 9 40 40 138 ,68744 
Llttruy Roding Skllll 2 16 6 I!> 6 43 30 148 3,2!>374 
Mtch11nlc1 and Uuge I 17 2 19 2 47 10 168 ,81933 
Orel Comnunlcatlon 0 18 I 20 4 4!1 1, 164 l, 78104 
Written COffillllnlcatlon 0 18 2 19 3 41) 18 160 2,64826 
Formal Compo ii tlon 4 14 !) 16 8 41 39 us ,86848 
Crutlvt· Wrl ting 4 14 7 14 18 31 !)8 120 1,26M6 
Crl ti cal Thinking 2 16 3 18 12 37 40 138 2, 16222 
L11t1nlng 2 16 3 18 4 43 21 16& ,60937 
Ol acuulon Group Ttch11lque l 17 6 16 9 40 49 127 Pl ,!18649 

OWN TIAOHNQ ABILITY 
LI ttratUrt 1 17 1 20 7 42 33 144 4,49206 
Dume 6 12 4 17 27 22 61 116 10, 38633* # 
huy 2 16 12 9 26 24 ?1 107 10,99262* II 
Hlltory, ln91l1h Language 6 13 9 12 23 26 74 104 2,00~2 
Pormel Gt1mmtr 2 16 3 ' 18 6 43 17 161 ,6PlPl26 
Ll n9ul1tlc Grammar • 10 11 10 24 26 98 80 1,1!1223 
Journall lffl 8 10 11 10 36 14 123 66 6,88861 
Library Science 9 9 9 11 2? 20 l~ 73 1,90766 
Spuch Art• 2 16 4 17 16 33 7!1 102 10,69844• # 
Balle Rudlng Skllll 1 17 6 16 11 38 49 129 4,43963 
Study Roadln9 Skilla 2 16 4 17 10 38 41 137 1,4861 3 
Lltorary Rttdlng Skllh 0 18 1 20 4 4!) 31 147 7,69809 
Mtch1nl c1 1nd U11g1 1 17 0 21 l 48 13 1~ 3,37406 
Orll Commun I cation 0 18 1 20 3 4~ 22 1&6 4,tl!)746 
Wrltttn Conwr.unlcatlon 2 16 4 17 3 46 20 1~ 2,6080!! 
Formal Compo II tlon !) 13 4 17 6 43 40 138 4,0469!') 
Cnatlvo Writing !) 13 6 16 14 36 66 113 1,73317 
Critical Think!~ 3 16 Pl 16 11 38 67 Ill 7,196~1 
LI 1t1nln9 2 16 2 19 4 46 31 147 3,36726 
Olacuulon Group Ttchnlqut 1 17 2 19 8 41 69 119 13,8!,869"* # 

OOIIPSTSNCI IN PRACTICIS I 
MATERIALS, Oii DIVlCIS 

Group ltachlno 3 1!1 3 18 13 3!> 68 109 B,61409• # 
r .. m iHchlno 10 8 7 14 24 24 100 77 4, 33714 
Te1chln9 M.lchlnu 9 9 8 13 29 19 121 ~7 8,92402* ## 
R•dlo 1nd Ttlevl,lon c 13 7 14 26 21 107 69 11, 76738 ... # 
Other Pro9r111vn1d Lurnlng 7 9 7 14 21 27 91 86 3,09740 
N.,.op1per1 4 14 3 18 13 36 !)) 126 2,23672 
Tripi and 1xcuulon1 l 16 3 18 17 32 61 114 9,2273!>* # 
Parent Confer.ncot 0 18 3 18 7 42 36 142 !l,27!)81 
lvlluulon l l7 1 20 6 42 2!> 1!)3 2,33878 
sundudlud 'todn9 2 16 1 20 10 3? 31 146 3,13699 
lnfOtftla l TH ting 3 1~ 2 19 4 41) 19 1!19 l,03764 
lnurprotlno Data In Fllu 4 14 3 18 10 39 39 139 ,68437 
Oroup 11,porh 2 16 3 18 10 39 48 130 3,9!1234 
Sodo llra111111 Role Ploying 3 1!> 4 17 26 22 84 g4 13, 114110*• # 
Book R1vlow1 l l!I 2 18 8 41 37 138 3,!>2044 

KNOWLl!OOI! OP MATSRIALS, 
IOIIRCES TO IIAICI! CLASS!S 
INTIREstlNG, INFORMATIVE 11 2 19 !) 44 34 144 4,6!1M8 
ABILITY 1'0 OAGANlZI ANO 
CONTROL CLASSR<X* 0 lS 0 21 48 9 169 ~. ·1!)076 
ABILITY TO DIRECT IXTRA• 
C~Rij!CULAR ACTIVITIES 6 12 2 19 ll 38 47 130 3, 7!)!)31) 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSIS 

H1torog1neou1 Cl111u l 17 1 20 6 42 18 1!18 l.04851 
Honiogeneou, Clines 0 18 1 20 3 42 8 163 l,27512 

A, Fut Group 0 l7 0 21 ' ,2 13 164 3,20813 
a. Slow Group 2 l!:> 7 1, 12 3!) 4!> 132 2,37293 
c. Average Group 0 18 1 20 3 46 7 171 1,30378 

Unartdtd Cltlltl 16 4 16 14 33 68 101 10.96063* « 
NL • Non, or LI tlle NJ • Ad1qu1t1 or Outltandl~ 
Chi·Squaro •alue1 wore calc11lat1d 1t the .~ ll911lflcance 1••11. Tho degrff of fr••- h 3, 

"51gnHlc1nt Dlfferoncu .~ 10,11 #Alw1y1 or U1ually Take Put 
"*Slgnlflc1nt Dlfferenc11 ,01 level ##Seldoa or Never Take1 Put 

"**Significant Dlfforencu ,001 level 
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TABLE XI (Continued) 

BeadJ cg tb1; f;ogli :ib 1,21.1;coal 
ITEMS OF RES PON SE Always Usually Seldom Never 

Chi-Square 
CONETPENGE INt NL AQ NL AO NI AD NL AO 

O'NN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
LI terature 11 62 12 81 7 33 19 44 8. 29284* # 
Drama 28 44 32 60 19 21 30 34 3.21069 
Essay 25 48 39 54 24 16 28 36 7.05757 
History, English Language 2!:> 46 36 57 22 18 32 32 6.08753 
Formal Grammar 11 61 7 85 3 37 12 52 5, 78603 
Linguistic Grammar 46 27 55 37 23 17 35 29 1.03824 
Journalism 43 29 51 42 28 12 49 15 8.90077* #:/ 
Library Science 35 37 49 42 25 15 37 27 2.33617 
Speech Arts 16 57 25 68 19 21 25 39 10.47092* 11 
Basic Reading Skills 11 62 25 68 10 30 19 45 4. 76211 
Study Reading Skills 7 66 22 71 10 30 17 47 7 , 76414 
LI terary Reading Skills 8 65 9 84 10 30 17 47 11.67789- # 
Mechani cs and Usage 3 70 4 89 3 37 5 59 1.47939 
Ora 1 Commun! ca tlon 5 68 5 88 3 37 6 58 .94386 
Wrl tten Communication 5 68 8 84 4 36 6 58 ,43~79 
Formal Compos I tlon 12 61 21 72 9 31 14 49 1.16874 
Creative Writing 17 56 26 67 14 26 30 34 9,87608* # 
Cr l t i ca l Thinking 7 66 22 71 10 30 18 46 8.43445* # 
Listening 9 63 8 83 5 34 8 56 ,85810 
Discussion Group Technique 10 62 30 63 10 30 15 48 7,47258 

OWN TEACH ING ABILITY 
LI tera ture 10 63 9 84 8 31 15 49 6,37436 
Drama 20 52 30 63 20 19 28 36 8,20657• # 
Essay 21 52 40 !:>3 24 16 25 39 10. 75360• # 
HI story, Engll sh Language 24 48 34 59 20 20 33 31 6, 7779 J 

Formal Grammar 10 63 10 83 3 37 6 58 1.22891 
Linguistic Grammar 38 34 51 42 23 17 31 33 ,98527 
Journall sm 43 29 57 36 32 8 48 16 7 .99468* ## 
Library Science 34 38 51 41 26 14 42 22 !1,88952 
Speech Arts 21 51 26 67 21 19 30 33 12.36748** # 
Basic Reading Skill s 12 60 24 69 11 29 19 45 3,59625 
Stuuy Reading Skills 8 64 20 62 10 30 19 45 7,48998 
LI terary Reading Skills 3 70 10 83 10 30 14 50 14, 29660** # 
Meehan! cs and Usage 3 69 5 88 2 38 6 58 1,87059 
Oral Communi cation 5 68 5 87 8 32 8 56 8,03087• # 
Written Communi cation 4 69 11 82 6 34 8 56 3 ,18593 
Formal Compos I tlon 10 62 17 75 12 28 15 49 4 , 75607 
Croatlve Writing 20 !13 24 69 21 19 2!:> 39 11,08631* # 
Cri U cal Thinking 14 58 28 65 16 24 28 36 10,61141* 11 
LI s ten Ing 6 66 12 81 6 34 15 49 6,53214 
DI a cuss Ion Group Techniqu, 8 65 26 67 11 29 26 38 15,80209*' # 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 17 55 34 58 15 24 21 43 4 , 05449 
Toam Teach ing 38 34 49 43 23 16 31 33 1 , 09319 
Teaching Machines 43 29 59 33 22 18 45 19 2,95023 
Radio an<J 'lelevlalon 29 43 51 40 25 13 40 24 9.56803* ## 
Other Programmed Learning 24 48 47 44 21 19 34 29 7,88071•• # 
Nowspapors 13 59 25 67 14 26 19 45 4.47583 
Trips and Excuuions 14 57 32 61 14 25 23 39 6,19681 
Parent Conferencu l 71 21 72 7 33 17 47 18,55425*** # 
Evaluations 3 70 12 81 7 32 11 53 7,15789 
Standaruized Testing 6 6'/ 17 76 7 33 14 49 5 , 40706 
Informal Testing 5 68 

., 
86 9 31 7 57 8,13636* # 

Intupretln9 Dato In Filu 10 62 19 74 7 33 20 44 6,59800 
Group Roports 9 63 24 69 13 27 17 47 7 ,27360 
Socio Dramaa1 Role Ploying 16 57 36 56 26 13 38 26 29,65788*** # 
Book Reviews 4 67 14 76 15 25 15 48 19, 30814*** # 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMA7IVE 9 64 7 86 33 19 4~ 14,98775- # 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
OONTRC\I. C' .ASSROOM 72 3 90 39 5 59 4, 3663~ 
ABILITY ro DIRECr EXTRA-
CURRI CULAR ACTIVITIES 16 57 20 73 12 27 18 46 1,99!>21 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 1.03205 

Heterogurw ous Clauea 5 65 10 Bl 3 37 7 57 1.03205 
Homogeneous Cluaes 0 71 5 82 3 34 4 59 5,10568 

A, Fast Group l 7iJ e 84 3 35 5 59 4,10819 
8, Slow Group 13 58 30 63 7 31 17 47 5,23710 
c. Average Group l 72 2 91 4 36 4 60 6,61604 

Uosu:1g1g ,i11111 12 4!1 ~Q ~~ 1:i ~g ~~ ~7 i I 7Q70:i 
NL - None or Little AO- Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were cal cula ted at the ,Cl!'> slgn1hcance level, Tho degree of freedom lS 3, 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #Alwoya or Usually Rud Journals 
**Signif1car,, Differences ,01 level ##Seldan or Never Read Journah 

***Sign I f1 cant Differences ,001 level 
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TABLE XI (Continued) 

Cgc:ti:Jb1.1tJcg 11:2 tb1 EcgUsb Jgu;ccal 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually Seldom Never 

0\1-Square 
mNEICENGE IN, NJ AO NI AO NI AQ NI 6A 

OWN ACA!EMIC OOMPETENCE 
Literature l 7 l 6 5 23 41 183 .24390 
Orama 5 3 3 3 13 15 88 136 2.34321 
Essay 3 5 3 4 15 13 95 130 1.41995 
History, English Language 2 6 4 2 16 12 93 131 4.90213 
Formal Grammar 2 6 0 7 l 27 29 194 4.32199 
Linguistic Grammar 2 6 3 4 15 13 138 86 5.55161 
Journalism 3 5 3 3 18 10 147 78 3.12486 
Library Science 1 7 2 5 19 9 123 99 9.67939* # 
Speech Arts 2 6 1 6 12 16 69 156 2.86885 
Basic Reading Skills 1 7 2 5 8 20 53 172 1.00675 
Study Reading Skills 0 8 2 5 7 21 46 179 2.68878 
Literary Reading Skills 1 7 0 7 7 21 35 190 3.11935 
Mechanics and Usage 1 7 0 7 l 27 13 <ll2 1.36783 
Oral Communication 0 8 0 7 3 25 16 209 l. 70324 
Wr1 tten Communication l 7 0 7 l 27 21 203 1.88246 
Formal Composition 1 7 l 6 6 22 48 176 . 56692 
Creative Writing 2 6 2 5 11 17 72 153 .86807 
Cr1 ti cal Thinking 1 7 1 6 10 18 45 180 4.27678 
Listening 1 7 0 7 5 22 24 198 2.34732 
01acuss1on Group Technique 1 7 2 5 3 25 58 165 3.85612 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 1 7 1 6 5 22 34 191 .27451 
Orama 2 6 1 5 13 15 82 142 2 . 64292 
Essay 2 6 3 4 14 14 90 135 1.87993 
History, English Language 2 6 l 5 18 lU 89 136 8. 76845* # 
Formal Grammar 1 7 1 6 2 26 24 201 .48461 
Linguistic Grammar 3 5 2 4 15 13 122 103 1.83902 
Journali am 3 5 3 3 18 10 155 70 4,39202 
Library Science 4 4 3 3 18 10 127 97 .89322 
Speech Arts 2 6 0 6 10 18 86 138 4.22895 
Basic Reading Skills 1 7 l 5 8 20 55 170 1.0742!> 
Study Reading Skills 1 7 1 5 7 21 47 177 .68469 
Literary Reading Skills 0 8 0 7 5 23 30 195 2,83563 
Mechanics and Usage 1 7 0 6 1 27 13 212 1.30373 
Oral Communi cation 0 8 0 7 5 23 21 203 3. 75185 
Wr1 tten Communication 2 6 l 6 3 25 23 202 1.83769 
Formal Compos! Hon 2 6 0 6 5 23 47 177 l.80510 
Creative Writing l 7 2 5 10 18 77 148 1. 77133 
Cr1 tlcal Thinking l 7 l ~ 9 19 74 151 2, 13072 
Listening 2 6 1 ~ 4 24 32 193 , 74220 
01 scussion Group Techniquo 0 8 1 6 4 24 64 161 6.03531 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 2 6 0 6 9 18 75 149 3. 20320 
Team Teaching 5 3 3 3 14 13 119 105 ,32279 
Teaching Ma ch ines 3 5 4 2 17 11 143 Bl 2 . 38553 
Radio and Televis!on 2 6 3 3 17 9 122 101 4 . 09973 
Other Programmed .I.earning 3 5 4 3 14 14 104 117 .66701 
Newspapers 2 6 l 5 10 18 57 167 1,65805 
Trips and Excursions l 7 2 4 7 20 71 151 l, 72157 
Parent Conferences 0 8 l 5 7 21 37 188 2.97459 
Evaluation 0 a l 6 3 24 29 197 1.18905 
Standardized Testing l 7 l 6 4 24 38 186 .25267 
Informal Testing 2 6 0 7 3 25 23 202 2,64173 
Interpreting Data in files l 7 0 6 4 24 51 174 3.08366 
Group Reports 2 6 2 4 6 22 52 173 • 41031 
Socio Dramas, Role Playing 3 5 2 5 l ~ 12 95 129 2,45250 
Book Reviews 2 4 0 7 3 25 42 179 3.65941 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 0 8 0 5 23 37 188 2.99048 
ABILITY TO ORGAN! ZE ANO 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 8 0 7 0 28 10 215 1,98518 
ABILilY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 5 3 3 4 4 24 54 170 9.05698* ## 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes l 7 l 5 2 2~ 21 201 ,57980 
Homogeneous Classes 0 8 0 7 2 23 10 207 1.35958 

A. Fast Group 0 7 0 7 2 24 15 208 1,05780 
B, Slow Group 3 4 0 7 5 21 59 165 4, 13795 
c. Average Group 0 8 0 7 2 26 9 216 . l.30499 

Un3raded Classes 2 5 2 4 8 19 76 138 .48992 
NL - None or L1 ttle AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi -Square values were ca lculated at the ,05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 

*Sign! ficant Differences .05 level #Always or Uauolly Contribute 
-signifi cant Differences .01 level ##Seldom Contribute 

***Significant Differences .001 level 
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seldom contribute to The English Journal show the highest confidence with 

respect to one item (##.). 

Teachers who always or usually contribute to The English Journal seem 

to feel more confident .than those who seldom or never contribute. 

Summary -- I.a.b.l..e. XI. 

Teachers. who pay dues to The English Council, attend national 

conferences and meetings, report to their own faculty, take part on 

programs, read the English Journal, and contribute to the Journal feel 

more confident than those teachers who do not. 

Table. XII 

E.al:.1 a - Eayin~ ~ 

Data shown in Table XII are in terms of participation in The Oklahoma 

C6uncil of Teachers of English. Part A is in relation to paying dues to 

the state council. Two significant differences exist with respect to 

the respondents' feelings of a ca demi c competency; .eight significant 

differences exist with respect to the respondents' confidence in their 

own teaching competency. Significant differences are indicated in the 

table by the starred items. 

With respect to the ten items for which significant. differences are 

shown, respondents who always or usually pay dues to The Oklahoma Council 

of Teachers of English show the highest confidence with respect to seven 

i terns (#}, respondents who seldom or never pay dues show the highest 

confidence with respect to three i terns (##). 

Respondents who always or usually pay dues to The Oklahoma Council of 

Teachers cl English tend to feel more confident than the respondents who 

seldom or never pay dues. 
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w.i B. - AttendinQ Meetin1;1s aJ1d. Conferences 

Data shown in Part a of Table XII are in relation to attending meet-·· 

ings and conferences of The Oklahoma Council of Teachers of· English. Six 

significant differences exist with respect to the respondents' feelings 

of academic competence; thirteen significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' confidence in their own teaching competency. 

-These significant differences are indicated in the table by the starred 

items. 

With respect to the nineteen items for which significant differences 

are shown, respondents who always or usually attend meetings and con­

ferences show the highest confidence with resp.ect to fourteen i terns (#); 

·respondents who seldom or never attend meetings and conferences sho0 the 

highe·st confidence with respect to five i terns (##). 

Respondents who always or usua.lly attend meetings and conferences 

of The Oklahoma Council of Teach~rs of English indicate more confidence 

tha_n respondents who seldom or never attend meetings and conferences. 

£a.tl.· G. - B..e.porti ni;;i .:t.o. OJi:i!1l FacuJ ty .Qll. Meetini;;is Attended 

Data shown in Part C of Table XII are in terms of reporting to one's 

· own faculty on attended meetings of The Oklahoma Council of Teachers of 

English. Fifteen signific_ant differences exist with respect to the teacher' 

· confidence in their own academic competence; three significant differences 

eixst with respect to the teachers' confidence in their own teaching com-

. petency. Signific~nt differences are indicated in the table by the 

starred items. 

With respect to the eighteen ite~s for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who always or usually report to their own faculty on 

meetings attended show the highest confidence with respect to fifteen 
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items(#); teachers who seldom or never report to their own faculty on 

meetings attended show the highest confidence with respect to three items 

(##). 

Teachers who always or usually report to their own faculty on 

attended meetings of The Oklahoma Council of Teachers of English feel 

more confident than those teachers who seldom or never report .on meetings. 

E..arl. D. - Taking .E.aI..i .Q.O. Programs 

Data shown in Part D of Table XII are in relation to taking part on 

programs for The Okl~homa Council of Teachers of English. Four sig­

nificant differences exist with respect to the teachers' feelings of 

academic competence; five significant differences exist with respect 

to the teachers' confidence in their teaching competency. These 

significant differences are indicated in the table by the starred items. 

With respect to the nine items for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who always or usually take part on programs show the 

highest confidence with respect to eight items (#); teachers who never 

take part on programs show the highese confidence with respect to one 

item(##). 

Teachers who always or usually take part on programs of The Oklahoma 

Council of Teachers of ~nglish.seem to feel more confident than the 

teachers who seldom or never take part on programs. 

£aI.i a - Reading .tha Oklahoma EngJish BuJJetins 

Data shown in Part E of Table XII are in terms of reading the Okla­

homa English Bulletins published by The Oklahoma Council of Teachers of 

English. Six significant differences exist with respect to the respondents'' 

feelings of academic competence; ten significant differences exist with 
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respect to the respondents' confidence in their own teaching competency. 

Significant differences are shown in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the sixteen items for which significant differences 

are shown, respondents who always or usually read the Oklahoma English 

Bulletin show. the highest confidence with respect to nine i terns (#); 

respondents who seldom or never read the bulletin show highest confidence 

with respect to five items(##). With respect to two items, Discussion 

Group Techniques and Standardized Testing, teachers who always or usually 

read the English Bulletins show greater confidence than those who seldom 

or never read them. 

Respondents who always or usually read the Oklahoma English Bulletin 

tend to feel more confident than respondents who seldom or never read 

The Bulletin. 

Eau E. - CQ.ntributinQ. iQ.. 1b..e. Newsletter Q.f Ih.e. Qklahoma C.Q.uncil .Qf 
Ieac.hers. .o.i E,agJ j sh 

Data shown in Part F of Table XII are in terms of contributing to the 

Newsletter 9 a publicstion of the Oklahoma Council of Teachers of English. 

Four significant differences exist with respect to the teachers' feelings 

of academic competence; four significant differences exist with respect 

to the teachers' confidence in their own teaching competency. Significant 

differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the eight i terns for which significant differences are 

shown, teachers· who always or usually contribute to the Newsletter show 

the highest confidence with respect to five items(#); teachers who 

seldom or never contribute to the Newsletter show the highest confidence 

with respect to three items(##). 
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In general, teachers who always or usually contribute to the OCIE 

Newsletter feel more confident than teachers who seldom or never contribute. 

Summary - I.swl..e. XII. 

Teachers who always or usually pay dues to the Oklahoma Council of 

Teachers of English, attend the meetings and conferences, report to their 

own faculties on such meetings, take part on the programs, read the Okla­

homa English Bulletin, and contribute to the OCIE Newsletter feel more 

confident than those teachers who seldom or never do so~ 

Table XIII 

.w.:t A. - llD..d.e r IJ r a du a t e Maim: .0.1:. M..a.i,Q.r:.a 

Data shown in Table XIII are in terms of undergraduate and graduate 

major or majors. Part A is concerned with undergraduate major or majors 

A study of the data given in the table reveals that five significant 

differences exist among the respondents with respect to their feelings 

of academic competence and that six significant differences exist among 

the respondents with respect to their confidence in their own teaching 

ability. These significant differences are indicated in the table by 

asterisks. 

With respect to the eleven items for which significant differences 

are shown, respondents who have English majors show the highest confidence 

with respect· to two i terns (#); teachers who have other majors show the 

highest confidence with respect to nine i terns (##). 

When significant differences exist, teachers who have majors in 

subjects other than English, at the undergraduate level, indicate more 

confidence than teachers who have English majors. 
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TABLE XII 

FREQ'JENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF PARTICIPATION IN 
THE OKLAHOMA COUNCIL OF lEACHERS IN ENGLISH 

PART A 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually Seldom Never 
Chi-Square 

OONETPENGs TNt NJ AO NI AO NI AO tu AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 13 94 12 38 5 17 19 69 4, 70877 
Drama 35 71 25 25 12 10 36 52 6,13561 
Essay 45 63 19 31 12 10 39 49 1.84726 
History, English Language 40 66 23 27 12 10 39 49 2.64086 
Formal Grammar 11 95 4 46 l 21 17 71 6.41460 
Linguistic Grammar 73 35 29 21 12 10 43 44 6,78037 
Journalism 56 51 34 16 15 7 64 24 9.60348* ## 
Library Science 54 51 21 29 15 7 55 33 7, 48291 
Speech Arts 23 85 18 32 11 11 32 56 10,15905* 11 
Basic Reading Skills 22 86 10 40 6 16 27 61 3.46.742 
Study Reading Skills 17 91 13 37 5 17 21 67 3,03800 
Literary Reading Skills 10 98 11 39 4 18 19 69 6.93456 
Mechanics and Usage 4 104 6 44 ·o 22 5 83 5.91789 
Oral Corrmunication 6 102 3 47 l 21 9 79 2,00742 
Written Communication 7 100 6 44 0 22 10 78 4,23051 
Formal Composition 20 88 10 40 4 18 21 66 1.04154 
Creative Writing 32 76 14 36 9 13 32 56 2.17623 
Critical Thinking 16 92 12 38 7 15 22 66 5.10303 
Listening 13 94 7 42 2 19 8 79 ,95764 
Discussion Group Technique 22 86 15 34 2 20 26 61 6.18359 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 11 96 10 40 6 16 15 73 5,41103 
Drama 28 78 22 28 14 8 33 55 12,89749H # 
Essay 40 68 21 29 12 10 36 52 2.38481 
History, Engiish Language 40 67 23 27 10 12 37 51 1.30933 
Formal Granrnar 9 99 8 42 0 22 12 76 5. 47466 
Linguistic Granunar 61 46 24 26 13 9 44 44 1,83511 
Journalism 61 46 35 1.5 15 7 67 21 8.31451* ## 
Library Science 56 50 26 24 13 9 56 32 2.87278 
Speech Arts 29 78 18 32 11 11 38 49 7. 76450 
Basic Reading Skills 22 85 13 37 6 16 25 63 1, 75935 
Study Reading Skills 19 87 11 39 6 16 21 67 1.53890 
Literary Reading Skills 7 101 10 40 4 18 16 72 8.25096* # 
Mechanics and Usage 4 103 5 45 0 22 7 Bl 4. 39~.30 
Oral Communication 8 99 5 45 2 20 11 77 1.40067 
Writ ten Communication 9 99 7 43 0 22 13 75 5,30980 
Formal Composition 18 88 9 41 3 19 23 65 3,36517 
Creative VJriting 32 76 15 35 10 12 33 55 3,03999 
Critical thinking 34 73 17 33 6 16 27 61 ,35814 
Listening 15 92 6 44 2 20 15 73 1. 25505 
Discussion Group Technique 23 85 12 38 2 20 33 55 10, 63049* ## 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group. Teaching 30 77 20 30 6 15 29 58 2,42352 
Team Teaching 56 51 27 23 11 10 45 42 ,06713 
Teaching Machines 66 40 33 17 13 9 56 32 .37500 
Radio' and Television 56 49 28 20 13 9 46 42 , 70306 
Other Programmed Learning 50 56 21 28 12 10 42 45 .88495 
Newspapers 27 79 14 36 5 17 24 64 .29975 
Trips and Excursions 27 78 16 34 5 17 33 53 4,29429 
Parent Conferences 13 94 9 41 4 18 18 70 2,59809 
Evaluation 6 102 3 47 5 16 18 70 14.69787** # 
Standardized Testing 11 97 6 44 4 17 23 65 9.90070* # 
Informal Testing 11 97 2 48 6 16 9 79 8,89052* # 
Interpreting Data in Files 23 84 6 44 4 18 22 66 3.43367 
Group Reports 26 81 11 39 5 17 20 68 , 12660 
Socio .Dramas; Role Playing 39 68 22 28 12 9 41 47 4,07200 
Book Reviews 16 90 6 42 7 15 19 67 5.32036 

KNO.VLECGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 11 97 4 46 3 19 24 64 13. 71728** # 
ABILITY TO ORGIINIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 105 49 0 22 6 82 3,87765· 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 19 88 16 34 6 16 24 64 4.62417 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 8 96 3 46 5 17 9 79 5,57363 
Homogeneous Classes 2 102 1 45 3 18 6 80 7, 79704 

A. Fast Group 4 102 5 44 2 19 6 82 2. 75559 
B. Slow Group 19 88 14 35 4 17 29 59 6. 70927 
c. Average Group 4 104 2 48 2 20 2 86 2,29015 

Ucg:c:aCeC C:las::H::s 3~ g6 l~ JJ 2 13 31 fl!! ]. -2~9fll..---
NL ~ None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level, ihe degree of freedom is 3, 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #Always or Usually Pay Dues 
**Significant Differences .01 level #I/Seldom or Never Pay Dues 

***Significant Differences .001 level 
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TABLE XII (Continued) 

T B 
a·i~ecdi cg Me1ticg5 aad CQcfeu::1cc1a 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE Al"ays Usually . Seldom N.ever 

mNEIP5NCE INe 
Chi-Square 

NL 42 NL AO NL AO NL 'A9 
OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
... Literature .4 55 22 73 6 37 17 52 9,08470* # 

.. Drama'.. · 21 38 35 59 22 21 30 39 3,27471 
.'Essay ·. 25 35 41 54 17 26 32 37 ,57536 
History, ·English Language 31 28 33 61 20 23 JO 39 4,80379 
Formal Grammar 6 53 8 86 2 41 16 53 11, 58522"* II# 
Linguistic Grammar 36 24 62 33 24 19 35 33 3,33995 
Journalism 29 30 58 37 .35 8 49 20 13,16103** ## 
i.ibrarY ·s.dence 32 ·21 43 51 26 16 44 25 6,.21711 
Speech Arts ·11. 49 28 67 16 27 . 29 40 9,20202* # 
Basic Reading Skills 10 50. 23 · 72 12 31 20 49 3,02452 
Study Reading Skills 8 52 22 73 10 33 16 53 2,72589 
Literary Reading Skills 6 ·54 . 16 79 6 37 16 53 4,29502 
Mechanics and Usage 2 58 5· 90 4 39 4 65 1,71819 
Oral Communication 4 56 6 89 3 40 6 63 •. 37211 
Written Communication 1 59· 11 84 1 41 10 59 9,80777* # 
formal. Compositio·n 5 55 27 68 7 36 17 51 10.17064* # 
Creative Writing" 12 48 34 61 16 27 25 44 5.60645 
Critical Thinking 8 52 22 73 8 35. 18 51 3,62061 
Listening 6 54 15 78 4. 38 5 63 3,42283 
Discussion Group Technique 8 52 28 66 10 33 17 51 5.54756 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
. Literature .4 56 17 77 .8 35 13 56 4,86750 
Orama 17 42 30 65 25 18 26 43 11,16827* # 
Essa:y 20 40 40 55 20 23 29 40 2,07540 
History,: English 'Language· 27 32 33 62 20 23 30 39 2. 78806 
Formal Grammar · · 3 ~7 13 82' 0 43 12 . 57' 11 • 50056** ## 
Linguistic. Grammar 27 32 55 40 24 .19. 35 34: 2,43443 
Journalism . 31 213 63 32 35 8 50 · 19 1 o, 59750* 11# 
Library Sci.enc:e 32 ·27 44. 50 30 13 46 23 9,66399* ## 
Speech Arts 15 44 29 · · 66 22 21 32. 36 11, 75416** # 
Basic ·Reading Skills 8 51 22 73 17 26 18 51 9,27494* # 
Study Reading Skills 8 51 20 75 12 30 17 52 3,86114 
Literary Reading Skills 2 58 n· 84 8 35 15 54 10.59270* # 
Mechanics and Usage 2 ~7 5 90 3 40 5 64 1,06577 
Oral Communi'catlon 3 57 9 !)5 4 39 10 59 3,30781 
Written: Communication· 4. !:>6 12 83 3 40 · 10 59 3,00794 
Formal Con:posi tion 7· 52 21 73 8 35 18 51 4.32\)19 
Cre.ative Writing 14 46 34 61 16 27 26 43 3, 79759 
Critical Thinking 11 48 38 57 15 28 21 48 7,87838* # 
Listening 9 50 12 83 6 37 12 57 , 7!'>760 
Di.scussion Group Technique 12 48 22 73 12 31 23 46 · 3,54190 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
: MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

:aroup Teaching · ·13 46 39 56 11 31 24 44 7 .04255 
Team Teaching 28 31 53 42 22 20 37 31 1,08516 
.Teaching Machines 37 22 .59 36 24 19 48 21 2.29892 
Radio and Television 24 · 35 59 33 24 18 37 32 8,11792* # 

. Other Programmed Learning 25 34 44 50 23 19 33 35 l,5!'>68!'> 
Newspapers · · · 13 46 26 68 13 30 18 51 .98374 
Trips and Excursions 15 43 31 62 10 33 25 43 3,21854 
Parent Confer·ences 8 51 16 79 6 37 16 53 2,60055 
Evaluation 4 56 9 86 8 34 12 57 5,85335 
Standardhed Testing 7 53 14 81 5 37 · 18 51 6,46510 
Informal Testing 5 55· 8 87 4 39 10 59 1.99545 
Interpreting.Data in files· 14 45 18 77 7 36 17 52 1.63068 
Group Reports 16 43 19 76 14 29 14 55 3,41165 

· Socio Dramas; Role -Playing 19 41 33 61 28 14 35 34 16. 75793-* # 
Book Reviews 8 51 10 84 10 32 19 48 10.09647* # 

J<tlOWLEDGE OF MA.!ERIALS; 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTlNG, INFORMATIVE 6 54. 11 84 7 36 18 51 8,3142!'>* # 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE. AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 2 58 0 95 2 41 6 63 8,!'>1299* # 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 11 49 18 77 16 26 20 49 7, 77733 
ABILITY TO HANDLE, CLASSES 
Hetefogeneous Classes 3 56 9 83 6 36 7 62 2.48820 
Homogeneous Cla_sses l .59 5 83 2 40 4 63 l,67347 

. A, Fast. Group . 2 58 6 :87 5 . 36 4 65 3,25078 
a •. Slow Group 13 . 47 25 68 8 34 21 · 48 2,36785 
.c, · Average Group 2 58 6 89 1 42 2. 67 1,86468 

. UDgra~htd Cla&li!itf l!:!. 41 a1 ::ia Ill 24 2J !14 2. 7806fl 
NL "" None. or Little AO ~ Adequate or Ou_tstanding 
Chi"'5quare·values were calculated at the ,05 significance level, The degree of .freedom is 3. 

*Significant Di ff ere rices. ,05 level #Always or Usually Attend Meetings 
**Significant Differences· .01 level ##Seldom tlr Never Attend Meetings 

***Signifioan:t Differences .001 level 
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TABLE XII (Continued) 

Be'21u:::tlcg :tc Dao Eai;;ul:t¥ 1.10 Ye!il.:thu;,5 A:t:teoded 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually Seldom Never 

Chi-Square 
mNfIPENCE INa NJ AO NJ AO NJ AO NL 69 

O'NN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature ·3 36 11 28 13 l:>1 22 101 5,63007 
Drama 13 26 19 20 32 . 30 45 79 5.91036 
Essay 15 24 18 21 25 39 · 57 67 1,32880 
History, Engli~h Language 15 24 15 23 24 39 59 65 2,19874 
Formal Grammar 5 32 3 36 4 60 20 104 4, 72648 
Ungu!stlc Grammar 25 14 23 16 38 26 70 53 .64294 
Journalism 18 21 18 21 47 16 86 38· 15,35167** #II 
Library Science 17 21 21 18 29 33 76 48 5.26129 
Speech Arts 5 34 9 30 19 45 50 74 12.21130** It 
Basic Reading Skills 7 32 12 27 12 52 34 90 3,45434 
Study Reading Skills 5 34 13 26 12 52 26 98 5.33376 
Literary Reading Skills 6 33 8 31 9 55 20 104 • 77039 
Mechanics· and Usage 1 38 3 36 6 58 5. 119 3,28237 
Ora 1 Communication 0 39 4 35 5 59 10 114 3, 77209 
Written Communication 0 39 4. 35 4 59 15 109 6.08777 
Formal Composition 4 35 11 28 14 50 27 96 4,00918 
Creative Writing 7 32 14 25 22 42 43 81 4,34834 
Critical Thinking 4 35 12 27 13 51 28 96 5.05729 
Listening 3 36 8 30 9 54 10 112 5. 77212 
Discussion Group Technique 2 37 17 22 11 52 34 89 18.05931**"• # 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
LitHature 3 36 8 31 12 52 19 104 3.00027 
Drama 10 28 18 21 30 33 40 84 7 .49494 
Essay 15 24 17 22 27 37 50 74 .27284 
History, English Language 17 22 14 25 24 39 55 69 1.29139 
F orma 1 Grammar 4 35 4 35 5 59 15 109. .83120 
Linguistic Grammar 22 17 17 22 34 29 67 57 1.64153 
Journalism 20 19 23 16 44 19 90 34 7 .44184 
Library Science 19 19 17 22 31 3~ 83 · 41 10,16258* ## 
Speech Arts 3 36 10 29 25 38 58 65 22.28132*** It 
Basic Reading Skiils 7 32 10 29 13 50 36 88 2. 76392 
Study Reading Skills 4 35 14 25 10 52 29 95 9,00359* It 
Literary Reading Skills l 38 5 34 8 56 22 102 5.96223 
Mechanics and Usage 2 37 2 37 l 62 10 114 3.34076 
Oral Conununication 1 38 4 35 6 57 15 109 3.06145 
Written ConununiCation 3 36 5 34 6 58 15 109 .89726 
Formal Composition 4 35 8 31 13 49 29 95 3,15839 
Creative Writing 9 30 15 24 18 46 47 Tl 4,24443 
tri ti cal Thinking 7 32 20 19 19 44 39 85 10.30406* It 
Listening 4 35 7 32 5 58 22 102 4,21432 
Discussion Group Technique 5 34 13 26 11 53 40 84 9. 73246* It 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 9 30 19 20 12 50 46 77 12. 43920** #It 
Team Teaching 19 20 24 15 27 35 70 53 4,40395 
Teaching Machines 21 18 26 13 36 26 84 40 3.47350 
Radio and Television 16 23 26 12 30 31 72 51 7 ,30109 
Other Programmed Learning 15 23 23 16 26 36 61 62 4,02046 
Newspapers 5 34 11 28 15 48 39 84 5. 74948 
Trips and Excursions 7 32 12 27 16 45 46 76 6.31577 
Parent ConferenceS 2 37 8 31 7 56 28 96 8.52942* It 
Evaluation 2 37 3 36 4 59 23 101 9 .• 31761* It 
Standardized Testing 2 37 4 35 9 54 29 95 9.20878* It 
Informal Testing 5 34 4 35 6 58 13 111 .31127 
Interpreting Data in Files 5 34 11 28 10 53 30 94 4.53002 
Group Reports 5 34 10 29 14 49 33 91 3,30780 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 9 30 16 .23 31 31 59 65 8.61858* It 
Book Reviews 1 37 7 32 9 54 31 90 11.21359* It 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 

-INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 2 37 6 33 6 58 28 96 9.62021* It 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 39 38 3 61 6 118 2.22905 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXfRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 5 34 5 34 20 44 36 87 8. 720ll* # 
ABILITY TO HA."lDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 38 2 36 4 58 19 104 10.43349* ii 
Homogeneous Classes 0 36 2 36 1 59 9 112 5.05405 

A, .Fast Group 0 39 3 35 4 57 10 114 3.33801 
B. Slow Group 10 29 8 30 10 52 38 86 5,02004 
c. Average Group 0 39 1 38 5 59 5 119 4.11145 

IJcgi:aCed t;Ja55~5 :i 32 IQ 2Z 2J J2 ~ fill Jl BflllZ* It 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or· Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3 • 

*Significant Differences • 05 ·1evel #Always or Usual! y Report 
**Significant Differences .01 level ll#Seldom or Never Report 

***Significant Differences ,001 lev'el 
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TABLE XII (Continued) 

laid ag l?a;ct s;ac 1?1:gg;cam:a 
ITEMS OF RESPO~SE Always Usually Seldom Never .. 

Chi-Square 
OONEIPBNCE TNt NJ AA Nr AO NI: AO f:IL AO 

OWN i\CADEMI C COMPETENCE 
Literature 1 17 5 13 11 50 32 137 3.06704 
Drama 6 12 8 10 30 30 65 104 2,98011 
Essay 4 14 14 4 24 37 74 96 12.35291** # 
Hi story, English Language 4 14 12 6 22 38 76 9:l 8,53258" # 
Formal Grammar 3 15 2 16 5 56 22 146 1,40204 
Linguistic Grammar 12 6 10 8 36 25 99 70 ,53802 
Journalism 6 12 11 7 39 22 114 55 8,27845* ## 
Library Science 6 11 9 9 34 26 95 74 2,98961 
Speech Art 0 18 6 12 16 45 62 108 11,04450* #· 
Basic Reading Skills 5 13 7 11 10 51 43 127 4,35962 
Study Reading Skills 4 14 6 12 10 51 36 134 2.45218 
Literary Reading Skills 2 16 6 12 9 52 27 143 4,26767 
Mechanics and Usage 2 16 2 16 3 58 8 162 2,37176 
Oral Communication l 17 ·l 17 3 58 14 156 ,90079 
Written Communication l 17 3 15 1 59 18 152 6.19552 
Formal Composition 3 15 5 13 10 51 38 131 1. 70354 
Creative Writing 4 14 6 12 20 41 57 113 .95468 
Critical Thinking 2 16 3 15 12 49 40 130 1.94215 
Listening 3 15 3 15 7 52 17 151 1,27347 
Discussion Group Technique 4 14 7 11 11 50 42 126 3,48348 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature l 17 3 15 11 50 27 142 1.66355 
Drama 4 14 5 13 31 30 58 110 7, 78446 
Essay 3 15 14 4 25 36 68 102 14,51554"* # 
History, English Language 3 15 8 10 27 34 72 97 4,91584 
Formal Granmar l 17 4 14 6 55 17 153 3.17752 
LingLii sti c Grammar 10 8 11 7 29 32 91 78 1.30095 
Journalism 5 13 12 6 42 19 119 50 13.49278** # 
Library· Scien_ce .9 9 10 8 30 31 102 66 2.84227 
Speech Arts 2 16 3 15 18 43 ·74 94 13, 45925** # 
Basic Reading Skills 4 14 7 11 11 50 44 125 · 3,61498 
Study Reading Skills 3 15 8 10 11 49 35 134 6.28071 
Literary Reading Skills 0 18 3 15 7 54 26 144 3,65031 
Mechanics and Usage l 17 1 17 2 59 11 158 ,87945 
Oral Communication 0 18 1 17 6 54 19 151 2.69566 
Writ ten Communication 3 15 4 14 2 59 20 150 6. 79209 
Formal Composition 3 15 6 12 9 51 36 133 3.17328 
Creative Writing 5 13 6 12 17 44 62 108 1. 79578 
Critical Thinking 2 16 6 12 20 41 57 112 3,87604 
Li°stening · 3 15 3 15 5 56 27 142 2,40813 
·Discussion Group Technique l 17 6 12 11 50 51 119 7,86726* # 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 3 15 6 12 17 43 60 108 3,32402 
Team Teaching 9 9 11 7 26 34 94 74 3,37922 
Teaching Machines 10 8 10 8 36 24 111 58 1,60877 
Radio and Television 7 11 10 7 30 30 97 70 3,23527 
Other Programmed. Learning 5 13 9 9 28 32 83 84 3.19342 
Newspapers 2 16 4 14 15 46 49 119 3,09060 
trips and Excursions 3 14 3 15 18 43 57 109 4.07899 
Parent Conferences 0 18 3 15 8 53 34 135 5.52554 
Evalua.tion 0 18 1 17 8 52 23 147 3.63194 
Standardized Testing 2 16 l 17 8 52 33 137 3,41995 
Informal Testing 3 15 2 16 5 56 18 152 1,08244 
Interpreting Data in Files . 6 12 5 13 11 50 34 135 2,54660 
Group Reports 2 16 4 14 IO 51 46 123 4,58749 
Socio Dramas; Role· Playing 2 16 6 12 28 31 79 91 9,43035* # 
Book Reviev.rs 0 17 3 14 8 53 37 130 6.56437 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES OT MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 17 2 16 5 56 34 136 6.64513 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 18 0 18 2 59 8 162 1.87272 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 4 14 3 15 12 49 47 122 2,38324 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 18 1 17 5 54 19 148 2.95968 
Homogeneous Classes 0 18 l 17 3 54 8 155 ,97561 

A. Fast Group 0 18 0 18 3 55 14 155 3,57383 
B. Slow Group 5 13 5 13 10 49 46 123 2.63148 
c. Average Group 0 18 l 17 3 58 7 163 .96575 

Uogi:adttd Classes 2 "' Ii Jl )6 44 63 2a 6 60"2~ 
' NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 

Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 
*Significant Differences ·, J5 level #Alway·s or Usually Take Part 

**Significant Differences .01 level #lftlever Take Part 
***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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TABLE XII (Continued) 

BeiHJi cg ·tb~ Qkl abcwr.1 EogJ hih auu~u m1 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually Seldom Never 

CONF !DENCE IN I NL AO NL AO 
Chi-Square 

NL AO NL AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 9 77 19 71 4 25 17 44 8,09228* 11 
Drama 27 59 38 51 15 14 29 32 5,83559 
Essay 29 58 41 49 15 14 30 31 5.40511 
History, English Language 30 55 38 52 16 13 30 31 4, 78469 
Formal Granmar 9 76 9 81 l 28 14 47 9,09095* #II 
Linguistic Grammar 62 25 48 41 17 12 30 31 8, 78920* It 
Journalism 47 39 50 40 21 8 52 9 18.86815*** 1111 
Librar.y Science 46 39 39 50 21 8 38 23 9,34756* 1111 
Speech Arts 17 70 31 59 11 18 25 36 9.23327* II# 
Basic Reading Skills 15 72 23 67 8 21 19 42 4,15324 
Study Reading Skills 13 74 23 67 7 22 13 48 3.22860 
Literary- Reading Skills 11 76 13 77 6 23 14 47 3.43032. 
Mechanics and Usage 4 83 7 83 1 28 3 58 1.27640 
Oral Communication 6 81 6 84 2 27 5 56 .14373 
Written Communication 5 82 10 79 l 28 7 54 3.29145 
Formal Composition 13 74 24 65 5 24 14 47 4;21256 
Creative Writing 23 64 25 65 12 17 26 35 6. 28353 
Critical Thinking 12 75 24 66 6 23 15 46 4.86299 
Listening 11 75 12 76 2 26 5 56 l. 72160 
Discussion Group Technique 15 72 25 64 5 24 20 40 6.44999 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 10 77 15 74 5 24 12 49 2.02055 
Drama 23 63 34 55 17 12 24 37 9.89722* II 
Essay 27 60 41 49 15 14 26 35 5. 79331 
History, English Language 28 58 36 54 15 14 30 31 5.63792 
Formal Grarrunar 7 80 13 77 1 28 8 53 3.87169 
Linguistic GralM'!ar 49 37 45 45 18 11 29 32 2.55846 
Journalism 50 36 56 34 22 7 51 10 12. 66876** #II 
Library Science 48 37 43 47 21 8 39 22 7.13974 
Speech Arts 26 60 29 61 14 15 28 32 6.56974 
Basic Reading Skills 17 69 22 68 10 19 17 44 2.93896 
Study Reading Skills 15 71 19 70 8 21 15 46 1.82138 
Literary Reading Skills 5 82 14 76 6 23 12 49 7 ,87302* # 
Mechanics and Usage 4 82 6 84 l 28 5 56 1. 20213 
Oral Communication 8 79 6 83 4 25 8 53 2.26416 
Written Communication 5 82 13 77 l 28 10 51 7 .11803 
formal Composition 13 73 18 71 5 24 18 43 4. 77865 
Creative Writing 26 61 26 64 11 18 27 34 4, 77668 
Critical Thinking 28 58 27 63 9 20 21 40 , 35521 
Listening 11 75 10 80 5 24 12 49 2.54996 
Discussion Group Technique 18 69 21 69 6 23 25 36 9.09520* 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 28 58 27 62 10 18 21 40 .42376 
Team Teaching 46 40 46 43 18 10 29 32 2.21679 
Teaching Machines 53 33 57 32 17 12 41 20 , 79999 
Radio and Television 42 44 46 40 20 9 36 25 4.08117 
Other Programmed Learning 34 52 44 44 16 13 31 29 3.51044 
Newspapers 18 67 24 66 11 18 17 44 3.24793 
Trips and Excursions 19 66 31 57 10 19 22 38 4. 73594 
Parent Conferences 9 77 17 73 6 23 13 48 3.92776 
Evaluation 6 81 8 82 5 23 13 48 8.86934* # 
Standardized Testing 6 81 15 75 6 22 17 44 12,01734** # 
Informal Testing 8 79 8 82 5 24 ·7 54 1,87236 
Interpreting Data in Files 17 69 16 74 7 22 16 45 1.81590 
Group Reports 16 70 21 69 12 17 13 48 6.49841 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 26 61 39 50 17 11 33 28 12. 73506** # 
Book Reviews 9 77 16 72 9 19 14 46 8.12997* # 

KNOIILEOOE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 10 77 11 79 5 24 16 45 7 .13582 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 3 84 2 88 0 29 5 56 5.08168 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CU~RICULAR ACTIVITIES 14 72 23 67 8 21 21 40 6. 52516 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 7 77 9 79. 4 25 5 56 .92512 
Homogeneous Classes 1 84 5 79 3 23 3 57 5,37039 

A, Fast _Group 2 85 9 79 4 23 2 59 8.69555* II 
B. Slow Group 17 70 2?. 67 7 20 19 42 2.63536 
c. Average Group 2 85 3 87 4 25 2 59 7 .85017* # 

llcgiaded Classes 22 5J 21 ~Q 2 2Q 22 38 ~~3)0 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Out-st.anding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The· degree of freedom is 3. 

*Significant Differ!3nces .05 level #Always or Usually Read Bulletins 
**Significant Differences .01 level ##Seldom or Never Read Bulletins 

**it-Significant Differences .001 level 
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TABLE XII (Continued) 

Contributing to the Ql;!!l Newsletter 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Always Usually Seldom Never 

Chi-Square 
OONEIPENCE TN1 NJ AA NI AO NJ AQ NJ AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 0 5 3 3 5 28 41 182 5,36024 
Drama 3 2 4 2 15 18 87 135 2.95225 
Essay 2 3 4 2 16 17 94 130 1,88080 
History, English Language 2 3 3 3 14 19 96 126 .14205 
Formal Grammar 1 4 0 6 l 32 30 192 4.10790 
Linguistic Grammar 2 3 4 2 19 14 133 90 ,95539 
Journalism 2 3 3 3 18 15 148 75 3,58504 
Library Science 0 5 3 3 22 11 120 101 8.01297* # 
Speech Arts 0 5 4 2 11 22 70 154 5. 76890 
Basic Reading Skills 0 5 3 3 6 27 56 168 4,49605 
Study Reading Skills 0 5 3 3 5 28 48 176 5,09276 
Literary Reading Skills l 4 3 3 5 28 35 189 5.11895 
Mechanics and Usage l 4 2 4 2 31 10 214 11. 25630* #II 
Oral Communication 0 5 1 5 2 31 16 208 l.27101 
Written Communication 0 5 1 5 0 33 22 201 4,51967 
Formal Composition l 4 3 3 5 28 47 176 3. 72907 
Creative Wrl ting l 4 2 4 9 24 75 149 ,86789 
Critical Thinking 0 5 3 3 7 26 47 177 4,31959 
Listening 0 5 3 3 4 28 23 198 9. 77505* # 
Discussion Group Technique 0 5 5 l 4 29 55 167 15, 75779** 11 

OWN TEAOIING ABILITY 
Literature 1 4 2 4 5 28 34 189 1.51900 
Drama l 4 3 3 14 19 BO 142 l.55986 
Essay l 4 3 3 13 20 93 131 l 17185 
History, English Language l 4 2 4 16 17 92 131 1. 78400 
Formal Granmar l 4 2 4 2 31 23 201 4,53295 
Linguistic Grammar 2 3 3 3 16 17 121 102 , 76986 
Journalism 2 3 4 2 20 13 153 70 2,52185 
Library Science 2 3 4 2 18 15 128 ·94 ,93715 
Speech A_rts l 4 3 3 11 22 83 139 1,25892 
Basic Reading Skills 0 5 3 3 6 27 57 166 4,54521 
Study Reading Skills 0 5 3 3 5 28 49 173 5.09959 
Literary Reading Skills 0 5 2 4 3 30 31 193 3,38611 
Mechanics and Usage . l 4 2 4 2 31 10 213 11.19525* ## 
Oral Communication 0 5 2 4 4 29 20 203 4. 70332 
Written Communication l 4 2 4 l 32 2!'> 199 5,69004 
Formal Composition l 4 l 5 5 28 47 175 ,69400 
Creative Writing l 4 3 3 10 23 76 148 1.30976 
Critical Thinking 0 5 5 l 10 23 71 152 9,62660* 11 
Listening l 4 4 2 2 31 32 191 15.09782** ## 
Discussion Group Technique 0 5 3 3 3 30 64 160 9,19751* # 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES , 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching l 4 2 4 9 23 75 147 , 78673 
Team Teaching 3 2 4 2 16 16 118 104 .66170 
Teaching Machines l 4 3 3 22 11 142 80 4.68540 
Radio and 1 elevi sion l 4 3 2 14 19 127 93 5.29607 
Other Progranvned Learning l 4 2 4 16 17 107 113 2.11953 
Newspapers l 4 1 5 5 28 64 158 3.18677 
Trips and Excursions 1 4 2 4 7 26 72 147 2,12609 
Parent Conferences 0 5 l 5 5 28 40 183 l.22043 
Evaluation 0 5 0 6 5 27 28 196 l.87037 
Standardized Testing 0 5 0 6 3 29 41 183 3.88542 
Informal Testing l 4 0 6 3 30 24 200 · l. 26956 
Interpreting Data in Files 0 5 2 4 4 29 50 173 3. 72227 
Group Reports l 4 0 6 5 28 57 166 3.67158 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing l 4 3 3 11 21 101 122 2.59917 
Book Reviews 0 4 0 6 2 31 46 174 6,56125 

KNOWLEDGE OF .MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 0 5 5 2 31 39 185 3. 75288 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 5 0 6 32 9 215 ,52269 
ABILilY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
C!JaRICULAR ACTIVITIES 3 2 3 3 5 28 55 168 7.02890 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 5 0 6 3 29 22 198 1.21858 
Homogeneous Classes 0 5 0 6 l 29 11 205 , 74602 

A, Fast Group 0 5 0 6 l 30 16 206 1,50569 
B, SloiN Group 2 3 l 5 4 27 60 163 3.63496 
c. Average Group 0 5 0 6 2 31 9 215 , 79590 

Ungraded Classes 0 5 l 5 9 23 78 134 4.54592 

NL - Nore or Little AO - AdeQUate or Outstanding 
Chi-Squart! values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3, 

_*Significant Differences ,05 level #Always or Usually Contribute 
**Significant Differences .01 level #IISeldom or Never Contribute 

***Significant Differences .001 level 
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Ea.l:i a - Graduate Maio.l: .Q.I. Majors 

Data shown in Part B of Table XIII are in terms of graduate major 

or majors. Four significant differences exist with respect to the re-s­

pondents' feelings of icademic competency; one significant difference 

exists with respect to the r~spondent§' feelings of confidence in teaching 

ability. These significant differences are indicated in the table by 

asterisks. 

With respect to the five items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have majored in English show the highest confidence­

with respect to three items(#); respondents who have majored in other 

subjects show the highest confidence with respect to two items (##). 

When significant differences exist, the teachers at the graduate level 

who have majored in English seem to feel more confident than the teachers 

who have majored in other subjects. 

summary - I.aW..e. Xlll. 

Teachers who ·have majors in subjects other than English at the under­

graduate level feel more confident than teachers who have majored in 

English. Teachers, at the graduate level, who have majored in English 

feel more confident than teachers who have majored in other subjects. 

Table XIV 

£a.tl A. - Undergra.dY.a.t.a MiP..P.r. QT. Mino..r..s.. 

Data sho~n in Table XIV are in terms of undergraduate and graduate 

minor or minors. Part A is concerned with undergraduate minor or minors. 

A study of the data presented in the table reveals that no significant 

differences exist among the respondents with respect to their feelings of 
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TABLE XIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF. RESPONSES IN TERMS OF UNDERGRADUATE 
AN.D GRADUATE MAJOR OR MAJORS. 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE · English·· 
tlnder~raduate 

Others 
Chi-Squar.e 

OONfIPENGE INt NJ AO NL AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 26 75 22 138 5.93315* llh 
Dralllil 43 58 63 96 .22283 
Essay 50 51 63 98 . 2. 72345 
History, !English Language 44 56 67 93 , 11357 
Formal ·Granmar 13 86 19 142 .10048 
Linguistic Granmar 62 39 92 68 ,38655 
Journalism 74 27 91 69 7,15497** 11 
Library. Science 54 46 87 72 ,01272 
Speech Arts 34 .67 48 113 .42777 
Basic Reading Skills 25 76 38 123 ,0449.4 
Study Reading Skills .18 83 35 126 .59021 
Literary 'Reading Skills 17 84 25 136 ,07837 
Mechanics and Usage 5 96 9 152 .05019 
Oral Communication 9 92 9 152 l.06974 
Writ.ten Communication 12 89 10 150 2.54367 
Formal Composition 31 70 23. 137 10,04743** ## 
Creative Writing 40 61 43 118 4, 76891* 11# 
Critical Thinking · 26 75 29 132 2. 23,610 
Listening 12 .88 18 141 ,02765 
Discussion Group· Technique 30 70 31 129 3,86872* ## 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 26 74 .15 146 12.96642*** II# 
Drama· 41 60 54 105 l.17151 
Bssay 46 55 60 101 l. 76528 
History, English Language 41 60 66 94 ,01101 
Formal Grammar 14 87 13 148 2.24854 
Linguistic Grammar 62 39 77 83 4,37390* II 
Journalism· 74 27 100 60 3.23019 
Library Science 59 41 87 73 ,53463 
Speech Arts 44 57 50 109 3,92920* ## 
Ba sic Reading Skills 24 77 40 120 ,05124 
Study Reading Skills 19 82 35 124 .38452 
Literary Reading Skills 17 84 18 143 l. 71273 
Mechanics and Usage 7 94 6 154 1.32351 
Oral Communication 14 87 11 149 3,48927 
Written Communication 15 86 12 149 3,67496 

· Formal Composition 29 72 22 137 8. 66903** ## 
Creative Writing 39. 62 47 114 2.49839 
Critical Thinking 36 65 47 113 l.12181 
Listening 17 84 21 139 .68385 
Discussion Group Technique 33 68 34 127 4.35409* ## 

COMPETENCE' IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 33 68 52 107 .00002 
Team Teaching 51 . 50 87 72 .44205 
Teaching Machines 57 44 107 52 3.12775 
Radio and Television 52 46 88 71 .12761 
Other Programmed Learn~ng 44 55 77 82 ,38870 
Newspapers 29 71 38 122 .. 88670 
Trips and Excursions· 26 73 54 104 1. 77835 
Parent Conferences 14 86 17 144 .69782 
Standardized Testing 15 86 25 135 .02854 
Infonnal testing 8 93 18 143 • 73759 
Interpreting Data in Files 17 84 37 123 1,49443 
Group Reports 23 78 38 122 .03304 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 49 52 62 97 2,28855 
Book Reviews 25 75 19 137 7, 03698** ## 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, iNFORMATIVE 19 82 21 140 1.59641 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSRooi.l 3· 98 6 155 .10705 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-

'CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 23 77 40 121 .11463. 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 11 88 13 145 .59762 
'.Homogeneous Classes 5 91 6 148 ,24208 

A, Fast Group 4 95 11 147 ,94529 
B. Slow Group 24 75 41 118 .07714 
c. Average Group 2 99 9 152 2,01077 

· Utig:r;;a,s;;h:!;! "liUBHiBi 32 65 :i4 27 ,20032 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi- Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 1, 

*Significant Di f.ferences .05 level #English Major 
*"Significant IHfferences .oi, level #IIOther Majors 

***Significant Differences .001. level 
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TABLE XIU (Continued) 

·, 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE English o.thers 

·Chi-Square 
OONfJQE~CE JN• NJ AP NJ AP 

OWN ACADEMIC O)Mf>ETENCE 
Literature i.3 63 8 60 .82173 
Dtama 32 42 17. 51. 5.21860* #;# 
Essa.y· 26 50 . 28 40 • 74303 
History, English Lang1,1age 34 41 26 41 .61792 
Formal Grammar 12 p3 5 63 2,54579 
U nguis tic Grnunar . 45 30 38 30 ,24629 

.JournaliS!I! 49' 26 42 26 ,19627 
Library"Scienc,f 40 3.5 34 34 ,15870 
Speech Arts 25 51 16 52 1.54564 
Basic Reading Skills 13 73 23 45 5,34984* # 
Study Reading Skills 10 66 18 50 4,06069* # 
Literary Reading Skills lO 66 7 61 .28269 
Mechanics and Usage 6 70 0 68 5,60183 * #II 
Oral Communication 5 71 2 66 l.02692 
Written .C:ommunication 8 68 4 64 1.01322 
Formal Composition 15 61 9 59 1.09226 
Creative Writing 18 58 20 48 ,60608 
Ori Heal Thinki(lg 14 62. lO 58 .35665 
Listening 4 71 6 61 • 70912 
Discu.ssion Group Technique 14 62 16 52 .56783 

OWN TEACHING ABILlTY 
Literature 12 64 7 61 :94626 
Drama 29 46. 18 50 .·2,40423 
History, E'nglish· Language 31 44 24 44 ,54956 
Formal Grammar ll 65 8 60 .22994 
Lingui ~tic· Gram~r 42 33 33 35 , 79807 
Journalism 51 24 39 ·29 l. 73319 
Library Science 41 33 38 30 ,00326 
Speech Arts 29 46 20 41 1.21697 
Basic Reading Skills 13 62 18 50 1, 75371 
Study Reading Skills 11 ·64 18 50 3,07366 
Literary Reading Skills 7 69 7 61 ,04801 
Mechanics and Usage 4 71 2 66 ,50770 
Oral Communication 7 68 2 66 2,47089 
Written Commun·i cation 9 67 4 64 l.55212 
Formal Composition 14 60 9 59 .84334 
Creative WTitirig 21 55 21 47 .18357 
Cri ti.cal Thinking l7 58 19 49 ,52672 
Listening 'll 64 8 60 .26068 
Discussion Group Technique 16 60 16 52 .12737 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 
.Group Teaching 16 58 26 42 4.69581* II 
Team leaching 38 36 36 32 .03589 
Teaching Machines 46 28 45 23 ,24810 
Radio and Television 39 34 34 34 ,.16536 
Other· Programpied l.earning 34 40 30 38 .04784 
Newspapers 19. . 56 15 53 .21100 
Trips and Excursions 22 52 17 49 .27388 
·Parent Con_ferences 11 64 ll 57 ,06245 
Evaluation 10 66 8 60 .06368 
Standardized Testing 12 64 10 58 .03255 
Informal Testing 10 66 3 65 3.34273 
Interpreting Data in Files 12 63 12 56 .06927 
Group Reports 15 '60 15 53 .09118 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing · 35 40 26 42 l.03647 
Book Reviews 17 57 7 !:>9 3. 75(,?7 

KNOWLEOOE OF MATERIALS, 
SOIJilCES TO 'MA.'<E CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 12 64 ·7 61 .94626 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL. CLASSROOM 2 74 3 65 .33933 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES. 21 55 14 53 ,87406 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 6 68 5 61 ,01365 
Homogeneous ClaSses 3 7l 2 65 ,11747 

A, Fast Group. 5 7l 3 64 .29770 
a. Slow Group· .. 20 56 14 53 ,57724 
C. Average -Group. 4 72. 2 66 .48458 

tlngraded_ Classes · 24 48 24 39 3_3251 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were -calculated at the ,05 significance level. The degree. of f:reedom is l,· 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #English Major 
**Significant. Differences .01 level ##Other Majors 

***Significant Oif.ferel)ces .001 level 
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academic competence. There are three significant differences among the 

respondents with respect to their confidence in their own teaching ability, 

as indicated in the table by the starred items. 

With respect to the three items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have English minors in their undergraduate work 

show the highest confidence with respect to two i terns (#}; respondents who 

have other minors in their undergraduate work show highest confidence with 

respect to one item(##}. 

In general, when significant differences exist, the teachers who 

have undergraduate English minors feel more confident than teachers who 

have minors in other subjects. 

E..a.tl B. - Gra dua t e M.i..lliu. .w.: Mi no rs 

Data shown in Part B of Table XIV are in terms of graduate minor or 

minors. A study of the data reveals that one significant difference exists 

with respect to the respondents' feelings of academic competence; three 

· significant differences exist with respect to the respondents' confidence 

in their own teaching ability. These significant differences are indicated 

in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the four items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have English minors show the highest confidence with 

respect to one item(#); respondents who have minors in subjects other than 

English show the highest confidence with respect to three items(##). 

Respondents at the graduate level who have minors in subjects other 

than English tend to feel more confident than respondents who have English 

minors. 
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TABLE XIV 

FREQ'JENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPOllSES IN TERMS OF UNDERGRADUATE 
AND MINOR OR MINORS 

llcdei:gi:adua:te 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE English Others 

Chi-Square 
OONFIQENCE IN I NJ AO NJ AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 32 144 11 56 .10366 
Drama 74 103 25 40 .22023 
Essay 78 99 29 38 .01213 
History, English Language 78 99 28 38 .05280 
Formal Grammar 23 153 5 61 1.41523 
Linguistic Granunar 105 71 39 28 .04226 
Journalism 107 70 45 21 l.22625 
Library Science 96 79 35 31 .06446 
Speech Arts 59 118 21 46 .08734 
Basic Reading Skills 45 132 15 52 ,24153 
Study Reading Skills 39 138 11 56 .94084 
Literary Reading Skills 30 147 9 58 ,44750 
Mechanics and Usage 8 169 l 66 l.25377 
Oral Comrnuni cation 13 164 5 62 ,00099 
Written Conununication 16 160 5 62 .16294 
Formal Composition 33 144 18 49 l.98711 
Creative Writing 49 128 27 40 3.60646 
Critical Thinking 35 142 16 51 .49576 
Listening 20 155 8 59 ,01240 
Discussion Group Technique 39 136 19 48 ,98043 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 24 153 11 55 .37650 
Drama 63 113 24 42 ,00672 
Essay 72 105 26 41 .07087 
History, English Language 80 97 22 44 2, 77840 
Formal Grammar 16 161 8 59 ,46113 
Linguistic Grammar 93 84 37 29 .23919 
Journalism 115 62 44 22 .06105 
Library Science 96 81 38 27 ,34329 
Speech Arts 61 115 27 39 .81026 
Basic Reading Skills 45 132 15 51 ,18797 
Study Reading Skills 40 136 11 55 l.05998 
Literary Reading Skills 23 154 10 57 .15495 
Meche.nics and Usage 6 171 4 62 ,86904 
Oral Communication 14 163 10 56 2.83252 
Written Communication 17 160 7 60 ,03896 
Formal Composition 32 145 15 50 , 75880 
Creative Writing 53 124 28 39 3.07625 
Critical Thinking 54 123 24 42 • 75617 
Listening 26 151 10 56 .00813 
Discussion Group Technique 42 135 23 44 2. 79412 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR flEVICES 

Group Teaching 57 119 21 45 .00709 
Team Teaching 101 75 30 36 2, 75226 
Teaching Mar.hioes 122 55 35 30 4. 74470* # 
Radio gnd Television 102 74 30 33 2.00426 
Other rogrammed Learning 91 84 24 41 4.31698* ## 
Newspapers 40 137 23 42 4.03608* # 
Trips and Excursions 56 119 17 47 .65310 
Parent Conferences 30 147 11 55 ,00273 
Evaluation 18 159 12 54 2.85193 
Standardized Testing 18 159 6 61 .08080 
Interpreting Data in Files 41 136 8 58 3,64141 
Group Reports 43 134 15 51 .06492 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 71 105 31 35 .86499 
Book Reviews 27 145 16 51 2.18823 

KNOWLEDCE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 26 151 ll 56 ,11289 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 5 172 66 ,35968 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 42 135 12 54 .85582 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 13 161 8 57 1.38112 
Homogeneous Classes 6 162 5 59 1.84562 

A, Fast Group 11 161 3 64 ,32156 
B, Slow Group 48 125 11 56 3.34263 
c. Average Group 9 168 0 67 3.53725 

Ungl'aded Classes 62 104 18 46 1. 73264 

NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi -Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is l. 

*Significant Differences .05 level #English Minor 
**Sigui ficant Pi fferences ,01 level #IIOther Minors 

***SignHicant Differences .001 level 
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- TABLE -XIV (Continueo) 

ITEMS OF RESPO~SE English Others 
Chi-Square 

ffiNFIPfNGE TN;· NI AO NJ AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE. 
Li tera tu·re 7 54 2 20 .09509. 
Dr~ma 24 37 7 15 .39138 · 
Essay 22 39 6 16 .55920 
History, English Language 29 32 5 17 4.11660* II# 
Formal Grammar 8 52 0 22 · 3.25045 
Li_nguistic Grammar 31 30 12 9 .25043 
Jou:fnalism 40 21 13 9 .29441 
Li}?:fai'y s·~ience . 32 28 8 14 1.85535. 
Speech Arts 16 45 6 16 .00903 

.-. Basic Reading Skills 18 43 5 17 .37113 
Study Reading Skills 16 45· 3 19 1.45266 
Literary Reading Skills 14 47 2 20 1.99598 
Mechaoics and Usage 3 58 l 21 .00489 
Oral communication 4 57 2 20 .15475 
Written c·ommunication 6 55 3 19 .24154 
Formal .Composition 10 51 4 18 .~%87 
Creative Writing l7 44 4 18 .80278 
Critical Thinking 13 48 4 18 .09723 
Listening 8 53 3 19 .00382 
Dis cuss ion Group Technique 13 48 7 15 .97587 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Li tera"ture 7 54 2 20 ,09509 
Drama 22 39 8 14 .00062 
Essay ·20 41 6 16 .22852 
History, English Language 28 33 7 15 l .31504 
Formal Gramnar 8 53 2 20 .24705 
Lingui.sti c Gramma·r 32 29 10 12 .31735 
Journalisin 38 23 12 10 ."40542 
Library Science. 38 22 9 13 3.30870 . 
Speech Arts 20 41 9 13 .46923 
Basic Reading Skills- 19 42 4 18 l.35689 
Stu(iy Reading Skills 18 43 2 20. 3.68515 
Literary Reading Skills 10 51 ·2 20 .69716 
Mechanics and Usage 4 57 0 22 l .51566 
Oral Communication 6 55 l 21 .58604 
Written Communic.ation 7 54 3· 19 .07125 
Formal Composition 9 52 4 18 .14381 
Creative Writing 22 39 3 19 3.86447* II# 
Critical Thinking 18 43 5 l7 .37113 
Li s te ni.ng. 10 51 l 21 1.97421 
Discussion Group Technique 13 48 5 17 .01908 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, Oil DEVICES 

Group Teaching 15 46 5 l7 .03067 
Team Teaching 28 33 11 11 .10902 
reaching· Machines 39 22 8 14 5.00413* # 
Radio and Television 30 30 9 13 .53342 
Other Programmed Learning 27 34 9 13 .07402 
Newspapers 13 48 6 · 16 .32551 
Trips and Excursions 16 44 7 15 .21167 
Parent Conferences 12 49 2 20 1.29099 
Evaluation 9 52 2 20 .45105 
Standardized testing B 53 3 19 .00382 
Informal Testing 9 52 2 20 .45105 
Interpreting Data in Files 13 48 -o 22 5.55925* ## 
Group ·fleports 12 49 3 19 .39782 
Socio ·Dramas; Role Playing 28 33 6 16 2.32022 
Book Reviews 15 45 4 l7 .30696 

KNOi'ILEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTEllESTING,- INFORMATIVE 11 50 21 2.37817 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 3 58 0 22 l.12254 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACT! VI TIES 13 47 7 15 .89955 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 5 55 l 21 .34057 
Homogeneous Classes 3 56 l 21 .00992 

A. · Fast Group l 60 l 21 .58068 
B. Slow Group 16 45 3 19 ·l.45266 
c. Averag~ Group 3 58 0 22 1.12254 

Jlcgx:ad~d Classes IS! ~l fl J;l Qfl2flol 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .Q5 significance level. The degree of freedom is 1. 

*Significant Differences .05 level #English Minors · 
*-*Significant Differences .Ol level ##Other Minors 

***Significant Differences .001 level 
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Summary - I..a.l2l.e. XIY.. 

Teachers who have English minors at the undergraduate level feel more 

confident than teachers who have minors in other subjects. Teachers, at 

the graduate level, who have minors in subjects other than English feel 

more confident than respondents who have English minors. 

Table m 

E.aL1 A - Wt.itten English 

Data in Table ~ are in terms of number of college hours in language 

arts areas~ Part A is concerned with the number of hours the respondents 

have had in written English. A study of the data presented in the table 

reveals that no significant differen6es in confidence in academic and 

professional competence exist with respect to the number of college hours 

the respondents have had in written English. 

E.il1 B. - ~ English · 

Data in Part B of Table XV are in terms of number of college hours 

in oral English. A study of the data given in the table reveals tha:t no 

significant differences exist among the respondents with respect to their 

feelings of academic competence. There are three significant differences 

among the respondents with respect to their confident in their own teaching 

ability, as indicated in the table by the starred i terns. 

With respect to the three items for which significant differences are 

shown, res·pondents who have had more than twelve hours of oral English show 

the highest confidence with respect to two i terns (#); respondents who have 

had twelve hours or less of oral English show the highest confidence with 

respect to one item(##}. 
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When significant differences exist, the respondents who have had more 

than twelve college hours of oral English tend to feel more confident than 

respondents who have had twelve or fewer hours in oral English. 

Eatl C. - EngJ i sh Literature 

Data shown in Part C of Table XV are in terms of number of college 

hours in Engli~h Literature. Five significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' feelings of academic competency; one signi­

ficant difference exists with respect to the respondents' confidence in 

their own teaching competency. These significant differences are indi -

cated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the six i terns for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have had more than twelve college hours English 

Literature show the highest confidence with respect to the six items (#). 

There were no significant differences among respondents who have had 

twelve or fewer college hours in English Literature. 

When significant differences exist, the respondents who have had 

more than twelve college hours English Literature seem to feel more 

confident than those who have had twelve college hours or fewer. 

£a..:!::1. 12 - American Literature 

Data shown in Part D of Table YJI are in terms of number of college 

hours in American Literature. Four significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' feelings of academic competency, as indicated 

by the starred items. A study of the data given in the table reveals 

that no significant differences exist among the respondents with respect 

to their confidence in their own teaching ability. 
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With respect to the four items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have more than twelve college hours American.Lit­

erature show the highest confidence with respect to two items(#); res-

, pendents who have twelve or fewer college hours American Literature show 

the highest confidence with respect to two items(##). 

In generalr1 the number of college hours in American Literature seems 

to have little relationship to the respondents' feelings of competence 

or confide nee. 

Eau E. - Vi.o.r..Ld. Li te r a iJ.u:.e. 

Data shown in Part E of Table XV are in terms of number of college 

hours in World Literature. A study of the data presented in the table 

reveals that no significant differences exist among the respondents with 

respect to their feelings of academic competenceo Five significant 

differences are shown with respect to the respondents' feelings of con­

fidence in their teaching abili ty 9 as shown in the table by the starred­

i terns. 

With respect to the five items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have more than twelve college hours World Litera­

ture show the highest confidence with respect to four items (#); respond­

ents who have had twelve or fewer college hours World Literature show the 

highest confidence with respect to one item(##). 

When significant differences exist, respondents who have had more 

than twelve college hours of World Literature indicate more confidence 

than respondents who have had twelve college hours or fewero 

E.atl E - ,JournaJ ism 

Data shown in Part F of Table XV are in terms of number ::if college 
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hours in Journalism. Two ,significant differences exist with respect to the 

teachers' feelings of academic competency; three significant differences 

exist with respect to the teachers' confidence in their own teaching 

ability. These significant differences are indicated in the table by 

asterisks. 

With respect to the five items for which significant differences are 

shown, teachers who have had more than twelve hours of Journalism show the 

highest confidence with respect to all five items(#). 

Teachers who have had more than twelve college hours of Journalism 

seem to feel more confident than those teachers who have had twelve or· 

fewer college hours of Journalism • 

.E.atl G - Library Science 

Data shown in Part G of Table Xv are in terms of number of college 

hours in Library Science. Two significant differences exist with respect 

to the. respondents' feelings o.f a ca demi c competency; one significant 

d-i fference · exists with respect to the respondents' confidence in their 

own teaching competency. These significant differences are shown in the 

table by asterisks. 

With respect to the three items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have had more than twelve college hours Library 

Science show the highest confidence with respect to one item (#); res­

pondents who had had twleve or fewer college hours Library Science show 

the highest confidence with respect to two i terns (##). 

When significant differences exist, the respondents who have had 

twelve or fewer college hours Library Science indicate more confidence 

than the respondents who have had more than twelve hours. 
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.E.a1:i H - Speech 

Data shown in Part H of Table XV are in terms of number of college 

hours in Speech~ Three significant differences exist among the res­

pondents with respect to their feelings of academic competence; nine 

significant differences exist among the respondents with respect to their 

feelings of confidence in their teaching ability. Significant differ­

ences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the twelve i terns for which significant differences 

are shown, respondents who have had more than twelve college hours Speech 

show the highest confidence with respect to eleven items (#); respondents 

who have had twelve or fewer college hours Speech show the highest corr 

fidence with respect to one item(##). 

Respondents who have had more than twelve college hours in Speech 

tend to feel more confident than respondents who have had twelve or 

fewer college hours in Speech. 

E.al:.i l - Dramati~ 

Data in Part I of Table XV are in terms of number of college hours 

in Dramatics. A study of the data presented in the table reveals that 

no significant differences exist in feelings of academic or professional 

confidence with respect to the number of college hours the respondents 

have had in Dramatics .. 

Earl J, - History aud. Structure Qf. .the. Enr;iJ ish I.angwa<Je 

Data shown in Part J of Table XV are in terms of number of college 

hours in History and Structure of the English Language~ No significant 

differences exist with respect to the respondents' feelings of academic 
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competency. One significant difference exists with respect to the res­

pondents' confidence in their own teaching ability, as indicated in the 

table by the starred item. 

With respect to the one item for which a significant difference is 

shown, respondents who have had more than twelve college hours in the 

History and Structure of the English Language show the highest confidence 

( #). 

In general~ when significant differences exist~ respondents who have 

had more than twelve college hours in History and Structure of the English 

Language feel more confident than those who have had twelve college hours 

or fewer. 

Summary - I..ab.l..e. XY.. 

Teachers who have had more than twelve college hours in oral English, 

English Literature, World Literature, Journalism, Speech, and History and 

Structure of the English Language feel more confident than those who have 

had twleve or fewer college hours in these subjects. Teachers who have 

had twelve or fewer college hours in Library Science feel more confident 

than those teachers who have had more than twelve hours. There seems to 

be little or no relationship between the number of college hours in written 

English~ American Literature, or Dramatics and the respondents' feelings 

of confidence. 

Table XVI 

Data in Table XVI are in terms of number of college hours in general 

survey courses in literature. A study of the data given in the table 

reveals that no significant difference exists among the respondents with 

respect to their feelings of academic competence. There are two significant 
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TABLE XV 

FRE(1JENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF NUM3ER OF COLLEGE HOURS 
IN LANGUAGE ARTS AREAS 

W.:itt~o l;cgli:m 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

Chi-Square 
@NETDENGs TN t NI 89 NI AO NI AO NJ AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 8 35 35 167 2 6 0 5 1.41594 
Drama 21 23 80 120 4 4 l 4 2,07515 
Essay 18 26 87 115 3 5 l 4 l.17482 
History, English Language 19 25 85 115 ·4 4 1 4 1.22817 
Formal Gram.11ar 9 35 19 182 2 6 l 3 6.10551 
Linguistic Grammar 28 16 116 85 4 4 4 l l. 70651 
Journalism 30 14 128 73 4 4 2 3 2,24062 
Library Science 23 20 109 93 5 3 2 2 .26242 
Speech Arts 15 29 63 139 3 5 0 5 2.58267 
Basic Reading Skills 10 34 48 154 2 6 l 4 .06593 
Study Reading Skills 11 33 38 164 2 6 l 4 .98689 
Literary Reading Skills 6 38 32 170 2 6 0 5 J .60720 
Mechanics and Usage 3 41 9 193 l 7 l 4 3. 39861 
Oral Communication 2 42 16 186 l 7 0 5 1.31533 
Written Communication 3 41 17 185 2 6 I 4 3.61811 
Formal Composition 9 35 40 161 2 6 0 5 1.38533 
Creative Writing 12 32 65 137 3 5 0 5 2.82538 
Critical Thinking 9 35 44 158 2 6 0 5 1.467% 
Listening 7 37 20 178 I 7 0 5 1.88577 
~iscussion Group Technique 12 31 47 154 2 6 0 5 1.99035 

OJIN TEACHING ABILITY 
Li tera tur-e 6 38 31 170 2 6 0 5 1.58930 
Drama 16 27 72 129 5 3 l 4 2.96668 
Essay 18 26 80 122 4 4 l 4 1.19155 
History, English Language 20 24 83 118 4 4 l 4 ! . 4~)963 
Formal Grammar 8 36 17 185 l 7 l 4 4. 23611 
Linguistic Grammar 25 19 107 94 4 4 4 I 1.59460 
J:iurnalism 28 16 138 63 4 4 2 3 3.14002 
Library Science 24 20 118 83 5 3 l 3 2.08795 
Speech Arts 17 27 72 128 4 4 0 5 3.61375 
Basic Reading Skills 12 32 48 153 3 5 l 4 .93883 
Study Reading Skills 8 36 41 160 3 5 l 4 J. 56306 
Literary Reading Skills 5 39 28 174 2 6 0 5 1.87929 
Mechanics and Usage 0 44 15 186 0 8 0 5 4.51630 
Oral Communication 2 42 20 181 2 6 0 5 4.12944 
Written Communication 8 36 19 183 0 8 0 5 4.57275 
Formal t..:amposi tion 13 31 35 165 3 5 l 4 4. 76784 
Creative Writing 11 33 70 132 3 5 0 5 4.05763 
Critical Thinking 13 31 64 137 4 4 0 5 3.66218 
Listening 3 41 30 171 3 5 0 5 6,52893 
Discussion Group Technique 9 35 54 148 4 4 0 4.92:>25 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 8 36 68 131 4 4 l 4 5.83383 
Team Teaching 26 18 102 97 3 5 2 3 J ,89243 
Teaching Machines 27 J 7 126 74 5 3 3 2 ,05666 
Radio and Television 25 18 107 91 5 3 2 3 .87253 
Other Programmed Lear.ni.ng 20 23 96 103 4 4 I 4 1.59693 
Newspapers 13 31 53 148 I 7 0 4 2.45933 
Trips and Excursions 13 31 62 136 3 4 0 5 2. 76340 
Parent Conferences 7 37 33 168 2 6 0 5 1.42591 
E.valuation 6 38 24 177 0 8 0 5 1.90234 
Standardized Testing 7 37 33 168 2 6 0 5 !. 42591 
Informal Testing 4 40 21 181 0 8 0 5 1.53285 
Interpreting Data· in Files 6 38 42 159 4 4 I 4 5. 55488 
Group Re.par ts 6 38 ,9 152 4 4 0 5 7. 20693 
Socio Dramas.; Role Playir:ig 20 24 88 112 5 3 0 5 5.07822 
BDok Reviews 8 35 36 162 2 6 l 4 • 24520 

KNOWLEDGE OF. MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
IN TE RES TI NG, .lNFOilMATI VE 8 36 32 170 7 0 5 1.18960 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 4 40 4· 198 7 0 5 7 .60558 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 15 29 47 155 2 5 0 5 3.99265 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterog"e.neous Classes 3 40 21 177 I 7 0 5 1.13756 
Homog~neous Classes 3 39 8 184 0 8 0 5 1.35696 

A. Fast .Group 4 39 9 190 0 8 0 5 2.40553 
B. Slow Group 8 35 54 145 3 5 l 4 2.00321 
c. Average Group 3 41 8 194 0 8 0 5 1.33266 

Ungraded Classes 15 26 65 127 3 5 2 3 .21267 

NL - None;; or Little A:J - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 
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TABLE ~ (Continued) 

Cl:al Eaglhib 
ITEMS OF RESPOMSE Less Than· 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

i:PNEIPFNCB !Na AO 
Chi-Square 

NJ AO NJ AO NL AO Hi 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 8 77 9 47 0 3 0 l l,99299 
Drama 24 60 26 29 2 l 0 1 6,794!'>5 
Essay 31 54 17 19 0 3 0 1 2,60528 
History, English Language . 37 48 20 35 0 3 1 0 4,22992 
Formal Granmar 10 75 4 50 l 2 0 l 1.88903 
Linguistic Grammar 51 34 29 26 2 l l 0 l ,!;7256 
Journalism .57 28 30 25 . 1 2 l 0 3,06996 
Library Science 47 37 30 26 2 l 0 0 .23872 
Speech Arts 25 60 15 41 0 3 0 1 1,68357 
Basic Reading Skills 17 68 13 43 0 3 0 l 1.28563 
Study heading Ski 11 s 15 70 12 44 0 3 0 l l ,2i>979 
Literary Reading Skills B 77 9 47 0 3 0 l 1,99299 
Mschanl.cs and Usage 4 81 l 55 0 3 0 l 1,01156 
Oral Communication 3 82 4 52 0 3 0 l 1,16803 
Written ·eommunicatlon 6 79 4 52 l 2 0 0 2.86731 
Formal Composition .16 69 12 43 0 3 l 0 4,90991 
Crea tl ve Writing 24 61 16 40 l 2 1 0 2.5.0645 
Critical Thinking 12 73 11 45 1 2 0 l 1,56204 
Listening 4 81 8 48 0 3 0 l 4,452!:>l 
Discussion Group Technique 15 70 13 43 1 2 0 l 1.23905 

OWN TEACHING ABILIT.V •' 

Literature 6 79 8 48 0 3 0 l 2,46089 
Drama 25 ·59 22 33 2 l 0 1 3,47890 
Es.say 32 53 14. 42 . l 2 0 l 2.94838 
History, English Language 36 49 16 39 1 ·. 2 1 0 4.2024Q 
Formal Gr.immar 7 78 7 49 1 2 0 1 2,51307 
Li ngui sti c Gra.mmar 47 38 24 31 2 .l 0 l . 3.15001 
Journalism 59 26 31 24 l 2 l 0 4,25306 
Library Science 47 38 35 20 · l 2 0 l 3,08tll5 
Speech .Ai:ts. 30 54 14 41 1 2 0 l 2,08856 
Basic Reading Skills 17 68 9 46 0 3 0 l l. 20497 
Study Reading Skills 15 70 10 45 0 3 0 0 .• 65583 
Literary Reading Skills 5 80 3 53 0 3 0 1 ,25806 
Mechanics ar,d U.sage 2· 93 3 52 0 3 0 l l, 10643 
Oral Communication 4 80 4 52 0 3 0 l .60504 
Written Communication 8 77 7 49 0 ·3 0 l ,82177 
Formal Composition 13 71 12 43 l 2 0 l 1,58743 
Creative Writing 24 t1 20 36 1 2 0 1 1,34159 
Critical Thinking 24 61 17 38 1 2 0 l ,55348 
Listening 10 75 7 48 0 3 0 1 .58044 
Discussion Group Technique 21 64 8 40 l 2 0 l 2, 78827 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 23 62 20 35 l 2 0 1 1,81508 
Team Teaching 45 40 27 28 2 l 0 1 1,53570 
Teaching Machines 55 29 32 23 2 1 0 l 2,43299 
Radio and Television 47 36 28 27 2 l 0 l l.80817 
Other Programmed Learning 38 45 22 32 2 1 0 1 l, 75135 
Newspapers 24 60 11 44 1 2 0 1. 1. 73879 
Trips and Excursions 24 60 11 43 0 3· l 0 5, 13147 
Parent Conferences 12 73 6 49 0 3 l 0 7,34900 
Evaluation 7 713 4 52 0 3 0 l ,39514 
Standardized Testing 10 75 6 50 l 2 0 l l.54168 
Informal Testing 5 BO B 48 0 3 l 0 12.44132** # 
Interpreting Data in FHes 15 '1(, 9 46 2 1 l 0 9,12016* # 
Group Reports 19 . 66 11 , 44 l 2 l 0 3,87226 
Socio Dramas1 Role Playing 33 51 20 36 2 l 0 l 1.83650 
Book Reviews 12 73 8 45 l 2 0 l 1,02656 

KNO'IILEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOUHCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 10 75 5 51 0 3 0 , 76741 
ABILIT'i TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 84 0 56 0 3 0 , 71078 
ASILIT'i TO DIRECT ElCrRA-
CURRICUJ..AR ACTIVITIES 15 70 14 42 2 0 l.66673 

· ASILIT'i TO HANDLE CLASSES 
Heterogeneous Classes 6 76 5 50 0 3 0 l ,49235 
Homogeneous Classes 2 77 2 53 0 3 0 l .26356 

A, Fast Group l 83 4 51 l 2 0 0 9,45498* #II 
B, Slo'II Group 20 64 9 46 2 l O· l 4,99260 
c. Average !:lroup l 84 2 54 0 3 0 l 1,04257 

Uagz:adliU~ Cl 1·1111 211 :a1 16 36 2 g em__ 
NL - Nona or Li ttlo NJ - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated et tho ,05 significance level, The degree of freedom ls 3, 

*Significant Differences ,05 hvel #More than 12 College Hours Oral English 
**Significant Differences ,01 level ltllTwelve Houre or Pewer College Houra Oral English 

***Signi fl cant tllfferencos ,001 level 
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TABLE XV (Continued) 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE Le&& Than·.6 
iDg] i,~b I J iitl:iJiUl:i: 

6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

l'DNFTPEHGe IN1 .N[ Ao N[ AQ Mr 
Chi-Square 

AO NI AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 12 29 28 148 3 27 0 14 8.59287* # 
Drama 23 18 62 113. 14 16 2 12 10,32410* # 
Essay. 22 19 65 112 17. 13 4 10 7.97396* # 
Hi story, English Language 22 19 64 111 18 12 4 10 9,43793* # 
Formal. Grammar 5 36 19 156 5 25 1 r3 1,13486 
Unguistic Grammar 30 il 96 BO 21 9 B 6 6,37043 
Journalism 29 12 . 111 65 14 16 .9 .5 4,43502 
Library Science 23 18 94 80 17 13 7 7 ,22885 
Speech Arts 17 24 52 125 10 20 4 10 2,34672 
Bas1c Reading Skills B 33 44 133 6 22 3 11 ,69078 
Study Reading Skills 9 32 33 144 7 23 4 10 l,13385 
Ll terary Reading Skills 8 33 24 153 8 22 1 13 4,57533 
Mechanics and Usage 2 39 6 171 4 26 0 14 6.513:'.>3 
Oral Communication 3 38 10 · 167 3 27 l 13 ,67117 
Written Communication 4 37 14 162 2 28 0 14 l,47896 
Formal Composition 14 27 29 147 .6 24 l 13 8,08271* # 
Creative Writing 12 29 60 117 ~ 25 4 10 3,67723 
Critical Thinking 12 29 34 143 6 24 2 12 2.43977 
Listening 4 37 16 158 7 23 1 13 5,59260 
Discussion Group TechniqUe Hi 26 37 139 8 22 3 11 4,!'.>6274 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
L1 terature 9 32 26 150 l 29 0 14 7,4372~ 

· Orama 19 21 59 117 9 21 4 10 3,50007 
Sseay 20 21 67 uo 13 17 4 10 2,55421 
History, E11glhh Language 21 20 66 110 13 17 4 10 3.5ll49 
Formal Grammar 6 35 15 162 fl 2e 0 14 4,t',0186 
Linguistic Grammar 27 14 88 BB 16 14 7 7 3,40446 
Journalism 29 12 118 58 17 13 a 6 2,14462 
'Library Science 23 18 9'7 79 18 12 9 5 ,57922 
Speach Arts 18 23 56 119 12 18 6 a 2, 79926 
Basia Reading Skills 10 31 43 133 7 23 5 9 ,9411~ 
Stu~y Reading Skills 10 31 31 144 9 21 6 a 6, 14·1a2 
L1teruy Reading Skills 6 35 21 156 !I 25 2 12 ,61659 
Meohani os ana Usage 3 38 10 166 l 29 0 14 l ,38033 
Oral Communication 6 35 12 164 4 26 3 11 5,51647 
Written Communication 7 34 15 162 3 27 1 13 2,80161 
Formal Composition 13 28 26 147 5 25 2 12 ~. 70946 
Creative Wridng 15 26 56 121 9 21 6 8 1,123~3 
Critloal Thinking 19 22 47 129 11 19 7 7 8,49847* 11 
Listening 7 34 19 157 6 24 3 11 3,40715 
Discussion Cll'oup Technique 14 27 39 139 10 20 4 10 3,763~2 

COMPl!TBNCI! IN PRACTICES I 
IMTERIALS I OR OEVICSS 
Group Teaching 14 27 54 121 11 19 7 7 2,39664 
Team Teaching 25 16 99 86 14 16 9 5 2,B5679 
Teaching Machines 24 17 111 '64 20 10 e 6 , 73023 
Radio and television 28 12 88 ~5 16 14 7 7 4,90213 
Other Programmed Learning 24 17 75 98 18 12 il 9 il,8!1332 
Newspapers 11 30 49 127 6 23 3 11 ,8!1128 
Tripe and llxcursions 14 27 53 121 8 21 5 8 , 70627 
Parent t:onferancea 7 34 29 147 6 24 2 12 ,29694 
Evaluation 8 33 19 157 5 25 0 14 4,8!1319 
Standardized Testing 9 32 27 149 !j 25 1 13 1.95369 
Infor111a1 Testing 5 36 17 160 4 26 0 14 2,18937 
Interpreting Data in Files 10 31 35 141 7 23 2. 12 ,88905 
Group Reports 11 30 37 139 9 21 3 H 1,57809 
Socio Dramas{ Role Playing 20 21 73 102 12 18 4 10 1,065!}9 
Sook Reviews 9 32 20 144 5 2f> 3 11 · ,90393 

KNOWLl!OOS 01' MATERIALS, 
SOUll.ctiS l'O MAKE CLASSES 
INTSRESTfNG, lNl'OilMA!l'ill 9 32 24 153 6 24 13 3,041'11l2 
A81L1TY TO Oil.GAN llll A.Im 
OONTll.OL CLASSROOM 40 5 172 3 27 i3 4,232!':16 
ABlU'fY TO DlREGl' EXIRA-
OUlif!lCULAII ACTtV1T1ES 8 33 42 13!:i e 22 ti 0 2,056!17 
AillUlY tO HANllU! Cl.ASSBS 
Heterogeneous Classes 4 36 18 156 1 20 1 13 1,49691 
Ho111ogenaou,i Classes 2 36 a 162 1 29 0 14 ,03622 

A, F'ast Group 4 35 10 164 2 28 0 14 2,09303 
B, Slow Gtoup 13 26 46 129 4 26 1 l:i 6,18437 
c. Average G:roup 4 37 5 172 2 28 0 14 5,04669 

Uagz:adad .CJ a-S5US- i3- . 2:i Cil -1111 a . 2Q :'.I- !I .i,,:z.aa. 
NL - None at Little AO ~ AdeqUate or Outstanding 
ch1~squar!i values were calculated at the 
*Significant Differences .05 level 

,05 signifloanoe level. The degree of freedOJil is 3, 
#More thah twelve College lloui-s English U terature 
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TABLE XV (Continued) 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE Less Than 6 
Ami ti tao I 1 :t e:ca t1.u:e 

6 - 12 13 - 18 More 
Chi-Square 

OONEIPENGE IN1 NJ AQ NJ AO NI AO NI AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 21 44 24 154 0 13 0 2 15.08182** # 
Drama 35 29 58 120 7 6 1 1 10.96677* ## 
Essay 32 ·33 71 108 6 7 1 1 1,91109 
History, English Languag_e 31 33 67 111 7 6 1 1 3.23565 
Formal Grammar 13 51 18 160 1 12 0 2 5.01602 
Ungui s tic Grammar 37 28· 1~7 71 8 5 2 0 1.58912 
Journalism 40 24 113 66 7 6 1 1 .57725 
Library Science 35 28 98 81 5 7 2 0 2.49758 
Speech Arts 19 46 57 122 4 9 1 1 .48lll 
Basic Reading Skills 12 · 53 45 134 44 9 1 1 2.29189 
Study Reading Skills 12 53 36 143 4 9 1 1 2.09400 
Literary Reading Skills ll 54 28 151 1 12 0 2 1.07776 
Mechanics and Usage 3 62 8 171 1 12 0 2 .38342 
Oral Communication 6 59 9 170 2 ll 0 2 3.23212 
Written Communication 7 58 11 168 2 10 0 2 2.97537 
Forma'l Composition 19 46 27 151 5 8 0 2 9.40126* # 
Creative Writing 20 45 56 123 4 9 1 1 .33555 
Cri tied Thinking 16 49 35 144 1 12 1 1 3.15436 
Listening 9 56 15 161 4 9 1 1 9.65843* ## 
Discussion .Group Technique 21 43 .38 140 3 10 1 1 4.06233 

OWN TEACHING ABILI n' 
. Literature 13 52 24 154 0 13 0 2 4.31240 

Drama 28 35 57 122 5 8 1 1 3.48289 
Essay 33 32 66 113 6 7 1 1 4.03707 
History, English Language 30 34 68 lll 6 7 0 2 3.08237 
Formal Granrnar 9 56 14 165 6 10 0 2 . 4.68830 

· Linguistic Grau~nar 34 30 . 9:, 84. 6 7 2 0 2.01841 
Journalism 44 20 118 61 7 6 1 1 1.29673 
Lit;>rary Science 38 25 9"1 80 7 6 2 0 2.04766 
Speech Arts 26 38 59 119 4 9 1 1 1.45869 
Basic Readinq Skills 11 53 46 133 4 9 1 1 2.97652 
Study Reading Skills 9 55 38 141 5 7 1 1 6.02355 
Literary Reading Skills 6 59 26 153 2 11 0 2 1.53237 
Mechanics and Usage 1 63 12 167 0 13 0 2 3.44953 
Oral Conmun1cat1on 6 59 16 162 2 11 0 2 • 79628 
Written Communication 10 55 14 165 2· 11 0 2 3.66617 
Formal Composition 19 45 28 150 3 10 0 2 6.44408 
Creative Writing 22 43 57 122 5 8 1 1 ,56384 
Critical Thinking 23 41 54 125 4 9 2 0 4.97383 
Listening 9 55 21 158 3 10 1 1 3,85434 
Discussion Group Technique 22 43 40 139 4 9 1 1 4,08526 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 16 48 61 117 3 10 2 0 6.59743 
Team Teaching 34 30 93 85 6 7 2 0 2.03409 
Teaching Machines 36 28 116 62 7 6 2 0 3.22559 
Radio and Television 40 24 92 84 6 7 2 0 4.02829 
Other Programmed Learning 31 33 84 92 6 7 1 1 .02860 
Newspapers 15 49 49 130 4 9 0 2 1.22268 
Trips and Excursions 21 43 55 120 2 11 2 0 5.96578 
_Parent Conferences 6 58 35 144 3 10 1 1 5.20529 
Evalua~ion 7 58 22 156 2 u 0 2 .52813 
Standardized Testing 11 54 28 150 3 10 0 2 .88877 
Informal Testing 8 57 15 164 3 10 0 2 3.58622 
Interpreting Data in Files 13 51 38 141 2 ll 1 1 1.28723 
Group Reports 18 46 39 140 4 9 0 2 2.03838 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 35 30 71 106 4 9 1 1 4.54638 
6ook Reviews 17 48 27 147 1 12 0 2 5.07821 

KNOWLEIJ.GE OF MATERIALS, 
SO'.JRCES TO MAKI: CLASSES 
INTERESHNG, INFORMATIVE 9 56 27 152 2 11 0 2 .40883 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 2 63 7 172 12 0 2 • 70325 
ABILI1Y TO DIRECT EXfRA-
CURRICULAR ACfln I IES 13 52 47 131 3 10 0 2 I. 72681 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 3 60 2i 155 0 13 0 2 4.45093 
Homogen,eous Classes 1 60 10 162 0 13 0 2 2.59240 

A. fast Group 6 57 9 168 1 11 0 2 l. 77071 
B. Slow Group 13 50 48 129. 2 11 0 2 2.37863 
c. Average Group 3 62 7 172 · 1 12 0 2 .53965 

Uog~acieci l:;la~se.~ Hl ~3 '211 lQ:i l2 l :i 66l2fa 
NL - None or Little AO - Average or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated. at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 
*Significant Differences .05 level #More than Twelve Hours American Literature 

**Significant Differences· .01 level ##ITNeive or Fewer Hours American Literature 
***Significant Differences .001 level 



ITEMS OF RESPONSE 

mNFTPENGE TN1 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 
Drama · 
Essay 
History, English language 
Forinal Grallllllar 
Linguistic Granmar 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Basic Reading, Skills 
Study Reading Skills 
·uterary Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication 
Written Communication 
Formal'.Composi tion 
Creative Wri.ting 
Critical Thinking 
Listening 
Discussion Group TechniqUe 

Cl'IN TEAOUNG ABILITY 
Literature 
Drama 
Essay . 
History, English language 
Formal Granmar 
Ungui.stic Grammar 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Basic Reading Skills 
Study Reading Skills 
Literary Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Conmunication 
Written ·Communication 
Formal Composition 
Crea tfve Writing 
Critical Thinking 
Listening 
Disc\lssion Group Technique 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATEkIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 
Team Te;iching 
Te;iching Machines 
Rac!io and Te.1evision 

.Other Programmed Learning 
Newspapers 
TripS and Excyrsions · 
Paren.t Cor:i.ferences 
Evaluation 
Standardized Testing 
Informal Testing 
Interpreting Date in Files 
. Group ·. Reports · 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 
Book Reviews 

KNONLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES ro·MAKe' CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 
ABILIT.Y TO DIRECT EXIRA­
CURRIOJLAR ACTIVITIES 
ABILITY IO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogene01,1s Classes 
Homogeneous Classes 

A. Fast Group 
B. SlDII Group 
C. Average_ Group 

Less Than 6 

NJ 

14 
30 
34 
31 

7 
44 
48 
44 
19 
19 
21 
18 

7 
4 
6 

17 
27 
16 
10 
19 

11 
28 
36 
36 

3 
35 
52 
41 
28 
22 
20 
12 

4 
7 
6 

14 
25 
28 

8 
21 

22 
35 
46 
39 
32 
22 
22 
14 
11 

8 
4 

12 
14 
33 
12 

11 

4 

20 

8 
5 
8 

16 
4 

AO 

60 
44 
41 
43 
68 
31 

. 26 
30 
56 
56 
54 
57 
68 
71 
69 
5!1 
48 
59 
65 
55 

64 
.45 
39 
38 
72 
39 
22 
33 
45 
52 
54 
63 
70 
68 
69 
60 
50 
46 
66 
54 

52 
39 
28 
34 
42 
52 
52 
60. 
63 
66 
71 · 
62 
60 
42 
62 

64 

71 

54 

65 
68 
66 
51;1 
71 

TABLE XV (Continued) 

Wo rl d I J tftra ture 
6 - 12 13 - 18 

NJ 

6 
15 
13 
15 
5 

20 
.22 
15 
16 
8 
7 
5 
0 
4 
3 
5 
9 
8 
5 
8 

4 
14 
11 
13 

2 
20 
25 
20 
17 

8 
8 
3 
1 
4 
3 
6 

11 
11 

9 
9 

14 
21 
20 
18 
14 

8 
13 

8 
2 
5 
3 
9 

10 
15 

5 

6 

10 

5 
2 
1 

12 
3 

AO 

31 
22 
24 
22 
32 

.16 
15 
22 
21 
29 
30 
32 
37 
33 
34 
32 
28 
29 
30 
29 

32 
23 
26 
24 
35 
17 
12 
17 
20 
29 
29 
34 
36 
33 
34 
31 
26 
26 
2B 
28 

22 
15 
17 
18 
23 
29 
23 
29 
35 
32 
34 
28 
27 
21 
30 

31 

36 

27 

31 
31 
34 
23 
34 

NJ 

0 
l 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
l 
l 
l 
l 
0 
0 
0 
l 
1 
0 
0 
l 
l 

0 
l 
l 
l 
l 
2 
2 
2 
l 
l 
2 
l 
0 
0 
l 
l 
l 
2 
l 
2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
2 
l 
2 
0 
2 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

. Ii) 

2 
l 
0 
i) 
2 
0 
0 
l 
l 
l 
l 
2 
2 
2 
l 
1 
2 
2 
l 
l 

2 
l 
l 
l 
l 
0 
0 
0 
l 
l 
0 
l 
2 
2 
l 
l 
l 
0 
l 
0 

o· 
0 
0 
0 
0 
l 
1 
1 
l 
1 
0 
1 
0 
2 
0 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

NJ 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

. Uooraded Classes 19 :?O 1.5 20· 0 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Oustanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2. 

*Significant Difference· .05 level #More than Twelve CoHege Hours World Literature 
**Significant Differences .01 level ##Twelve or Fewer Hours of World Lite.rature 

*""Significant Differences .OOl level 

More 

AP 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

.0 
0 

0 
0 
ci 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
,0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

105 

Oli-Square 

.56155 

.07283 
3. 75189 
2. 77556 

.69918 
1.54681 
1.47116 
3.55297 
3.99798 

.89520 
l. 72470 
2.20630 
3.87813 
1.29289 
4.32429 
2.41328 
2.50278 

.54409 
2.13888 

,91236 

.57875 

.11878 
3.44485 
1.85327 
8.26927* ## 
2;45080 

.96192 
1.63416 

.65149 
l.33539 
6.00262* # 
3.46142 

,52032 
.27944 

4.32429 
1.44719 

.43258 
4.27691 
5.12848 
5.38231 

4.87185 
3,07728 
2,02405 
1.90861 
3,05209 
1.33539 

• 74987. 
l.21498 
4.68684 
2.81938 

24.0.1234*** # 
2.24477 
7, 72829* # 
l.55773 
9.92432** # 

l.83659 

.50224 

• 73591 

.47034 

.16455 
.2.19719 
2. 70745 

.46417 
2 73033 
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TABLE XV (Continued) 

. ITEMS OF RESPONSE Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

fPNfJPENCE INs NL AO NL AO NL AO NL AQ 
Chi-Square 

OWN ACADEMIC OOMPETENCE 
Literature. '15 75 4 · 27 · l 1 0 2 2.35215 
Drama 34 55 12 19 l l l l .22457 
Essay: 33 01 15 16 0 2 l l 2. 72751 
History., English· Language 31 59 13 is. 2 0 2 0 7 .• 17579 
Formal Grammar' 14 76 1 29. 0 2 0 2 3. 72969 
Linguistic ·Grammar 55 34 15 16 2 0 2 0 4.51114 
Journalism 50 40 9 22 0 2 0 2 10.20271* II 
Library Science 42 47 15 16 2 0 2, 0 4.28201 
Speech Arts 30 60 12 19 l 1 2 0 4.10226 
Basic Reading Skills 17 73 12 19 1 1 I 1 6.26432 
Study Reading Skills 14 76 13. Hl 1 1 0 ·:.! 10 .• 68546* 11 
Literary Rea di rig Skills 16 74 4 27 0 2 0 2 1,19474 
Mechanics and Usage 4 86 2 29 0 2 0 2 .41163 
Oral Communication 8 82 0 31 0 2 0 2 3,32383 
Written Communi.cation B 82 1 30. 0 2 0 2• 1.42734 
Formal Composition 1.6 74 6 25 ·a 2 0 2 ,92215 
Creative Wrl ting 30 60 10 21 0 2 0 2 1,95683 
Cri ti.cal Thinking 20 70 7 24 0 2 0 2 l.14022 
Listening 14 76 2 29 0 2 0 2 2.31875 
Discussion Group Technique 18 72 9 22 1 1 l l 2. 72148 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 12 77 4 27 0 2 0 2 ,61922 
Drama 34 56 11 20 0 2 l l 1,37447 
Essay 31 59 16 15 0 2 l l 4.24378 
History; English language 34 56 9 22 2 0 2 0 7.60939 
F orma 1 Grammar 9 81 3 28 u :.! 0 2 •. 44158 
Linguistic Grammar 51 39 12 19 2 0 2 0 6.56668 
Jo.urnalism 55 35 9 22 0 2 0 2 13.83202** # 
Library Science 48 42 15· 16 2 0 2 0 3,80397 
S;:,eech Arts 34 55 9 22 l l 2 0 4,44460 
Basic Reading Skills 17 73 ti 23 l 1 l l :.,,61968 
Study Reading Skills 14 76 10 2i 1 1 1 l 6.04351 
Literary Reading Skills 11 79 3 28 0 2 0 2 .67132 
Mechanics and Usage B 82 l 30 0 2. 0 2 l.42734 
Oral Communication 10 79 l 30 0 2 0 2 2.22719 
Written Communication 8 82 2 29 0 2 6 2' ,54542 
Formal Composition 16 73 5 26 0 2 0 2 .89856 
Creative Writing 33 57 7 24 0 2 0 2 4,04708 
Critical Thinking 36 54 10 21 0 2 0 2 3,00033 
Listening 16 74 3 28 0 2 0 2 1.91446 
Discussion Group Technique 24 66 5 26 1 l l 1 2, 77996. 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 29 61 10 21 0 2 1 1 l.24196 
Team leaching· 51 39 13 18 2 0 l l 3, 77803 
Teaching Machines 59 30 21 10 1 1 2 0 1,27288 
Radio and Television 49 39 15 16 2 0 1 1 2,20249 
Other Programmed Learning 45 43 13 17 2 0 l 1 2,57878 
Newspapers 32 58 3 28 0 2 0 2 9.26637* # 
Trips ,and Excursions 31 58 6 24 2 0 0 2 7 ,53632 
Parent Conferences 17 73 4 27 l 1 0 2 2.44952 
Evaluation 8 82 3 28 1 1 0 2 4,02647 
Standa.rdi zed Testi.ng 12 77 5 26 0 2 0 2 ·, 79275 
Informal Testing 10 80 0 31 0 2 a 2 4. 22705 
Interpreting Data in Files 18 72 7 24 0 2 1 1 1,65504 
Group Reports 20 70 5 26 1 1 0 2 2,08148 
Socio Dramas; Roie Playing 39 50 7 24 2 0 2 0 10.42759* # 
Book Reviews 16 71 l 29 1 l 0 2 6.30318 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 15 75 30 7,62800 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 7 83 0 31 0 2 0 2 2.88370 
ABILITY TO. DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 19 70 7 24 0 2 0 2 1,11766 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous. Classes 9 8.0 2· 29 0 2 0 2 , 78349 
Homogeneous Classes 5 83 0 30 ·a 2 0 2 2:01437 

A, Fast Group ·0 Bl 2 29 0 2 l 1 4.60571 
B. Slow Group 21 68 7 24 0 2 0 2 1.21910 
c. Average Group 6 84 0 31 0 2 0 2 2,45098 

Ucgi:ai;ted ca asse:r :iJ ~4 fl 2J Q 2 ~ l~:Z2 
NL -· None or Little Af) - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi -Square values were calculated at the ,05 signi fi ca,lce level. The degree of freedom is 3. 

*Significant .Differences. ,05 level #More than Twelve Hours of Jou:-nalism 
**Significant Differ,nces .01 level 

*** Signiffoant Differences ;ooi level 
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TABLE XV (Continued) 

I!EMS 01' RESPONSE Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 
Chi-Square 

CONFT PENCE· IN, NI NJ NI AO NI AO NL AO 

OWN ACAD8AIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 15 64 5 25 4 2 2 2 9. 76528* ## 
Drama 37 40 17 14 3 3 2 2 • 40720 
Essay 39 40 12 19 3 3 3 l 2.29905 
History, English Language 29 49 12 18 5 l 3 l 6.80039 
Formal Grammar 13 65 3 28 l 5 l 3 1.17593 
Lingui stil.. u.1 d,i·mar 51 28 18 12 5 l 3 l 1.38889 
Journalism 45 33 20 11 5 l 4 0 4.31474 
Library Science .38 41 14 17 l 5 0 4 5.51261 
Speech Arts 26 53 10 21 4 2 2 2 3.29422 
Basic Reeding Skills 18 61 6 25 2 4 2 2 2.21304 
Study Reading Ski! ls 16 63 6 25 3 3 2 2 4. 74148 
Literary Reading Skills 12 67 3 28 3 3 2 2 9.21437* ## 
Mechanics and Usage 4 75 0 31 l 5 0 4 4.02861 
Oral Corrununication 4 75 2 29 l 5 0 4 1.63656 
Written Corrmunication 8 71 4 27 1 5 0 4 .87568 
Formal Composition 24 55 7 24 3 3 2 2 2, 72278 
Creative Writi'ng 30 49 9 22 4 2 l 3 3.39606 
Critical Thinking 22 57 3 28 3 3 l 3 6.32187 
Listening 13 65 3 27 3 3 0 4 6. 71656 
Discussion GToup TeChnique 22 56 5 26 3 3 l 3 3.56075 

OIVN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 14 65 5 26 3 3 2 2 6.1716:, 
Drama 28 49 15 16 3 3 2 2 !. 71753 
Essay 34 45 11 20 3 3 3 l 2.50881 
History~ English Language 33 45 13 18 4 2 3 l 2, 93412 
Formal Grammar 14 60 3 28 l 5 l 3 l.34821 
Lingui ~t'ie; Gra~ar 46 32 17 14 4 2 3 l • 78848 
Journalism 51 27 20 11 5 l 4 0 2.88001 
Library Science 38 40 14 17 l 5 0 4 5. 65559 
Speech Arts 28 49 13 18 3 3 2 2 .84593 
Basic heading Skills 17 61 7 24 2 4 2 2.02413 
Study Reading Skills 15 63 12 19 2 4 2 2 5,81812 
Literary Reading Skills 8 71 4 27 2 4 2 2 7 .43875 
Mechanics and Usa·ge 6 72 l 30 0 6 0 4 l.48169 
Oral Conmunication 8 70 5 26 2 4 0 4 3,65712 
Written Comnunication 13 66 3 28 0 6 0 4 2.56352 
Formal Composition 21 56 6 25 2 4 2 2 2.12275 
Creative Writing 29 50 11 20 4 2 l 3 2.51930 
Critical Thinking 29 49 12 19 4 2 l 3 2.37155 
Listening 18 60 5 26 2 4 0 4 2. 25891 
Discussion Group Technique 19 60 9 22 3 3 l 3 2.04131 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, Ort DEVICES 

Group Teaching 25 52 13 18 3 3 2 2 l. 72270 
Team Teaching 49 28 19 12 2 4 3 l 2.46956 
Teaching Machines 56 21 18 13 4 2 3 l 2, 29445 
Radio and Television 45 32 16 15 6 0 2 2 4.98030 
Other Prograrrmed Learning 36 40 13 18 4 2 2 2 1. 26938 

Newspapers 24 54 11 20 2 4 l 3 .32229 
Trips and Excursions 20 57 11 20 2 3 2 2 2.04116 
Parent Conferences 15 63 5 26 3 3 l 3 3. 73111 
Evaluation 10 69 5 26 l 5 l 3 , 66290 
Standardlzed Testing 11 67 5 26 0 6 0 4 1.77419 
Informal Testing 9 70 6 25· 0 6 l 3 2.62448 
Interpre-ting Data in Files 19 59 7 24 0 6 l 3 1.89725 
Group Reports 16 62 11 20 l 5 l 3 2.90119 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 36 42 12 19 6 0 3 l 8,84771" # 
Book Reviews 13 65 7 22 l 5 l 3 .89231 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMf.T IVE 13 66 5 26 5 3 .20898 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 2 77 4 27 0 6 0 4 5,61604 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRIOJLAR ACTIVITIES 17 62 11 19 2 4 0 4 4.21755 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 9 67 6 25 0 6 l 3 2.44848 
Homogeneous Classes 5 71 l 30 0 6 l 3 3.42050 

A. Fast Group 6 ·73 2 28 0 6 0 4 .81671 
B. Slo'N Group 19 60 8 22 2 4 2 2 l.52609 
c. Average Group 4 75 2 29 0 6 l 3 3.15362 

Ungraded Classes 27 48 12 16 1 4 2 2 l. 33485 

NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Oil-Square values were calculated at the .05 si.gnificance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #More Than Twelve College Hours in Library Science 
**Significant Differences .01 level ##Twelve or fewer College Hours in Library Science 

***Sig1_1ificant Differences .001 level 
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TABLE XV (Continued) 

IIEMS OF RESPONSE Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 .- 18 More 
Chi-Square 

CXlNF I PENCE IN• NI AP NT AP Nr AP NJ AO 

OW!'l ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 18 79 19 · 80 2 15 0 7 2,11405 
Drama 42 55 38 60 4 13 0 7 6,94571 
Essav 45 52 42 58 3 14 3 4 4,90571 
History, English Language 40 57 41 57 6 11 3 4 ,26837 
formal Grammar 16 81 8 91 l 15 3 4 9.45181* # 
Linguistic Gr.ammar 65 32 54 45 8 9 4 3 4,38842 
Journalism 64 33 56 43 11 6 5 2 2.20274 
Library Science 59 37 46 54 9 7 2 4 5. 72285 
Speech Arts 42 55 20 80 0 17 1 6 21. 43797*** # 
Basic Reading Skills 28 69 20 80 3 14 1 6 2,88693 
Study Reading Skills 20 77 16 84 6 11 1 6 3,68636 
Literary Reading Skills 15 82 15 85 3 14 0 7 1,34932 
Mechanics and Usage 6 91 6 94 1 16 0 7 ,45610 
Oral· Communication 11 86 4 96 0 l7 0 7 6.15369 
Written Communication 9 88 10 90 0 17 2 4 5. 75811 
Formal Composition 23 73 15 85 2 15 3 A · 5,57626 
Creative Writing 35 62 26 14 6 11 2 5 2,49120 
Critical Thinking 21 76 23 77 4. 13 1 6 .32552 
Listening 13 84 7 90 5 12 0 7 8.38233* # 
Discussion Group Technique 25 71 23 76 4 13 1 6 .60728 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Li tera.ture 18 78 15 85 0 17 ·O 7 5,29411 
Drama 36 60 34 65 4 13 0 7 4,97658 
Essay 41 56 41 59 3 14 4 3 4, 62881 
History, English Language 42 55 37 62 6 11 4 3 1. 71309 
F orma 1 Grarrunar 12 85 12 88 1 16 2 5 2.38839 
Linguistic Grarrunar 64 33 48 51 7 10 3 4 8,14919* ## 
Journalism 62 35 60 39 12 5 5 2 ,91044 
Library Science 61 36 46 53 11 5 3 4 6,99270 
Speech Arts 45 51 25 74 9 17 0 7 23.14107*** # 
Basic. Reading Skills 25 72 21 78 4 11 2 5 .66223 
Study Reading Skills 20 77 14 85 4 13 2 4 2. 71566 
Literary Reading Skills 15. 82 14 86 1 lu 0 7 2,26742 
Mechanics ar.d Usc1ge 7 90 6 93 1 16 0 7 .61599 
Oral· Communication 12 85 7 92 0 17 0 7 4.29094 
Written Communication 14 83 10 90 0 17 0 7 4,27961 
Formal Composition 22 75 18 80 2 15 1 6 1.46419 
Creative Writing 32 65 31 69 6 11 0 7 3,45240 
Critical Thinking 28 69 32 67 5 12 1 6 1.13978 
Listening 13 84 13 86 2 15 0 7 1,08932 
Discussion Group Technique 32 65 21 79 3 14 1 6 4.89879 

COM PE TEN CE IN PRACTICES , 
MATERIALS, Oil DEVICES 

Group_ Teaching 33 64 30 68 2 15 4 3 5,52251 
Team Teaching 67 30 44 54 3 14 4 3 21 , 20243*** # 
Teaching Machines 73 24 63 35 4 13 2 5 21,39554*** # 
Radio and Television 61 35 44 53 7 10 2 5 9,15777* # 
Other Programmed Learning 57 40 42 56 4 12 0 7 15.36538** # 
Ne-Nspapers 35 61 22 77 3 14 l 6 6.62191 
Trips and Excµ_rsions 37 58 24 75 2 15 5 2 13.15958** # 
Parent Conferences 20 77 15 84 3 14 3 4 3. 76341 
Evaluation 15 82 10 89 l 16 l 6 2.02231 
Standardized Testing 14 82 18 82 2 15 2 5 1.44294 
Informal Testing 9 88 12 88 0 17 1 6 2.54204 
Interpreting. Data in Files 13 84 23 6 4 13 2 5 3, 75576 
Group Reports 26 71 22 77 0 17 3 4 7,41778 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 43 54 42 56 8 9 0 7 5,45756 
Book Reviews 25 71 13 84 16 0 7 8,83370* # 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 23 74 11 89 3 14 6 5,63238 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 3 94 3 97 16 0 7 .64841 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 26 71 26 74 2 15 6 2,24380 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 11 84 9 89 0 17 0 ·7 3,07030 
H_pmogeneous Classes 6 87 4 92 0 17 0 7 1,88359 

A, Fast Group 7 89 5 93 0 17 0 6 1.95102 
B. Slow Group 30 66 20 78 0 17 2 5 8,94318* # 
c. Average Group 3 94 6 94 0 17 0 7 2. 20828 

llcgiacieci (;)_asses 31 ~5 ?R 62 ,a 12 6 '1i 24165 
NL - NonA or Little NJ - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were Calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3, 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #More Than .Twelve College Hours Speech 
*'Si gnifi cant Di ff erencE!s ,01 level ##Twelve or fewer College Hours of Speech 

***Significant Differences .001 level 
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TABLE ~ (Continued) 

ITEMS OF RES PON SE Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

OONElDENC5 !Na NJ AQ NL AO 
Chi-Squ~re 

NI AO ~ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 15 77 4 24 0 2 0 3 1,00143 
Drama 27 63 5 23 l 1 0 3 3,25603 
Essay 32 60 13 15 0 ~ 2 l 3,52684 
History, English Language 35 56 10 18 1 1 1 2 .22001 
Formal ·Gramnar 13 79 4 24 0 2 0 2 ,65713 
Linguistic Grammar 51 41 15 12 1 l 3 0 2,39565 
Journalism 53 38 20 8 1 l l 2 2,61193 
Library Science 46 46 13 15 l 1 l l ,11062 
Speech Arts 22 70 6 22 0 2 0 3 1.57966 
Basic Reading Skills 20 72 8 20 l l l 2 1,46312 
Study Reading Skills 16 76 7 21 l l l 2 2.28713 
Literary Reading Skills 13 79 4 24 0 2 0 3 .82027 
Mechanics and Usage 2 90 0 28 0 2 0 3 , 7;!905 
Oral Communication 7 85 2 26 0 2 0 3 .41106 
Written Communication 9 83 4 24 0 2 0 3 1.07167 
Formal Composition 18 73 6 22 0 2 0 3 1.28769 
Creative Writing 33 59 6 22 1 l 0 3 3, 78065 
Critical Thinking 24 68 7 21 l l 0 3 1.67417 
Listening .lO 82 5 22 l 1 0 2 3,81390 
Discussion Group Technique 22 70 10 18 0 2 1 2 2,33464 

OWN TEAQHNG All ILI1Y 
Literature 7 84 3 25 0 2 0 3 .12076 
Drama 25 66 4 24 1 l 0 3 3, 71584 
Essay 31 61 9 19 0 2 l 2 1,01554 
History, English Language 38 53 9 19 l 1 l 2 ,96824 
Formal Grammar 6 86 4 24 0 2 0 3 2,21104 
Linguistic Grammar 50 41 15 13 l 1 3 0 2. 48398 
Journalism 62 29 18 10 1 1 3 0 1.87605 
Library Science 48 43 20 8 1 l 1 l 3, 12773 
Speech Arts 28 62 6 22 0 2 0 3 2.99205 
Basic Reading Skills 19 72 9 19 l l 1 2 2.37269 
Study Reading Skills 14 77 7 21 l l 1 2 3, 11789 
Literary Reading Skills 8 84 5 23 0 2 0 3 2,53808 
Mechanics and Usage 1 90 2 26 0 2 0 3 3. 44225 
Ora 1 Co:rununica tion ., 84 2 26 0 2 0 3 , 417 34 
Written Communication 7 85 2 26 0 2 0 3 , 41106 
Formal Composition 14 76 4 24 0 2 l 2 1.12993 
Creative Writing 27 65 8 20 1 1 0 3 1.66601 
Cri ti Cal Thinking 30 61 7 21 l l 0 3 2.321374 
Listening 14 77 6 22 l l 0 3 2. 72338 
Discussion Group Technique 24 68 7 21 0 2 l 2 , 79911 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 28 63 8 19 0 2 0 3 2.16969 
Team Teaching 49 42 11 16 0 2 l 2 3, 78984 

Teaching Machines 61 29 15 13 1 l 2 3.23302 
Radio and Televi$ion 47 42 12 16 l 2 l 1,15318 
Other Progrqruned Learn.ing 39 51 10 18 0 <' l :; 1,98773 
Newspapers 31 60 5 23 0 2 1 2 3.56484 
Trips and Excursions 30 59 8 20 0 2 2 1 2. 79825 
Parent Confexences 20 71 6 22 0 2 0 3 1.38616 
Evaluation 11 Bl 4 24 0 2 0 3 ,82051 
Standardized Testing 12 79 5 23 0 2 0 3 l. 22255 
Informal Testing 6 86 3 25 0 2 0 3 .96882 
Interpreting Data in Files 18 73 8 20 0 2 0 3 2,38087 
Group Reports 21 70 6 22 0 2 0 3 l. 48438 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 40 51 10 17 l 1 0 3 ?.,63595 
Book Reviews 13 77 6 20 0 2 0 3 2.10717" 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 16 76 5 23 0 2 0 3 1.05501 
ABILI1Y TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSR00:11 3 89 27 0 2 0 3 .17886 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 13 79 7 21 0 2 0 3 2.87914 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 11 79 3 25 0 :; 0 :i , 71755 
Homogeneous Classes 8 81 1 25 0 2 0 .3 l, 19~09 

A. Fas.t Group 7 84 1 26 0 2 0 3 ,90730 
B, Slow Group 25 66 7 20 0 2 l 2 .82838 
c. Averag Group 2 90 3 25 0 2 0 3 4.29444 

Ho,.naded Classes 3Q :i1 2 ]1 Q 2 Q a < :i1113 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Oustanding 
Chi -Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 
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TABLE XV (CONTINUED) 

1:U s:tQ.:~ a cci 5:tt~H,:tau;:~ gf EcgU ~b 1 aaguag~ 
ITEMS 01' RESPONSli Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

Chl-Square 

AJNETD5NCH TN1 NI AQ NJ AO NL AQ NI AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 14 95 5 35 0 0 0 l ,14914 
Drama 38 7l 14 25 0 0 1 0 l ,83698 
Essay 40 70 15 25 0 0 l 0 l. 72397 
History, English Language 34 76 15 23 0 0 l 0 2,92254 
Formal Grammar 14 96 2 37 0 0 0 1 1,86501 
Llnguistic GrallV!lar 60 50 22 17 0 0 1 0 ,85315 
Journalism 67 43 26 13 0 0 1 0 1.00770 
Library Science 63 47 24 15 0 0 0 1 1.60529 
Speech Arts · 29 81 15 25 0 0 0 l 2.17579 
Basic Reading Skills 28 82 ll 29 0 0 0 l .41459 
Study Reading Skills 21 89 12 28 0 0 0 1 2.32559 
Literary Reading Skills 18 92 6 34 0 0 0 l ,23103 
Mechanics and Usage 3 107 l 39 0 0 0 l ,03326 
Oral Comnunica tion 6 104 2 38 0 u l! l .06839 
Written Cof'Mlunication 7 103 l 39 0 0 0 1 .92905 
Formal Composition 17 92 6 34 0 0 0 l .19033 
Creative Writing 36 74 9 31 0 0 0 l 1.89397 
Critical Thinking 21 89 7 33 0 0 0 l .27831 
Listening 10 100 5 33 0 0 0 1 ,62868 
Discussion Group Technique 22 88 10 29 0 0 0 l ,81893 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature ll 99 6 34 0 0 0 1 ,86172 
Drama 38 72 13 26 0 0 l 0 1.91594 
'Essay 47 63 li 29 0 0 1 0 4.42677 
History, English Language 34 76 16 23 0 0 1 0 3,26735 

Formal Grammar 9 101 2 38 0 0 0 1 .51878 
Linguistic Grammar 55 55 22 17 0 0 0 l 1,53545 
Journalism 67 43 27 12 0 0 0 l 2,54207 
Library Science 63 47 25 13 0 0 l 0 1.53042 
Speech Arts 34 75 18 21 0 0 0 1 3.36952 
Basic Reading Skills 25 85 13 26 0 0 0 1 2,05378 

Study Reading Skills 22 88 14 25 0 0 0 l 4.30724 
Literary Reading Skills 14 96 6 34 0 0 0 1 .28554 
Mechanics and Usage 5 105 1 38 0 0 0 l .33629 
Ora 1 Communication 10 99 3 37 0 0 0 1 .19915 
Written Communication 8 102 3 37 0 0 0 1 .%133 
Formal Composition 17 92 6 33 0 0 0 1 .18475 

Creative Wri tin.g 32 78 ll 29 0 0 0 .43725 
Critical Thinking 31 79 15 24 0 0 0 1.87622 

Li ~tening 13 97 5 34 0 0 0 .• 16467 
Discussion·Group- Technique 27 83 10 30 0 0 0 • 33000 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group ·Teaching 31 79 17 21 0 0 0 l 4.02319 
Team Teaching 51 59 22 16 0 0 0 l 2.46978 

Teaching Machines 67 42 23 16 0 0 1 0 .7]679 

Radio and Television 54 55 21 18 0 0 1 0 1.18001 
Other Programmed Learning 45 63 17 23 0 0 1 0 1.38260 
Newspapers · 35 75 9 30 0 0 0 l 1.47919 

Trips and Excursions 36 73 10 28 0 .0 0 1 1.04660 
Parent ·Conferences 20 90 7 32 0 0 0 1 .22204 

Evaluation 11 99 6 34 0 0 0 l .86172 

Standardized Testing 19 90 5 35 0 0 0 1 • 72118 
Informal Testing 12 98 3 37 0 0 0 l .49206 
Interpreting· Data in Files 16 94 13 26 0 0 0 1 6. 75794-• It 
Group Reports · 27 83 8 31 0 0 0 1 .56812 

Socio Dramas; Role P~aying 46 63 14 25 0 0 0 1 1.15333 

Book Reviews 16 91 6 33 0 0 0 1 .18138 

KNOWLED3E OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERJ;:STING, INFOilMATI VE 17 93 6 34 0 0 0 .18557 

ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CON IBOL CLASSROOM 5 105 39 0 0 0 .36329 

ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 21 89 12 28 0 0 0 2.32559 
AS ILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Clas_ses 7 101 3 36 0 a 0 .13963 

Homogeneous· Classes 4 103 1 38 0 0 0 .15539 

A. Fast Group 7 102 1 38 0 0 0 .89851 

B. Slow G.roll.p 27 82 6 33 0 0 0 1. 75395 

c. Average Group 5 105 1 39 0 0 0 .36329 

UOQiads::Q Clas;ies JB 61 ]2 2~ Q Q Q 7] ]J~ 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi -Square values were calculated at the ,05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2. 

*Significant Differences .05 level #More than Twelve College Hours in History, English Langu·age 

**Significant Differences .01 level 
*"**Significant Differences .001 level 
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TABLE XVI 

fRE~CY DISTRIBUTION Of RESPO!>lSES IN TERMS OF NUMBER Of CXlLLEGE HOORS 
IN LITERATURE IN GENERAL CXlURSES 

S!.ltK~X CgJ.l;t515 
ITEMS OF !lESPONSE Less Than 6. 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 

Oil-Square 
CONF IQENCE TN• NL AQ NI AQ NL 60 NI AQ 

ONN ACADEMIC <J:lWETENCE 
Ll terature 9 53 24 109 2 11 0 6 1,61307 
Drama 26 36 57 75 4 9 0 6 5,01790 
Essay 20 42 62 72 6 7 0 6 7,81228 
History, Engllsh Language 26 36 57 75 6 1. 2 4 ,30577 
formal Grammar 4 58 17 116 0 13 2 4 6,52278 
Linguistic Grammar· 30 31 84 50 8 5 2 4 4, 71949 
Journalism 39 23 86 47 9 4 .2 4 2,62830 
Library Science 39 23 67 65 8 5 2 4 3,85414 
Speech Arts 25 37 35 99 4 9 0 6 6, 70627 
Basic Reading Skills 13 49 36 98 4 9 2 4 1,18250 
Study· Reading Skil Is 13 49 29 105 4 9 1 5 , 73144 
Literary Reading Skills 6 56 25 109 3 10 0 6 4,20928 
Mechanics anj Usage 2 60 8 126 1 12 0 6 1,15893 
Oral Communication 2 60 12 122 2 ll 0 6 3, 71858 
Written Com.1,unication 5 57 10 123 2 11 0 6 1,53606 
Formal Composition 15 47 27 107 3 10 0 5 l ,80J65 
Creative Writing 16 46 46 88 3 10 1 5 2.43762 
er., ti cal Thinking 11 51 30 104 4 9 2 4 I, 70386 
Listening 5 56 16 115 4 9 I 5 5,16183 
Discussion Group Technique 8 53 41 92 .4 9 2 4 7,22477 

OWN TEAOiING ABILITY 
LI terature 7 55 19 115 2 11 0 6 1,28481 
Drama 25 37 46 87 4 9 1 5 I, 73438 
Essay 18 44 57 77 5 8 2 4 3,33738 
History, ·En~! ish. Language 26 36 52 81 6 7 2 4 ,45430 
formal Grarm1ar 5 57 11 123 2 11 1 5 12,5989 
Linguistic Gramrna r 25 37 76 57 8 5 3 3 ~.27339 
Journa·l i s.m 33 29 95 38 9 4 3 3 6,91202 
Library Science 35 27 72 60 9 4 3 3 l, 12750 
Speech Arts 22 40 44 88 6 7 0 6 4,04138 
Basic Reading Skills 13 49 38 95 3 10 2 4 1,48918 
Study keading Skills 13 49 31 101 3 10 1 5 ,2760J 
Literary Reading Skills 5 57 23 Ill 3 10 0 6 4,64784 
M~chanic~ and Usage 2 60 10 '123 l 12 0 6 1,81570 
Oral Communication 4 58 16 117 1 12 0 6 2,24914 
Written Communication 4 58 17 · 117 2 11 0 6 2, 74260 
Formed Comoosit1on JO 52 29 103 4 9 0 6 3,31506 
Crea t1 vtt W~i ting 24 38 43 91 5 8 0 6 4,04189 
Critical Thinking 19 43 39 94 7 6 2 4 3,33825 
Listening 6 56 22 111 3 10 1 5 2,30922 
Di •.,c.:ussion Group Technique 13 49 39 95 5 8 0 6 4.55783 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 13 48 48 84 4 9 4 2 7,58370 
Team Teaching 28 33 1·, 57 7 6 4 2 2,41417 
Teach1ng Machines 39 23 81 51 9 4 3 3 .wno 
Radio and Television 36 26 70 61 7 6 3 3 ,42513 
Other Progranuned Learning 31 31 60 71 7 6 2 4 ,99118 
Nens·µar-,crs 15 47 35 97 5 8 l 5 1,42461 
Trips and Excursions 16 45 40 91 5 8 3 3 1,99330 
Parent Conferences 9 53 27 106 3 10 0 6 2,49939 
Evaluation' 7 55 16 118 3 10 0 6 2.34127 
Standarulzed Testing 14 48 22 111 2 11 I 5 l, 12239 
Informal Testing 10 52 13 121 2 11 0 6 2,67436 
Interpreting Data in Files 11 51 32 101 2· 11 2 4 1, 76666 
Group Reports 15 47 31 102 4 9 0 6 2,25138 
Socio l>rama.s; Role Playing 25 37 62 7J 3 JO 0 6 '7,64754 
Book Reviews 11 48 23 108 3 10 0 6 1,58610 

KNONLED::E OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 7 5:, 23 111 12 5 1, 72777 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 61 6 128 12 5 3, 78055 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 7 55 44 l>'I 12 ,! 4 !3,06105** # 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Hetero~:eneous Glasses 2 58 17 115 1 12 0 6 5.09601 
Homogeneous Classes 3 57 5 122 l 12 0 6 , 73166 

A, Fast Group 2 59 6 125 3 JO 1 5 9.63676* ## 
8, SloN Group 18 43 40 92 2 11 0 6 3. 74162 

c. Average Group 3 59 7 127 l 12 0 6 ,51426 

llcg1:ade1i ~la:H1es ]Q ,c 53 7!l ' g ~ 3 6l25C 
· NL - None or Ll ttle AO - Adequate or Outstanding 

Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 s1gn1ficance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 
*Significant Differences ,05 level IIMore than Twelve College Hours in Survey Courses in Literature 

**S1gm.hcant Differences ,01 level ##Twelve or Fewer College Hours in Survey Courses in Literature 
***Significant Differences .o::n level 
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differences among the respondents with respect to their confidence in 

their own teaching ability, as indicated in the table by the starred i terns. 

With respect to the two i terns for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have had more than twelve college hours in survey 

courses in literature show the higher confidence with respect to one i tern 

(#); respondents who have had twelve or fewer college hours in survey 

cour.ses in literature show the higher confidence with respect to one 

item (##}. 

The number of college hours in survey courses in literature seems 

to have little or no relationship to the respondents' feelings of com­

petence or confidence. 

Table XVII 

Data in Table XVII are in terms of number of college hours in li tera­

ture in special areas such as special periods or single authors. One 

significant difference exists among the respondents with respect to their 

feelings of academic competency; one significant difference exists with 

respect to the respondents' feelings of confidence in their own teaching 

ability. Significant differences are shown in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the two items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have had more than twelve college hours in special 

areas of literature show the highest confidence with respect to both items 

( #). 

When significant differences exist, the respondents who have had more 

than twelve college hours in special areas of literature indicate more 

confidence than respondents who have had twelve or fewer college hours in 

special areas. 
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TABLE XVII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF NUMBER OF COLLEG: HOURS 
IN LITERATURE IN SPECIAL A.'IBAS, SPECIAL PERIODS OR SINGLE AUTHORS 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE Less Than 6 6 - 12 13 - 18 More 
Chi-Square 

CONFIDENCE IN& NI AQ NI AQ NI AO NI AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 11 48 14 94 3 15 2 19 l .50460 
Drama 23 36 39 69 10 8 6 15 3.33782 
Essay 24 35 46 63 7 11 6 15 1.38168 
History, English Language 23 36 33 75 14 4 9 12 14.80099** # 
Formal Grammar 2 57 12 97 2 16 1 19 3.41029 
Linguistic Gramnar 35 24. 57 51 12 6 13 8 l.8·)21" 
Journalism 35 24 71 38 11 7 13 8 .58964 
Li~rary Science 34 25 60 49 12 6 7 13 4.38253 
Speech Arts 18 41 35 74 6 12 6 15 .15651 
Basic .Reading Skills 13 46 31 78 4 14 7 14 l.48442 
Study Reading Skills 10 49 23 86 4 14 7 14 2.49549 
Literary Reading Skills 8 51 16 93 4 14 2 19 1.33072 
Mechanics and -Usage 0 59 5 104 1 17 0 21 3.94382 
Ora 1 Comm uni ca ti on 2 57 8 101 l 17 0 21 2.50350 
Written Corrmunicat.ion 3 56 7 102 1 17 2 19 .53842 
Formal Compo_sition 15 44 20 89 2 16 2 19 3,56054 
Creative Writing 17 42 36 73 b !2 5 16 .89541 
Critical Thinking 11 48 26 83 3 15 3 18 1.51227 
Listening 5 54 13 94 2 15 3 18 • 73871 
Dis_cussion Group Technique 14 45 29 79 3 15 5 16 ,93049 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 9 50 14 95 1 17 . 1 20 2.40J46 
Drama 20 39 36 73 8 10 6 15 1.19705 
Essay 21 38 48 61 7 11 6 15 2.36445 
History, English Language 22 37 33 76 15 3 5 16 20,38910*** 11 
Formal Grammar 4 55 8 101 l 17 2 19 ,25914 
Linguistic Grammar 30 .29 53 56 10 8 10 11 .36453 
Journalism 40 19 73 36 12 6 12 9 .86769 
Library Science 32 27 61 48 12 6 14 6 2.25779 
Speech Arts 18 40 40 69 6 12 7 14 ,56477 
Basic Reading Skills 12 47 32 77 4 14 7 14 2.27504 
Study Reading Skills 11 48 23 86 5. 13 9 12 5. 72473 
Literary Reading Skills 7 52 13 96 3 15 4 17 1.06798 
Mechanics and Usage 4· 55 5 104 0 18 l 20 1.41535 
Oral Comrnuriication 2 57 14 94 0 18 1 20 6.96460 
Written Communication 3. 56 11 98 0 18 2 19 3.03413 
Formal Composition 12 47 17 91 2 16 3 18 1.13017 
Creative Writing 21 38 40 69 5 13 7 14 • 57705 
Cri ti ca 1 Thinking 23 36 33 76 5 13 9 12 2.37461 
Listening 7 52 11 98 4 14 5 16 4.39269 
Discussion Group Technique 16 43 26 83 3 15 7 14 l. 65521 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 18 41 35 73 6 12 8 13 .41226 
Team Teaching 36 23 51 57 6 12 12 9 5,55073 
Teaching Machines 40 19 63 45 12 6 15 6 2.33696 
Radio and Tele·1ision 35 24 54 54 9 8 13 8 1.90348 
Other Programmed Learning 28 30 47 61 7 10 11 10 .87942 
Newspapers 14 45 30 78 4 14 3 18 1.86070 
Trips and Excursions 18 41 31 77 6 11 6 14 .32024 
Parent Conferences 9 50 19 90 2 16 5 16 1.27857 
Evaluation 9 50 13 96 1 17 3 18 1.29081 
Standardized Testing 4 55 20 88 2 16 5 16 5, 65192 
Info.·rmal Test1'ng 4 55 12 97 1 17 3 18 l .65034 
Interpreting Data in Files 8 51 26 83 4 14 4 17 2.56992 
Group Reports 12 47 23 86 4 14 6 15 .67274 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 24 35 50 57 7 11 5 16 3.94974 
Book Reviews 6 52 24 82 1 16 3 18 5.85253 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 10 49 13 96 5 13 18 3.30102 
ABILITY TO OilGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 58 4 105 2 16 20 3.34826 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 10 49 34 75 7 11 4 16 5.81573 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 58 14 93 2 16 2 18 5.93562 
Homogeneous Classes 54 4 100 2 15 1 19 1.91817 

A. Fast Group 4 55 6 100 2 16 1 20 .87520 
B. Slow Group 16 43 22 84 7 11 4 17 3.39470 
c. Average Group 1 58 6 103 1 17 1 20 1.42095 

l!CIWiaded Cl assi;:s 2Q 36 ~Q Q~ ~ )2 fi ]~ l ~2632 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or. Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 s'ignificance level. The degree of freedom is 3. 
**Significant Differences .01 level #MOre Than Twelve College Hours in Spetial Areas in Literature 
***Significant pifferences • 001 level 
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Table XVIII 

E.atl 11- Certificate~ Wb.lih C.U.rr.eoi. A.s.signment i.5.. E.as..ad 

Data in Table XVIII are in terms of certificate upon which the cur.rent 

assignment of the respondent is based. Six significant differences exist 

with respect to respondents' feelings of academic competence; nine signi­

ficant differences exist with respect to the respondents' confidence in 

their own teaching competency. These significant differences are shown 

in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the fifteen items for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who are currently teaching on secondary certificates 

show tl'fe highest confidence with respect to twelve items(#). With. 

respect to three items, teachers holding elementary certificates are 

more confident(##). 

With respect to the fifteen items for which significant differences 

are shown, teachers who are currently teaching on standard secondary 

certificates show the highest confidence with respect to seven items (-); 

teachers who are currently teaching on provisional secondary certificates 

show the highest confidence with respect to five items(--); te~chers who 

are currently teaching on an elementary or secondary provisional certi­

ficate show highest confidence with respect to two items(---); teachers 

who are currently teaching on an elementary provisional or a secondary 

temporary certificate show the highest confidence with respect to one 

i tern ( ----) • 

Teachers whose current assignment is based upon a secondary certi­

ficate tend to feel more confident than teachers whose current assignment 

is based on an elementary certificate. In no instance do teachers with 
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elementary certificates indicate greater confidence than those teachers wit~ 

secondary certificates. 

E.atl B - Second~ subject Field m.: Ei.el ds ill .WW..c.b. B..e.spood.eni is. Certified 

Data shown in Part B of Table XVIII are in terms of secondary subject 

field or fields in which the respondent is certified. Nine significant 

differences exist with respect to the respondents'. feelings of academic 

competence; nine significant differences exist with respect to the res­

pondents' feelings of confidence in their teaching ability. Significant 

differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the eighteen items for which significant differences 

are shown, respondents whose certification is in subject fields other than 

English show the highest confidence with respect to fifteen items (##); 

respondents whose certification.is in English show the highest confidence 

with respect to three items (#). 

In general, respondents whose certification is in subject fields 

other than English feel more confident than do respondents whose certi­

. fication is in English. 

Summary - Iahl.e. XYIII 

Teachers with secondary standard and provisional certificates 

indicate greater confidence than those with elementary or secondary 

temporary certificates and those with elementary provisional or standard 

certificates. Teachers who are certified in subjects other than English 

tend to feel more confident than those certified in English. 
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TABLE XVIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF CERTIFICATE UPON WHICH 
CURRENT ASSIGNMENT IS BASED 

I;J f;;JDeata.:~ S~i;QD~iH:~ 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE Temp. Prov. Stan, Temp. Prov. Stan. 

Chi-Square 
CONFIDENCE IN; NL AQ NT AO NI Ao Nr AO NT AO l:JI AO 

Oi\/N ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 0 0 0 2 12 9 '6 5 4 37 27 167 35. 926 73•** ## 
Drama 0 0 2 0 14 7 8 3 16 25 69 124 15 ,46518- ## 
Essay 0 0 2 0 10 11 8 3 17 24 79 116 7 ,33308 
History, English Language 0 0 2 0 8 13 7 4 13 27 85 109 6,62282 
Formal Grammar 0 0 0 2 5 16 3 8 6 35 19 174 6,42517 
Linguistic G~am.'nar 0 0 l 15 6 8 3 21 20 114 80 3,29676 
Journalism 0 0 l l 14 7 11 0 33 8 112 82 14,47177** ## 
Library Science 0 0 l 1 11 10 4 7 28 13 102 90 4,80490 
Speech Arts 0 0 2 0 7 14 3 8 18 23 55 140 8, 37951 
Basic Reading Skills 0 0 0 2 6 15 3 8 11 30 45 150 1.20444 
Study Reading Skills 0 0 0 2 6 15 4 7 5 36 41 154 4. 77089 
Literary Reading Skills 0 0 0 2 3 18 5 6 5 36 31 164 7 .83608 
Mechanics a:id Usage 0 0 0 2 2 19 2 9 2 39 9 186 4.45451 
Oral Com11unica tion 0 0 0 2 2 19 0 11 5 36 12 183 3,08257 
Written ComrnCm1c8. tion 0 0 0 2 2 19 4 7 2 39 15 179 11.96851*# 
Formal Compost tion 0 0 l 1 8 13 7 4 9 31 31 164 20,00347*** # 
Creative Writing 0 0 I l 11 10 5 6 15 26 55 140 6,87709 
Critical Thinking 0 0 2 0 8 13 4 7 4 37 39 156 15,96627** # 
Listening 0 0 0 2 3 17 l 10 3 37 23 170 1. 23306 
Discussion Group Technique 0 0 l l 8 12 3 8 9 32 44 150 3.85518 

OWN TEACHING ABILIH 
Literature 0 0 0 2 11 9 5 6 36 21 174 35, 18928*** # 
Drama 0 0 I 0 12 9 6 5 16 25 63 131 8,60816 
Es say 0 0 2 0 11 10 6 5 15 26 76 119 5,50119 
History, English Language 0 0 2 0 11 10 8 3 10 31 80 114 13, 22710* # 
Formal Grammar 0 0 0 2 6 15 2 9 4 37 17 178 8, 71381 
Linguistic Gr~mmar 0 J 2 0 15 6 7 4 22 19 97 97 5.84382 
Journalis·m 0 0 1 1 13 8 11 0 35 6 120 74 14,48292** # 
Library Science 0 0 1 l 11 JC 7 4 27 14 107 86 1,92333 
Speech Arts 0 0 l l 11 10 5 6 22 19 59 134 10.95017* # 
Basic Reading Skills 0 0 l 1 4 17 3 8 9 32 49 145 1. 28906 
Study Reading Skills 0 0 0 2 5 16 3 8 5 36 44 149 3,14341 
Literary Reading Skills 0 0 0 2 4 17 4 7 6 35 23 172 6, 23171 
Mecharncs and Usage 0 0 J 2 3 18 1 10 3 38 9 185 3. 66176 
Oral Communication 0 0 0 2 3 18 l 10 5 36 17 177 1.21307 
Written Communication 0 0 0 2 4 17 2 9 5 36 18 177 2. 94166 
Formal Co:nposit1on 0 0 l l 7 14 6 5 9 32 31 162 13,55151** # 
Creative Writing 0 0 1 l 8 13 4 7 14 27 63 132 ,61424 
Critical Thinking 0 0 2 0 10 11 6 5 10 31 58 136 10,66443* # 
Listening 0 0 0 2 16 2 9 4 37 28 166 2,67274 
Discussion Group Technique 0 0 1 1 13 4 7 12 29 46 149 3,58732 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES , 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 0 0 0 2 5 15 5 6 19 22 58 135 6,41574 
Tea11 ·1 eaching 0 0 2 0 15 5 7 4 25 16 92 101 9,40J45 
Teaching Machines 0 0 2 0 14 7 8 3 28 13 117 76 2. 70464 
Radio and Telev1sic.:i 0 0 13 6 7 3 27 14 96 97 8,01895 
Other Progra;nmed Learning 0 l l 11 10 5 5 21 20 88 104 ,67035 
Newspapers 0 J 2 0 4 17 3 8 17 24 45 148 11,86913* # 
Trips and Excursions 0 0 l l 4 16 3 7 15 26 60 132 2,05281 
Parent Conferences 0 0 J 2 2 19 3 8 5 36 36 158 3,05199 
Evaluation 0 0 l 1 2 19 2 9 6 35 22 172 3,51844 
Standardized Testing 0 0 0 2 5 16 2 9 8 33 29 165 1.85005 
J nformal Testing 0 0 1 l 2 19 l 10 6 35 18 177 4.48921 
Interpreting Data in Files 0 0 0 2 3 18 5 6 5 36 43 151 7 .18265 
Group Reports 0 0 0 2 4 17 3 8 10 31 46 148 .95723 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 0 0 2 0 8 13 7 4 19 22 80 113 5,12735 
Book Reviews 0 0 2 0 3 17 3 8 10 31 3) 160 l l.04054·X· II 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORM/\ TI VE 0 0 0 2 6 15 10 5 36 30 165 3, 78356 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 0 2 20 10 0 41 8 187 2, 70186 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACT! VITIES 0 0 2 0 9 12 6 14 27 36 158 18,34928** # 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 0 0 2 2 19 1 10 6 34 16 175 1.91022 
Homogeneous Classes 0 0 0 l l 19 0 9 l 39 10 178 1.09982 

A. Fast Group 0 0 0 2 2 19 l 9 2 39 12 179 ,85612 

B. Slow Group 0 0 0 2 4 17 3 7 13 28 47 145 2.19238 
c. Average Group 0 0 0 2 0 21 2 9 0 41 9 186 8,46634 

Ungraded Classes 0 0 9 12 4 7 18 22 56 126 3 95617 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the ,05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 4, 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #Current Assignment, Secondary Certificate 
**Significant Differences ,01 level ##Current Assignment, Secondary or Elementary Certificate 

~r:Ht-Signi fi cant Differences ,001 level 
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TABLE XVIII {O'.)NTINUED) 

Sei;;gcdai:¥ SMbjes.:t EJeld gi: J:iel,hi 
ITEMs Or RESPONSE English Others 

CQl'U' TDENg;--h;, NJ AO 
Chi.--Square 

NJ AO 
.',1,:1,q-· 

OWN ACAD!i~!C O'.)MPETENCE 
Literature 9 16 28 194 9.65011** II# 
Drama 15 10 79 142 5,59552* ## 
Essay 15 10 90 133 3.55230 
History, English Language 13 12 93 128 ,90101 
Formal Grammar 4 21 24 197 ,58833 
Linguistic Grammar 17 a 126 96 1,16520 
Journalism 22 3 135 87 7,17200** Ii 
Library Science 18 7 117 103 3,21334 
Speech Arts 11 14 66 157 2,17846 
Basic Reading Skills 5 20 54 169 ,22030 
Study Reading Skills 6 19 44 179 .25452 
Literary Reading Skills 10 15 31 192 11. 09631 *** II# 
Mechanics and Usage 2 23 11 212 ,42578 
Oral CommunicatiOn 5 20 12 211 7 ,52421** ## 
Written Communication 5 20 16 206 4, 72707* ## 
Formal Composition 13 12 35 187 18, 84229*** ## 
Creative Writing ll 14 65 158 2,33305 
Critical Thinking 9 16 39 184 4,93508* ## 
Listening 5 20 22 198 2,28933 
Discussio_n Group Technique 10 15 46 176 4, 76376•· ## 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 8 17 23 200 9, 66580** ## 
Drama 13 12 73 149 3,61834 
Essay 12 13 86 137 ,83726 
History, English Language 13 12 86 136 1,64536 
Formal Grammar 4 21 19 204 1,49474 
Linguistic Grammar 17 8 110 112 3,06209 
Journalism 23 2 144 78 7,55522** # 
Library Science 18 7 124 97 2,32418 
Speech Arts 12 1,3 75 146 1.94324 
Basic Reading Skills 4 21 57 165 1.13112 
Study Reading Skills 4 21 48 173 ,44072 
Literary Reading Skills 5 20 28 195 1.07981 
Mechanics and Usage 2 23 11 211 .41784 
Oral Communication 7 18 16 206 11. 50375*** ## 
Written· Comrnuni cation 8 17 17 206 14, 73672*** #II 
Formal Composition 14 11 33 188 24,50873*** ## 
Creative Writing 13 12 69 154 4,50423* ## 
Critical Thinking 12 13 63 159 4,09138* ## 
Listening 5 20 29 193 ,91089 
Discussion Group Technique 7 18 55 168 ,13345 

CCMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 8 17 74 147 ,02226 
Team Te9,ching 14 11 111 110 ,29956 
Teaching Machines 14 11 140 81 ,51801 
Radio and Television 17 8 114 106 2,36269 
Other Programmed Learning 14 10 100 120 1,44186 
Newspapers 10 15 56 165 2,45898 
Trips and Excursions 7 18 71 148 ,20157 
Parent Conferences 2 23 42 180 1,82978 
Evaluation 2 23 29 193 ,52480 
Standardized Testing 5 20 34 188 .37087 
Informal Testing 3 22 22 201 ,11299 
Interpreting Data in Files 5 20 48 174 ,03505 
Group Reports 9 16 50 172 2,24490 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 17 8 90 131 6, 79877** # 
Book Reviews 13 11 31, 188 23,35197*** ## 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTEREST.ING, INFORMATIVE 4 21 32 191 ,04933 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 24 8 215 .01094 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXIRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 8 17 48 174 1.38047 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 
. Heterogeneous Classes 3 21 20 199 ,28625 
Homogeneous Classes 1 23 10 204 ,01254 

A. Fast Group 2 22 13 206 ,21461 
B, Slow Group 8 16 55 165 , 78458 

c. Average Group 1 24 10 213 ,01243 

UO!;ltadeci Cl ass~s 2 J~ fi2 l~l 2QB22 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 1, 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #Secondary Certification is in English 
**Significant Differences .Ol level ##Secondary Certification is in other Subject Fields 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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Table XIX 

·Ear..t. A - Elementary 

Data in Table XIX are in terms of total years of teaching experience, 

including the current year of the studyi Part A is related to total years 

teaching in elementary school. Two significant differences exist among 

the respondents with respect to their feelings of academic competence; 

- two significant differences exist among the respondents with respect to 

their confidence in own teaching ability. Significant differences.are 

indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the four items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have taught more than ten years in elementary school 

show the highest confidence with re~pect to three items (##); respondents 

who have taught ten years or less in elementary school show the highest 

confidence with respect to one i~em (#). 

In general, when significant differences exist~ respondents who have 

taught more than ten years in elementary school feel more confident than 

do teachers who have taught fewer than ten years in elementary schools. 

Ea:d a - .Junj or High School 

Data in Part B of Table XIX are in terms of total years of teaching 

experience in junior high school, including the current year. One signi­

ficant difference exists with respect to the respondents 1 feelings of 

academic competence; four significant differences exist with respect to 

the respondents' feelings of confidence in teaching competency. These 

significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the five items, respondents who have taught in junior 
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high school more than ten years show the highest confidence with respect to 

· · three .~ terns (##). Respondents who have taught in junior high school ten 

years or less show the highest confidence with respect to two i terns (#). 

When significant differences exist, respondents who have taught more 

than ten years in junior high sthool seem td fe~l more confident than 

respondents who have taught fewer than ten years in junior high schooL 

E.atl .C. - Senior High Schoo] 

Data in Part C of Table XIX are in terms of total years of teaching 

experience in senior high school, including the current year. A ~tudy 

of the data given in the table reveals that no significant differences 

exists among the respondents with respect to their feelings of academic 

competence. Three significant differences exist with respect to the 

respondents' feelings of confidence in their own teaching ability. These 

significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the three items, respondents who have taught in senior 

high school ten years or less show the highest confidence with respect to 

two i terns (##); respondents who have taught in senior high school more 

than ten years show the highest confidence with respect to one i tern (#). 

In general, when significant differences exist, respondents who have 

taught in senior high school ten years or less feel more confident than 

respondents who have taught more than ten years in senior high school. 

Summary - Table XIX 

Teachers who have taught more than ten years in elementary school or 

junior high school, and teachers who have taught ten years or less in 

senior high school feel more confident. 
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TABLE XIX 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF TOTAL YEARS 
OF TEACHING EXPERIENCE, INCLUDING CURRENT YEAR 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE l - 10 11 - 20 Over 20 
Chi-Square . row WENCE TN I NI AO NJ AO NJ AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 14 52 6 16 0 7 2,37979 
Drama 31 34 9 13 4 3 ,62817 
Essay 25 41 7 15 1 6 1,66150 
History, Eng Ji sh Language 29 35 7 15 2 5 !. 70681 
Forma 1 Grammar 12 53 l 21 ·o 7 3,88487 
Linguistic Gra1rrnar 40 26 14 7 2 5 3,26153 
Journalism 42 23 15 7 2 5 3,87349 
Libr11ry Science 36 28 12 10 2 5 1,95170 
Speech Arts · 23 43 8 14 l 6 1.28996 
Basic Reading Skills 13 53 4 18 0 7 1.67277 
Study Reading Skills 13 53 4 18 0 7 1,67277 
Literary Reading Skills 11 55 3 19 0 7 l.42670 
Mechanics and Usage 5 61 3 19 1 6 ,91071 
Ora 1 Comnuni ca fun 6 60 2 20 0 7 ,69487 
Written Communication 8 57 4 18 0 7 l.61610 
Formal Compo Si tion 10 56 8 14 0 7 6,60085* 1111 
Creative Writing 21 45 9 13 1 6 1, 77727 
Critical Thinking 17 49 4 18 2 5 .59440 
Listening 7 58 3 18 2 5 1,82820 
Discussion Group Technique 10 55 9 13 1 6 6,61397* #II 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 8 57 5 17 1 6 1.41005 
Drama 26 38 5 17 3 4 2.39063 
Essay 25 41 9 13 l 6 1,71748 
History, English Language 29 36 5 17 1 6 5,07382 
Formal Gra!llnar 8 58 5 17 0 7 2, 76941 
Li ngui stiC Grammar 40 25 15 7 l 6 6, 74248* ## 
Journalism 42 23 16 6 4 3 , 74341 
Library Sciehce 40 25 15 7 2 5 3,56228 
Speech Arts 26 39 8 14 3 4 , 12977 
Basic Reading Skills 14 51 4 18 l 6 ,27958 
Study Reading Skills 10 54 3 19 0 7 1.28393 
Literary Reading Skills 6 60 3 19 0 7 l, 18833 
Mechanics and Usage l 64 2 20 0 7 3, 28382 
Oral Communicati.on 3 63 2 20 0 7 1.10353 
Writ ten CoIMJuni cation 9 57 3 19 0 7 1,09255 
Formal Composition 15 50 7 15 0 7 3.01157 
Creative Writing 17 49 9 13 3 4 2. 32786 
Critical ·Thinking 20 45 9 13 2 5 ,83106 
Listening 5 60 4 18 0 7 2.88972 
Discussion Group Techn'iqlle 9 57 8 14 3 4 7 .28950* II 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 19 46 6 15 l 6 , 70588 
Team Tea.ching 36 29 12 9 3 4 ,45860 
Teaching Machines 44 21 14 8 3 4 1. 73082 
Radio and Television 32 32 14 7 2 5 3,45165 
Other Programmed Learning 30 35 10 12 2 5 , 79734 
Newspapers 16 49 4 18 0 7 2.45028 
Trips and Excursions 10 55 2 20 0 7 1. 69145 
Evaluation 6 59 1 21 0 7 1.13205 
Standardized Testing 12 54 l 21 1 6 2,44305 
Informal Testing 9 57 2 20 1 6 .32764 
Interpreting Data in Files 16 49 3 19 3 4 2. 701 73 
Group Reports 15 50 2 20 1 6 2.19224 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 28 38 8 14 2 5 , 66378 
Book Reviews 10 54 4 17 l 6 .15835 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 59 4 18 6 ,87680 
ABILITY TO ORCANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 3 63 0 22 0 7 1.36116 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 16 50 8 14 2 5 1. 22505 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 8 56 l 20 0 7 1.89430 
H::>mogeneous Classes 5 59 l 20 0 7 , 76~95 

A, Fast Group 6 59 1 21 0 7 1.13205 
B, Slow Group 17 49 5 17 0 7 ,',36254 

c. Average Group 2 64 0 22 0 7 .89768 

l!agi:aded Classes l2 ~2 2 l2 " 2 ]33]6 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the • 05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2 • 

*Significant Differences ,05 level #faught Ten Years or Less in Elementary School 
**Significant Differences .• 01 level ##Iaught More Than Ten Years in Elementary School 

***Significant Differences .o:::n level 
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TABLE XIX (Continued) 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE. l· - lO Over 20 
Chi-Square 

. @NE TDfNGE IN I NJ AO NI AO NI AP 

.OWN ACADEMIC o::JMPETE:-ICE 
Literature 36 159 lO 40 3 20 ,52543 
Drama 83 ll3 22 26 4 19 5,91446 

.Essay 89. 107 21 29 6 l7 3,16458 
History, English Language· Bl 114 26 23 ·0 15 2,82564 
Formal Grammar 27 167. 3 47 3 20 2,3U53 
Linguistic Grammar 116 79· 29 21 14 9 ,06124 
Journalism 130 66 31 18 9 14 6,56440* # 
Library Science 107 · 88 26 23 12 lO .05178 
Speech Arts 66 130 15 35 4 19 2,59743 
Basic Reading Skills 50 146 ll 39 4 19 ,89733 
Study Reading Skills 44 152 9 41 3 20 l ,40~52 
Literary Reading Skills 34 162 9 41 l 22 2,66355 
Mechanics and Usage 12 184 3 47 0 23 l.48639 
Oral Communication 12 184 6 44 l 22 2,37899 
Written Communication 19 177 3 47 l 21 l.19061 
Formal Composition 43 152 i-o 40 3, 20 l ,03974 
Creative Writing 67 129 16 34 4 19 2.65591 
Critical Thinking 44 152 12 38 l 22 4,32921 
Listening· 23 l70 7 42 0 23 3.43361 
Discussion Group Technique 51 143 10. 40 4 19 1,51427 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 32 164 7 42 3 20 ,25503 
Drama 76 120 18 30 4 19 4,06764 
Essay 85 Ul 21 29 4 19 5, 77764 
History·, English Language 77 119· 25 24 9 14 2,27898 
Formal Grammar 24 172 1 49 4 19 5,48980 
Linguistic Grammar. 109 87 26 23 8 15 3,59073 

. Jo.urna 1 ism 139 . 57 29 20 11 12 6.51332* # 
Library Science 114 81 28 21 10 · 13 1,88477 
Speech Arts 74 121 20 29 4 19 4,17924 
Basic Reading Skills 53 143 10 39 3 20 2. 74766 
Study Reading Skills 44 152 10 39 3 19 ,94646 
Literary Reading Skills 31 165 5 45 1 22 3,01212 
Mechanics and Usage 15 181 l 48 0 23 3. 79682 
Oral Communication .22 174 3 46 1 22 l.98796 
Written Communication 23 173 5 45 l 22 1,20667 
Formal Cbmposi tion 42 154 10 38 2 21 2,08188 
Creative Writing 68 128 18 32 4 19 2,94638 
Critical Thinking 65 131 18 31 3 20 4,41744 
Listening 32 164 5 44 2 21 1,87568 
Discussion Group Technique 57 13'.' 11 39 3 20 3,33576 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 68 127 12 36 7 16 l, 76455 
Team Tea.ching 103 92. 25 23 13 10 ,13322 
Teaching Machines 119 77 32 16 18 5 3,01414 
Radio and Television 106 88 29 18 10 13 2,09559 
Other Programmed Learning 90 103 25 24 11 12 ,30252 
Newspapers 56 140 14 34 l 22 6,38640* ## 
Trips and .Excursions 62 131 14 34 7 16 , 16780 
Parent Conferences 33 163 10 39 3 20 ,65213 
Evaluation 22 173 7 43 4 19 ,87310 
Standardized Testin;i 35. 160 8 42 1 22 2, 78120 
Informal Testing 18 l78 8 42 2 21 2,06398 
Interpreting Data in Files 38 158 15 34 3 20 3,92633 
Group Reports 45 151 12 37 6 17 ,14417 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 89 107 21 27 6 17 3,12969 
Book Rev! ew s 35 157 11 38 2 20 1,81607 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 32 164 10 40 0 23 5,06139 
ABILI1Y TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 6 190 3 47 22 ,98915 
AB IU 1Y TO DIRE CT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 58 137 7 43 22 10,88796** ## 
ABILI1Y TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Hcr.erogeneous Classes 18 176 7 40 0 23 4,02699 
Homogeneous Classes 7 183 55 39 0 23 5,97058 

A, Fast Group 8 186 8 4l 1 20 9, 77538** ## 
B, Slow Group 49 145 13 36 !'°). 17 .11650 
c. Average Group 6 190 5 45 0 23 5,96275 

Ungraded Classes 68 119 16 31 3 18 4.09431 

NL - None· or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2. 

*Significant Differences .05 level #Taught Ten Years or Less in Junior High School 
**Significant Uifferences ,Ol level ##Taught More than Ten years in Junior High School 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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TABLE XIX (Continued) 

Itl:MS OF RSSPO.~SE 1 - 10 Over 20 

CQNfIDENCE INt NJ AQ NJ 
C:hl-Square 

AO NJ AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 17 91 1 13 1 7 , 76471 
Drama 41 65 3 11 3 5 1,58604 
Essay 41 67 2 12 2 6 3,41802 
History, English Langµage 54 53 3 11 3 5 4,47464 
Formal Grammar 14 92 l 13 2 ,6 1,41241 
Unguis~ic Grammar 58 49 8 6 6 2 1.31633 
Journalism 70 37 .7 7 5 3 1,27532 
Library Science 57 49 8 6 2 5 l. 79482 
Speech Arts 25 83 4 10 2 6 ,20697 
Baslc Reading Skills 24 84 3 11 1 7 ,41670 
Study Reading Skills 25 83 2 12 : 1 7 .98809 

· Literary Read1ng Skills 17 91 2 12 1 7 ,07464 
Mechanics and Usage 7 101 0 14 0 8 1.50707 
Oral Communication 9 99 l 13 l 7 ,20217 
Written Communication 8 100 0 14 1 6 1,65705 
Formal Composition 19 89 2 12 2 6 ,40568 
Creative Writing 30 78 3 11 2 6 ,26996 
Critical Thinking 17 91 1. 13 1 7 , 76471 
Listening 14 93 1 13 1 7 ,40229 
Discussion Group. Technique 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
22 85 1 13 2 6 1,59901 

Literature 15 93 l 13 1 7 ,49868 
Dr.cima 40 67 3 11 3 5 J..38614 
Essay 39 69 3 11 2 6 1.49117 
History, English Language 45 62 5 9 5 3 1,57960 
Formal Grammar 10 98 l l'3 2 6 2.19282 
Linguistic Grammar 54 53 7· 7 5 3 ,43981 
Journalt'sm 70 37 8 6 5 3 .38233 
Library Science 51 55 8 6 3 5 ,81245 
Speech Arts 32 74 4 10 2 6 , 10531 
Basic Reading Skills 23 84 '3 11 1 7 . ,36629 
Study Reading Skills 23 84 2 12 1 6 ,56371 
Literary Reading Skills 11 97 1 13 l 7 ,18665 
Mechanics and Usage 3 104 0 14 0 8 .63150 
Oral Communication 8 99 1 13 0 8 ,64179 
Wri tteh Commun! cation 9 99 l 13 0 8 , 73511 
Formal Compos! tlon 19 87 l 13 2 6 1,37591 
Creative Writing 34 74 4 10 2 6 , 18246 
Critical Thinking 28 79 3 11 2 6 .14760 
Listening 14 93 2 12 l 7 .01905 
Discussion Group Technique 24 84 2 12 2 6 ,52237 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 35 72 4 10 l 7 1,46475 
Team Teaching 52 55 6 8 5 3 ,80049 · 
Teaching Machines 69 37 6 8 5 3 2,60916 
Radio and Television 55 51 6 8 3 5 ,93665 
Other Programmed Learning 47 59 7 7 4 4 .23556 
Newspapets 25 82 4· 10 3 5 ,91672 
Trips and Excursions 33 73 4 10 4 4 l.30277 
Parent Conferences 15 92 2 12 4 4 7,11654* ## 
Evaluat.iori 6 102 1 13 3 5 10. 71081** # 
Standardized Testing 18 90 0 14 1 7 2, 78923 
Informal Testing 10 98 2 12 1 7 ,40711 
Interpreting Data in Files 18 89 2 12 4 '4 5.60402 
Group Reports · 24 · 83 5 9 2 6 1,20112 
Socio Dramas; Role Play_ing 46 61 8 6 3 5 l, 1600l 
Book Reviews 14 91 4 10 2 6 2, 71266 

KNONLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, iNFORMATIVE 16 .92 13 0 8 l.92420 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 6 102 0 14 0 8 1.28136 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 17 90 0 14 1 2,61780 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

HeterOgeneous Classes 9 95 2 .11 1 7 .68605 
Homogeheous Classes 3 101 2 11 l 7 5,06019 

A. Fast Group 6 102 l 12 l 6 ,90647 
B. Slow Group 23 85 7 6 3 5 7 ,09405* # 
C, Average GrO\Jp 5 103 l 13 0 8 ,59029 

l!ll9li,Ul~rf ~la-~~~~ ~~ ii§ J 2 ~ 2 :l,862J§ 
NL - None or Little AO - . Adequate or' Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2, 

*Significant· Diff_erences .05 level #Taught Ten Years or Less in Senior High School 
*"Significant Differences , 01 level ##Taught More than Ten Years in Senior High School 

***Sigrii ficarit Differences ,001 .level 
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Table XX 

Earl. A - Io.:t.al :i.e.m Teachip.g JEogl isb 

Data in Table XX are in terms of total years of teaching English~ 

Part A is concerned with from i-15 years of such experienceo One signi­

ficant difference exists among the respondents with respect to their feel­

ings of academic competence 9 three significant differences exist with res­

pect to the respondents' confidence in their own teaching ability~ These 

significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisksa 

With respect to the 4 items for which significant differences are 

shown 9 respondents who have taught English ten years or less show the 

highest confidence with respect to two items (#); respondents who have 

taught English eleven to fifteen years show the highest confidence 

with respect to two items (##). 

Teaching experience of ffom 1 through 15 years seems to have little 

relationship to the respondents' feelings of competence or confidence. 

Ea.tl a - lqaial Y.eru:s. Tea chi~ Eng.Li sh 

Data in Part B of Table XX are in terms of total years of teaching 

English and cover 16 through 30 years of experience. One significant 

differente exists among the respondents with respect to their feelings 

of academic competence; three significant differences exist with 

respect to the respondents' confidence in their own teaching ability., 

Significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the 4 items for which significant differences are 

shown 9 respondents who have 21 to 30 years experience show the highest 

confidence with respect to three items (##); respondents who have 

taught sixteen through twenty years show the highest confide!'lce with 
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respect to one item(#). 

In general, when significant differences exist, respondents who have 

taught English from twenty,....one through thirty years feel more confident 

than·do other respondents. 

E.a.I..t. C -~ ~ Teacbirui Ea~Jish 

Data in Part C of Table XX are in terms of thirty-one or more total 

years of teaching English. A study of the data presented in the table 

reveals that only one respondent had thirty-one to thirty-five years 

experience teaching English, two respondents had taught English thirty-six 

to forty years, and three respondents had taught English more than forty­

one years. The total number of respondents who have taught more than 

thirty years seems inadequate to have validity for the study. 

Summary,.... Lil21..e. XX 

When significant differences exist, respondents who have taught 

twenty-one years or more of English seem to feel more confident than do 

respondents who have taught fewer than twenty years of English. 

Table XXI 

Data in Table XXI are in terms of number of classes of English taught 

per day in the respondents·• current teaching assignment. Two significant 

differences exist with respect to feelings of academic competence; eight 

. significant differences exist with respect to the respondents' feelings of 

confidence in own teaching ability. Significant differences are indicated 

in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the ten items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who teach four or more classes of English per day show 
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TABLE XX 

FREcµENC'i DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF TOTAL YEARS OF 
TEACHING ENGLISH 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE 1 - 5 6 - 10 11 - 15 

WlllEI!ll;t:li:J: It:11 lil 6Q t:II aa Ill Ml 
Chi-Square 

Ow:-1 ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Li ter_ature 25 104 1.3 47 6 25 4.27725 
Drama 59 71 25 35 12 17 7,60552 
Essay 70 60 25 35 10 21 17,65424* # 
History, English Language 54 75 28 32 16 14 5;37074 
Formal Grammar 20 110 4 55 2 29 9,31548 
Linguistic Grammar 73 57 39 21 18 13 6,38352 
Journalism 87 43 43 17 17 13 10,83110 
Library Science 77 53 34 25 16 15 10,40140• 
Speech Arts 42 88· 18 42 JO 21 4,26336 
Basic Reading Skills 38 92 11 49 4 27 7 ,38654 
Study Reading Skills 32 98 8 52 4. 27 7 ,31621 
Literary Reading Skills 26' 104 8 52 2 29 5, 74055 
Mechanics and Usage 7 123 5 55 0 31 4,37602 
Oral Communication 7 123. 5 55 2 29 3.98893 
.Written Communication 13 117 3. 57 2 29 4,11129 
Formal Composition 35 94 9 51 3 28 8,41003 
Creative Writing 48 82 21 39 8 23 7,14350 
Critical .Thinking 30 100 15 45 6 25 8,34444 
Listening 14 11:l 8 5:l 2 29 10,42512 
Discussion Group Technique 35 94 12· 4.7 8 23 3,55458 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
L.i tera ture 21 109 13 46 $ 26 6,02227 
Drama 50 80 26 34 12 17 10. 27823 
Essay t;,5 65 25 35 11 20 19. 03853* ## 
·History, English .Language· 53 77 27 33 11 19 1,47656 
Forinal Grammar 15 115 8 52 2 29 3;59993 
Linguist.ic Grammar 70 60 32 28 15 15 5,65019 
Jovrnalism 92 38 42 18 20 10 11,29249 
Librai:y Scienc~ 81 49 31 28 18 12 11,19744 
Speech Arts . 48 Bl 25 35 9 21 4.04994 
Basic Reading ·Skills 33 97 16 44 5 25 3,46423 
Study Reading Skills 27 103 15 45 4 26 3,89375 
Literary Reading Skills 23 107 8 52 1 30 7 ,08386 
Mechanics and Usage 12 118 3 57 0 30 6,41115 
Oral Corrununication 15 115 7 53 2 28 4, 16031 
Written Communication 20 110 2 58 4 27 9,36974 
Formal Composition ·34 96 10 50 2 27 8,27059 
Creative Writing 45 85 21 39 13 18 9, 16095 
Critical Thinking 43 87 22 38 10 20 7, 10498 
Listening . 19 111 9 51 4 26 3,85875 
Discussion Group· Techniq\.l~ 37 93 15 45 9 22 2.98231 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 41 87 18 42 11 19 2, 77080 
Team Teaching 69 59 30 30 15 15 6, 74045 
Teaching Machines 79 51 37 23 20 9 7 .25374 
Radio and Television 71 59 30 28 20 9 11.29276 
Other Programmed Learning 55 74 32 27 l7 13 7,90711 
Newspapers 34 96 20 '40 6 23 7,13902 
Trips and Excursions 42 86 13 46 9 20 10,08045 
Parent Conference.s 23 · 107 7 53 5 25 7 .92747 
Evaluation 19 111 6 54 0 30 12.95057 
Standardized Testing 29 100 7 53 3 28 16, 20644* ## 
Informal Testing 14 116 3 57 3 28 16,45357* # 
Interpreting Data in Files 29 101 9 51 6 24 8,80572 
Group Reports 29 101 16 44 6 24 3. 77664 
Socio Dramas I Role Playing 55 74 28 32 18 12 11.62084 
Book Reviews 25 102 10 50 7 24 4, 72042 

KNOIVLEDCE OF MATEHIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 24 106 10 50 2 29 5,30025 
ABILITY .TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSR00,1 5 125 3 57 30 1. 76695 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
SURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 43 87 13 46 7 24 14,82093 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 14 116 3 55 2 26 3,86268 
Homogeneous Classes 4 121 1 55 1 27 11,41480 

A, Fast Group 7 121 3 56 3 28 3,01374 
B, Slow Group 34 94 12 47 5 26 10,47850 
c. Average Group 6 124 2 58 0 31 7,00067 

· ncgi:aded Cl as·ses ~a Rl ]2 32 ]] ]8 c 10QB1 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at tl)e .05 signifi.cance level. The degree of freedom is 8. 

*Significant Differences #Taught Ten Years or Less 
**Significant Differences ##Taught More Than Ten Years 

***Significant Differences 
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TABLE XX (Continued) 

llEMS OF RESPONSE 16 - 20 21 - 25 26 - 30 
Chi-Square 

mNFTDENCE TN, NI Ao NJ AO NI AO 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 3 14 2 17 0 7 4,27725 
Drama 5 12 6 13 l 6 7,60552 
Essay 4 13 5 14 2 5 17.65424* II 
History, English Language 5 12 8 11 3 4 5.37074 
Formal Grammar 2 14 4 15 0 7 9,31548 
Linguistic Grammar 11 5 9 10 5 2 6.38352 
Journalism 9 8 8 11 5 2 10,83110 
Library Science 7 10 6 12 5 2 10.40140 
Speech Arts 7 10 5 14 3 4 4. 26336 
Basic Reading Skills 5 12 5 14 2 5 7•,38654 
Study Reading Skills 5 12 5 14 2 5 7 .31621 
Literary Reading Skills 4 · 13 3 16 l 6 5. 74055 
Mechanics and Usage 1 16 2 17 0 7 4,37602 
Oral Communication l 16 3 16 l 6 3,98893 
Written Communication 2 15 3 16 0 7 4,11129 
Formal Composition 3 14 3 16 2 5 8,41003 
Creative Writing 15 5 14 2 5 7 .14350 
Critical Thinking 15 2 17 l 6 8,34444 
Listening 16 3 16 l 6 10.42512 
Discussion Group Technique 14 5 14 2 5 3.55458 

OWN TEACHING ABILITY 
Literature 2 15 1 18 0 7 6,02227 
Drama 4 13 5 14 0 7 10,27823 
Essay 6 11 3 16 0 7 19, 03853·<· ## 
History, English Language 7 10 8 11 3 4 1,47656 
Formal Grammar 1 16 3 16 0 7 3,58983 
Linguistic Grammar 11 6 9 10 4 3 5,65019 
Journalism 11 6 8 11 4 3 11.29249 
Library Science 10 7 7 12 5 2 ll ,i9744 
Speech Arts 6 11 6 13 3 4 4,04994 
Basic Reading Skills 5 12 5 14 2 5 3.46423 
Study Reading Skills 5 12 4 15 2 5 3,89375 
Literary Reading Skills 3 14 2 17 0 7 7 ,08386 
Mechanics and Usage 0 17 l 18 0 7 6.41115 
Oral Communication 0 17 1 18 1 6 4.16031 
Writ ten Communication 0 17 2 17 1 6 9. 36974 
Formal Composition 3 14 4 15 l 6 8. 27059 
Creative Writing 3 14 4 15 3 9.16095 
Critical Thinking 3 14 5 14 2 5 7, 10498 
Listening l 16 4 15 2 3,85875 
Discussion Group Technique 4 13 4 15 2 5 2.98231 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATER.IALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 6 11 8 11 2 5 2, 77080 

Team Teaching 9 8 13 6 3 6. 74045 
Teaching lvtachines 9 16 3 5 2 7, 25374 
Radio and Television 9 8 12 6 3 4 11. 29276 
Other Programmed Lea.rni ng 7 9 11 8 3 4 7,90711 
Newspapers 6 11 2 17 2 5 7 .13902 
Tri-ps and Excurs·ions 9 8 4 15 4 3 10.08045 
Parent Conferences 4 13 2 17 3 4 7.92747 
Evaluati~n 4 13 l 18 2 5 12,95057 
Standardized Testing 2 15 1 18 0 7 16, 20644* ## 
Informal Testing 4 13 2 17 0 7 16.45357* ## 
Inte:~-preting Data in Files 4 13 5 14 0 7 8,80572 

Group Reports 6 11 3 16 2 5 3. 77664 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 6 11 4 15 4 3 11.62084 
Book Reviews , 3 13 l 17 1 6 4. 72042 

KNOWLEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 3 14 3 16 0 7 5,30025 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 16 0 19 0 7 1. 76695 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 16 2 17 0 7 14,82093 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 3 14 2 17 1 6 3,86268 

Homogeneous Classe.s 3 14 2 17 1 6 11.41480 

A. Fast Group 2 15 2 17 0 7 3.01374' 

s. Slow Group 15 5 14 3 4 10.47850 

c. Ave.rage. Group 2 15 0 19 1 6 7,00067 

Unaraded Glasses 4 )2 7 JO 2 5 6 70087 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 8. 

*Significant Differences ,05 level 1/16 - 20 Total Years Teaching English 
**Significant Differences .Dl level ##26 - ;JO Total Years Teaching English 

***Significant Differences ,001 level 
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TABU XX (Continued) 

IIEMS OF RESPONSE .31-35 36 - 40 41 -

OONEIPENCE INa Aci 
Chi-SqUare 

Nt AQ NJ NJ AQ 

Oi'IN ACA!EMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 0 1 2 2 0 3 4.2772o 
Drama 0 1 1 1 0 3 7.60552 
Es-.ay· 0 1 0 2 0 3 17.65424* 
History, ·English Language 0 1 0 2 l 2 5.37074 

· Formal Granrnar 0 1 1 l 0 3 9,31548 
Linguistic Granrnar 1 0 2 0 1 2 6,38352 
Journalism 0 1 1 1 l 2 10,83ll0 
Library Science 0 1 1 1 0 2 10,40140 
Speech Arts 0 1 0 2 0 3 4.26336 
Basic Reading Skills 0 1 0 2 0 3 7.38654 
Study Reading Skills 0 1 0 2 0 3 7 ,31621 
Literary Reading Skills 0 1 0 2 0 3 5, 74055 
Mechanics and Usage 0 l 0 2 0 3 4,37602 
Oral Communication 0 1 0 2 0 3 3,98893 
Written Comnunication 0 l 0 2 0 2 4, 11129 
Formal Composi t1on 0 1 0 2 l 2 8,41003 
Creative Writing 0 l 0 2 l 2 7,14350 
Critical Thinking 1 0 0 2 0 3 9,34444 
Listening 1 0 0 2 0 3 10,42512 
Discussion Group Technique 0 l 0 2 0 3 3,55458 

OWN TEACHING ABILilY 
Literature 0 1 0 2 0 3 6,02227 
Drama 0 l 1 1 0 3 10.27823 
Essay 0 l 0 2 0 3 19,03853•· 
Hiatory, English Language 0 1 1 1 l 2 l.47656 
Formal Granrnar 0 l 0 2 0 3 3,58983 
Linguistic Grammar l 0. l l 0 3 5,65019 
Journalism a 1 2 0 1 2 11,29249 
Library Science a l 1 1 a 3 11.19744 
Spee.ch Arts a l 1 1 0 3 4,04994 
Basic Reading Skills 0 1 a 2 o· 3 3,46423 
Study Reading Skills 0 1 0 2 0 2 3,89375 
Literary Reading Skills 0 1 0 2 0 3 7,08386 
Mechanics arid Usage 0 1 0 2 0 3 6.41115 
Oral Communication 0 l 0 2 0 3 4, 16031 
Written Corrununication 0 l 0 2 0 3 9,36974 
Formal Composition 0 l 0 2 0 3 8.27059 
Creative Writing l 0 0 2 0 3 9,16095 
Cr.i ti cal Thinking l 0 0 2 0 3 7,10498 
Listening 0 l 0 2· 0 3 3,85875 
Disc.u:siun Group Techriique 0 l 0 2 0 3 2,98231 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 0 l 0 2 l 2 2, 77080 
Team Teaching 0 l l l 0 3 6, 74045 
Teachtng 11\achines l 0 l l l 2 7.25374 
Radio and Television 0 l 0 2 0 3 11,29276 
Other Progranmed Learning 0 l l l 0 3 7 .90711 
Newspapers 0 l l l · 0 3 7,13902 
Trips and Excur-sio~s 0 l 1 l 1 2 10.08045 
Parent Conferences 0 l l l l 2 7 .92747 
Evaluation 0 1 1 l 0 3 12,95057 

. Standardized Testing l 0 l l 0 3 16,20644* 
Informal Testing l 0 0 2 l 2 16.45357* 
Interpreting Dah in Files l 0 l l 1 2 8,80572 
Group Reports 0 l 0 2 l 2 3. 77664 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 0 l 1 1 0 3 11.62084 
Book Reviews 0 l l 1 0 2 4.72042 

KNOIILEDGE OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLAS SES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 0 0 2 0 3 5.30025 
ABILilY TO ORGI\NIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 0 2 0 3 1, 76695 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 0 0 2 0 3 14.82093 
AB! LI T'i TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 0 2 0 3 3,86268 
Homogeneous Cl~sses 0 0 2 0 3 11,41480 

A, Fast Group 0 0 2 0 1 3.01374 
B, Slow Group 0 2 .0 1 1 10,47850 
c. Average Group 0 0 2 0 3 7 .00067 

llograded Classes 0 2 0 0 2 6 7DQ6Z 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 
Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 8. 
*Significant Differences ,05 level 
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TABLE XXI 

FREQJENGY DISTRIBUTION O:' RESPONSES IN TERMS OF NUMBER OF CLASSES OF ENGLISH 
TAUGHT PER DAY IN CURRENT TEAQIING ASSIGNMENT 

Ch~ses c( Eoglj~b Iam.b::t 2e:c Ila¥ 
ITEMS OF RESPONSE 2 - 3 4 - 5 6 

· Chi -Square 
WWfJP§~GF· TNt NI AO NJ AO NI Ao 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 23 60 23 142 3 17 7,16566* # 
D~arna 38 45 66 99 4 15 3,96175 
Essay 45 38 61 105 10 10 7,30193* # 
History, English Language 35 48 71 . 94 e 11 ,01967 
Formal Grammar · · 16. .66 16 149 1 19 5,95288 
Linguistic Gr.ammar 43 40 105 60 11 9 3,37010 
Jo\l_rna·l hm 51 32 106 60 13 6 ,35787 
Library Science 44 38 90 74 11 9 ,03487 
Speech .Arts 25 58 52 114 7 . 13 , 18064 
Basic Readfog Skills 18 65 42 124 4 16 ,57on 
Study Reading Skills 17 66 34 132 4 16 ,00264 
Literary Reading Skills 17 66 21 145 5 15 3,83434 
Mechanics and Usage 5 78 9 157 l 19 ,05176 
Oral Communication 5 78 12 154 2 18 ,40624 
Written Communication 8 74 15 151 0 20 2,06522 
Formal Composi"tion 23 60 31 134 2 18 4,21218 
Creative W,;i ting 33 50 49 117 5 15 3, 18431 
Cri t.ical Thinking 21 62 33 133 3 17 1,46965 
Listening_ 7 76 20 142 3 17 l, 12828 
Discussion Group Technique 21 61 41 124 3 17 1,04222 

OWN TEAQIING ASI!.ITY 
Literoture 23 60 18 147 l 19 13,65837*" # 
Drama 36 47 59 106 2 17 7,27266* # 
Essay 45 38 55 111 10 10 10,91856• .. # 
Hi.story, English Language 41 42 64 102 5 14 4,52204 
Forma.l Grammar 16 67 12 154 l 19 9,10140* # 
Li ngui,; tic Grammar 42 41 92 74 9 10 ,81119 
Journalism 58 25 108 58 13 6 ,60389 
Library $c!ence 43 40 94 7l 15 4 4,64477 
Speach· Arts 30 52 58 108 9 10 1,14186 
Basic Reading _Skills 19 64 41 125 5 14 ,14570 
Study Reading S~ills 17 65 34 132 5 14 ,35425 
Literary Reading Skills 17 66 Hi 151 4 16 7,06%5* # 
Mechanics and Usage 8 75 '7 159 l 18 2,91558 
Oral Communication 10 73 13 152 3 17 l, 78944 
Written Communication 10 73 15 151 4 16 2,43123 
Formal Composition 20 63 29 136 5 14 1,92563 
Creative Writing 29 54 56 110 5 l!'l , 73022 
Critical Thinking 29 54 50 116 7 12 .80168 
Listening 14 69 23 143 2 17 ,6702'7 
Discussion Group Technique 27 56 38 128 6 14 2; 79062 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR J;)EVICES 

Gro.\lp Teaching 30. 53 52 112 5 14 ,87271 
Team, Teaching 52 31 82 ,9, 7 12 5,6872! 
Teaching Machines 53 30 104 61 11 8 ,23764 
Radio and Television 47 3~ 89 "15 9 10 ,6511!:> 
Other Programmed "earning 44 37 74 91 B 12 2,42633 
Newspape.rs 30 53 35 130 6 13 6,56847* # 
Trips and Excursio11s 26 57 50 113 7 11 ,50812 
Parer)t Con"farences 15 68 26 140 · 5 14 1,43056 
Evaluation 14 · 69 16 149 3 17 2, 77412 
Standardized Testing 16 66 26 140 2 18 1,24146 
Informal Testing 14 69 13 153 1 19 5,52272 
Interpreting Data in Files 14 69 41 125 l 18 5,07638 
Group Reports 28 55 33 133 2 17 7,82388* # 
Socio Dramas1 Role Playing 43 40 66 98 6 14 4,51163 
Book Reviews 23 57 24 139 l 19 9,62324•* # 

KNOWLEDCi! OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKI; CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 15 68 27 139 0 20 4,13482 
ABILITY 10 ORG\NIZE AND 
CON!ROL CLASSROOM 5 78 3 163 2 18 5,13160 
AaILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 21 62 39 126 5 15 ,08986 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 8 74 16 147 l 18 .42281 
Homogeneous Classes 2 78' 9 149 l 18 1,23512 

A, Fast Gr9up 6 74 9 155 2 18 ,81672 
e; Slow Gro.up 26 i'.>5 37 127 4 16 2,93063 
C, Average Group 2 Bl 8 158 l 19 ,86488 

Llcg:cade:d. Clal,iiit& 211 ~I\ 6C !16 3 16 ~ 2~2:Ul 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate.· or oustanding 
Chi-S"quare values were calculated at the ,05 significance level, The degree of freedom is 2, 
*Significant Dlffer11ncea ,05 level #4 • 6 c}asses of English taught par day, 

**Sign! f1cant Differences ,01 level 
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the highest confidence with respect to all ten items (#). 

Teachers who teach four or more classes of English per day indicate 

more confidence than teachers who teach fewer than four classes of English 

per day. 

Table XXII 

Data in Table XXII are in terms of number of classes of other sU.Qjects 

taught per day in current teaching assignment. Three significant differ­

ences exist with respect to feelings of academic competency four signi­

ficant differences exist with respect to the teachers' confidence in their 

own teaching competency. Significant differences are indicated in the 

table by asterisks. 

With respect to the seven items for which significant differences are 

shown, teachers who are currently teaching one to two classes of other 

subjects per day show the highest confidence with respect to six items 

(#); teachers who are currently teaching three to four classes of other 

subjects per day show the highest confidence with one item(##). 

Teachers who teach one or two classes of subjects other than English 

per day tend to feel more confident than teachers who teach more than two 

classes of subjects other than English per day. 

Table XXIII 

Data in Table XXIII are in terms of average class size of English 

classes in current teaching assignment of the respondent. A study of 

the data presented in the table reveals that two significant differences 

exist among the respondents with respect to their feelings of academic 

competency; four significant differences exist with respect to the 



TABLE XXII 

FREQ'.JENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS OF NUMBER CF CLASSES OF OTHER 
SUBJECTS TAUGHT PER DAY IN CURRENT TEACHING ASSIGNMENT 

ITEMS OF RESPONSE 

mNF I PENCE IN I 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 
Drama 
Essay 
History, English Language 
Formal Grammar 
Linguistic Grammar 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Basic Reading Skills 
Study Reading Skills 
Literary Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication 
Written Communication 
Formal Composition 
Creative Writing 
Critical Thinking 
Listening 
Discussion GFoup Technique 

OWN TEACHING AaILITY 
Literature 
Drama 
Essay 
History, English Language 
Formal Grammar 
Unguistic Grammar 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Basic Reading Skills 
Study Reading Skills 
Literary Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication 
Wd tten Communication 
Formal Composition 
Creative Writing 
Critical Thinking 
Listening 
Discussion Group Technique 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 
Team Teaching 
Tea'ching Machines 
Radio and Television 
Other Programmed Learning 
Newspapers 
Trips and Excursions 
Parent Conferences 
Evali..lation 
Standardized Testing 
Informal Testing 
Interpreting Data in Files 
Group Reports 
Socio Dramas I Role Playing 
Book Reviews 

KNOWLED3: OF MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 
ABI!.ITY TO DIRECT EXTRA­
CURRICULAR 'ACTIVITIES 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 
Homogeneous Classes 

A. Fast Group 
B. Slow Group 
c. Average Group 

JJoaraded Classes 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate 
Chi-Square vallles were calculated at the 
*Significant Differences .05 level 

NI 

20 
34 
37 
37 
12 
49 
57 
43 
25 
24 
17 
14 

5 
7 
7 

14 
29 
15 

5 
20 

16 
33 
33 
39 
12 
44 
64 
47 
32 
30 
21 
13 

6 
10 

6 
11 
31 
25 
13 
27 

32 
43 
55 
51 
45 
22 
32 
13 
13 
13 
12 
18 
27 
42 
17 

18 

4 

18 

6 
4 
4 

21 
3 

29 

1 - 2 

or Outstanding 

Other Classes Per Pay 

AO 

69 
55 
52 
52 
75 
40 
32 
44 
64 
65 
72 
75 
84 
82 
81 
75 
60 
74 
Bl 
68 

73 
56 
56 
50 
77 
45 

. 25 
41 
56 
59 
67 
76 
83 
79 
83 
78 
58 
64 
76 
62 

55 
44 
34 
38 
43 
66 
57 
76 
75 
76 
77 
71 
62 
46 
70 

71 

85 

70 

83 
82 
82 
66 
86 
46 

NI 

12 
19 
24 
19 
10 
24 
24 
26 
13 

7 
11 
10 

4 
3 
4 

13 
17 
15 

7 
10 

12 
18 
24 
23 
8 

24 
26 
24 
16 

7 
7 
8 
5 
8 
9 

12 
17 
16 
10 
13 

14 
27 
25 
21 
20 
15 
10 

8 
7 

11 
7 
8 

14 
20 
13 

8 

9 

6 
1 
4 

14 
2 
g 

3 - 4 

AO 

30 
23 
18 
23 
32 
18 
18 
16 
29 
35 
31 
32 
38 
39 
38 
29 
25 
27 
35 
31 

30 
24 
18 
19 
34 
18 
16 
18 
26 
35 
35 
34 
37 
34 
33 
30 
25 
26 
32 
29 

28 
15 
17 
20 
21 
27 
32 
34 
35 
30 
35 
34 
28 
22 
27 

34 

41 

33 

35 
39 
37 
27 
40 
31 

.05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 1. 
#1 - 2 Classes per Day of Subjects Other Than English 
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Chi-Square 

,57506 
,58637 

2, 78003 
, 15661 

2.00898 
,05035 
,57599 

1,77317 
.11353 

l ,67568 
,85335 

1. 24466 
,68035 
.02111 
,09039 

4.04072* # 
, 78000 

5, 74867* # 
3,9119fr• # 

,04333 

1.90557 
,40075 

4,6735fr* # 
1,37036 

,68297 
,67852 

1.32846 
.15990 
,03660 

4. 0886frlf It# 
.87139 
4,1805 
,98894 

1. 46908 
6.07054* 11 
5.18114* 11 

.39163 
1,32846 
1,66954 

.00509 

.14680 
2.52040 

,06205 
,42045 
,06209 

1.60293 
l .93243 

.41805 

.07834 
2. 78562 

, 23321 
,02485 
,11913 
.OC013 

2.55084 

,02485 

.34717 

.01639 

2.08684 
.33152 

1,22582 
1.40505 

,15041 
l 73509 

##More Than Two Classes Per Day of Subjects Other Than English 
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TABLE XXIII 

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES IN TERMS Or AVERAGE CLASS SIZE 
Of ENGLISH CLASSES IN CURRENT TEACl-lING ASSIGIMENT 

~~e;cage Class SJ ze 
ITEMS Of RESPONSE L.ess Than 20 20 - 30 30 - 40 Over 40 

Chi-Square 
QJNEIDENGE IN; NI AQ NT Ag NI AQ NJ AQ 

OWN ACADEMIC COMPETENCE 
Literature 0 0 32 128 16 89 l 3 1,09041 
Drama 0 0 70 89 36 69 3 l 4,46906 
Essay 0 0 7l 89 41 65 4· 0 6,23430* # 
History; English Language 0 0 69 90 44 61 2 2 ,14073 
Formal Grammar 0 0 21 138 12 93 0 A , 75557 
Linguistic Grammar· 0 0 92 68 64 41 3 l ;73689 
Journalism. 0 0 104 55 65 41 2 -2 , 78175 
Llbury Science 0 0 92 68 52 51 2 2 I, 28010 
Speech Arts 0 0 (')!;) 105 28 78 2 2 2,51831 
Basic Reading Sk!lls 0 0 40 120 24 82 l 3 , 19593 
Study Reading Skills 0 0 30 130 26 80 0 4 2, 35747 
Literary Reading Skills 0 0 23 137 21 85 0 4 2, 17187 
Mechanics and Usage 0 0 7 153 8 98 0 4 l,46162 
Oral Communication 0 0 14 146 5 101 0 4 1,89261 
Written Communication 0 0 13 147 10 95 0 4 ,53827 
Formal Composition 0 0 34 126 22 83 0 .4 1,07092 
Creative Writing 0 0 53 107 34 72 0 4 1,96239 
Critical Thi11i:ing 0 0 37 123 19 97 l 3 1,07225 
Lis toning 0 0 14 144 14 90 2 2 7,41202«· ## 
DlscuaGion Group 'fachnlquo 0 0 38 120 25 81 2 2 l ,47263 

OWN TEACH ING ABILITY 
Ll ·tera turo 0 0 30 129 11 95 1 3 3, 7~)37 
Drama 0 0 59 99 36 70 3 l 2,89813 
Essay 0 0 68 92 39 67 3 l 2,63416 
History, English Language 0 0 63 96 45 61 3 l 2,ll 37 
Formal Grammar 0 0 16 144 12 94 l 3 ,97710 
Linguistic Grammar 0 0 86 73 55 !ll 2 2 ,14004 
Journalism 0 0 106 53 71 35 3 l ,12274 
Library Science 0 0 96 63 53 52 4 0 !l,582'16 
Speech Arts 0 0 5!l 100 38 69 2 2 ,33609 
Basic Reading Skills 0 0 40 119 25 81 l 3 ,08539 
Study Re•ding Skills 0 0 37 122 20 85 0 4 l ,7'1038 
Literary Reading Skill• 0 0 23 137 14 92 0 4 , 71822 
Mechanlco and Usage 0 0 9 150 7 99 0 4 ,35796 
Oral Conenunlcation 0 0 20 140 6 99 0 4 3,'7"/'/"/'i 
Written Communlcatlon 0 0 17 143 12 94 0 4 .t11207D 
Formal Compos! tion 0 0 36 123 18 87 0 4 2,21302 
croatlve Writing 0 0 59 101 28 78 3 I 6,311J4·K• # 
Critical Thinking 0 0 54 105 30 76 2 2 l.~4379 
Listening 0 0 24 135 14 92 1 3 ,5439J 
Discussion Group Technique 0 0 47 113 22 84 2 2 3,62161 

COMPETENCE IN PRACTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

Group Teaching 0 0 54 103 32 74 l 3 ,61597 
Team "leaching 0 0 87 70 51 55 3 1 2.15f.i81 
Teaching Machines 0 0 105 54 60 45 4 0 4.~2657 
Radio and Television 0 0 93 65 48 55 4 0 7,14233* # 
Other Program'lled Learning 0 0 84 75 38 65 4 0 10,88040*•· # 
Newspapers 0 0 42 116 27 79 2 2 1,19243 
Trips and Excursions 0 0 49 106 32 74 2 2 , 71811 
Parent Conferences b 0 29 130 16 90 I 3 ,62239 
Evaluation 0 0 23 136 8 98 2 2 8, 19952* # 
Standardized Testing 0 0 27 133 16 89 I 3. ,34586 
Informal Testing 0 0 18 142 9 97 l 3 1,4572! 
Interpreting Data in Files 0 0 33 126 22 84 l 3 ,04308 
Group Reports 0 0 43 116 18 88 2 2 5.19031 
Socio Dramas; Role Playing 0 0 73 86 40 65 3 l 3.23787 
Book Reviews 0 0 33 123 13 91 2 2 5.90544 

KNOWLEDGE Of MATERIALS, 
SOURCES TO MAKE CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATIVE 0 0 26 134 15 91 3 ,48956 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 0 0 6 154 4 102 0 4 , 15625 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EXTRA-
CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES 0 0 45 114 20 86 3 3,05757 
ABILITY TO HANDLE CLAcSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 0 19 140 6 96 0 4 3,lOJ32 
Homogeneous Classes 0 0 9 144 3 98 0 4 1,36152 

A, .Fast Group 0 0 JO 147 7 97 0 4 ,29200 
8, Slow Group 0 0 46' Ill 20 85 l 3 3,50936 
c. Average Group 0 0 8 152 3 103 · 0 4 ,94054 

Ucgi:aded Cl a 55fHi Q Q ~J. JQQ 3!l fl~ J Jf,Qfifi 
NL - None or Little AO - Adequate or Outstanding 

Chi-Square values were calculated at the .05 significance level. The degree of freedom is 2, 
*Significant Differences .o:. level #Average Class Size Over 30 

*~Significant Differences ,01 level ##Average Class Size Less Than 30 
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the respondents' feelings of confidence in their own teaching ability;. 

Significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the six items for which significant differences are 

shown, respondents who have an average class size of more than thirty 

students show the highest confidence with respect to five i terns (#); 

respondents who have an average class size of fewer than thirty students 

show the highest confidence with respect to one i tern (##). 

In general 1 respondents whose average English c.lass size is more 

than thirty students, feel more confident than respondents whose English 

classes average fewer than thirty students. 

Table XXIV 

Data in Table XXIV are in terms of supervisory assistance from a 

specialist in teaching the language arts. One significant difference 

exists among the respondents with respect to their feelings of academic 

competency; one significant difference exists with respect to the 

respondents 1 feelings of confidence in their own teaching ability. 

Significant differences are indicated in the table by asterisks. 

With respect to the two i.tems for which significant differences are 

shown, teachers who have supervhory assistance show the highest con­

fidence with respect to both items (#). 

When significant differences exist, respondents who have supervisory 

assistance seem to feel more confident than those respondents who do not~ 

Two hundred seventy completed, usable returns were received from the 

510 check lists sent to 172 schools. The returns were processed by the 

computing center at Oklahoma State University. When the responses had 

been compiled, the data were subjected to treatment by the Chi-Square 
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'\ 

TABLE XXlV 

, FREQUENty DISTRIBUTION Of RESPONSES WllH REG\IID TO SUPERVISORY . .ASSIST.ANCI! 
. · . · FROM A. SPECIALIST 'IN TEAQIING THI! LANGIWlE ARTS . ·. 

ITEMS Of RESIONSE· Yes 
Ei_J.\Pl:S:Ki ll:IZ:¥ .• lli.lilDGI 

No 

' Chi-Square 
.. ()')HF IDER TN I NI AA NJ AQ 

OWN ACADSMIC <XlMPETENCE 
Li tera t'ure · 1 21 48 199 3.i>ooe 
Drama .6 16 103 143 1. 78323 
.Essay 7 15 109 139. 1.21402 
History, English Language 11 11 104 142 .49174 
formal Gramma-r 2 70 31 215 .2305'1 
Linguistic Grammar 13 9 146 101 .00000 
Journalism . · 14 B 157 90 .• 00004 
Ubraty Science 13 B 133 113 .,47987 
Sp11ech Ai-ts 2 20 83 165 5.5667!l*. # 
Qasic Reading Skills 4 18 61 187 ,45494 
Study· Reading Skills 3 19 53 195 , 73538 
Literary Reading Skills 3 19 41 207 ,12423 
_Mechallics and Usage · 0 22 15 233 1.40891 
Oral Communication· 0 22 19 229 1.81307 
Written' CQmmUnication 1 20 22 \ 226 .41806 
formal Composi 1:,ion 5 16 51 197 .12367 
Cr_eatilie Writing '7 Hi BO 168 .00179 

. Cr-itical Thinking 3 19 54 194 .80352 
Listening. 1 21 29 215 .l.08649 
·olscussion Gto11p· Techniq1.1e 6 16 59. 187 ,11890 

OWN TEAQIING ABILITY 
Li teratilre. · 1 21 41 206 2,22761 
Drama. a· 14 . 90 156 .00042 
Essay B 14 102 . 146 ·,19007 
His.tory, English Language 10 12 101 .146 .17.360 
Formal Gra111nar 0 :.22 29 219 2.88214 

· Linguistic Graimiar 9 13 134 113 . 1,44411 
Journalism 15 7 165 82 ,01738 
Library Science 14 8 139 107 ,41933 
Speech .Arts !) 17 .93 153 1,97916 
Basic Rea.ding Skill$ 3 19 63 184 1,53713 
Study Reading Skills ? 19 55 192 1,87699 
Literary Reading Skill~· 3 19 34 214 .,00009 

. Mechanics and Us;ige 1 21 15 232 ,08424 · 
Oral Co11111unicatio.n 0 22 26 221 2,56356 
Wri thn Commun! cation 3 19 26 222 ,20947 
Formal Composition .4· 18 50 196 ,05766 
creative Writing 7 15 83 165 ,02474 
Critical lhink!,ng 2 20 84 163 5, 76660* # 
·Listen.ing l 21 38 209 1,91456 
_Discussion- (;roup Techniq1.1e 4 18 67 181 ,81371 

OOMPi;TENCE IN PMCTICES, 
MATERIALS, OR DEVICES 

,'00640 Group T,eaching . 1. 15 BO 165 
Team Teaching .9 13 132 113 1,36234 
Teaching Machines 12 10 157 . 89 • 74586 
Radi_o and Television . 10 12 135 108 ,83072 
Other Programmed. Learning 8 14 UB 126 1;16504 
Newspapers . 7 -1!:> 64 182. ,34906 
Trips and Excursions 9 .13 74 169 1.02539 
Parent Conferences 4 18 42 205 ,01976 
_Evalu.ition 1 21. 32 215 1,32751 

. Stan(lardized Testing 5 17 39 208 , 71068 
·Informal Testing 2 20 26 222 .04218 
Interpreting Data in. Files 5 17 51 196 .05299 
Group Re·port·s 4 18. !:19 lBB ,36656 
Socio. Drainui Role Playing 7 15 109 137 1,28341 
Book Reviews. . ·fj. 17 43 199 ,33333 

.,,,,, .. -

KNOWLEIXE CE MATERIALS, 
.SOURCES TO .MAKE .CLASSES 
INTERESTING, INFORMATivt 3 19 39 209 ,06716 
ABILITY TO ORGANIZE AND 
CONTROL CLASSROOM 21 9 239 .04758 
ABILITY TO DIRECT EJCiRA.,.. 
CURRICULAR A~IVITIES . 7 .lfi 59 . 188 .68635 
ABILIT'l TO HANDLE CLASSES 

Heterogeneous Classes 0 .21 25 219 2.37576 
·Homogeneous: Classes 0 21 12 225 i,11515 

A.- Fast Group 2 19 15 229 ,36713 
B, Slow GrOllp 7 15 60 1!14 .55950 
c . Average Group 0 22 11 237 1,01724 

. llllQi:F1de(ii C:JiUi&f=S £i J.3' 52 J~" ,DZIJ2 
NL - Nor.e or Li ttt, AO - Adeq1.1at<1 or outstanding 
'Chi-Sq1.1are values were calculated at the ,05 significance levei, The degree of. freedom is l. 

·· IISigni Ucant Differences ,05 level IIHave supervisory Assista11ce 
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technique to determine significant differences in the responses. 

The treated data have been presented in Tables I through XXIV •. 

According to the.data shown in the tables, the number of significant 

differences in relatiori to feelings of confidence in academic preparation 

ranges from O to 15 in the various tables.· The number of significant 

differences in relation to feeling~ 6f confidence in teaching ability 

ranges from Oto 22 in the various tables. These significant differences 

will be further discussed in Chapter V. 

According to the data of the study, as shown in Tables I through 

XXIV, the number of significant differences in regard to the variables 

of the study rilated to confidence range from Oto 32. These significant 

differences. will be further discussed in Chapter V. 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Introduction 

Educators are showing increasing concern about the quantity and 

quality of English currently taught in the public schools. Many recently 

published docwnents concerni.ng, education have been in the form of criti­

cism o'f the teaching of English and of the teacher of English. The 

self-confident and competent:teacher remains the central element in the 

English program~ A~thoritieS recognize that the attitudes of teachers 

and the teachers' feelings of competency greatly affect their effective­

ness in the classroom and the quality of their teaching. The attitude of 

the teacher of English toward his own competencies could be an important 

factor in relation to his success in the classroom. 

Problem of the Study 

The current study was 9 therefore, concerned with the feelings of 

teachers who are currently teaching English in approved junior high 

schools of Oklahoma toward their own academic and professional competence. 

It is also concerned with whether or not significant differences exist 

among -these teachers in terms of certain selected factors in .their educa­

tional backgrounds and experiences. 

The major. purpose of the study was to determine the confidence or 
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lack of ~onfidence with which teachers of English in approved junior high 

schools of Oklahoma regard their own academic and professional competence. 

A second purpose was to compare the confidence shown by these teachers 

with such factors as the type of institution in which the teachers were 

prepared, the degree held, the courses taken, participation in professional 

organizations, highest type of certification, source of certification, 

and teaching experience. 

The study was based on the hypothesis that the confidence of teachers 

employed to teach English in the junior high schools of Oklahoma is 

relat~d.to their academic and professional training. The study was also 

based on the hypothesis that a stratified random sampling, with data 

treated by the Chi-Square formula, will reveal significant differences 

among teachers in relation to certain variables. These data can be 

regarded as significant and not due to chance when the probability level 

is .05 or less. 

The study included a sampling of those teachers who teach two or 

more classes of English in the seventh, eighth, or ninth grades of these 

schools in Oklahoma which have approved junior high schools. 

Procedures of the Study 

A survey was made of available professional literature relative to -

the attitudes of teachers, the preparation of teachers of English with 

respect to their own competencies, and the certification of teachers of 

English in Oklahoma. A letter was sent to each of the sixteen colleges 

and universities in Oklahoma approved for teacher certification. Charts 

were compiled to show the similarities and differences for the certifica­

tion of teachers among the sixteen colleges and universities. 
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A list of the 305 approved junior high schools in Oklahoma was 

obtained from the Oklahoma St~te Department of Education. A letter was 

sent to the principal of each of the schools to determine the number of 

teachers who were currently teaching two or more classes of English. A 

total of 790 junibr high teachers met the criteria. A stratified r~ndom 

samplirig technique was used to determine 400 possible respondents for the 

study. 

A teacher self-confidence assessment sheet and a personal data sheet 

were prepared and submitted to sixteen recognized writers arid educators 
. .. 

in the field of language arts for evaluation and for suggestions for 

improvement. The suggestions from the jury of experts were compiled and 

changes were made in the instrument. The revised instrument was then 

submitted to ten teachers of English teaching at that time in two approved 

juri:ior high schools of Oklahoma. This trial run was for clarification 

and improvement of the instrument and for determining the approximate 

time required for checking the questionnaire. Revisions were made and 

the check lists were then sent to the respondents selected for the study. 

Chi-Square statistical. tests were applied to the data received from the 

respondents to evaluate findings. 

Summary of Findings 

The details of th~ findings of the study are given in Tables 1 

through XXIV, in Chapter IV. From those tables, a summary table, 

Table x:t..V, was compiled. 

A study of the data presented in Table XXV reveals that significant 

differences in cohfidence in academic preparation are related to the 
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variables of the study as follows: 

Area of Academic Preparation 

Literature 
Journalism 
Speech Arts 
Essay 
Formal Composition 
Library Science 
Discussion Group Technique 
Drama 
Listening 
Critical Thinking 
History, English Language 
Literary Reading Skills 
Oral Communication 
Written Communication 
Mechanics and Usage 
Formal Grammar 
Basic Reading Skills 
Creative Writing 
Linguistic Grammar 
Study Reading Skills 

Number of Variables 

14 
14 
12 

9 
9 
8 
8 
7 
7 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 

A further -study of the data presented in Table XXY reveals that 

significdnt differences in confidence in teaching ability are related 

to the variables of the study as follows: 

Area of Professional Competence Number of Variables 

Socio Dramas; Role Playing 15 
Journalism 14 
Discussion Group Technique 14 
Book Reviews 14 
Speech Arts 12 
Drama 10 
Radio and Television 9 
Newspapers 9 
Informal Testing 9 
Essay 8 
Critical Thinking 8 
Literature 7 
Literary Reading Skills 7 
Evaluation 7 
Interesting, Informative Classes 7 
Homogeneous, Fast Group 7 
History, English Language 6 
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Formal Composition 
Teaching Machines 
Other Programmed Learning 
Trips and Excuriions 
Parent Conferences 
Extra-Curricular Activities 
Ungraded Classes 
Creative Writing 
Standardized Testing 
Interpreting Data in Files 
Heterogeneous Classes 
Homogeneous Class~s 
Formal Grammar 
Linguistic Grammar 
Library Science 
Oral Communication 
Written Communication 
Group Teaching 
Group Reports 
Basic Reading Skills 
Control of Classroom 
Homogeneous, Slow Group 
Study Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Listening 
Team Teaching 
Homogeneous, Average Group 

6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
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A further study of the data in Table XXV show that the significant 

differences in confidence in combined academic and professional competency 

are related to the variables of the study as follows~ 

Vari.ables of the Study Number of Significant Differences 

Improvement of Preparation (Literary Reading) . .32 
Improve1:1ent of Preparation (Professional Literature) 22 
Reading the English Journal 22 
Attending Meetings and Conferences - OCIE 19 
Reporting on Attended Meetings - OCIE 18 
Secondary Subject Fi.eld or Fields 18 
Reading the Oklahoma English Bulletins 16 
Certificate upon which current assignment is based 15 
Date of last college hours in English preparation 13 
English Preparation Improvement (Traveling) 13 
Paying Dues to National Council of Teachers of English 12 
Number of college hours in Speech 12 
Taking Part on Programs - NCTE 11 
Undergraduate Major or Majors 11 
Attending Meetings and Conferences - NCTE 10 



Paying Dues - OCTE 10 
Number of .classes of English taught per day 10 
Reporting on attending meetings - NCTE 9 
Taking part on programs - OCTE 9 
Date of highest degree 8 
Contributing to the OCTE Newsletter 8 
Number of classes taught per day other than English 7 
Source of support of institution of undergraduate work 6 
Highest degree held 6 
Course work - English Literature 6 
Average size of English classes 6 
Type of institution of graduate preparation 5 
Graduate Major or Majors 5 
Course work - World Literature 5 
Course work - Journalism 5 
Total years teaching experience - Junior High 5 
Type of instit~tion of undergraduate preparation 4 
Graduate Minor or Minors 4 
Course work - American Literature 4 
Total years teachihg experience, current year included 4 
Total years teaching English 1 - 15 years 4 
Total years teaching English 16- 30 years 4 
Semester hours in English since Oklahoma certification 3 
Contributing to The Ehglish Journal 3 
Undergraduate Minor or Minors 3 
Course work - Oral English 3 
Course work - Library Science. 3 
Total years teaching experience - Senior High 3 
Source of support of graduate institution 2 
Date of last college hours 2 
Number college hours of literature in general courses 2 
Number college hours of literature in special areas 2 
Supervisory assistance from specialist in Language Arts 2 
Course work - History, English Language 1 
Course work - Written English O 
Course work - Dramatics O 
Total years Teaching English (31 or more) 0 

From the data of the study, as shown in Tables I through XXIV 

and as summarized in Table XXV, greatest confidence is shown by those 

respondents who: 

attended state and private colleges as undergraduates and 
state colleges and universities for graduate work; hold 
Master of Teaching and Master of Arts degrees; have held 
higher degrees longer than those whose degrees are more 
recent 

did last work before 1960; did last work in English since 
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1950; and have done 20 hours or more since Oklahoma certi­
fication 

have done much literary reading, much traveling, much 
reading of professional literature 

participate in the National Council of Teachers of English 
by paying dues~ attending meetings and conferences, report­
ing on meetings to own faculty, taking part on programs, 
reading The English Journal, contributing to The English 
Journal 

participate in the Oklahoma Council of Teachers of English 
by paying dues, attending meetings and conferences, report­
ing on meetings to own fa.cul ty, taking part on programs, 
reading the Oklahoma English Bulletin, contributing to the 
Oklahoma Council of Teachers of English Newsletter 

majored in subjects other than English at the undergraduate 
level; majored in English at the graduate level_ minored in 
English at the undergraduate level; minored in subjects 
other than English at the graduate level 

had taken more than 12 college hours in oral English, English 
Literature, World Literature, Journalism, Speech, History and 
Structure of the English Language, and special areas in lit­
erature 

had current assignment based upon a secondary certificate, 
had certification in subject fields other than English, had 
taught more than 10 years elementary school, more than 10 
years in junior high school, and fewer than 10 years in 
senior high school 

had teaching experience from 21 to 30 years; taught 4 or more 
classed of English per day; taught 1 or 2 classes of subjects 
other than English per day; had an average of more than 30 
students in classes of English per day; and had supervisory 
assistance. 

Conclusions 

From the detailed data presented in Tables I through XXIV and 

summarized in Table XXV 9 the following conclusions may be drawni 

Teachers currently teaching two or more classes of 
English in approved junior high schools of Oklahoma 
evidence significant differences in their feelings of 
confidence with respect to both their academic com­
petence and their professional competence. The differ­
ences in confidences are greater with respect to 
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Literature, World Literature, Journalism, Speech, History and 
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had current assignment based upon a secondary certificate, 
had certification in subject fields other than English~ had 
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Conclusions 
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ence sin confidences are greater with respect to 
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professional competence than with respect to academic 
competence. 

Wide reading, extensive travel~ and· attendance at and 
participation in professional meetings increase teachers' 
feelings of competency. · 

ExperiBnce, especially at the elementary or junior high 
school level results in more confidence~ particularly 
with respect to professional competence. 

A degree, especially a master's degree, held for several 
years, and the completion of recent course work in English 
contribute to feelings of confidenc·e. 

The holding of a secondary certificate ba~ed on at least 
a minor in English, and a major teaching assignment in 
English increases teachers' feelings of confidence and 
competenceo 

If the assumption that confidence i6 related to competence 
is accepted, teachers employed .to teach English in approved 
junior high schools should be experienced, hold master's 
degrees 9 have completed recent course work in English9 have 
read widely, have traveled extensively, have attended and 
participated in professional meetings, have at least a minor 
in English) have 10 or more years of teaching in English 
at the elementary or junior high level, have more than 20 
years total teaching experiences, have a major teaching 
assignment in English, and hold a secondary certificate in 
Language Ar ts. 

Evidence obtained from examination of the study reveals a 
problem confronting educators for years, namely) depth versus 
breadth in a course of study. On the basis of introspection 
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on the part of this particular group, depth of study of English 
was not significant at the undergraduate level but was signi­
ficant at the graduate level. 

Recommendations 

Administrators and persons responsible for the employment of 

teachers may find the conclusions drawn in the study a helpful guide 

for employing teachers. 

Based upon the findings of the present study, further studies 

in the area may be made, such as: 



L a study asking teachers to ident1i.fy factors in their 
background to which they attribute their confidence 

2. a study similar to the pre'sent study at the secondary 
level 

3. a study similar to the present ·study of teachers teaching 
Language Arts in grades 7 and 9· in schools which do not 
have approved junior high school programs 

4. more intensive study of specfal courses taken in relation 
to confidence. 
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Original Check List Sent to Jury of Experts 

TEACHER SELF-ASSESSMENT 

Degree ~f Confidence 

Do you feel confident of your own aca­
demic competence (knowledge) in: 

Literature ••••••••••••• 
Literary Reading 
Basic Reading • • 
Study Reading ••••.•••••• 
History of English Language •••• 
Formal Grammar • ·• • • • . • 
Linguistic Grammar • 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication ••• 
Written Communication 
For~al Composition •••• 

. . . . . . . . . . 
. . .. . 

Creative .Writing • , • • • • . . • 
JO ur na li sm , • , , , 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Logical Thinking , 
Listening •...•• 
Discussion Group Technique 
Use of Mass Media •••• 

Do you feel confident of your ability to 
teach: 

Literature • • • 
Literary Reading ••••• 
Basic Reading 
Study Reading 

'-History of English Language 
Formal Grammar •• 
Linguistic Grammar .•••••• 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication •• 
Written Communication 
Formal Composition. 
Creative Writing •• 
Journalism •••• 
Library Science ••. 
Speech Arts 
Logical Thinking. 
Listening .• 

. . . . . . . . . . 
.. · . . .. 

Discussion Group Technique •• 
Use of Mass Media • • • • • 

·~ 
0 z 

--· 

CJ) 

c:: 
,,-! 

'U 
c:: 
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+' 
UJ 
+' 
:::s 
0 

-·-



Q~g;c~~ Qf 

3. Do you feel competent to use the following 
practices, material, or devices in your 
classes? 

Group Teaching " " .•••• 
4 Team Teaching 

Teaching Machines •••• 
Radio and Television. 
Newspapers .••.• 
Trips and Excursions 
Parent Conferences •• 
Evaluation ... 
Standard Testing 
Informal Testing ••.•. 
Group Reports 
Socio Dramas • . 
Book Reviews • • • 
Programmed Learning ...•••• 
Demonstr~tion Teaching 

(!) 

c: 
0 z 

4. Do you feel that you have adequate knowledge 
of materials and sources which can be used to 
make your classes more interesting and more 
informative? •••.•..•••.. 

5. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
organize and control a classroom? •• 

6. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
direct extra-curricular activities such 
as plays, assemblies~ yearbooks, 
newspapers? " ••..••• 

7. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
handle: 

Heterogeneous classes .••.. 
Homogeneous classes, based on ability 
grouping •••••••. 

a. fast group 
b. slow group 

Ungraded classes ••• 

(!) 
....... 
+-' 
+-' 
•r-i 
.....:i 

--· 
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DATA SHEET 

1. Type of institution you.attended for most of your UNDERCRADUATE preparation, 

University Liberal Arts College 

2. This institution wasa Private 

State College 

Public 

(Circle) 

(Circle) 

3. Type of institution·you attended for most of your GRADUATE preparation: 

University Liberal Arts College State College 

4. This .institution was: Private Public 

5. What is the highest degree you holds BA BS MA MS M.Tchg. Ed~D. 

6. Date of highest degree------
Year 

7. Date of last college hours 
Year 

8. Date of last college hours in J;JiQ.lisb. preparation -----

(Circle) 

(Circle) 

Ph.D. 

9. · Number of semester hours in Engl isb taken since certification ------

10. Have you done other things to i.mprove your preparation to teach English, 

such ,as: 

Literary Reading 
Travel to literary shrines 
Professional literature relating to 

teaching of language arts 

None Little Much 

Others-------------·------------

n. Do you participate in the NCTE by1 

illil.a.~ Usua J 1 y ~ lie.lLat. 

Paying Dues. , • ••••• 
Attending Meetings •• , •• 
Taking Part on Programs •• 
Reading the English Journal 
Contributing to the English 

·-

Journal ••••••• 

12. Do you participate in the OCIE by1 
Payin.9 Dues ~ . . • • • • • . •-. 
Attending Meetings • , • , • , 
Taking Part on Programs , , • , 
Reading the Oklahoma English 

Bulletins , .• , , • , • • • • 
Contributing to the Oklahoma 

English Bulletin • , • • • • 
Reading the Newsletter • _ 
Contributing to the Newsletter. _. -.. -. 
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13. College majorz undergraduate--------- graduate---------

. 14. College mi.norz undergraduate --------- graduate ---------

15. How many semester hours do you have in each of the follc,wing areasa 
(Include both graduate and undergraduate hours.) 

Written English 
Oral English 
Literature 

English 
American 

Dramatics 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech 

16~ How many of your literature hours are in general courses, such as Survey 
of English Literature? ______ _ 

17. How many of your literature hours are in special fields. such as: 
18th Century, Hawthorne, Poe, Milton, 

18. Teaching certificate held: 

Elementai;y Secondary 

Temporary.......Provisional_Standard_Temporary.......Provisional__$tandard_ 

If secondary, in what subject field of fields are you certified: 

19. Total' years teaching experience ____ _ 
Elementary Junior High Senior High 

20. Total years teaching English ------

:21. Number of classes of English you teach per day -·------

22. Number oi classes of other subjects you teach per day--------

23. What is the average class size of your English classesz 

Less than 20 __ 20-30 __ 30-40__J,Aore __ . _ 

24. Do you have supervisory assistance from a specialist in teaching the 
language arts? Yes No (Circle) 
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THE JURY OF EXPERTS 

Dr., DNight L. Burton 
Florida State University 
Tallahassee, Florida 

Dro Michael J. Cardone 
University of Michigan 
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Center for Teacher ~ducation 
The University of Chicago 
Chicagoi Illinois 
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Professor of Education and English 
Stanford University 
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Dr. Katherine Hamm, Associate Professor 
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University of Chicago 
Chicago, Illinois 

Dr. J. N. Hock 
Professor of English 
University of Illinois 
Champaign, Illinois 
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University of Oregon 
Eugene, Oregon 

Dr. Albert H. Marckwardt 
Professor of English and Linguistics 
Princeton University 
Princeton 9 New Jersey 
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New York University 
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Southeastern State College 
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Indiana University 
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Dr. Donald R. Tuttle 
Specialist for College English 
U.S. Office of Education 
Department of Health 9 Education 

and Welfare 

Dr. David H. Russell 
University of California 
Berkeley, California 
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1-A Corner Place 
Stillwater, Oklahoma 
October 20, 1964 
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I am undertaking a study in which I believe you will be interested. 
In order to make the study~ however, I will need your assistance~ 

I am planning a survey of which the major purpose will be to deter­
mine the degree of confidence with which teachers of English in approved 
junior high schools of Oklahoma view their own academic and professional 
competenceo Other purposes of the study will be to compare the degree · 
of confidence with such factors as type of institution in which prepared, 
degree held, courses taken, type of certification, fields of certifi­
cation, and source of certification. Further purposes will be to compare 
academic and professional preparation as found in professional literature 
and in the state requirements for certification in Oklahoma. 

A personal data sheet and a teacher self-assessment sheet has been 
prepared to send to the teachers of English to be chosen by stratified 
random sampling of the approved junior high schools of Oklahoma. 

A jury, composed of professional educators who are recognized in 
the field of English, has been selected to evaluate the adequacy of this 
instrument. 

You have been selected as a well-qualified person to serve on this 
jury. 

Will you please check the enclosed data a.~1d self-assessment sheets 
and return them to me as soon as possible? A stamped addressed enve­
lope is included for your convenience in returning the questionnaire 
to me. I hope you will feel free to add suggestions and make criticisms. 

Your cooperation and participation will be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rachel McMillen 

Enclosures 
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TEACHER-SELF ASSESSMENT SHEET 

Item 1 

Eight recommendations were made with respect to Item 1. Three jurors 

suggested substituting the word "traditional" for the word "formal." 

Th~ writer decided to insert "traditional" in parenthesis after the 

words FormaJ Grammar. 

Two jurors suggested changing the word "linguistic" to "structural." 

The writer decided to insert "structural" in parenthesis ~fter the words 

Linguistic Grawma.I.. 

Two jurors recommended elaborating on the meaning of Formal Composition 

and distinguishing between Written Communication and FormaJ Communication. 

The writer decided that the teachers of English in Oklahoma would be able 

to interpret these two meanings; therefore 9 no revision was made. 

One juror recommended that the term Literature should be more specific. 

English, American, World, Peotry, Fi ctio-n were added in parenthesis follow­

i ng the word Li te;ra tu.1:~h 

One juror suggested that a distinction should be made between Written 

Communication and Formal Composition. The writer believed that teachers 

o'f JEngish in Oklahoma would know the difference in the two terms; 

therefore, no revision was made. 

One juror suggested the addition of Literature for Adolescents as a 

subheading for Item 1. The writer believed that this addition would overlap 
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subheading 1, I,iterature. No revision was made. 

One juror suggested the changing the word "logical" to "critical" 

in subheading 16. The subhead was changed to Critical Thinking and the 

word "logical" in parenthesis was addedo 

Item 2 

There were nine suggestions for change in the subheadings in Item 

2. No criticism was offered more than once. 

One juror suggested that subheading 1 should be more specific. 

English, American, World, and Poetry were added in parenthesis following 

the word Literturfl. 

One juror recommended changing the word "formal" to "traditional" 

in subheading 6. The word "traditional" was added in parenthesis after 

the words Formal Gramma~. 

One juror recommended making a distinction between Wrjtten Communi­

cation and FormaJ Composition. The writer decided that teachers of 

English in Oklahoma would know the difference in the two terms; therefore, 

no revision was made. 

One juror suggested adding the word "skills" after Basic Reading, 

subheading 3. This revision was made. The w.ri ter decided to add the 

word ''skills" after subheading 4 also making this subheading read ~ 

Beadiog, SkjJJs. 

As a subheading of Item 2, one juror suggested the addition of 

the term "Literature for Adolescents." The writer believed that this 

addition would overlap subheading l Literature. No revision was made. 

One juror asked this question, "Should junior high school teachers 
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teach library science or discussion group techniques?" This question was 

in reference to subheading 14 and subheading 18. In many junior high 

schools in Oklahoma, library science is an added enrichment t.o the 

curriculum. Discussion groups are accepted teaching techniques i.n 

Oklahoma. 

One juror suggested grouping the subheadings relating to skills 

together and grouping subheadings relating to subject matter together. 

The writer believed the suggestion applicable to both Items 1 and 2; 

therfore, this revision was made for both Items 1 and 2. 

Item 3 

Six recommendations were made with respect to Item 3. One juror 

suggested that a distinction should be made between Group Teaching arrl Team 

Teaching. The wri te.r decided that the respondents could interpret the 

intended meanings. No revision was made. 

One juror suggested that an overlap existed in subheading 3 and 

subheading 14~ Ieacbin~ Machines a..D.d. Programmed learning. The writer 

decided that these subheadings do not overlap; therefore~ no revision 

was made. Due to this suggestion, however, these subheadings were 

regrouped so that the critici~ed items were placed consecutively. 

Item 4 

Item 4 was concerned with the feelings of competence of the teachers 

with respect to having adequate knowledge of materials and sources which 

can be used to make classes more interesting and informative. No criticisms 

or suggestions for change were offered by the jury of experts; no revi­

sions were made. 
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Item 5 

Item 5 was concerned with the feeling of competence of the teachers 

with regard to their ability to organize and control a classroom. No juror 

suggested revision or change .. No revision was made. 

Item 6 

Item 6 was concerned with the feelings of competence of the teachers 

with regard to their ability to direct extra-curricular activities. No 

juror suggested revision or changeo No revision was made. 

Item 7 

Item 7 was concerned with the feelings of competence of the teachers 

with regard to their ability to handle several kinds of classes. 

One juror suggested adding "average group" as subtopic band making 

"slow group" subtopic c. This revision was made. 

Details of changes made in response to jury suggestions. 

Pers~oaJ l2aia fill.e.a.i 

Items 1 9 2, 3; and 4 on the personal data sheet was concerned with the 

type of institution attended by the respondent. 

Several suggestions for imprcov e'.n,nt were made by the various jurors; 

Add the word "other" to Items 1, 2, 3, and 4 

Provide for 2 years junior college and 2 years in a 4 year institution. 

$ubsti tute the word "is" for ••was" in Items 2 and 4. 

The word "other" was added to Item 1 only. Revision in format was 

. i 
mad~_·:in Items 1, 2, 3, and 4. 



For Item 4, no criticisms or suggestions for change were offered by 

the jury of experts. No revisions were made. 
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Items 5, 6, and 7 refer to college hours completed and degree or 

degrees held by the respondent. No revision was suggested; no revision 

was madeo 

Item 8 was concerned with the date of last college hours in English 

preparation. No revision was suggested; therefore, no revision was made. 

Item 9 was concerned with number of semester hours in English taken 

since certification in English. One juror asked that provision be made 

for those respondents who went to college using the quarter system. 

In Item 15, provision for such resporidents was included. In Item 9 the 

word Oklahoma was inserted before the word certification. 

Item 10 was concerned with improvement of preparation to teach 

English. One juror suggested the addition of the word "Researchrl to 

Item 10 as a subheading. The writer decided that this suggestion was 

not applicable to teachers of English in junior high school. No revision 

was made. 

Item 11 was concerned with the preparation of the teachers in the 

National Council of Teachers of English (NCTE). One juror suggested 

changing the word "Meetings" to "Convention. '0 This subheadir1g was 

chang.ed to "Attending Meetings and Conferences. ,v As a subheading of 

Item 11 one juror suggested the addition of "Giving Jalks on Meetings." 

Due to this suggestion the following subheading was added to Item 11: 

"Reporting to own faculty on meetings attended." 

Item 12 was concerned with the participation of the teachers in the 

Oklahoma Council of Teachers of English (OCIE). The changes made in 

Item 11 were also made in Item 12. 
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Items 13, 14, 15, 16, ~nd 17 were concerned with college majors, 

minors, and course work. The following suggestions for improvement 

were made: 

Make space for mbre than one major and minor in Items 13 and 14. 
Add a literary genre to Item 14. 
Question the use of the word "semester" in Item 15. 
Specify Composition, Rhetoric, Creative, etc. in subheading 

1 of Item 15. 
Add "Beyond Freshman English" to Item 15. 
Add the word "World" under I,i terature in Item 15. 
Add StructuraJ and Transformational grammars to Item 15. 
Add Literary Criticisms to Item 15. 
Differentiate between period, major author, and genre 

(novel, drama courses) in Item 17. 

The following revisions were made: 

More space was provided for majors and minors in Items 13 and 14. 
The wojd "semester" was excluded from Item 15 
The word "World" was added to subheading 3 in Item 15. 
The writer did not believe "Literature for Adolescents" 

to be pertinent to this study. This subheading was 
not added. 

The writer decided that 11 Literary Criticisms" had no 
place as a subheading of Item 15. 

"History and Structure of the Language 11 was added in 
subheading 8 of Item 15. Beyond freshman composition 
was added in parenthesis to subheading 8. 

A distinction for literary genre was made in Item 17 
instead of to Item 15. 

The wri.ter ded.i.ced to not specify Composi t.ion, Rhetoric, 
Creative, and other type~ of wri.tten Engl.i.sh to subhead­
ing 1 of Item 15. 

Items 18, 19, 20, 21, 22~ 23·, and 24 were concerned with certifi.-

cation, teaching fields, experience in teaching, and pre~ent employment of 

respondent. 

The members of the jury made no suggestions for improvement for these 

items cf the instrument. However, the writer did make a few changes in 

the format of this section. 
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SUMMARY OF CHECK LIST REVISIONS SUGGESTED BY JURORS 

·The revised version of Item l showing the accepted recommendations 

of the jurors is as follows! 

*Literature ( including English, 
American~ World, Poetry, 
Fic.Uon) 

Drama 
Essay 
History of English Language 

*Formal Grammar (traditional) 
*·Linguistic Grammar (structural) 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Literary Reading 
Basic Reading Skills 
Study Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication 

*Written Communication 
·*Forml3.l Composition 
Creative Writing 

*Critical Thinking (logical) 
Listening 
Discussion Group Technique 

The revised version of Item 2 showing the accepted recommendations of 

the jurors is as follows: 

*Literature (including English, 
American, World~ Poetry, 
F . ~·. ) 1 C 1.,lOn 

Drama 
Essay 
History of English Language 

l<'formal Grammar ( tradi ti.onal) 
*Linguistic Grammar (structural) 

Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech Arts 
Literary Reading 
Basic Reading Skills 



Study Reading Skills 
Mechanics and Usage 
Oral Communication 

*Written Communication 
*Formal Composi t.ion 

Creati.ve Writing 
'*Cd ti. cal Thinking (logical) 
Listening 
Discussion Group Technique 

The revised version of Item 3 is as followsg 

Group Teaching 
Team Teaching 

*Other Programmed Learning 
*Teaching Ma chines 
Radio and Television 
Newspapers 
Trips and Excursions 
Parent Conferences 
Evaluation 
Standard Testing 
Informal Testing 

*Interpreting O~ta in Files 
Group Reports 
Socio Dramas and Role Playing 
Book Reviews 
Others 

4o Do you feel that you have adequate knowledge 
of materials and sources which can be used 
to make your classes more interesting and 
more informative? 

5. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
organize and control a classroom? 

6. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
direct extra-curricular activities such 
as plays 9 assembli.es 9 yearbooks 9 newspapers? 

The :revised version of Item 7 is as f.::illowst 

Heterogeneous classes 
Homogeneous classes, based 

on ability grouping 
a e fast group 
b. average group 
c. slow group 

Ungraded classes 
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Revised Check List for Trial Run 

TEACHER SELF-ASSESSMENT 

l. Do you feel confident of your own aca­
demic competence (knowledge) in: 

Literature (including English• 
American, World, Poetry, Fiction) • 

Drama o o ...., .. " o o o • " "' fJl o .. • • 

Essay ; ••••••••••• 
History of English Language •• 
Formal Grammar (traditional). • 
Linguistic Grammar (structural) 
Journalism •••• 
Libera ry Science • • 
Speech·Arts • • • • ••• 
Literary~eading •••• 
Basic Reading Skills. • • •••• 
Study Reading Skills •• 
Mechanic and Usage •• 
Oral ~ommunication ••• 
Written Communication • 
Formal Composition ••. 
Creative Writing ••• 
Critical Thinking (logical) 
Listening •••..•••• 
Discussion Group Technique •• 

2. Do you feel confident of your ~bility to 
teach: 

Literature (including JEnglish 9 

American~ World, Poetry, Fiction) • 
D .rama o o • • qi " o () o la o () o o • Q 

Essay o • o o o o .. o , • (I o • •• <! o 

Hi~tory of English Language~ • 
Formal Grammar (traditional) •• 
Linguistic Grammar (structural) • 
Journalitm •••••••••• 
Library Science •.••••••••• 
Speech Arts ••.• 
Literary Reading •••••• 
Basic Reading Skills. 
Study Reading Skills ••.•••. 
Mechanic and Usage 
Oral Communication ••••.•••• 
Formal Composition ••• 
Creative-Writing 
Critical Thinking (logical) ••••• 
Listening ••••••••• 
Discussion Group Technique •••••• 
Use of Mass Media •••••• 

Degree of 

(!) 
rl 

(!) +' 
c:: +' 
0 •rl z ,-l 

Confidence 
0) 

c 
•rl 

(!) 'd 
+' c 
Cl) (\1 
:l +' 
O' U) 

Q) +' 
-0 ;::) 
<i: 0 

-·-
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3. 

4. 

Do you•feel competent to Ose the 
practices, materials, or devices 
classes? 

following 
in 

Group,Teaching. • ••• 
Team Teaching ••••••• 
Other Programmed Learning. 
Teaching Machines •• 
Radio and Television. 
Newspapers ••••• 
Trips and Exc:ur:sions • 
Parent Conferences •• 
Evaluation ••••••••• 
Standard Testing •• 

. 

Informal Testing •• 
Interpreting Data in Files •• 
Group Reports 
Socio Dramas and Role Playing 
Book Reviews 
Others~~~~~~~~ 

your 

. . . . . . 
. 
0 

Do you feel that you have adequate knowledge 
of materials and sources which can be used 
to make your classes more interesting and 

. 

. 
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Q.a~ree of Canfidenca 
Q) 
c. 

•rl 
(I) -0 
+-' c 

(I) <U (0 
.-1 ::, +' 

(I) +-' O" U) 

c +-' (I) +-' 
0 •rl -0 :::l z H <t: 0 

-·-

more informative? •••••••••. 
• 0 --

5. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
organize and control a classroom? •• 

6. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
direct extra-curricular activities such 

• 0 --

as plays, assemblies, yearbooks, newspapers?. 

7. · Do you feel confident of your ability to 
handle~ 

Heterogeneous classes ••••• 
Homogeneous classes 9 based on ability 
grouping ••••. 

a. fast group •• 
bo slow group O O o O O O O • 

c. average group •• 
Ungraded classes •• 



DATA SHEET 

1. Type of institution you •attended for 50 per cent or more of your 
UNDERGRADUATE preparation1 

173 

Universi ty__;,.._J.iberal Arts College __ State College~Other ______ _ 

2. This institution was: Pri va te__;__j)ublic __ _ 

3. Type of institution you attended for most of your GRADUATE preparation: 

University--:..-J.iberal Arts College __ . State College_· _ 

4. This institution was: Pri va te__,Public __ 

5,. What is the highest degree you hold: BA__BS-'-MA_MS_M,Tchg,__Ed,D,_Ph.D._ 

6. Date of highest degree~--
Year 

7. Date of last college hours __ _ 
Year 

8. Date of last college hours in English preparation __ 

9. Number of semester hours in English taken since Oklahoma certification __ 

10. Have you done other things to improve your preparation to teach English such as: 

Literary Reading 
Travel to places of literary interest 
Professional literature relating to teaching of 

language arts 
Others-------------~----

11. Do you participate in the NCIE by: 

Paying Dues • , , ••• , ••• , • , , , • 
Attending Meetings and Conferences •••• , • 
Reporting to o·JVn faculty on meetings attended • 
Taking part on Programs , • , , •• 
Reading the English Journal •• , • 
Contributing to the English Journal ••• 

12. Do you participate in the OCIE by: 

Paying Dues •••••••• , •••••••• 
Attending Meetings and Conferences ••• , • , 
Reporting to own faculty on meetings attended , 
Taking part on Programs • • • .• • • , • , 
Reading the Oklahoma English Bulletins 
CdtltHbuting to the OCIE Newsletter ~ •• 

··. . 

None Little Much 

Always Usually Seldom Never 



13. College major or majors: undergraduate __________ _ 

graduate ...... _____________ _ 

14, College 'minor or mihors1 undergraduate.~----------~ 

graduate-------------~ 

15. HoN many hours do you have in each of the following areas1 
(Including both graduate and. undergraduate hours.) 

Semester hours · · Q.larter hours 
Written English 
Oral English 
Literature 

: English· 
American 
World 

Dramatics 
Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech 
History and Structure 
of English Language 
(bey<?nd Freshman composition 

16. Ho,v many of literature hours are in general courses., such. as Survey of 
English 1i terature? ____ _ 

17, How many of your literature hours are in special areas (such as: 
Special Periods-16th Century, Romance, etc.; Single Authors-Milton, 
Poe, etc.; Literary genre-Novel, Poetry, Drama, etc.) _____ _ 

18, Teaching certificate held: 

Temporary 
Provisional 
Standard 

or Secondary 

If secon~~ry, in what subject field or fields are you certified: 

19. Total ye-ars teaching experience -----
Elementary Junior High Senior High 

20. Total years teaching English ____ _ 

21, Number of classes of English you teach per day __ 

22. Number of classes of other subjects you teach per day __ 

23. What is the average class size of your_ English classes: 

Less than 20_20-30_-_30-40__lvlore __ _ 

174 

24. Do you have supervisory assistance from a specialist in teaching the language arts 
Yes_. __ No __ 



APPENDIX G 

DETAILS AND SUMMARY OF SUGGESTIONS OBTAINED BY THE TRIAL RUN 

175 



l 76 

Details and Summary of Suggestions Obtained by the Trial Run 

Subheading 10~ Tjterar.¥ R.e.adiog, of Items land 2 should be 
char\ged to Literar¥ ReadioQ Skills. This subheading should 
follow Sl..iJi..d.¥. Readi.D~ ,Skj l ls making it subheading 12 in both 
Item 1 and Item 2.o 

Subheading l of Item 3 should be clarified by adding in paren­
thesis these words - Minstructional grouping within a class." 

Subheading 3 of Item 3 is misplaced. This subheadir:g should 
follow the subheading Rad.iQ. and Television making it sub­
heading 5o 

Subheading 10 should be S.ta r1dardizad Testing.~ not fil.a..t"J.daJ:.d 
Jestjngo 

Spaces for checking shou.1d be provided aft.er subheading 16, 
Qibers. 

The work "Little" should be changed to "Some" under Item 
10 on the Data Sheet. 

The work 11 informaln should be added after subhea-ding 2 of 
Hem l5o 

The space lines for checking should be omitted after sub­
heading 3 of Item 15. 

Subheading 4 should be moved to follow subheading S~o 
The words 10 and Play Production'' should be added to sub­
heading 4. 

Subheading 7 should be fol.lowed by the words 11 technical or 
formal." These words should be in parenthesis. 

The parenthesis hould be clased after subheadings~ 

Item 18 should be changed to read "Type of certificate on 
which you are currently assigned." 

Item 19 should be changed to read "Total years teaching 
experience including 1964-65." 

Item 21 should be changed to read "Number of Classes of 
English you are teaching per day." 

The suggested revisions were made and the final form of the 

questionnaire to be used in the study was developed and printed in 

booklet form. 
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Oklahoma 

Spring 1965 

Rachel McMillen 
Stillwater Junior High School 

Stillwater, Oklahoma 

178 



Authoritative Comments 
about the Study 

179 

"Your questionnaire seems well made to obtain information about 
English teachers ••• How can I obtain a report of your findings? 
and when? 

Eugene E. Slaughter 
Head, Department of English 
Southeastern State College 
Durant, Oklahoma 

"You have made a good start. Many of us will be interested in your 
findings. I hope you will submit a report to Ih.e. EngJjsh Journal. 

Alfred H. Grommon 
Professor of Education and 
English 
Stanford University 

"Thank you for sending me a copy of the questionnaire you propose to 
distribute to teachers of English in junior high schools of Oklihoma. I 
am greatli interested in it and think it can prove to be extraordinarily 
significant. I hope that you will let me know what the results are. 

J. N. Hook 
Professor of Education 
University of Illinois 

"Your proposed study of the attitudes of teachers of English with re­
spect to their own proficiency in the various areas of English and their 
feelings'of competence with respect to the teaching of English should pro­
duce results that will be significant in the preparation of prospective 
teachers of English as well as in the inservice education of teachers. 

I d6 hope that a good cross-section of the English teachers of Okla­
homa will cooperate with you in making this study. 

Dorothy Knappenberger 
President, Oklahoma Council 
of Teachers of English 
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Dear Fellow Teachen 

I am undertaking a study at Oklahoma State U~iversity whereby I 
hope to ascertain the attitudes of teachers teaching E~glish i~ junior 
high schools in Oklahoma toward their own krowledge of subject matter 
and toward their competency in certain teaching skills. I am inter­
ested in seeing whether or not certain factors in their background and 
education are or are not related to their attitudes. I believe that 
any findings of the study will be of interest and value to teachers 
of English. 

The study will involve sampling as I cannot contact all the 
junior high teachers of English in Oklahoma. You have been selected 
as· a teacher who can make a worthwhile, dependable contribution to the 
data of the study. 

I do hope you will help. It will take about thirty minutes of 
your time and you will need to consult your official transcript for 
some of the information called for on the data sheet. 

The check list is self-explanatory. Will you please check it 
carefully and return it to me as soon as possible. I am enclosing 
an enclosing an evenlope for your convenience. 

Please do not put your name, your school, or any other identify­
ing mark on the booklet. 

I will be most grateful for your help. 

Sincerely~ 

Rachel McMillen 



181 

TEACHER SELF-ASSESSMENT 

1. Do you feel confident of your own aca­
demic competence (knowledge) in: 

Literature (including English, 
American, World, Poetry, Fiction) • 

Drama " . • .. • . (I o • • • 

Essay (i ., • ., • • • ., • ... e • • 

History of English Language •• 
Formal Grammar ( tradi ti.anal). • . • • 
Linguistic Grammar ( structional). 
Journalism •••••••••• 
Library Science • • . • ••••• 
Speeth Arts •.•••• 
Basic Reading Skills .. 
Study Reading Skills •. 
Literary Reading Skills • 
Mechanic and Usage •.•.••• 
Oral Communication ••...••••• 
Wri tteh Comm uni ca ti on • , • • • 
Formal Composition. • . 
Creative Writing. 
Critical Thinking (logical) 
Listening ••• , •••.••• 
Discussion Group Technique. 

2. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
tea chi 

Literature (including English, 
American, World, Poetry, Fiction) • 

Drama o o • " ., ') o .. () • • ... o ., • o 

Essay o o o • " !I o o () ~ • • 

History of English Language •.••• 
Formal Grammar (tradi t.ional). • • • • 
Linguistic Grammar (structural) . 
Journalism .. • • • • ,, 
Library Science ••••. 
Speedl Arts •••.• 
Basic Reading Skills ••.••• 
Study Reading Skills •••••• 
Literature Reading Skills •••• 

-Mechan.i c and Usage 
Oral Communication 
Written Communication •• 
Formal Composition •••• 
Creative Writing ••••• 
Critical Thinking (logical) ••••• 
Listening •.••••.••••••• 
Discussion Group Technique. 

Ile.Qree of Confjd~ 
0, 
c: 

•rl 
(I) -0 

..µ c: 
(I) <U <U 
rl '.J ..µ 

Cl) +' O' (I) 

c +' (I) +' 
0 •rl -0 ::::! 
z ,-1 «i:: 0 
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D.ce.~ree of Copfjd.anca 

Do you feel competent tb use the following 
practices, materials, or devices in your 
classes: 

Group Te~ching (Instructional grouping 
within a class) • • ••••• 

Team Teaching ••••••••••• 
Teaching Ma chines • • • • • •• 
Radio and Television •••••••••• 
Other Programmed Learning • 
Newspapers • • • • •• 
Trips and Excursions •• 
Parent Conferences 
Evaluation •••••• 
Standardtzed Testihg ••..•••• 
Informal Teeting ••••. 
Interpreting Data in Files ••. 
Group Reports •••• 
Socio Dramas and Role Playing 
Book Revie~s •••••••••• 
Others 

" 0 

4. Do you feel that you have adequate knowledge 
of materials and sources which can be used 
to make your classes more interesting and 
more informative? ••••• , •••• __ 

5,. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
organize and control a classroom? 

6p Do you feel confident of your ability to 
direct extra-curricular activities such 

0 • --

as plays, assemblies, yearbooks, newspapers? 

7. Do you feel confident of your ability to 
handle: 

Heterogeneous classes •• 
Homogeneous classes 
grouping •••• 

a. fast group •• 
b. slow group., • 
Co average group 

Ungraded classes •• 

based 

O o • 

0 0 0 

on ability 

Q) 
rl 
+' +> 
•rl 
....:l 
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DATA SHEET 
··. . . . . ... .: .. . 

, l ~ · Type 'of i~stttuUon you a ~tended for 50 per cent or niore of your 
UNDERGRADUATE preparationa . . 

. . 

University.,.;.._.J..iberal Arts College_state College__:_Other ______ _ 
. . 

2. · 1his in~titution_wasa Private_,..:_J>ublic~ 

3 •.. Type of institution you _attended for most of your GRADUATE preparation a 
. . 

Uni versi ty---1,.iberal Arts College_sta te College ____ _ 

4. This institution wasa Private__J>ublic__:..,_ 
. . . . 

»5. • What ls the highest degree you _hold: BA_BSJAJS_M.Tchg.Jd.D.Jh.b,~ . 

6. Date of highest degree _____ _ 
Year 

. . . 

. 7_ •. Date of last college hours. ___ .,......_ 
Year . . . . . . •. . 

8. Date of last. college hours in Eng]isb preparation_ 

9 •.. Number cif semester hours in i;ogJ l sb taken since Oklahoma certification 

· 10, Have you done other things to improve your preparation to teach English, such ass 

Literary Reading 
Tiavel to places of literary interest 
Professional literature relating to·teaching of 

language arts 

Others .. ~--·--~--------~-~~--

11. D:> you participate. in. the NCTE by; 

. P~ying. Due_s. • • • ~-· • • • • • •. • . .. • • • • • • 
Attending Meetings and Conferences •••••• 
Reporting to own faculty on meetings attended. 
Taking part· on Programs • • • • • .• • • • • 
Reading the English Journal •••••••••• 
Contributing to the English Journal ••• , •• 

12. Do you p'articipate in the .OCIE by: 

None · Some Much 

Always Usually Seldom Never 

-·-

.Paying ·oues • • • . ~ • • • • • • • • . • • . • _____ 
Attending Meetings and Conferences ••••• 
Reporting to own faculty on meetings· a_ttended • 
Taking part ·on Programs • ·• • •· • • • • • • •. • - . 

. Reading the Oklahoma EngHsh 13ulletings • • , • 
C,ontributing to the OCTE Newsletter , . • • • • • 



13. College major or majors: undergraduate __________ ~ 

14. College minor or minors1 undergraduate __________ _ 

15, How many hours do. you have in each of the following areas1 
( Including both graduate and undergraduate hours,) 

Semester hours Q.larter hours 

Written English 
Oral English (informal) 
Literature 

English 
American 
World 

Journalism 
Library Science 
Speech (technical or formal} 
Dramatics and Play Production 
History and Structure 

of English Language · 
(beyond Freshman composition) __ - __ _ 

16. How many of literature hours are in general courses, such as Survey of 
English literature? __ _ 

17. How many of your literature hours are in special areas {such as: 
Special Periods-16th Century, Romance, etc.; Single Authors-Milton, 
Poe, etc.; Literary genrs.,.Novel, Poetry, Drama, etc.) _____ _ 

-18. Type of ceitificate on which you are currently assigned: 

Temporary 
Provisional 
Standard 

EJementary or Seeondary 

If.secondary, in what subject field or fields are you certified: 

19. Total years teaching experience including 1964-65 

Elementary Junior High Senior High 

20. Total years teaching l::nglish ___ _ 

21. Number of classes of English you are teaching per day ___ _ 

22. Number of classes of other subjects you are teaching per day ____ _ 

23~ What is the average class size of your English classe.s: 

Less than 20_20-30 __ 30-40_Jlore __ 

24. Do you have supervisory assistance from a specialist in teaching the 
language arts? Yes__ No_._ 
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Pr ind pal 

Dear· Sir: 

P. O. Box 14 
Stillwaterj Oklahoma 
October 30 9 1964 

I am presently engaged in a research study of which the major 
purpose will be to determine the degree of confidence with which 
teachers of English in approved ju:,ior high schools of Oklahoma 
view their own academic and professional competence o 

The population from which I hope to ottain the data for the 
study will be teachers of English chosen by a stratified random 
sampling of the approved junior high schools of Oklahoma. This 
includes your school. 

Would you please fill out the blank at the bottom of this 
letter and return it to me. An addressed stamped envelope is 
enclosed for your convenience. 

Your cooperation is greatly appreciated. 

Yours sincerely~ 

Rachel McMillen 

enclosure 

(Detach and Return) 

There are (the number) teachers teaching two or more 
classes in English per day in 

Principal 
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LIST OF APPROVED OKLAHOMA JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS OBTAINED FROM 
THE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION OF OKLAHOMA 

Ada Ada 6 Bennington Bennington 1 
Byng 2. 
Latta 1 Berryhill Berryhill l 

··Adai.r Adair l Bethany Bethany 3 

A Hon Afton 1 Bi.nger Binger 1 

Alex Alex 2 Bixby Bixby 2 

Altus Central 4 Blackwell Blackwell 3 
Northeast. 4 

Blanchard Blanchard 2 
Alva Alva 4 

Broken Arrow Broken Arrow 6 
Anadarko Anadarko 3 Uni.on 1 

Antlers Antlers 2 Broken Bow Broken Bow 2 

Apache Apache 2. Buffalo Buffalo 2 

Arapaho Arapahc, l Burns Flat Burns Flat 4 

Ardmore Ardmore 12 Butler Butler 2 
Dickson 3 
Plainview 1 Cache Cache 2 

Arkoma Ark0ma 1 Caddo Caddo 1 

Arnett Arnett 2 Calvin Calvin 1 

Atoka Atoka 3 Carnegie Carnegie 3 

Barnsdall Barnsdall 2 Carter Carter 1 

Bartlesville Central 6 Catoosa Catoosa 2 
Madison 6 

Cement Cement l 
Beaver Beaver 2 

Chat ta noo ga Chattanooga 2 
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Checotah 

Chelsea 

Cherokee 

•Chickasha 

Choctaw 

Chouteau 

Claremore 

Clayton 

Coalgate 

Colbert 

Colcord 

Commerce 

Concho 

Copan 

Cordell 

Coweta 

Cromwel.l 

Custer 

Cyril 

Dale 

Davenport 

Davis 

Dewar 

Dewey 

Dibble 

Checotah 2 

Chelsea 2 

Cherokee 2 

Chickasha 6 
Lincoln l 

Choctaw 
Nicoma Park 

Chouteau 

Claremore 

Clayton 

Coalgate 

Colbert 

Colcord 

Commerce 

Che y,si 1me­
Arapaho 

Copan 

Cordell 

Cowe+;a 

Butner 

Custer 

Cyril 

Dale 

Davenport 

Davis 

Dewar 

Dewey 

Dibble 

3 
2 

l 

4 

l 

2 

l 

2 

2 

l 

2 

2 

2 

l 

l 

2 

l 

2 

l 

2 

2 

Dill City 

Duncan 

Edmond 

Eldorado 

Elgin 

Elk City 

Elmore City 

Enid 

Erick 

Eufaula 

Fairview 

F let.cher 

Ft. Cobb 

Ft. Gi.br,,on 

Ft~ Smith 

Fox 

Frederick 

Garber 

Geary 

Goul.d 

Grandfield 

Granite 

Grove 

Guthrie 

Dill City 

Duncan 

Edmond 

Eldorado 

El.gin 

Elk City 
Merritt 

Elmore City 

Emerson 
Longfellow 
D. Waller 

Erick 

Eufaula 

Fairvlew 

Fletcher 

Ft. Cobb 

FL (3ibson 

Pocola 

Fox 

Frederick 

Garber 

Geary 

Gould 

Grandfield 

Granite 

Grove 

Faver 
Fogarty 

1 

10 

6 

l 

2 

3 
2 

3 

6 
6 
5 

l 

2 

3 

2 

l 

2 

l 

l 

3 

3 

l 

l 

l 

2 

2 

3 
3 
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Hammon 

Harrah 

Hartshorne 

Haskell 

Haworth 

Healdton 

Heavener 

Hinton 

Hobart 

Holli. s 

Hooker 

Hulbert 

Idabel 

Indi.anola 

Inola 

Jay 

Jones 

· Kansas 

Keota 

Kin9fisher 

Kings tor, 

Konawa 

Laverne 

Lawton 

Guymon 

Hammon 

Harrah 

Hartshcrne 

Haskell 

Haworth 

Healdton 

Heavener 

Hinton. 

Hobart 

Hollis 

Hooker 

Hulbert 

Idabel 

Indianola 

Inola 

Jay 

Jones 

Kansas 

Koe ta 

Kingfisher 

Kingston 

Konawa 

Laverne 

Central 
Douglass 
Eisenhower 

3 

l 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

l 

2 

2 

l 

2 

10 
4 
7 

Tomlinson 11 

LeF lore 

Lenapah 

L:\.nds,a1y 

Locust Grove 

Lone Wolf 

Lookeba­
Sickles 

Madill 

Mangum 

Mar:i.etta 

Marlow 

Maud 

Maysville 

McAlester 

Mccloud 

Meeker 

Mia.mi 

Midwest City 

Minco 

Moore 

Mooreland 

Morris 

Moton 

LeFlore l ,, 

Lenapah l 

Lindsey 3 

Locust Grove 2 

Lone Wolf l 

Lookeba-
S:i.ckles 2 

Madill 

Mangum 

Marietta 

Marlow 

Maud 

Maysville 

L'Ouverture 
McAlester 

McCloud 

Meeker 

Will Rogers 

Carl Albert 
Kerr 
Monroney 

Minco 

Moore 

Mooreland 

Morris 

Taft 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

2. 

1 
6 

1 

2 

5 

6 
8 
8 

l 

9 

1. 

3 

l 

MoLi.ntain View Mountain View 3 
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Muldrow 

Muskogee 

Muldrow 

Robertson 
West 

2 

9 
4 

Mustang Mustang 2 

Newkirk ,Newkirk. 2 

Noble No~le l 

Norman Central 4 

l\low a ta Now a ta 2 

Oaks Mission Oaks Mission 2 

Oilton Oilton l 

Okeene Okeene 1 

Okemah Okemah 2 

Oklahoma Capitol Hill 7 
City Central 6 

Crooked Oak 6 

Okmulgee 

Owass:::i 

Panama 

Harding 
Hoover 
Jackson 
Jefferson 
Marshall 
Millwood 
Northeast 
Western 
Heights 
Roosevelt 

7 
8 
7 

15 
7 
2 
3 

4 
12 

Star-Spencer 7 

Durcbar 
Okeid ,3ee 

Owasso 

Panama 

2 
5 

2 

l 

Pauls Valley Pauls Valley 3 

Perkins 

Perry 

Picher­
Cardin 

Perkins 

Perry 

Picher­
Cardin 

3 

3 

1 

Ponca City 

Porter 

Porum 

Po~.eau 

Praque 

Pryor 

Purcell 

Quapaw 

Quinton 

Ramona 

Rattan 

Ringling 

Roosevelt 

Ryan 

Salina 

Sallisaw 

Sapulpa 

Sertinel 

Shattuck 

Shawnee 

Shidler 

Skiatook 

Sperry 

East 
West 

Porter 

Porum 

Poteau 

Prague 

Pqnr 

Purcell 

Quapaw 

Quinton 

Ramona 

Rattan 

Ringling 

Roosevelt 

7 

l 

.l 

2 

2 

3 

') 
,.) 

l 

l 

1 

2 

1 

2 

Ryan 1 

Salina l 

Sallisaw 4 

Sand Springs 7 
B. To Wash-
ington 2 

Sapulpa 
B" To Wash­
ington 

Port 
Sen':-inel 

Shattuck 

Bethel 

Shidler 

Skiatook 

Sperry 

7 

l 

l 
l 

l 

2 

2 

2 

1 
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Spiro 

Sterling 

Stigler 

S ti llwa t.er 

Stilwell 

Stonewall 

Stratford 

Stroud 

Tahlequah 

Talihina 

Tecumseh 

Temple 

Texhoma 

1ipton 

Tishomingo 

Tonkawa 

Tulsa , 

Valliant 

Spiro 3 

Sterling l 

Stigler 2 

Stillwater 5*· 

Cave Springs 1 
Stilwell 3 

Stonewa 11 

Stratford 

Stroud 

Tahlequ'ah 

Talihina 

Tecumseh 

Temple 

Texhoma 

Tipton 

Tis bomi. ngo 

Tor1kawa 

Anderson 
Bell 

1 

2 

2 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

2 

5 
7 

Car\ler 7 
Clev'elaritl 8 
Clinton 6 
East Central 5 
Hamil tun 9 
Lowell 3 
Madison 4 
Mann 
Monroe 
Nimitz 
Roosevelt. 
Whitney 
Wilson 
Wright 

Valliant 

5 
6 
7 
4 

13 
9 
7 

1 
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Vanoss Vanoss 1 

Velma-Alma Velma-Alma 2 

Vian Vian 1 

Vinita . Vinita 3 

Walters Wa Hers 2 

Warner Warner 2 

Watonga Watonga 2 

Waud.ka Waurika 3 

Wayne 2 

Waynoka Waynoka 1 

Weatherford Weatherford 3 

Welch Welch 1 

Weleetka Weleetka 1 

Wellston •Wellston 1 

Westville Westville 2 

Wewoka Wewoka 3 

Wilson 2 

Wi.ster Wister 

Woodward Wcodward 4 

Wyandotte Wyandotte l 

Wynnewood Wynt1ewood 2 

Yale Yale 2 

·Yukon Yukon 5 

Total schools 274 Total teachers 790 

*Omitted in total teacher tabulation 
Used teachers as jury 
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Dear 

Box #14 
Still.water~ Oklahoma 
April 5~ 1965 

I am undertaking a study in which I believe you will be 
interested. In order to make the study~ however~ I will need 
your assistance and that of some of your teachers. 

The major purpose of the study is to determine the degree 
of confidencewith which teachers of English in approved 
junior high schools of Oklahoma view their own academic and 
professional competence. This will be done through the use 
of a questionnaire including a self-assessment section and a 
section concerned with professional data. 

Last fall you reported to me that --·--- teachers in your 
building met my criteria. I am 9 therefore, sending you 
copies of the check booklets. Will you please give these to 
the teachers of T:EnqHsh in your building who teach two or more 
classes of English per day. It will take about ti1irty minutes 
of their time. Each teacher should return the booklet in the 
envelope provided for her. 

I will be most grateful and appresiative for the consider­
ation and assistar::ce you and your teachers give m.~. 

Yours truly~ 

Ra cbel Mc.Millen 
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