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Analysis .of varlancelsummary tab]e for students per-

ception of chanpces of success.as a student if attended

an area vocational Sehool and studied plant and soil ¥ .
science, among students who planned to enter an on—-farm <
agricultural occupation, students who planned t& ) '
enter an off-farm agricultural pccupation, and students - - .
who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation 83

i .

Mean$, and. standard deviations regarding students®

- -

v

[

¥ perceptlon of chances ‘for success as a student FF

‘Table 73.

Table 74,

.
-

\”Tab]e 75.

.
~

"~

attended an area vocational school in plant and soil
sCience, for student§ grouped'by thelr dccupational .. T,
p]ans e Sl R R

Analysis of variance summary table for students' per- ~
ception of chances of success as a student if attended : i ,
am~area vocational school and studied agricultural
mechanics\‘among students who planned to enter an ,on-
farm agricultural occupation, students who plapned to
enter an off-farm agrlcultura] occupation, and students,
wﬁb\p]anned to enter a non- agrlcu]tura] occupatlon ST
Mean\\and standard devnatlons regardxng studegts per- - .
céptlon of chances for success as a student if attended R

an area vocational school in agricultural mechanics,
for students grouped by, their occupational pfans - = -
Analysis of variance s(mmary table for‘students' per- - L. .
ception of chances of success .as a student if attended, '
an area Vocational school and studled agricultural
management, among students who planned to enter an on-
farm agrﬁcultura] occupation, students who planned to
enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and students L.
who planned to enter a nen- agrlcultura] occupat?on - - -

————
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T INTRODUCTJ ON ’ . .

. o
- F

. . -
e

lt*may be assumed that the basis, upon whlch yocatlonal agrlgulture

programs are built in the secondary schools of Iowa is for the preparatlon

of youth for future employment Th|s employment may come immediately

following graduatlon from high 'school or upon completion of further

. . N
training in a postsecondary institution."ﬁlhen these young people have :
completed their educational and vocational training, they must select an

»

occupation that will fulfill their occupational aspirations, develop

their perceived social jmage and match the level of competencies which they

-~

possess. ’ . .
- . . .

fid

Due to the rap;d]y changnng agricultural :ndustry, career cho|ces for .

.
L 4
’ -

students of vocational. agrlculture have more than doubled in the past

- - -

‘decade. ]hese-employment opportunities ogcur in on-Farm agricultural .
v v .
L3 I3 - . .
.occupations, off-farm agricultural occupations and in non-agricul tural

[
. -

occupatidns created in support of this massive industry.

s

~

The task of assisting these young people in establiehing and achieving Lo
Qccunational goals becomes increasingly difficult due to-the latitude of

occupations from which theylhave to choose end the importance placed on ‘ <

7

job satisfaction. Instructors of agricdlture, school administrators,
vogational guidance counselors, and other teachers who play a major role, K

'S . . .
in preparlng youth for job entry, must be aware of the dec:snons these .

-
. , .

students must make and of the capabllltles they possess. . Assisting these '

-

young people-in making meaningful and realistic decisions regarding their *

future occupational plans should continue to be a vital concern to
educators. L ' v ©

L)

e
A
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.non-éxistant’ in the past. The expansion of these occupational choices

and senior vocational agriculture students and factors which may be related 4
. . Y . . .
. to their dccupational plans upon completion of their formal education. -
~ . : : -
A knowledge of the tentative occupatipnal plans of junior ahd senior
- ld .
vocgtiona{ agriculture students and an dssessment of factors which are
related to these occupational plans should provide the basis for developing___ _
) ‘ Tm—

: Staterent of . the Probiem .. . .
s A3
A,fépidly expanding agricultural industry has created job opportunities

s .

has brought abodt a need to determine the occupational goals of junior

prograns, materials, and curricular offerings to assist youth in estabﬁﬁsﬁ+ﬂg’”———"’——’
. ! * . r. '\

. )
career objectives. . .o ' ) C .

e ]

This study was designed to determine the occupational plans of junior

. . * e

Y . .
and senior vocatienal agficulturé students and assess factors which may ,

- . “ -

besrelated to thgir occupational plans upon completion of their formal

education. V. “’ . X . ' ’ .

3

- " ? . T, - "
Purpose of Study .
- I . - .
¢+ The primary purpose of this study was to determine if there are . ..

differences in selected factors related to the occupational plans. among

the following groups of high school students.

L} . -
Group 1 - Vocational agriculture students who plam to-enter an:
. )

on-farm agricyltural qccupation. . Tl

,‘- 2

. Group 2 - Vocational agriculture students who plan to enter an
’ A N .

" off-farm agricultural occupation.

v

. ‘. .

Group 3 - Vocationiu agriculture students who plan to enter a

non-agricultural occupation.
. ”~

. . “ Co b '
The specific objgctives of this research were as follows: * .
’ ~
Y .
l 7 . i PO
s




B. Deterfjine if there are diff rences, in selected personal, family .
: !

and unity variables ée] ted to gc’upasiOngl decision-makfng,

.

amon[ high school vocatton I,agri#y]t re -students grouped

'accotding to‘their stated CCUpafiqn ] blans upon completion .
‘Tg / : ‘
of {heir formal education. P -

1

-C. Dgtérmine if there are differenégs ip level of achievement in . -

agritculture as measured by}the Petergon Agribusiness Achievement

. . o . Co
Test, among high school voacational apriculture students grouped

-

according to their stated pccupationpgl pians upon completion of

~
) .

: their:ﬁormal educatien. S
. B ’ Independent Variables / .
The following.independent variables were'iﬂentiffed for this research

g . o P . . ’

—gtudyz . » . : i l. Vs .
; 2 /
. . .. . i - :

5. Personal, family and-community variables related to occupational

° t de;isi%ﬁ-making. ; L .

!

B Level.of achievement jn the following ‘areas of agriculture;

» .
>

. \o
1. Animal science. ‘

. .
2. Plant-ang'sofd science. ‘o ; ) ’,

Agrjcultural mechanics. -

~

L. Agricultural management:

-~

~N
Dependent Variables -
. P :

The foltowing dependezﬁ/iarngieé-were jd;ﬁtified for this study:

”~

_ A. Planning to enter ¥n'on-farm agricuftural occupation ppon™

‘e

N\ ¥ A

. ‘ ™)




qompletibn of their formal education. ) ‘

.o B. Planping to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation upon

- . ’

completion of their formal education.

s C. Planning to enter a noh-agricultural occupation upor completion

0

of their formal education.

) Hypotheses
¢ : . . / .
The résearch‘hypotbesks identified for this study are as follows: .

. [y

Hypothesis 1. There will be sigﬁifjcant differences in selected

personal,, family and'commqnify variables related to occupational decision-

Pt

[y ’

making among high school vocational agriculture students grouped according

.

N to,_ their statqﬂ occupational plans. The variables to be tested were as

» ¢ .
,h follovis: 4 ' -

1. High school class.

2. Semesters of vocational agriculture completed.
3. Grades réceived in vocational agriculture.

b, Gradés }eceived\in all courses. -

5. Partjcipation in high school activities.

”

) —
6. Place of residence.
.

Occupational plans. . )

<
. 8. Years of posthigh school education planned. o t"
N '
9. VWork experience while in high school.
10. '"Significant others' influencing occupational choice.

11. Amount of certainty regarding occupational choice.
, . 9 q atio

12. Amb%nt of'}h0ught given fo SCCUpational choice. =
-t ’

' ‘ -

13. Abijdgty for occupation planning to -enter.

] A .
kS
: o, 14, Amount of work experience in occupation planning to enter.
s ) % .o .

i, ) ) ot

. ! '.%I ] - .

) ..
v . 19 »
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’

]
t

- kY
Knowledge of‘occupation planning to enter. . !
T . r'Q -

Value of high school training for occupation planning to enter.

Amount of tFaining high’ schopl has.provided for occupatEOn
. { .

4 2
»

.plafining to enter. |, -

< .

Amount of encouragément.to contlnue education rece1véd from

. ” P Y
.

father.

-

Amount of encouragement to continue education received from

mother.

4

Amount encouragement received from father to attend

posts 0ndary area vocational school. ‘ K ,
. ;

Amount of.encouragement rece|ved from father go ‘attend

yedr.college or unnversuty
. . .
unt of encouragement received from mother to attend

.secondary area‘vocational school.
L. -
Amount of encouragement received from mother to attend

year college or university.

v

. - Amount of encouragement received from vo-ag,instructor

)
.

attend a postsecondary area vocational séhool .

L >

25. Amount of encouragement recelved from vp-ag instructor

attend a four—year college or-university. -

<
Y

26. Value of vo-ag courses completed in preparing for occupation

- ’
.

planning to entér..

~

27. Value of “FFA program in preparing for oceunation-planning to

»

. enter.

N *

28. Value of vorag courses completed in preparing to attend a
. - . p
postsecondary area vocational school.

P o

’




3 4-

pu ‘ -
’ .

’ . ¢ N ) .
- 29.. Value of vo-ag-courses ‘in %reparlng to attend a four-year

N .college or university. o . )
. ~— ‘AV

‘ . ) ~.
30. Value of high school courses in preparing to attend a postr ~—

’ secondary area vocational school. . '
. _ 31. Value of high school courses ift\preparing to attend a four-year .
- I' R r ) ~ “ LY ‘ .
. college or dn:versity. .
N ~ *
- 4 .
‘ ’ 32. Value of supervised occupational experience program in preparing
. . N .

<

’ for occupation planning to enter.

33. Chances of su.cess as student attending a four-year co]lege or

- S, . re s 5 . .
. . university in animal science. . -
4 . ~ . - ) N . 3
"34. Chances of success as a student attending a four-year-college
, /l . » % s
Y : "~ .or university in plant and soil science.
. » o
. . 35. Chances of success as a student, attending a four-year college S ]
o . . - vd
>
or university in agricultural mechanics. -

.

36. Chances of success as a student attending a four-year collége

// .
' or universlty in agricuitural management: -
37. Chances of.success’as a student attending é”ébsts%copda?y area .
. . . =, .
vocational school jn animal science. ) )
38. Chances qf %uccess’a%:a student attending é pdstsecondary area
vocati?nal gghooi in’plant’and soil science.
29. Changes qf §uccess\52'a student attending a p;stsecondary area ‘
i ) vocatibﬁa]'sghonl'in agrjsglgunal—mefﬁgﬁ?zgf/// \ g .
‘ ’ Lo. Chances 6f'success as a.§tudent éttending a pdstse;ondary area )
vocati;nal school in agricultural management./ '
;3 n o ngoghesis 2. There will be sigﬁﬁficant‘differencés i; Animal Science
< o Achievément Test scores among higF school ‘'vocational gg;iculture students ‘

a . -
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. . PP
grouped according to their stated.occupational plans. D
Rypothesi’s 3. There wi'll be significant differenges in Plant and .

among high school vocétional agricul-

. ’ , . Ve
ture students grouped according te their stated occupational plans.

* [y
Soil Science Achievement, Test scor

2 e
Hypothesis 4. There will be significant differences in Agricultural
Mechanics Achievement Test scores among high school vocational, agriculture

14

students grouped 9ccofding tQ/%heir stated o;cuﬁafional plans.

Hypothesis 5. There will be significant/differences in Agricultural '

. . NN, . .
Management Achievement Test scores ampng high school vocational agriculture
i & , .. .

.students grouped according to their stated occupational plans.

» ‘ . v £l

Pz 4

/

: . EXECUTION OF STUDY

. The primaff 6bjec§}vé 6f this research study was to dete?mine if there
are differences in sel;cfed faFtors réla£ed to the occupational plans among )
“ocational agricultukg;ftudents who planned to enter an on-farm agricul-

agriéulture students who planned‘tq/enter

tural occupation; vocation

an off-farm agricultural occupathen; and vocational agriculture students

who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation. .

. ‘ . i A
. Design .

The ‘design for this research study was a_cross-sectional survey where

standardized information was collected from a randomly drawn sample of
. frd

.4

LS

[ L : -
schools offering vocational agriculture programs:
- -

Population '
- . -\ .f;‘ N . )
The population for this study consisted of all junior and senior

!

“students. enrolled in secondary vocatidnal agriculture pgograms in lowa.

_ According to the Summary of Education Activities in Agr

iculture/Agribusiness
~N ' ’

'

C L
KRy s
Mt e,

Py

.
/

’ .




N *
7 /n

provided by Local School Districts there were a total of 231 high school

-

\ ’ . .
vocational agriculture departments with an. enrollment of ‘15,589 during the
Vd ~

I973-7£ school year. ' .

. . ’ . “Sample

:
- < Y

A sample of thirr§ public schools from 11 of the high schools in
lowa which provided vocational agriculture programs in I9Zﬁ-75 were ° P
selected to participate in the research study.;

In completing the.instruments, each student was éxpécted to state

’ 4 /

his or her oecupational plans upon completion of all formal education.

Based upon the .student's otcupational plans, the following éroups.were

identified and étudied:

{ . . > -
Group 1 - Vocational agriculture students who planned to enter an

on-farm agrigultural: occupation.

Gn9up 2 - Vocational agriculture students who-planned to enter an ’ <
' . P Y
off-farm agricultural occupation.- ‘
% R “\ e
Group 3 - Vocat}onal agriculture students who planned to efter a
. * ‘ . .. “

non-agricul tural occupation. . S
. . : - ’

’ - ~

. -

Instrumentation J !

¢

The instruments used in collecting .the data for this studyeareas— —

. . v ! <7
follows: .

} . : family and community variables related to the occupational plaf
,of high school vocational agriculture students The variables ~ .

£

y . . . . .
1 which this instrument is designed to assess are as follows:

1




6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
1.
12.
13.
14,
15.
16.
17.

20.

21.

S%JNParticipat1on in high school activities.

High school class.

Semqs?bré of vocational agriculture completed.

Grades received in vocational agriculture. i

o
Grades received in all courses.

Place of residence.

Occupational plans.

-Years of posthigh school education planned.

Work experience while in high school.

-

"'Significant others' influencing occupational choice.

3 « '

Amount of certainty regarding occupational choice. -

14

Amount of thought given to occupational choice. —_ .-

Ability for occupation planding to enter. .
Amount of work experience in occupation planning to enter. AR
Knowledge of occupation planning td\gpter. .

Value of high school training for occupation planning to enter.

7

Amount of training high school has provided for occupation

.

planning to enter.

~
»

Amount of encouragement to continue education received from

e . .

father.

Amount of encouragement to continue education received from . e

mother, .

§
v

Amount of encouragement received from father to attend a

-
postsecondary area vocational school.

¢

Amount of encouragement received from father to attend a four-

-

year college or university.




~

=

22.

23.

24,

26.

227,

28.

29.

30.

(VS )

32

33.

3h.

Amount eof encouragement received from mother to attend a
L ~e ]
postsecondary.area vocational school. -

.

Amount of encouragement received from mother to attend a

four-year college or university.

?

Amount ‘of en¢ouragement received from vo-ag instructor to

* )

¢

13
attend a postsecondary area vocational school.

: 25; Amount ‘'of encouragement received from vo-ag instructor to

attehd a four-year college or university.

Value of vo-ag courses completed in preparing for occupation

4

planning to.enter. ‘ o ) ” .

Value of EFA brog?am in preparing fpr occupation planning to

enter. ) ) : . e : - ' 1
Value of vo-ag courses completed in preparing to attend a

~

postsecondary area vocafional scho6l.

Value of vo-ag courses completed in preparing to attend a

o

four-year college or univdrsity.

-

Value of -high school courses in preparing to attend a post-

-

secondary area vocational school.

»

Value of high'séhool coucses- in preparing to attend a four-

]
‘¢

'Y ‘ . .
-

year coltege or_university.

s . 9 . .
.. Value of supervised occupational experience program in

14

. Q
preparing for occupation planning to enter. , ‘ . .

Chances of success as student atten%]ng a four-year college

or universgity in animal science. '

. 2

Chances of success as student attending a four-year college .

or university in plant any soil science. ' o ¢

a . o

O J&”,’//’/:Z:‘~p_ . -
fY___- — )

/ ‘
L \
. '\

<R

. - mr e s
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s ., .

Chances of 5uécgss as student attending a four-year college

<

or unive(sity in agricultural mechanics.

Chances of success as a student attending a four-year{college

-

or university in agricultural management. .
* I

Chances of*success as a student attending a postsecon@ary"

~
«

area vocational school in animal science.

Chances of success as a student atterdjng a postsecondary area

-

vocational schopl in plant and soil science.

Chances #f success as a student attending a postsecondary area
- ¢ * « [

-

vocational school 4n agriculturaly mechanics. ° r Co .

- -

CR
4o. Chances of success as a student "attending a postsecondary area— —

. . . . . 3 - - , . . * . ’., i > v
vocational school in agricultural management_ o \\\\\\

»
.

B. AgriBusiness Achievement Test. This instrument developed s

Ay
»

Peterson, et al.-(7) was selected to assess vocational agricylture
et al : J ]

) - K B

st&dents"échievement in the following areas of agriculture:
) g g

»

. » . '
1. Animal Science. L : o
- . L

Plant and Soi|f$cience.
Mechanics.

Management .

Research Procedures
- o - . . : .
. ' ] N . .
A sample of thirty public schools from all of the:bigh;schpols in

lowa which provided vocational agriculture pFogréms-Jn 1974~75. were

-

selected to participate in thfs'}esea[ch study. " Using the 1974-75 list of

'

vocational'agricultUre depa‘tments; schools were listed according to the
: : . C. v .




]

. . . _ 12
. * " N . “
[ . .' - . . ‘
) . ¢ o - . .
‘of the fifteen area school districts to comprise the sample of thirty" .

a -

schools setected to.participate in the research.

. ]

.. . ) - o .
Upon seiection of the sample,. the vocationaJ agriculture instructor of
4

each schoo} was :nforned “of the study b%;Tetter (see Apn?ndlx B)" to seek
agreement for h|s vocatrdna] agrlcu]ture department to é@rtnc;pate in the

L3 -

study. Alternatlve schools were Selected to replace those who w0u]d not
r R <

agree to participate fn the studyk On]y twdo schools from the origina]

sample of thirty schools did not agree' to participate. .

Upon~rece|vsng appr0val from thirty schools, (see Appendix -C) the

v

. research proJect staff contacted the vocatlona]'agrlculture |nstrqctors of 7
]
these schools to prévide detailed‘instructions~for administering the
. < ’—\. . N / ’
questionnaire and Agrihusiness Achievement Test Ysee Appendix D).
! v

A\

»

Each vocatuonal\agrlculture department partncnpatung in the study was

malled a SufflClent “”;g?( of questionnaires and answer sheets for all of

\ .
, the~Jun|or and senlor students who were currently enrolled in.the*vocational

#

-

s,/:-'r.

- 4 P -

3 »

agriggglture ctasses. " The vocat ional agr,icuiture in‘structcij were asked to

admin?ster these instruments during tﬁF_regular class time ®0 all junior
<

and senijor vocat10na] agrreurture students between the dates of December g,
.-"‘\ N - .,

Becaube of differing lengths and time of ¢lass

-+ . . ~

974 to January J7, ]975.

ol riods among the schools, no attempts were made to coordunate ,any more ,
Vd -

{

4.{ —~ M
tnstriment administration! .

than| the order

e

——-va__

l was also requested that the |nstruments be admnnlstered on five v

ffe en\\days

|
di
%arts‘of the Achlevement Test in. the following order .= . ./L

<

The fuﬁSt«beung the questlonnalre qu]oged by the four

’

\1. Animal Science.

2. Plant and Soi] Science. , p
\ . 4

-




:_ N " 3. HMechanics. . : ’ ) . o ) T
= 4. Hanagemeét. - . . . - . _ Y v
: D . y - . = .
- Each qf the parts of the Achieveme?t Test took.approximately fifty minltes,
fo;ty minutes for adiugl testing. ) ’ ' : ; . ‘.
i . Each ins%cqc;of wa; providéa a complete set of szandarizeé.dfrectiong )
,': for the administration of t@é.Agribusineés Achievement Test. To fdrther . .
aﬁsist in admin[stering‘the instruments, th:fo]low}ng cheék list of Yata ‘\\
.“collegpion was provided each instructor:

Check List of Data Collectiop: . ; . . « ’ -
~ R '
\‘( ___ (1) Administer the instruments, both the ques§ionnaireuand the
P—— .\" -

/ -

' 7
« .

- . ¢ >
achievemept test to'your high school jynior,and seniog vocational
- . M LN

. e . .
R aggiculture students sometime<between Becgmber 9 and January 17.
~———— (2) Administer questionnaire “ will take approximately 30 minutes. )
o L’ 2 e
- (3) Have each student compie%g the Name Block, Grade”™ Sex, Birth date

ﬁnd Schoel information on his apswer sheet. Specific directions -

B > . v

for this are given-in "The Pre-Test Session' part of the Test ’
. . ¢J,/ . .

‘ :

‘ 4 " Administration directions. : . : .

/i P ’

7
’

RO, Admirister the Achievement Test - pidbably four different days

P

- A, -

““would work ‘best. . . . .
v ) 7 .
a) S“Animal Science Test - allow approximlitely fifty minutes. .
/‘ "B) Plant and Soil Stjence Test - allow approximately fifty .

» , ° .
T minutes. ) N . )
~ . . ( . - . . .
o c) Mechanics Test - allow apgroximately fifty minutes .
r * >

d) Manégement Te§t'3 allow approximately fifty minutes.

:. '3
(5) Return test booklets, answer sheets and completed questionnaires

to the Agricultural ¥ducation Department, fowa SQaté University.




=% .
-~ * EL N

»

(6) , Review test results with your students - sometime in February.

4 v

After all of the instruments were completed by all junior and senior

. -

students in vqcational dgriculture, the test booklets, answer sheets and

. -

completed questionnaires?were returned té the Department of Agricultural ~
. ] v ! -
Education, lowa State University research project staff to begin scoring
/ - ’ .

a

and janalyzing the data. . . .
oo . : .
/ . X ‘ - ~ . 3
-/ In completing the questionnaifgc each-student was requested tCn(QZTEQEe @
3 ,e . N Vv —\ .

. - S /

.
his/her plans for. occupational entry Opon graduation- from high school.

(I'tem number eight of the Personal, Family and Cofmunity Data Instrument). )
A student’s plans for occupa;ionél entry upon completion of formal education /

became the criteria for.which the following groups were identified and -
. v *

. Studied: v . L8

Group 1 - Vocational agriculture studeats who planned to enter: an »

on-farm agricultural occupation.

L
L 4

Group 2 - Vocational agriculture students who plannéd to enter an
» » ]

<

- .

[y > - - ‘n 5
- -off*farm agricultural,occupation, * - ., , e

Group 3 - Vocational agriculture students whg planned to enter a
nan-agricultural occupation. o
. 4 N -

’

- .

. Anélysis of Data . .
pata from the insiruMen;s were tabulated, scored and fransferred to
~ . - ' \ .

IBM cards. The\Ag;ibésiness Achievement Tests were hand scored by the

!

research ‘project staff using scoring keys provided by the bubﬁisher of the

-

P4

tests.” The raw scores of each test were transformed to standard scores .

for analysis. . L . .

3 ¢ -

"The data from these instrumen;s were analyzed utirizing~cdmpute£

; . ;
facilities at theComputation Center, lowa State University, Ames, lowa.

L
' 3

~

') . e ’
. <9 . o
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|

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~ 1. Occ jonal s of junior and senior vocational agriculture

g e <, .. ) . . 2
The computer programs used in the statisti‘cal treatment were desighed and

-

L ]
prepared by the statistical consultants.and the project research assistant.

The Follow[ﬁg programs were utilized: &
1. SPSS Correlation and Regression Progtams. : N
2. Helarctos |1 Regression Program. / - .
‘ — TN

¥
<

o PRESENTATION AND ANALYSES CF DATA

%

! hY
* The analyses of the data presented are arranged in a manner which.
brings attention to the objéctives and hypotheses formulated for this

research study. The analyses of the data‘are presentea under the following

. .
»
.

) RS . ° R »

-

T - f
. students. 7 - ) ‘

“ B 4

2. Personal, family i?d community variables related to the

» occupational plahs of vocational agriculture students.” :
. > .- 7

3. Agribusiness Aéﬂievemgﬂ%}{est scores’.

.,

. -

EN 4
¥ Lad N .
following statistics: chi-square distributior and analysis of variance
using the F ratio. All hypotheses were tested at the .05 level of
\‘\ - \ -
probability. - , ~.
Occupational Objectives of Junior~and Senior ‘
Vocatijonal Agriculture Studen

-

Part | of Questionnaire ’ “ ,
One of the primary objectives of this research study was to~determine =
. » .

the occupational plans of junior and senior vocational agriculture siudentﬁ

[y

<

; . ; _ ‘
participating in the study. |tem number eight of the questionnaire.

[l
N

-~
AV




L 4

. (Appendix ﬁ) requested students to complete the‘followiqg statement:
Y ‘ ‘7 -

Ihe occupation that | plan to enter is (indicate par#icular type

.

' L4
- of job) . "

) -
~ "ad

The responses- were then divided into these job categories by the

d e N
researqh staff. These gatemorjes are as follows: . -
i R

1. Students who planned to enter an on-farm agriculturai -

; , Y

océuﬁatjoni ' . i
' . 2. Student® who glanned to entef an off-farm agricultural

dccupation. .

Py

( 3., Students who planned to enter.a non-agricultural occupation. ,

B

The number of junior and seniorxvocatioﬁal agriculture students and

-
[ . *”

perceatage of combined grade’level grouped by occupational plans are, -
presented in Table 1. * T o )
N -

- : ; . .
Table 1. Number, of junior and senior students and percentage of comblned
: grade levels grouped by occupational plans

L] - ’ \’A’_
. . . . . ~
o N Grade level ' . AN
Group o - . Y
number Student group . Junior Senior ' Total Percent, *
\4 ™ L P _ -
1 Students who planned - . .
‘ .to enter an on-farm o ) )
’ agricultural occupation. 197 140 " 337 s54.4 .
¢ : , b ! )
. ., 2 Students who planned to . /
enter an off-farm agricul- . . . - .
- ' tural occupation. - : 58 51 109 . 17.6
. TN . / ~
-3 Students who planngd to -
. enter a non- agrlcu]tural e . .
" occupation. .97 . 76 173 _ *28.0 &

co Total 352 - 267 - 619 100°0




) About 18 percent of the participants planned to enter an off-farm agricul-

“the questionnaire which appears in Appendlx A: A 'total of 40 variables were

@

Approxima}ely 28 peEcent of the junior and‘senior vocational agricul-

ture sgudents surveyed in this study indicated they planned to seek a
. . ] .

o . . "
non-agricultural occupation upon completion of their formal education. »

M FS

tural occupation. A surprisingly 54.4 percent of the students sampled

.

in this study indicated they planned to enter an on-farm agricultural .

occupatiqp upon completion of their formal education. Of the total

number of students surveyed, over 81 percent are already living on farms.

-

’Perspnal Family and Commun|ty Variables ﬁelated to the
Occupational Plans of Vocational Agrlcﬁlture Students
Research hypothesis l‘stated_that fﬁeﬂe'will be significa differences ﬂ
in<9elect2d personal, family and community variaeles:;ela 2d to' occupa- |
tienal decision-making emong high schoel Qgcational grigplture students /
groupedAaCcording to their stateq qceup;?igpal .lans upon cempletieﬁ of
their‘fbrﬁal e&ucation. '. ’ | S . ///

The data utilized in testtng this hypothesns were collected usnng

4

~ ]
/ -

assessed from the data provided by this questionnaire. Four variablégs /
) /
o/ / »

were analyzed using chi-square and 36 variabtes were analyzed using * .
: 7 ) “ )
"analysis of variance with the F ratio. ' T R ? ;
Grade level ‘ S ’ o
——— | — - - . AN .t -
*The students selected to participate in this study were/#unlor a d ,

* .

senior vocational agrlculture/students from the thirty partncnpatlng
. . y

* i » o, . /
schools. o L ‘ f v - -
: . ~ ! ~ -

Item number two of the questionnaire requested, that participating //

students indicate thei? grade level 'in Hﬁgh school. The ffequeney anpd Sy

~ .
.
.
« . ¢
.
»
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percentage ofjrespénses to this variable for each of the student groups

identified are presented‘}n}Table 2. The data collected for this

-

Table 2, Chi-square test for re1ationsﬁip between student's grade level

: . - and student’s occupational. plans.
- . '. > ’ L4 s
.?requency of re;ponses by éroupsa », - )
Grade Group 1, Group 2 Group "Totals
level No. 2 No. ‘g No. . % No; %
7
Jynior = 197  58.5 58  53.2 97  56.1. 352 56.9
Senijor 140 41,5 51 46.8 76 43.9 267 43,1 J
Totals 337 100.0 109 100.0 173 100.0 619 100.0 ,
) ’ . 'Chf-sqaare =‘0.98 ns . . - ﬁ
a o - b /-
Group ! = Students who planred’ to-enter an on-farm agricultural occupe‘ion.
12 - . ‘/l \\ ..
~ Group 2 = Students who planned to enter an off-farm agriﬁbftura] T
, . occupation. , ' , //
f &foup 3= §tude6ts who'planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation. ’ :

/ *
. ’ N ) 1

. variable were analyzed using the chi-square statistic to determine i f

there 'is a significant relationpship between student's grade level and
" . - [’ -, ‘ .

stddent's occupational plans. The ghi-square value of .98 is not signifi-

. . ¢

' . cant at the .05 devel of probability.
w A -

Semesters of vocational agriculture completed .

/ . o —“‘——_ §’
stﬁfehts,wePe requested to jndicate tHe number of. semesters of

:/x9zétional agricufture théy had compteted—in including the current semegter.

The data collected from this item of ghé questioﬁnairé were analyzed using

3o C——

o A
a three-way analysis of variance. A summary of the analysts of variance

’

The sources of variation that were analyzed were

]

4

eppears in Table, 3.

3 ¢
w

schools, gradq;leqél (juniar and séniq;l‘and occupational plans upon
N " §

—

b

. “
(e . . ‘)
2

. LV

C




..
»

Table 3. Analysis of variance summary table for number of semesters of-
vocational agriculture completed, among students who planned to
enter ag on-farm.agricultural occupation, students who planned °
to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and students '
who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation

\ 3

’

) K .Degrees of Sum of Mean .
Source of variation ° frewdom | squares ;' wquare, ., F ratfo
School .27 . 240.72 - 8.92 5.38%x -
Student grade level I 330.61 , 7330761  199.40%* :

. ) L 3 K
Sgydent.groﬁp ‘////;/;/// 2 / 16.85 /// 8.43 * 5.08=%x '
Student group X .

stpdent grade level /7 2 11.60 5.80 3.50%
fthin ) ‘558 - 925,14 1.66
& < - —
*§§gﬁificant at the .05 level:-of propgbility: ‘ -

-

{

#*Significant at the .01 level of probability.

e et

. .

completion of their formal education. Because of incomplete questionnaires

returned, it was necessary to delete two schools from all variables where

-

analysis of variance was utilized tg.analyZe the data.' .

The analysis of varéance‘fOF-siudeqfs"respOnses to this item grouped

aEcordjng'to tbefrjdcpupa;JOnal plans. resulted in an F ratio of 5.08 '

»
4 .

which is sig;/ficang at the .01 level of probability. A §ignificant

(P<.01) F Fatio was atso observed for grade level and for schools. The -

interactioA between grade level and student group was revealed Tobe

. R ) ) . i
significant at the .05 level of probability. )

“

B ~

The means and standard deviations for semeters of vocational agri-
: N

culture completed by students grouped according to their occupational

plans are presented in Table 4. S?hcé a significant differengf was obse:yed
. . =

. < M
N . ; . -
+ 4 !




~ ! ’ L ]
- ‘ N ¢ . .
Table 4. | Means and standard deviations for semesters of vocational
. agricul tuce -completed py students grouped according to their
,occupational plans
: -
< ¢ , ’
Group , .o Mean Standard -
number 4 Student group S Number semesters deviation
L\ . - > y
B Ia, < Studénts who planned to
. ) enter an-én-farm agrlcul- .
, tural occupation. 323 5.59 1.47
// 2 Students who planned to )
. enter an off-farm agricul-
/" tural occupation. 102 5.30 1.81
\ 1 4
3 Students who planned to
enter 3 mon-agricultural
occupation 166 - 5.18 1.97 ////
_.__l;;___ - = . //
. Total ™. 591 5.42 ,1.69 //
:K , /’ — \\\ //
R re$ponse for Group | is slgnlflcantly (P<.01) greater han mean -
respanse- for '‘Group 3. .
~ -
\

each group meard with' e
difference lies.
accomplished using the Scheffe’method as described by Ferguson in

Statistical Analysis inPsychology and Education (5 ).

[y

r the three studgnt groups, 4

‘Fergu;én,~the Scheffe’@ethod for multiple comparisén l§<mqre‘rigoF§gs than

.

/
was necessary to compare

other group mean to determine where the

* This multiple Eomparison for each pair of means was

’

_According to

other, multiple comparison methods and will jead to fewer significant

differences.

">

employ a Iess rlgorous significance level

ThJ:t the ..

IO Iexelﬁnay‘ﬁé

Because of thls, Scheffe recommends that the researcher

/ , , : .

used ratpér than the .05, Ieve[iihgg_mak;n 1] tla}élibmpar|50ns

- The Scheffe method of multlple comg;rlson revealed that a m

v

;9460nse of 5.59 for Groyp 1 is significantly (P <.01) greater than the
N

0
C)

e
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. . A N ¢
. / / g . s’

meén response of 5.18 for Groupx? From this it may be concluded that the

séudents who planned to enter an' On farm agrlcultural occupation' have '

Y
bR

~ zampleted more semesters of vocational agriculture than those student

. 41\p[i23f§>to enter a non-agricultural occupation upon completion &f their
Iy , . . /]

- ;
formal education. /

Grades received in vocational agriculture < / .

. * ltem number four of/f%e questionnaire asked for students to indicate

s

-

the types of}grades ey normally receive in vbcational_agf{culture.

Results of the

hree—wag analysis of variance used to”analyze responses

to this vafiable are revealed in Table 5. An F patio of [5.98 was observed__

5. Analysis of variance summary table for grades received in . _
~_ Vocational agriculture, ampng students who planned to enter an
~on-farm agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter

an off-farm agricultural occupation, and students who planned d
to enter a non- agricultural occupation

/
. ;) N Degrees of Sum of Hean
Source of variation freedom squares ng;re F ratio Y
/ 8 o 3 /
School i 37 232.85 . .22%%
. 7 . / s o : - ’ / \\
Student grade leVel\\\ 1 //7 10.60 . 3.92??
N ’ P} A i . ’ ' . \
. Student group. 2 ///V 85.58 h{;B}\ 15.98%%
Studept group’ X - ) . / . ~. )
student grade level 2 2.73 ,

]N
Within

3

**Significant at the .0

/ /
for studeg(s responsés to th|§ varlable, grouped accordi g to thelr

occupatuonal/%lans This i/fitlo is sngnifucant at the 0} level of —

<2

e
v ) "




/;/// probability with 2 and 558 degrees of freedom. A significant (P <.01)

. A

>
F ratio for this variable was also observed for the grade level of stpdents

14

+
“ -

- - ]

i

a..

and differences among schools.

" A summary of the meaé responses to this item by students grou

ey

-

. N ) / -
-according to their occupational plans is presented in Table 6. When the

T

o T
/ -~ -
Table 63 Mean respomses for types of grades normally recenved in voca-
tional %gr1CUlture by students grouped according to their °
OCCUpatloﬁal plans T—

p——

\ V4
o« - e M

i Group ) Mean rd
b number Student group ~N§‘§—N§7TTMnﬂ;~ —response deviation

1™ . Stuaentéhﬁhoﬁﬁianned to
%, enter an on-farm agricul- )
. tural occupation. . 323 .53 1.73

o2 Students who planned to - ’ -
4 _ente off-farm agricul - -
“ turam\ ' 102 3761 1.67
3b' Students who planned to . : “‘-_;\\\\\
enter a non-agricultural e
- ‘occupation. 166 o 484 1.75
\\‘ \\\\ ’ .
, ‘ Total T 591 .46 - 1.77
$\\\ . - )
"\\ \ ’

3ean respon;é\(gz Group 1 is S|gn|fwcantly (P<.01) greater than mean
response for Group 2. P

/
bMean response for Group 3 is sngnlflcantly (P<. Ol),greater than mean
response for Group 2. s / i

»

ture, it was revealed that st

. :9Z}ficantly,(52(.01)

ean of 3/§1 reporfed By students in Group,%.

Also,




23 ‘

g / ,/ A \
than the mean for Group 2. Thus i y be concluded that students who //

planned to en n off- farm agrlcultura] OCCupathn receqved hlg grades

- . , P

in their vocaElgna] agriculture courses than those students who planned to

enter either an on-farm agricultural occupation or a non-agricultural
. s
’ 14

. . LU
occupation. ,/ . - o

The freq ies and percentages for each response alternative to ]

., é - ' - \.
- ‘this. item of the questionnaire are presented in Table 7.

«

Table 7.° Frequencies and percentages for response alternatives to grades,
normally received in 'vocational agriculture by students N
grouped according to their occupational plans .

>
»
A}

< /r : - > 3 - — - -
Response~ . Stydent group . . /
alternatijv Groyg>T Group 2 Group. 3. Total, Percent T
| F gﬁg;wﬁgﬁ?r.9= N
v \\ 4 M“ '\ ( .
- 1. Al A's. [N 9 . el

> \%: Moéf]yfAfs but few B's: > 29 21 11 S\ 61 10.4 .ﬂuﬂj?gg
* Tgeialf A's and B's. 63 . . 28 17 T Jog - 18k
'R Abo;t €qual A's,B's X <& S ‘ x S .
and C's. : 34 10. *. -21 65 \\\Llll

A ' ~ 7

"5".*Hosﬂy‘s's-and C's.” 7 .20 k46 C 143 24.3
é. Mo;tly C's but few BT;. 67 . lb . 30 1Q7 18.2
7. o' and D's. ' 36 - 5 . 28 69 s H:f; N
8. D's .and F's / . 0 B T S
L.

/ 102" 66 1 / —
ota) : 232 102 1 59 100, ,
/ A o . /

4
lagfed to enter an on-farm agr|Cultural ogtupation. e

/
!

+

Lot :
v, /' ‘
u42: occupa fon.

grucuit




Grades received in all courses °

2y

In respondipé to this yqriablg, studéﬁ$s were reqaestéd,to indicate’ Y.

0
s - A * - . . . ]

! theitypes of g;ades they normally'get in'all courses they Ba&q Eéﬁ\h\~;

I A summary of the anafysns of variance calculatlon for thls/varfable is v .

< 4

" presented in Table 8. An analysis of the mean respanses to thts-variable

" by students grouped accordiﬁé to their o cupational plans revealed an i
. . o ..“ “t / N
F ratio of 10.58. This F ratio with 2 gnd 558 degregs of freedom is _
- - N [N N

significant at .01 level of probability. , o )

. . e
Table 8. Analysis_of variance summary table for grades in all courses, :
+« <  among. students who planned to entér an on-farm agriculturdl . L
‘= ° occupation,: students who planned to enter an off=farm agnicul -
. - tural occupation, and+students who planned to enter a non- o
// agricultural occupation ) , |
0 , - v - -.\\\ ~ N
e - - . R .
L 4 _ De&regé of Sum of Mean v TS
Source 6f variation - freedom : / squares .7 square .,  F ratio ., ,; | O~
* - e b . ‘ _

*

¢ Schoo! .87 6.48 .+ 3.09%

-

0.47 0w, . Mo

. Student g‘roup L. ' 4h.39 ¢ . 22.20  <10.38%* / 5
Student group X ce ' . B . | .

= student grade leve] o2 2.05 .02 1.0

Student'grédé level

within T T UsE8 b w023, 208 4o .
¢ N s . //’ A
- ,“ , \/\> . ?’: ) . , ] . c
- - FESTgRTFicant gt the .0 Tewel of probabili
. PR - \\ I3 // l ',"' .'/1

-

fthe mjfn res¢0n5es’to

‘




- - ' . 25 .
v L 7 -
- ) [ . 4 . /
3 Table 9. Mean responses of grades normally received in all courses by
: : students grouped according to theis+ occupatlonal plan\<§
- ) : - . { ) N
L ., Group . . Mean Standard,
‘ w7, number ° -Student group - Nquef( " response . deviatijon )
1@ Students who planned to '
enter an on-farm agricyl- *
tural occupation. 323
I - - :
- 2 Students who planhed to
: o enter an off-farm agricul- .
rtural occupation. . oo 102
' 3° /’Sfudents who plamrned to enter . : o
.ot . a nbn- agrlculturaP occupatlon. 166 5.24 /// 1.68 ,
3 . Tota] T . 59l 5.0? 1.55 - .
) . ~ “ '\y\ t /\ ’ ,, , b
~ 4 e -
3 Mean response for Group/l is significantly (P<.01) greater ‘than mean

response for Group 2. ' Lo . -7

‘Mean response for Group 3 is S|gn|f|cantly rP<. OI) greater than mean
response for Group 2. . i

¢ . -

“ P . - ’ A ‘ ) \
- that students who planned tO’en/er off- -farm agrlculturél oécupatfons . ) '

"~ ' -]

rece;ved hlgher grades”in all the1r courSes than did students who planned

to enter On-fa;m/g;;iéultUr " otcupdtions or non-agricultural occupations. ' .

> .

P . [

/

/Part|C|pat|o (in high* sehool activities /o AU
— V4 4,

3

v A4

Students Were reqUested to, |n74cate the.kunds of actlvitles in which <

’

* thef ha artlc:pated whu]e Zn h{gh school The frequency and py4centage N
.' . ‘ VE\}\ / 7 / ‘/: \wi‘?- .,/

6f//respon/ses /7e s mmarlzed’ in
. /"

. v / /.
to determlne the r Iallonshsp among . klhds of activities ;?f : {/

/I/ RPN S

7
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- . . S ; e . .
. " Table 10. Frequenefes and percentages for responsg alternatives to grades - -
; : normally received in all courses by students grouped .according s -
/ - ~ + to their OCCUpatlonal plans . ,
| . \ - : . . -
* ¢ - ' b ) ‘o ’ ’ / i \ *
¥ D) - . -a * . . . '- . ‘ ]
~ Resfonse « ' , "~ Student group ] oo . ) ' '
altérnative T, Group | Group 2= Group.3 Total reent .
o e O . ¥ |
y _ 1. AlL A's, : - 2 2 - 9 1.5
2. Mostly A's but_few B's. . 7 8. 8 23 3.9
*3. Half A's and B's,, 29, 20 15 64 10.9 A
‘ 14 About equal A's, B's . ' q o . 3
and C's. . i 57 .21 19 97 , 16.5 .
. ’ ' - N "‘l" ' v -
- s, Mostly B's and C's. - % 79 22 32 133 22.5 .
<7 6: Mostly C's but few B's. 83 Y b3 1437 2.2 . .
. y . . ,
7. C% and D's. 61 10 - I 12 * 1.0~ -
i ’ 1 . . ' ) . "
8. D's and Ffs. 5 0, 3, . 8 S -
. . ‘ ) \‘ . ) ‘ R . ‘,..u‘. " .
¢ Total, . - ] 323 102 166 591 100.0 T
~ a . K B ) Wb N ‘ ’
Group = Students who plannéd to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation. .
= . 3 ¢ N \
Group 2.°= Students who - planned to.enter an off- farm agrldultura]
. . 1 . \ - . - o .
. , R occupatlon '. . . . ] ‘ . < \
» - Group 3 & Students who planned to enter EInOn:agriCUféhral occupat}on. P
. . v t . L : 8. ’ v ~
. ’ > ¢ .. L * .
j:_' which students had part:cnpated and students' occdﬁatlonal plans, A ' ) .
Y ‘ - :

.o sngnnfxcant (P, 001) chi-square vé]ue of 15.00 was observed for the -»
relatlonshlp between students' partlcnpatlon ln-h ~H and students GCCupa- -’“\\\

t|0na1~plans?“ Over 43 percent of thdse students who planned to enter an ..

N -

off- farm agricul tural occupat10n éhdxcated theydgg;trc‘pated in 4- H Club

-

whule in high school. Whereas,(26.7 pereeﬁt/;;'thoseowho planned to enter. ' * - . L.
' '

 d “ . - 1
. 5 .,JanAanfarm agr+eultugal\gtcupatfon and 22,5 ,percent of those plannjing to
. ’ . . - — A

. . ; . _— . ) v . r /
.« . A “ - e - . - ‘
/
[

-
41 ' : ~
.
. : .
Al ’ ’
.

- . - T
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‘enter 3 non-agricultural occupatioo indicated they participated in

bk-K Club aetivities " T
- "4‘ .

A sagntflcant (P<. 00]) chi-square walue of 23.90 was ca]culated far
M—

the relationship betweer students' partacnpatlon in student government

and students"* occupational plﬁns. Oyer 16 percent of the\studeqts in

Group 2 indicated that ISey participated in studert government, while -

2

only 3.6 and 5:2 percent of tﬁe-students in Groups 1 and 3 respectively

indicated they participated in student goverrment . n

~_When students were requested to indicate their participation in .

FFA a ch:—squape value of 7. 62 was revealed for the relatlonshlp between -

¢

their part;c:patlon angd their planned occupation. This chi-square value
J ) . L3 ;"i'
is significant at the .05 Jlevel of probability. The percentage of students

in Group§.1~and 2 partfcipat{ng]in FFA was almost equal, while the

percentage participating‘in FFA‘in’Qrou5“3 was slightly lower. Thus,

2

" those students seeking.a non-agricultural occupation would have more of

+

_P]ace of residence

‘°\a~tendency not to participate in éfA activities. nowever, it should be

., v
‘kept in mind, that 85 percent of the itudents responding-in this study were

a member .of the FFA. N . ‘ //

.7

Item number 7 of the qut§¢ionnaire requested that students indicate

¢ - . -

theur place of res;dence A summary of. the data collected for this

varlab]e‘ is presente? cn Table 12 Over 81 percent of the students

.

participating in ‘this study |nd|cated\\ha%-they were ]|V|ng on a farms

. Data collected for this variable were ana]yzed using the chl-square test of

sngnlflcance A signnf«cant (P<.001) chi-square value of 56. 58 was found

to exist in the relatggn\hlp between a students' p]ace of resndence and




students' occupational plans.

. [

.

Table 12. Chi-square test for ré]ationship between students' plaég of

residence’and $tudents' occupational plgns e '
: ' - ’ . =
— * - — ~N\g
- Frequency of responses by groups -
Place of . - Group ¥ * - . Group!Z~ Group 3 Totals
_(esndenge i Not 3 No. 2 4\\\7ﬁ>>\<\\;§’ No.: 3
oL . R c#E T :
On a farm. 365 90.5 87 79.8 112 - 64,7 50 8t.4

T '\ ) ) '7. .. ) .'

In the opén . g—
country but not ' -f
on a farm. _ 11 . 3.3 6 5.5 11 6.4 28 4.5

- In_a village

.- " under 2,500, "7 2.1 9 83 _ 28 1&2 by 7.2

- .- . — hd

~

in a ‘town of . . oL o

2,500-10,000: * iz 3.6 6. 5.5 18 .iak -36° 5.8

In a c}ty over I ot . N
10,000. - . 2. 0% I 0.9 4 2.3 7 1.1 .
Totals 337° ]Q0.0 109 100.0»*-]7: 1006 619" 100.0 )

Chi-square = 56.58%xx~ | ¥ . ‘
{ . : \ ’ - :

aGroup 1 = Students who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation.
. ‘ -

Group 2 = Studenfs who planned to enter an off-farm agficultural

. nrrun;uunq ———T L L L. . - 1
e v i . ’ ~
i ~ ! 4 ) . . o
Grod} 3 = Students who p]anngﬁ to enter’a nonragricultural occupation. .
i N .

***Significant at the .004 >level of probability. . o ’

Lot yés revealed that‘;b\é\pe(cent of the st8ents in Group | o

k4 N

1ived on a farm cbmpareé to 79.8\perceqt of Group 2 and 64.7 percent for

-
- . i

. Group 3. A complete analysis of this variable as a dependent variable may v

-

[ 4

be found in a separate, but“re]ated research }epért !
> .

. ' ’

1Byler B.L. A comparative study of d{fferences in selected Factors related
to, educatiofial and occupational decnsnon-making between on-farm and off~

_farm vocational agriculture students. Ames, fowa: Department of Agricul-
tural Education, lowa State University, ' 1976.

. . ‘ .
L - 44 . | N




tao enter a non-agricultural occupation _ ‘ .
. Degrees-of Sum of ) Mean, . ) i
Source of variastion freedom squares ° square. F ratio’
'School - S ;L3§{02< 6.22 2.75%%
~ . ) “‘ , - . ¥
™. Student grade Jevel 1 49 1.49 <i.0 :
Student group 124.79. . 55.12%%
‘Student group X /////// )
student grade level .23.84 11.92 5.26%*
.o . \ . ST
Within 558 126315 « 2:26

‘,u N

Number of years of posthigh school education planned

This {tem of the questionnajre asked the students to indicate the .-

number of years of further education they planned to get beyond high school.

Table 13 presents the three-way: analysis of variance utilized in a291§zing

H

the data received for this variable. A significant (P<.01) F ratio of ,

55.12 was observed for thg mean responses grouped by their occupational

/ . /
AnalyS|s of varlance’§umnary table for amount’ of further educa~
tion beyond high school,. among” students who pf%nned to enter an
on-farm agricultural occupation, students who planquxto enter
an off-farm agricultural ogcupation, and students'ﬁho planned

-

¢

1

" #**Significant at’

9,

_néspectively.

.
N ‘
,

variable is presented in Table 4.

>

.Qﬁ level gf probabijlity.

P

¥

i ‘ l ’ '. . . *
A 'sunérary of the mean’responses and standard_gevuatlons for this

greater than the mean response of 1.78 and 2.32 for Groups 1 and 3

»

The Scheffe*method of multiple comparison

"revealed that a mean response of 3.66 for Group 2 is sfgnificantty (P<.01)

>

Thus,'it may be concluded that students who planned to enter




Table, 14. “Means and standafd deviations regarding number of years of
- ~~.further educgtion.planned by students, for students, grouped by
their occupdtional plans ' — -

\

<. . /’Hean //’)Standard . .
. Number fesponse deviation - ¢~
< f
— N f ) ot 3
plannéd to enter '
agricultural . —

occupat ) ’

// / R . . //
Students who planned to enter - ' ) v — /
an off-farm agricultural . . : . pe N

occupation. . : 102 3.66 7 2.08

. Students who planned to ’ o Mﬁ' ) ©o >
enter a non- egricultural - : - ’ .
ogcupation. .. 166.. Z.32 _ 1ab6b

v
\‘

Total o 591

-

. 2.26 1.71 "

a3 = T
- -

®Mean re§ponse for Group 2 is sngnlflcantly (P<. 01) greatér than mean '
-responses for Groups 1 and 3- ) .. .-
bHean response for Group 3 hi significantly (PY: OI) greate? than m::q/
response For Group k\ toed '
' B \ A4 lc ! NEY R
.an off-farm agricultural o¢cupation planned to receive a greater rumber N
. (4 N \ e - ~

N 5

‘of years of education beyond higb,Schopl than students who planned to
N . . - » . . ]
enter an oh-farm agricultural occupation or students who planned to enter

a non-agricultural occupation. It was also revealed that students in

~.
M e

Group 3 planned to receive significantly (P<.0l) greater nupgber ofcyeérs ’ :

of posthigh schoo} eddﬁation,than tRbse students in Group 1. Students

who planned to enter a non-agricultural oécupatiOn'reported they anticipated
N ’ Z » ‘
> ' ! :%? : [ L4 /
receiving 2.32 years of fugther education compared to 1.78 years for T
< /

students who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occqéation. s

- .
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Work experlence Mhyle in high scboo]

\ i v

Students parttslpatlng in thiy study were reduested to |nd|;ate their ° 5

extent of worklng outsnde their famiMy and home or farm. A summary of

’

Jesponses to thss varaab1e is presented in Table<i5. " The fiajority -
S

. . & . _4‘_ . -
Table 15. Chi-square test for relationship between students' responses
. regardung extent of working while in high school and students®
occupataonal plans

~ «
N : .
\ J(
. g Frequency of responses. by grOupsa "
Response "~ Group 1 Grdup 2 . Group 3 Totals
alternatives ‘f No. z . No. 4 No. 4 No. 4 4//,'/,/////

= -~
e . ’
I have.a.faurly e ; p

regular job outside _
my family and home ‘ Coe ' . ;
farm. 81 | 24.3 30 27.5 67 38.7° 178 28.9,

| sometimes work = .-
- outside my family :
and home or farm. : 172  51.5 <66 60.6 84 L8.6 ~322 52:3 .

‘ ~

-

| do not work,
outside may family ¢ : ..

and home or farm: © 81 24,3 - 13 11.9 22 i’12.7 « 116 18.8

-'i'o'ta'Is S 33k 100.0 109 ' 100.0 173 28:’1 616 l/ob.o- T %
' _Ehizsquare = 2|.68***‘. , ’,/Tﬁ/ ' - ‘
~ s — ; * - ‘ ,

aGroup 1l = Students hho planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation,i

»

. Y i
Graoup'2 = Students who planned to enter an off farm agr|CUltural * \
OCCupatIOﬂ.‘\ ‘ : . ) -
& ’ ’ -
Group 3 £ Students. wbo planned to enter a non-agricultural 92Cupat|on .t
***Slgnlflcant at the 0Q1 level of probability. A

(52.3 percent) of the étuden?s S/hpled indicated that they sometimes work

outside their family qnp home or farm. Almost 29 percent of the studedts . ' :
. -
/A - »

» o AN
A ’-'~ - ~ b
l’\ . . - ‘




. " in the three groupsfindicated that they had a\fairly regular job outside .
. : ’ . . <
their family and home or farm. Whereas, Yearly, ercent of the students

-~ *ﬁ’ - ' . )
sampled indicated that they did not wdrk outs Hde he family and home or

-

f

. . ‘ s . . 14
* The chi-square statistic was apbiied to the data obtained for this
' . . T ot o
variable to test the relationship between studen%i extent of ‘working * T o
. e \{ o ’ ""40.'
outside their family and home or farm, and students' occupational plans. :

-

A significant (P<.001) chi square vlaue of 21. .68 was observed for thls

variable. Thereﬁore, |t may be’ concluded that a relationship does exist

between the extent of students working outside the-family and home or

»

~
- fa;ﬂrand students' occupational plans.

"'Significant others" influencin

;[ﬁi?kitem of the questionnaire requested that students indicate who
e

'3
had the most influence on their chonce of occupation they p]anned to enter.

cupational choice

[N

The tabulations in Tab]e 16 report the maJority (47.2 percegt)'of the

students in all three groups |nﬂ|cated that their father had the most

influence on their choice of occupation, ~ A greater percentage (58.5

.

‘percent) of the students who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural

. . R \ o -

occupation upon gradhation from high school indicated their father had
‘ N

3

the greatest influence on'their choice..of occupation This is in comparison °

to 37 4 percent for Group 2 and 30. 8 percent for Group 3. .

- The chkrsquafe statistic was a]so used to anatyze the data received.

" from this variable. A si ) chi-square value of 70.34 was i

found. This indicates a relationship éxists between students'. response

to the person being the most influential upon their choice of occupation

4 @

and theyr bccupational plans upon completion of high school.

Al
.

.

. ) Aig; ) A ' . .




N "\ -a' ’
. ?ab]e 16. Chi-sqyare-test for relationship between "significant others' -
’ influencing students' occupathg:a] choice and students’

.

occupational plans

£

- ~

. | . . -Frequency of responses By groups® . \’\\\\\\\
. “'Significant "Group 1 Group 2, Group\3 Togals
others" ' Ne. : 2 No. z No. _\2 No. %
1. Fathar’ 185 " 58.5. 37 37.4° 49  30.8 271 -47.2° ,
2. HotheP~ 6 - 1.3 2 20 8 50 16 28,
" 3. Brother or . . . -
sister 10 3.2 2 2.0 13 8.2 25 4.4
L. Ancther relative 15 . h.7. -3 3.0 8 5.0 %6 4.5
. 5. Counsélor .4 1.3V 4 4.0 9 57 17 3.0 \
6. Close-friend 14 b4 9 9. _i7 107 ko 7.0
- 7. Agriculture > " o - S “
teacher - U\ 6° 1.9 & 6.1 2. 1:3 14 2.4
; .. .
- . “"‘\ . —
8. Another teacher 1 0.3 B 1.0 8 5.0 10 1.7 g -

9. Other thean above 75 23.7 35  35.4 k5 . 28.3 155  27.0

7 4,
Totals 316 100.0 99 .100.0 159 100.0 . 574 100.0, o

[

70. 3Lk

It

- ' Chi-square

. : P

“ . * - ’ -
3. <. . .
* “Group 1 Students who planned, to enter am on-farm agricul tdral occup;:?;;f‘\\\\~‘
X : . > T

Group,2 = Students who planned .to enter an off-fa?m'agricultural occuba- . e
,7 . tlon. & . \\ . ~
. » ~

Group 3 = Students who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation.
***Significant’at the .001 level of probability.

A Vo

Part ll_gi Questionnaire

Part Il of the questionnaire contained 30, items to be rated by each
student participating in the study (see Appendix A). The students were
. . \.‘.. LN ~ —, ' .

asked to rate each of the statements on a 10 point scale from low to high.

’
!
¢




4

ot

:

o

,chosen. This was done by circling a number on the rating sgalé from 0 to

'grouped by student grade level. This F ratio is significant at the .05

" level of probability with 1 and 558 degrees of freedom. A significant

‘cate how certain they are that they will enter the occupation they have

-

) \
\;h;?\were instructed to r;\B each statement and rate how they feel abdbt

that stg\emén by circling oﬁe/humber from 0 to 10. A, score of 0 is the _ )

Ny .

lowest ‘and a'scqre of 10 is the hlghest . For nnterpretat|0n of the data
\ <. <

received from each statement the following may be used: - ;

Rating scale _— gi

‘ low )
‘v e am ~"“-\..,'

2verage ‘-“‘un-ph

T - 5 = average ) P
-~ M ,/ . /
4 7 = above averag& ‘

/-

10 = highest rating

* ‘ .
The mean ratings by each ,of the three student groups were ca]qp}afea/////

A ’
” \ \

for each of the statements on the rating scale in Part 1] of the Questlon- ) "

*

naLie.‘ A three-way analysis of variance was usedtto detenmlpe if signifi-
NN “ b —,

cant differences exist among theemean ratings of the three student groups
R ~ N

" *for each statemen{\ The sources of variation that were anadlyzed for each

S~ - ’

sta nt are as follows: schools, student grade level (junior or senjqr)

and student broup (grouped'by_their occupational plans).
» . Pl ’

Amount of certainty régarding occupational choice ) s - ,

N ; * .

The first statement of the rating scale requested that students indi- -

-
~

s
’ .

10. Results of the analysis of-Variance used to analyze the mean response
ratings for the three groups are presented-in Table 17. ’ o,

An F ratio of 4.01"was observed for students' ratings of this statement

L)




BN

~

-

(P<.01) F ratiq of 10.32 was also ObSéfVld for students' responses~to this

statement, grouped according to their occupational-plans.

.
\ | »

. ‘ N

Table 17.- Analysis of variance summary, table for amount of certalnty

regarding occupational choice among students who planned té
enter an on-farm agricultural occupation, students who planned
to enter an-6ff-farm agricultural occupation, and studerts who

: - planned to enter’a non-agricultural occupation’ ~ \
S ]
' e e m e .. " Degrees of Sum.of . Mean . '
Sburce of variation frgggom' squares square . - F ratio
. A I ' ) .
School . / 27 | 186.37 6.90 1. 14
“Stident grade level o 24,37 24.37 L. oT=
T 2 . - t125.28  ° 62.6k 10.32%% .

Student group

Student group X

student grade level 2 (2213 1%.07 1.82 ¢
‘@ithjn L ‘ g 558 :‘ 3389.39 6:§7 )_ ]
’ ;Significant at thg .55 level of probability. « ": ‘
**Significant/ggﬁihe .01 !evel of probabillty.. I “~ Q

for Group 2 and 6.5] for Group 3. !t may be conc]uded from this analysis

- < -
. N ¢ H

— " ) . MR, e .
~ Table 18 summarizes the mean ratings and standard deviations for the

1 [}

‘three student groups. The Scheffe'procedure'for mu]tihle/comparison was

used to'ﬁetermine,whith means‘are sfgnif?cant]y different. Using this .

2

method, it ‘was determlned that the mean response rating of 7. 27 for Group |

is sagnlflcant]y (P<.01) greater than'the mean response rating of 6.28

+

that students who planned to enter an on~farm agrncultura] occupation upon
¢
completion of their formal education were more certain of their occupational

choice than ejther students who planned to enter an ofj-farm'agricdltural

-

occupation or a non-agricultural.occupation. A mean rating of over 6.0

%

S ] X - ﬂrx'iijq- 3 ' .

s v N
. . 0>

[P

- a
- .
o - "
. . -




V4 .
/ . * . 2 g \ /-
/" Table 18. Means and standard deviations regardiQg ampunt of certalnty for
e occupational choice for students groupes by their occupatlonaI\ ,
- * P]anS ! ’ ‘ .' - 5-/‘, - Q:
~ _ . - . " ‘
Group . ) . ) + Mean Standard . =
e - number -~ Student Group v * Number response’  deviation
- » )
) 12 Students who planned to ! ‘ -
enter an on-farm agrlculturalkz/‘ Sl . '
occupation: . . 323 7.27 . A2k T
. i “
. ; ., )
2 Students who le;ned to enter : ’ )
" an off-farm‘agricultural . ‘ R
“ . occupation, 102 , 6.28 2,63,
’ ' .-
C 3/f" - Students who Planned to entér 7 ~
[ a non-agricul tural bccupation. 166 6.51 2.56
AN e . - o
) h © Total | . 591, 6.8 2.53
\ i .- - :, 3 . . . .; . ‘. o
. ¥Mean ratimg for Group l is S|gnﬂf|cant]y (P'< 01) greater than mean <
' . ratings for ‘Groups 2. and, 3. . \ ’

-

for each group would indicate a considerable amount of c rtainty on the‘~

N -

P * part of khe students/in al1-three groups that they would/enter the occupa-
\ . .
ot tion they selected. . ' .
. Amouet of !hought‘givee.éngccupaéioﬁa] choice / - .
- '( Thi; stakeeen§~of~the rating scale aséed,that‘students indicate ;he,

| amount of thought they had given regarding their occupational choice. A’
3 summary of the analysis of variance appears in Table 19. The analysis of

’ . . L

variance for students' ratings of this statement grouped by grade level
(Junlor or senior) revealed“an F ratio of 14'32 This ratio when tested
yo at the .01 level of probabllity with 1 and 558-degrees .of freedom is "
A .

significant. Also, a significant, (P<( 05) F ratio of 4.64 was- hound when .

O . dlfferences between student groups was examined. ) v




. Table 19. Analysis’ of uarlance summary table for amount of tho ﬁt given
¢ . to choice of/occupatlon, among students who planned/%g enter
//,—~——3;‘ . an on-farm agr1cul ural occupation, students who. planined to

* enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and .studenfs who -

Ly . " :ptanned to ‘enter a Hpn-agricultufdl occupatnOn ;///, ~ SN e
. '—.\\d - - . '
7 o ,

Y, ’ s . | _ Y : ‘\\ /
R '\\ B Deg;es\of Sum of | / Hea[ : - / ’

Source of variation freédom) . squarés , square " F ratio -
: - x v .

)\‘ L \ - ‘ it :x\ .
Schoo) + ; v 27 o148 4 376 -, <1,e/
Studegtigrade level 1 // 70 02 ’ 70. 02‘ 14,32%% . ‘ e

. Student gréue N ."/ﬂl 2 /a hﬁyy 22.7 . 4. 6lx

‘ Student.group X, .o
_‘\ student grade level ) ’ ‘. . | 5.45 - <1.0

Within /5@ 29.k(¢ / 40 L
. - . . y; . .

%Significant at the//6glievel of probabrllty

P

**Slgnlflcant at\the .01 level oﬁ\p

robability.

Table 20 summa(xzes the mean ratings an ndard deviations for the

student groups. fhe Scheﬁfebgest revealed that thé mean response of 7/83
\ N

o /for Group i~js srgnlfucantly (p<.0¥) greater thgn the mean response of

- 7. ]8‘for Group 3. \‘ThIS |nd|cates that those students p]annlng to enter

on- farm ag ultural OCCUpatlonS gave more thought to their choice of
—
!

occupation than those students wHo p]anned tO»enter non- agrlcultural

.

k] ‘ \ » . P
‘

occupations. Consnderlng a rating of 5.0 as the mld;BWnt on the ratlng c

. sca}e, é\hegz\:izlng of © .0 for each studenf_§roup‘fegrsiizfs a ..

. consuderab]e amo nt\gi\EhOUght regardrng their future occupatlona] p]ans‘ .

.

o Ability for\éecgpat|0n planning to enter

9




-

/ . S - ( .
<\ < ' - N / - . LY '38.
\ % 7 T B
// // . ‘ ////’ / /
. ~ / [
\ / / L
- ; . [ ) [
Table 20., Means and standard deviations regardung amount of thought A
Ce— - /7 given to choice of occupation, for studénts grouped by their .o
occupational plans -~ - .
” v
— - ,.“ . ‘
oup . . i d ) Mean Standard
umber  Student ar8up "/ ’ Number response deviation -7
~ Lo . K ] - y - f/ T
12 Students who plashed to enter
. “an on-fatm agricultural . ‘ .
Yo C occupatnon ‘ . . 323 \\< 7.83 ° T2.14
2 Student% who planned to enter . ’
~ an off-farm ggricultural /
/  occupation. 102 7.54 2.06: ,
3 ‘Studenty who planned- to enter -/ T . o /.
/ / " a non-ggricultural occupation. 1667 | 18 2.57 ///
\\ , 2/ Tota . ‘591 7.59 . . 2.25
- 3Mean rating fér Group 1 is sugnlflcantly (°~: o1) greater than mean rating
- for, Groupxi. . - )
‘ / . . ‘ ’ - o ‘ \\
. ' 7"
to enter. Results of the analys:s of varlance .are presented in Table 21 - -
P o /o
f ’ - ! b /
~ Table 21. Analysjs.of varidnce summary table for students' perception of ' -
) f abilj .te/ﬁE%?;rm selected occupation, among students who planned
. to enter an on- farm agricultural occupation, studeht$.who planned )
to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation-, and students who
E , planned to enter a non- agrlcultura] occupation

' N . - v " R s -

I i - . .

., cL - Degrees of - Sum of Méean K .

Z Source of variation freedom ssgéggﬁ' { square F ratjo *a
Scl-Lol B ‘ 27 10466 3.89 1.11 T
Student grade level [ L 7-89 7-96. 2.25 / ';}-

" Student group ) 2 97.69 48 .85 *13.96%% o .
Studént group X .
- student grade level, \‘" 2 16.62 o 8.31, - 2.37
Within 558 1453.35 . 3;§Qféh<f”’“/”/ﬂf
N ! : / i"' ——er S— (

. **Sngnlflcant at the OI level' of probabj\lty

'EKC ’ . .54 .

ERIC
Tt Proidod oy .,




oo ,
- . ) . : . -
A sugnnf:cant {P<. Ol) F ratuo of 13. 96 was found for ‘the mean rat;ngs of! '
s A . ..
students grouped by their occupatlonal plansf o . ) P : .
- L. . - ’ .
The means and standard dev1at|ons for;thls varcable appear in Tab]e 22 e
. £y " ‘ . C , d
- Table 22. . Means and standard deviations regarding students’\perceptaos; e
' . of ability to perform selected occupation, -for students gro ed- Ce ]
. by fhexr QCCupatuonal‘p4ans . , e : ot
- “ . s S
» . e ’.'-\ - g .
. . , . T - -
Group™ : . . - Mean =~ - Standard ., . :
_ndmber . Student group ' Number~ ° response deviation R
' ]a‘ Students who planned to =~ = . . ‘e . . _: oL
) s ehter an on-farm agricul- , - _ ) .
& . fu?l occupation.q. - 323 . 8.16 R YL _
2 ' s StiMents who glanndd to ) S o ' Cs . o -
. en 3n off-farm agricul- =~ / \7’ o O
. 1 occupatf'on. ... 102 » 1:55 J1.84. . .
v ‘ e AN
37 Students who planned to enter R _ RN AN
. ,(/”y/f a n0n-agr:culturaT\occupa- S T . "> P .
' tion. < -166" - -7.2% 2.0 .
. ‘ ; . B - P L. \ . ° -";/ . . .
.. <Total - . .. 591 '-7:79 e " 1.93
< A T ' ] . v : ’
- < ‘ P . v o - - "'
OaM an_ rating for Group J is slgnlflcantly (P( .05) greater tha.n mean ratmg
for GrOup Zk . N . <

. .
L *

Hean rating for Group 1 is significantly (Pi( 01) gredter than mean rating

) for GrOup 3. . \\< . . ‘
//////? & ’ | ) : g - '
: The Scheffe test used to determlne dlfferences in mea:s\lndlcated thatathe s,

A
mean rat|ng of B.16 for GrOup 1 is slgnlflcantly (P-( 01} gr ater than the

LIS .

A\ mean.reSpoﬁse of 7.21 for Group 3 “The mean ratung for, Group 1 1s\also ] )
- 2 Jd -

sngnuf:cantly (P~< 05) greater than the mean responze of 7.55 for Group 2.

’ -~ ~

- .

- lt may be concluded From this analysns that students wha plan to.enter

- [
| - ~

on-farm agrlcultural occupatlons perceived themselves belng better able to

. e
-
* 13

L2
perfofm these eccupatnons that _they selected than students whd selected

-~




off-farm agricultural occupatlons or non-agrlcultural occupations. In - K

essence, thelr farn44ar?ty\Wnth these occupatlbes anJ background training \\

.have perhaps made those studefits p]annlng to enter on-farm agrlcultural

qecﬂpagtons more sure of the competencnes which they possess.

L. > , " R
Amount of work:- experience in occupation planning to enter .

©

Students were requésted to indi;ate’their perception of the amount of

" work experience they had received for'tHé occupation they planned to enter
SN LT . :
upon completion of their formal education. Table 23 summarizesLthé analysis

. b i e E
ofﬁvar7ance\usei in analyzing the data for this statement. - A significant .

‘
e N L4

v

»\lab]e.23. Analysis\gi‘;:ruance summary table for amount of work experience
- in occupalNon planning to enter, among students who ‘planned to
enter, an on-farm agriculturail ogclipation,. students who planned
to enter an*off- farm agricultural occupation, and students who
planned to enter _@ non- agrlcudtural occupation —._

~
- . N o . .
.

3 .
i o, Degrees of Sum of Mean
Source of variation freedom . squares * square F ratio

—_—

|

«Schobl I 27 - 1803.98 66481 10 41

. H - Q@ s
Student grade level N 4. 34 L. 34 <1.0

Student group. - ) 1349.82  © 674.91 105.13%% .
v ) 3 - .

Student group X e : . = . . '

student grade jevel 2 14,06 . 7.03 - 1.10

Within .. 558 358i.50 6Bz °

' -

*Significant at the .01 level of probability. = ' :

‘ LY
[ .

~

»

(Pw(}O]) F ratio of 105.13 was observed for the me%n ratings of students

’ -

grouped according to their occupational plans.
e o

f ' !
. The means and standard deviations for this variable appear in Table 24, !
o ‘ : SN~

It was revealed that a mean rating of 8.59 for Group | is significantly
' .
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W

< I} 4 - . ‘l*]
v ]
N Y
Table 24. 'Means and standard devia;ions regarding amount of work experience .
in occupatiom planning to enter, for students grouped by their
; occupational plans :
Group . - X Mean ' Standard -
number Student group ’ /Number‘ response ~ deviation .
12 Students who planned to ; _ o
. P enter an on-farm agricul-
tural occupation.* © 323 8.59 1.87 .
.2 - Students who ,planned to enter ' :
‘an off-farm agricultural
occupatijon. 102 5.53 3.6 Lo
3 Students who planned to .
enter 3 non-agricultural . )
’ occupation. 166 4.95 3.17 ) y

Total - 591 . 7.04 3.06

*Mean rating for Group 1 is sngnlflcantly (P<.01), greater than mean ratings
for Gr0ups 2 and 3. - . .

- v

(P<;.OI) greater than the mean ratings of 5.53 and 4.95 for Groups\2 and 3

. . 2 = .
respectiyely. Therefore, it may be’ concluded that students whd planned to

. .
[

enter an on-farm agricuttural o¢cupation upon graduation from high school

indicated they had received a great deal more work experience for the

. b . - _ /

occupation the& planned to enter than did students who planned to enter

an off-farm agricultural occupation or a non-agricultural occupation.

Knowledge.of occupation planning to enter ° ' .
. In ;Esponding to this variable, students were asked to indieate their

N [ 4

¥ . - - f
perception of the knowledge they have for the occupation they.aré planning

. 3

to enter upon completion of their formal education. The analysis of

oL . . / 3
variance summary for this variable is revealed in Table 25. A significant

(P<.01) F ratio of 40.78 ‘was observed for the mean ratings of this variable |

‘

. - . P
.
A >

-
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Table 25 Analysis of variance summary table for students’ perception of
" knowledgeé of occupation planning to enter, ameng students who
planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation, students
who planned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and
students who planned to enter a Agn-agricultural occupation .

-
.

o Degrees of Sum of '\\\ Hean . _
Source of variation freedom - squares square F ratio

_ School . 27 ' 132.65 . 66.33 15.75%*

~

Studeat grade level ' 1 ‘ “11.50 11.50 2773
Student group 2 343, 40 171.70 40, 78%*

Student group X :
student grade level 2 17.51 8.76 2.08

v

Within - - 558 2350.63 . 4.2

-
*%Significant at the .01 level of probability,

A

\.

PR . ) .
for*sgydents grouped according to their occupatiagnal plans.

- 4
e

Tabie 26 summarizes the means and standard deviations received from

*

this variable;/,The mean rating of 7.91 for Group 1 is Slgnlftcantly

(P<.01) greater than the mean respOnse-of'G 53 for Group 2 and 6.14 for

. »

Group+3.° This indicates that students planning to enter on-farm agficul-

’

tutral otcupations perceiwe that they have more knowledge about their
occupational choice than did students who pianned to enter.off-farm agri-.

cultural occupatlons or non- agricultural occupations.

Value of high schoo] training for occ;patlon plannlng to enter

.

»

-

58




‘Table 26. HMeans and stanHard deviations regarding students' perception of
knowledge of occupation planning to enter, for students grouped
by their occupational plans -

¢

<

e

Group i . + Mean . Standard
number | Student group . Number ~ response deviation
a H ; ’
1 Students who planned to
enter an on-farm agricul-
tural occupation. s 323 -7.91 1.72
T2 " " Students who planned to enter .
. an off-farm adricultural . .
occupation. 102 - 6.53 2.11
3 . Students who planned touénter . ) ., -
a non- agrlcultural occupa- o
tion. 166 6.14 ©2.61 .
‘ ¢ * ' '\
Total - 591 . 718 —-._ 2.22 N

- ~

®Mean’ rating for Group 1-is S|gn|f|canth (P<.01) greater than mean
ratings for Groups 2 and 3.- .

-

¢ !

.
v L

(P<.01) F ratio was f&thq for* the interaction between student group sand

student grade leveTF—”’/)

The means and standard deviations for each student group are presented

in Taglé 28. It was revealed that a mean rating of 6.04 for Group 1 is ’ 3
‘gignificantly (P<.01) greater than a mean rating of 4.70 foF:Group 3. 1t |
wa; also found thaf the mean rating ;f 5.36 for GFoup 2 {s significantly . 3 ' )
1(P<(.0|)‘greater than the mean rating of 4.70 for Group 3. From this .
analysis, it may be concluded that étuggnts who planned to enter an on-
farm agricultural occupation or- an og?-farm agricultural occupation,’ -
pérceived thei} hjgh;school training to be of more value to,them fo; this

N

occupation than did students who indicated they will seek a non-agricul-

tural occupation upon completion of their formal education.

-

»
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Table 27. Analysrs of variance summary table for students' perception of -
value of high school tralnxng for occupation planning to enter, .
. among students who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural
’ occupation, studenrs who p]anned to enter an off-farm agricu]-

tural occupatlon .and students who planned to enter a non-

e agricultural 0ccupat|on '
o ) Bgérees of Sum of Mean )

Source of variation . freedom sguares - © square F ratdo 5
'School o .27 266.28 - 17.28 2.66%x -
Stud%grade level 1 7.07 7.07 . 1.09

Student group . 2 152.97 T 76.49 11.79%=

Student group ‘X ‘ ) , s

student grade level 2 69.39 34.70 §.35%%
Within 558 3620.84 . 6.50 .
*xSignificant at the .01 level of probabilify. . . % ‘
[ 4

Amount of training high\Ekbool has provided for occupation planning to enter
Ay . N n N N
This item of therratin;“§ca]e requested that students indicate their

. , .
. v ® . ) S

perception of the amount of training their high §chq%}.has provided for

" the occupation they are planning to\enter. A summary of the analysis of

variéncq is presented in Table 29. A significant (P<.01) F ratio of 3.34

)

was calculated for the variation in response to this variable among schools. -

.

This variance would inaiqate-that~there is,a difference among schools
. . s . . . ‘ .
partictpating in the study. as to students' perceptions of the value of their

. ' . ,
high school training for the occupat?on,they are planning to enter, A

significant (P<.01) F ratio of 23.20 was also observed for the mean ratings

of «this variable for students grouped according to.their occupational pkans.
Table 30 summarizes the group means and standard deviations for this
: . . )

variable. It was determined that the mean rating of 5.68 for Group 1 is

AN ‘ .

)
U

-




**Significant ‘at the

. / s

.01 level of probability.

[

K > é hs
s g ~
* é: «
Table 28. Means “hd standard-deviations regarding students' perception of
value af high school training for occupation planning to enter,
for stufents grouped by their occupational plans ‘. ,
Group -~ X > Hean Standard
number Studeﬁgﬁgroqp Number response deviation L
18 Studdbrs who planned to . . ,@7M
enter~as on-farm ‘ L
agricuttural occupation. 323 6.04 - 2.43 L ax
* 2ba Studénts who planned to ‘ . . ' ;z;?. .
: N enter an off-farm VS
. agricultural dccupation. “102 5.36 2.56°
.- SN
3 Students who planned to od .-
. enter a non agricultural é Y .
) occupat«on.vﬁ 166 L0 7 3,10
Total 591 - 5.54 ’ 2.71 .
®Mean rating for Group 1 is signiffééﬁ£1y (P<.01) greater than mean rating X
N for Group 3. . . {o» . :
b AN
Mean ratlng fof Group 2 is s;gnlflcantly (Pk. 01)\§reater than mean rating
. for Group 3. o
Table 29. Analysis of variance summary table for students’ percept|0n of
amount of training high school has provided for occupation plan-
ning to. enter, among students who planned to’ bnter an on-farm
L g agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter an off-
farm agricultural occupation, and students who planned to enter
a2 non-agricultural occupation
. o
i
% Degrees of Sum of Héan
Source of variation _freedom squares’ s?uare F ratio
’ .
School 27 592.35 21.94 3. 3b#%
" . Student grade level S .02 I <1.0
~ f
r
Student group 2 304. 38 1552.20 23.20%*
Student group X . - -
stuydent grade level - 2 6.19 : 3.10 <1.0
Within 558 3658.16 ' 6.57
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Table 30. Means and standard deviations regarding students' perception of
amount of training high school has provided for occupation
planning to enter for students grouped by their occupational
plans ‘ )

Group . ) . - Mean . B Standarq N

number Sthpnt group Number response- devidtion

e Students who planned‘to . - ;

. enter an on-farm agricul- ,

tural occupation. 323 5.68 2.49

2 Students who planned to ) \

¢ enter an off-farm _ .
. agricultural occupation. 102 4.48
s 3 Students who planned to

enter a non-agricultural .
occupation. . 166 3.84
Total ,j‘\‘\ 591 k.96

-

T
]

®Mean rating for Gfbup 1 is significantly (P<.01) greater than mean
ratings for Groups 2 and 3.

+

sugn:flcantly (P<.01) greater than the mean rating of 4.48 for Group 2

and the mean rating of 3.84 for GrOUp 3. Therefore, it may be concluded

that students’ who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupatjon per-

ceived their high school as proviQing a greater ‘amount of training for the

. [

- Il . .
- occupation they are planning to enter than did stuQents who planned to

efiter an_off-farm agricultural occupatidn or a non-agricultural occupation.

" It should be pointed out that only one'group-rated'thié item above 5.0.

On the rating scales used, a respbnse of 5.0 is midpoint on the scale and
~ >

therefore could be considered as an average rating.

.

Amount of encouragement to continue education beyond high

.

‘school stude!t has received from father

_Students were requested to indicate the amoynt of encouragement they

4

‘r!%f
LS

%

-

o~
~




had received from their father "to continue thei™Mformal education beyond
. ‘ .
high school. An F ratio of 6.09 was observed for ﬁ\fferences among the
- [} .

mean ratings indicated by the three student groups (Table 31.) This F ratio

T e

Table 31. Analysis of variance summary table for amount of encouragement
student had received from father to continue education beyond .
« high school, amdng students who planned to enter an on-farm
grucu?tural occupation, students who planned to enter an off-
& ~ " farm agricultural occupation, and students who planned to enter
*a non- agrlcultura] occupation |

?
- ' Degrees of Sum of Mean .
Source of variation freedom = - squares square »  F ratio
Ls . M;——’— e e DS

School : ’ 27 604,28 22.39 el 8.89%

. .
Student grade level 1 . . - 1.79 1.79 1.0.
Student group ) 2 72.16 17216 . 6.09%%
Studeﬁ% group X |

student grade level T2 7, 7 T 1.48 1.48 <1.0

Within . - 558 1.8k 1.8k

L3

*Significant at the .05 level of probability.

' **Significant at the .0l level of probability. -

.
L
2

. with 2 and 558 degrees of freedom is significant at the .0l level of
y .
probability. . L ‘

The means and standard deviations for this variable for students
grouped by their occupatjonal plans are preseﬂted in Table 32. A multiple
¥ .

compérison of all group means revealed that a mean rating of 5.67 for

Group 2 is significant] (P<.01) greater than the mean rating of 4.30 for

G}oup 1 and the 4.81 mean ratiné for Group 3. Therefore, it may be con-

- . el N

cluded ‘that students who planned to enter an off-farm agricul tural

b3

. 0"y
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Table 32." Means and standard deviations regarding amount of encouragement

student had received from father to continue education beyond
high school, for students grouped by their: occupatnona% plans

-

Group ' ' " Mean Standard
~ number *Student group Number response * deviation

1 Students who planned to,
enter an on-farm agricul-

tural occupation. 323 4.30 ’ 3.43
28 Students who planned to )
.enter an off-farm agricul- o
tural occupation. 102 5.67 . 3.53 .,
~ 3 Students who planned to
. enter a non- agrlcultural
occupation. 166 4.81 3.63

Totat 591 h.§8 3.53

34ean rating for Group 2 is significantly (P<.01) greater than mean rating
?or Groups 1 and 3. .

occupation had received more encouragement from their father to obtain

-

additional formal education than did students who planned to enter an

on-farm agricultural occupation or a non-agricultural occupation upon com-

pletion of their formal education. o .
P ) .
" Amount of encouragement to continue education beyond ' iV

@

high school student has received from mother .-~ .
. . . N .

¥ 7 .
For this variable, students were asked to report their perception of

- .

the amount of encouragement they had received from their mother to continue

~

‘their education beyond’ﬁféh school. Table¢33 summarizes the three-way

rs .
-

+-analysis of variance used to anal?ze the data received from this‘variaple.
R - :

An F ratié of 8.08 for the mean ratings of students grouped accarding to

.

their occupational pfans is §ignificantuat the’ .0] ‘level of probability.

64 * . N
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Table 33. A&nalysis of variance summary tablJe for amount of encouragement
student had received from mother .to continue education beyond
high school, among students who planned to enter an on-farm
agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter an off-
farm agricultural occupatlon, and students who planned to enter
a non- agrucultural occupation . \

t

-

I - a Degrees of Sum of Mean R A
Source of variation - freedom squares - square °* _F ratio .
. /

School 27 T R 16.50 . 1.41

Student grade level | .~ .76 .76 <1.0 °

Student group 2 189,22 94.61 8.08%x -
Student group X i

. student grade level 2 12.38 6.20 <1.0
Within . : 558 " 6533.64 11.71 )

**Sihhfficant at the .01 level of.probability.

.
=

Table 34 reveals the mean ratings-and standard deviations for this

- oo

variable,. A mean- rating of .6.58 fof'Grqup 2 is significantly (P<.01)
b e ’
greater than the mean response of 4.93 for Group 1 and significantly . . |

« N n
(P<.05) sgreater than .the mean response of 5.43 for Group 3. From this

analysis it may be concluded that students who planned to enter an off-

¢ ’ . » . .
farm agricultural occupation received a greater amount of encouragement \\\\ .
from their mother to continue their education beyond high .school than did

. b | .
students who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation or a non-

~

agricultural occupation. In referring back to Table 32, it may also be -

-

observed that these same students felt they received more encouragement té

continue their education from their mother,tkan they. did from their father

: :
as, the mean rating from their mother was 6.58 compared to 5.67 for the -

father:*

o
N
—
>




Table 34. Means and standard deviations regafding amount of encouragement -, °
student had received from mother to continue education beyond
high school, for students grouped by their occupational plans -

Group < . N Mean .  Standard
number Student group Number response deviation

] Students who planned to. . . /
enter an on-farm agricul- : '
tural occupation. 323 4,33 3.42

2 Students who planned to : . l
enter an off-farm agricul-
. tural occupation. 102 6.58 3.02
3 . Students who planned to

enter a non-agricultural” '

occupation. 166 ” 5.43 . 3.68

" Total | 591 5.8 3.8

~

aMean-rating for Group 2 is significantly (P<.01) greater ‘than mean rating
for Group 1. ) . :

L ]
. Mean rating for Group 2 is significantly (P<.05) greater than mean rating .
* for Group 3. . . . /
. <
. . - - A j‘ .
Amount gi encouragement received from father . * Lo ¢

s

to attend an area vocational school

. N

This item of the rating scale requested that students indicate their

‘-3 el - . ) ‘ '\
,perception of the amount of encouragement they had received from their

5
[l

. father to attend a péstsecondary area vdcatiohal‘schoo] upon_éomp{etioh of -

their formal education. No significant F ratio was observed f&m this

r ot

.

P
.

variable (Table 35):

ey

- . { .- . <
»

The mean ratings and standard deviations for this variable are given

in Table 36. A total gqoup‘ﬁean rating of 3.41 would suggest a relatively

~

-

low amount of encouragement these.stydents had received from their fdthers

~

-~ to attend an area vocational school.
» s o

. /") . B




Table 35.

t

Analysis of varxance summary table for amount of encouragement
student had received from father to attend an area vocational
schOOI, among studefits who planned to enter an on-farm agricul-

tural occupation, students who planned to enter an off-farm .

agricultural occupation

<

agricultural occupation, and students Who\planned to enter a non- .

.

1 .
.~J . . gt
. o Degrees of Sum of Mean .
Source of variation " freedom squares square F ratio /
School a 27 259.61 8.87
Student grade level ] 25.98 25.98
!
[Student group 2 3.23 1.62
" Student group X v e
student grade level 2 10.32 ., 5.16
Within ) 558 6259.63 11.22
/ ‘ - o
Table‘36. Means and standard deviations regarding amount of encouragement
student had received, from father to attend an area vocational
! school, for students’ grouped by their occupational plans
. Y , an< \ ,
- , - Y /
- [ . 7 , ’
Group o oL , Mean Standard
number Student group Number Fesponse‘ deviation |
1 Students vho planned to
enter an on-farm agricul- .
! tural occupation. 323 3.43 3.22 ‘
2 Students who planned to -
enter an off-farm agritul- ‘ .
tural occupation. . 102 3.53 3.37
3 * . Students who planned to K ‘
enter a.non-agricultural / - , ‘
B " occupation. 166 3.31° 3.57 - o
- Total 591 3.41 3.33° 7

-t
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Amount of encauragement received from father to .o = L
attend g_fourﬁyeafjco]lege or university -« . ' ", .
' S - 3 . . 4
. . 1 ‘e . LY e = 0?

Studdhts were requested to indicate their perception of the amoynt of”

7 $ .
encouragement they had received from their father to attend a.four-year
. L . . ¢ N

college or universit§.' Table 37_§ummarizes the ana]ysﬁs of variance

calculation for this variable.” A significant (P~< 0]) F ratla‘bf !3 8k was

-
observed for the dlfferences among "the mean ratings for students grouped <

¢ ora

accordlng to thelT occupational plans. - ~o . \

3 . e

Table 37. Analywis of variance summary table for amount of encouragement
student had received from father to attend a four year college

"8r university, among students who planned to enter an on-farm °

~ —\\agrlcultura] pccupation, students who p]annedth)enter an off-
farm agricultural occupation, and students who ptanned to enter

a non- agrlcu]tural occupation

» @

. -’
IS 0} .

&

e

“ , . . Degrees of Sum of - " Mkan A .
Source of variation freedom squares . ‘square- F rﬁ%nb.
= P . 3
" School - : 27. ,505.75 18.73 - .2.06%*
Student grade level. -] 8.1 8. <1.0 .o
Student group o 2 251.3 o125.66 . 138k . 7
. /[ . h . ' . - -~
Student graoup X ’ / : T
student grade level 2. 1.87 .94 <1,0
. v 4 o . - ) < , -,
Within .o 558 15068, 59. 9.08 - e
. . \ eq. " . a .&'T j‘ . I
**Ssgnif:cant'ft the .01 level of probability. . : PR
gt . - . & ,
Table 38 summarizes the mean ratings and standard deviations for. the ) .
hata reCeived from this variable. A mu]tiple comparison of tﬁéfthree group
;: .
ﬂ’means LndlCated that a mean ratlng of 3.95 for Group 2 s sngnlficant]y A' e

[ ) -

(P<: 01) greater than the mean ratings ‘of 2.97 and 2, h3 for Groups 1 and 3 o

. ” P / 5 . L . -‘(jr e . o
[ o g ‘e .- ()U. .
. ’q M M

;
/ ’ “ o »
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‘Tab}g 38. Means and standafd_geviations regérding amourit of encouragemeht L.
’ received from father to attend a four-year college or university -
v R . fO(_ﬁtudents grouped by their occupatianal plans - £ A !
. - - - ]
AL s ' ' - A
3 .~ . . - o . - - -
Group ‘ . . . Mean Standard
number Student grotp - . - Number : “response deviation
] ¢ Students who planned to S -
_ enter an on-farm agricul- - ’ .
) tural occupation. .. . - " 323 2.07 . ,2.89 '
2¢ - Students-who planned to -
enter an ‘off-farm agtricul- a : . :
tucal occupation. 102\ . 3.95 , 3.593% .
3 °  Students who planned to L ) i
enter a nen-agricultural - , - . " * .
., . _ otrupation. . 166 2.43 3.16
. , ’ ' ‘ . “ ’ J . . .
Total . 591 2.4y 3.5 .-
a‘ ' . 7 e N B - . ’
Mean rating for Group 2 is sngn[fucantly.(RiQ?O!),greater than mean ratings
for Groups 1 and ‘3. D ) T .t y
respectively: From this analysis it may be.cdﬁcludgﬁ that students who R

¢ : L _ .
*.planned to enter an of f-farm agricultural o¢cupation received more encour-
. - - e ,
. R ] . ) l‘ '
- ' agement from 'their father to’ attend a four-year college or university than
. »~ < PR ’ ' - . * .

did students who planned to seek on-farm agricultural occupations or non-.

.

. ’ . _
. aayjcultural, ccupations. It should also be pointed out that mean ratings

j:\, o ior,ail three groups were -below the midpo?nf of 5.0. Thuaﬁ’below average T
. < T . . ) A

‘ - . ~

- . 3 : C - - - . &
* encouragement was .received to .attend a four-year collegé or unjversity.
» ] .

" Amodnt gfgendourag@ment received from mother to
- - : N ‘ - ’ . N . .

- attend a-postsecondary area Aocational school

Pt This itfm of -the rati g scale asked’-that students indicate their per- .
v . M - . ‘ . ' .
ception of the amdunt of fencouragement they had received from their moagg;»”:> )
SN to attend an’3rea yogé@ ohal school- upon completion of their formal N
. S g ‘ . . ) \
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., _ s

education. The three-way analysis of variance for this war%ab]e revealed

_/ ‘e

a non- sugn:fucant F ratio of T 03 for differences among the mean ratfngs

for students grouped by their occupational plans (Table 39). A

[y

¢
Table 39. Analysis of variance summary table for amount of encouragement
student-had received from mother to attend an area vocational
S;hool, among students who planned to enter an on- -farm agricul-
tural occupation, -students Who planned to enter an o6ff-farm .-
agricultural occupation, and students who planned to enter a
non-agriciltural occupation .

L '
\ v
;

. ) Degrees of Sum of “ Mean
Source of variation freedom squares square

’

’

School . 290.55 * 10.02

Student grade level 45.96 45.9§

Student group . - 20.7 X 10.35
Student group X ‘ y
student grade level, - 2 : 12.09 6.05
4} { ’ .
~ Within " 558 '5616.19 10.06

Vad > o

7

*Significant at the .05 level of probability.

- The means and standard deviations for this variable are presented in

S

Table Lo. A total group mean rating of 3.15 would indicate a low amount of

encouragement .these Students had received from their mother to attend an
e " . . /
area vocational school. - . ’

Amobint of encouragement received from mother

' to attend 3 four-year college or university . L

Students were asked to indicate their perception as to the amount of

’
o

. encOurqgement they had recelved fr‘r their mother to attend a fgur-year‘
4 “
college or unlversxty. Table 41 summarizes the analysis.of variance used

’
(]
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Table 40. Heans and standard devnatlons regarding amount of encouragement
studént had received from mother to attend an area vocational
) school, for students grouped by their ogcupational plans
.. . . . - s
Group . . ’ . Kean Standard
number Student group Humber response deviation
; s
1 Students who planned to . , o
) enter an on-farm agricul- '
- tural‘occupation.‘ 323 3.07 . 3.00
2 Students who planned to
. enter an off-farm agricul- ‘
tural cccupation. ' 102 - 3.4 , 3.2
. 3 Students who planned to :
’ .- enter a non-agricultural ' . . )
-~ occupation. . ; 166 ° 3.10 3.49
- . Total : 591" 3515 . 3.18 .
s . . - ¢
; 4 . ¢ .
Table 41. Analysis of variance summary table for amont of encouragement
students had received from mother to attend a four-year college 4
“or university, among students who p]anneq .to enter an on-farm S
agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter an off-
- farm agricultural occupation, and students who planned to"enter

a3 non-agricudtural occupation

- v ¢

2

‘ Degrees of Sum of Mean

Source of vaqution freedom squares square . F ratio

School i | . 27" b43.31 ERTHTR 1.57%

Student grade Ievei% . 1 : 5.86 Ge 86 <l.0

Student greup ' 2 ,' 352.&9 196.25 18:74**' '
Student greup X . \»/ .
student grade level 2 11.82 ) 5.91 . <l.0

Within " b 558 - 5842.18" " 10.46 /
*;igeiﬂicant es the .05 level éf péobability. ) - ) : .
5*Significant at the .01 level of probability. | S : . ’
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-

'their'occupational plans. This F ratio with 2 and 558 degrees of .freedom

in analyzing the data received from this variable. An F ratio of.]8.7h

£ - B ~

was observed for differences in‘the mean ratings of students grouped by ° n

. i b

is significant at the .0l level of probabilityﬂ

The mean ratings and standard deviations for each of the three student

A .

groups are‘bresented in Table 42. The Scheffe’procedure for multiple jA

Table 42. Means.and standard deviations regarding amount of encouragement
. student had received from mother to attend a four-year college
- or university, for students grouped by thelr occupational plans

-
Group ' Mean Standard
number Student group . Number response deviation ‘ .
] " Students who planned to t .
; enter an on-farm agricul- .
/ tural occupation. 323 2,54 3.17 _
2. ,Students who planned to -
enter an off-farm agricul- ‘
tural occupation. 102 4.83 ) 3.45
3 Students who planned to
: enter a non-agiicul tural® ! E .
/ occupation. . © 166 2.69 - 3.36 - -
/v’t Total 581 *2.98 ", 3.38
®Mean rating for Group 2 is sngnlflcantly (P*: D1) greater than mean .
ratipgs for Groups 1 and 3. . RN < .

(P .0]) greater than the mean’ ratlngs of 2.54 for Group 1 and 2.69™ “far

Group 3. It may- Bé concluded that students who planned to enter an off-

fafm agricultural occupation recefved more encouragement from their,mother

té attend a four-year college or university than pid_&tudeﬁts who planned J
S ol ‘
> - A

st

/. - . Lol R

76{enter an on-farm agricultura].occupation or a non-agricultural occupation.

.‘ » E-2EY
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:

., ~
CHowever;,it should be pointed out that studeLts in Groups 1 and 3 indicated
a relatively low amount of encouragement from their mother to attend a
L ' e R '
fodr-year, college or unlversity.

Amount of encouragement received from vocgtional agrxculture

|nstructor to attend a postsecondary area vocét\ongl school o o

Students were requested. to indwate their pe\rception of the amount of

¢
’

encouragement they had received from their. vocational agriculture instructor

‘ -

to attend a postsecondary arga vocational school upon completion of .their
formal education. The analysis of variance Summary of this variable is

revealed in Table 43. No significant F ratio was observed’ for the mean

-
'

X s .
Table k3. Analysis of variance summary table: for amount of encouragement
students had received from vo-ag instructors to attend an area
vocational school, among students who planned to enter an
Farm agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter E)
off-farm agrlcultural occupation, and students who planned to
enter a non-agricultural ocgupatlon
“ . N 7

' Degrees of Sum of .Mean , .
" Source of.variation freedom squares square F ratig
A} . . . 1 .
_School 27 528.28 . 19.57 2.72%%
Student grade level i 76.30  76.30 10.61#*
Studept group 2 38.79 . 13.40 - 2.70
) . . ~§ : . e
Student group X ‘ . ] ’
student ,grade level 2 ‘ 20.28 10.14 1.41
Withia P . 558 4 - 11.25 . 7.20, ° .
. o N / -. s,
#*Significant at the .01 level of probability. ~. - - :
responsés of students when grouped by their occupational plans. L

Table 44 summarizes .the mean ratings.and standard deviations for
. 13 5

.




N

students grouped by their occupational plans. A total group mean rating

of”3.06 would indicate a below average rating for this variable.

v

Y

¢ »

Tabel 44: Means and standard deviations regarding amount of encouragement
student had received from vo-ag instructor to attend an area
vocational school, for students grouped by.their occupational
plans :

~

\

Group ) . . Mean Standard
number Student group - Number response deviation .
! Students who glanned to N —
enter an on-farm agricul- S
tural® occupation. . 323 \§<?3 ) 2.91
. - .
2 Students who planned to }

enter an off-farm agricul- o

tural occupation. i 102 ﬂ,,,3<+8ff)/ 2.95

3. ., Students who planned to
enter a non-agricultural . . )
occupation. 166 2.65 2.56

Total " 591 3,06 . 2.83 ‘

Amount of encouragement received from vocational agriculture

\\

instructor to attend a four-year college or university -

This statement of the rating scale asked that students indicate their

perceptidn regarding the amount of encouragemenf they had received from

»

. i . . '
their vocational agriculture iastructor to attend a four-year college or

-university upon completion of their formal education. Table 45 summarizes'

. i 4

N

analysis of variance used to analyze the data for this variable. A T

*

signjficant (P<.05) F ratio of 7.76 was observed for diffefqnges among the

ree student groups.

) L]

~

The mean ratfngs and standard deviatfons for.this variable are .

presented in Table 46. Using the Scheffe’procedure for multiple comparison,

L4 )
» s r‘-f J
\-

=%
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Table 45. Analysis of variance summary table for amount of encouragement
students had received from vo-ag instructors to attend a four-
year college or university, among students who planned to enter
an on-farm agricultural occupation, students who planned to
enter an off-farm agricultural occupaticn, and students who

< ‘planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation -

. ‘ . Degrees of Sum of Mean
Source of variation freedom squares square F ratio
Scheol 27 Lsh 34 16.83 2.06%%
Student grade level 1 . 37.36 37.56 4.57%
Student group 2 127.5 63.76 7.76%x
Student group X -

student grade level 2 5.29 ‘ 2.65 <l1.0
. Within 558 4583.22 8.21
" ; *Significant at the .05 level(gf probability. . .

N
**Significant at the .01 level of probability.

-
3

it was found that a mean rating of 3.56 for Group'2 is_gfgnificantly (P.01).
.greéter than the meé% ratings Pf 2.Sl,fdr Group | and 2.32 for Group 3. It
may be concluded that students who planned to enter an off-farm agriculturai
oécupation received 3 greater'aﬁount of encouragement to attend a four-year

college dr‘gniversity from their vo-ag instructor than did students who

planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation or a non-agricultural
/ o . .
occupation.

Value of high school vocational agriculture courses completed
. [ .

. i

in preparing for occupation planning to enter . .

’ \ ' 2
Students %vere requested to indicate their percept‘pn of the value o{,
DAt A . ~
AN

LI
-

7 their higﬁ school vocational agriculture c%§£§es completed fnkgreparing

them for the occupation.they are planning to enter. A three-way analysis.

.
v S L
N

1

: . e
| Q . g2 URY




Table 46. Means and standard deviations regarding amount of encouragement

student had received from vo-ag instructor to attend a four-

year college or university, for students. grouped by their

occupational plans
Group . Mean Standard \\\\\\
number- Student group Number ° response deviation

1 Students who planned to
enter an on-farm agritul-

tural occupation. 323 2.5] 2.83
28 Students who planned to
enter an off-farm agricul-
tural occupation. 102 3.56 3.561
' 3 Students .who planned to ©
- enter 3 non-agricultural g
occupation. . ///// 166 . 2.32 - 2.78 .
: Total ‘ , 591 - 2.64 2.98

®Mean rating for Group 2 is significantly (P~< 01) greater. “than mean

-~ ratings for Groups | and 3. ///////,/ . )

of variance used to analyze the data for this variable appears in Table 47.

»

A significant (P<.01) F ratio of 36.02 was found to exist ambng the student

groups. } ‘ Co
Table 48 reveals the means and standard de;iations of thi; v;riab]e
- 'for;students gr;uped by thei£~9ccupationaj Pligsf It was quefmined that
the meanyrgting of 6.16 for Group 1 is significantly (P-<.01) greater than . }
_the mean rating of 3.36 for Group 3. Also,’ the mean rating of 5.42 for | /
Group 2 is significantly (b<:.0|) greater thig,the mean respanse for Group 3.

Thus, it*may be concluded that students who planned to enter an og-farm

agricultural occupation or an off-farm agricultural ‘occupation perceived

their completed high school vo-ag courses of more value to them in preparing 7

1 p-3 B
for the type of occupation they planned to entér than did sfudents who o

)
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Table 47. Analysis of jariance summary table for'sfudents'perception of J )

) value of high school vo-ag courses completed in preparing for L
occupation planning to enter, among students who planned fo '
enter an on-farm agricultural” occupation, studénts who planned - - *

to enter an off-farm dgricultural occupation, and students who
planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation

’ -

. Degrees_of Sum of Mean

Source of variattion freedom squares square F ratio
School ’ .21 = 381.26 14.12 2.28%%
Student grade level ) ] 1.39 1.39 - <1.0
Student group - 2 L45.19 222.60, 36.02%%
Student group X . < ’ .

student grade level 2 16. 36 8.12 1.32
Within ‘ 558 344994 6.18

**Significant .at the .01 level of probability.

-

planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation. .From the view point of the ,

vo-ag instructor, this is the result he would hope td achieve in préparing

-

students for job entry upon.completion of his ﬁrogram.

.Value‘gi FFA program in preparing

for @ccupation plaaning to enter

This statement of the rating scale requested that students indicate

— - ¥

izt’their perception of the value of their FFA program in preparing them for the

‘ . -

occupation they are planning to enter upon completion of their formal educa-
- -

tion. A summary'of‘the alysis of variance for this variable appears in-

Table 49. A significant (P€28]) F ratio of 37.37 was observed amorig student
. SN / N ’
groups.
The means and standard deviations fo \(Qii\;ariahlg are presernted in -
‘ Tahle 50, It was found that the mean rating of 5.81 for Group 1 is T
. " ‘p { /‘:
, ) v .
P oy
iy L - ¢ z
. . r
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Table 487 “Means and standard deviations regarding students"perceptlon of
- value of high school vo-ag courses completed in preparing for
".occupatlon planning to enter, for stugfnts grouped by their

og;upatlonal plans : .
‘ Y lQ.- N
Group . by . . Mean Standard
number Student group Number response deviation
18 Students ‘who plansed to g .
enter an on-farm agricul- N )
3 tural occupation. 323 6.16 2.52
-3 -
2b Students who planned to
enter an off-farm agrlcul-
tural occupation. 102 5.42 2.35 .
3 Students who planned to .
) enter a non-agricultural C <4
occupatjon. , 166 3.96 2.7k
Total 594 5.4] ~ 2.72
®Mean rating for Group 1 is sngnlflcantly (P<<:01) greater than mean rating .
for Group 3. . 3 . .

Hean rating for Group 2 is significantly (P<.01) greater "than mean-ratlng
for Group 3. _ \

5
3

S|gn|f|cantly (P<.01) greater than the‘mean rating of 3. 33 for Group 3. .
Ajso, the mean rating of h 88 for Group 2 is S|gn|f|cant]y greater than the
mean rating for Group 3. It may be ascertalned from this analysns»that 4 f -
those students plannlng to enter an agricultural occu;atlon percelved the
~ FFA program to be of more value to them in preparing for their selected

occupation, than did those students who are planning to enter a-non=agricul-
Loty Padld

P " tural occupation. e N

-

4

Value of vocational agriculture courses completed in preparing

to attend g_postse&ondary area vocational school e .
A .
Students participating in this study werefasked to indicate tHeir \\
\ :
P!
. 3
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Table 49. Analysis of variance summary table for students' perception of

- value of FFA program in preparing for occupation plann;ng to

o enter, among students who planned ta enter an on-farm agrlcul-
tural occupation, students who planned to enter an off-farm
agricultural occupation, and students who planned to enter a .
non-agricultural occupation oo {\\\\\\ . oL

..

Degrees of ,.Sum_of Mean =y
Source of variation freedom ° squares square F ratio
School v 27. 594.34 22.01 3.04%*
Student grade level R .0l .01 <l1.0
Student group ' 2 54119 270.60 37,3745
Student group X ’ -
' student grade’level 2 22.90 * 11.46 1.58
Within | - ' 558 .- _ '4037.90 T2k g
. N . <
**Signi}écant at/the ;01 level of pfobability. ] 6
- by AR ' . - - e
. - , E
\}@ble 50. Means and standard deviations regardnng perception of value of
* FFA program._in preparlng for occupation planning to enter for
students groupeﬁ’by their occupational plans~ B
kY ' ~ ’ " ~
s ~
" Gedup : o Mean Standard
number Student group . Number response - deviation
18 Students who planned'td )
enter an on-farm agricul- ‘ c )
tural occupation. .o 323 5.81 '2.85 \\\\\
2P Students who planned to .~ - TS .
enter an off-farm agricul- ~ . . - .
tural occupation. - X 102 4.88 2.92
. po . P
3 Students who planned to . . ’
- enter a non-agricultural - ' . -
occupation. . , 166 3.33 2.69
—  Total 591, 495 3.01

Hean rating for Group | |s significantly (P<C. O}) greafer than mean rating
for Group 3. ] e

’
[ B
~

for proup 3. r:ty -
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-5 [N T - " "
. perception of the valJ{/;f their vocational agficu]ture courses cémpleted

-

in preparing them to atfend a‘ggi:f;EOndary area vocétioﬁa] school upon N
e . : ] . Tw
* graduation from high school. The analysis of variance suhmary-fdr'th?é
- ‘ or} . : . -
: -vakjable is presented in Table 51. An F ratio of 2.29 was calculated for

. 0 . . . /
Tabte 51. Analysis of variance summary table for students' perception of -
- value of vo-ag courses completed in preparing to attend an
area vocational school, among students who planned to-enter an
-on-farm agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter
“ an off-farm agricu?tural'occupation, and students who planned
to enter a pon-agricultural occupation

o

2grees of Sum of Mean ) ,
Source of variafion . * freedom "“squares square F‘ratio,
. Sch'oo]"’ Lo21" 444,96 6.49 5.29*; :
. Sgudent grade level 1 - .26 .o .26 <l.0" .
A:v;”Stué?nt bréup - ' é' , i L 2] :Sﬂf!] 7.9#**‘ . : -
Student group . X . . . . ) ‘
student grade level’ 2 - 4t.10 ’ 20.56 ©2.86 ™
Within T 558 bo14. o4 - .7.20 ~
mﬁ**Sign{ffcant at the .01 Ievilﬁof p(qﬁébifity. \ i
the différéncgsminzvéfiation of ratings for this va}iab]e among Echools. \
This F ratio with 27 and 558 degrees of freedom is significant at tﬁehngn : .
lev;J of(proPabi]ity. _This siéEﬁficant diféerence réceived quid.ind}cate 1 '>f
that students’ ratings grouped by school dif}ered as foltheir pQ(;gbtion‘ . A//;//
of ;be.J;Iue of their high schoo] vocatiOna]'agrizhlture cou}seshcémpléﬁed ¢
.- in p[gaaring them io attend s postseCOndary'a;ea vdcational school. A - %t

significant .(P<.01) F ratio was also observed for the‘différence;,in ratings*
L] ‘ .

of this statement by students grouped accordiag to- their occupational plans.

. . Y ‘ ' -~ ’
250 N .

a . .
.

é - : *
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Table 52 presents the meaha and standard deviétiéﬁs for this variabje:
. - ’
v N : ' ..
Qi' Table §2. Means and standard QeV|at|ons reqardvng students’ ﬁerceptlon of
) ~value of vo-ag courses completed in preparing to attend an area
* vocational school, for students gr0uped by thetr OCCUpationa]
o plans . . -
a : . .
Group . N ©, Mean Standard
. Rumber Student group ’ Numer response deviation
18 Students who planned to ’
. enter an on-farm agricul- . )
’ tural occupation.’ © 323 .. 4.87 - 2,73 e
2b : " Students who planned to - ¢
, . enter an off-farm agricul- ‘ - *
T ) ) tural occupation. 02 4,82 2.77
) 3. Students who planned to enter
‘ a non—agrlcultural occupa- s RS e
) tion. - 166 . 3.77 2.85o ) -

B “ .

. T Total T 591 455 2.81 _/

-

®Mean rating for Group | is sngmf:cant]y (P( 0]) greater than mean_rating '

< . for Gr0up 3.-0 ~, AR .o : . . . . §
: T2 - - )
. - bMean rating for Group 2 is sugnlflcant]y #<. 01) greater than mean rating T
i ’ for Group 3. L e N . - ) N AN
N . S . o P ‘ . ’ s,

A mu]tlple comparlson of all gr0up mé&ans reve that a mean rating of
b % a

OI) greater than the mean ratung of N

’

:\\\\\\\\ k. 87" for Group L is svgnvflcantly

err --x% he mean rq&ing of li .82 er Group 2 is signifi=  ~ s 7

c%ntly (P<; 01 f” er than xhe mean. ratdng df 3.77 for Group 3 There-

»
a~y

¢

~ fore, lt may'be fonc]uded that stgée ts who planned to«enter an “on- farm - I'} _

¢ - 2 - -

. pl .
the voqat:on 1 agruculture courses they had comp?eted as beung of greater -

N n / - - . » B

oo va1ue in preparlng them to attend an area, vocatlonal school than d|d
M o /- d Al LYd

. - ~ V N s -

students who planned to enter 3 non- agrlcultgral aCCUpatron. - T

f;; O ' . ('

>
»
>
)
b
3
*
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Value of vocational agriculture courses complieted in R .t
¢ -5.(‘ . = ) " . ) LY 1od
" preparing to attend_a four-year college oruniversity-«. . - ‘

P N

completed in prebaring‘them to atten

. upon graduatTon;from.hi

. -
! . - 2 - -
(W 4o 66
- .
1] “ h] "’-’.'/ -

X
M < ! “ . R

> » -

te . s ® s 7 e
¢

. This statemest of the rating scgle requested that students indicate

tﬁeiﬁ perception.of the value of their vocational agFTCulture cou?ses,

.

. 3 fouF:year cqlliege.or university

s -

schoolt A summary of the analysns of varrance

¥f'

used to analyze the ratings receuVed from th|s statement appears in Table .

-

'53. It was determined that a S|gn|f|canb (P<.01) F ratlo of S 22 exnsts

for ratungs qﬁ this. statement by students grotped according to thelr s
occupational plahs. - .- - . B
‘ . . R ¢ + -
Y . f ,\ d - ,!' 3 w I

Table 53. Analysls of variance summary tab}e for studenrs percepfuon of *
,'value of vo-ag .courses completed in pTeparlng to-attend a, four-
~_year college or university, among students who p]anned toe enter

an on-farm agricultural occupation, students who planned to
enter an-off-farm agrucuTtural occupation, and students who

" plafned to enter a rion- dgricultural ocdupagion’ L
. ‘ : - .8 t A ol ~ i -
v a, . . ‘ - . , " . RS e L ,,AA,—"’*’ 4’,
- , *  Degrees of. }Sum of ﬁ;sj MEEE{/T 4 . ‘ L
Sotirce ofyvariation , . freedom . squares _ _square’ j Ptratio , - | .
' B - LI * Vet i > L .
School , .27 371,29 & e J3.T5 - .91k
- . e . CE Y T ‘ ’
Student grade level roo. 4.55 ¢ ¥ Ib55 gl - -
., Student grouf : 2 o752 - . 37.56 Cosa22kk e -
IStudent-group X * - ¢ . otk }j ‘ . ~
studént grade level ., 2 - Y » 7.56 . . 379 <l.o -
C. . . . L. SN S
Within . : +558 "4019.20. - 7200 7T ¢
e ) ) Yo e v _ . 2 - o ’
) R ) . I st . ) ’ s l * PR . »‘,'A ‘s
 *Signifigant at the .05«level of probability- -~ | g 2
: s oA ! = ¢
- o P s . . [ - £
*%*Significant. at the .01 leve] of probability. - Lo )
. . . o . A ° - e e

. . .
. , -
r ' .- 3 _ 3 5, -




. ccupat|onal plans are. summarlzed in Table 54. Using the Scheffe’method

¢ pa ) ‘

—_— ’ S .

p ~////i;;65g 54. Means and standand deviations regardang perception of value of

\ ) vo-3g.courses completedaln preparing to attend a four-year
college or university, for students grouped by the«r oc;upatuonal
plans . . . .

\ . . ' ' ' . . T

l‘. 7

[ 4 ’ .
Group. _ : M Meah Standard ‘
number\\ Student group . Number response deviation

[

4

1 Students who planned to
‘ enter an on-farm agricul -
tural occupation. . . 323 ‘ 3.82 2.78

=~ -2 Students who _planned to
o enter an off-farm agricul- :
. - tural occupation. . 102 4,32 2.74 -

- -
3 Studen§§ Qﬁg_plaﬁned to . -
enter a non-agricultural . : K
occupation. 166 -+3.12 2.65
- . \ ) ! . ™ . ) .
.. \ - s .
thal ot 591 371 T2.76

~
R - . < . . ¢

~

Mean ratlng for Group 2 is s:gnlflifntly (P<.01) greater than mean rating
\\for Group 3 e C¥

. . .,.l‘ N 1 s . . '

of‘hu]tip]e ﬁg@parison, it ‘was found that a mean rating of 4 32 for Group 2 ~
) is sign}fig@ntly (P<f.0|) greater than the mean ratlng of 3, IZ for Grqup 3 o
' Thus, it may be concluded from thlS analys«s that- students who‘planned ta , \\
) .
‘ eqter ~Qff-farm agricultural ocpoa%}bn believed.that their vocationa‘ \

-

year college Sr uifiversity, than did students who planned to enter a non- ™ G
- » h. . ) N ’ ‘ “ . .
agricultural occupation. - .k : L
1]

N 3

»

Value of high school,courses completed in preparing to

”

atten& a postsecondary area vocational school

. : ) . : v
This, item of the«rating scale asked that students indicate their
KL ) ) ,

s U
W
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. ’ —— ) >

3 o : .
‘perception of the value o} their high school courses complete%//g,pceizling

. them to attend a postseandary area vocational school upon graduation from
high scbool. Table 55 geveals the analysis of variance summary for mean

/

\Table 55. Analysis of variance summary table for students' perception of

- value of high school courses completed in preparing to attend
an area vechtional school, among students who planned to enter . ‘
an on- farmlazricultural occupation, studants who planned to

i3

attend an farm agricultural occupation, and students who'
planned to/enter a norftagricultural occupation .
" - d '
) Degrees of , Sum of Mean
Source of variation _ freedom ' , squares square F ratio
oy Schoo! ’ 27 292.14 " 10.82 1.49
. _ . ’ ‘ -
Student grade level 1 o 1,37 1.37 <1.0
Student group\\§, . 2 42.36 21.18 C2.87 7
~ Student group X " . . " ' _
student grade tevel . . 2 13.61 _ 6.81. <1.0
Within' , "~ 558 4120.83 7.38 - .

t

ratinge received from this statement. There were no significant F ratios

. among SChoolg or student groups. It is conceived that students felt their

. courses f study ID hTfgh school. prepared thenrpqually well for attendlng,g
t [§

. post%econdary area chatlonal school when anaﬁ?zed by occupatlonal plans
. »

v Table 56 contains the meang and standard devnatgons for this variable. ,

. -

’

S(éﬁ;,there were no srg;ificant F values, a multiple“compar?soq was mnot

’

. made. : .. ~ . i ! -
'. --: - e -
“ Value of hlgh school courses. Epmplete in preparing to ‘ o ',l
. ¢ = TN ; -
—attend a four~yed college or dniwersity - — .
s 5, . .
¥ “' Students weYe equested to indicate their perception of the valbe of * ]

-
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Tahle 56.. Means and standard deviations regard«ng perceptlon of- vatue of
high school courses completed in preparrgg ‘to attend dn, area
‘vocational school, for students grouped Y, their occupatioqal\

~

s plans . :
. o ‘/
Group e - ' Yean Standard
number Student group Number ' - response deviation
i I 7 " Students who planned to T .
' .enter an on-farm agricul- . .
tural occupation. 323 . 4. 59 2.74
2 Students who planned to >
) enter an of f-farm agricul- . . ’
’ tural occupation. 102 5.13 2.62
< . , .
"3 Students who planned to .
enter 3 non-agricultural - :
. occupation. o, 166 4.40 2.82
;! . . =
Total . 591 4,63 2.75

( .

. . - . .
. - - -
-~ . -

their high school ¢tourses éompleted,in preparing them to attend a four-

. year college or university upon graduation from high school. The three-way

.
’

P analysis qf variance used in analyzing the data for this variable appears

in Table 57. A-'significant (P<.01) F ratio.6f 5.96 was observed for

Y

differences in mean ratings among students grouped according to their .
AN - . :

occupational plans. g . - ' -
¢ o, ~ R : . . ,' ,_‘. -
) The means_a and standard dev;atlons are presented in Tab]e 58r It was

gfeater than mean ratlngs of- I, 19 and &, Iﬁ fcr/Groups 1 and 3 respectlvely

. - .

Frbm th|s analysns nt may be concluded»that students who planned to enter

;gnwoff-fann agrlcultural'occupatlon placed éwgreater value on their high

i i . ' ' '..
school colirses in preparing them to attend a four-year cc]lege or,unlvek-

-~ 2., . . ’

shty than did students who planned ¥o enter an on~farm. agricultural

‘a
+

o

-

-

deternlned that a mean ratlng-of 5 27 for Group 2. is S|gn1f1cantly tp<.01) ~»

.
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Table 57. Analysns of variance summary table for students perception of i ‘
value of high school courses completed :.n preparing to attend a| | NG
four-year college or university, among students who plafred to |

univer
enter an on-farm—agricultural occupatlon,‘students who planned |-
to ermter an off-farm agricultural occupatton, and students who; L .
planned to enter a non agricultural occupatlon - |

“ - ! . o= Y . é )
‘e L ! {
\ o Degrees. of Sum of Hean v .
Source of variation freedom squares square F ratio ‘
. ) i [
School - 27 - - 328.8I C 12018e N .44
" Student grade level 1 - 15.27 15,27 : 1.80
Student group 2 ' 100.76 50.38 . 5.96%=
Student group X i ' . Tt N
student grade level =~ 2 11.53 5.77 . <1.0 )
Vithin * 558 - 1721.07° = 8.6, < A
**Significant at the .0l I?vél of probability. 5 g -
‘ A ‘ ~ ﬂ/“ ,‘
f A - ~ . . b . / !( i
. Table 58. Means and standard deunatlons regardlng students perception of .
‘ value of high school céurses completed in preparing to attend - 3
B a four- year college or umversnty, for students grouped by t -
s their occupatlonal plans ,
IR § T 0 g 3 . -
‘Group e - o, Mean . | Standard
number Student group . Number , responsg, «eviation .
. Studentss who plarned to g
/ ) .enter-an on-farm agricul- . s
T tural occupdtions 323 .
. C e e - )
- 2° . Studefits who plannéd to ' .. . .
' . enter an off-farm agricul- Lo : ) t
* -/ tural,"occupaflon ‘ 102 © -+ . 5.27 ) 2.86 o ‘
’ . a . . i .
. g _ ) : .
1 "3 Studexts who p e\d to- R « . o ’ ‘
.o enter a gricultural R .
- . occupation. : 166 25,16 3.02 . .o~
P Total, . . o 437 2.96 - 3 )
a - . . s L. .
2Mean rating for Group 2 is sngnlf:cantly (P( 0l.) greater than mean ‘

ratings for Groups 1 and 3.
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, t - ‘
; - S .71
4 * . *
. . . ’ i te
E. * E . . \
) occupation or a non-agrfculturJ! Occupation upon graduation from, high ' .
school. ) ’ -. |
- . - . . > 6.
Value of supervised occupational experience brogram , - -
in preparing for occupation pJanning to enter S
. The students participating in this study were requesaed to |nd|cate

their perceptlon of the value of their supervnsed occupat«onal experlence ‘;

* -

.program in prepartng them for the ‘occupation they planned to enter upon '

.

c0mplet|on of thelr formal education. A summgyy of the analysis of variance
for this variable is presented in Table 59. A significant (PC.01) F ratio

-~

" Table 59. Analysis of var:ance sunmary table for students perception of N "~ .

, value of supegvused occupatxonai experlence program in preparing
} » r occupation planning to enter among students who planned to )
. k\hfer an on-farm agractlturaf occypation, students ‘who planned
: to enter an off-farm.agricul tural bccopation, and students who
-t planned to enter a non- agrlcultural occupation - :
/ . - 2 ' - . - ) i ‘ )
. . i3 s - , ~ . " B
! S '1' Degrees of-  Sum of .ufﬁean T “" ’ v
$durce of varnat:on =« fregdom 'squares . - sguare . F ratio
" e — = '
School St S T 2], .. _5k8.32 v ~20.9%0 2.56%%
! LS .. - : o . o«
Student grade Ievel ’ ”f"’_75?j St .06 b .06 <l1.0
/ . - “ : o .- ’ b N .
E ’Studént 3grqup o LU sz 502,47 - .251.24 31.60%% _
. . . LI . . t{,‘ <
Studedt group ) S -, . . ) : BN a.‘ ) ///t
student grade level . .~:2".;\ . fl.]3: .. . °5,57 - <1.0 ’ st
2 . L. N . o
w.thm T . 558 4 L. hhjﬂ.i'@ 7.8 o
SRTREE T K/ ‘ . - P LT
ik S:gnlfucant at the OI Ievel of prébability, . . ) RGN
. . - s f\‘ . ~ R R
- "" " AR . “\ TS
\\9? 2. SS‘Was cafcuiated for varxatlon , among: ke ratlngs of~students from R
various schools part.lc«patlng in the st’udy. Atsrlgmfccant (P'( Ol) Fo- t.
; ;o . .
~ratio, of 3! 60 was also observed for mean ratnngs of” students grouped ~
~ . . - ; s »

. . p
. . oA ~.
. . . . . . . [l 4 e
. .
. N B A - T
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according to their occupational plans. o i

The means and standard deviations for mean ratings of stydents grouped

’

ccording to their occupational plans are presented in Table 66. It was

. ‘ <

. X °
Table¥g0. Means and standard devnatlons regardlng students\\perceptlon of
’ ) value of -supervised occupatlonal experience program in preparing
for occupation planning to enter, for students grouped.by thelr
occupational g~§ns s

o *
a

.

Group c . -, Mean._ Standard
number Student group . Number response deviation,

a : . . -
1 Students who planned to e ,
enter an on-farm agricul- S :

-

tural occupation. - 323 6.10 2.89

2 ) Students who planned to .
- enter an off~farm agricul- - / Lt
: ‘tural occupation. . . 102- 5.31 3.19

. . . . -
”

3 Students. who planned to ) . ) .
. enter a non-agricultural e
. . otcupatiop. ' 166 3.71 2.78

. Total " 591 5.29 - 3.09

®Mean rating for Group 1 is significantly (P<. OI) grgater than. mean rating
fer Group 3.
. ' '\ !
bMean rating for Group 2 is significantly (P<.01) gfeater than mean ratlng
for Group 3. .

determined that the mean rating of 610 for Group 1 is significantly
(P<.01) greater than the mean rating of 3.71 for Group 3. Also, the mean

rating of 5.31 for Group 2 is significénlly (P<.01) greater than that of

[ 4

Group 3. From the analysis.of thif data, it appears,ttftsihose students

> -
- .

_ planning to'enter agricul@ural occupations, either on-farh or off-farm,
. - " . "
believed that tHEJr superviséd occupational experience programs were of .

-

greater value to them in preparung for. these types of occupatlonsl thaq digd ¢
- ',\ i .~. o . B '~'r .
‘ , , C)E} S ’ -~

x
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( . students who are plaaning to enter a non-agricultural occupation. This

-
-

result°may.hqye_some impl‘_ tion as to hoﬂ’the supervised experience pro-

y grams are presently structured ln the vo-ag currncu*qmy/end the need for

2

- ' future changes to meet the needs of more students. -

4

Chances of success as & student ettendiqg a four-year

~

college or university and studying animal science

L

This item of the rating scale asked that students indicate their,

perception of their chances for success as a student if they were to attend
a four-yearhcolleée or university and study animal science. Table 61
v / . -

summarizes the agelysis ef variance used to analyze ‘the data received

from this variable. A significant (P<.01) F rdtio of 17.38 was observed -

;o
. ‘ f

Table 61. Analysis of variance summary table for students' perception of )

chances of success as a student if attended a four~year col]ege

or university and. studled animal sfience, among students who

¥ planned to enter an on-farm agricultural ocgupation, studehts

'  who planned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and

students who planned to enter a non-agricultural dccupation

3-

‘ Degrees of Sum of . Mean 1
) Source bBf variation ° freedom squares - square F ratio
School . Y, 225.09 8.3h . haz
Student grade level o] .13 Cl3 . <X1.0
o . - . . , / -
) Student group 2 . 284.06 . 142.03 17.38%*
) Student group X . - _— . L
Ve student grade level .2 13.04 ///;.52 <l.0
" within 0~ 558 " 4861.03 ¢ 8.17 '
i" . : ¢ - ] /L\\ .
**Significant at the .01 level of probébilit¥~ f " —_— k\<\\\

® , . : . . L4 ‘ ..‘
for differences among mean ratitgs for students groqéed accofding to their




occupatijonal plans.

Table 62 presents the means and standard deviations f%[‘ this var’feéble.

- Table 62. Means and standard deviatiens regarding students' perception of T
cRances for success as a student if attended a four-year college )
or university in animal science,- for ‘students grouped by thelr -z,
occupational plans

; - . o

-

Group ) Mean Standard . <
number ‘Student group - Number response deviation Y
. 4 LN

18 Students who planned to’

enter an on-farm agricul-

tural occupation. 323 b. 42 2.85 ~—0 0
2b - Students who planned to . \\\\\;\ N .
- enter an off-farm agricul- B
‘ . tura] occupation. * : 102 5.54 2.96 ©

) 3 Studepts who planned 'to
enfer a non- agrlcu]tural
occupation. o166 . . 3.38 2.81 “

- \J 2 .
Total : ©,591 4,32 2.94 .
™~

is significantly (P<.01) greater than mean rating

®Mean rating ?br Group 1
" for Group 3.

X

bMean rating for Group 2 is signi |cantly {P<.01) greater than _mean

. ¢ _: retﬁngs igr Groups 1 and 3.

»
r

- - v

The test for multlple,comparlson reve@led tﬁat a mean ratlng of 5 54 for- o -

A

-

Group 2 is significantly, (P-( Ol) greater Lhan the medh ratings of 4. 42 and

- ¢

3 38 for Groups 1 and 3 respectlvely Also, the mean rating of+4.42 for . .
Group 1 is sngnuf;CanLly (P<.01) greater ﬁhan the'mean ‘tating of 3,38
for Group 3. Thetrefore, it may be concluded that students who planned to

/ 4 - .
Yo L 3 . -
enter an off-farm agricultural occupation indicated a greater chance for ~
G v B

- " succes$ as 3@ student at a four-year college or university in the field of J%i
- Y - . ’ .

dnimal science, than did students who planned to enter an on-farm - .

N




75

2

- )
r

agricuitgral occupation or a non-agricultural occupation. .Students who

E —

. .

planned to enter 'an on-farm adricul ural occupation felt they had a greé%éf

chance of success as a studentat a fo;:>?ear institution studyung animal

science, than dud sxudents who are planning to enter a non- agrlcultural
. . J .

occupation. '

Changes- of success as a student attending'g.four-year

" college or university and studying plant and soil science

Students were requested to indicate their perception of their chances

for success as a student attending a.fouc:yeaz,co}legeﬂdr university and

studying plant and soil science. The analysis of variance calculation for

this variable appéa:s in Table 63. It was revealed that an F<:E£i9’Q£4*3ng

-~

N ~/
Table 53. Analysis of variance summary table for students'\B§¥<gptlon of
: N chances of success as student if attended a .four-year college
N, or university and stydied plant and soil science, among students

”’—_’,;_;l——'WHB‘pIanned to entef an on-farm agricultural occupatlon,a%tudents
who planned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and

students who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupatiof

\\\ 'Y A 1y .
¢‘\ N - . « o . ®
\>\\\ . Degrees of’ " Sum of . JMean ’ .
Source of vg:iatjon ~ freedom® . squares square F ratio
<~ S T , N s
School N 278.90 10.32% - 1.45
— - ’ )
' : . . ®
Stydent grade level 2.58 » . 2.58" - " <..0

99.28 |3.96¥%

student gkade level 2 \\E\\
Within 653\\\\ 558 2964 .91

,\
**Significant at~

6.86 . <1.0 =

~

T
1 Iev;\&of probability.

! 4 g = - o.

.existeg’for the mean rating of students grouped according to¥thedir

. P
s ¢
5,

”

\. . * oy

» L ,". -y
< L Tt A . e e (:f
el AR e
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in Table 64. A mean ratirg of 4.75 for Gr0up 2 is sfgnificantly (P<:>Ol) s

. e
- - .
o

Table 63. Means and stand deviations regarding students' pefcepfion of .
chances _for Success as a students if attended a four-year coll€ge
or versity in plant and soil science, for students grouped by
their occupational plans -

)

Group |, . 7 Mean Standard )
number Student group /Hﬁaber , response deviation
. Va -
18 Students who planned ,“ %
to enter an on-farm > ‘ '
N agricultural occupation. 323 p
I ./ b ‘ . ! .
2 Students who planned to
enter an off-farm agricul -
tural océ?ﬁation. 102
3 Students who planned to -

166,

Ve - enter a noh- agrucultural
) occupation.

J';tak‘ o 591 % 3.78 . 275 ~

% .

a ' =
" @Mean rating for Group | is. sugnlflcantly\(PQ: 0]) greater than mean rathg

for Gr0up 3. ‘ . . . 4
Hean ratlng for Group 2 is sugnlfxcantly P- reater than mean rating /
# . for Group 3. " N ' /
Mean rating for Group 2 j j icagtly (P-<.OST greater than mean rating
for Group 1. Ny . r .
s . . oy P o ¥ o . .
< N . .o~ ’ AN vt (\/ . ' . o
2o grgater than.the. mdan rating of 2f99 for. Group 3.and significantly (P*;.05) .

'oﬁﬁenof 3-87 for Group J . Also, the mean .ratingy /4

N '; °f 3. 87 fQL-ELQEP 1 is sxgnffnc iy P, 04) greater*%hangthe mean rating
A ’ ! \of 2 99 for Gropp 3 From the,@nafysns thns varnable, it ‘may be .con- ' ii)i

1

. /L ‘
[ chuded that studen;s who planned.to enter an of : far bgr?chturél OCCuthFOn?

Lot . »7/. ¢

" ' } '. | ‘:.:, Ces ’ . . 9'2" ;;,

T
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indicated a greater chance for success as a student at a four-year, college - «

or unsversntx\stgdzlng plant and so1 science than stuéenfj~who planned to

~

enter an on-farm agricultural oceupatlon‘br students who planned to”enter .'-
< " \N
a non-agrlculfural occupation. .t may also be concluded that sfuden_ who

_ . - : . ,
! plannred to.enter an on-farm agricul;;ral occupation felt they

. better in plant and so;l science at'a be{\Xear college or/univefsity than
v

‘., Chances gf sucqess 3s a student attending a four-yesr 4 :

: ) . ' / ’ N
college or university and studying agricultural mefhanics / . \

’ £ f a . »

This statement of the rating scale tequestedithat students indicate

-

their perception of their chances for stccess as a student attending 3

"four-year college or unnversnty and studylng agricyltural mechanics upon . J
graduatlon from hlgh school. The analysis of variance caLculation is /
" ¢ - '

summarized in Table 65. A significant (P<.05) F Yatjq‘af 6.16 was found -
- I

Table 65. Analysis of variance summary table for students' perceptlon eﬁ
) ' ,chances of success as a student if attended a four-year college
, or' university and studled agricultural mechen«;s, among studepts « s
. + . who planned to enter.an on-farm agricultural ‘occupation, / .
st “students who planned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupptijon, .
¢ ', ‘and students who planned to enter a nonragricultural” occupatfiog.. *

¢ :
. . .

c, ., < - Degrees of Sum of Mean/ - ’ 7r e
, Source of variation freedom squares ~_sgﬁare F rati
S ‘ i . Yo s - o ‘
School” ‘,{ P 27 -257.9b : 9.55 1.18

uder Tevel
Stgdént groug .

o Student grgup X 3 . . . : ) :
' student grdde level ) o S 12995 . 6.u8 <o 7,

B 2. B
+ 2 n

" 149.87 l 49.87 < 6.164

.01 .01 <1.0

a ” ot

' A . !

“Within | : &“’558, N 751 f7s - - 8.0 . =

, o *Slgnlf:cant at.the .05 Yevel o?\p;gbab lity. . ¥
. o O . .
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for differences in mean ratings for student grade level. It may bg surmized °.
~

that the seéjor students may ‘have received mQre instruction in agricultural®

R -

mechanlcs than the junior students andﬁtheréfore felt they would do better

-
* a

N\ y . . . N
in this area of study at a*four-year college or university. ’ &
. . . “ o~ ' '.k“ ," ) . .
Table 66 ‘tontains the means &nd standard deviations for the responses :

- »

grouped by students' occupational plans. . : .
v )

. N -
‘Table 66. Means and standard deviations.regarding students’ perception
of chances for success as a student if atténded a four-yéar

e college or University in agricultural mechanlcs for students '?
® grouped by'thelr occupational plans - ‘ R .
< v’ ' . . . ~ ’

n . . | , ~

.

Group . - . Hean . Standard
-number ~ Student group " % Number response ¢ deviation

- : )

. / :
(IR Students who plapied to IR ‘ -

T o i énter_an on-farm agricul- - ' :
tural otcupatlon

2 Students who planned to . STy K T ‘ ‘
enter an off-farm agricul- S .
) tural occupation. . 102° . 5.28 2,72 ,
‘ . - . , - _ ) -
3 Students, who planned to A ~ » .
. enter a non-agricultural N :

occupation. * . 166 , 5.32 \‘ . 13.09

»

_ Total - 591 . 529 | ' 2.86
v N 3, . P

? \v ’ [ ” ' ’, T - o
['S > . - .
- - , .

e o
- Chances of success as a student attendrng a3 four-year- spilege a v
or unlve;7|ty and’ studylng agrlcu1tural m;:sﬁément . . . o

< e,
Students were asked to |nd1cate their chan;;;\Bf\ CCeSS (-1 a\student L

.
[ 1 ' - -~ \\"‘ B3 .

i'f they nergjto,attend'é'?our-year collegé‘b}‘univerglty and\study,agrlcul~ >

—

furaT managment . A sngnlflcant (P<.01) F ratlo of. 12 49 was. cal;ulaﬂed

-

- “)

for dlfferences in mean natlngs of students grouped a;cordlng-%o thelr

s ,pctﬁ;étlonal plans (Table 67)




. Source of variation

. be conciuded that students who

to eqter a non- agrn@u]tura] ocCupation .

yocsy

4
«
S

‘¢

._ Analysi$ of vgfiance summary table Ffor students'- perceptaon of
chances of success as.a student if attended a four-year college’
un+versity and'studled agrlcultura] management, among
'stydents” who planned to entes an on-farm agricultural occupation,
students who p}anned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation
and ‘students who planned tgwenter a non-agricultural occupation

-

4

-

.
o
P

¥

"

Sum of
squares .

Degrees of'~
freedom

0 ¢ Hean‘
., square -

? ratio
1

School 27° 324,25 12.0% 1.72%

P53
12.49%%

Student grade leved 1.35 11.35+

.Student group 173.93 £86.97

Student group X - !
student grade level ’

K

1.23

Within 558 3883.97 .

*Significant at the .éS ]@e] of probahil'i_ty.
; . 0,
**SiQniFECant at the .0l level of probability. -
) - A ®

* -
* // - ’

The means and standard de?‘uatlons for th|s varlab]e appear. in
Tab]e 68. It was revealed that a:Qean ratlng of 5.19 for Group 1

- f s

“significantly (P<( 01) greater than a mean rFtlng of h Oh for Group- 3
IS

was also determ;ned that a mean ratlng‘of 5 SQ’for Group*2 is S|gn|f|cant]y

~

/s

-~

It

=

(rP<. Ol) greater than the mean*respOnse of k O#Mfor Group 3 ' Thus it may

pla%ne& ¢e\e2ier an agrncu];ural occupatlon

on of theJr‘formaT educatlon bel;\\ed they would héve 8

-
»

- ~a

upon comp4ej

V-
e,

greater ghange of success as 3 student attknding a four~year college or e
un4v=r5|ty studang agrlcultura] management than Jld students

s Y
o;planned . -
-kt . . e .

~ rseirt

~

b

s

..
4 .

3 R
Chance S6f success as“a_student attendlng an area ‘

ional school and studying'an[maﬁ'sdtencé

K%

.




-

- o served for the deferences in mean. ratlhgs among students grouped aq;org'

N
2 ]
Means and, standard dev:atnonswregardlng students' perceptldh
. of chances for success as a student if attended a four-yqar
college or unlverslty in agricultural,managément, for students
grouped by, their OCCupatlona] plans © . - S
. ,

. . .
. . . e ® .
. . B > - »

Group ‘ . "~ Mean . Standard
-¢ number - Stadent ‘group _ " Number response * deviatibn

3

Students wHo planned to
enter an on-farm agricul-
tural occupatlpn

\
Students,gho planned to
enter an off-farm agricut-
tural occupation.

‘Students who planned to
.eQter ‘a non< agrrCultural .
occupatlon . T.e0 )66

,,l 3y

Total . 591

"\

¥Mean Yating for Group 1 |s\5|gnlfrcantly (P*t OJ) greater than mean rat?ng\
for Group 3. J . e, . K \

bMean ratnng‘for Group 2 is slgnlflcantly (P*: 01) greater than mean ratlng
for Group 3.

-,

4

, ’ o

This item’of the rating scale requesbed studenfg‘to indfcate xheir

.
- \. . -

perceptLon of success as-a student if they wereg4q attend 3 postsecondar
- < rd - ®
. area vgcatlonar school and’study an;mal scnence\‘ Ihé three-way analys;s
» ' b .
of variange used to analyze the ratlpgs recelved frdm this statement is .,

i
M * e 1

spmma3ri zed in\Table 69.- A signifucantA(P1:;QJ) F matsb of 13. 08 was
. \ Pl ‘e LAY

~

Xy

- to the|r dccupational pla

v . ,
Table 70 presents the means, aﬁa standard devuations for th|s variable

- -
.~ .t 0

lt was revea1ed that a mean ratlng of %’74 for G¥0up 2 is S|gn|ftcantly

\_.- L

(P<: 01) greater tBan the mean ratlng of 3. 80 for Group 3 and sngnlflcantl-

- ' L)
o -
. P
oW e “
>

s,
(¥
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Table 69. Analysus of varfance sumnary table for students’ perception oé
success as a student if attended an area vocational school *and N
studied anumaT science, among students who planned to enter an
on-farm agrlcultural occupation’, students who planned to enter
an off-fam agrlcultural occupation, and students who planned
R - to entec a non- agrncu?tural olcupation’ . . ot ¢
) ‘Degrees of ° Sum of Hean ‘ ‘
Source of variation freedom squares ‘square  --,_F ratio
§ : . .
School ' 27+ 302,75, 1.2 1.37
3 - 3 * -~
Student grade level } . 6.37 T 6.37 <t.0
)
Student group ‘ 2 1213.67 106.84 13.08%=
Student’ group, X . ' b g
., student grade level v 2, - 8.15 : 4.08 <I.0
) oy . t ) ’ s . -
Within -, y 558 - \ 14560.Z§ 8.18 ) .
. Py . ’ -
*#%Significant at the .01 level of probability.
T . \ . ’
(P*:.OS) greater than the mean ratfng of 4.87 for Grdup 1. jt'was also
determlned that the meanrsrating of 4.87 for Group 1 is sngnlflcantly
’ (P<. 0?}»greater than Rhe mean response of 3 80 for Group 3. Ffrom th[s- L
analysns, it may be concludeduthat students who planned, toenrter an agricul- R

1 v

tural” ocqupation perceived they would have a greater chanee of success as

A

. 4 - 3

A a student studying animal science at an area vocational school, ‘than did
. >
. , ) , . .
. students who planned to enter a non-agricultyral ,oceupation. It was N
.. . ° ’, . ] v 3
* further determined that students planning to enter an off-farm agricultural d

.occupat?on upon graduation from high school felt they would do better in

- . v

animal sciente at an area vocatidnal school than would students whe were .
0 » -

y,Pranning to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation. . v

Chances of success as a student attending an area vocatnbnal . ., ‘
« : ] / ’ . .

school and studying plant and soil science




Table 70.f HMeans and standard deviations regarding students' pe ’eption of
. chances for success as @ student if attended an‘aredy vocational
s school in animal science, for students grouped by their occupa-
- «tional plaps
* Y ( i . s : ‘e 7/
Group © " Mean Standard .
numbe'r Student group : Number " respoase, - deviation
T~ . 7 .
L] -~ N . / ﬁ
1@ Students who planned to -
' enter an on-farm agricul-
tural occupation. 323 4,87 . 2.86
2b Students who planned to :
. enter an’ off-farm agricul-
. _ tural occupatiod. 102 5.74 2.87 ‘
s 4
3 Students who planned to .
. enter & non-agricultural ’ I .
occupation. - 166 3.80 . 2.93
R Total \?9] .72 2.95
, .
) SMean rat|ng for” Group 1 is s:gnlf;cantly (P-< Ol) g;eater than mean .rating ,
for Group 3. .
.,bHean rating for Group 2 is slgnlflpantly (P<€.01) greater than mean ratlng Com
for Group 3.
Mean rating for Group 2 is sngnlf'cantly (P<.05) greater than mean ratlng ' .
for Group 1. 0 .
. This statement of the rating scale.asked thHat students indicate their
" chances of success as a student if the9 were to attend a postsecondary area
- " vocational school .and §tudy plant and soiliscienee. Table 71 summarizes

¢ N
. ' . )
- the analysis of variance used in analyzing the data for this variable. A
’ A . / ’ . ’ - . R
significant (P<C.0L) F ratio of 11.65 was calculated for the differences
in mean ratinga of students grouped according to their occupational plans. A

. The means and standard devuatlons for this variable appear in Table 72.

.
. - k4

A multiple comparisan d% the group—means revealed that the mean rat|ngs of

<

I 4.51 for Group 1 ahdg%l98 for Group 2 are significantly (gg:.OI)Agreater

P 58 I

s e
.

.
™
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Table 71. Analysis of variance summary table for students' perceptijon of
chances of success as a student if attended an area vocational
school and studied plant and soil science, among students who
planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation, students

‘- N who planned to enter an off-farm agricultura] occupation, and

students who planned to enter & non-agricultural eccupation , -

Degrees of Sum of . Mean ¢ o .
Source of variation freedom squares square F ratio
School 2 Y27 373.53 13396 1.89% ks
. . . - \ ' -
Student grade level . 20.79 20.79 2.84 :
" . .
) CL_\:,§EFdent grouP . .. 9 ) 170.35 85.18 11.65%
Student group’ X . . oLl - e
* student ‘grade ‘level 2 1.54 ’ .77 <l.0° )
Within _ 558 - k076.32 - 7.31 . - .
#Significant at' the..05 level of probabllity. * ™. ;
. - - 3 . - ’ ¢
**Significant at the .01 level of probability. - , -

—

than the mean rating of 3.45 for Group 3. It appears that students who _
. - [

TS g - ~

planned to enter an agricultural occupation, either on-farm or off-farm,

=) 4 |

perceived they had a greater opportunity for success as a studepf at an

area vocational school st&dying plant and soil science, than did students N
. _ P . . i )
who indicated they planned to epter a non-agricultural occupation.

4 s £ -

Chances of success as.a student attending .an area

y

vocational school and studying agricultural mechanics .

Students were requested to indicqté how they would rate their chahces

. ¢ /. o - o -
© . "of sSuccess if they were to attdhd a postsecondary area vocatidhal school
o . ) . :
¢ ~ and study agricultural mechanics. The three-way agnalysis of' variance is

»,

7 ¢

stmmarized in Jable 73: An F ratio of 9.21 was calculated for difference  _

-,
4 .

among mean ratings of students grouped according to their grade level

.

3 s , / _

.y : . /

69 o
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. Table 72. Means and standard deviations rega(ding students' =perdeption

their occupational plans

Y )
. . Group. ' - © dard L
- numbet Student group  ° ~Number respon e J;atlon . -
e Students who planned to
) enter an on-farm agricul-, .
, tural occupation. 2.76 .
2b Students who planned to ‘ ;
enter an off-farm agricul- . ‘ ’
" tural occupation. ? ’ 2.9Q
3 Students who:planned to {
] .

enter a non-agricultural
" occupation.

@

Total .

/f'
®Mean rating for Group 1 is sngnlfl antly (P‘: 01), g ater than mean/rating
er Group 3.° ) :

bHean rating for Group 2 lS signifficant)y (P<.01)/greater than mean rating

for Group 3. ~
» (junior or senior). This F ratio wi 1 and 55p degrees of;ﬁreedom is.
’ significant at the .01 level lof probability o other F ratio was signifi-

'atlonaT‘plans.

‘ 4, a
L]
Chances of success as a ptudent attendifig an area: e

— -
[

. ‘ “ grouped by students' occ
L4

voeational school and‘sz;dying agricuf<;ral managemen t.
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tuggnt;” perception of
ended an area vocational
anics, gmong students who ,
ultural occupation, Students whg
ricultural occupation, - and

a noq_ggrucultural occupation

Table 73. Analysis of variance summary table for,
) chances of success as a student if
: school and studied agriculturaf
. planned to enter ah on-farm 3

., planned to enter an off-farm
students who planned to ent

’ s e
#

. Qegreey/ of Sum of _— Mean Dot .
,,- Source of variation free squares " square F ratio
- L

‘ " 194,66 : 7.21 . <1.0

v

.79z 71.92 9.21%x

T School ,

Studeni grade level

Student group 2 10.77 ’ 5.38 <1.0

SEudent group X .
2 19.54 9.77_ 125

.. 7558 " 4355. 49 ©o7.8

Y

Means and standard devnatlons regarding students' perception *
of chances for slccess as a student if attended an aréa voca~
-tignal school in agricultural mechanics, for students grouped
by.:@-i_r occg\petional plans s ‘ ’

-

’ . ) N
' - S ~ Mean , Standard
e 4 . .
number . Student group . Number response deviation

1 ~ Students who planned to” . ' !
enter an.on-farm agricul-_ ’
- tural occupation, 323 6.13 2.66 ‘

Y C

. 14
2 Students_who planned to ‘ . :
. enter an off-farm agricul-

tural occupation. 102 5.76 ' 2.73
3 Students who planned to
enter a non-agricultural . oo ‘ ‘ k

occupation. 166 '5.84 3.11

. ' Totd] L V591 5.98  2.80
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.. used jn énalyzing the data received: from this variable. A significant

Table 75. Analysis of variance summary. table for students' perception of
. chances of. success as a student if attended an area vocational
school and studied agricultural management, among students who
planned to enter an on-farm agricultural pccupation, students
who planned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupation and
students who planned to enter a non-agricultural occypation

;

M 3

Deg}ees of Sum of Mean
Source of variation freedom squares square . F ratio
School ’ ° ¢ 27 573-32 ~21.25 2.93%%
Student grade level - 1 40.95 40.95. /'  5.65%
Student group . 2 1 226.33 113,17 15.61%% .
‘Stpdent group X . !
student grade level 2 3.29 . 1.65 <1.0
. "Within ' . 558 . ° hohh ho. 7.25 '

- L]

#Significant at the:.05 level of probability.

-

**Significant at the .01 level of probg;ility.
: >

’
. ,

(P‘<.OI)'F ratio of 15.61 was calculated for differences in méan ragtings

of students grouped according to their occupational plans. ° ! LN

[ A

"+ The mdans and standard deviations for this variable are revealed in ,

- "

' Tablé 76. It was determiﬁed ‘that mean ratings of 5.81 for Group 1 and

6.13 for Group 2 are significantly (P?:.OI) greater than the mean rating “

.

5 Bof 4.43 for Group 3. Thus, it may be concluded’ that students ‘who planned
a2 ) ; - :
* ** to enter an agricultural octupation upon graduation from high school,

. " .

1]

felt they would perform better as students at an area vocational school
. , ,
studying agricultural management, than would- students who planned to enter

a non-agricultural occupatior, 2

. . .
. \




-

Heans and standard deviations regarding students' perception of

Hean'ratlng “for Group 1 is significantly (P<.01) greater than meaw rating
for Group 3. ) . .

’

bHean rating for Group 2 is. sugnlflcantly (P-( 01) greater than mean rating

.for Group 3. . . '

AN .
. N >

b

-

Students! Level of Achievement in Agriculture

Animal Science Achievement Test <cores ' .

e -

Hypothesis 2 stated that there will be significant differences in

Animal Science Achievement Test scores among high school vocational
N - -

agriculture students grouped according to their stated occupational plans

\

upon completion of their formal .education. )

c

z

The data utilized, in testing this hypothesis were collected using the

Agribusiness Achlevement Test developed by Peterson t al.” The raw scores -

- -

¢ *

from this test were_ ?ransformed to standard scores for analysis.

!

—

4

T A three-wqy analysis of variance ‘was .used to analyze the data.received
\ . , . e

- 103

s

Table 76.
chances for success as'a student if attended an area vocational
school in agricultural management, for-students grouped by ‘thei'r
occupational plans - -
Group Mean . ‘Standard
_number Student group Number response-* deviation
. kid [
18 Students who planned to T ’ o ;
enter an gn-farm agricul- . ) - :
tural occupation. 323 5.8%1 2.75
Zb Students who planned- to '
enter an off«farm agricul- ! ’
tural occupation. ‘102 6.13 2.63
3 Students who planfied to ¢
, enter a non-agricultural . ‘ @
occupation. 166 L. 43 2.83
Total . 591 5.48 2.82

s
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from the Animal Science Test scores. A summary of the analysis of variance

for this variable appears in Table 77. The sources of variation that were

.

Table 77. Analysis of variance summary table for animal science achieve-
* ment test scores, among students who planned to enter an on-farm

agricultural occupation, students who planned to enter an off- = .
T farm agricultural 'occupation, and students who planned to enter
a non-agricultural occupation . :
) >’ Degrees of Sum of Mean
Source of variation , freedom squares square | F ratio
School 27 7498.51 277.72 b, 17%%
- Student grade level . '240.51 - 240.5] 3.6
Student group U o2 1809.23 904.62 13.58%%
Y \.J‘ ®
Y Student group X . .’ . . ) K
student grade level 2 11.78 .5.89 <1.0
E . ‘ o . c
Within \ 558 . 37177.58 66.63 ;

- ##Significant at the .01 level of probability.

»

»

tested,are as follows: schools, student grade level (junior or senfor),

. and student group (grouped according to okcupatiOnaI plans). An F ratio

.‘pf‘g.l7 was observed for qifferénces in students' mean Animal Science Test
scores among ;hg va;ious schgols participating in the study. This F ratio.
w{th 27 ana 558 degrees ofvfreedSm is significant at ‘the .OI‘Ieée of ‘
prob?bility. A significant (P\(.Oi) F ratié of ]3.58 was als6 observed for
diffe}encés in'gcores of student§ grouped éccording to their oécupéinnal

plans upoﬁ completion of their formal education. .

B

« The Animal Science Achievement Test scores for students grouped by

their occupatibna] pldns ‘gre presented in Table 78.. The Scheffe’procedure

. 1
o ! -

for multiple camparison.was used to test for significant differences.in ".

’ .’ o : o 1G4 4 S
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Table 78. Mean animal science achlevement tes}fefgres for students grouped

. by their occupational plans ' ‘\‘~‘~‘>
Group . - Me Standard .
number Student group ‘Number score deviation

/

12 Students,@ho planned to
enter an on-farm agricul- ) .
tural occupation. 323 57-32
2b Students who planned to
- enter an off-farm agricul- o :
tural occupation. ° 102 60.20 8.45
3 Students who pléﬁhag:to ) 7 '
enter a non-agricultural
occupation. \\166 * sh.46 ~ . 9.70 .
Total K ) 591 ' 57.02 18.97
®Mean score for Group 1 is significantly (P<.01) greater than mean score L
. for Group 3. . . C
. Phean score for Group 2 is significantly (P<.01) greater than mean scores .
-for Groups 1 and 3. . [

A . * . 0

. , 4

© mean scores among student groups By this pfocedure it was determined

that "the mean scores of 57.32 and 60.20 for Groups 1 and 2 respectively,
were significantly (pe.01) higher than the mean score of 54.46 for Group 3. -

It was also revealed that the mean score of 60.20 for Group 2 was ilgn;ﬁ%-—fg-ﬂ—\\\\\\

e

" cantly (P<X. OI) _higher than the mean score of 57. 32 for Group 17 From

“ ~

the analysis of these Animal Science Achievement_Test scores, it may be
v o ’ - - / ‘
conictuded that students who planned to enter an agricultural occupation,

. . . , . . 4 -

either on-farm or off-farm possessed a higher level of achievement in .
animal science than students who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupa-

“tion. Students planning to enter an off-farm occupation possessed a higher

lev® of achievement in animal science than did students who planned to
R . . ' N4 ’
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« - z
enter an on-farm agricultural occupation.

Plant and Soil Science Achievement Test scores
] é ' : ’

Hypothesis 3 stated that there will be.significant differences in

adriculture students grouped according to their stated occupational plans *

. . 7 :
upon completion of their formal education. Data used in testing this

hypothesis were collected by use of the Peterson Agribusiness Achievement

-

f rom this v le is'summariééd in Table 79. A significant (P .01)

.,

R ] ) , M.“‘

Table79... Analysis of v ce gummary table for plan $E
achieve est scaqres,_among student&gﬂxljﬂfqgsd to

on-f gricultural occupation, students who planned to enter ,

offffarm agricultural occupation, and/iﬂudents who planned

F “to ‘enfer a non;ggilsgl£2:i1§iffupat|on
7 =
y ¥ Degrees of Sum of . Mean
Source of variation . freedom s squares square " F ratio
M \
‘r School . ‘27 T 16507.35 - 6]].38 9. 1 4%
. . St(dent grade level 1 141.53 14153 2.12
‘ Student group ) 1085.99 542.99 8..12%
//fSiydent group, X . ) ’ )
e e student grade level - -————*;2 — 53.93 26.96 <1.0
. . } ' .
. P
Within / 558 37310.78 66.86
T —
, : **s.gn.,f:;amivel\of probability.
r! S~ ’
, . —— .
F ratio of 9 14 was observed for the VEFTETTeﬂ in mean scores among students’
‘ from various schools sampled. A sugnlficant (P<( OI) F ratio of 8. 12 was
observed for differences in ;ﬁan Plant and Soil Science Test scoyes.among

‘3 /

166 - o

Plant and Soil Science Achievement Test scores among high school vocational’

\

3




~

- students grouped by their occupational plans.
Table 80 presents the means and standard deviations for test scores
of students grouped according to their occupational .plans. It.was deter-

Table 80. Mean plant and soil science achievement test scores for students
grouped by their occueetiona] plans

Group - ’ . . Mean Standard
number Student group Number score deviation
s : M " ’ '
Students who planned to

enter an on*farm agricul- -

' , tural occupation. 323 *  55.97 g 42
Zb - Students who planned to , ] -
. enter an off-farm agricul- ’ : ) s
tyral occupation. . 102 . . 57.26 10,14 .
3 Students who plannedsto . ]
’ enter a non-agricultural T, . . : .
’ ' occupation. R 166 °,53.Qﬁ . 9.58
oo . Totaw o 591 55.37 9-70 "
’ o s . i .
- ®Mean score for Group 1 is 5|gn|f|cant]y (r<. 05) greater than mean score
: - for Group 3. z
Prean score for Group 2 is slgnlfftcant]y (P<. 0]) greater than mean score w
for Group 3. . . ot
s . ' , - . —

% -

“h
+mined by multiple comparlson that the méan score of 57.26 for Group 2 is

slgnlflcant]y (P<. Ol) hlghér than the mean score of 53. 04 for Group 3.

&

Also, it was further determined that the mean score of 55.97 for Group 1 is

N

It appears that students who planned to e
. net st )
. . e . . 4 . ] Ny
occupation or an off-farm agricultural oc pation possessed a higher level

’ .

‘ , ) ‘ " ‘
of achievement in plant and soil science than students who planned to enter

167
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Agricultural Mechanics Achievement Test scores o L e 1,
Hypothesis k4 'stated that there will be significant differences im
Agricultural Mechanics Achievement Test scores among high school vocatiopal - . .
agriculture ‘students grouped according to their stated octupational p]aﬁs
. [
upon completion of their'forma] education. The data uti]ized'in—tes!ind o \
" . . R - , - . ) ) \“
this hypothesis were collected by using the Peterson Agribusiness Achieve-
ment Test. .
C A §ummafy of the analysis of variance used in analyzing the data-for— . .
— a : . '
this variable appears in Table 81.- It was determined that a significant
Table 81. Analysis of variance summary table far agriculturallmecﬁanics .
achievement test *scores, among students who planned_to enter
an on~farm agricultural occupation, students who planned to ,
enter an off-farm agricultural occupation, and students who < A
plannee to enter a non-agricultural occupation ' ,
' - ' ( ’ " B
Degrees of Sum of ) Mean
- Source of variation freedom squares square ) F ratio
s F) . ‘
School 227 ©11599.06 - h429.59 6.96%%
' v 3 - , ‘
Student grade level o 613.32 ©  613.32 9.9L*%
_ Student group 2 154.58 .77.29 .25
Student group X ) B & ' L
" student grade level 2 134.35 67.18 1:09°
N ' - ’t
Within N ’ 558 .. 34417.95 -61.68 :

#*Significant at the .01 lTevel of probability.
' '

(P<€.01) F ratio ofl6.96 existed for differences in mean test scéres among

students from the various schools. A significant (P<.0l) F ratio of 9.94

"

was observed for the differences in mean scores for student grade level as

A, . . ‘ . . ‘ . . .
’ ource of variation in the ana]ysns/gf,varlance calculation. No ,
0 3 B ' !
i -~ P ANe ) -
. v vo . .
, T~ .




—significant F ratio was observed for dufferences in mean scores among(
. é' - - .
studehts grouped b%&theur occupatlonal plans
The mean scores and standard deviations for students grouped By their

oEEUpatLéni} plans are presented in"able 82. ° .
. N .
N ‘J" -

~ - . o~

- . \

Table 82. Mean agriculturdl mechanics adhaevement test scores for studeqsg
}

" grouped by their occupatlonal plags -
. 3,

- .
. . - . oo . o e 14
g — 7 . = ,f TP@-
Group . , Mean tandard
. number Student group”® ‘ Number - score , - deviation
. T N . . . ] rez P
] . Students who planned to .. e St
i enteér an on-farm agricul- . .o , .
N tural occupation. . 323 2 59.57 & 8.95
- * ¢ “‘ » T & P\‘. "
o2 ’Students who planned to 0
d enter .an-off-farm agrlcul- U ) )
tural occupatlon , . 102 59.78 - 8.95
3 " Students who plannedé - - CL ;. .
) ' enter a non- agrlcultu : - . :
I occupation. 3 166, 58.37. "8.86
2 ‘e v,
Total ~ - 591  59.27 . 8.93
s o . . . I . - ’

.
g
v, »
3
L

i e oy

3,

. s . . ’
Agricultural Management Achievement Test scores

Hypothesls 5 stated that there wnll . be S|gn|f|cant dlfferences in

P
- . -

4
Agricuttural Management AChIeveTFnt Test scores among vocatsonal agruculture
[ §

- “

students grouped according to their stated'occupational plans ‘upon com-

e

pletion 'of thefr'torhal education. The data utul:zed‘xn test|ng this

hypothes:s were collected by use of. the Peterson Agr&busln;ss Achlevement

N . B .

Test.

Table -83 summarizes the three-way analysis of variance used in

-
.

apalyzing thé daty for this variable. A significant (P<.0]) F Fatio‘o£f

oy

9.60 was observed for differénces among schools. It was also determined

~-

&
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Table ,83. Analysis of variance summary table for agrtcultural management
achlevement test scorés, among students who planned to enter . -
an“on-farm agricultural Qctupation, students who planned to
efiter an of? farm agrlcultura] occupation, and students who
planned to enter a’'non=agricultural’ occupatlon

+
v

- Degrees of * Sum of ' ‘‘Mean , ‘ '
Source’ of variation - freedom squares square-—_~ Fratio
School | SR 7 |970h 56 729.80 ¢ 9.60%*

Student grade level = . 1. - 210.03 210.03 2.76 -

Student group 2 . -bob.k2 . . 707.21 +9. 2l
‘Sgudent group X 5, ,
student grade level 2 134,80 67.40 . «<I1.0

v

Within N 558 42421.78 . 76.02

. #*Significant at the .01 level of probability. - L
that am F ratio of 9.24 exlsted for 'differences in mean test 'scores among

students grouped by thelr occupatlonal plans. This F ratio WIth 2 and 558 e

’

degreés of freedom is significant at the .01 Yevel of probability.

v e . ’ 7
The ‘mean scores and standard deviafions, for this variable are revealed -

-

" in Tabte 84.' Uding the Scheffe method of muitiple comparison for group . .
rd e . ) )
means, it was found that a fiean, score of 59.95 for Group 2 is significantly

(P<.01) higher than the mean score of 55.58 for G}oup 3. Also, Group 1

< . . , X
mean score of 58.99 is significantly (Px.05) greater than the mean scare

6f 55.58 for Group 3. Therefore, it appears that students who planned to

enter an agriculturai:occupation upon ‘graduation from high school, possessed

¥ ’ . ‘

a highér level of achievement in agricultural management than did students

who planned to enter a npn-agricultural, occupation. ’
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.
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95

Table 84. HMean agricultural management achievement *test "scores for students _
. -grouped by thewr-occupational prlans . /ﬁ%
) i L~ !
7 el
Group . Mean Standard .
number 'Student group ) Number score deviation
N Students ‘who planned to . »
enter an on-farm agricul- » . - :
tural occupation. 323 _ 58.99 10.15 .
2b Stdﬂgnks who planned to
enter an off-farm agricul- .
‘tural occupation. 102- 59.95 Ip.63
3 Students who planned to ) v 3
- enter a non-agricultural - .
occupation. 166 55.58 10.54 )
- Total 591 .%8.20 " 10.46 .

T

¢

Mean score for Group 1 is significantly (P<.05) greater than mean score

for Group 3.

Phean score for Group 2 is s:gnlflcant]y (P<.01) greater than mean score
for Group 3. . .

s
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SUKMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOHEENDAT1ON§ .

_ The purpose ‘of this research study was to determine the .occupational

>

. . . p \ y
ptans of junior and senior vocationai‘agriculture students and assess

~

differences in €actors related to thelr ‘occupational plans upon completion

. of their formal edugation. - ' ‘

< N . J

The population for this study consisted of all junior and senior
- }

-
.

students enrolled in secondary vocational agriculture programs in lowa.

- -

Data were collected from junior and senior students in a sample of 30 high

L

schools which prov#ed, vocational agriculture brograms‘BUring }he 1974-75

v . > -

l‘ L ‘. . *
school year.” A total of 623 students E?rt1c|pated in the study..

In completing the instruments, each student was expectea to state his/

her occupational plans upon comp}elion of .their formal education. Based

&

| . . . e
upon the students' occupational plans, the follewing groyps were identifed

and.sgudied. : .

‘Group*1 - Vocational agriculture students who planned to enter an
\ ‘l

on-farm agrigultural occupation.,

“ Group 2 - Vocationa)} agriculture_students who planned.to enter-an

o= SN
‘ off-farm agricultural occupation. :
- , i‘1
- Group 3 - Vocational agricultire students who planned' to enter a

. i

non-agricyltural occupation. . ,

\

E]

. ’ . .
The instruments used in collecting the data for’ this,study are as

follows: S

A. Personal, Family and Community Data Related to Educational and
- . Occupational Plans of lowa Vocational Agficulture Students.
This instrument was developed .to .assess the personal, family
. and community variables related to the educational and occupa-
tional plans of high school vocational agriculture students.

/ ~

v
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~

'B. " Agribusiness-Achievement:Test. This instrument, developed by
Peterson, et/al. was selected to assess vocational agridulture
students” afghievement in the following areas of agriculture::

.
-

1. Anima

Science. = \

.2. Plant and Soil Science. - R
;Zanics;

¢ 3&' He,

4.’ Management. .”. ‘

- . .

' The data for this study were collected by.administering these instru- =
pnnts to particjpants during December, 197% and Januar&, 1925. Data frog

] . . N
the instruments were tabulated, scored, and transferred to kBM cards. the

.

5 -
Agribusiness Achlevement Tests were hand scored by the research prOJect

staff uslné scorang keys prov:ded by the publisher of the tests The raw:

scores were transformed to standard scores. L
: . LT

@

. :

Date from the instruments were analyzed utilizing computer facilitdes

P
v . - &

at the'Computation Center, lowa State University, Amesz lowa. The

[ 5 .
statistics used in aﬁlayzing the data included chi-square and three-way \\\\\

-

> Summary of Findings .
>

': This research study was a descriptive investigation of possible dif- ~

| ;.
* ferences in selected ?actor?“related to the occupational.plans among high

\ .
school vocational agrlculture students grouped by theur‘occupatlongl plans

-

upon, omp]etlon of theif formai educatlon

he flndwngs of the study are as follows:

. . . . ¢
1. Over one-half (54.4 percent) of the junior and senior vocational

s

agriculture students-partjcipating in this study indicated they

'.‘ planned to enté!Ean on-farm agricultutal otcdgation. About
E 18 percent of the 623‘jdn§or and senidn vocational abricu]tdre
y ’ ’ . . R
. \ | B j,j_E} | 7o

.
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\\

ff-farm agricultural occupation, while the remaining 28
cent planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation upon

pletion of their formal education.

xists between students!. grade levels and students wccupatlonal

plans when tflese plans are categorized as: students who planned

.

to enter ag on-farm agricultural occupation, students who

enter an off-farm agrheultural occupation, and student

planned”
\

who planned to enter a non-agricultural occupation. '
| . <

he three-way analysis of variance for students responses to }

'\'lflcant (P<.01) F ratio of 5.08., Significant F ratio's of

and |9§.40 yere'd?served.ambng sqhoels and student grade

respectivély. These were significant at the .0l level of
e N - .

P . ? .
ility. A significant (P<<.05) F ratio was calculated for

.

intera tion'between student group and grade level. Us:ng the

ethod of mthlple comparison of group means, lt was

”

.

* » ,
afer than the mean response of 5.18 for Group 3.

4, Results of. the ana]ysis of variance for students' responses to

-

grades recelved in vocattonal agr«cafture grouped by their =

" * occupational p]ans revealed an F ratio of 15.98 which is sngnlfx-

cant at th§.30] level of probability with 2 and 558 degrees of

freedom. A.significant (P<.0l) F ratio of 3.22 and 3.96.were

i14




h ]
calculated for schodls and student grade level respectively.
Multiple comparison of group means disclosed that the mean

N " responses of L4.53 and l.8h_for Groups 1 and 3 are significantly
) (P-;.Olj greater than the mean response of 3.6] forﬁ%rbﬂp Z. .
5. .A thhee-way,analysi; of variance ‘for students' fesponses to - ‘
gradeshrecei333”in all courses revealed an F ratio of 1:09
for diflerences among schools. This-F ratio is sign}ficant -
at .the .01 devel of probability. An analysis of the mean
reaponses to this variable by students grouped according to ) '
thefr occupational plans revealed an F ratio of 10.58. This el

F ratié with 2and 558 degrees of freedom is significant at

the~.01 level of probability. ~Using the Scheffe’ method of

. . P .
"' & multiple comparison, it was found that the mean response of !
- 'y . 3 .
" 5.2b for Groups 1 and 3 is significantly (P<.01) greater Han ! .
o

o . . S “ 1
the mean response of 4.36 for Group 2. .

6: A chi-square analysis revealdd.a significant (P€.05) relation+

ship between students' partiicipation’in the FFA, and students
OCCupationaJ plans. - g
7. ‘A significant_(P%C. OOI) chi-square value of 15.00 was calculated

et
for the Qelatxonshxp between students'’ partIC|patlon in 4-H

,‘— Club and students' occupational plans. It was revea]ed that
over 43 pngent of those students plannlng to enter an off-farm
/ < \ =

-agrlcultural occupation participated in 4-H Club’ actnvutles,

while 26.7 percent and'22.5 percent participated from those

o groups that planned to enter an on-farm agrlcultural occuPatlon

/o7

"or a non- agrlcuitunal occupation fespectlvely
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-

s
.

9.

_1o.

RGN, wﬁ

. . A e
.

- -
Iy

% chi-square analysis disclosed a significant. (P<.001) chi-.

N3

x

sguare value of 23 90 for the relatlonshlp betWeen students’

) -

partncnpatlon in student government and students occupatiional

-

’
plans It was observed that 16.5 percent ‘of those Students

" mlanning to enter an off-farm agricultural 9ccupatlon partici-

pated in student government, -This compares to only43.6 percent

participation by students planning to,enter an on-farm agricul-
tural occupation and 5.2 percent'participation by those planning
“to enter a aon-agricdltural occupation. . . C

A significant (P<.001) erﬂ-square_value of 56.58 was calculated
for the relationship between students' place’ef residence and

students' occupational plans upon graduatnon*frbm high school.
m/ ,
This analyS|s revealed that over 81 percent ofmthe students -
4, !
participating in this study |nd|cated they were living an. “Farms.

,

“A three-way analysis of variance for students responses to
number of years .of posthlgh school education planned grouped

by the|r occupatlonal plans revealed a significant (P<. Oll

s\’

F ratio of 2.75 for dlfferences among schools. .A 5|gn|f|cant
L , . ’ ? 11..
(P<.01), F ratio of 55.12 was .okserved fof differences-among 5
meah responses of student grddps. Also an F ratio of 5.26. for

14

iptéraction between student group and grade leve] was found to’
» .

be significant at the .0l level of probability.' A multiple

A

comparison.of group méans disclosed that the méan response of
. 1

. 3.66 for Group 2 is significaptly (P<.01) greater than the mean

< '

responses of l.7§ and 2.32 for Groups | and 3 respectively. . _

- -

Also; the mean response of 2.32 for Group 3 is significantly !

v




—

.

(P<.01) greater than the mean response of 1.78 for Group 1.

1t. When asked to what extent they worked while in high school, .

a majority (52.3 percent) of the students sampled indicated;they

N\,

:\
A3 A
sometimes work outside their family and home or farm. Almost

¢ N o >~
30 percent of the students in the three groups indicated that

they had a fairly regular job outside their famjly apd homé‘ok ;;

farm. The remaining 18.8 percent responded that they did not
; ;

. .

work outside the family and home or farm. “A chi-square value
qf 21.68 was significant at the .001 level of probahility for

the relationship between the extent at which studentsjwere

. 7

their choice of occupation. A greater perjjytage QSQ.S percent).

&

of the students.whq planred to enter an on~farm agricultural
. LR Y . .

PR .
occupation indicated their father had the most influence on

’ %
their choice of occupation.. This is im comparison to 37.4

percent for Group 2 and 30.8 percent for Group 3. A significant

.

(P<.001) chi-square value of 70.34 was calculated for the

. relationship between students’ response to ''significant others'

influencing their occupational choice, and their occupational

.

plans.

/ ’ .
13. Students grouped by their grade level (junior or sgnior) differed

.~

significantly (P<.05) in their response to the amount of
Sy

€

certainty regarding their occupational choice. A significant

+

-
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o . f

. [" , .‘ ’
) ‘ . grouped according to their occupational-plans. A multiple
. . ; 7
comparison revealed that a mean rating of 7.27 for Grdup I is
~N
e i ;dgplflcant]y (Pi{ 01) greater than the mean ratings of 6.28

¢ and 6.57" foc\Groups 2 and 3 respectively.
. 14, The anaPysns of variance for students' ratings in regard’ §9 -
)7 ‘the amount of thought thely had glven to their occupatlgnaP chonce A

grouped by~grade level rdvealed an F ratio of 14.32. This

' ‘ratio was significant at the .0l Ie}el‘of probability with 1 and

" 558 degrees of freedom. | A significant (P<.05) F ratio of 4.6k

was found for students ratings grouped by fheir occupational
%

. '

plans. The Scheffe’mu]tipﬂe comparison test disclosed that the

mean rating of 7.83 for Group 1 is significantly (P<.01}

- \
’ greater than the mean rating of 7.18 for Group 3.

-
15. "Results of the analysis of variance for students' responses to

: v E . o v .

" their perception of the ability they possess for the occupation -

.they are planning to enter grouped by their bpcupatfona] plans
-revealed a significant (P<C.01) F ratio of 13.96. A multiple
comparison of group means aisclosed that 'the mean rating of

4

. 8.16 for Group 1 is significanfly greater than the mean rating

of.'7.55 for prouﬁ 2 at the .05 level of probability, and
t,. v 2

« )significantly greater than the mean rating of 7.21 for Group 3

at the .01 level of brgbabi]ity.

16. A sngnlflcant LP«C O]) F'ratio of 10.4]1 was observed in dlf- '
49% R
fengﬂSﬁs_ndLmean—fatrngs by schools for the amount of work

experience received in occupatlon,p]annﬁng to enter. A

| N 1ie L, Uk
.. £ 5o
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¢

significant (P<'.Ol) F ratio of 105.13 was <calculated for mean

.

rratings of students grouped acEdrdihg to their oéCUpational

plans. A multipl& comparison revealed that a mean rating of

8.59 for students planning to enter an on-farm agricultural
OCCUpatioQ is significantly (P<C.01) greater than the mean
rating of 5.53 for students planning to enter an ;ff-farm
agricultural occupation and 4.95.f6r students planning to enter

’ i
3 non-agricultural occupation,

The analysis of 'variance for stugents' fatings for their per-
ceptiPn of knowledge of OCCupatioa planning to enter revealed

a significant (P<.01) F ratio of 15.75 ?or differences aﬁoAg
schools. The analysis of variance also revealed a significant
(P<<.01) F ratio of 40.78 for differénéés'among.studentsV

mean ratings grouped aceoraing to their OCCupat;onal ptans. The

Scheffe method of multiple cqmparison disclosed that the mean

rating of 7.91 for Group 1 is sngnlflcantly (p<.01) greater than

N

the mean ratings of 6.53 and 6.14 for Gr0ups 2 and 3 respectlvely.

A three-way analySIS of variance for the mean ratlngs of ,

- S

students' -perceptions of the value of their high school tréininé

for the, occupation they are'planniné to enter revealed a signifi- *

cant (P<€.01) F ratio of 2.66 for differences among schools and

a significant (P.<.01) F ratioqpf 11.79 for students grouped
according to their‘occupational-plans. A third significant
(p<.01) F ratio of 5.35.was observea,for the interaction between

student group and grade level. A multiple comparison test of

all student group means revealed that the mean rating of 6.04

' - 119




20.

21.

- 10k

.i’”" ’ .
s '
for Group 1 is significantly (P<.01) greater than tHe mean

responselof 4,70 for Group 3. ‘A]so, the mean rating of '5.36
for Group 2 is signifiéantly (P<.01) greater than the mean \
rating of 4.70 for Group 3. . . .

A summary of the analysis of variance for the’me;n ratings in
regard to students' percepfions of the amount of training their

high school has provided for the occupation they are planning

.

to enter revealed a significant (P<.01) F ratio of.3.34 foé»
variation amoné school.means and™a significant (P<.01) F ratio
of 23.20 for differences among student group means when groupéd
according to the[r OCCQpational plans. The mean rating of

5.68 for Group i is s?gnificantly (P<<.01) greater .than the
mean ratings of 4.48 and 3.84 for Groups 2 and 3 respectively.
A three-;ay analysis of variance for students' pe}ception of

the amount of encouragement they had received from their father
’ Ve .
to continue their education beyond high school resulted ip a

-

significant (P<.05) F ratio of 1.89 for differences in mean
ratings among schools. Also, a sig?ificént (P<.01) F ratio of

6.09 was calculated .for differences in group means for students
¥ ‘ *

grouped according to their qccupational plans. At was reyealed

P -

that a mean rating of 5.67 for Group 7 s éignficantly (P<.01)

gFeater than.thé mean‘ratinés of 4.30 and 4.81 for Groups 1 and

-
.

3 respectively. . T

‘ - -~

When the students' respgonses were analyzed regarding theirper-
ception of the amount of encouragement fhey had received from

. . . .- . s :
their mother to continue their education beyond high school, a

.
¢

'

’ o N
’ . j_ﬁd\f
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significant (P<.0l) F ratio of 8.08 was found for differences
. f. in mean ratings of the three student groups Further aqalysns -

revealed that the mean rating of 6:58 for Group 2 is signifi-,

< cantly greater than the mean rating of 4.93 for éroup 1 ‘at the

.01 level of probability. Also, tﬁe”mean,rating of 6.58 is

) significantly greater than the mean -response of;5.43 for érobp
3 at "the .05 level of probability.

22. An F ratio of 2.0§ was observed for differences in méan ratings
among schools when students were asked their perception of the
amount of encouragement %hey had received fro? their father'to
attend a four-year college or university. This F ratio was

significant at the .01 ‘level of probaLI]ity with 27 and 558

degrees of freedom. A S|gn|f|cant (P<: 0]) F ratio of 13.84

e

. ¢ was revealed for dlfferences in mean ratings among student

R - ’grOupS. A multiple co%parison of these grOue means revealed

‘that the mean rafing of 3.95 for Group 2 is §ighjficant]9 - )

’ A(Pwi.olf‘greater thaf the mean ratings of 2.07 and 2.}3 for‘/;;//"
; Groups q and 3 respectivefyn However, it should bé furthe;
pointed out that ;11 three of these group meéﬁs are.cbn;idereb]y
. / below the midpoint of 5.0 on the rating scale used. o
23. The three-way analysis of variance for.the mean’retings by /
students egard to the amount of enc0ura9ement they had ’
ved from their mother to att an area vocatlena] erhool
. resulted in a svgnlflcant (P¢08) F ratio of 4. 57 for dif erences

/

in mean ratings for students grouped by g de level (juniof or _-—--—_—‘—////,

senior). Other F ratios ca]cu]ated in the analysis were 7 t
—— - significant. !

ERIC ) / —
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/q"’—_-’ - ;7'*\
o of 1.57 was observed for differences in_the mean T h
P .
. -
ratings among sc s regarding the amount of encouragement ’
e students hadﬂ:egé}ved from their mother to attend a four-year
i

‘EBTTEQG“O€;2§;!§G§ity This F ratio with 27 and 558 degrees of o
S freeégp/f; S|gn|f]c;;:~;:-252--3‘]eveJ of probab11|ty A

) ,,/§*§ﬂjflcant (P<€.01) F ratio of 18 74 was also_observed fbr Cooo T

i +

differences in me;;\ra ings of studénts grouped accorgigg‘fET'_:_rfh—r.?

3 \““*"’"‘T/
their occupational plans. It™wag found that a-medh TFating ofs -

4283 for Grou 2 1s sj nlflcantl (p 8 gwaaier-than the mea:\> -
p g y )=

'ratlngs of 2.54. and 2.69 for Groups 1 and 3 respectlvely
The ana1;sis of variance of the mean ratings_fof,sfﬁgents'
percebtfge of the amouet of encouragement they haa received : ?;'?\ -
from their vocatlona]'/g;*fu]ture instructor to attend an area

vocational school revealed a sngnlfucant (p<.01) F ratlo of .

2. 72 for dufferences among schools. *A significant. F rafio of
) A .

10.61 was observed for the differences in mean ratings for g
. i [ .

students grouped accordipg to their grade level'(juﬁior or*

senior). This F ratio with 1 and 558 degrees of freedom is
’ 1

P L

significant at the 01 level of probabrllty )

+ . s

When ennaﬁa]y is of variance was made of students perception of
. S S

-

.the amount of encou?agement they had received fromﬂthein vite

tional egficu]tbre instruttor to attend a four-year college or

4, - -

- _,,,//uﬂlverfvty, a s:gnufncant {f<.01) F ratio of 2. 05 was revealed \\g\
. VY

/"” - " for differences ammgmflcant (P< 05) . T

~ s ‘V
¢ o :

F ratjic®of 4. 57 was observed for dlfferences in mean ratings of .

v

v o " students grouped byfg?ade level. A significant (P<.01) F ratio
~ / N . P
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Yo

,of 7. 76 was found for the analysis of dszerences in mean «°

.ratings of stgd S grouped according to’their occupational

—ﬂglags. A mu]tip]e coﬁparisqp was made of these group teans to
* - \ .

. AN . 3. . .
foe ' identify where dlfferences oceurred. It was revealed that a mean

: : .
) : ratlng of 3 56 for Group 2 is sngn4f;cantly (P<f Q]) greater

-

. . -
- . than ‘the mean ratnngs of 2.51 and 2 32 for Groups 1 and 3
A
. ' N . . N
’ a respectuvely.- : . » '
27: A three-way analysis af variance summary for students' per-

“ ‘ceptjons of the value of their high school vocational agricul-

.
VN *

-

: ture’ courses comp]eted in preparlng them foys the occupation they

- . are plannlng to enter revealed a significant F ratnolgg 2.28 for -~ .

variation among schools. This F ratid i's sfgnlficant at the s

s £

'

.

0] }evel of probabllltx A sugnlf:cant (p<g.0l1) F ratlo of K

. 36 02 was observed for dlfferences ln mean ratings of students

e -
grouped_according to thelr,occﬂpathna] plans. The Scheffe
c ., . L - { .
. me thod oflmu ipte comparison disclosed that-.a mean rating

s of 6.16 for students planning to enter an qn;farm agriculturdl

< .

% . " .
. : _ ., occupation is signjficantly (P<.01) greater than the mean

rating of 3.96 for students.planning to-enter a non-agricultural,

** 7 Joccupation. ° Alsqv the mean .rating of 5.42 for students planning ’
. , .
to enter an bff-farm ‘agricultural occupation was significantly: - ;

kP‘{.O]) greater than the éean rating of :3.96 for students

- ®

planning tosenfer a non-agricultural occupation.

%

. . )
28, A summary of the analysis of variance for studemts' perceptions ™~

: ) of the value of their FFA program in'pregaring tnem for the 3
_Yoccupation they ara pLgnnind.to enter négea]e;‘a‘s?gnificant

;". ' . : ~. a’ .

T SRR

e | . ST -
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(p<.01) F ratio of 3.04 for differences in-mean ratings among

-
.

- schools. A significant (P<.01) F rati; of 37.37 was calculated .

: - .2 .
for differences among students grouped according to occupational
) - . .

£

Coe
plans. A multiple comparison of the group means revealed that
\ .

*the hean rating of 5.81 for Gropyp 1 and the mean rating of/h.88
for Group 2 are.siénifiqéntfy (P‘(;OI) greater _than the mean . .
[ .- ., v

‘rating of 3.33 for Gr0uﬁ'3. . 1

? - -

" )
29. A significant (P<.01) F ratig/of 2.29 was, opserved for
4 . ) -
differences among schools reggrding students' perceptions of the

e value of their high school'vo-ég courses completed in preparing
them to attegd'an area vocational school.® A significant

(P.€.0t) F ratio of 7.94 was also obsérved among the three

stg&ent groups. A multiple comparison of group means inqicated
that the mean ratings of 4.87 and 4.82 for Grgyps 1 and 2

respectively, are signifipantly greater_tHan_the mean réf?qg
. e . » . s -
of 3.77 for Group 3. . . .

30. . An analysis of variance regarding.;tudents' perteption of the

value of their vocational agriculture courses completed in N

preparing them to attend a four-year colleGe or university

revealed a significant (P<¢.05) F ratio of 1.91 for diffaerences

» r

among: schools.. It,wés also determined that the F ratio of

'5.22 far students grouped according to their occupational plans -
! .
is significant at the .O‘I’,'Igvell of probability. It was found
" that the mean rating of 4.32 for®Group*2 is significantly .

i L]

(r<.01) greater than the mean rating of 3.12 for Group 3, .

31. A éummaryﬁgf the analysis of variance revealed a significant

Cig4

’




32.

supervised occupational’ experience program in preparing'them

108
A
(P .01) F ratio of 5.96 for differences in studeats' mean
. responses grouped accerding to occupational plans when asked S

’

their perception of the value, of their high scHool courses
completed in prepatjpg them to attend a folir-year college .or
university. It was observed from this difference that the mean

rating of 5.27 for Groub 2 is gignjficantay (P<€.01) greater

than the mean ratings of 4.19 and 4.16 for Groups 1 and 3

. ‘
respectively. . A :

A significant F ratio of 2.55 was observed for differences among f

schoots regarding students' perception of the value, of .their _

for. the occupation they aré"plapning to enter. This F ratio was
significant at the .01 level of probability with 27 and 558- .
degrees of freedom. Also, a significant (P<.01) F ratio of

31.60 was revealed for differences in mean ratings when students

were groupeqd according to pccupational plans. A multiple

~ o ,

comparison of these group means indicated that the mean ratings
of 6.10 and 5.31 for Groups | and 2 réspectively, are signifi-

cantly y’(.OI)”grqater than the mean rating of,3.21 for Gréup 3.

v

\,The'analyéfs of variance calculation gevealed§a significant~

(P<.01) F ratio of 17.38 among the three student groups for

their perception of chances of success as a student, attending

> +

a four-year college or university and studying animal science.

The Scheffe procedure for muitiple comparison disclosed that a

‘mean rating of 5.54 for Group 2 i$ sign[ficéntLy‘%E:E.Ol) greater

than the mean ratings of 4.42 and 3.38 for Grgups 1 and.3
~ - ‘

- A
* »

. 1g5 \




’ . S 110

v
-

respectively. Also it was found that the mean rating of 4.42

v

for Group 1 is significantdy (P<.0l) greater than th; mpan"

-

rating of 3.38 for Group 3.

34. The tﬁree-way analysis of variance revealed a significant
¢ ’, .' ,
. (P01 F ratio of 13.96 aT?ng.student groups for their

» . ' d
perception of chances of success as a student attemding a four-

? .
‘year college or unjversity and.studying plant and soil science.,

. -\ - .
A multiple comparison.of the three group means disclosed that’

the mean rating of 3.87 for Group | is significantly (P<.01)

greater than the mean rating of 2.99 for Group 3. It was
- ~ . . ’
further revealed that the.mean rating of 4.75 for Group 2 is
q . . "
sighificaptly greater than the mean raﬁjng of 2.99 for Group 3

at the .01 level of probability, and significantly greater than

. . \ ) ]
the mean rating of 3.87 for Group 1 at the .05 level of proba-

bility.

¢

35. A significant (P<.05) F ratio of .6.16 was calculated for the

. variation among student gradg level (junior or senior),

L]
.

. regarding students' perception of their chances ,of success as

. LI o
a student attending a four-year'college or university and

‘ 3

studying agricﬁltural mechanics. No other sfgnificant Fratios’

- »

were found in this analysis.

’ — T - M . ’
+

36. The analysis of variance calculation revealed a significant

(P<.05) F ratio of.1.72 for differences among schools in

. regard to students' perceptions of their chances of_success as

-

a student atténding a four-year college or university and °

studying agficulfural'management. An F ratio of 12.49 was
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\‘ -
.. . . -' . N
This

observed for dlfferences among the three student groups

F ratio is s gnlficant at the .0] Ievel of .probability wuth
A mult:p]e comparlson indicated

2 and 558 degrees of fréedom.
\ .
that the.mean ratings of 5.19 and 5.58 for Groups 1 and 2-

respectively, are significantly (P<.01) greater than the mean

~
€

B
4

rating of 4.04 for Group 3
The three-way amalysis 6ﬁ variance summary for students

37. The |
perceptionsAof chances of schess as a student attending an
area vocational school and stud?ing animal science disclosed
a significant (P.01) F ratio of 13.08 for differences in ) Co
mean ratings of students grougfd according to tneir gécupattonal‘
plans. It was determined that the mean rating of 4\87 for o
+ Group | |s sugnlflcantly (Pq{ 01) greater than the mean:rating ) :
It was further determined that the mean )

/

of 3.80 for Group 3
rating of 5.7h’for Grdnp 2 is significantly (P<.01) greater
than the mean rating of 3.80 for Group 3; and also significantly

(P<.05) greater than the .4.87 mean rating for Group |

A significant (P<.05) R ratio of |.89 was calculated for

B
L4

-

differences in mean ratlngs -among s;hoo]s regardlng students

z
o

area ocational schob] and.studying plant and soil science
An-F ratidéof 11.65 was observed for differences in mean ratings
This F ratfo was‘significant at the .01

perceptions of chances for success as a student attendlng an
‘e

1 . .
among student grdbés.' i
A multiple comparison of group means

/
Ieve] of probablllty¥
reVea]ed that the mean ratings of 4.51 for Group 1 and h 98

for Group 2 are sugnif:cantly (P1¢.01) greater than the mean

) 4
» N \

| S 1gT
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-

4!

" -of group means revealed that the mean score of '57.32 for Group .

rating of 3.45 for Group 3.

The three-way analysis of variance for students' perceptions of

chances for success as a student attending &n asea vocational

.\ . * I3 - .. - L3 3
school and studying agricul tural mechanics revealed a'signifi-

W LR

cant (P<.01) F ratio of 9.21 for differen;es in mean ratings
of students grouped by grade level (junior or ienior). ,
The analysis of variance calculation for students‘:peréeptions
of chances of success as a student attending an area yocational
schéol and studying agricultural manzgement yielded a signi}i—
‘izs/(Pﬂt .01) F.ratio of 2. 93 for dlfferences among schools.
Also, an F ratio of 5.65 which is signi ;cant at the .05 level

of probability was observed for diffe? nces in student grad;”

level. When students grouped accordihg to occupational plans
- /\q

were examined, a s:gnnfscant (Pe. O)) F ratlo of 15. 61 was .

. &

revealed. It was found-that the Qean ratlngs of 5 81 and 6. 13 .
for Groups 1 and 2 respecttvely,/are slgnlflcantly (p<.01)

greater than the mean-rating of/ 4.43 for Group 3..
Y A
. A significant (P<.01).F ratig of 4.17 was ‘disclosed for dif-.
L] had ‘* / Pl

- - ! . N . . ‘
ferences in students' Animal ‘Sciente Achievement Test scores

%
t 3

emong the various schools p#‘ticipating in the study. Also

‘

observed was a sigqi%icant (P<.01) F ratio of 13.58; for

.
*

dIfferences in mean Animal Science Achievement Test ‘scores

- among studebts,grouped'according to.occuRational_glans upon
) . . ‘ Y ,
+ completion of their formal ehcat,iOn. -Amultiple camparisan ',

L

’ .
is significantly (P<.01) higher than the mean $core of 54.46

i

128 S

ta

N
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for,GrOup;3. Also, it was f0qglvfﬁet'the mean score of 60.20
for Group 2 is significantly (P<.01) higher than the mean

scores of 57.32 and SQ.Q6 for 6roups 1 and 3 respectively.

The analysis of variance calculation for students' scores on

the Plant and Soil Science Achievement Test revealed a signifi-

-

cant (P{.Ol). F ratio of 9.11.4 .for differences in mean scores

among schools., An F ratio of 8.12 was observed for differences
. -
in mean scores among the three student groups. This F ratio

is significant at the .0l level of probability with 2 and 558>

degrees of freedom.. It was determigged by multiple comparison -
{
that the mean score of 55.97 for Group 1 is sngnlflcantly
vV

(P<: 05) hugher than' the mean score of 53.04 for»GrOup 3.

It was also discovered that the mean score of 57.26 for Group 2

.

is significantly (P<.01) greater than -the mean score of 53.04
[ < 14

for Group 3. ‘ ’

.

The' three-way analysis of variance summary for students': scores
4 $

-

on_the Agricultura] Mechanics Achievement Test disclosed a -
significant (P<.01) F ratio of 6.96 for yariaiion among

schools participating in the study. A significant (P<.01) F

ratio of 9‘9h was also 4:rgg\for differencesiin frean éco\eé of
S .

students grcuped accordung to grade level’
d&’“‘ 5“" . . ¢

A The analysng of varuance calculatlon for students scores on

vy

”

the Agrucu+§qral Management Achievement Test resg}ted in an 4
F ratio of .60 for ‘differences in mean scores among schools. }, -

) . *

This F rat}d;is significant at the .0l fevel of probabili%y with ,
4 '.. .

27 and SSé egrees of freedom. A significant (P«.01) F ratio




2
.

. . 'of 9.24 was.also found for differences in mean scores of students
P grouped according to their cecupational plans. A multiple,
.compati;pn of these groLp means revealed that the mean scopre of“
Sé.99.ﬁor Groep } is significantly (P<.05) hfgher than the
mean score of 55.58 fer Group 3. It was further determined

that the mean score of 59.95 for Gro&p 2 is significantly

(P .01) higher than the.mean score of 55.58 for Group 3.

. Conclusions \

The following conclusions were drawn based upon the fipdings of this

\

-study ® " ' .
1. More than+5hk percent of the junior and senior students included v
¢ ) ' . . ] . ., ) . .
in this studf\and currently enrolled in vocational agriculture .
courseg_planned to enter an on-farm agricultural occupation upon ,

tomplétion of their formal education. Of the 623 stgdeﬁfg///F— o

'

surveyed, ' 17.6 percent indicated they: would .seek employment in

an off—farm agricultural decupation, whereas. 27.9 percent planned

~
«

to enter a non- agrlcultu:;}ﬂoccupatloan i
.2. Almost §7 percent of the students participating in’this study \\

-|nd|cated that they were Junuors and approximately L3 percent ’

N lndlcated that they were seniors. \There was approximately

equal dIStrIbUtIOD of Junnors and seniors among the three student

groups.. . : , : ] /

3. It was concluded that students planning to enter on-farm agricul-

.. c\
tural occupatlons had recelved more lnstructlon in vocational

agriculture than did students who indicated they planned toxentec

non-agricultural occupations. «

(4
i Lo ’ ;‘?\,, : ////
lov ) <~

Qe
e
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L, Studeiﬁ;,p+aﬁﬁTF§_to enter off-farm agricultural occupations

‘ neceived higher grades-Tn vocational agriculture cqurses than

»students who_ planned to enter on-farm agricultural occupations

N

or-non-agricul tural occupétioﬁs upon completion of their formal
e

education.

?

5. Students planning to enter off-farm agricultural occupations

'\ received higher grades in all their high school courses than

.

students planning to enter on-farm agricultural occupations or-

non-agriculturdl occupations. . -

— % - - -

plans. dvef 87 percentof the students in Group ] and ﬁroup\z

/ .

FFA. Whereas, only.

K . » N\ .
" 78.6 of the students in Group 3 indicdted fhat they participated

™~

in the FFA. .

‘participation in"the 4-H Club and students' occupational
' _- . /r .
~ upon completion of their formal education. Over 43 percent of
‘. . 4

t students planning to enter off-farm agricultural occupations
4

rtidipated in 4-H Club activiti%s, confpared to 26.7 percent

students planning to enter on-farm agricultural occupa-
piapning bl .

: - ’ ~
-- tions and 22.5 percent ente;ing non-agricultural occupations.

8. A relationship was found to exist between students' participa-

' i .tion in student government and| students’ occupational plans.

e

Over }6’ﬁerCent of the studentb in Group 2 participated in

i

S ‘student government. Only 3.6 5.2 percent of the students

v

-y

| 0 ! . o A .
JIRIC el

"
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- ° - 24
_ their family and home or farm. Almost 30 percent of the

’ s :‘ R . . \ vl]é‘

— — L.

) -3

in Gr;hps 1 and 3 respectively, indicated tﬁey participafed in

student government. . , .
. __-_'..-——"’_*_ e ——— -

I} was determined that a relationship exists between students'
place of residence and students occupational plans upon grad:
_uation ‘from high school. Ove} 81 pefcen; of the stbdents’
parficipating in this stu&y indiéated;they Qere.living on a
farm. . ‘ —
Students who planned to enter sff-farm agricultural occdﬁétions

upon graduation from hiég\gzhool respopdéd that they planned

to receive a greater ber of years of posthigh school educa-

tion than students planning to-eater on-farm agricu]fu;;r\\\\\:\\\

14

occupations or non-agricultural occupations. It was also con-

cluded that students }ianning to enter non-agricultural .occupa~

tions planned to receive more years:.of posthigh school educa-

‘ 3 . . . - \
tion than students entering on-farm agricultural occypations. .

.
. rd

It was determined that a-rg]aﬂionship exists between the extent .

of students working outside the family and. home or fafﬁ, and

studerfts' occupational plans. Over 52 percent of the students, \\\\\\\5 ,

tn_the three groups indicated that they sometimes work outside

- %
students.sdmpled ‘indicated thgt -they had QT?ST?$¥:rqgu]ar job . )

outsi their family and home or farm. Whereas; 18.8 percent . - \\\i
. . : A . v

P . A . . .

:;;andéd'that they did not work outside the family and ¢0m€

<
v

or farm. - e, )
# M '

The majofity (47.2 percent) of the sfudents in all three

’ -
1

‘student grouﬁs indicated their father had been the most




~

~—

v

- -

14.
S

Influential in their chojce of occupation. Over 58 percent of

the students who planned to enter an on-farm agricultural

.

occupation upon -G tion of their formal education indicated

-~ L] .

///) that their father had “the m;;:\?;?TUEhte-eﬂ—theic—eho%EE’;?

— occupatjow( This compares to 37.4 percent fgL\E:SiR 2 and
/

30.8 percent for Group 3. It was, concluded that a re tionshiﬁ
s

does exist between students' response—to® the person having
. A :

= _the most influence on their choice of SEtuggtion, and their

- 5

occupational plans.

Students who planned to enter an on-farm.égricultura] occupal

. .

tion were more certdin of their choice of -occupation than
\ . ~

/ L
students who planned to enter off-farm agricultural occupations
a
or non-agricultural occupat}ons. An overall mean- rating of

-6.69 for the three groups on this variable would suggest that

, Sstudents wefeuxglatively certain that they will enter the,

\’

ocﬁupation they had éhoéen.

It was determined that students planning to enter an on-farm

e -

- * ]
agricultural occupation had given more thought to their choice °

of occupatien than étdden;s pldnning to enter non-agricultural

~ SN
upon completion of .their formal educat

— v - -, . -

1t was found that students planning to enter on-farm occupations

A\ . A . . o
perdﬁized they possessed more ability to perform their chosen

occupation than students planning to enter off-farm and

/

, . ’ -
R 1
B . \
P
\

s




non-agricul tural occupations.

* ~

. 16, A considerébly-higher mean rating was given by students .
. f. f -

a plannifg to enter on-farm agricultural occupations, as compared

.

" to students in Groups 2 ahd 3, when asked the amount of work

1)

~_

,experience they received in'the occupat?éh they plaﬂLed to

- 1 P * e 4

enté{\\ It should be pd“nted out that over 81 percént of the

-

studeng\\bantlcupatlng in thIS studz are living on. farms

. " 17. It.was determlned that students planning to enter on-farm
v \. - -
i agricul tural occupations perceived they had a greater kpowledge
T ————
of the occupatlon they planned to enter than students planning R

- -~

.

to enterof types of ogcﬁpatlons The overall @gan rating

o . of 6 86 for the three groups saaaésta\ziiégnts particjpating
N ..
N o ™~

|n thls study fe they had above average knowledge about the™~
; s .
d to enter upon completion of their

- ~ o . occupations they plan
. N - ¢

’ o \\\ rmal education. - . .
. \ N * e

> \\_' % . . ) ) - ’ . - .

“T&.\\ﬁtu s planning to enter on-farm agricultural occupations or
~
\\\\\\\ off-farm icultural occupations perceived that their high
- . N - \

- school trainin ‘wgf of greater value’ to t\\m\+n preparing for

heir chosen occupation, t n students entering nonPagrlcu]tura]
N - A 3 v .

> -~
o . N .

odgupations. o .

4 P

_found that students pi aningyto enter on~farm agricul-
ccupatfons perceived their high school had provided a .

greater amount of training. for the occupation they are planning

o, to enter than did students who'indicated they would enter,off-'
- . » . ‘ , “, ) b i '
: . ‘ farm agricultural occupations or non*agricultural occupations.
. L 20. It was concluded that students planning to seek employment in _
. A - ‘ : C . 4 LI . 1 . .
'y PR ‘ i
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- . y . -
N ’ \\ ) ‘ ' ~ . J
. . * ) ¢ » . , (>,.
b of f-farm agricultural occupations perceived they received more

¢ encouragement to continue their-education beyond high'schéol
: from their fatherkthan'stydents who*indicated they plenhea to
\\' ) ) dg “‘ ) - ) .;'
. " enter on-férm’agrrcu]turgj.occupatlons or non-agricultural
\»

occupations. s .o .

2. g.Students plahning to enter off-farm agricu]turg} occupations

- . ~ .

indt ated they received more encouragement from their'mothgr . !
. , ~ . . . ‘ .
‘ 4 _«to comple éaﬁi{lgzel formal education than did students - - :
- .

~

plahning to enter other types of octupatiohfl - . S s

. . ‘ : " . -
— 22.  An overal] mean rating of 3.42 regarding the amount of encour- '
. . agemégégitddents had received from thefr father to attend an

‘ . area yocational, school would suggest below average amount .of
. encouragement\\\\\ - - . N
* A\l < * - .

?3. It was determlned that students planning to enter off-farm

[

~— " v N

agricultural occupatlons percelvek they recelved more enez:rage- - -
ment from their father to'atténd a four-year COLlege or univer- .

sity than did stydents planning to enter on-farm égricultura}

occupations or non-agricultural occupations. Howev ) - tr“~

' . overall mean rating“ofN\2.82 for the reems;udeﬂt/filups‘WOujd

\ . > \th\\\» """"" .
- . suggest this enbouragemeh

4,,,\\<\\ from the fatﬁer was Eﬂﬂ'
) 24, Studenés in alt three grodps we(e\epprOX|mate]y equal i

q \ 4 N

S~ Ta S P \
T perEEbbuon of the amount of encouragement they received from
. 1 n ) -
thenr«mot o attend an area vocational school. An overall

mean ratipg 9f‘3.22 would indicate a below average rating for

.o A

.
' -

encouragement receLVed from@thelr mother T
- s

' 25. ltowas found ‘that Students plannlng to enter of f- faﬂm '_ -

. . . Lo .. 4
o} )

(24 z R . '

. . R ‘o

i
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) ’ agticu]turaloccupationsbeljeved they had received a greater

~
=~

;.. amount of encouragement from their mother to attend a four-year
T » 7 " <, . ) . \J )
™~ college . or university than did students who planned to enter

- ’ ~" . - -

on-farm agricultural occupations, or non-agricultura]'occupat[ons.

~ . ‘ﬁ?he mean gatings of 2.54,and 2.69 for Groups 1 and 3 would

v indicate . relatively low amount of encouragement recéived’

from their mother to attend a ?oqr-year‘co]lege or univevsity.‘

-
.

’ . *26. Students in the three groups were similar in their mean ratings

\\\\\bf the ampunt of encoutagement they had received-from'theif

N v,

vo-ag instructor to attend an area vocational schoo].- An'overe”
all mean rat|ng of 3.02.for the th;ee groups lnvo]ved wou]d T

suggest a be]ow average amount ‘of - encouragement from the vo- ag

Ny

~
+nstructor’for his studénts «to attend an area vocatlonal “school .

- -~ .
.

[ d

i -
27. Students planning to enter off-farm agricul tural .occupations
- . , y) . - .

14 ~ ’ . " y
. perceived they received\a greater anmount of eacouragement from,
~ = o ; : . )

vocational.agricuTture instructor to attend a four-year

ﬂqr-JnTVeﬁsity than de students ‘who planned to enter W

L ’ .

2 e e -
- . .

. on- farm ‘or non- agrncu]tura] occupat+on§&:f - -
. ) \ ; \\\\ ) ’ .
= It was, found that students plannung'to enter agr1CUltural _ .
\ . - - . P "’ .
’ LS \occupattens, euther on- farm or~ off farm pe:celved the|r . .
s e J & o ) v
AN . > 4 - .
N\ - “ ' completed h1gh school voeational agrucultune ‘courses as heing -
R ) L. . . b _’ - ' .. ;l ,‘. . . -
o ) e of greater valug in preparihg them for-their occupationa]
‘ Q v h0|ce than dta studergs planning td'enter a non-agricultural_ .,'
\ ’ . e v’— ’
Ny, . occuPgtion. A mean rating™Qf,.3. 96 for Group 3 "would suggest oL
2 z A - y I -~
';, '\'r;%‘ ) e : ‘? be1owdave‘ e g -for students ?ercegtlon of the value of
i : = - T v -t ’/. ’ 7 . v’.' y . ) J} Ty -
* ”‘ their vo-ag'courses in preparing them ,for their chtsen occupation.®
- ’ . <L . AN . .
S I § _
- ' ' - 4 P b .
. A4 . v
. L Y X5 X V) by )\
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29. It was foundathat stuﬂents who planned to enter agricultural '_ .
. ) oceupations belleved/fheur FFA program was of greater value to- )
- P ' ~ ‘.5 :
- . them in JOb preparation than diggstudents planning to enter .
s 7 f e
R ™~
—t e . ° AON- agrjcultural occupatlons. 1

- v

*..' .* 30. "It was feund that students who lndlcated they were plannLng to -
] » .
enter either an dn-farm agricultural occupation or an off— . -

~

't . farm agrlcultural occupation perceived that thelr vo-ag courses

. “ . would be of greater value to them in preparing to attend an ,area
. . .
B ’ vocational school than did students .who yere/ﬁlannlng to enter v
. < - - . 1
- : a non-agricultural occupation.

31. Students who planned to entet an oF? farm agrlcultural occupa“‘i
tion belleved the;r vo- ag courses would be of gneater value to

e them in preparing to attend a four-year co?lege'or university i

3

than. did students who were planning to enter a nop-agricultural
v N - t

- . .
< . . 1

' otcupétjon. S - : - "
: ' 32. Tnegéﬁree student‘groups were‘simiqu in their perckption of the . "N
N . . : : y -
. ) H0alue\5? theig complgﬁed njgh school courses in preparing them . T
. ; L g
e ‘é" : t0wattend an area-vocationaL.schdbl . }‘?“ v . . ’
- s 33. It was determined that students who planned to enter of f-faxm ' ‘
: T ° ¢ L - ¥
3 agrxcultural occupations Placed a greater value on thelr cont ) ,
T . //,2 pleted hugh schoolicoﬁrses in prepar|ng them to attend a four - -1
. T , . year collegerr unnversaty than f:d studentf who planned to i. . .‘}‘t
i - M \ - enter an on-farm agricultural’BCCUpation or a non<agr|cultural
‘ occupatlon. ) j ~..;: ”-‘ S . )
34 'Students who pJanned to enter agrlcultural occupatpéns, either .
< ‘ . ~ ‘onzfarm or‘off farm, lndlcated'that their* superv:sed occupational @ :
v . ~ . & * K \ . T tj‘
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o~ \ -
. . . 5 122
’ -~
. 4 - ’
’ .
1Y - N . . . . ) .
. experience program was of greater value im preparing them for et

"

these occupations, than did students who planned to enter non- -+
Fay M .
-

.

[ - .
- agricultural occupations. -
»

35. It was found that students who planned to entqr'bff-farm agricul-

. tural occupations indicated a greater chance for success as

-7 a student at & four-year college or university studying animal

science than oﬁ students who planned to enter on-farm or nan-

agricultural occupations. It may also be concluded that students

. N »

planning to_éhéQL on-farm agricultural occdpations indicated ‘

a greater chance for success as a student if they were .to attend
a four-year college or university and study animal science than

. did students ' who indicated wheir plans were to enter a non- .
“ , )

) agricultural occupation. A mean rating of 3.38 for Group 3 may .

. be considered a relatively low rating.

’

36. Students who planned to enter an off-farm agricultural occupa-

tion perceived tgeir chances of success as a'student at”a four-
- . * - LN H

year-college or university studying plant and soil scienée to

~
be greater than' students planning to enter on-farm or non-

* ' agricultural oécﬁpations.' It was further concluded that students -

planning to,enter on-farm agricultural occupations believed

their chances of success as a student at a four-year college or

o "' . universit9 studying'plant'and §oil‘sciénce to be greater than ‘
- SR , . did students who planned to enter non-agricultural ;écupaéions. -
o . \ 3?. ﬁhen’asked their percept%on of their chan;es of success as ;
i e a §thdent.attending a four-year college or university and studying '
’ agricul tural mechanics, students in the thr;e groups . did not differ
P ' ‘ :
e . 188 - ‘ :
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38.

39.

bo.

4.

An overall mean rating of 5.91 for' the thre¢ student gropps

- < .- . . PREN
g -
T

greatly on* their mean responSes An overa!l mean ratlng of /

-
-

5.30 would indicate an above avedage perception of thelr ability.

as a student at affour-year colleée or Lniverslty and-studying

4
agricultural mechanics. . .

s .

. ’ X
Students who planned to enter an agricultural occupation p

. - ’

indicated they felt. theif chances of success as a student '
attending a four-year college and'studying agricultural manage%

ment. is greater than that of a student ptanning to enter a non-

»
L4

agricultural gccupation. ) .

I't was determined- that students who planned to enter an of f-farm

¢ «

agricultural occupation _indicated a greater chance for success

L4 .

as a student at an area'vocational school studying animal

science than did students’who'planned to enter an on-farm agri-
hacd

', »
cultural occupation or a non-agricultural occupation.. It may -
also berconcluded that students planning to enter an on-farm
agricu]tural occupation ‘believed their chances of success as’

a‘'student atte dlng an area vocatnonal school and studynng .

animal science to be greater than did.students planning to enter
a’non-agricu]tural occupation.

Students who indicated they planned to enmter agricultural

¢

occubations,~either on-farm or off-farm, indicated a greater

-
chance of success as a student attendlng an area vocational

school and studx;ng plant and150|1 science than did students ’
A

.plannlng to enter a non-agricultural ocCupation. ‘ .

- -
”

would suggest‘the students were fafr]y confident’ in their chances

;

' v - S .
159 . ' Lo




ey - .
. . -

. . . {

of success as a student attending an area vocationad~school

/ggricu]tura] mechanics. £ -

and studying e .

. t

42. - It may be conc]uded that students who planned to enter on-farm

or of f-farm agrucu]tura] occupations undncated a greater chance

———

for success gs a student at an area vocational schobl studying

tdgricultural management .than-did students who planned "to enter _ ’ : 4

non-agricu]tural;occupations upon4graduatlon from high school. . =

N . B

43, . An analyszs of the Anumal Scuence Achlevement Test scores o

indicated that students who p]annea 1o enter an off farm agri- ., ' )

. -

cultural occupation possessed a htghef‘ﬁeve] of achievement

\ - -

< -

.in animal science than students who planned to enter am on-farm -

agricultural occupation or a non-agricultural occupation.
. v (Y . -

-

. . s . ’ . .
It may also be concluded that students who plannéd to enter

on-farm agricultural occupations possessed- a higher,{erel.of

. -

achievement in apimal science than did students who pfanned to
: N 4 .
enter non-agricultural occupations. . ‘. .

/

k. From the analysis of .the Plant and Soil Science Achievement Test ~ <
. ¢ .. 2 .
scores, it was determined that students who planned to enter an
S . ’

L]

agricultural occupation possessed a higher level of achievement .
in'plant and sdil science than students who planned to enter

a non-agricultural occupation. , ° o ' R ﬁé?
. ~ 3

ks, As a total group, the students participating in this study , K

7

achleved the highest scores in agrlcultural mechanlcs as compared

‘ I

to. the other areas of agriculture. The three studeht groups

-
v

posted similar scores in the area of agricultural mechani¢s.

. <
k6. 1t may be concluded from the analysis of the Agricultural

140 .
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7
. o 7 ’ 7";>77V N o ) M -
Management Achievement Test scores that students who planned .
to enter on-farm agricultural oécupations or off-farm agricul-
¢ tural occupdtions possessed a higher level of aéhievement in
< . M 4 ¢ N . -
* agricultural management than studerts who ,planned to enter a
. . N - ;
non~agricultural octupation.
. . o
- . T S
ot B Limitations ) . .
. . % ) - - . .
- , The generalizations made from this research study should be subject - ;
to the following limitations: ’
(‘ \ *
1. This study was basically a cross-sectional survey design. - .

completely randomized sampig}of students. The data collection

»

Therefore, no attempts were made to coafrol 6r manipulate the

independent variables. <

e - “

. The popudation for this study con;isted of students enrolled in *

- [ . . . . .
secondary vocational agriculture programs in iowa. ' Generaliza-
. . R4
~ - vy . <

tions from this gtudy oufside the .state of lowa should be

r ~

made with caution. BRPERY

- -

This study was limited: to }unior and senior vocational ag}icu]-

- . -

ture students. Therefdre the extent of generalization to other

[N
]

grade levels or occupational areas should be done with caution.

The sample for this research Study consisted of 30 schools. No
. . .. ¥ Lo

attempt was made to identify.participants by selecting a ,

’

instruments were administered in a group setting by the vocational

.~ +

“agriculture instructor.
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¢ . . -

» 7 Recommendation$ ) . .

>

.

-
- .

The findings of this study revea) that there are similarities and

. .o : . , .
differences in various-factors associated with occupational}decisionﬁmaklng

N ~

—b' . e [N ' : . ¢ Lt B
among vocatioqal agriculture students groyped acedrding to their stated, 1
s - . . i
occupational plans upon completion of their formal education. iTﬁe following

-
A~

are recommendations preceded by 13 selected copclusions upon which the -

.recommendations were based. ' These, recommendations appear worthy of con- .
sideration by high school vocational agribulture,instructors, vocational

. .

guidénte counselors, postsecondary area vocational schoN personnel ,
3

. teacher educators, state department personnel, and others who are in a

poesition to assist students.in estabplishing and attaining their educational

’

and occupational goals. These stetements and recommendations should be

¢ . ’

considered by those individuals, invglved in the development of secondary

and postsecéndar? agriculture programs.

1. Over 54 percert of the students participating in this study

e
N

indicated they planned to enter.an on-farm agricultufal occupation

LTy

upon, graduation from high school. ~ .
e

. »

. A. Assisting students in developing agricultural job entry level

skills®for on-farm agricultural occupations should be a major

: - . » . 4
task for secondary vocational agriculture -instructors.

B. Mamagement in agricultural production should be entouraged,

» -

and the ¢urriculum-should beastructured as to include such

< training. . ' )

.

e

-

The vocational agriculture curriculum should include

specialized programs following one or two years of basic

instruction to prepare for spéiijic on-farm agricultdral

. - =

" occupations. n .

< No

is2 ,\




D. Studenfs should be made awaré of the possible declining

oL . ’.
on-farq=job opportunities.

ff‘: . L\ .

E. There is'a continued need for practical, participating

éxperieﬁges in oq-farm agricultural occupations through
superviseéd occupational experience programs.

Approximatef} 18 percent ;f ihe student; included in this study

planned to'enter an off-farm sgricu]tura] occupation,

A. Instructional programs in vocétfonal agriculture shoutd be °
strucfur;d to provide students with the neéessary knowledge

and skills required to enterdoff-farm agricultural occupa-

-

tions.

8. Supervjsgd occupational experiefices in agricultural busi- - "3

L

nesses should be provided for students who plan to seek

3

employment: in off-farm agrijcultural occupations.

Almost 30 percent ot the students participating in this study
o . .

p]aqned to enter a'non-agriculthral occupation, .

s

ia
A. Students §ﬁpu]d be made aware of the many agricultural

My .
X

¥ ,
related ocGupations and the availability of further training R

in these occupational areas. . .

’ PR
B. Vocational<agriculture /instructors and vocational guidance

EdunseIOﬂs gﬁou]d be made aware that almost one-third of |
, - _

)
the students enrolled in vocatiopal agriculture do not plan °

td enter aﬁfagricu]tura] occupation. Thus, some of these students

may need additional assistance in planning careers upon

-~ 3

completion of their formal education. -

L]

C. Assistancéjﬁ% job placement should be provided and p]anngd
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@
-~ -

at

follow-up studies conducted.

~ ‘e R

4. Students grouped by their occupational plans differed in their
4 ) \ + - \\ .
academic achievement as measured by grades received in courses

completed. _ ) ,

A. Students planning to enter off-farm agricultural occupations

appear-.-more écademically orierited, thus should be made aware ~

of the educational opportuniti¢§_$vailable to them at

‘ .
postsecondary area vocational s¢hTols and four-year colleges
Pt

and universities.

-

5. /L;,was determined that a relatignship existed between students'
participation in activityég within the high school and outside
the school, and students" occupational plans.

‘A. Students should be'encburaged to participate in extra-
: . -

b . .‘. - 3 > /. ‘
curricular activit¥es which are of interest to them and twill

aid them in their career development.
)

6. Students who.planned to enter on-farm agricultural occupations

responded ,that they also planned to receive the least amount
of posthigh school education among the groups studied.

A. Those stuaents who do not plan %o'receive additional formal

' education should be made aware of available young and adult

<

farmer programs. . , '
B. Adult education programs should provide up~to-date technical
. . - -

- information to those students entering on-farm agricultural

rd

occupations and not planning to receive. further training.
) - -~

7. 1t was discovered that parents were very influential in students

~ .. .

’

educational and.occupational hplans .

| 144
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&

A. Parents

employment opportunities in the field of agriculture and

related areas.
and guidance counselors

hﬁuul;ul estabiishing —;
\

and attaining their educational and occupational goals.

B. Vocational agriculture instruc

shouldaid parents in assisting their chi

[N

C. 'Parents should be involved in planniag and conducting

supervised occdpational experiences for their children.

8. Students differed in the amount of work experieﬁce they had
yd ¢

-received for the occupation they are planning to enter. . -

’ A. Supervised occupational experfence piig:iggzshea+d~be provided .

as an ‘individualized part of the curriculum for all sfudents

o, in vocatjonal agriculture.

. , i
B. Various types of supervised occupational programs should be- * P

- N -

p?bvideq to meet the needs of students preparing for entry

into different types of agricultural occupations.

9. It was revealed that students ‘entering o

)

farm agriculfural

occupations had a greater knd@ledge of these occupations than

students seeking employment elsewhere.

A. Vocational agriculture instructors and vocational guidance ' -

counselors should provide available information about
- aéricultura] occupations. . ‘ ’
B. Students planning_to enter off-farm agricultural occupations

or non-agricultural occupations should be encouraged. to

seek }pformation aboutijob descriptions and oppo¢tunities.

10. 'Stuaents_differed}iﬁ their perceptions regarding the value and

-’ . D
,e




; amount of high school training received for .the otcupation they

are planning to enter.
-

' ‘ - ‘ .

A. The vocational agriculture currieulum should be closely
integrated with other curricula in the high school.

B. Attempts should be made to determine a student's future

occupational plans early in his/her educational and

» v

occupational training. —

‘

C. Single-teacher vocational agriculture programs should
’ 3 .

’

become multiple departments to more effectively prepare

/ students for on-farm and off-farm agricultural occupdtions.
‘\. 11. Students in all three groups studied reported.a relatively fow, '
Lo 8 amount- of encouragement received from their vocational agricul-

ture instructor to seek further education.
L] : ’ i
A. Vocational agriculture instructors and guidance counselors

»

) should be encouraged to inform students of the various

§

educational opportunities avaﬁlable at postsecondary area
vocational schools and four-year institutions. .

B. Vocational agriculture instructgré should have access to
current educational and occupational information.
{
E ) C. Occupational opportunities in agriculturé should be a

Ly
. 2 -

significant part of the instructional program in vocationsal

agricu!tur%.

+12. Students differed in their-perception of the value of their FFA

2

’ . program in preparing them for the occupation they are planning

=
-

to enter. . . : . . ' /

A. Since the FFA is an integral part of the vocational

’
v

| 146




agriculture program, all vo-ag students: should become

-

. Lo aactive FFA members. L L. 2
. z . . « .
. -

N * B. Activities in the FFA" shou]d be stchtured to provide the

e

* maximum amount of leadershlp experlences for al] members. |
13. Students partlcipatlng in thIS iﬁggy differed in their achlevement
in animal science, plant and soil science and. agrlcultura}
management when theéy were grouped by their otcupationa[.plans: .,

. A. Students should be made aware of"the}r strengths ana‘weak-

'+ nesses in the various areas of* study when developing their

future educational and occupational plans. )

I; T« e

* B. Personnel at postsecondary institutions shouwld be aware of
the student's competency level in agriculture in order to = - . .

provide greater assistancé ifh occupational training.

n
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. L " PERSONAL, FAMILY, AND COMMUNITY DATA - . 7.
' RELATED 70 EDUCATIONAL AND BCCUPATIONAL PLANS. .
OF: TOWA JOCATTONAL AGRTCULT URE szr_uo_urs -

x

Dear Students: . ' : N

‘The; Agricultural Educatlon Department at lowd- State 8n4yer51ty would
Jike to thank you for cooperating with us in conducting thgs study.  We
are attempting to determine the educational and occupational goals of -
lowa vocational agricmlture students amd factors related to these goals

-~
-~ : Eg

This que&t;ghnaire is |an attempt to get a better picture of the problems
“young people face in choosipg their life's occupation, and the feelings ’
they have toward these problems. By carefully filling out this gquestionnaire,
you will assigt us in acquurlng 3 better understanding of thele problems.
This information will be of great value to your vécational agriculture
instructor, guidance counselor,.and other teachers in yeur school in~
developing programs of voqatlonal agr:culture, counseling, and occupatlonal
oriefjtation. ‘ Ve

¢
. . -2 "\rz

e

o’

Thank you very much fo: your cooperatuon in completing thls questlon-' .
nalre - , v

¢ ¥ ) ’ Ty . A

PLEASE FOLLOW THESE DIRECTIONS: » 'f~\

’ ¢ N * ~

. > _ . -4 . .
1. Read each item carefully. Arnswer tg the best of your knowledge.- o

. ‘\1

2! Be sure to answer each question. Hhere there are brackets, fill in
an ''x"" by the response which answers the questhn the way'’ you truly—- .
feel, not thé way.you think other ‘people will want you to answer
them. Where only a space is;left, enter the words ca]led for
. : [ [ ot
3. Part 1l will ask that you rate each stateﬁent on a rat:ng scale from -
low to hlgh Co . )

4. If you have any questions abput how to complete this questuonnaare,
please ask your vocatuona] agricul ture unstructor for assjstance.

,
ks
. a 4




w

l- -' - - .
A ? ¢
\ .'
Coe PART | , "
. : . -
- 2. u e
¢ 1) Freshmah ' . ~* a
. () Sophomore . ‘*'/7 .
) ; () Junior, -
b () Senior . t’ . .
3. The number of estefs of vocational agrlculture I Rave _completed
. fincluding this Semester awm s
. 1. () 1 semester >
+2. () 2 semesters .
» 3. {) 3 sehdsters ., )
L, () h,semesters - Y.
5..() 5 semesters®
‘6. () 6 semestéers . ,
7. «( ) 7 semesters ‘ :
., 8. () 8 semesters ) il
v 4. The types of grades | norma]l? gét'in roationa] agriculture are!
1. () all A's 7
2, (.) mostly A's but few B's '
3. () half A's and B's
4. (") about equal A's, B's and C's
.5 () mostly B's and C's
6. ( )'mostly C's but few B's
7. () C's.and D!s, °
8.° () D's and F's
5.--Tﬁe'types of gfédes | normally get in all my courses are: ’
1.. (). allA's . -
2. () mostly A's"but. few 8' - . .
3. () half A's and B's . ) T .
L. () about equal A's, B"s and L'*s T
-5. () mostly B's and C's ®
6. () mostly C's but few B's
" 7. () C's and D's - .
8. (") D's and F!s

M 1

that* apply)

() annial- - .. (

() athletics .- . [ (

ot ) band-otchestra - (
). choru L - (-
¥ (
(

42 debdtes .
y FFA '

(
(
e
SR

~

s

hobby ‘tlub

other

6. The klnds of actnvntles |n which | parttcnpate are ép]eaSe check all

)
)
; student government “
)
)




»

7. 1 Five ,
1. ) on a farm, - { . . )
2.7 (), in the open- country, but ‘not on a farm
3. () in a village under 2,500 . P
L. () in a town of 2 ,500-10,000 .
5.. () in a city over 10,000 e . ‘

. 8. The occupation that | plan to enter is (indicate particular type of job)

4

i

LR

9. Upon completion of high school l.plan to

1. () Attend a postSecondary area vocational school or community
college. Name of area vocatlonal school or communlty college ’
plannung to attend.

2. () Attend a four-year college or university. - Name of college or
university plaqing to attend ° )
. 1

~ 3. () Get a full-time job or work for myself and not attend collége:
10. The number. of years of further educatlon i plan to get beyond high
school is

~
. - -

I () none, or less than one year- '

X “2. () one year © g o

N 3. () two years . .

Y 4. ()} three years .
5. () four years' o .
6. () five years, - s . )
7. () six years' ' . . ) -
*8. () seven years - . ‘ ' :
9. () eight years or more

<3 ’ -

1. As to'working while | am in high.school o

| ()1 have a fairly regular job* ouside my family and home or farm.
2. () 1 -sometimes work outsijde my family and home or farm.
3. () I do not work’ outsnde my ‘family and home or farm. R

. N~

-12. The person who had the most influence on my thoice of an<occupation was

() my father )
() my-mother . :
my brother or sister = - -

another relative .
counselor - ) . ‘ ’
close friend

vo-ag instructor ' ) , ‘
another teacher .

other than above .

N e Nt et e o I
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»
. PART'S1 - ‘ ‘
. Please rate gach of the following statements on a 10 point scale from =
low to high. Read each stateément carefully and rate how you feel about
< th3t statedlent by circling either 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, §, 6, 7, 8, 9, or 10. A
score of 0 is the lowest possible rating and a-score of 10 is the highest _ )
possible rating.~ Circle only one numbef for each statement to indicate how
you feel about that statement. : .
. /
STATEMENT - . RATING .
. Low ' High
1. Amount of certainty that | will L. ’
enter the occupation | have chosen..... 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
2. Amount of thought | have giver ’ ‘ . )
to my choice of occupation............. 01 2 3 4L 5 6 7 8 9 10
.~ . o .
3. My ability for the occupation | X « . ©
) have chosen................... e 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
b, Amount of work experience | ) _
o have had in the occupation I* . .
plan\to =113 1 S o1 2 3 b 5 6 7°8 9 10
5.7 My knowledge of' the ‘occupation .
1 plan to enter........... e “....0 } 2 3 4L 5 6 7 8 9 10
‘6. Value of my high school
training for the occupation, . T
,J plan to enter...... LR v, ... 1 2 %3 &4 5 6 7 8.9 1o
1 7. Amount of training my high ., -
L. school has provided for the~ .
x occupation | plan to enter............. 01 2 3 4 5 67 8 9 1Jo
f 8. Amount of encouragement re;eivgd
from my father to continue . .
" my education beyond high school........ 0} 2 3 4L 5 6 7 8 9 10
- - * - . . L -
—_ 9. Amount of encouragement received - ’
from my mother to continue . ) .
my ®ducation beyond high school........ 0 1 2 3 4 56 7 8 9 19 '
1. Amount of encouragement received ; ' . .

\\frog my father.to attend a post~
_secondary area votational school....... 0t 2 3'4 56 7 8 9 10 ..




"Amount of encoaragement .recejved -
from my-father ta attend‘a four- .. . :
. yeat college or university............. 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8-9 10
* - , .
‘Amount of encouragement received
‘fremmy mother to attend a post- .
secondary area vocational school....... 01 2 3 4L s 6 7 8 9 10

Amount of encouragement received .
from my mother to attend a four- .
. year college OF university....c.oeveuu... 01l 2 3.4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ,

Amount of encouragement received

from.my vo-ag instructor to attend

8 postsecondary area vocational . . .
school......... ettt 01 2 3 4L 5 6 7 8 9.0

Amount of encouragement received
from my vo-ag instructor to attend a
four- year college or university.. ~«-+:0 1 2 3 4 5.6 7 8 9 10

~

Value of my high school vo-ag®
courses completed in preparing me

for the occppation | plan to enter..... 0 1 2 3 4L 5 6 7 8 9 10 °
Value of’ A program in pre- ) )
paring me ffor the occupatlon ] Yo

| plan to/enter...cv.viirnnnnnn. T 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

/ e

Value of my vo-ag courses completed
in Preparing*me to attend a post-
secondary area vocational school......., 01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Value of my Vo-ag eourses completed .
in preparing me to attend a four- . . g - .
year college or university............. 0.1 2 3 4L 5 6 7 8 9 10 _

Value of my hig% school courses
in preparing me .to attend a post-
secondary area vocational school....... 0 1 2

Value of my high school courses s i .
‘in preparing me ‘to attend a four- . . ' T~ -
year college or university............. 01 2 3 4 5 6.7 8

Vatue of my supervised-occupational .

experience program (supervised '
farming or agribusiness placement),
in preparlng ‘me for the OCCupatIOn . .
| plan tg enter......... e o ] 2 3 4 5.6 7 8 9 10

“ ,
. . . . 1 .

o




25.

27.

28.

SCIeNCe. . vt rrennnnnnn. ..

N 5

. -
My chances of success as a student

if 1 'were to sitend a four-year

college or university and study .
animal scjence..i...............

My chances of success as a
student if | were to attend

a four-year college of univér-
sity and study plant and soil

My chances of success as a
student if | were to attend a
four-year college or university
and study agricultural

Hy chances of success As a
student if | were to dttend a -
four-year college ap Amiversity

and study agricul tural management

My chances of success as ’a

student if | were to attend a
postsecondary ared vocational
school and study

E 7 .
My chances of siyccess as a
student if | were to attend a

postsecondary area vocational
school and study pfant and soil
science,........ Crrrereeit i ..

My chances of success as a
student if T were to attend a
postsecondary area vocational
school* and study dgricultural N

mechanics. ..o i e e,

My chances of success as a

student if | were to attend a
postsecondary area vocational
schoo] and study agricultural

management........ .. 000, e e e )

echanics

\‘ .

nimal science...:....O 1 2

7

0.1 23 4 5 6 7-8 9_10

L

\

2 3 4 5% 7 89 10

—

3

-
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. APPENDIX B

L 4

COPY OF LETTER. SENT TO VOCAT]ONAL: AGRICULTURE
. INSTRUCTORS REQUESTING THEIR COOPERATION IN
. . CONDUCTING THE STUDY

3
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o, .
IQWa Sfafe l.\]nif’ffﬂrt(l:’o/ Science and Technology ﬂm Ames, lowa 50010 o =
o ] . 3

» ..

. it
[

. > . . Department of Agnicultuzay }_?Sucauon
. . o ' ! ’ 223 Curuiss Hall e
= 'Tclcphonc 515-294-5872

<

.

\ . s
¢

The staff in the AgficulturaI:Edg;agion Department at Jowa State University.is
initiating a study being fuhded:thfough'jﬁe Agriculture and Home Economics Ex-
periment Station to ascertain the educatjopak and occupational goals of high
school juniors and seniors who are enrolled in vocational agriculture, and then
compare these goals to personal variables which each student possesses,

The means’ by which we plan to collect the information for this study consists of
two instruments. The first will be a general questionnaire covering the student
variables in which we are interested. The second instrument is a two-hour
standardized Agri-Business Achievement test to be administered to the students.

N {;5@‘ .

<

We are seeking your approval that we may use your school and vocational agricuf-
ture department :at & part‘of the sample for this project. As yoar school's
cooperation will benefit -our goals, .in return, we would hope that we could
complement your vocational agricultural program by providing the results of the
achievement. test to your vocational agriculture instructor. iy

Please complete the enclosed stamped postcard and return it to us at your earli-
est convenience: If you have any questions, please write or call §15/294-5872.

Upon your approvgl we will contact your vocational agriculture instructor.
. . I

Thank you for your time, and we will be looking forward to Qbrkigg with your

school.in the future. ) R
. . /
Sincerely,

- .
-

- 1

e

7

«? -

Harold R. Crawford = - L\\ . Bennie L. Byler Tom Archer
_Professor and Head Assistant Professor - Research Assistant
.. Agricultural Education . Agricultural Education Agricultural Education.

e

[ - - ¢

N . 0)
TA/mdd ~ . . '

~, . -
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’~ " SCHOOLS RANDOMLY SELECTED

. JO PARTICIPATE IN THE STUDY

School )

’
I [}

Adair-Casey Comm.
Adair, lowa,

Algona Comm.
Algona, lowa

Atlantic Comm.
Atlantic, lowa : .

Belle Plaine Comm.
Belle Piaine, lowa ~

Brdoklyn-Guernsey-Malcom Comm.
Brooklyn, lowa

Dunkerton Comm. ”
Dunkerton, lowa

—,

, East Greene Comm.
~Grand Junction, lowa
> PR

Graettinger Comm.
Graettinger, lowa

Greenfield Comm
Greenfield, lowa

lowa Valley Comm. ',
Marengo, lowa -

LeMars Comm.
LeMars, loyéf&
ﬁébie Valley'Comm.
Mapleton, “lowa

-Mediapolis Comm.
Mediapolis, lowa -

M-F-L Comm.
Monona, lowa

Missouri Valley Comm.
Missouri Valley, lowa

‘.

e

=
C

Vocational Agriculture Instructor

Doug Timmons $
Wendel | bhelps

Ronald Beaver

Howard Marsh

Larry Dayton

Lyle Bare'

David Tokheim.,
Charles Moser
George Freese, Jr.
Robert Taylor |
Joh; Rix’

Norman Mecklenburg.
James Howell

thn Wachter

Gene Weldon
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School : Vocational Agriculture Instructor
- Mt. Pleasant Comm. ' ] Ralph Stuekerjuergen
Mt. Pleasant, Iowa / : -
Murray Comm. ' ‘ Brent Hanna )
. Murray, lowa ; . - L
' Nashua Comm. Richard“é}ngrich
Nashua, lowa : . S
New Providence Comm, : ' Gary Glawe .
New Providence, lowa
Odebolt-Arthur Comm. ~ ’ Donald Kearney .
Odebolt, lowa
Osage Comm. Lewis Lauterbach
Osage, lowa . )
Oskaloosa Comm. . o Charles Perdue
Oskaloosa, lowa '
> ¢Pekin Comm. ' Allen Henigan
- Packwood, lowa )
Riceville Comm. ‘ Kenneth Redmann
Riceville, lowa .
Rock Valley Comm. Verlyn Sneller ’ \
Rock Valley, lowa < ‘ L
Sheddon Comm. ) Fred Van Loh ) ’ .
Sheldon, lowa e -
. '_/‘
Southeast Polk Jales Appleget Y
Runnels, lowa d .
- \ ’ ‘ ’
Thompson Comm. Kingsley Johnson ’ .
< Thompson, lowa ey ' : - ‘
- West Liberty Comm. & - °  -Richard Wehde
, “West Liberty, lowa
Wilton Comm. - Gary Bennett To-

Wilton, lowa —_ - )
. }, * ’
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. IOWG State Um'ver Sl'tg of Science and Technology lﬂm Ames, lowa. 50010 ‘

-~
-
~

\ . . * . [repartment of Agricultural Educatpon e

. . 223 Curuss Hall “
. Telephone 515-294-5872, .

LI
<

-~
. e -

We appreciate your interest and eration in the completion qf our survey ) i
of high school junior and senior vocatianal agriculture students, and sincerely

thank you for your help. We hope that tHe results of this project will assist

in conducting your vocational agriculture program. ¢ )

Enclosed you will find a sufficient number of questionnaires and answer

sheets for all of the junior and senior students who are enrolled in the voca- ' \
tional agriculture classes at your high school. To reduce cost and bulk of i
postage, we have included-only enough test booklets for your largest class,

either juniors or seniors. We have assumed that these instruments will be ad-
ministered during regular class time, and that.your regular classes will be no
larger than the number of test booklets which we have included. |If there are not
enough materials, please call us immediately at 515/294-5872, and we will

forward more materials. .
. - ! . ~ . . - . . ' "/
We know that it would be |mp055|bre to completely coordinate the administra- -

tion of these instruments among the “thirty participating schools. We do not

,expect that the teachefs administer- them at the same time on the same day. As a .

matter of fact, it is our belief that the results would be befter if the instru-

ments were administered over‘a longer period. Therefore, we hope that you can
administer these to your junior and senior vocational agriculture students be- ) .
tween the dates of December 9 to January 17. Because of differing lengths and

time of class periods among the schools’, we are not attempting to coordinate any

more than the order of instrument administration. Please fit our suggestions. as

best you can into your own situation. ‘ )

a

We suggest that the instruments be administered on five different days.

The first should be the questionnaire, followed by the four parts of the achieve-
ment test in the following order: (1) Animal Science, (2) Plant and Soil
Science, (3) ‘Mechanics, and (4) Management. The questionnaires will not take as
long as the achievement tests, but we hope that you will make sure that all

items are complétely answered. Each of the parts of the achievement test will )
. take approximately fijfty minutes, forty minutes of which will be allowed for
actual testing. . 0 L '

Enclosed you will find a sheet labeled ''Test Administration'. . This contains
the complete set of standardized directions for the administration of the Agri-
Business Achievement Test.  The.paragraphs starred (**) are to be read aloud to
the students. Although any soft leaded pencil jay be used to mark the answer
wheets, we have included pangils for your conven(ence. Please do not allow the

students to uge pens.

r
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After all of the instruments.have been completed by aII of your junior and
\senaor students in vocational agriculture ( wﬁ ch will hopefully be on or before
January 17), please return the test booklets, answer sheets, and completed ques-
tiornaires in the self-addressed, stamped envelop which we have included. We

y would like for you to keep one copy of the test booklet for your reference. The

answer sheets will be scored and results will be made available to you as soon

3s possible. You may want to use the results of these achievement tests as a

teachlng Iearnlng situation. . . )

To, reiterate, you might find the following helpful:’ "

Check List of Data Collection: T .

(1) Administer the |nstruments, both the questlonnalre and the achievement

test to your hlgh school junior and seniof vocational agriculture .
students sometime between December 9 and January 17.

(2)

(37

Administer questionnaire - Will take approximately 30 minutes.
Have each student complete the Name Block, Grade, Sex, Birth Date, and

Sc¢hool

information on his answer sheet

Specufuc directions for this

are given in '"The Pre-Test Session'' part of the Test Admlnlstratlon

directions. : ’ )
(4) Administer the Achievement Test - Probably four different days would
work best. R . / &\\

a) Animal Sciengé Test - Allow approximately fifty minutes

b) Plant a29/86?f Science Test - Allow approximately fifty

c) HMechanics Test - Allow approximately fifty minutes _

d) Maffagement Test - Allow-approximately fifty mantV$4’

(5) Return test booklets, answer -sheets, and completed questipnnaires to
the Agricultural Education Department/ lowa State UnLyefgity. .
(6) Review Test results with your students - Sometime-in February. °

7 / Y

inutes

-
< -

If you have any questions, please call, We/will be anxiously awaiting your
completed instruments. . R ) : p

Sincerely, ) v

Z
4
B

fom Archer
Gradu Assistant
Agriculfural Education

Bennie L. Byler
_ Assistant Professor
Agricultural Educatian

~ Harold R. Crawford
Professor and Head .
Agricultural Education

- P . ,
TA/1ra . -
_ 4 . K -
Encl. ‘
P.S.. The information collected for the questionnaires and instruments will
remain confidential and will be reported in summary ‘form only.
among schools will_not be. made.

Comparison

»
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APPENDAX E

B ' ~ TABLE OF MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR
-~ _ PERSONAL, FAMILY, AND COMMUNITY VARIABLES

)

3 : P <
. .
.
Y )
. - -
/-
! 3
-
L
- N
.2
w
»
—
[
i ’
. .
- e
S ¢
4
-
[
/ e
P L ]




33

[

« o g i . .“'9 '
RN < < v : - ’
Iabié 8s. . Heans and standard deviatsons for personal,- family and community '
var;abaes ¢ - . . o .-
a . . S S -, Student gro:pa “ . ’ ,
- . Group | _Group 2 .Group 3 - Total
JVariable . . " Mean " S.D. Hean $,D.; Mean 5,D. Mean ‘S.D.
SeméSters-df.vocdtionél . = K - = ) ’
ag;Lculture cqmpieted.”‘ -5.59 1.57: 5.30 181 5.8 1.97 -5.42 1.69
G;ades.recelved in voca- ) \’ L L P e
tloha] agr:culture .53 41.73 .3.64 3,67t L.84 1.75 ) L.bg-"1.77
Grades recéived in all = "me m i - ) '
courses, 5.2k 1.39- 4,36 1.61-'5.24 1.68 "5.09 1.55
B} J . , .
Years of posthigh school . : L. ‘ )
education planned.= . 1.78 1.33  3.66 2.08 2,32, 1.66 - 2.26 1.71-
. 4 . « . .
—’Amount gf “certdinty that 1 T - - ) ’ . )
will enter the occapation i 2 ~ . oa .
I havé chosen. = ¢ v 7.27 241 6.28. 283  6.5] 2.56  6,897.2.53 .
. Aﬁoﬁﬁq of thought' | have " S
.:givep to my choice of - . . - .
qQccupation. . 7.83" 2.14 7.54 2.06 7.8 2.59° 7.69 2.22
* Ce- ¢ ¥ ‘ Tt ) . ! L 1 ) e
My. abI]ItY fot the ocqua- RAN . . . > .
tion | hage ‘chosen. 8.16 1.76 7.55 T.gh 7.21 2,14 "-7.79 1.93
v _ 'Amount of work eﬁperlqnce I . Y )
L, \\have had'/in, the, occupation * = . " ' .o
- plan to ente5 : . 8.59 1.88 5.53 3.16 4.95. 3.7~ 7.04 3.06
L My knoﬁledge of \the OCCupa- A l T : ‘
. - TLOn I plan to e ‘ter. 7.91 1.72 6.50 2.11 &4 2.61 7.18 2.22. N
3 - : o . 2 : ) L .
Valde of my hughaschoqi o S o ’ -

"~ training for the occupa-~
+ tion | plan to enter.
. ~ il

J

6.04 "2.43 /:'5.3’.' 2.56 4.70.3.10 ,5.54 2.71 -

e - . >
. aGroup ] = Students who planned to’ ‘enter an on- farm agrlcultural occupat:on

~
v . - . '

s Group 2 = Studenfs who planned. to enter an ofF farm angCultura] occupation.
~ " Group 3 = Students who’ planned to enter a nOn-agrucu]tural_OCCUpatlon.
I ’ ! N "—" ? . - ’ ’ - : ’%45 . “ ‘,
. Y b ! - P P {
. -’/ o,
- , ’ /




Tablé 85 (Continued)

. . " Stydent gr'cupa

. ) . i Group 2 ¢
Variable : $.D. Mean S.D.

Group 3
Meen S.D.

Total v
Mean

E'S

Anount of training my

. high school has provided
for the occupation | plan
to.enter.

Amount of encouragerent
received from my father to ,
continue my education
_beyond high school.

&
Amount aof encouragement
received from my mother
to continue my education
beyond high school.
Amount of encouragement
received from my father
to attend a postsecondary
area vocational ‘school.

ount of encouragement
received from my father to
attegd a four-year college
or udiyersity.

SN

Amount of\ encourdgement
received from my .mother
to attend a pOiESeCOndary
area vocational 'schoot. , 2. . 4.83  3.45

Amount @f encouragement
received from my vo-ég
instrGctor to at'tend a post-
secondary area ypcat:Onal

school. - - 3.23 2.91  3.}7 2.95

.
PR

_ Amount, of encouragement
received from my vo-ag
¢ostructor to attend a

four year college or
'qnlverslﬁy « . 2:43  3.56 3.5}

w2.69'

2.65 2.56

2.32 2.78

3.06 z,ﬁj

e &
'

Y

RN

.- 2.64 2.98
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‘attend a four-

.program (Superwii

’

Table 85 (Conginued) .
CL )
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Stﬁdent groupa

. ' Group

-~

Variable . Mean

S.B.

Group 2
Mean

S.

D.

Grou§‘3

Total
Mean $.D. ‘Mean S.D.

’

Value of my high school vo-

ag courses completed in
preparing me for the occupa-
tion I plan to enter. 6.16

Value of the FFA program in
preparing me for the occupa-
tion ! plan to enter. 5.81,

Value of my vo-ag“courses
completed in preparing me
to attend a postsecondary

.area wvocational school. k.87

Value of my vé-ag courses
completed in preparing me

. to attend a four-year col-

lege or univecsity, 3.82

" Value of my high school

courses in preparing me to
attend a postsecondary area .
vocational school. 4.59

Value™of my high school
courses in pr i

or university.
%

Value of.my supervised . ;

occupationgl e

farming or,agrirbusiness
placement) in p¥eparing me

“for the occupatjon | plan

to enter. ", | 6.1
My chances of sjccess as a
student if | ‘were to aftend

a four-year college or
university and study

animal aéiencg. 4. 42

4.88

b,

5.13 2.

5.27 2.

W,

82

.54

)

2.

35

2.92

4.32. 2.

2.

.77

62

86

.19

) _é.!z 2.65

' 3.38 2.8

3.96 2.74

- €

3.33 2.69

3.77 2.85

.

4

b.ho 2.82 °°

.16 3.02

3.71 ,2.78

4

4

.

4

4

4

L2072

.95 3.01:

.55 2.8

71 2."76

.63 2.75

137 2.96

.29 3.09

.32 2.94
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Table 85 (Continued)

~ Student groupa \
. Group. | Group 2 ~ Group 3 Total
Variable T : Hean S.D. Mean S.D; Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
My chances of sdccess as - ] - .
a student if | were to . . ' - .

attend a four-year college
or university and study

plant and soil science.  3.87 2.71 4.75 2.81 2.99 2.59 '3.78 2.75

My chances of success as a
student if | were to attend

° & four-year college or ) .

university and study agri- .

cultural mechanics. 5,29 2.79 5.28 2.72 5.32 3.09 5:29 2.86
" My chances of success as & . C .

a student if |'were to
Attend a fourtyear college

or university and study ' -
agricultural management. 5,19 2.67 5.58 2.69 4.04 2.71 h.93 2.74

-

-

My chances of success as ‘@
student if | were to attend
3 postsecondary‘area voca- R .

« tional school and study .. .
" animal science. . 4.87 2.86 '5.74 2.87 3.80 2/93 .72 2.95

'
.

My chances of success as a I ‘ R
student if | weré.to attend
an area vocationa] school. ) <

and study. plant and soil . . .

science. . k.51 2.76 4.98 2.90 3.45 2.67 4,29 2.81
Hy*chances of success as a . )
student if | wera to attend P : R . ' P
a postsecondary area voga- . ' . . ’ -
tional school and’study - S ’ T ’ '
agricultural mechanics. 6.13 2.66 5.76 2.73 & Svgﬁ, 3.11 5.98 2.80% °

- A~

9 ‘ [ . ~ .7 P » . ' N
. My chances ‘of success as a . . o~ ,
’ student if I were to attend : ? s * < o ,/
a postsecondary area voca- . ) ) Co . ’
tional school and study - ’ PARY bkt

agricultural, management. 5.81 2.75 €.1§ 2.63 ° 4.43 218% 7S;h8 228i

s7 % .
. L4
-
.

e . . . ~ .
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TABLE OF MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS FOR .
"AGRIBUSINESS ACHIEVEMENT TEST SCORES °

v

~t
a4
+
"

‘ Y
APPENDIX F

Y

el

-t

V.d

153

-~ o>
K
[
*
¢
<~
-
;
L
o
¢
s




Table 86.
test scores

Heans and standard deviations for agribusiness achievement '

Q
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¢
-

»

-

P

-

Student groupa

~ Agribusiness TE?oup ] Group 2 Group 3 Togal
g \ achievement test , Hean S.D. HMean S.D. Rean S.D. HMean S.0.
" Animal Science 57:32 8.38 60.20 8.h5 5L.46 9.70 57.02 8.97
- Plant and Soil Science  55.97 9.42 57.26 10.14 53.0b 9.58 55.37 9.70
/ . ’
Agricultural Mechanics 59.57 8.95 59.78 8.95 58.37 8.8 59.27 8.93
Agricultural Management * 58.99 10.15 59.95 10.63 55.58 10.54 58.20 10.46
S \\\-\f§£222\1~j‘iE”dent§ who planned to enter an on-farm egij;ulturai occupation.
. Group 2 = Students who pianned to eriter an off-farm agriculturatl occupation.
. | e gl - g
Group 3 = Students who planned to enter a non-agricultural ocecupa on.
~ . h ¢
-C) = e y - "
k - . ¢
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