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CHAPTER 1

THE PROBLEM ARD ITS DEFINITION

Parpese

This is a study of signifigcant factors influeneing ths. quality
and success of sumrvimssd farming programs of voestional agriculture
students in seven schoals of Esst Tennssses.

This study eabodies the slements of the homs, farm and school

plaming,

Limitations of the Study

This study is limited to seven dspartments of vogational
sgriculture in Tennessee. It is further liﬁ.tod‘to 2ll; students
of the sophemore, junior, and seniocr agriculture classes of these
schools, It is not within the provinee of this study to determine
the extent of the influense of ths sgriculture ¢urriculum which
might affect the quality or success of ths supervised farming program,

Definition of Terms

A *supervised farming progran® as employed in this study is
used to mean productive enterprises, improwmsnt projests, and supple=
mentary farm prastice jobs conducted by students enrolled in vocstional
agriculture and for which systemstis instruction and supervision on
the farm are [rovided by the agriculture instructor,



A "productive enterpriss" is a erop or animal which the agris
culture student has a degree of cwmerstip, ‘msnsgerial respansibdilities,
and expecte to makm a profit, )

An "improvement projeet” as used in this study is interpreted
to mean sn undertaking involving a series of related jobs designed
to improve the sppearants and resl estate value of the farm or make
the hame a better plase in which to live,

A “eupplemmmtary fara rractiss job" refers %o a small fam
Job carried out by the student for additional experience, skills and
efficiency outsids of the jobs inwvolved in produstive enterprises
or improvement projects,

As used in this study, *"grads in school" refers to grade level
such as sophomore, junior, or senior,

As used in this etudy, "farm facilities" refers to those items
necessary to carry out a farming program, such as equipmmnt, land or
finances,

“Productive men work wilte® ufenhmmof‘b-mqt
man labor negessary to produse a wnit of a partisular enterprise,
The produstive man work wnits used in this study were determined by
the Univervity of Tennssses Agrianlture Economics Depertamnt,

Heed for the Study

The prisary aim of vocational sgrisulture is to traim prospec-
tive farmars for proficiensy in farming, It is commonly agreed that
the supervimsd farming program is the dest means for yeaching this



objective, Broad and successful programs of supervised farming and
relsted sctivities provids many experisnces vital to instrustion in
the vocstion of farming, Studies have shown that studemts of voce~
tional agrieulture most likely to farm are those who dsvelop better-
than-grersge programs ef suporvised farming, Cspital gcods, such as
money, equipment, seed, feed, and livestock are nseded by perscns who
strive to climd edove the bottem rung of the so-called agriculture
ladder, Supervisad farming progrsms can assist in obtaining these
assets. |

This study attempts to bring together partinemt faots and inferw
mation which influence the quality and success of supar¥ised farwing
progrums, By presunting these facts, this study will serve teachsrs
of voostional sgrigulture to better direct the plarming and carrying
oud of the superviasd farming program.

Thete is need for information which will help to clarify the
effect of such questions as:

1, How does the mumber of brothers at home affect farwing

prograns?

2+ How does the s8ise of the family affect the furming
progran?

3. How does the ocwnerabip atatus of parents affect
farming programs?

he To what extent does farm facilities affect the
faraing program?

S« How does the sise of the farm sffect the farwing
prograa?

6, What affect does plarming have cn the success of
a farming progras?

7. To what extent do students carry out their plans for



the farming prograze?
8, How are farming programs financed?

9. How much do students increase their ferming programs
as they progress in school?

Review of Related Studies

Many careful research workers have made contridbutions towsrd
a better understanding of supervised farming programs and fagtors
which influence their succeass.

Bjorsker” made a study of the purpose of the supervised farming
programs in which he pointed out the oppartunities which the farming
program ofiers o develop managerial md business experisnge necessary
for succesaful farming, He further pointed out that unless farming
programe are esrefully selected, well planned snd carried ocut, the
purposes of the supervised farwing program would have little oppor-
tunity for realisation,

Brow? found in his study one of the predsminant fagtors in
the success of farming programs wus adeguate facilities for carrying
out the enterprise, He pointed out that there are many specific proe
blems present on the farms which indicats a need for long-time planning,

"w.w'z.saom. *Parposes of the Supervised Famming Program
as Expressed by the Teacher Trainers of the Central Reglon and the
Experienced Wisconsin Teachers of Agriculture,® (Uspublished nonthesis
euﬁ', Department of Agriculture Eduestion, Uaimmty of Wisconsin,

’Sly!!emmdm Sr.. mmmgammmnrw
Cameron Vocational wre Department Based on a Survey of Farms
mammmaomxma,v {tnpublished Problem ¥, 8,, West Viyre
ginia University, 1951), 122 pp,
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In a study of produstive enterprises in a section of lLoulsisna,
Love’ pointed out that a majority of the students were earrying insufe
ficient entermisss of good type and scope to prepare them for a
future in the business of farming, His study indicated thsat most
students have the necessary facilities for supervised fasming programs,

WMthamhmancrbonma
school area, His study showsd that full-time farms providsd adequate
apportmity for a boy to learn farming, vhereas part«tim farms did
not provide adequste opportamity,

Varren's® study related to problams in the supervised farming
program found thst planning supervised prastises, or experienses in
1ieu of it, for students with poor facilities was rated the most
difficult prodlem, It was rated very difficult by experienced and
inexperisnsed teachsrs.

In a Master's stady, Sbelty® poimted out that ganeral informa-
tion about the doys' interests, and facilitiss for condnocting super-

JBugene Prenklin Lovs, *Stady of the Produstive Emterprises in
the Supervised Farwing Programs of Vocational Agrigulture Students in
Winn Parish, Lonisians,” (Unpublished Master's thesis, Louisiana State
University, 1951). 89 pp.

h’!ﬂ H. Bearing, *A Study of the Home Situstion of Boys in
the Lansing Central School Area to Determine the Kinds of Agriculture
%tx)-m%m Needed,” (Unpadlished Haster's thesis, Cornsll University,

2), 75 PP,

Sc.‘uronce les VWarren, "Problems Related to the Supervised Farming
Programs of IneSchool Students of Vocatiomal Agriculture in Korth Carolina,*
(Unpudlished Master's thesis, North Caveling State Collsge, 1952), 59 pp.

Sianeph Serbart Shelly, "A Bome Farm Survey to Add Boys in
Seleeting Supsrvised Parwing Programs,® (Unpublished Master's thesis,
Femsylvania State College, 1949), 62 pp.



vised farwing programs were of great valus,

snyterts! study of the development and validation of eriteria
of farming programs pointed cut the following eriteria to be impoge
tents (1) the goal of the student at the time he plang his long-
time farming program, (2) the produstive emterprises of the program
are associasted with the type of farming in whigh the individngl desires
establistment, and (3) a large mmber of supplemestary farm practices
are included in the farming program.

In Dobkin's® study of the sise and scope of farming programs
of agriculture, he found that the majority of studsnts showed an increass
in size and scope of enterprises from the tenth grade to the twelfth
grafie

halhdydmwwwmmmsorm
vised farming programes,; the study pointed cut two major fastors con~
sidered Dy teachers when aselsting boys in seleeting farming programs
were: (1) the farming opportumities on the fare incinding land, build-
ings, equipment, and other fagilities; (2) the type of farming followed

TPred Calvin Sqyder, *The Developmmnt and Velidation of Criteris
of Parming Programs of In=8choal Students in Vocationsl Acrhmltnn in
Fennsylvania Which Contributs to Establishment in (Wi‘h‘d
Doctor's thesis, Parnsylvenia State University, 1955),

3amnmnm.umozmmmsmofm
Farming Projests of Kansas Vocational Agrieulture Students,” (Umpud~
lished Master's thesis, Kanaas Stste College, 1953), 35 pp.

’1 J, Hotms, Jr., and Staff, *Pastars Contridmting to Sucoess
MWPMMM'(WM&WaM
ture Education Seetion, Veeational Bdnoatdm Departmest, Virginia
Folytechmis Institute, ¢95:).
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and the needs of the student, the farm, tho faesily, and the commmnity.
He fuyther pointed ocut the fagtors most affesting the boys' scope of
farming programs were: (1) future plans of the doy, md (2) sinze of
farm'and facilities available,

_In a dostar's thesis conducted by Abrame’® of the development
of supervised farwing programs in vogational agriecuiture, the findings
showed students ahould have facilities for supervised farming programe
before enrolling in egrisultwre, He found the first semester was
the most desirsble time for planning the ferming progrmm, snd it should
s develsped for a fourvyear period, The program should consist of
praodustive entarprises, improvement projects, and supplamsntary famm
jobs which would lead to & begirning in farming.

Matsanl! pointe out in a study of high schoal supervised farming
programp as Yelsted to success in higher edusation and ocoupstion in
whish they were engagad, that students with the highest mumber of
total productive enterprisce and improvement projscts in high schools
entered higher educsticn and farming, Former studsnts who are now
faym ouners had an aversge of 3,29 produstive emtarprisss and improvee
ment projests as exmpured o 2,73 per studant for the gversge of the

10xoyrs0 Newton Abrams, uawummmum
vised Farming Progrsw in Yocational . zZrigulture
Doetorts M. Ioouiam State University, 1 953). 155 e

oo g Mk & i o g e g b
m?roa-lot Relative to Their Success in Higher
Bducation and Oceupation in ¥hich They ave now Engaged,® (Unpede
1ished nonthesis M,mpmot Agriculture Rducaticn, Oklahoma
A & ¥ College, 1950), 51 pp.



entire group now faraing.

Burfardts’? study of supervised farming programs showed a gradual
inctease in productive enterprises, improvement projests, snd eupples-
mentary farm jobs fram the first to fourt» ysar programs of students,
He found no smignifisant differende betwsen the mmber of produstive
projects of students whose parenty wers renters or owners. The firste
year students exsrcised less menagemsnt over their projests than any
other group,

Shamty's™ study of how to improve farming programs based on
the opintions of former students who are farming, found the following
poimts to be imprtant: (1) Programs Wroad emough in scope to provide
2 wvorking knowledge of the dusiness of farming, (2) The programs
included projests of gemuine interest to the pupils (3) The farming
programs afded over 80 per cent of the pupils to become estadlished
in farwing, One of the weak features of the programs was the failure
of the studemts to make longetine plans the firet year of study.

Starrid® fomd in his study of suparvised farming programs
that slignitly over 50 per cent of the projecte were financed by the

x‘hﬁn'l'. 'Aswyetthoauparvhodmm
ams in Voeational wre Dvpurtasnts in Lubbock Cowaty,
gwnwa thesis, tom Techmological College, 1957). 113 ppe

Upgvad Frank Shanty, “Iaprovement of the Supervised Farming
Mpnmvmmwtmamdmthmofrm
Studente Who are now Established in » (Unpablished Master's
thesis, Punmsylvanis State College, 1945), 78 pp.

Yssames Avel Starrak, “Supervised Prastice in Vosational Agrie
gg)nvsgxlm, (Unpublished nomthesis study, Iowa State Collage,
? PPe



parunts, mainly by direct loans and in 30 per cent of the cases

the boys owned sufficient capital to finance their progrsws. Only
51 per cent of the students involved in the study exercised complete
control over the management of their respestive productive enter-
prises.

In a study of the relstianship between supervised farming pro-
‘grams and sise of hams farns made by RertimS, he pointed toward a
definite positive relationship existing between the sizs of puplls?
home farms and the type of farming progrmm developed, As a whols,
the students with highar ratings for farming programs came from
large farms,

mmu*}‘muumnutmumwrm
mrograns and farm rescurves, he points out aa.nmmmw#g
langwtime programs and in the breadth of the rrasties prograa. He
8ay8y

The Study indicates a need for grester effort in determining
presiies mulls to vt s aasds anl mevw SASOTE) wd oo~

sistent effort in relating the whols progrea of instrustion
to thees nesds. The ealsetiom, distribution and eantimuity of

enterprises are wagk,

1S5ty V. Martin, "A Study of the Rslationship Betwsen
Supervised Farming Programs snd 8ize of Home Farms and the Ocoupstional
Status and Esteblishment in Farming of Certain Young Men in the Central
Square Ceatral School Area,” (Unpublished Mastar's thesis, Cornell
Univereity, M). 121 pp.

“nn-anmnumn, *The Relaticn Between the Supervised
Fara Practise Programsand the Farm Resources of the Boys of Twelve
Vocaticnal Agriculture Departaents in Western Indiana,* (Unpuhlished
Master*sthesis, Cornell University, 1930), 1L pp.
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MaRsynoldet? points out in a study of effective teashing that
some of the main prodleas are in having boys complete a higher per
cent of entirprises started and inereasing the mmber of entsrprises
carrisd by essh boy,

Procedure

The procedure followed was to review literature devoted to the
prebtlsms of plaming and carrying out supervised farming programs for
students in vocational agrisulture, From thsse readings and discussions
with teachers of Agrisultupsl Edusation at the Vaiversity of Temnessee,
amyfoﬂwchhdluptdahmminguwmu'w
farming prograss.

Collsetiom of data was acoomplished by interviswing teachers
snd studente explaining the survey. The students camplstad the sarvey.
Seven schools were selscted in Eagst Tenneasee. The senior, jummior
and sophomore vocational agricaliture classes of the schoal were
swrveysd, .

In only one case was the student required to use his persamal
Judgmment in campleting the survey. This was the case when he was
asked to evaluate his farm facilities as to good, falr or pooT.

After the study was begum, the writer felt a nsed for further
information which the first survey 4id not cower. A supplammitary

1730eph lelend MeReynolds, *The Relatiom of Certein Signifie
cant Projeot Problems to the Effectivensss of the Teaching of Agri-
culture in Mississippd." (Unpublished Master's thesis, Cornell Usde
versity, 1926), 1kS pp. ‘



survey was conduoted among ths teachers in the seven schools, This
data was collegted bty the interview method,

A eopy of the major survey and the complsted supplemmtary
questions may be found in the sppendix, |



CHAPIER IX

FACTORS INFLUERCING THE QUALITY AND SUCCESS OF SUPERVISED
FARMING PROGRAMS OF VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE STUDENTS

Presantation of Pindings

It is interesting to note that in Tsbls I there is no definite
pattern followed by the students of the seven schools in the length
of time they plarmmed their supervised farming programs when they enrole
led as fresimmn in agrisulture,

The per cent planning for four years ranged from kO per oent
of the seniors, 28 per cent of the Juniors, to 37 per cent of the
_sophomeres, The sophamote group ranked highest of all those plamming
four years with k9 per ceat. The senior group was the lowmst with
2} per cent,

Only seventsen students of the 2Ll surveyed indicated they
planned for three years, A total of eightyefour students plannsd
for tvwo years. Twemty per cent of the semiars, 16 per eent of the
Jeniors end 28 per cent of the scphomores planned for two years.

To 11lustrate the further irregularity with which the students
planned their programs, Table I shows a large per cent plamming for
only one ysar, The percventsgs ranged from 36 per cent of the semiors,
LO per cent of the jumiors, to 29 per cent of the sophomores. Table I
further illustrates a largs group of the students plamning on the two
extrumms, either for one year or four,

In a eupplammtary survey taken in the seven schools, all of



TABLE X

TEAR IN SCHOOL RELATED TO NUMBER YEARS SUPEAVISED
FARMING PROGRAM WAS PLANNED AHEAD

sars

R e A S WSS

No. % No. 2
Sentor 50 20 W 2 L 10 20 18 %
Suder 85 23 2 9 W W B p b
Soamre 109 B 3 6 6 3 2 32

Pereentege Distributien

Sendor 20 2 12 18 20
Japdor 35 27 53 26 uk
Sophamore kS k9 35 56 36




b1 Y
the teachers indiecated they allowsd the students time for revising their
farming programs after the freshman year, The time allowd for revisimm
ranged from two days to ten daw. This surwey also showed the time
allowed for plenning the farming programs, in the freshman year,
ranged from fifteen days to sevensty days, Four teachers indicated
they made no special effort to dstermine if a student enrolled in
agriculture %ome" planned to contimme after the freshman year, All
seven teschers indicated that if a student did not plen to contimue
in agriculture after the freshman year, he did not plan his supervised
farming program any differeant thsn students vho planned to contimnm
in agriculture.

Table IT shows the per cent students who planned their farming
prograzs for four years varied from none in school ®Bne"to 70 per cent
in school "foury Ia tduee sahools, Il to 37 per cent of the students
planned for four years. It is noted that the largest mumber of the
students are pleming for omly one year, Eighty-nins studsats or 36
per cent indigated they plamned for one year. The second highest
mmber of students indicated they plamed for two years. In schoal
"one®, 87 per cent of the students reported in this grouo,

Questions may come to ones mind as to why students within the
same schoal plan their programs for different lengths of time and
how plamning affects the quality and success of the farming programs,
This study does not try to determine the reasons for the different
lengths of plamning, howsver the effeet of the plaming on the farme
ing programs is considered.

In the supplementary survey, six teachers indicated they stri-



TABLE IX

OF PERIOD FOR WHICH PHOGRAH WAS PLANNED

SCHOOL® WHERE STUDENT IS ENROLIED RELATED TO LENGTE

‘smmsn.abn-mmmsam.




ved to got their students to plan their farming progrsms for four
years, One teacher indicated he strived for twoeysar planning,
Although the majority of the teschers indicated that they strive for
foureyear plamning, Table II shows a large per cent of the teschers
are not ascomplishing this objestive, It is noted in only one case,
school mmber "four”, more than SO per cent of the students are formue
lating longetims supervised farming programs. The largast per cent
of the students are planning one and twowyser programs,

This study 1s in agreement with Shanty® snd K{lts? in which
they pointed cut that a weakness of farming programs is the failure
of students to make long-tims plans the first year of study,

It is interesting to note in Table III the correlation between
the studemts who planned for different lengths of time and the number
of productive enterprisas they started and campleted. It is noted
that the groups reporting the lowest per cent of the enterprises com-
Pleted came fram those planning their farming programs for one or
four years. The group plamning for three ysars reported the largest
per cent of enterprises campleted with 96 per cent followed very
closely by the twoeyear group with S per cent.

It 15 als0 interesting to note that the eighty-four students
who planned for four years reported the amallest number of enterprises
started per student, This group started 2,9 enterprises per student

Ipavid Frank Shenty, *Improvement of the Supervised Farming
Program in Vocational Agriculture Based on the Opinions of Former
Students Who Are Now Established in Farwing,” (Onpublished Master's
thesis, Pennsylvania State College, 1945), 78 pp.

2ggnngth Wi11lian Kilts, "The Relation Between the Supervised
Farm Prastice Programs and the Farm Resources of the Boys of Twelve
Vocational Agrisulture Departmsats in Western Indiana," (Unpublished
Master's thesis, Cormell University, 1930), 14 pp.
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TABLE III

1ENGTH OF PERIOD FOR WHICH PLANMED RELATED TO
COMPLETION OF SUPERVISED FARMING PROGRAM

2ks 86
51 96
ah 9
300 8
L Y 295 260 88
Projecta
3 17 62 52 8
2 Sh 202 93
) § 89 47 3% 88
Supplemntary ks 84 353 2 88
Fearn Prastice
Jobs 3 17 59 47 80
2 sk 24k 199 &
b | 89 k99 b27 86




as compared to four enterprises per student started by the group
planning for two years. The group planning for one year started an
average of 3.3 enterprises per student as campared to three for the
group plamning for three years, tut as noted, the two-year group
camplated the smaller per cent of their emterprises.

There are teschers of vosational agriculture who contend that
anseynar plaming is not enough to give the student a good guide to
work by and that foureyear plaming is too far in advance for the stu-
dent to clearly realise. Table III will substsntiate this thinking,

Table ITI further shows in the case of improvement projects
and supplesemtary farm prastioe jobs the rainge batween per cent started
and completad is mch closer than in the case of productive enterprises.
mmmmamnmmmmmutmmm
taneyaarenlenning group with 93 per cent, followsd by one and fourw
yoar-plarming with 88 per ceat, The three-yser group shows 8 per cent
completion, which is the smallest for all the groups,

The largest per cent of the supplemevtiary farm prastice jobs
completed are found in the group plaming for four yvears with 80 per
cent, followsd very elosely with oneeyear plemming, 86 per cent;
teo~yoar, 81 per cent; and thres«ysar, 80 per cent completed.

Table III wnld lead one to think that the length of plaming
for ths supervised farm prograa affacts the productive enterprises
phase of the program more than the improvemsnt projects or supplemmntary
farm prastice jobas,

Since this tadle 48 not in agresmant with other studies reviswed
by the writer, it would be very interesting for further study to be



made in this area to see to what extent these conditions exist in
other schools,

Tedle IV ruveals that the students increased the size of proe~
MLummgmmem. The average nusber
of enterprises sarried veried from 3.i per students in the senior
group, 3.3 in the junior group, to 3.2 in the sophemore group.

The writer feels the mumber of productive man work units gives
a better pruospective of the sise of the enterprises than doss the
average nuwber of enterprises. It will be noted in the definition of
terms that the prodnctive man work units represents the rmumber of hours
ummmwm.mtuummw;
In tebulating the surveys, the writer found several boys who had a
larger mumber of enterprises than did other boysy, but they were emall
in scope or did not require very much man labor to produps them. The
produstive man work unit will aid in corresting this misconceptieom,

As can be noted in Table IV, the averags mmber of enterprises
increased one tenth as the student progressed in school, btut the average
muber of produstive man work umits shows a larger inereass. The
average for the senior group was 3293 junior group, 3213 and the eopho-
more group, 314, This shows the senior group had an average increase
of fourteen productive man work units over the sophomore group, It is
further noted the lowsst range im the senior group was thirty produs-
tive man work units where the jumier end sophsmore group shows a low
of five, The writer feels that twe wvery high cases in the sophomare
group of 2278 and 2207 productive men work units increased the average
somewhat above the normal eondition, If these two high cases were
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removed, the sophomore group would shov an average mmber prodnotive
man work wnits of 277 per student,

Table IV 15 in agreement with studies made by Dobking® and
Kiridend which showed the student inoressed his faming program as
he progressed in schoal,.

To study more closely the sigse of the productive enterprises
carried by students, Table V shows a wide variation of the famming
program by schoolss School mmber "one" showed sn avarage of 4.8
productive enterprises per student, whereas school “three" showed an
average of 2,6 enterprises per student. Two schools showed an average
of 3,0 to 3.4 two schools showed an average of 2,7 to 2.8.

It is interesting to note that although school "seven® showed
an average of 4,0 entarprisss per student and school "five® showed
an average of 3, that schoal "five® showed an aversge rumber produge
tive msn work units per student of 42) as campared to 370 for schood
fzeven®, or an average increase of fifty one per student, Schools
"four® and "six® show the sames conditions, This would cause one to
think a better msans of evaluation of the size of farwming progrars
can be made by adjusting the enterprises %o produstive man work units
rgther than using just the nmmber of enterprises carried by the student,

Table V shows also that the school having the largest enrolle

33ames Dale Dobkins, "A Study of the Size and Scope of the
Farwing Projects of Kansas Vocational Agriculture Students," (Unpube
lished Master'!s thesis, Eansas State College, 1953)s 35 ppe

b yames Bryant Kirkland, "A Study of Supervised Parming Practice
Prograns in Certain Schools of Temnessee,” (Umpublished Master's thesis,
University of Tennessee, 1936).
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TABRLE V

SCHOGL® WHERE STUDEESTS ENROLIED RELATED TO SIZB
OF "PRODUCTIVE ENTERPRISES GARRIED

4fisd by pumber rather than name,
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ment in the three grades surveyed had the lowest average of produstive
enterprises per studemt,

The writer feels it would be very interesting to have further
study to determine the canses foy such a wide varistion in ferming
programs in the sshools,

Tadle VI reweals that the senior group campleted a higher per
cent of the produstive anterprises than the jumlors or sophamores
btut campleted fewer improvemsnt projects and eupplemmtary farm prastice
mm‘mmuormm. The seniors sampleted 92 per
mtofmuwuﬁmamudmc@mamesmm
for the jumlors, and 88 per cemt for the sophamores., It will be noted
in Tahle I (pege 13) that k6 per cent of ths junior classes plarmed
their programs for one year when enrollsd as fyestmen, vhich the
writer feels might help to explain the low per cent of eompletion,

Table IIT (page 17) reveals very littls correlation betwmen
length of time the farwing program was planned in relation to comples
tion of improvement projects and supplemsntary farm prastice jobe.
Table VI slso reveals very little correlation betwsen grade in sechool
as related to completion of lmprovement projeete and supplemmntary farm
prastise jobs, 51thongh the seniors completed the highest per cent of
the productive enterprises started, Table VI shows they camplsted the
lowest per cant of both improvesmsnt projests and eupplmmantary famm
Iwaohm. although the differernce is not great.

I is commonly agreed that the productive enterpriges are the
mwMermwrMmmzwmm.
boy into the business of farming. It has been the experienme of the
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writer that students also realise the impnrtance that productive enter-
prises offer for becoming sstablished in farming and put more empbasis
on them than they do on improvemsat projects snd eupplommtary farm
prectice jobs as they progress in schaol, Tahle VI further illustrates
thn tendency of the senior studsnt to put less esphasis on improvemant
projeets and supplemsutery farm prasties jobe, It iz noted that they
started fewer Lipyrovement projects and supplementary farm pragtioe jobe
per student than did the sophomore group,

This study 18 4n agresment with MeRaysolds® in vhich he points
out a major problam in vocstisnsl sgrisalture is getiing boye to complete
a higher per cent of the emterprises sterted, f

Table VII reveals as the student progresses in schoal, he finances
8 larger per cent of his entermises himself, The senior group financed
Lkl per cent of the enterprises themselves coupared to LO per cent for
the juniors, and 36 pev cent for thes sophomores. The semior group
ropoﬂoq!”pareantoftmmmn.,ﬁnwmwm
with their parents, the junior group reported 39 per cent, and the
sophamore group reported L2 per cent, It is interesting to note
that the senior group reported ths highest per cent of the enterprises
being finaneed eatirely by peremts, with 22 per eent, The junior
group reported 19 per cent and the sophamores, 18 per cent of the
enterprises being finamoed Uy parents. As was pointed out in Teble IV

5 josesh Leland Moisynolds, "The Relstion of Certein Sig
projests Problems to the Effectivensss of the Teaching of Agriculture
in Ksciontopt," (Unpublished Master's thesis, Cornell University,
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(page 20) the emtarprisss carrisd by the seniors sequired more produte
tive man work units to produce which possihly could help to account
for the need for more pwment finamwing.

It is interesting to note that of the 2LL boys ineluded in the
survey, ocnly three Loys reparted they had used the beank as a means of
finsnging their enterprisss, Twelwe boys reported that they had used
other means for finanging their emterprises. In talumleting the swveys,
the writer found these to be relatives of the student such as sunt,
uncle, or hrothere,

A very important phase of a successful farming program is that
the student heve full or partial ownersiip of his produstive enterprises.
Table VIIX shows that SS per cent of all grade levels—gmniors, juxiors,
and sophamotes=«had 100 per cent cummrship of their produstive emterw
prises.

It is worthy of noting that sixty-seven students or 27 per cent
reported no owsrship st all of their productive enterprises., Tha
writer vondsrs if these emterprisms could technieslly be called a part
of a bYoy's sumrviasd fearming progran as it 48 commonly agreed that a
student should have at lsast partial cunmarship, It is signifigant
however, that the per cemt having no owmership of their produstive
enterprises decreased as the student progresssd in sehoal,

, A small mmber of the stodants reported ommership of 1 to 25
per sent. Only twanty-nine boys in the survey indicated they belongsd
in this group. The segcond highest per cent of the students indicated
they had 26 to S0 per cent owmnaredip of the saterprisss. Tweuty«thres
per cent of the semiors reparted in this group, 31 per cent of the
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juniers, and 27 per cent of the sophomorss, A very small per cent ef
the students reportad 4n the 51 to 75 per cent cwneradip group,.

It iz interesting to note in the 76 to 100 per cent owmrahip
group enly one case reported less then 100 per cent. This vas a sopho=
more Teporting 90 per cent owmership,

The writer was very plessantly susprised at the high per eent
of camplete cwnership, The senior group yeposrted 68 per cent camplete
owmrship, and the junior and sophomore group 52 per oent,

It i3 noted in Table VIII that the largest per cent of the stue
dents delong in two greape=-the 26 to 50 per cent cummrship or 100
per cent owmrship,

Many egricalture teachers feel a very importent detarmining
factor in the quality and success of a supesvissd farming progran
is the farm facilities which the student has to sarry cut the program.
The students surveyed were asked to evaluaste the farm fagilitiss they
had wvhere the farming program was bdeing ourrisd out.

Table IX reveals that eighty students or 33 per cent classified
their farm Jasilities "good®, Porly six of the studants carried out
their programs entiraly on the homs farm with an average number of
anterprises of k.3 ond an average mumber productive men work units of
416, It is interesting to note that the Sammtyeaix etudents who
carrind cut their programs at boms end gome other farm had an sverage
of 4.0 entarprisgs, tut an average mumber produstive man work units of
k63 or £1f%y seven more work units then those earrying out the program
entirely at homs,

Right studente carried out their farming programs entirely off
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'PARM FACILITIES AVAMLABLE REIATED TO SIZE OF

s ffh:r’r:n:”.a X 3;3. ..2«—5 ‘..399' 75-»:5‘?0
Home Fara a 3.0 1=6 26 52278
Patr el 3.2 26 34 3820
VRGN, 1+ SO0 TN e S S
Home Farm u6 1.8 1 196 5«700

Poar R . 30 3 265 125405

Other Farm 2 2,0 1=3 255  160-350

%pating as determined by students at time of survey,



3
the homs farm, This group reported an average mumber produstive entere
Frises of 3.9 and an gversge of 389 produgtive man work units, It is
worthy of noting that although this group reported an average of oaly
one tenth less enterprises than the "home end other farm" group, they
reported seventy four less productive msn work units per student,

The largest group of the studests classified their farm facilie
ties as "fair®, One-imndred-fourteen students in this group reported
they carried out their progren estirely at homs, They reported an
average nuaber of 3.0 enterprises and average mmber productive man
work units of 26 per etudent. The "hams snd other farm® group reported
3,2 entarprisss snd 364 prodnetive man work units, It is worthy of
noting that this group reported a sutwtantial increass of one hundred
more produstive man work units per student than the "home farm" group,
~The "other farm" group reported 2.6 enterpriges per student and 296
prodnctive man work unite, It is also noted that this group showed
an increase of thirtywthree productive man work units per student over
the ™iomp fara® group.

Fifvy otudeats or 20 per cent claszified their farm facllities
Spoor®, Porty six of this group carried ocut thelr progrum emtirely at
home with 1.8 enterprises and 196 productive men work wmits per stue
dent, Only two atudents reported in the "hame and other farm" group and
two in the "other fars" group. Since there were only two students in
each group, the writer does not feel this is snough ceses to gst a
true trend; but it is noted that they sharan increase in both mumber
of enterprises and produstive work units over the "home farm" group,
It 15 further noted under the range of productive man work units of
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those emrrying a part or all of the farming progrum off the homs farm
reparted a mich higher minimm range than those ¢arrying the program
on the home farm,

- Table IX reveals in all cases where the student earried cut part
of the progrsa on the home farm and snother farm, the average nusher
produetive man work wiits was larger than for the other two groups.
It is glso noted that in the ceses of "fair® farm facilities, the stue
dents ecarrying their programs on the home farm showed the smallest
average mmber productive man work wnits., This masy lsad one to believe
that when a student goes off the home ferm to carry cut his farming
program it mskes it negessary for him to oarry larger enterprises to
nake it a paying sotdvity.

Table X shows a tyend that the student increased the mumber of
productive man work units of his enterprises as the sise of the home
farm increased. Fortysfour students or 18 per cent repaorted their
homs farm was from ons to ten acres. This group had the smallest nume
ber of eanterprisee and productive man work units per student of any
group, with 2.4 enterprises and 188 productive man work units,

Onp-lumdrpd=severnteen students or 73 per ceat reported their
home farms were from one to one hundred acres. Ths lsrgest number of
students, fifty, reported in the twuty-six to fifty zcre group,

There is a definite increase in productive men work units by
the students up to the group whose home farm is 201 to 250 acres, The
writer feels this decrease can be partly explained by the faot that of
the six students in this group, only one of the parents is owmer-opars-
tor. Four of the students repmted their paremts are share renters
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TAHE X

SIZE OF HOME FARM FELATED TO SIZE OF
PRODUCTIVE ENTERPRISES CARRITED

Bunber
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bl Lely
1125 3% 2.8 1.6 236 16=628
26=50 50 3.0 15 5k 5«842
Si=75 39 3.7 -8 357 35-885
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200=-250 & helt 2«6 73 31~-750
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35)~0ver 6 1440 2e7 526 421363
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and one is a farm manager,

The six students reporting their home farms over 350 acres showed
a decresss in productive man work units as compared to some of the smale
lsr sige farms, In this group, three students reported their parente
wore share renters,

The lons student in the 301 to 350 group reported a very low
mnmber of produstive man work units, He indicated hs did not plan to
fesme

Takle XI showed 10 studsnte or L3 per cent of the students'
parents are ounar-omerator, This group reported an averags mmsber
prodoctive extarprisssof k.6 and an average of 162 productive men
work unite per student, It is noted under the heading of *totale*,
the wighted sverage for the entire group is 3.2 enmterprises and 1S
Sudngtive man work wnits per student,

Thirgy-six students or 15 per cent rwported their pareats were
echare renters., This group showed an insreass over the wighted average
for the group reporting ).h enterprises and 359 productive man work
units,.

Kine students reported their parents were laborers. It is wortdy
.afnothgtmthilmwmwthcmmrmofthc
group in number of emterprimss; but 155 less produstive man work units,

The second highest mumber of students reported their parents
were not farwing, Eighty=five studants or 35 per cent reported in this
@oup. They reported an average of 2,6 entarprises and 16 productive
man work units or 169 less work units than the weighted averags for
the group,.
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Land}ord 2 Se5 5«6 389 330-4443
Owmor-operator 104 Leé 19 kb2 292278
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Tsble XI reveals that those students whose parents are owner=-
operator have the best possibilities for good farming programs.

Those students whose parents are mot farming do not have very good
possibilities to grow into the business of farming,

Table III reveals that usually as the mmber in the family
increnses, the sise of the student's productive eaterprises dscrvases.
It is interesting to note in the cases where there were caly two in the
family, the students reported next to the smallest numder of prodauc-
tive man work units per studsnts of all the groups, The writer did not
try to determine which of the parents was deceased, It would be very
interesting to make further study to determine the influsnce of the
parents on the success of the student's farming program.

Sevemtiy-four per cent of the studsnts reported there were from
four to seven in the femily. The largest mmber of students reported
that there were five in the fauily.

It is noted that the twnbtyesight students reporting ten to
eloven in the family have a larger sverage mumber productive man work
wnits then some of the smaller femilies., The writer feels it should
be painted out that of this group, twenty-one students reported thedr
parents owner of the farms and thirteen ruported that their parents
sotually operated the farm.

The writer has felt that students who had btrothers at home old
enough to share in the farwing operstion had less opportunity to cerry
& good supsrvised farming program, Tsble XIII shows that the age of
the brothers st home had little if amy effect on the size of the produce
tive enterprises carrisd by the student,
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TABLE XII

BUMBER IN FAMILY RELATED TO SIZE OF
PRODUCTIVE ENTERPRISES CARRIED
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The group reparting brothers ranging from nine to twenty years
of age showed an increase in predustive man work units over the groep
having no brothers or brothers from one to eight,

The writer feels 1f sy age group would affect the program it
should be affected by the age group, nine to twenty, since thie group
could be engaged in L«H programs or earolled in egricultural c¢classes.
The greup reporting brothers sbove high school age, twanty one and
over, reparted the highest everags of produstive man work units of any
@oup, The study did not try %o determine if the age group sbove
high school were engaged in farming on the home farm or just living at
home. It would be interesting to have further study to determine what
effect such conditions would have on the size of produstive entermrises.

As was stated in the introduetion, the primsry purpose of voe
cational agrieunlture is to prepare students for useful employmmmt in
the tusiness of farwming, The writer feels Table XIV shows to what
extent the vosstional agriculture departmsnts in the survey are accom=~
plishing this purpose.

From the study of the data in Table XIV, it 18 noted that sthu-
dents who wre ermrolled in vocational sgrisulture were preparing for
five types of farming, It 1s further noted that 122 students or
SO per cent are preparing for gsnersl farming, The number of students
in each dspurtamrt who were preparing for gsmeral farming varied from
eight in school "six® to thirtyecms in school "three®, The mmber
preparing for gensral farming exceeds that of all other types of famming,

Students in seven departmmnts yeported that they were preparing
for dairy farming,
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Students in six departasnts reported preparing for livestosk
farming, Twelve studants reported they were preparing for peultry
or truck farming.

Four departaants reported a total of seventesn boys who plamned
to do pert-time farming, The number in esch depertment indicated parte
tins farming was rather smasll exvept in one dspertmant. In school
*5ix?, twelve out of the thirty studmnts ermrolled indicated they planned
to be part«tise farmers.

It is noted that thirty-siz studente or 15 per cent of the stu-
dents enrolled in voeational agrisulture did not plan to furm. The
mmber varied from one in schools “eme®" and "two" to tem in school
"five”, In echool "five", 25 per cent of the enrollmnt indicated
they did not plan to farm,

There were four schools in which students did not indicate the
type of farming for which they were preparing. The mmbder in each
school that fadled to indiocate the type of farming they were preparing
for was rather small exsspt in one dspartasat. In school *five",
oix out of the thirtyenins studants enrolled in vocational agriculture
did not indicate the type of farming for which they were planning.

It 1s worthy of noting in Table XIV that sixtyesix students or
25 per cent of the students enrolled in vosaticnel agriculture are not
preparing for fulletims farming or hxve not decided the type of fasming
for which they want to prepare, It is further noted that students in
these groupe varied from 3 per cent of the students in school *cne® to
S6 per cent of the stodente in school "six*®,
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Teble XV showed that students who plammmd to farmm full tiss
mmmzuwmmmmmwmﬂw
for fulle-tims farming, There were 178 students or 73 per cent who
planned for fulletims farming. This group reparted 3. emterprises
and 330 prodnctive man work units per studeat,

There were seventeen studsats or 7 per cent who indicated part=
time farming, This group reported 3.) anterprises and 287 pruductive
man vork wmita per student,

The second highest per cent of the students indicated they did
not plan to farm, There were thirtyesix students or 15 per cent of the
studests in this group, They reported 2.8 eaterprises and 255 produce
tive man work units,

The smallest sverage pumber produstive man work units was cerrisd
by the group not indiecating for what type of farming they were preparing,

It 1s interesting to note that the group not imdicating any type
of fazwing and the group reporting they did not plsn to farm had the
highest minimum renge of produovtive man work wnite,
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CHAPTER IXX

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Somsary

In this thesis a study was made to determine the effect of signie
ficant factors on the quality and success of supervised farming programs
in certain depsrtomnts of vogatianal agriculture in Rast Temnessee,

A total of 24l students of the senier, junior and eophomore
elasses of seven schools were selegted for the study.

The study showed there was no definite pattern as to the length
of time the students plamed their supervised farming programs. The
largest nuader of the students either planned their progrsms for one or
four years. In amly one school did more than 50 per cent of the students
plan for four years. Although the majority of the tsachers indicated
they strived to get their students to plan for four years, it was found
that thsy are not sccomplishing thoir objective,

It was deterwined that the length for which the student planned
his supervised farming progrum affected the per cent of ¢~upleted proe
ductive anterprises more than improvemsnt projecte or suwwplemsntary
farming practise jobs. The groups which planned for ons or four ysars
showed the lowest per eent completed of the productive enterprise phass
of the farming programs. The group which planned for three years
completed the highest per cent of the productive enterprises started,
followed very closely by the twowyear group,

It was found there was very littls correlation betweenr the langth
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of time the supervised farming programs were planned snd the per cent
compisted of the improwaent projests and eupplemantary fara practice
. Jobs,

It was dstermined that students do incresse their supervised
farming programs as they progress in school, Although the insrease as
to f.ho number of enteryrises per student was not too great, it was found
thatt!nxmbarotpmunmmkmummwmm
the enterprises incressed cubetamtially as the students progressed in
school.

It was found that there is wide variation as to the sise of pro=
ductive anterpurises carrisd by the students in the different sehools,
Although the schools are located in similar areas, the average mmber
of enterprigses per student rangnd from 4.8 to 2.6,

It vas determined that seniors put more emphasis in completing
prodnstive enteryrises than they do improvement projects and supple=
motary fara prastice jobs, The seniors complsted the highest per cent
of the productive enterprises with 92 per centy tut, they ccepleted
the lowest per cent of the improvemsnt projests and supplamantary farm
prastics jobs.

In regard to method of financing enterprises, it was found that
students finange more of their enterprises themselves as they progress
in achool, It was alsc found that students are making very littls use
of banks as a means of financing their enterprises.

It was found that 55 per cent of the enterprises were owned
sntirely by the studenmts, It was alse determined that students showed

no owmarship of 8 per cent of the enterprises,
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One of the most importent fagtors affecting supervised farming
programs found in the study were the fams facilities available for the
student to carry out his program. Boys who evalusted their fara facie
1ities as being "good" reported larger enterprises than did those who
reported their farm facilities "fair® or ®poor®, It was also found that
students who go off the hame farm to carTy all or a part of their farme
ing prograa earry larger enterprises than those who carry all the proe
gram on the hame farm,

The study revealsd that studsants do not negessarily increase the
mmber of entarprises they oarry as the sise of the home farm ingreases,
It vas found howwver, that students showsd a trend of {mpreasing the
number productive man vork units needed to carry out the enterprises as
the sise of the home farm increased,

It was determined that students whose parents were owbereopesrator
of the farm offered the most favorable conditioms for earrying a good
supervised farming program. Those students whose parents were not
farming 414 not offer very favorabls conditions to ¢arTy large farming
prosramd.

The study showed a trend that as the mumber in the famdly insreased,
the size of produstive emterprises decreased, One of the most outetand-
ing effects of ths family on the size of the produstive enterprises
was found when one of the parents of the student was deceesed. Stu=
dents who reported one of their parenmts decessed carrisd sudstamtially
smaller programs than other students,

It was determined that the age of the brothers at home had little
if any effect on the size of the emterprise carried by the student,
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It was found that 50 per cent of the studente were preparing for
gensral farming, A larges mmber of the students indicated that they
were plaming for part-time farming or that they did not plan to farm
‘&t all, The oumber of studemts who were not planning for fulletime
farming was subgtantially higher in some schools then others.

The study showed that students who are planning for fulletims
farming ¢arry much larger enterprizas than do students who have not
degided their farming future or those who plan not to fars or to do
partetime farwing,

Conglusions

Basing conclusions on the fareguing sumrmary, it seems there
are certain feotors which the teacher of vooational agriculture can
well afford to cansider in supervising studeats in their supervised
farwing programs.

With all echools reporting a very irrvegular period for the length
of time which students plannsd their supervised farming program, the
teachers of voostional egriculture should attempt to give attention to
8 wore systematic method for the studsnts to plan their procrams. 7The
length of time for which the student should plsn should be emough in
advance to give a woriabls gnids, but noct beyond the studsnt's campre-
hension,

With the students' completing sppreximately 87 per cent of the
productive enterprises started, it scems that students should be urged
and "sold" on the need for completing a larger per cent of the entere
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prises in that they spquire the imovledge and skills needed for the
advenoement in farming, We may also conclude that students need to be
taught the {mportanes of camplsting more of thelr improvemsnt projects
and supplemsntary famm prastice jobe.

Camparing this study with others reviswed by the writer, we may
canclude that the majority of the studints in this study are sarrying
average or above sverage in the mmsber of productive emterprisss, It
scems Yo the writer that a better meanz of evalnation of the farming
program other than the use of the mumber of euterprises the student
is osarrying, should be congidered by the teacher of voeational sgricule
ture. The writer suggests that teachers consider the idea of transe
ferring the enterprises into produstive man vork units as a means of
showing the student the size of his farming operation.

The majority of the students are getiing oppertunities for finanw
cial participstion in the productive enterprisss of the supervised
farming program. There scems (o be a need on the part of ths teachers
to discuss with the students and parests the possibilities of using
benks as & means of financing enterprises. The writer feelz that this
could be used as a wvonderful opportwdity for the student to asquire
the training and experisnce of darrowing money while his capital needs
are not %00 large and he has parental guidence.

The majority of the students are getting opportunities for ounere
ship responsibilities, The majority of the students are entire owners
or part owners. The writer feels that teachers should furtber emphasise
to students and especially to parents the importancs of ownership.

If students are to have & desive to improve their farming programs, they
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mast hgve the satisfaction of owning a ercp or animsl and knowing that
t!pyuillmiwathutapanottmvaﬁt. It seems a very
inportant tims vhich pareats should be contasted about this matter is
wvhen the student first enrolls in agriculture,

The teacher of vocational agriculture mist have an understading
oti@ustudant'ahm-fmaiﬁationﬂhohtogiwhhthewg\ud-
ance in plenning his farming program, The writer feels that this should
be done very soon after ths student emrolls in sgricouwlture, It was
deterained from the study that the kind of farm facilitics the student
has at home greatly affects the quality of the supervissd farwming pro-
gram, If the farming progrem is mot to be diswppoimting to both the
student and the teagher, the student who does not have sdequate fesi-
litdee should undermtand this prohlsm before enrolling in agriculture,
The teacher should ascept the responsiddiity of aiding interested
students in finding facilities for ecarrying a good program,

With SO per cent of the students prepering for gsneral type
farming, the writer feels that the tessher should give the students
an oppaytunity to make a study as to the trend of farming today. It
seems that the trend of farmers today is to spesialise in a erop or
snimal rather than gensral fareing,

The writer belisves that further etudy should be conducted to
dotermine other fastors which might infliense the qaality and success
of supervised farwing programs, It would alse be very imteresting to
caxpare the results of a similar study which could be conducted in
other schools of Tennsases,

After the study was complseted, there were still questions in



the mind of the writer that he wished hs had included im this study,
Some of these gquestions arei

1.

3.

Why do the sises of the sumrvised farming programs in
the different schools vary 2o much aince they are lo-
cated in the same general area?

What effest does the teasher of vocaticnal agriculture
have on the success of the farwing program?

What effect does the attitude of the paremt sbout farming
have on the student's farming program?

Vhat effect does teasber-pupil loed have on the farming
progrsal
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MY SUPERVISED FARMING PROGRAM

Check or f£ill in:

e
2.
3.
. leo
Se
6o

Te

8.

9.
10.

.

12.

13.

15.

Sehool nuber .
Orade in schocl

8ize of home farm

Fumber in family

Age of brothsrs at hams now

$5

Number of emterprises you started during 1955-56 but did not

compleste _ .

Fumdber of supplemmntary fara prastice jobs you started during

195556 .
Hamber of

195556 tut did not complete

tmwuﬁujoumnamdm

mrum—ummumawmmm% .

not

[seasesrs s oSS

Number of improvemsnt projects you started during 1955-56 btut did
couplste

Do you ¢arry out your sapervissd farming prograa on the home farm?

m—-uo“.

What kind of facilities do you have for carrying out your supsrvised

farming prograa? Oood

mmmoormﬁhmwmottm
cash remter manager labover

share renter
not farming |

Pair

Poor

landlord

c—

For how long did you plan your supervised farm prograa at the degine

b yoars ____

MM%motfuﬂmmmmm;r General
Lry Other

L J

Truck

‘mngotqur!mltunmm‘! 1 year_

2 Years

- 3 Jears ____

Wm







TABIE IVI

COMPLETED SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTIONS®

yes 1no yes
—Produstive anterprises 2 3
Wtwom h [
Supplementary farm jobs b ]
Number days sllowed for 7 20 % ko 15 =
planning SFP in freshmmn

year

Rumber deys allowed for 10 7 2 10 s Lk 10
revisihg SFP after freshman

year

%Completed by the instrustors of the seven schools in the study.





