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CHAPTER I 

THE PROBLEM AND ITS DEFINITIC® 

Stat«n0nt of the Problem 

It is widely beUeved by meay people identified with voeetional 

Agriculture that the conditions in and surrounding the program are not 

idiat tiiey ought to be* The purpose of this study was to find out what 

evidenoe there is supporting this belief and to deteirmine what changes» 

if any^ shotild be made to is^rore the present pxt»grm* 

The following questions served as a guide for the studyt 

1* Are the controlling purposes of vocational agriculttire 

realistic? 

2. How vocational is vocational agilculture? 

3* How much does vocational agriculture contribute 

to its graduates? 

1;* How do people associated with vocational agriculture 

feel about the prescait program? 

5* Vlhat is the need for famer replacements? 

Importance of the Study 

The study provides directors^ supervisors, teacher trainers, and 

other educational leaders with information concerning the situation of 

vocational agricultxire* This information will serve as a basis for 

making changes in policies which should imparove the present program* 



Scope and Idnitatlona of the 

The study Included an examination of informatlmi concerning the 

eituaticax of Yocational agricta.ture« The information examined vas 

primarily that of studies conducted in the Southern Region States« 

especially Tennessee since such information was more readily available 

here* It is believed, however, that the conclusions of the study are 

applicable to the general program* Other informaticm examined was 

seciured from 130 white teachers of vocational agriculture in Tennessee. 

Organisation of the Study 

Chapter I introduces the problem and the procedure followed in 

making the study. Chapter II presents ttie review of related literature, 

Chaptco* III includes the data and discussion of iiie finding concerning 

the present program of vocational agrtculture as viewed by the teachers 

of vocational agriculture in Tennessee, and Chapter IV includes a 

summary of the findings «rui the ln^lications of the study. 

Definition of feme 

The "present program" as used in this study refers to the over-all 

program of vocational agriculture applicable to all states and territories 

where vocational agriculture exists. It includes purposes, objectives, 

supervised fanning, etc. 

The tens "vocational agriculture" refers to agriculture taught in 

tl:» public high schools under the provislcms of the Smith-Hughes Act of 

1917. 
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"I, Q«" (intelligence quotient)refers to the jwntal eapecity 

of the student* 

'Departments" refers to the vocational agriculture departments in 

the secondary schools in Tennessee* 

"Teacher" as used in this study lilies to all white persons 

es^Ioyed as vocational agriculture teachers in Tennessee during the 

school year 1958-9* 

"Non-fana agricultural occupations" refers to the work of all 

organizations and individuals producing for and sexvicing fazmersji and 

distributing fam products* 

The term "arelated occupations" is tused synonymously with "non-

farm agricultural occupations" unless otherHise indicated. 

"Farmer replacements" as used in this study refers to the people 

irtio will take the place of farmers leaving the occupation. 

The term "oociq>ation" as used in this study is interpreted to 

mean any vocation or type of work* 

"Information blank" refers to the form used in this stud^ to 

acquire information concerning facts and opini<m8 of vocational agri 

culture teachers in Toinessee* 

Kethods of Boooarch 

A review was made of selected literature devoted to the problem 

as stated* Much of the literature used was of Tennessee sources^ but 

some was from other states and pertained to various areas* From these 

readings and discussions with teache3:>s» teacher trainers, and administrators, 

the investigator developed a list of the kinds of data to be collected con 

cerning the problem. 



 

 

A Hat of Tem«flsee*9 Toeational agricultura teaohem^ their 

present teaching positicmi and their ad(k>es8 were obtained frott the 

office of the Agricmltural Education Department of "Uie University of 

Tennessee in Knoxville* Infonaation blanks (see Appendix) were 

developed ami mailed to all idiite vocational agrictiltiire departaents 

in the state, numbering 272, Of the information blanks mailed, 130 

or U7#8 per cent were COTapleted and returned to the writer# 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF REUTED LITERATURE 

At the beginning of vocational agriculture the teiia "agriculture* 

was used almost synonymously to the word "faiming"• If John Doe vas 

said to be in agriculture it was cmffionly taken to mean that he was a 

fanner# Since then, however, farming has gradually evolved into a 

modest segment of the total agricultiural field# The writer felt that 

a brief review of the major changes that have taken, and are taking 

place In agriculture would be ueefia at this point. An account of the 

changes foUowt 

Several factors are responsible for the many changes in agriculture 

in the United States# Very isportant among these factors are the great 

population up-swing, the industrial boon, and the enormous improvement in 

technology. 

According to a Special Report on Agriculture,the farmer now grosB 

food enough for himself and twwity others# In 1890, he grew only enough 

for himself and three others# ^Oie number will soon be twenty-five. The 

report also states that since the early 19U0»s the combined per acre yield 

of 18 leading field crops have increased IjO per cent. 

The most i^ortant single implement introduced into agriculture in 

this generation has been the gasoline tractor. It has been improved over 

■^^•What City People Should Know About Farmers*, Special Report
Agricxjlture, Capper's Farmer, Topeka, Kansas, 1958# PP* l-*?. 
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thft yearSf reduead in cost^ and adapted in elae to farms of various 

sorts* In 1957» there vere U»600f0CX) traotors on farms of the United 

States, compared with 920,021 in 1930^# 

The United States was predominantly rural until about 1920, when 

the number of urban people exceeded the rural for the first time. Since 

then the farm population has gradually decreased. 

The population living on farms in the United States numbered about 

20,396,000 in April 1957 compared with 31,97ii,000 in 1920^. Ihe farm 

population today is about 11.5 per cent of the total population and is 

estimated to be only 5 per cent by 1975# Farm operators, owners, and 

managers make up only U per cent of the nation*s labor force. 

According to a comprehensive study made by Shoemaker^, the total 

number of farms in the United States is dso3reasing at a rate of 89,000 

a year. However, larger farms are increasing in number. There were 

60,000 mwre class I, n,and m farms (Those prwiucing 5,000 dollars 

gross sales, or more, per year) in 195U than in 19^49. Shoemaker also 

reported that UU per cent of the farms produce 91 per cent of the market 

sales. Only 27 per cent of all farms have an annual gross income of 

5,000 doUare or more. 

9*-U, S. Department of Agriculture, Agriculture Statistics 1957 
(Washlngtcni Government Printing Office, 195a;, p.531. 

3lbid. p.535 

^Karl Shoemaker, C^portunities and Limitations for Ebaploymsnt of 
Farm People Within and Outside of Farming*. United States Department of 
Agriculture (Washingtoni Government Printing Office, 1958), pp.2*^. 
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Givens^^ in a speeeh to vocational agriculture teachers« made 

the following remarksi 

Thirty yeais ago agriculture produced 70 to 80 per cent of 
its own production supplied, buying only 20 to 30 per cent 
from business. Today agriculture buys front business almost 
50 per cent of its production input, in such items as machinery, 
fertilizer, and mixed feeds* Currently these purchases are 
running in excess of sixteen billion dollars a year. In 
addition, it is estimated that 38 to UO per cent of the 
purchasing power of the nation is directly geared to agriculture, 
and that agriculture provides «?^loyment directly or indirectly 
for 37 per cent of our nation's workers. 

Today there are si* million persons producing for and servicing 

farmers and ten million persons distributing farm products^. %«ro aro 

millions of professional and other workers in agricultural occupations 

closoly related to farming. 

The many changes in agriculture have indirectly resxilted in a 

good deal of confusion and dissatisfaction anong tho educational leaders 

of our country and especially among those concerned with educating farm 

people. The people associated with vocational agriculture are so 

exception. 

In reference to the changes in agriculture, the California State 

Bureau of Agriculture Education made this statement! 

The Bureau must. • • recognize that the work of the farm as 
it existed in 1917 is now largely carried out away frcmi the 
farm, yet. • • requires a thorough knowledge of agriculture. 

^J. E. Givens, "Meeting The Educational Needs of Farm Boys 
Through Vocational Agriculture", ̂ e Agreview, p. 2-8, (ELacksburgi 
Virginia Polytechulo Institute, 

^"lifhat City People Should Know About Farmers", o£, eit. 
7^yron J. McMahon, et. al., "Program of Work" (California 

State Department of EdacatIaa,~Sacramento, California, 1958-1959) 
p. Poward. 
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In the ̂ dgeraent of the writer, the following reviews show 

the intensity of unrest and frustration m&ag our rankst 

Several studies have been siade recently to determine the reasons 

why vocational agriculture instructors leave the profession, A study 
A 

by Lamberth revealed that "no futuz^ in the profession" was the srast 

frequently laentioned minor reason for the vocational agriculture 

teachers of Tennessee leaving the profession, 

Springfield,'' found in a similar study that the two major reasons 

for teachers leaving the profession were, "lack of seciirity", and "no 

future in vocational agriculture", 

Givena,^® speaking to vocational agidculture teachers, saidj 

"NotMng concentrates a man's mind like the knowledge that he 
is to be hanged wiliiin a fortnight," That statement was made by 
Samuel Johnson, Somehow or other I felt it was appropriate at 
this point because I get the impression that the condition which 
you face in the field of vocational agriculture is sufficient to 
concentrate a man's mind. 

One vocational agiriculture teacher said,^ 

Program-wise I am all shook up—and confused. One day I read 
where vocational agriculture should train for occupations related 
to agriculture, but they never tell me how to do it or idiat to 
teach. The next day I hear the "hold-the-line" philosophy that 

®E, E, Lambreth, "Why Former Tennessee Teachers of Vocational 
Agriculture left the Profession," (Unpublished Master's Thesis, 
Department of Agricultural Education, The University of Tennessee, March 
1958), p.27* 

^Roy C, Springfield, "Why Louisiana Teachers of Vocational 
Agriculture Left the Service," Summaries of Studies in Agricultural 
Eduoati<», Supplement ittliO, 195i» 

^®J, E, Givens, ©^, clt., p,3, 

N. Hunsicker, "The Poward Look in Vocational Agriculture," 
The Agricultural Education Magaaine, 31il97» March 1959# 



vocational agriculture instruction has always beenj, is^ and 
always will be only for those vho plan to farm or who are now 
engaged in farming. • • • • * ,. » 
Max^ of my day school students, especially Freahawn, Sophomore, 
and Junior boys really don't know yet what they are going to do. 

Another teacher12 widtes, "We need a unity of purpose in our 

progrmn." He also said that teachers of vocational agriculture have 

heard so much about related occupations, agricultural integration, etc, 

that they don't know Just what should be taught nor accomplished. 

Many of the directors, supervisors, and teacher trainers of 

vocational agriciature are also greatly concerned about the present 

position of the program* This concern was reflected in an article 

written by Bryant Kirkland^ of North Carolina State College. 
Speaking of alternatives for tl» improveawnt of future programs, hs 

stated that we must either limit vocational agriculture to two or three 

years at the all*day level and put more emphasis upon adult fanner work, 

or we must give two types of instruction to all^day studentsi namely 

for those planning to farm and for those who are likely to enter related 

occupations. 

A letter^ wzd.tten to Doctor W. T. Spanton in Washington concez'ning 
a confeerence held in Chicago (Letter preceedsd conference} contained the 

followingt 

12 
H. N* Hunsicker, Ibid., p* 197. 

^J. B. Kirkland, "Future Programs aid Their Development",
The Agricultural Education Magazine, 23i3, July 19^0. 

^Letter frcrni George W. Wiegers, Jr., Professor and Department
Head, Agricultural Education Department, Univei^ity of Tennessee, to 
W. T. Spanton, dated December 31, 19^8. 



10 

Oat of tho oatstanding toachor tral&ers in tho Sout^iom R«gL«i 
brought up a concern for the conference that perhaps is of more 
isq)ortanoe than the problems listed. He made the concern quite 
clear so I will quote from his letteri 

"1 hope that the coBmittee can plan a conference that viU 
result in some changes in our programs. If we are going to 
Chicago to tell each other how good we are, and have been since 
1918, and aiQrone is disloyal who suggests that we ought to 
consider some major changes, then we had better use the tine 
and travel visiting our first-year teachers back hcjme. I still 
think that there is a future in vocational agriculture (I know 
several teachers who do not). However, I believe that we are 
in eerious trouble and a careful diagnosis and some prescription 
writing-HToaybe even an operation—is in order, I do not mean 
the usual trouble with Congress on appropriations, but the more 
subtle and dangerous feeling that there is really no longer a 
need for vocational agriculture in public schools...." 

In recent years the controlling purpose of vocational agriculture, 

as set forth in writing, speeches, and discussitwis, has be«i "to train 

present and prespective farmers for useful employment and proficiency 

in farming*" this statement was derived from the following seleoted 

25
provisions of the Smith-Hughes Actt 

1. • • .ths controlling purpose of such education shall 
oe to fit for useful smploymenti 

2. ••.that suoh education shall be. • .designed to meet 
the needs of persons. • who have entered upon or itdio 
are preparing to enter upon, the work of the farm. • • • 

fhe controlling purpose of vocational agriculture has not changed 

(in writing) since 1917 in spite of the drastic changes that have taken 

place in agriculture since that time. However, there is evidence that 

tlm written purpose does not conform to ths practices in vocational 

^Commission on National Aid to Vocational Education, 
Report of the Goimnission, Vol. I (Washingtonj CJovemiawit Printing 
mice, rfune 191U), p. 8o. 
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agriculture. In discussiiag this with tha vriter, one person nade a 

statMUKat to the effect that it laattejrs very little what is written^ 

what we do is what counts, Others have expressed the belief that it 

la important that the two do confom. 

Vocational Agriculture, as viewed by the wiiter, has developed 

in such a mansar that the programs and standards may be oonsistantly 

changed to conform with the development of the work and conditions 

in the states and communities. 

The Research Conmittee^^ of the Southern Region reported from 
interviewing l,2l4t school superintwidents, principals, vocational agri 

culture teachers, and students enrolled (high school, young out of school 

and mature farmers) in vocational agriculture classes that only l^.U per 

cent believed that the controlling purpose of vocational agriculture 

should be limited to training persons for useful mployment and pro 

ficiency in farming. Almost one-half (U6,3 per cent) responded that it 

was more important to provide training for useful emplpyraent in agricultural 

occupations including farm and non-farm agricultural work, 

A study by Sanders^^ reported recently in the south shows that, in 

general, not more than one student out of every five t&io completed one 

or more courses in vocational agriculture mtered a farming occupation,and 

approximately six out of every 100 entered an occupation related to farming. 

l^esearch Commit'toe of The Sou'ttiem Region, "What Constitutes an 
Effective Program of Vocational Agricultiire in A Orasminity," (Report of 
A Southern Regicm Study in Vocational Agartculture, 1956), p, 12-13, 

W, Sanders, "Follow-up Study of Students of Vocational 
Agriculture in Virginia, 195ii-55*** (Department of Agricultural Education 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute, 1959), p» 1 (KtLraeographod) 
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A study of 12^800 graduates in a 00m belt state ehowed that 

approxLiaately 26 per cent of those vho graduated from 19Ul to 19^0 were 

farming in 195^ and that 9 per eent were in occupations related to 

fanaing* 

19
Bosbice and Ahalt conducted a study of 1131 vocatimiaX 

agricultural graduates in Maxyland and found that 31*9 per cent were 

farming (included full-time and part-time fannere) and 7«1 per cent were 

in agricultuanitl pursuits related to farming. 

A surv^® of vooational agrieulture students made recently in 

Missouri showed that c«ly about 20 per eent of those que8tl<med said 

that th^ planned to go into farming* About 36 per cent said that they 

planned to enter fielda closely related to the farming occupation* 

21
In IShl a study was made in North Carolina to dstezmine the 

occupational status of American farmers who received the award frtsa 1928 

to 191^7* study srevealed that U5 pw eent were faxmiing and 11 per 

eent were in occupations related to farming* 

^G,F. Ekstrora, "Occupational Survey of Former Students of 
Agriculture Who Graduated fraa Missouri High Schools 19iil-?0 Inolusive," 
Agricultural Education liagasine* 30 August, 1937* 

^^Wayne E, Busbice aiwi A, M* Ahalt, "The Occupational Status of 
Recent High School Graduates of Vocational Agriculture in Maryland" 
(College of Agriculture, Department of Agricultural Education, University 
of Maryland, College Park, Maryland, 1938) pp. 3-ii* 

2®«Careers for Farm Youth", Nation's Agriculture, The American 
Farm Bureau Federation, Mt, Morris, Illinois, 3h«15-16, February 1939. 

21
iJ• 8e KlZ*l£X£Ufl.d^ p«l8* 
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Bander^^ in a non thesis study at Ohio State University con 

cerning the ̂ Vocational Status of Students ef Vocational Agriculture 

Graduating in 1953 and 195U" found that 37 per cent were engaged in 

fulL-time farming, 7 per cent were in agricultural related Jobs, axid 

7 per oent were enrolled in agricultural colleges* 

A stud^ conducted by Sutherland and ̂ os^on^^ concluded that 

forty-two per cent of toe ll«36l stucUmts enrolled in vocational agri 

culture in California in 1955 bad no forseeable ̂ portunity whereby 

toey might enter farming* 

reports that in a subbbait of thirty-two studies, 28*3 

per oent of the 117,115 vocational agriculture graduates were farming 

and 9 per cent were in related occupations* 

The average enrollment in vocati<mal agriculture according to 

Bruma is sixty, yeti 

For a considerable portion of the students enrolled, "Vocational 
Agriculture" is actually "general agriculture" since toey have 
not made vocational choices or have made unreasonable choices* 

More should be done to familiazdse secondary school students 
with the opportunities and requirements in* • ."Non-farm agri* 
cultural occupatitms." 

^ R. E. Bender, "Vocational Status of Students of Vocational 
Agriculture Graduating in 1953 and 195U, SuBBnarios of Studies in 
Agricrilture Education, Supplement lOtlO, 1957* 

O'i 
''S* S* Sutherland and 0* E* Th<»t^on, "A Profile of All«J)ay 

Vocational Agriculture Students in California" (Department of Agricultural 
Education, University of C?01fomia, no date given), (Mimeographed). 

Kenneth G. Brumm, et. al., "Replanning Agriculture Education in 
Illinois Schools" (Report oFIStuc^ Group X, Allerton House Conference on 
Education, Urban, Illinois, 1958) pp. 21-2l|,* 
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Today of tha 62 million employed Ajnericans, 2k million or 

nearly 1«0 per cent «o]^ eome^dasre in agrlcolture* Ctoe«>third of the 

2U million vork on the farm* Two-thirda provide sezvlcea f<n> fanasra> 

IHTOoees and distribute farm products and other related work* This means 

that twice as many people are employed in the agricultural n(wi<i^azai 

occupations as in all the farming ocoupa-id.cms oombined* This being 

an established factj* the wzdter felt it appropriate to review the 

thinking of others regarding the place of instruction in vocational 

agriculture concerning non^farm agricultural occupaticms* 
25 

Hunsicker had this to eay as to how instruction in vocational 

agrioulture should be gearedt 

1* « • «lead to faming« college in agriculture# professiimal 
and 8emi*profes8ional agricultural positions# and to many 
other agricultural occupations which require a baokgroimd in 
agricultural training* 

2* Instruction in vocational agriculture «po8t* high school 
level be limited to farming and farm problems* 

26 
Airkett gave this account1 

There ia an ever increasing occupational olassificatian of 
srnni-professional non«*fam agricultural occupations in the general 
fields of agriculture comnmnicati<ms, agricxilture manufacturing# 
agricultta'e research and agriculture btisliMss* These occupatione 
require a knowledge of the fam and farm practices which can be 
gained throu^ the* * •vocational agriculture program* If the young 
man goes into a professional agriculture field or any other field 
related to agriculture, the only period in his lifetime that he 
will receive any experience in farm training is at the high school 
age level* 

25H* N* Hunsicker# 0£* clt*# p* 197* 

^^Lwiell A. Burkett# "Trends in Vocational Agriculture
Training#" Agricultural Leaders Digest* U0»13# February 1959. 
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Th«r« have b««n saveral atudiea sada raeently to determine the 

value of training in vocational agriculture to students entering 

ocoupatLona other than farming* 

Bittner^7 concluded trcm a study of 320 men in occupaticms 

related to farming that no important differences existed in the 

occupational status of farm-reared high school graduates who had 

studied vocatifmal agriculture and these who had not studied vocational 

agricultiire. It was further concluded that the value of vocational 

agriculture to students who enter non-agricultural occupations is equal 

to the value that can he obtained frem the other high school courses 

they may elect* 

Bender^^ concluded from his study that boys idio have hi^ school 
training in vocational agriculture do as well or better in the college 

of agricmlture than those who do not have such preparation. The college 

students who had previous training in vocational agriculture accumulated 

a 2*73 point hour ratio compared to 2*61 for those with no previous 

voeatimial agriculture training* 

Bender also said^ "Evidence indicates lhat high school guidazice 

councilors are advising many of the college capable students away from 

agriculture*" Mai^ other competent people in the eduoaticHial field also 

adtwire to this belief* 

^Tftalph H, Bittner, "Are Vocational Agriculture Graduates Success* 
ful in Non-farm Occupations?" Agricultural Education Magazine* 31i228* 
April 1959. 

28 
Ralph E, Bender, "Students of Vocational Agriculture Succeed 

in College," Agricultural Education Magazine, 31*220-222, April 1959. 
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Georgia vocational agrioulturo laadars29 aro directing their 

Inetruotienal program in the foUoving manner* 

The vocational agriculture inetructional program ia designed 
to educate primarily for proficiency in farming by acoonplishing 
thie aimj it also educates for proficiency in other agricultural 
pwsuita closely related to farmingj and is suitable educatiim ia 
the preparation of students for college. Students desiring to 
enter farming receive maximum benefits from vocational agriculture. 
Related occupations require many of the same knowledges« aptitudes, 
and skills. Vocational agriculture is highly desirable if not a 
needed adjunct of the more specific technical con^ietencies developed 
in the college curricula* 

Shoemaker*s study^° revealed that there were 1,291,000 fara 
operators (according to 195U census) of class I, II, and III farms 

producing annually a gross sales of 5#000 dollars or more* The farm 

replacements needed per year for these faims were 22,7li7. There are 

approximately 220,000 boys available each year| thus 9*7 per cent of 

the available replacements have a place in farming of these olasees* 

Research conducted by members of the Agricultural Economics Staff31 

at the University of Tennessee concluded the follcwlngi 

There were 231,631 farms in Teonessee (according to 1950 Bureau of 

Cwuius)* Of this number ̂ ily 83,269 (3^ per cent) were economic farsie 

class I»V (Farms producing over 2,500 dollars gross sales annually)* 

The replacements needed for these farms were 1,87U of which there were 

10,506 farm boys a^ twenty available to fill the need* Thus only 5,6 

29-A Guide For Developing an Instructional Program in Vocational 
Agriculture for High School Students of Georgia," February 1959, pp. 1-96. 
(Publisher and Source Unknown) 

^Karl Shoemaker, 0£* cit*, p,3, 
31m"^PariMMr Replacement Needs," Agricultural Economics Depairtment, 

The University of Tennessee, Knoxville, 3 pp, (Mimeogr^hed) 
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c«nt of those young stsn have a place in a farming oocopation that 

is anywhere near desirable* 

The number of replacements n^ded for economic farms class I-V 

ranged from 78 for Gibson County to only one for Scott County. 

Many eonscientiflue leaders in agricultural education believe that 

more should be done to bring about a realisation young men and women 

of the opportunities in agriculture* 

The need for agricultural college graduates is far greater than 

the supply* •* • .approximately 15*000 jobs a year are available to 
a 

college of agxrioalture and horma economics graduates while only 6*500 are 

being supplied to fill the needs**^^ 

Givens^^ gives the following views concerning thiei 

The key to motivation for careers in our agricultural econony 
must be built aa the concept that what is involved in this respect 
is not ;}ust the 11 per cent of our population which is directly 
eoncemod with fam production but rather than the task is to 
train young men for the job of filling the responsibilities and 
oi^rtunlties which exists in what is commonly being referred to 
today as the agri-business segment of our economy which constitutes 
not 11 but 37 per cent of the working force in this nation* 

3U 
In a discussion concerning farm replaconenta, Hamlin declares 

that in a oaamanity of three hundred farms* no mort than %m new fam 

3%ation'8 Agriculture, 0£* cit*, p* 17* 
33

Qivens* cit.* p# 2* 

^Herbert M* Hamlin, "Agricultural Education in Community 
Schools" (Illinois» The Interstate Printers and Publishers, 
Danville, 1950), pp. 188-192. 
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operators are likely to bo noodod each year* Howow, boys who do set 

have the opportunity to farm may well consider the opportunities in 

non-fara agricultural occupations* He also feels that it should bo made 

clear to high school boys that nothing but frustraticm awaits thorn if 

thoy train for occupational epportunitios which do net oxist* Haniin 

suggests "teaching** about agricultural occupations* 

Concerning the typo of student noodal in agriculture, Hamlin^^ 
sayst 

Somotimeo the vocational agricultural department has been used 
as a "dumping ground" for a school on the assumption that a boy ^ 
who cannot succeed is ether studies may do bettor in agriculture* 

Management of a modem farm*.*08110 for a high level of 
ability. It is unfair to lead a boy to believe that he can 
succeed in an agricultural occupation when far better outlets 
for his limited abilities are available in other occupations* 

Semo of tho conclusions of a most coo^rehensive study conducted 

36 
by Butler were as fellofwst 

Of 2,2U3 Tennessee vocational agrioulture graduates reported, 

1,709 or 76.2 per cent were m^^ed in occupations o^er than full-tims 

farming* This means that less than one-fourth of the vocational 

agriculture graduates repoxiiod wort actually full-time farmers, 

Bulter also concluded that Tennessee vocational agriculture 

teachers accepted the majority of the boys who desired to enroll la 

3^Ibid*, pp. 186-187* 

J. Butler, "Scrae Guidance Concerns in Vocational Agriculture", 
(Unpublished Master's Thssis, Department of Agrioulture Education, The 
University of Tennessee, June 1959)* PP* 90-100* 



vocational agriculture irrespective of their objectives* He aayB 

that manor vocational agriculture teachers would be unable to accept 

or reject prospective students if they desired to do so because of 

school policies and a lack of facilities in other departn»nts. 

The study further showed that 90 per cent of the Tennessee 

vocati<H3al agriculture teachers render some assistance to the dsvelop» 

asnt of specific skills and abilities that will bo helpful to those 

graduates entering occupations other than farming* 

■V "'.f.'HC'- ■ ■ ■■ 
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THE SITOATIOH OF VOGATKmL AGRICULTURE IH TEHNESSEE 

Presentation of Findings 

The purpose of this chapter is to present the data e<8q>iled 

from the infonaaticn contributed by the vocational agriculture teachers 

of Tennessee concerning the situation of vocational agriculture. 

Table I shoes the controlling purposes of vocational agriculture 

as reported 1::^ the vocational agricultural toaohers of Tennessee. "To 

train for useful eaployseat and proficiency in fastving" only vas ranked 

highest hy 68.3 per cent of the respondents. It was ranked second bar 

20.6 per cent* and third ̂ 10.9 per cent. Mo teacher ranked it fourth. 

It aoeumulated a mean rank of 1.U3* 

"To train for useful maployment and proficiency in an agricultural 

oocupati«3i" (farming and non-farm agricultural work) was ranked first by 

30.6 per cent of the respondents. It was ranked second, third and fourth 

hgr U6.6, 17.1 and 3*6 per cent, respectively. The mean rank accumulated 

was 1.85* 

Only 16,2 per cent of the teachers ranked "To train good citisens, 

intelligent consui^rs, and efficient producers" first. However, it was 

ranked second by 26,6 per cent and third by 5l*U P«r cent. A mean rank 

ef 2.U7 sas accumulated. 

"To provide enlightsnaent in agrieulture" received first pines rsales 

by only 5*2 per cent of the respendents. It was ranked fourth by about 
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two-thirds (68*9 per cent) of the teechers answezlng. The mean rank 

wet 3.53 

Table II shows in general that vocational agriculture instruction 

contributes much to students who enter agricultural pursuitsj both 

farming and non«farming, 

"Farming'' received the bluest rating, "Advanced training" secord 

highest and "Related occupatiwis" lowest. Of 129 teachers responding, 

82 or 63.5 per cent gave "Fanning" a rating of four, 30 or 23,3 per cent 

gave a rating of three and 16 or 12, per cent gave it a rating of two. 

Every teacher believed that vocational agriculture contributed at least 

some to students entering the fanning occupation, since none gave it a 

rating of sero, and only one teacher gave it a rating of one. 

The fact that 121 or 93.8 per cent of the 129 respondents gave 

"Advanced training" a ratli^ of two or better reflects their belief that 

vocational agriculture instruction is of great value to students %Aio 

enter agricultural colleges. Only 2 teachers believed that instruction 

in vocational agriculture would be of no value to those going on for 

"Advanced training" in agriculture. 

Almost 90 per cent (116) of the reep<mdeat8 rated "related occt^ja* 

tions" two or better. Only one teacher believed ttmt instruction in 

vocational agriculture would contribttte nothing. This fact also reflects 

the Tennessee teachers' belief that students of vocational agriculture who 

enter no&«farm agricultural occupations (producing for and servicing 

farmers and distributing farm products) find -feeir previous training ia 

vocational agriculture a veiy valuable asset# 
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TABLE II 

THE EXTENT TO WHICH VXATIONAL AGRICULTURE 
INSTRUCTICaf IN TSHESSEE CONmBUTES TO 

STUDENTS ENTERING VARIOUS AREAS 

Area 
Extent of Related Advann«3" 
Contribution 

No* ■r No. % No. ' 

(▼eiT" much) k 82 63.5 23 17.8 1(6 35.7 

3 30 23.3 51 39.5 39 30,2 

t 16 12,ii U2 32.6 36 27.9 

1 1 ♦8 12 9.3 6 U.7 

(none) 0 0 .0 1 .8 2 1.5 

Total Responses 129 100.0 129 100,0 129 100.0 

Mean Rate 3.U9 2.6U 2.70 

> 

- \ 

\ 

\ 

• I -> Vi-t it"-' 1 ; . I ' 'l.t 
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Th« nun ntes accumulated for "farming"« "related ooeupations"^ 

and "advaaoed training" were 3»h9t 2,6lt, and 2,70, reapeetiyely. 

It is interesting to note in Table III that the average number 

of students enrolled in the vocatitmal agriculture depar^wnts of 

Tennessee is 59*6 

Of 127 teachers responding, almost three»fourths (7lt per eent) 

were teaching in departments ranging in else from 26 to 75* There were 

21 departments or 16*5 per cent which had 76-100 students enrolled. Six 

and three-tenths per cent of the departments haul enrollment of more than 

a h»ndz>ed students idiile 3*2 per cent had fewer lhan 25, 

Table III also shows the averiage number of students enrolled in 

the various sise departmmts. The average size of ̂ e departments with 

fewer than 25 enrolled was 21,3 students per department. Departments of 

the 26-50 size average iil,3 students and of those departments of 51-75 

in size the average is 62,3* The average enrollment per departoMnt 

ranging in size £rm 76 to 100 was 86 end for those departments of the 

IOI-125 sise, 105*6 students was the average. 

The average given in Table III for depairtments larger than 125 

should not be accepted as valid because only one respcmse was received 

from departments of that size. 

The size of vocatiOTal agrioultTxre classes in Tmanessee is shown 

in Table IV, 

Classes ranged in sise from 3 to UO in departments from tdxich 130 

responses wars received. 

An interesting finding is the f«pt that -^e svft^e sise of the 
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TABLE III 

SIZE 0? VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE DEPABIMENTS IH 
TENNESSEE WPffl RESPECT TO ENROLLtffiNT 

of Students 
Departaaents Average Per" 

Siae Number !Per Gent Total 

0-25 U 3.2 85 21.3 

26 - 50 J4S 37.8 isn Ul.2 

51 - 75 ii6 36.2 2867 62.3 

76-100 21 16,5 1807 66.0U 

101.125 7 5.5 767 109.57 

126 - 150 1 150.8 150 

Total 127 100.0 7,568 59.6 

\: -
•* , 

\ 



TABI£ IV 

ITOMHSR OF STOBENTS ESROLLED IM LARGEST AND SMALLEST CUSSES 
OF VOCATIONAL AORIGDLTORE AS REPCmiED BY TENNESSEE 

TEAQIEBS 

Nomber fa 
Class 
Siae 

Classes 
Reported 

in 
Sig« 

Total 
Noaber 

Average
Per Class 

Largest I30 7-UO 2,821* 21,7 

Smallest 130 >21 1,1*63 11.3 
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mOlsat clastea in the Teraieaaee vocaticmal agrloulture dapartraenta 

waa llt3 atttidenta. The writer expected a nnidh lower average* In hia 

judgement, a claaa with ten or twelve atudenta make possible a very 

desirable teaching eituati<»i» 

The average aiae of the largest classes was 21*7 students with 

a range from 7 to UO* Although the ex^treraitiea of the range are certainly 

undesirable, the average is not too disadvantageous. 

The writer believes that the figures shown in Table V probably 

conclude the most important findings of the study, 

Forty»four east Tennessee departments reported a total of 

graduates of vocational agriculture for -toe school year 1957-58* Of this 

mudter 167 or 37*5 per cent were faraing (included full-time and part-

time farmers). 

Forty-six departments responding from middle Tennessee r^orted 

a total of 356 boys graduating from vocational agriculture in 1958, of 

which llU or 32 per cent were fazudng* Compared to this, ̂ lirty-five 

west Tcsmessee departments reported a total of 290 vocational agriculture 

graduates in 1958. Here 121 or Ul.7 per cent were farming. 

The total number of vocational agricultxjire departmente r«^orting 

were 125 from which there were 1091 graduates in 1958. Of this number a 

total of 382 or 35 p«r cent were farming. 

Informatitm concerning enrollment is Shown in Table VI* 

It is interesting to note that, according to the Tennessee vocational 

agriculture teachers, the problera of enrollment is not so great concerning 

the departments being "too small" as it is with them being "too large"* 
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TABI£ V 

NDMBSR OF 1S>58 TEMHESSEE VOCATICfHAL AGRICULTURE GRADUATES 
FABMING m 1959 

Are& Departments 1958 Graduates 
in Reported Total Farming 

State Number Per Cent Number Number Per Cent 

East hh 35»2 iiU5 167 37.5 

Middle k6 36.8 356 Hh 32.0 

Vest 35 28.0 290 121 ia.7 

Total 125 100.0 1091 382^ 35.0 

* Includes full and pairfc-time fanners 
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TABLE n 

SITUATION CONCERNING SIZE OP VOCATIONAL AGRICULTORE DEPARTMENTS 
IN TENNESSEE WITH RESPECT TO NUMBER OF SIUDENTS ENROLLED 

Departments by time 
Enrollnient Past Present Future 

VIo. 5^ No. 1 No. 58 

Too small 15 11,5 10 7.7 10 7.7 

Too large U3 33a 38 2?.2 29 22.3 

About right 72 55a 82 63a 91 70.0 

Total 130 100.0 130 100.0 130 100,0 
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Less than 8 per cent of the 130 departnsnts responding reported 

«a ttsroUment problma at present]^ or expected one in the future froa 

the "too small" standpoint* Only fifteen or 11»5 per cent of the 

resp<nident8 indicated that there had been» in the past> a problem of 

"too small" an enrollment in their departments* 

Homrery almost one-third of the teachers reported "too large* 

an enrollment probloa in the past* Thirty-eight or 29*2 per cent of 

the responses indicate a similar problem at present^ and twenty-nins 

or 22*3 per cent anticipated ths problem of "too large" an enrolliment 

in the fixture* 

I^irther analysis of Tabls VI shovs that the 8itaati<m at present 

is Impz^ving and that oontiimotis iaqxrovement is anticipated* For 

instance only about one-half of the teachers responding indicated that 

the enrollment had been "about right" in the past* The nixmber of 

departments reporting "about right" at present was 62 or 63*1 per oeat 

and those expecting to oe "about right" in the future were ninety-one 

or 70 iM»r cent* 

Table VII presents in sutoaary the number of boys enrolled in 

▼ocatlonal agriculture who should not be there* and the reasons* 

It was pointed out by some of the respondents that usually theare 

are several reasons why a bay should not be in vocational agriculturej 

not Just one* Therefore* aasm of the students were reported for more 

than one of the reasons listed in Table VII* 

Eighty teachers reported a total number of 669 students enrolled 

in their vocational agriculture classes whom they believed should not be 
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TABLE VII 

SOMBER 0? BOrS ENROLLED IS VOCATIONAL AGRICULTORE IN TENNESSEE 
WHO SHOULD NOT BE THERE FOR VARIOUS REASONS 

Students Report 
Teachers Total Average 

Reasons Reporting Number Per Teacher 

No Interest in agriculture 80 669 8.U6 

Inadequate hosn facilities US 981 8,2li 

No reasonable chance to becotas 
engaged in agriculture 83 827 9.96 

Insufficient mechanical ability U3 155 3.60 

Other $ 20 h*00 

Total 330» 2652^ 8.0U 

* Most teachers responded to more than cme reason 

^ Some students were reported for more than one reason 
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there, beoause the students were not Interested In agriculture* This 

is an average of 8*246 students per departoMnt* 

One hundred and nine-teen teachers Indicated there were a total 

of 981 students in their vocational agrioultxire classes who should not 

be there because th^ did not have adequate facilities to carry out a 

supervised fandng program* 

There were 827 students (almost ten students per department) who, 

according to 83 respondents, should not be in vocational agriculture 

because they have no reasonable chance to become engaged in an agri 

cultural occupation* 

Forty-three teachers gave "insufficient mechanical ability" as 

the reason why 1$$ of their students should not be in vocational 

agriculture. This was an average of 3«6 per department. 

Some of the other reasons w^F students should not be in vocational 

agriculture stated by teachers were "no interest in anything", and "inmital 

ability too low"# 

Aeoording to the responses secured, there was an average of about 

eight students per vocational agriculture department who should not have 

been there* 

A study of Table VIII shows who is required to enroll in vocational 

agriculture and the reasons* 

It may be sooevhat surprising to notice that nearly one-half of 

all departments were required to enroll some student(s)* Of the 130 

responses secured, thirty-one or 23*8 per cent of the departments were 

requiired to enroll the ninth grade boys* "Unable to schedule other 
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TABIB mi 

REASONS FOR REQUIRING STUDENTS TO ENROLL IN VOCATIONAL 
AGRICULTURE IN TEieiESSEE 

^loibisr Students by iteascm 
L I JUi'L ' A' 4'J * 

Students DeDartmsnts School Scheduling 
Other 

9th Grads 31 23,8 10 20 1 

loth Grade 13 10.0 5 8 0 

11th Grade 6 U.6 03 3 

I2th Grade 3 3.? 1 U 0 

Gesrbaln 
Indlvlduale 8 6.2 3 U 0 

No One 67 51,5 — 
-

Total 130 100*0 22 39 1 
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eouraes" mm th« aoet frequent reason given (20 tiaea) although 

"School policy" was a reascm given quite often (10 tiaes)* One teacher 

etated» "no other choice"» as a reason* 

The tenth, eleventh and tvelth grades were required to enroll in 

vocational agriculture in thirteen, six, and five cases, rMpectively. 

Again, the reason "unable to schedule other eoumes" was aost freqtiently 

given (15 tines) and "school poli<^ was given 9 tines* 

There were eight oases where d^artnents of vocational agriculttire 

were required to enroll "certain individuals"* Four teachers gave "unable 

to schedule other courses" and three gave "school policy" as the reasons* 

One teacher failed to indioate why certain individuals were required to 

enroll in vocational agriculture in his school* 

Sixty-seven or 51*5 per cent of the respondents indicated that no 

one was required to enroll in vocatiemal agriculture in their school* 

An att«9q>t was made by the author to detenrdne what effect, if any, 

t]»> guidance programs of Tennessee schools have cm vocational agriculture 

enrollment* Two aapeots of this phase of the studfer were e3q>lored, namely, 

the type of student in terms of intelligence and the modier of students* 

Of 130 teachers responding, 65 or one-half reported that the 

guidance program had no effect whatsoever upon any aspect of the enroll 

ment of boys in vocational agriculture* Several teachers stated, la effect, 

that there was no guidance program in the school* 

However, Table IX shows that several departments reported that 

their guidance programs did have some effect vipm the type of student 

enrolling in vocaticaial agriculture. Ten departments reported ihat the 



 � � 

35 

TABIE K 

THE EFFECT OF THE GUIDANOE PaOGSAM UPON THE T3fPE OP SIUDENT 

TO ENBOLL IN VOCATIONAL AGaiCULTUHE IN TENNESSEE 

bepartiaents Reporting 
Student Guidance direction 

I. Q* into Out of 

High 10 28 

Low 36 2 

Total U6 30 

t • - V it.. , 

n ■UPi.U f -U x-; - : 

\ 

-f •• 

\ 
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guidance director(s) of their school tended to guide high !• Q. studMits 

into vocational agriculture iriiile tHeQty<«eight indicated that the 

director(s) tmded to guide high I* Q« students out of vocational 

agrioulture* Thirty^six respondents reported that low I« Q. students 

were guided into vocational agriculture while (mly two teachers indicated 

that low It Qt students were guided out* 

Fiftyofive teachers responded to "lamiw of students" aspect 

of the guidance question* (Table X) Twenty-six or U7*3 per cent revealed 

that the guidance program in their schools tended to increase enrollment 

while eleven or 20 per cent indicated that the guidance program tended to 

decrease enrollment* One-third (l8) of the respmidents reported that 

their guidance program did not affect the number of boys enrolling is 

vocational agrlcvilture* 

Table XI shows the extent to which the various sub;}ect8 taught 

in the secondary schools ccmtribute to etudemts who enter non-farm 

agricultural occupations* 

By looking at the mean rating figures in Table X one can see a 

conparison of the value of the subjects to students entering fields of 

work related to farming* The mean rating given to "vocational agriculture" 

was 2t99 within a rating scale of aero to four* This high rating was das 

to the fact that eighty-four or 66*2 per cent of the 127 respondents 

rated vooatloutl agriculture either three or four* Thix^y-seven teachers 

rated vooati<mal agriculture two and cmly six rated it as low as one* Mo 

(Mie gcre it a rating of aero* The subject receiving second highest 

rating was Science which accumulated a mean rating of 2*32* Qf 22$ 
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TABI£ X 

THE EFFECT OP THE OUIDAIICE PROGRAM UPON THE NOMffiR OP 
STUDENTS ENROILIKG IK VOGAHONAL AGRICUITURB 

IN TENNESSEE 

student t)eparbment3 ̂ leport 
Number Number Per Genent 

Imreaeed 26 U7*3 

Oeoreased 11 20.0 

Not Affected 18 32.7 

7otal 55 lOO.O 

// /■ A ■ > ^ 
j'- <' "-i " i f I 
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rMipoiBdiats^ sixteen or 12*.8 per Cttit rated the subject foxxr, thlx>ty~ 

flTe or 26 per cent rated it three^ tifty-two rated it tvo and eerenteen 

rated it <aie» Five teachers gave it a rating of aero# 

The subject receiving third highest total rating was English with 

a 2,21 mean rating accumulated. Twenty-two or 17#9 per cent of the 

reapmdents rated the subject four, thirty or per cent rated it 

three, thirty-eight or 30,9 per cent rated it two and eightewa or lU,6 

per cent gave it a rating of one, Fiftem teachers rated English a sero. 

The roean rating aceumalated by the subject matheiaatics was 2,0, 

One hundred and one or 80,2 per cent of the teachers rated mathenatics 

either one, two or three. Fifteen gave it a rating of four while ten 

rated it sero. 

Other vocational subjects which included training and industry, 

industrial arts, etc., established a siean rating of 1,83 while the 

social sciences accumulated a mean rate of 1,59, 

Table III shows how Tcnonessee vocational agriculture teachers 

ooB^ared certain factoid of their profession with those same factors in 

other agricultural service professions such as the extension sezvlce, 

soil conservation service^ etc. 

Twenty-five or 19»U per cent of the teachers responding ratJed the 

factor "Job security" inferior in coBparison to Job security in other 

agricultural service professions. However, eighty-three or 6U,3 per cent 

rated it equal and twenty-one or 16,3 psr cent rated it superior, 

Ctaly nine or 7«1 of the respondents rated "controlling purpoea" 

of vocational agriculture inferior irtdla seventy-six or 6o,3 per cent 



� 

 

 

m 

TABI£ JXX 

A C{MPARISC5H OF SELECTED FACTCRS 0? THE TOGATICMAL AGHIGtHOTB 
PROFESSION WITH THOSE OF OTHER AGRIGULTORAL SERVICE 

Pa(»ESSIONS* AS REPORTED BI TENNESSEE VOGA-
TIOMAL AGRICULTURE TEACHERS 

Occupational Factor 
Job Controlling Patrons Out-

Rating Security Purposa Attitude look 
1No, No* No. * No. No. f'" 

Inferior 25 i9ai 9 7a 9 7.0 ItO 31.3 105 81.U 

Eq^lal 83 6U»3 76 60.3 79 61.2 70 5U.7 2h 18.6 

Superior 21 16.3 la 32.6 hi 31.8 18 lli.O 0 0 

Total 129 100.0 126 300.0 129 100.0 128 100.0 129 200,0 

Extensicm SerTice^ Soil Conservation Service, ete* 

\ 
\ • 

\ 
" *• \ 

\ 
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rat«d it equal, Forty-<ma or 32,6 per cent cf the teachers gave It a 

supexlor rating. 

Under "patrons attitude" xiine or 7 per cent of the teachers rated 

it inferior, seyenty-nine or 61,2 per cent rated it equal and forty-cme 

or 31,8 per cent gave it a superior rating. 

Almost one-third of the respondents rated "Outlook" for the pro-

fesslm inferior while seventy or 5U»7 per cent rated it equal and 

eighteen or lU per oent gave it a supericr rating. 

The number of teachers rating the factor "salary" inferior vas 

IDS or 8l,U per cent. Twenty-four or 18,6 per cent rated it equal and 

not a single teacher rated it superior. 
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SUMMUtr m IMPLICATICB5 

An att«flpt has baan aiads In this to assmbla evidsnea 

concerning t^a situatl<m of vocational agrioalture which ni^t indioata 

that cdiangas ara naadad in the rocati^ml agriculture program* 

The information for this study was secured through l^e reviaw 

of many studies and £rcm the reports of 130 yocatlonal agriculture 

teachers in Tennessee* 

The study showed Ihiat the controlling purpose of vocational 

agriculture as written does not conform to the laractlces being carried 

out in masy of the departments. The mean rank given the purpose "to 

train for useful «aipl<^€Bat and proficiency in farming" only was fairly 

olose to the one glvm "to train for useful employment and proflcieney 

in an agricultural occupation" (Incltides farm and non-farm agrio^lltural 

work)j 1*1^3 end 1*8^ reepeetively* Many teachers of vocational agri« 

culture indj.cated that they were pr^aring boys for both farming and 

related occupaticms* 

Chapter II shows much evidence of frustration and discontentment 

among the people associated with vocati<»ial agriculture* Much of the 

oonfosicm concerns the ocmtrolllng purpose of vocaticmal agriculture and 

the BotBber of boys going into farming* 

It was found that many coi^tent leaders of vocatiorial education 

in agriculture have taken the step forward to broaden the socqpe of the 
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vocational agrloultxire program to inclnjde a place fear persons who 

enter non-farm agricultoral occupations* 

It was determined that the number of farmer r^lacements needed 

each year is far less than the number of persons available to fill the 

positions* For example, only 5.6 per cent of the Tennessee farm boys 

age twenty were needed as replacesments for economic farms class I-V 

(Farms producing an annual gross income of #2500 car more) according to 

1?50 census inforraatlcm. As shown in Chapter II, Shoemaker calculated 

that about 10 per cent of Idie available farm boys have a place in the 

farming oocupaticm that is anywhere near desirable* 

It was found that vocational agriculture as taught in Tennessee 

contributes much to its graduates who enter occi^tions related to 

farmii^ as well as those idio enter agricultural colleges fear advanced 

training* However, it was determined that more needs to be dcme to 

acquaint students with the (^ortunities in non-farm agricultural 

occupations* For exaii5>le, about 15,000 agricultural college graduates 

are needed each year while there are only 8,000 or so available* There 

are about one—third as maty Jobs in farming as there are in related 

occupations• 

The percentage of vocational agricultural graduates entering the 

farming oocupaticex has decreased considerably since 1920* (bly 35 per 

cent of the 1953 vocational agpriculture graduates as reported by Xenz^ssee 

vocational agriculture teachers were farming at the tdjoe of this study* 

This ineltidsd full-time and part-time farmers* Other studies revealed 

similar findings (Chapter II)* 

It was found titiat almost one-half of the 130 schools from which 

vocaticmal agrloulttire teachers reported, reqodred certain students to 
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enroll in vocational agricxilture. It wee sMmdatory in 31 of the schools 

that all frestoen boys enroll in vocational agricultiire. Five schools 

even required senior bqye to enroll* "Scheduling difficulties" and 

"school policy" were the major ireasons given for requiring students to 

enroll in vocational agriculture. 

Another finding of the study was that about one-half of the schools 

from which teachers reported had guidance programs which affected the 

enrolliffient of boys in v<»3ational agriculture* ks a graieral statement low 

I. Q* students were guided into vocational agriculture while high I* Q. 

students wore guided out. In iwwt cases this tended to increase total 

enrolXroent* 

It is a result of the above stated situation^ the writer believes, 

that the following is trues 

It %raa found from the reactiou of teachers in this study that a 

large number of the boys wxroUed in vocational agrioultuze should not be 

there* Some teachers, for example, repcnrted as as thirty boys in 

vooaticmal agriculture classes who, in their opdnion, should not be ̂ re. 

Eighty tcmiehez^ reported 669 boys who were not interested in agriculture* 

There were 981 boys reported who did not have adequate facilities for 

caz*rying out a suitable supervised farmixsg program* 

It was also reported by teachers that many students in vocational 

agriculture should not be there because of "low Bwchanloal ability". 

The averaga nuaher of students enrolled in vocational agriculture 

departments in Tennessee, according to this study, was about sixty* The 

else of olassee ranged from three to forty* Hie average number of students 



 

for the largeat elassos vas 21,7, and the smallest Glasses averaged 

11.3. 

In the pastf almost oxuMialf of the vocational agriculture 

departoeats la the study have beao concerned with "Uie problem of either 

"too large" or "too small" an wirollment. According to the teachers liio 

reported 36.9 per cent of the departments are at present either "too 

large" or "too small" with respect to the umber of students enrolled. 

It was found that Temessee vocational agriculture teachers bslieve 

the "outlook" for vocational agricultijre is slightly infeidor as coi^arsd 

to that for other agricultural service professions. "Job security" vas 

rated about equal to that in other agricultural service professions;^ and 

"controlling purpose" and "patrons attitude" were rated slightly superior 

in the vocational agriculture profession. The Tsnnmsee teachers rated 

"salary" far inferior to that in other agricultural service profeesismsf 

> Ii^licatlons 

i 

ItaMd on the finding of this study the writer believes tiiat aaqjr 

vocatiottsl agriculture teachers have bsoone frustrated and discontented 

because of confUcte growing out of the disparity between believing <m 

the om hand that vocational agriculture Instruction should be limited to 

training persms for suoceeeful fairclng ajwi believing on the other that the 

Instruction should be based'on the actual agricultural education needs of 

those enrolled. 

Tocatloaal agriculture taught according to the ccmtrolling purpoe# 

as writtsHt contributss some to studmts entering non-farm agricultural 

ocoupationsy howsvBr« instrootioQ and counoillng especially for these 
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students should be provided in the curriculum. 

Vocational agriculture as taught in Tennessee is not as 

"vocational" as it ought to be. One vocational agriculture leader 

made a statement to this effeot. 

Wb have a few d^artments in Tennessee that are truly vocational} 
there are many, however, that are not vocational. We must not 
say that they are not justifiable} we say th^ need ix^roving. 

Indeed there are many vocational agriculture departments in 

Tcmnessee which are not vocational to the desired degree becausei 

1, Only a low percentage of the vocatioimQ. agriculture 

graduatee enter farming. Since much of the instruction 

ie applicable cmly to the work of the farm, the know 

ledge gained has very limited application outside of 

fanning. Many vocational agriculture graduates enter 

non-agricultural occupaticais. 

2. The teacher of vocational agriculture in too many cases 

does not have authority to select or reject his students. 

Several teachers made statements on the informaticm blanks 

returned to the effect that they got the students who 

couldn't pass other subjects. 

Several teachers indicated that even though no one was required 

to enroll in vocational agriculture the choice of subjects were such that 

the effect was the same. One teacher stated tiiat boys in his school had 

the choice between Latin and vocational agriculture. 

The above implies that vocational agriculture is not always sn 

elective which students take voluntarily. This supports Hamlin*8 belief 

that vocational agriculture departments are sometimes used as "dumping 

grounds". 



it? 

Based tQxm the findLngt of tills stadgr the writer eoggests 

careful eflnaideration for changes In the foUoHing phases of the 

vocati(mal agriculture programt 

1« The controUii^ purpose of vooaticmal agriculture^, 

2* The soope of rocatltmal agriculture. 

3<» The degree to which vocational agriculture la elective* 

ll* The selectitsi of vocatimal agriculture enroUeea* 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGEICNLTORAL miGATI^ 
THE UNIVERSITT OF TENNESSEE 

ENOXVILLE, TENNESSEE 

D»t«i April U, 19^9 

Tot Tocational Agricultural Teachers of Tennessee 

Have you heard these stateraente? "Vocational agariculture is on 
the way out." "Most vocational agricultural graduates do not enter 
the farming occupation." "Agriculture as taught in Tennessee is not 
vocational." "Vocational agriculture is going to be turned back to the 
states." "The teachers of vocational agriculture are on thin ice." 

These are typical statements that we who are associated with 
vocational agriculture are hearing imne and more. Do they indicate 
that our j^sent program is not c<M5>letely Justifieble? 

Enclosed you will find an information blank froai which we hope 
to got the true situation of the vocational agriculture departments of 
Tent^see* and the views of the vocational agricultural teachers con 
cerning our pzesent program. This will be a part of the research going 
into a study being conducted at "Uie University of Tennessee to determine 
the present setting of vocational agriculture in Tennessee. 

Please eomplete the form and return it to us by April 2S if 
possible. It is important that we get a retuxn from eve^ departmient 
in the State. 

The individiial information given will be c<mfidential and the 
forms win be destroyed as soon as conectivs data is eaRQ}iled. 

Very truly yours^ 

V. Q. Calton 
Vocational Agriculture Teacher 
Boonshin 

VQC/el 
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IHFORMATIC® BLANK 

I* How lauch doos Tocatlonal agrioultiure instruction contribute to the needs of 
students entering the following? 

Intent of C(nitribution 
(Circle appropriate number) 

Very 
1, Farming (General, Livestock, None Some tfttch 

Broiler growing, etC» 1 2 3 —C' 

2« Non«faxm agricultural occupations 
(Producing for and Servicing 
Farmers and Distributing Farm 

5 1 2 3 ii 

3« Advanced training in agriculture 
(Agricultural College work, etc,) 

II, What is (are) the controlling purpose (s) of vocational agriculture as 
practiced in your department? (Mark "X" before inappropriate purposes} rank 
the remaining purpose (s) in or^r of ii^jortance#) 

1, To train for tiseful ei^loyment and proficiency in the farming 
occupation. 

J2, To train for useful employment and proficiency in an agricultural 
pursuit# (Farming and non-farm agricultural work) 
To train good citieens, intelligent consumers, and efficient 
producers, 

U, To provide enlistment of agriculture. 

Others (State) 

III* How many Ixys are there in the following situations? 

1, Number in your high school, 

2, Nonher enrolled in vocational agriculture, 

3» Number in your largest vocaticmal agriculture class. 

U* Number in your smallest vocational agriculture class. 

Number of graduates of vo-ag last year (1957-58)# 

6, Number of graduates of vo-ag last year who are not farming.. 

IV,, What is your situaticm concerning enrollment problems? 

The total enrollment of all-day boys in vocational agriculture— 

Too Small Too Large About High 
1, In the past has been— 

2, At present is——— 

'̂ future is eaqpected to be« 
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7, How wstsy tturoUed in vooational agrleulture who ahoiild not be there 
for eeeh of the following reasons? 

(No.) 1. No interest in agriculture. 

(No.) ^2. Inadequate facilities for carrying out a satisfactory supervised 
fanoing program. 

(No.) _3. Do not have reasonable chance of beooaing engaged in an agri* 
cultural pursuit. 

(No.) U* Insufficient mechanical ability. 

(No.) Other (State idiy) 

TI. Who is required to Maroll in vocati(nial agriculture in your school and ̂ y? 

Who is required Reasons Why RequjLred 
to enroll in Unable to 

Check vocational School schedule Other 

Here agriculture Policy other courses (State) 

9th Grade 

10th Grade 

nth Grade 

• 

12th Grade 

Certain 
Individuals 

No One 

VII. How does your school guidance program affect the enrollment of boys in 
vocational agriculture? (Check) The efforts of the guldanoe director(8)t 

1. Have no effect upon vocational agrioultore enrollment • 

2. Tend to guide high I.Q. students^ into )vocational agriculture. 
Out of ) 

3. Tend to guide low 1. U, students^ )vocational agriculture. 
Out^ .) 

increase ) 
U. Tend to, decrease )total number enrolled in vooatlonal agriculture. 

have no effect <m ) 
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TXXX* How much do the following subjects contribute to students ««xtering non-farm 
agrlcultur^ occupations (Producing fear and servicing farmers and dis-
tributing farm products)? (Please answer fear each subject) 

Extent of Contribution 
(Circle appropriate number) 

Very 
None Some Much 

1. Vocational Agriculture- 6 1 2 3 " "li 

2, Other Vocational Courses 
(T.&I* Distributive 
education^ etc*)——— 6 i z 3 h 

3* Mathttaatics (Qeometzyj Algebra, 
etc. 6 1 2 3 h 

U* Scienoe (Chemistry, Physios, 
etc.)* 6 1 2 3 h 

5* Social Scienoe (Civics, History, 
etc. 6 X 2 3 k 

6. English-

ZZ* How do you oosgtare the following factors of your work as an agricultural 
instiructor to the same factors as found in other agricultural service 
oocupati<H38 (Agricultural Extension Service, Soil Conservation Service, 
etc.)? 

degrees of Comparison
Factors of Xour Work 

Inferior Equal Superior 

Job Security 

Controlling Purpose 
of Your Work 

Patrons Attitude 

Long-Range (^tlook 

Salary 

"In 
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