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CHAPTER I 

IHTROWCTIOM 

of the Prohlea 

The parpose of this investigatioa was to ■she a follow-up study 

of the agrlculttural education aajors who graduated from The University 

of Tennessee Collei^ of Agriculture froa the fhll quarter, 19'^9« 

throui^ the spring q:aarter, 1955 • 

Analysis of the Study 

Por purposes of analysis the study was divided into the following 

questions: 

1. nroa what county and geographic division of Tenanssee or 

states other than Tennessee did the graduates cone? 

2. How aany of the graduates were transfer students? 

3* Wrcm vduit colleges did the transfer students coow? 

h. How aany quarter hours of college credit were transferred 

per student? 

c 9* Bow aany years of vocational agriculture did the graduates 

coaplete in high school? 

6. How aany of the graduates were luabers of the Future FUraers 

of America and for how aany years? 

7> What was the hi^st degree attained hy those gradnates idM 

were aeaft>ers of the Future lUrawrs of Aaerica? 

1 



8. Vben did thm grttdiwt«t decide to aajor In agricultural 

•ducatlonT 

9* did the graduates major la agricultural educatl(m? 

10* Vlho had the most Ixifluence on the decision of graduates 

to major In agricultural education? 

t,11. What vas the scholastic achleTemmat of the gfUdnates im 

agricultural education courses compared to their overall 

scholastic achievement? 

12. Hov many of the graduates hecame teachers of vocational 

agriculture? 

13* What occupations other than teaching vocational agricul 

ture did the graduates enter? 

Ik. Why did the graduates eater occupations other than teaching 

vocaticaial agriculture? 

Xhportancc of the Study 

A major objective of the Agricultural Education Bepartsmnt at %e 

University of Tennessee Is to train teachers of vocational agriculture. 

This study vlll provide pertinent data for the evaluation and isprove-

awnt of the Agricultural Education Curriculum and serve as a historical 

document of the Department. It vlU be of value to teachers and admin 

istrators in counseling students vho are Interested in becoming teachers 

of vocational agriculture. It will serve as a guide for similar studies 

in other departmenti of the College of Agriculture. The atudy will be 
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of value to the vriter as preparation for better work in the field of 

vocational agriculture. 

Scope of the Study 

This study Includes the two-hundred aluaml of 'Rie University of 

Tennessee College of Agriculture who graduated fr<»i the fall qiuurter, 
; 

/■ 19'^9> through the spring quarter, 1935> with a aajor In agricultural 

education. 

Deflnltlcm of Teras 

The tern "graduate" as used la this study is Interpreted to aeaa 

any person who eoBg)leted the technical and professional courses at The 

thalverslty of T.'BBessee that were necessary to qualify hln to be certi 

fied to teach vocatloml agriculture la Tennessee. 

The tens "vocational agriculture" as used in this study refers 

to agriculture taught in the public high schools under the provisions 

of the taith-Bughes Act of 1917• 

The term "agricultural education" as used in this stiidy refers 

to the curriculum offered by The University of Tennessee for training 

students at the college level who desire to becoMS q;uallfled to teach 

vocational agriculture. 

The ten "Ihture Farmers of America" as used In this study refers 

to the national organisation of farm boys who are studying vocational 

agriculture. It Is an Integral part of the Instructional program and 

Its primary objectives are to give farm boys the 0]^rtunlty through 
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personal participation to develop mral leadership, practice cooperation, 

perform eoasnnity service and acquire hahlts of thrift and Integrity. 

Method of Frocedore and Soorces of Data 

The procedure followed was to make a review of selected litera 

ture devoted to the enrollment, education said eaploysMnt of agricultural 

education graduates. Frcxn these readings and discussions with teachers 

and administrators the investigator devel<^d a list of the items to be 

collected for each individual included in the study. 

A list of the agricultural education graduates was obtained from 

records in the Agricultural Sdueation Departmeat. Permission was secured 

from The University of Tennessee Registrar to use the records in his 

office to collect the available information for this study. The fol 

lowing infozmtion was taken from tfan individual graduate's transcript: 

home town, h<a» county, section of the state, years of vocational agrl" 

culture, college frcmi vhich transferred, number of hours transferred, 

overall grade point mrertm;a, agricultural education course average, 

sttident teaching average and the overall agricultural education grade 

point average. This information was collected for all of the 200 grad 

uates included in the study. 

In order to secure the remaining information needed to answer 

the questions set forth in this study, an inquiry schedule (Appendix B) 

was developed by the investigator and mailed to the 198 living graduates. 

The addresses for the graduates were obtained from records in the Agri 

cultural Education Department, University of Tennessee Alumni Associa 

tion locator files. Agricultural Education staff members, and the 19^6 



Directory Issue of the County Agent k VO»AO Texdier.^ 

OiM hundred seventy four or Qj.Q per cent of the I98 liying 

grsdustes returned coapleted inquiry scl»dules. Of the 198 inquiz^ 

schedules aHilled, three vere returned to the writer hecsuse of incor 

rect address. 

The data were recorded and tabulated by the Investigstor. The 

presented in tables or factual statMssnts that follow in this 

study. 

Review of Related Llteratiure 

NhcDonald,^ in a study of University of Veraont graduates, found 

that desire to work with ftm# boys, plentiful Job oi^po^vnlties and 

variety of work influenced teachers oost in their decision to inaj<ur In 

agricultural education. The persons found to be nost influential in 

their choice were the teacher trainers, personal friei^, college advisers 

vocational agriculture teacher and supervisors. Seventy-two per cent of 

the tMchers indicated that they decided upon the agricultural education 

maj<» while in college, 20 per cent while in high school and 8 per cent 

chose after graduaticn from college. 

^"1956 Directory," County Aieent & VP-AG Teacher, 12:10-96, 
January 19^6. 

^land H. MscDonald, "Why Students Choose the Agricultural 
Education Msjor" (Departaent of Agricultural Educaticm, The University 
of Veraont, Burlington, 1953), PP- 20-29- (Mineographed) 
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H1x3 fooad that th* 166 agricultural aducatlou graduates of 

the tJalrersity of Oeorgla Included in his study were engaged in 37 

different occupations. Alnost half were employed in the field of roca-

tional agrlculturei one fifth vere engaged in fanning and related agri 

cultural occupations} oaa serenth vere employed in other professional 

agricultural occupations) om tvelfth vere in aiseellaneous occupations; 

and one tventieth vere engaged in educational vork of a non-agricultural 

nature. The major reason revealed for the large turnover of vocational 

agriculture teachers vas the low income offered in the field. 

Pearson,^ in a similar study at the University of Minnesota, 

found that $0.7 per cent of the graduates vere engaged in the teaching 

profession. Be states that a large proportion of the graduates enter 

the teaching profession after graduaticm hut there appears to be a tend 

ency to leave the teaching field in large numbers within the first five 

years. If an individual continues to teach for tea years, there is 

reason to expect that he will remain in the teaching field for thirty 

or more years. 

Clark^ in a study of agricultural education graduates of Michigan 

Bsarold L. Nix, "An Occupational Follow-t® Study of the Agricultural 
Education Majors \lho Graduated From the University of Georgia frcm 1939 to 
19l»8 Inclusive" (Unpublished Master's problem, Department of Agricultural 
Education, The Ihilversity of Georgia, Athens, 1991), PP« l>-90. 

'^Arvid Neil Pearson, "A Study of the Occupational and Socio-
Econcmic Status of Graduates of the University of Mlzmesota Agricultural 
Education Cvirriculua" (Uiqpublished Non-thesis study. Department of Agri 
cultural Education, The University of Minnesota, 1991), PP* 61-69-

^Raymond M. Clark, "factors Associated with Decisicms of Michigan 
Teachers to R^in in or to Leave the Field of Teaching Vocational Agri 
culture" (Unpublished Doctor of Education thesis, Department of Agricul 
tural Education, Michigan State College, 1990), pp. 179-109. 
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Stfkttt College foundthatteachers vho resmln in the professicm bad 

bie^er grades in student teaching but ranked soneshat lover in their 

perforasuace in technical agriculture courses, fbe teachers iiAo later 

left the professitm moved from their first position most frequently 

because of school administrators, adiereas those ̂ o remained in the 

pi>ofes8l<»i left their first position most freq^ntly for better salary, 

for better location in the state, or for a better professional oppor 

tunity. 

Peacock, McSpadden and Wlngo^ made a study of 12H graduates of 

The University of Tennessee College of Agriculture vfao graduated during 

the 30-year period ending in 1950. They found that 31.8 per cent of 

the graduates ceme from 21 Whet Tenneeeee counties, 29.5 par cent mum 

from 33 Bast Teniwaeee counties, and 38.7 par cent came from kl Middle 

Tennessee counties. Five and one-tenth per cent listed a permanent 

address outside Tennessee. The study showsd that 38 per cent of tiM 

graduates vere transfer students. Eleven per cent of these came tram 

instituticms outside Tennessee. Thirty-nine and eight-tenths per cent 

transferred from The University of Tennessee, Martin Branch. The aver 

age length of residence at The University of Tennessee for the transfer 

students ems 2.k9 years. In 1950, 72.5 par esmt of the graduates vere 

serving In Tennessee. Fifty-one per cent of the graduates reported 

their first snploynsnt after graduation as educational work, i^roxl-

mately 70 per cent of th<Me in educational vork (3^ per cent of all those 

%.D. Peacock, B. J. McSpadden and 6. H. Wlngo, "A Study of the 
Employment Opportunities for Agricultural Gradtiates of The University of 
!fennessse" (Unpublished study. College of Agriculture, The University of 
Tennessee, 1951)^ PP- 3-26. 
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reporting) wore •■ployed as teachers of rocational agriculture or as 

teachers in Veterans'-on-the-Fara Training Prograa. More than 70 per 

cent of the Agricultural Education graduates were eaployed as teachers 

of rocational agriculture or superrisors of Veterans'-on-the-lhra 

l!raining Prognus iasediately after graduation. However, this percentage 

decreased froa 70 to 52 by the tiae this study was coetpleted in 1950* 

Beaaer"^ found that of 307 Virginia Polytechnic Institute gradu 

ates surveyed in 19^^ there were 105 occupations represented. Upem 

graduation frcai Virginia Polytechnic Institute, 72.3 P«r cent of the 

graduates were eaployed as vocational agriculture teachers. As of 19^^, 

this percentage had been reduced to U2 per cent. Five per cent of the 

72.3 per cent were proaoted to other positions within the field of voca 

tional education in agriculture. He states that the aa^or reason for 

the aoveaent of teachers froi vocational education in agriculture to 

other occupations is due to the lack of financial opportunities in the 

field of education. 

Roderick^ aade a study of lk7 foraer Missouri teachers of Voca 
tional agriculture who had left the profession. He found that 22 per 

cent left because of limited opportunities for advancement, 12.k per cent 

left because salary not ccnmBensurate with work, 10 per cent because the 

7 
Ruftts W. Beamer, "A f011ow4Ip Study of Virginia Polytechnic

Institute Graduates in Agricultural Education Since I918" (Unpublished
Master's thesis. Department of Agricultural Education, Virginia Poly-
Technic Institute, 19k8), pp. k8v55* 

®C. V. Roderick, "Why Foraer Teachers of Vocational Agriculture
Left the Profession" (Department of Agricultural Education, University
of Missouri, Msy 1953)» PP-1-5 (Mimeographed) 

. ■■ 
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hielh school Adolnlstrators were uosTaipathetie toward tha prograa of 

vocatlooal agriculture, and 7'1 por c«nt left to snter faraing. 

Eoderlck states that of 1U7 teachers tdio left the profession, 23*8 per 

cent were teaching in fields other than vocational agriculture, 22.h 

per cent were engaged in farming and 22.h per cent in coesMrcial work. 

The above groups made up 68.6 per cent of all former teachers. The 

remaining 31.k per cent were engaged in various types of work such as 

farm managers. Soil Conservatica Service, United States Department of 

Agrictature, medical professicm, salesmen and ministers. 

Organization of the Study 

Chapter I introduces the problem and sets forth the procedure 

followed in solving it. 

Chapter II includes the data and discussion concerning the enroll 

ment in agricultural education and presents answers to qiuestions cms 

throuid^ four as stated in the analysis of this study. 

Chapter III includes the data and discussion concemiag the 

educati^aal experiences of the agricultural education graduates and 

presents answers to guestions five through eleven as stated in the analysis 

of this study. 

Chapter IV Includes the data and discussi<m conceming the employ 

ment of the graduates and presents answers to questions twelve through 

fourteen as stated in the analysis of this study. 

Chapter V includes a summary of the findings and the Implications 

of the study. 



CHAPTBB II 

wmrnxm 

General 

It Is the alB and reaponalbllity of the yarioua collegee and 

departments of Ihe Unlrerslty of Tennessee to serre the entire State* 

The State University is the only school in Tennessee that offen a 

curriculum for certification of vhite vocational agriculture teachers; 

therefore, the Agricultural Education Department is responsible for 

training the vocational agriculture teachers for the vhite departments 

of vocational agriculture in the ninety-five counties in Tennessee. 

This being the situation, the investigator set out to tz>y to determine 

if the Agricultural Education Department is training vocational agri 

culture teachers from every section of the state. 

Presentatira and Discussion of Data 

From What Counties of the State Did the Graduates Come? 

The data presented in Figure 1 are based on the hone address of 

the graduate as it was entered on the student's transcript when he 

enrolled at The University of Tennessee for the first tine. These data 

represent the 191 graduates included in this study who reported their 

hosM address in Tennessee. 

As shown in Figure 1, thirty of the 33 East Tennessee counties 

had at least one graduate during the six-year period represented by this 
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study* ^urss countles-^Scott^ Johnson, and Rhaa^dld not hava any grad* 

uatas during this period. Washington County in upper Sast Tennessee had 

ten graduates, uhich is four aore than any other county in East TVianessee 

and the highest number from any one county in the state. 

Thirty of the hi Middle Tenneseee counties had at least one grad 

uate. Eleren counties did not hare a graduate during the six years 

corered by this study. Those counties were: Bedford, Cannon, fUntress, 

Houston, Jackson, lewis, Marion, Orerton, Smith, Stewart, and Williamson. 

Davidson County in Middle Teimessee had nine graduates idiich is the 

largest number frcns any county in Middle Tennessee and the second largest 

number of graduates from any one county in the state. 

Sixteen of the 21 West Tezmessee counties had at least 

graduate during the period covered by this study. Five counties—Dyer, 

Fayette, Imke, Madison, and Tipton>-had no graduates. Gibson County had 

seven graduates, idiich was the third Isu'gest number of graduates from 

any one county in the state. 

Seventy-six or 8o per cent of the 95 counties in Tennessee had 

at least one graduate of The University of Tennessee College of Agri 

culture with a major In agricultural education during the six-year period 

covered by this study. Peacock^ found that 9h or 90.9 per cent of the 

95 counties in Tennessee were represented by the graduates included in 

his study of 12k4 gradxiates from the various department of The University 

of Tezmessee College of Agriculture irtio graduated during the 30-year 

period ending in 1950. 

0. Peacock, B. J. McSpadden, and G. H. Wingo, "A Study of the 
Euployment Opportunities for Agricultural Graduates of The University 
of Tennessee" (Unpublished study. College of Agricultuzre, The University 
of Tezmessee, 1951), pp. 3-26. 



13 

Trcm Wh»t OeoiirThlc Division of T«anes«ee or States That^ 

Tennessee Did the Graduates Come? 

The date presented In Table I shov the nuaber and percentage of 

graduates from East Tennessee, Middle Tennessee, West Tennessee, and 

states other than Tennessee. Of the 200 graduates, 75 or 37*5 P«r cent 

were fToa 30 of the 33 East Tunessee counties. Sixty or 30 per cent 

of the graduates were frcn 30 of the ̂ 1 Middle Tennessee counties, and 

$6 or 28 per cent were froa l6 of the 21 West Tennessee counties. Nine 

or '^•5 P«r coot of the graduates gare their h<nBs address as being In 

states other than Tennessee. Those nine graduates were from seren dif 

ferent states: two each fron Oklahona and North Carolina, and one frcn 

each of the following states: Alabaaa, Arkansas, Comwctlcut, Mississippi, 

and Texas. 

Tsble n shows the nunber and percentage of graduates fron East 

Tennessee, Middle Tennessee, West Tennessee, and states other than 

Tennessee by year of graduation frcn college. No one geographic division 

of the state had the highest percentage of graduates for a majority of 

the years shown In this study. East Tennessee had the hlehsst percentage 

of graduates In 1930-31, 1932-33, and equalled Middle Tennessee in 

19^9-30. West Tennessee, the division with the lowest overall percentage 

of graduates, had the highest percentage In 1953-5^ and 193'^-'55> 

In a study of 12kk graduates of The University of Tennessee 

College of Agriculture, covering a 30-year period ending In 1930, 

Peacock^ fcnud the hl|diu*t percentage of graduates, 3d*7 per cent, frcai 

®IiOC. clt. 



TABLE I 

DISTRIBUTIQIf OP GRADUATES PROM EAST, MIDDLE, 
AND WEST TENNESSEE AND STATES 

OTHER THAN TENNESSEE 

Graduates 

Section of State Number Per Cent 

East Tennessee 75 37.5 

Middle Tennessee 60 30.0 

Vest Tennessee 56 28.0 

States other than Tennessee 9 »^.5 

Total 200 100.0 
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Middle Teimeeeeej the lowest percentage, 29-5 per cent, frcm East 

Tezmessee) and Whst Tennessee between these two with 31.8 per cent, 

fhe percentage of gradiiates fron Eait Tennessee In Peacock's study is 

8.2 per cent lower than the percentage from Middle Tennessee; howerer, 

the percentage of graduates trtm East Texmessee in this study is 7-5 

per cent hii^r than the percentage from Middle Tennessee. 

The percentage of graduates from states other than Tennessee as 

shown in Table I is approximately the same as that found by l^cock,^ 

who stated that $.1 per cent of the graduates listed a permanent home 

address outside Texmessee. 

How Many of the graduates Were Transfer Students? 

The data presented in Table III show the mxmber and percentage of 

graduates xdxo transferred to The University of Tezmessee College of 

Agriculture by year of graduation frcm college. Of the 200 gzaduates, 

lk5 or 72.5 per cent transferred to the College of Agriculture. The 

percentage of graduates who were transfer students varied, by year of 

graduation from college, from a low of 66.6 per cent in 1951-52 and 

1953-5^ to a high of 79.^ per cent in 1952-53• 

Peacock^ fouzid that 38.9 per cent of the graduates included in 

his study were transfer students. His study represented graduates frcm 

various departments of the College of Agricultzire during a 30-year 

period begixming in 1930. The 38.9 per cent transfer students found by 

3loc. clt. 

SiiOC. clt. 
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TABLE III 

DISTRIBUTION OF TRANSFER STUDENTS 

BY YEAR OF GRADUATION 

Total Transfer Students' 
Year of Number of Per 

Graduation Graduates Number Cent 

191^9-50 61» k3 70.3 

1950-51 36 28 77^7 

1951-52 33 22 66.6 

1952-53 3^^ 27 79.1^ 

l953-5i» 21 15 71.4 

1951^-55 12 a 66.6 

Total 200 145 

Average 72.5 

i 

\. 1 
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Peacock is approxloately one half the percentage presented in the study 

reported here. 

from What Colleges Did the Transfer Students Come? 

the data presented in Table IV show that the 1^5 transfer students 

transferred to The Unirersity of Tennessee College of Agriculture froa 

30 collects. Of the IU5 transfer students, 59 or ̂ 0.7 per cent trans 

ferred from The University of Tennessee Martin Branch, Msrtin, Tennessee, 

foraerly The University of Tennessee Jhnior College. East TesMSsee 

State College, J<dmson City, Tennessee, had the second highest percentage 

of transfer students aiqr one college with 12.k per cent. 

Peacock^ found that approxiiaately >1^0 per cent of the transfer 

students included in his study were frm The Ihiiversity of Tennessee 

Martin Bxanch, Martin, Texuoessee. 

One hundred ten or 78.8 per cent of the l^i^S transfer students 

transferred frcsa the six colleges listed in Table IV. The reaaining 35 

or 2k.2 per cent of the tzansfer students transferred tram 2k other 

colleges with no aore than three students from any one college. 

Hov Many Quarter Hours of College Credit Were Transferred Per Student? 

The average nuniber of quairter hours of college credit transferred 

per student to The University of Tennessee College of Agricultiire is 

presented in Table V. The average nuoiber of hours txansferred per student 

varied froa a low of 80 hours in 1951'"52 to a high of 107 hours in 19k9-50 

with a six-year average of 96•5 quarter hours per student. This aeans 

^Loc. cit. 
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h j' y 

TABLS IV 

OXSEBfiUTICSI OF ffUUISFSR SIUDEHTS BT CQLLSQES 

ISOM WHICH TRANSFBRREO 

Colleges Fron Which TitmMferred 

University of Tennessee Mirtln Branch 
Martin, Tennessee 

East Tennessee State College 
Johnson City, Tennessee 

Tennessee Polytechnic Institute 
Cookevllle, Tennessee 

Middle Tennessee State College 
Murfreesboro, Tennessee 

Hlvassee Junior College 
Madlsonvllle, Tennessee 

Lincoln Menorial Ihiiverslty 
Harrogate, Tennessee 

2U Other Colleges* 

Total 

Tranefer Students 
Huaber Per Cent 

59 ko,7 

18 12A 

11 7.6 

11 7.6 

4.2 

5 3.4 

35 24.1 

145 100.0 

*Ho more than three students were from one college. 
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TABLE V 

AVSBAOS HUMBER OF HOURS TRAHSFSRREl) 
PER STUDEIfT BY YEAR OF GRADUATIOH 

FROM COLLEOE 

Are^e Rumber 
Numiber of of Hours 

Year of Transfer Truisferred 

Graduation Students Per Student 

19^9-50 107.0 

1950-51 28 8o.o 

1951-52 22 95.6 

1952-53 2? 102.8 

1953-5'^ 15 63.»» 

l95i»-55 8 87.5 

Six-Year Average 96.5 

i 

' V«."' >■ 

■ -- '■ Aim-, iiii^i ' r fi[f¥ lii '■ r-
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that OB the averaipi each of the txaaafer sta^iite entered Ihe University 

of Tennessee with six quarters (average of l6 quarter hours per quarter) 

or tvo years of college vork coiqpleted at colleges other than The 

University of Tennessee^ Booxville, Tennessee. With 212 quarter hcnirs 

required for graduation^ this SMsns that on the avexage 72.5 per cent 

of the graduates in this study completed at least 5'<-«5 par cent of their 

college vork at The University of Tennessee, Eaozville, Tennessee. 

5 ,> 

"5 



CHAPTER III 

EDUCATIQir 

Pressntatlon and Discussion of Data 

Hov Many Years of Vocational Agrlculttire Did the Graduates Conplete In 

Hlg^School? 

The number of years of vocational agriculture completed In hl^ 

school vas obtained by the Investigator from the graduate's transcript 

In the Registrar's Office. As shown In Table VI, 1^9 or 7^.5 per cent 

of the 200 graduates ccmiplsted at least cme year of vocational agrlcul* 

ture In high school. Ihe percentage of graduates coapletlng at least 

one year of vocational agriculture varied by year of graduation fVom 

college vlth a low of 67>6 per cent In 1952-53 to a high of 91*6 per 

cent In 1953-5^' There seems to be a tendency for the percentage of 

graduates vho had vocational agriculture In hl^ school to Increase from 

19U9-50 through 195^-55-

Table VII presents the number and percentage of graduates idio had 

vocational agriculture in high school by years of vocational agriculture 

completed In high school. Of the 11^9 graduates who had vocational agri 

culture In high school, 71 or kJ.B per cent completed four years, 37 or 

2k.9 per cent cwnpleted three years, and 29 or 19.5 P«r cent cwnpleted 

two years. Twelve or 8 per cent of the graduates who had vocational agrl* 

culture c<»pleted only one year. Item the data presented In Table VI It 

can be seen that approximately three fourths of the graduates have had 

some experience vlth vocational agriculture before entering college. One 
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TABLE VI 

DISTRIBUTION 07 GRADUATES WHO HAD VOCATIONAL 
AGRICULTURE IN HIGH SCHOOL BY YEAR 

07 GRADUATION IROM COLLEGE 

Year of Total Graduates Who Bad 
College Number of 

Graduation Graduates Number Per Cent 

19l»9-50 6k k6 71.8 

1950-51 36 26 72.2 

1951-52 33 21^ 72.7 

1952-53 3^^ 23 67.6 

1953-5'> 21 19 90.5 

195^-55 12 11 91.6 

Total 200 lk9 

Average 71^.5 



2k 

\ I . 
f 

TABLE VII 

DISTRIBUTION OF GRADUATES WHO HAD VOCATIONAL AaRlC0l»3OR£ 
BY YEARS OF VOCATIONAL AGRICULTORE 

COMPLETED IN HIGH SCHOOL 

Tears or voca 

tional Agriculture Graduates Who Had 

Conspleted in Vocational Agriculture 

High School Number Per Cent 

Four Years 71 1^7.6 

Three Years 37 2k,9 

Two Years 29 19.5 

One Year 12 8.0 

Total U9 100.0 
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hundred eight or 5^ P<r cent of the greduetes had at least three years 

of Tocatlonal agriculture before entering college. 

As shown in Table VIII, there were sore graduates each year ̂ o 

coBg)leted four years of rocational agriculture than there were coBg»leting 

either three, two, or one year. In erery year except 1953'^^ bhe nmiber 

of graduates who had coiq;>leted only one year of vocational agriculture 

was lover than the nunber conqpleting two, three, or four years. 

Table IX presents the average nunber of years of vocational 

agriculture conpleted per student having vocational agriculture in hi^ 

school. The average nunber of years of vocational agricultiu'e ccaqpletcd 

by those graduates who had vocational agriculture in high school varied 

from a low of 2.91 years in 19l>9-50 to a high of years in 195'»-55. 

The average nunber of years ccsipleted per student increased .5^ years 

during the six-year period covered by this study. However, at the sane 

tine there was a decreasing total nunber of graduates per year. Of the 

200 graduates, 1^9 cosqileted an average of 3*19 years of vocational 

agricultiure in hi|d^ school. 

HOW Mtoy of the Graduates Were Msnbers of the Future Famers of Anerica 

and For How Msny Years? 

The data presented in Table X show the nunber and percentage of 

graduates who were miibers of the Ihture Famers of Aaerica based on the 

17I1- e<ag>leted inquiry schedules. OO0 hundred thirty-one or 75*3 par 

cent of the graduates were nenbers of the future Famers of Anerica for 

at least one year. Forty-three or approxinately oob fourth of the 

graduates reporting were not sienbers of the Future Famers of Anerica. 
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TABLE IX 

AV1HA6E HUMBER OF YEARS OF VOCATIGNAL AGBICULIURS 
COMPLETED PER STUDENT HAVIKO VOCATIONAL 

AGRICULTURE BY YEAR OF GRADUATION 
FROM COLLEGE 

Graduates Average 
Having Number 

Year of Vocational of Years 

Graduation Agriculture Per Student 

l9'»9-50 1»6 2.91 

1950-51 26 3-19 

1951-52 2k 3.29 

1952-53 23 3.09 

1953-51^ 19 3.26 

195^^-55 11 3.1^5 

Six-Year Average 3.19 
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TABLB X 

XUMBER AND PSBCENTAGE OF GRADUATES WHO WERE 
MEMBERS OF THE FUTURE FARMERS OF AMERICA 

Graduates 

Number Per Cent 

Member of Future FUrmere 131 75.3 

Non-Members 24.7 

Total 174 100.0 
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Tible XI shovs the distribution of gr«d»«te« vho were aeoibers of 

the future Fhmers of Anerica by the number of years they were aeoibers. 

Elfi^ty-three or 63.3 per cent of the graduates %dio were asmbers of the 

Future fkroers of Aaerlca vere active for four years^ 20 or 15*3 psr 

cent for three years, 20 or I3.3 per cent for tvo years, and eii^t or 

6.1 per cent for one year. The number of graduates who vere meisbers of 

the future flarasrs of America for four years (Table XI) was greater than 

the nuBSber of graduates who ecaqileted four years of vocational agricul 

ture (Table VIII). This is possible because a student nay continue to 

be an active asadMr of the Future IhrMrs of America for four years If 

he has ccmpleted one year of vocational agriculture. 

What Was the Hltftiest Degree Attained by Those Graduates Who Were Members 

of the Future FUmers of America? 

As shown in Table XII, only three or 2.3 per cent of the graduates 

hold the Aaerlcan Farmer Degree and 2? or 20.6 per cent hold the State 

Firmer Degree. Eighty-seven or anproxlimtely two thirds of the gradu 

ates idio were members of the Future Farmers of Amrlca hold the Chapter 

Furmer Degree. Iburteen or 10.7 per cent of the graduates who vere 

membem of the future fUrmers of America hold the Oreen Hand Degree. 

When Did the Graduates Decide to MB.3or In Agricultural Education? 

As shown In Table XIII, 77 or U.3 per cent of the graduates 

indicated that they decided upon the agricultural education major while 

in high school) 15 or 8.5 per cent after high school and before college; 

22 or 12.6 per cent idtlle freshmen in college; 37 or 21.3 cent while 
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TABLE XI 

DISTRIBOTIOlf OF GBAIWATES WHO WERE MEMBERS OF THE 

FUTURE FARMERS OF AMERICA BY THE DUMBER OF 

YEARS THAT THEY WERE ACTIVE MEMBERS 

Gradiiatcs Who Were 

Members of the Futiire 

Years of Future FUraers of America 

Farmer Membership Dumber Per Cent 

Four Years 83 63.3 

Three Years 20 15.3 

Two Years 20 15.3 

One Year 8 6.1 

Total 131 100.0 
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TABLE XII 

HIGHEST DEGREE ATTAINED IN THE PUTURE PARMERS 

OF AMERICA BY GRADUATES WHO WERE ME^BSRS 

OF THE FUTURE FARMERS OF AMERICA 

Graduates Who Were 

Meahers of the Future 

Farmers of America 

Attained Number Per Cent 

American Farmer 3 2.3 

State Farmer 87 20.6 

Chapter Farmer 87 66.li 

Green Hand 111 10.7 

Total 131 100.0 



. , 
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TABLE XIII 

DISTRIBUTION OP GRADUATES BY TIME OP DECISION 
TO MAJOR IN AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION 

Graduates 

Time of Decision Number Per Cent 

While in High School 77 

After High School aad Before College 19 8.5 

Iteshman in College 23 16.6 

Soi^omore in College 37 21.3 

Jhnior in College 9 9.2 

After Getting Other B. S. Degree Ik 8.1 

Total Ilk 100.0 
. i .Jlil—■— IP 

r' I iiTi I' ■! - - r 'if 
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sophomores in college; 9 or 3.2 per cent \rhile Juniors In college; and 

ll^ or 8.1 per cent after getting a Bachelor of Science Degree In 

another major. 

The data presented In Table XIV shov that a total of 92 or 32.8 

per cent of the graduates decided to major In agricultural education 

before entering college, 68 or 39*1 per cent during college, and the 

remaining 8.1 per cent after they had graduated In another department. 

These findings are not in agreement vlth the findings by NacDonald^ 

vho found th't 72 per cent of the rocational agrlcoltuire teachers in 

Vermont decided upon the agricultural education major while In college, 

20 per cent while In hic^ school, and el^t per cent after graduation 

from college. 

Why Did the Graduates Major In Agricultural EducatlonT 

In responding to the questlcn on reasons for majoring in agrlcul* 

tiural education, graduates were asked to check all choices that were 

appropriate. As shown in Table XV, desire to work with farm boys was 

checked most often, vlth 123 or 70.7 per cent of those reporting checking 

it. Second In Importance was desire to work with adult farmers which 

was cheeked by 70 or ko.2 per cent of the graduates. Approximately 20 

per cent Indicated that they majored In agricultural education because 

they wanted the leadership training offered In the agricultural educa 

tion curriculum. Other reasons listed In comments were: "wanted to help 

^Leland H. MacDonald, "Why Students Choose the Agricultural 
Education Major" (Department of Agricultural Education, Ihe University 
of Vermont, Burlington, 1933)» PP* 20-29- (Mlmeograidiod) 
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TABLE XIV 

DISTRIBUTION OF GRADUATES BY THEIR D0CISION 

TO MAJOR IN AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION 

BEFORE, DURING, OR AFTER COLLEGE 

Graduates 

Tiine of Decision Number Per Cent 

Before Entering College 92 52.8 

During College 68 39.1 

After Getting Other B. S. Degree ll^ 8.1 

Total nh 100.c 
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TABLE XV 

RSASCatS FOR MAJORHIO IH AGRICULTURAL EDUCATIOH 

AS CHECKED BY CHE HUNDRED SEVENTY-FOUR 

GRADUATES 

Reason 

Wanted to Work With Farm Boys 

Wanted to Work With Adult Farmers 

Wanted Leadership Training Offered in 
the Agricultural Education Curriculum 

Plentiful Job Opportunities 

Salary Seemed Good 

Admired Social Position of 

the Agriculture Teacher 

Others 

Graduates 

Number Per Cent 

123 70.7 

70 lfO.2 

k2 21.1 

19.0 

27 15.5 

33 

27 15.5 

18 10.k 

V'. - ^ •p • 

^ . Pi': 
• V'. r *-v . • 
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ay hoM county,** "•hortage of ▼ocatlonal agricultural teachara," and 

'^thought I would like the work." 

MacDonald^ found that desire to work with fara hoys was checked 

aost frequently by teachers of vocational agriculture in ▼eraoot as 

the reason for aajoring in agricultural education. Plentiful Job 

Oiqportunities and variety of work were their next two choices. 

Who Bid the Most Influence in the Decision of Graduates to Major in 

Agricultural Education? 

In respcmse to the question concerning the person aost influen 

tial in the decision of the graduates, 98 or $7 par cent of the 172 

responding indicated that the vocational agriculture teacher was the one 

person most influential in their decision to aajor in agricultural edu 

cation as shown in Table XVI. Parents and relatives influenced 23 or 

Ik.k per cent of the graduates to aajor in agricultural education. High 

school teachers other than the vocational agricultture teacher was checked 

as the Bost influential person in their decision to aajor in agricultural 

education by 6 or 3.5 per cent of the graduates, college adviser by 5 

or 2.9 per cent, county agents and agricultural education teacher 

trainers by k or 2.3 per cent each. A aajorlty of the graduates who 

checlMd "others" indicated in cosDwnts that the decision was their "own" 

and was not influenced by any one person. Two of these graduates listed 

"fellow students" as the person aost influential in their decision to 

aajor in agriculttural education. One graduate listed "ay minister" as 

^Loc. cit. 
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TABL2 XVI 

PSBSOTS MOST ISmiSIITIAL IN THE DECISICffl 

OF GRADUATES TO MAJOR IN 

AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION 

GraduateB 

Most Influential Person Number Per Cent 

Vocational Agriculture Teacher 98 57.0 

Other High School Teachers 6 3-5 

County Agent k 2.3 

Parent or Relative 23 Ik.k 

Agricultural Education Teacher Trainer 2.3 

College Adviser 5 2.9 

Others* 32 18.6 

Total 172 100.00 

*A majority of these Indicated that no one person could 
be Identified as most influential. 
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the one person aoet Influential in his decision to najor In agricul 

tural education. 

What Was the Scholastic Achievement of the Graduates In Agricultural 

Sducatlon Courses Ccanpared to Ihelr Overall Scholastic Aehlereaent? 

As shown In Table XVII, the overall grade point average of the 

200 graduates Included In this study was, on the average, lover than 

the overall agricultural education grade point average. Ihe overall 

grade point average ranged frcoi a low of 2.^k for the 36 graduates In 

1930*^1 to a high of 2.09 for the 3b graduates In 19?l-$2, with a six-

year average of 2.68 quality points. The overall agricultural educa 

tion average varied from a low of 2.72 In 19^9-?0 to a high of 3.31 In 

195^-55* with a six-year average of 2.93 quality points. There was a 

definite upward trend in the overall agricultural education grade point 

average with an Incz^ase every year covered by this study. The overall 

grade point average was .25 quality points lower than the overall agrl-

Cttltvural education grade point average for the six years covered by thle 

study. 

A ccanparison of the agricultural education course average with 

the student teaching average reveals that the stxident teaching average 

was higher In each successive year shown and that the six-year student 

teaching average of 3.C2 exceeded the six-year agricultural education 

course average of 2.78 by .2^^ quality points and the overall grade point 

average by .3^. The average grade for student teaching was slli^tly 

above a "B" for the six-year period covered by this study. 
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CHAPTER I? 

EMPLOTMEHT 

Gszteral 

In recent years the xnihlic hl^^ schools of Tennessee that offer 

vocational agriculture have been vucttble to eigploy qualified vocational 

agrlc\ilt\ure twchers to fill all of the positions available. It vas 

the purpose of the Investl^tor to detemlne how sMuy of the agricul 

tural education graduates becooM vocational agriculture teachers and 

hov aany go into other types of eoployaent. If the graduate vas not 

teaching vocational agriculture he was asked why he vent Into tbat occu 

pation instead of teaching vocational agriculture. 

Presentation and Dlsciuslon of Data 

How Msny of the Graduates Becaae Teachers of Vocational Agriculture? 

The data presented In Table XVIII show that of the IT'^ graduates 

reporting, 113 or 6^.9 per cent have taught vocational agriculture at 

sose tlsM since graduation fToai college. Eiffixty'toar or kS.J per cent 

of the graduates taught vocational agriculture as their first enploy-

ment after graduation froa college. The percentage of gradxiates ̂ ose 

first enpl<^)nBent was teaching vocational agrlculttire varied from a low 

of 32.6 per cent in 19^9-50 to a hl|h of 66.6 per cent In 1950-51*• 

difference of 3!^ per cent. At the tiae of this Investigation (1956) 8l 

or k6.6 per cent of the graduates were teaching vocational agriculture. 

Of the 61 graduates idio were teaching vocational agriculture* only 6h 
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or aKProxlBMtclj 79 P«r cent of thoM teaching vere teaching in 

Tenneaaee. Of the 17 graduatea idio are teaching rocatlonal agricul* 

ture in atatea other than Tenneaaee, are teaching In Indiana, two in 

North Carolina, and one in Illinoia. Of the 113 graduatea idio have 

taui^t vocational agricult\ire at aom tiiM aince graduation, 6l or 71*7 

per cent vere teaching in 1956. 

Beaaer^ found that of 307 Virginia Polytechnic Ixuititute gradu> 

atea aurveyed, 72.3 par cent vere eaployed as teachers of vocational 

agriculture at aoae tine after graduation from college. Aa of 19^8, 

this percentage had been reduced to U2 per cent. Nix^ found in 19^^ 

that alnoat one half of the agricultural education graduatea of the 

tJnlveraity of Georgia since 1935 vere eoployed in the field of voca 

tional education. Pearson^ found that 50.7 per cent of the agricultural 

education graduatea of the University of Minnesota vere engaged in the 

teaching profession in 1951* Peacock^ found that 52 per cent of the 

^Rufus w. Beaner, "A Pollov-Up Study of Virginia Polytechnic 
Institute Graduates in Agricultural Education Since 1918" (Unpublished 
Master's thesis. Department of Agricultural Education, Virginia 
Polytechnic Institute, 19^^), pp. ̂ -55* 

^Harold L. Nix, "An Occupational Follov-Up Study of the Agricul 
tural Education Majors Who Graduated FTcas the University of Georgia from 
1935 to 19^^ Inclusive" (Unpublished Master's problem. Department of 
Agricultural Education, The University of Georgia, Athena, 1951)» PP* 

^Arvid Neil Pearson, "A Study of the Occupaticnml and Socio-
Econcnlc Status of Graduates of the University of Minnesota Agricultural 
Education Curriculum" (Ui^blished Non-thesia study. Department of 
Agricultural Education, The University of Minnesota, 1951)^ PP. 61-69* 

%.D. Peacock, B. J. McSpadden and G. B. Wingo, "A Study of the 
Eoploymant Opportunities for Agricultural Gra^tes of the University of 
Tezmessee" (Unpublished study. College of Agriculture, The University of 
Tennessee, 1951)» X^* 3-26. 



agricultural education graduates of The University of Tennessee were 

eaoloycd as teachers of Tocatlonal agriculture or superrisors of 

Veteraxui*-on*the-fara Training in 1930. 

What OccuDations Other Than Teachers of Vocational Agriculture Did the 

Graduates Enter? 

As shown in Table XIX the Ifk graduates xeporting entered l6 

different occupations as their first eaployaent after graduation. 

rorty»ei|d^t and three-tenths per cent of the graduates were teachers 

of woeational agriculture followed by 15.5 per cent who becaaw teachers 

or supervisors of Veterans'-on-the-Tarm Training. Twenty-four or 13.8 

per cent of the graduates entered the nilitary service soon after grad 

uation. Seven or 4.0 per cent went into extension service work and the 

same ausber entered a graduate program at aaua college or university. 

As shown in Table XIX, the 174 graduates were engaged in 21 dif 

ferent occupations in 1958. Teachers of vocational agriculture made 

the highest misiber of graduates Mgaged in any one occupation with 46.6 

per cent. This was only 1.7 per cent less than the 84 or 48.3 P«v cent 

vhtt becaam teachers of vocational agriculture as their first esg^loymeat. 

However, from the time of first eaqployaent until this study was made 

(1956) 64.9 per cant of the graduates taught vocational agriculture at 

some time. This means that 28.3 per cent of tte gwduates idio had 

tauid^t vocational agriculture left the profession and entered other 

occupations by 1956. By 1956 the percentage of graduates engaged in the 

Veterans'-on-the-Farm Training pr<HPWB had decreased from 15*5 per cent 

to 1.7 per cent. The percentage of graduates employed as extension 
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TABLE m 

DISTRIBOTIOW 0? 0RAD0ATE8 BY FIRST CXJCUPATION AFTER 
COLLEGE AND BY PRESHMT OCCUPATION 

First Occupation Present Occupation 
Occupation Hunber Per Cent Number Per Cent 

Vocational Agriculture Teacher ek H8.3 81 46.6 

Military Service 2k 13.8 19 10.9 

Salesman 5 2.8 12 6.9 

Extension Service 7 k.o 11 6.3 

High School or Elementary Teacher k 2.3 10 5.7 

Graduate Student 7 h.o 6 3.1> 

Defense Worker k 2.3 6 3.4 

Own Business 1 .6 6 3.^^ 

Soil Ccmservatlon Service 
-

«» k 2.3 

Veterans-On-Farm Training 27 15.5 3 1.7 

Farming 7 k.o 3 1.7 

Students (other than graduate) 
- 2 1.2 

Production and Marketing 
Administration 2 1.2 2 1.2 

Farmers Home Administration - - 2 1.2 

Miscellaneous (7 different 
occupations) 2 1.2 7 4.0 

*, i'*' 
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ag«nt«, school and slsmexitary teachers, sad defense workers 

lacressed as shown la Table XIX. 

Rlx^ found that l66 sgrlcultaral education graduates of the 

University of Georgia were engaged in 37 different occupations. Alaost 

one half were engloyed in the field of vocational agriculture; one 

fifth were engaged in faming and related agricultural occupations; one 

seventh were raployed in other professional agricultural occupations; 

one twelfth were in oiscellaneous occupations; and one twentieth were 

engaged In educational work of a non-agricultural nature. 

VBnr Do Graduates Enter Occupations Other Than Teaching Vocational 

Agriculture? 

Of the 17k graduates reporting, 93 vere not teaching vocational 

agriculture at the tins this study was ccxapleted. These 93 graduates 

were asked to check the reason or reasons why they entered another occu 

pation. As shown in Table XX, "aoze chance for advancenent" was checked 

by 53 or 97 per cent of the graduates axunrering this question. "libber 

salary" was chected by k8 or ̂ 1.6 per cent and "sore personal freedoa" 

was checlMd by 26.9 per cent of those graduates answering this question. 

Only 8.6 per cent of the graduates answering this question checked "no 

vocational agriculture teaching jobs available." Soae of the "other 

reas(ms" listed by tiie graduates were: ''had to serve ay ailitary obli 

gation," "desired asdical profession," "poor relationship with State 

Supervisor, "didn't like student teaching," "aoney behind the back controls 

5llix, oj^. cit. 
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TABLE XX 

REASONS FOR ENTERING OCCUPATIONS OTHER THAN 
TEACHmO VOCATIONAL AGRICULTURE AS 
CHECKED# BY NINETY-THREE GRADUATES 

Reasons for Entering Graduates 
Other Occupationa Number Per Cent 

No Vocational Agriculture 
Teaching Jobs Available 8 8.6 

Salary Was Hl(^er k6 51.6 

More Chance for Advancement 53 57.0 

Fever Working Hofurs Required 16 19.3 

More Personal FreedcMi 25 26.9 

Work More Interesting 17 18.3 

Other 33 35.5 

*Each graduate could check more than one reason. 



 

th« leadership positions in the edncatltm syste*,""too nieh politics 

Inrolred," "wanted Job near wife's hoM," and "health was had." 

Roderick^ In a study of Ih? foraer Missouri teachers of voca 
tional agriculture who had left the profession found that 22 per cent 

left because of Halted opportunities for advanceaent, 12.h per cent 

because salary not ecaoBensurate with work, 10 per cent because the 

high school adalnlstrators were unsyapathetlc toward the prograa of 

vocational agriculture, and 7*1 psr cent left to enter faming. 

-a ■>- ^ 
A . . 

V. Roderick, "Why FOraer Teachers of Vocational Agriculture
Left the Professlnn" (Departaent of Agricultural Education, University
of Missouri, Msy 1953)» PP* 1*5 (Nlaeographed) 
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CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY AlfD IMPLICATIONS 

Thtt purpose of this Investigatlcm v»s to BSke s follow-up study 

of the agricultural education sajors who graduated from Ihe Unlrerslty 

of Tennessee College of Agriculture froa the fall quarter, 19'^9> 

through the spring quarter, 1933• 

The data for this study were secured from the graduates* tran 

scripts and from Inquiry schedules. The Inquiry schedules were com 

pleted by 17'^ of the 200 graduates In this study. 

Enrollment 

1. One hundred ninety one of the 200 graduates of The Uhl-

Terslty of Tennessee College of Agriculture with a major In agri 

cultural education came trm 76 of the 99 counties In Tennessee. Nine 

of the graduates came from sewen states other than Ttiuaessee. Approx 

imately 37 por cent of the graduates came frwn 30 of the 33 Bast 
•H 

Tennessee counties, 28 per cent from l6 of the 21 West Tennessee 

counties, and 30 per cent from the 1»1 Middle Tennessee countlee. 

2. One hundred forty fire or 72.5 per cent of the graduates 

transferred to The University of Tennessee College of Agriculture. 

3. The lh5 transfer students came to The University of Tennessee 

from 30 different colleges. Approximately three fourths of the transfer 

students transferred from six colleges. One fourth of the transfer 
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students transferred tram other colleges with no aore than three 

students tram any one college. Forty per cent of the transfer stu 

dents cane frou Thus University of Temisssee Martin Branch, Martin, 

Tennessee. 

h. Sach of the transfer students transferred an average 

of 96.5 quarter hours or approxiaately tvo years of college work to 

The University of Tennessee College of Agriculture. 

Sducation 

^pfroxlBately three fourths of the graduates eoagpleted an 

average of 3*19 years of vocatKuial agriculture in hi|d^ school. 

6. Of the 131 graduates idio vere asUbers of the lUture Varaers 

of Aaerica, per cent vere active for four years, 15 per cent vere 

active for three years, 15 per cent vere active for tvo years, and 6 

per cent vere active for one year. 

7* Approxiaately three per cent of the graduates tdio vere 

asahers of the lUture Ihraers of Aaerica hold the Aaerican Fkraer 

Degree, 20 per cent hold the State Ihraer Degree, 66 per cent hold the 

Chapter Vhraer Degree, and 10 per cent hold only the Green Band Degree. 

6. i^r<nciaately 53 Per cent of the graduates decided to aajor 

in agricultural education before entering college, 39 per cent during 

college, and 8 per cent after getting a Bachelor of Science Degree in 

another aajor. 

9. Desire to vork vith fUra boys influenced graduates most in 

their decision to aajor in agricultural education. 
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10. Ibft vocational agrlctature teacher vaa found to be the 

person aost influential in the decision of 57 per cent of the grad 

uates to aajor in agricultural education. 

11. The scholastic achieveaent of gradaates in agricultural 

education courses, based on grade point averages, vas .25 (2.93 - 2.68) 

(fuality points higher than the scholastic achievsasst of the graduates 

in all courses taken in college. 

SteploTOsnt 

12. AP!Pr<»iBntel7 k8 per cent of the gradoates taught voca 

tional agriculture as their first eaqploynnnt, but the percentage of 

graduates xdio were teaching vocational agrictilture at the tine of 

this study had been reduced to U6.5 ]^r cent. At the tine of this 

study approxinately two thirds of the graduates reporting had tau^t 

vocational agriculture at soise tine since graduation. 

13. The I7H graduates reporting entered sixteen different 

occupations upon graduation frcn college, but at the tine of this 

study they were enms^d in 21 different occupations. 

Ik. "More chance for advancement," "hi^er salary," and "more 

personal freedom" were the najor reasons given for entering occupations 

other than teaching vocational agriculture. 

Ijqplicatiaas 

A critical analysis of the findings presented in the preceding 

pages of this study suggests a number of implications for the people 
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concerned vlth the education and adalnistration of teachers of roca-

tional agriculture In Tennessee. The writer belleres that soos of the 

oajor lapllcatlons are Indicated iifthe following stateaents: 

1. A list of the courses offered at the six colleges presented 

in Tshle IT which will be accepted by The Qnirerslty of Tennessee for 

credit toward a Bachelor of Science Degree in Agricultural Education 

should be prepared. This list should be nade available to the students 

at those six collegss, senior vocational agriculture students, and 

other interested pers<»is. 

2. The vocational agriculture students who have eosqpleted 

three or four years of vocational agriculture and wore active In the 

Future Ihmers of Aaerlca should be encottraged by their vocational 

agriculture teacher to consider teaching vocatl<»ial agriculture as an 

occupation. If they do not Intend to fam. 

3. The agricultural education departnent should prepare a hand 

book that would give the infomatlon needed by vocational agriculture 

teai^rs for counseling high school students who are Interested in 

beeooing vocational agriculture teachers. 

b. ireshasn and sophosmres in The university of Tennessee College 

of Agriculture who have nade their decision to oajor in agricultural 

education should be given an opportunity to take a course In agricul 

tural education which would Involve the presentation of the duties and 

responsibilities of a vocational agriculture teacher and the Job oppor 

tunities in vocational agriculture and related fields. 
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5* An •vmluatlon of the gzmdee given in student tenehlag 

should be mde by the teacher trainers In the Agricultural Education 

Departaent. 

6. Ihe Agricultural Education Department should try to train 

approxlaately 50 nev teachers each year becausa there are usually 25 

or 30 Jobs available each year* If each of the 95 counties vould 

stqpply one graduate every two years or If each of the 29^ vocational 

agriculture teachers vould influence one student to major in agri* 

cultural education every five years, an adequate supply of vocational 

agriculture teachers would be provided. 

7> Ihe College of Agriculture and the Agricultural Education 

DspartSMnt should continue to inprove its relationship with the voca 

tional agriculture teachers of Tennessee so that the need for nev 

vocational agriculture teachers may be more coapletely fulfilled. 

8. The State SuperviscMr of Vocational Agriculture, or the office 

charged with the responsibility of placing or recoBMnding teachers, 

should give "outstanding" and "pmrnlsiag" teachers who have had eigper-

ience the first chance to transfer to the 'iMitter" teaching positions 

when they becca» vacant. 
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APPEMSIX A 

rai TOiViRsm or tesnssses 
BffGXVILLE 

College of Education 

DepartBient of 
Agricultural Education 

Bate: April 2, 1956 

To: 

From: George W. Wlegere, Jr., Head, Bepartnent of Agricultural Education 

Re: A 7ollow-Up Study of Graduates In Agricultural Education 
Kroa I9U9-I955 

Ernest F. Anderson Is SMfGclng a study of the graduates In Agricultural 
Education during the last six years as a basis for his thesis. For you 
vho do not knew Ernest, he is a native of DeEalb County and studied 
vocational agriculture at Liberty. Re graduated from The University of 
Tennessee In 1953 ̂ d served two years In the Army before returning last 
Fall to work toward his Mister's degree. 

As a part of this study he wants to leam some of your experiences with 
vocational agriculture before you entered college and the Jobs you have 
held since graduation. He has prepared a survey form to make answering 
as easy as possible for you. Most of the questloxu can be answmred by 
checking your choice of the answers. 

We would appreciate your cooperation In this study. Ihe Infoimatlon you 
give will be kept confidential and no personal references will be Included 
In the sunmary. 

Ernest and I will appreciate an early reply so that he can tabulate the 
data and complete the study this quarter* 

GWW:evl 
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APPERDIX B 

NaLiM_ 

Mklling Address 

1. When did yoa decide to antjor in Agricultural Education? (Check one) 

a. Vbile in high school a. ____________ 
h. T^eshaan in college h. 
c. Sophomore in college c. 
d. Jlmior in college d. 
e. After getting other B. S. degree e. 
f. Other 

2. Why did you major in Agricultural Education? (Check appropriate 
answers) 

a. Plentiful job opportunities a. ________ 
b. Wanted to work with farm boys b. __________ 
c. Wanted to work with adult farmers c. _________ 
d. Salary seemed good d. 
e. V?anted leadership training in Agricultural 

Education curriculiim s. 
f. Admired social position of agricultural teacher f. _________ 
g. Other _____________________________________________________ 

3. What one person Influenced you most in your decision to major in 
Agricultural Education? 

a. My VO-AO teacher a. ________ 
b. Other high school teachers b. _________ 
c. County Agent(8) c. 
d. Parents or relatives d. 
e« Agricultural education teacher trainers e. ________ 
f. College adviser f. 
g. Others _________________________________________________ 

k. Were you a member of your high school FFAT _____ Yes No 
If so^ how many years? 

a. Four years a. _______ 
b. Three years b. _______ 
e. Two years c. _______ 
d. One year d. ________ 
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5' If you ver« a oeaber of the fFA, what was the hli^st degree 
attained? 

a. Aaericflm Famer a. 

h. State Farmer h. 
e. Chapter Farmer e. 

d. Green Hand d. 

6. Pleaee correct and cooplete the follovlng record of enplc^irment: 

SCHOOL YEAR TYPE OP JOB ADSRESS 

SHuqple Vo-Ag Teacher Johnsville, Tenn* 

1. 1950-51 

2. 1951-52 

3. 1952-53 

1953-5l» 

5- 195M5 

6. 1955-56 

7. If you are not teaching VO-AG> *diy did you enter another occupation? 
(Check appropriate ansvers) 

a. No VO-AG teaching jobs available a. 

h. Salary vae higher b. 

c. More chance for advancesnnt e. 

d. Fewer working hours req;ul3?ed d. 
e. More personal freedom e. 

f. Work more interesting f. 

e- Other 
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