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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Vocational education is referred to as the bridge between man 

and his work* Millions of people need this education in order to earn 

a living* Every man wants to provide for his family with honor and 

dignity and to be counted as an individual. Providing for an indi¬ 

vidual^ employability as he leaves school, and throughout his work 

life, is one of the major goals of vocational education (8:1). 

The magnitude of student potential is illustrated by the large 
numbers of students leaving school each year and seeking labor 
market entry, including nearly one million high school dropouts, 
more than one million non-collcge bound high school graduates, and 
several hundred thousand college dropouts. As a group these repre¬ 
sent 75 to 80 per cent of all our youth, and the educational 
preparation and occupational well-being of this group will in 
large measure determine the course of this nation in the years 
ahead (12:50). 

In the words cf Willard Wirtz, ’’full employment in this country 

depends on full education” (13^7)* Fifty-three per cent of the total 

job opportunities in the United States lie in the distributive occupa¬ 

tions (3:9)• Edward T, Ferguson, Jr., of Ohio State University, 

stated that he strongly believes that most of the occupational informa¬ 

tion now being dispensed by guidance personnel will be incorporated 

into a variety of curricular offerings in tomorrow’s schools (2:16-17)* 

Since more than one-half of the total job opportunities in the United 

States lie in the distributive occupations, it is the belief of this 

writer that o’tr high schools must prepare individuals for these 
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occupations. It is the purpose of this investigation to find out why 

more North Dakota Class ’’B" High Schools do not offer distributive 

education in their curricula. 

Statement of the Problem 

Currently in North Dakota there are only two Class ,SBM Schools 

out of a possible 2^3 schools with a distributive education program. 

The State Board of Vocational Education along with the State Super¬ 

visor have been trying to inform the public about vocational education. 

The legislative Research Committee in North Dakota's House studied 

vocational education and toured vocational facilities in Minnesota, 

as well as North Dakota, to gain a background in vocational programs. 

The purpose of this Investigation is to see why 2^1 Class "B" High 

Schools in North Dakota are not participating in a Distributive 

Education Program. 

Procedure 

Th? following procedures were used by the investigator during 

the course of his investigation: 

1. A review of literature in the field was made to determine 

the need for such a study. 

2. A request for Class "B" Schools and their addresses and the 

names of surerintendents was sent to the Department of Public Instruc¬ 

tion at Bismarck, North Dakota. 
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3. A letter was sent to the State Supervisor of Vocational 

Education obtaining the names of schools who had a distributive educa¬ 

tion program. 

4. A questionnaire was sent to 2^1 superintendents in schools 

where there was no distributive education program. 

5. The validity of the questionnaire was checked by an expert 

Dr. G.. Dean Palmer, staff of Montana State University. 

Limitations 

This investigation was limited by the following: 

1. The investigation was limited to Class "B" High Schools 

in North Dakota, as it was the feeling of the investigator that many 

of the Class ’’A" Schools do have a distributive education program. 

2. The investigation was limited to the Class ''B” Schools 

that do not have a distributive education program. 

3. A Class "B1’ High School has an enrollment of under 300 

students. A school can elect to go Class "A" after an enrollment of 

230 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

The Need for Expansion of Distributive Education 
in North Dakota 

After a review of literature, it is the belief of this investi¬ 

gator that distributive education must be expanded in North Dakota. 

This is supported by the fact that there are 2?7 schools in North Da¬ 

kota and they have only sixteen schools which have a distributive edu¬ 

cation program (4:43). This is further substantiated by the fact that 

North Dakota has 243 Class "B" Schools in the state at the present tine, 

and the past year there were only two schools participating in a dis¬ 

tributive education program. Next year only one Class ’’B'5 School will 

have such a program (Appendix D). The untrained, the unskilled, and 

the undereducated are today’s unemployed, underemployed, and poorly 

paid. The unemployment rate among these groups in November of 1968 v/as 

at a near depression level of 13 per cent, although the overall unem¬ 

ployment rate, 3*3 per cent, v/as the lowest since the end of V/orld 

War II (10:4). Grant Venn stated there is little room in the labor 

market for the undereducated, unskilled young worker. Instead of ini¬ 

tiation they find rejection (12:37)• 

With many of our students being dissatisfied with our tradi¬ 

tional high school curriculum, it is the feeling of this investigator 

that distributive education provides the flexibility that is needed in 

our high school curriculum. The need and demand for occupational 



education is far outpacing its availability despite recent expansion. 

Estimates indicate that some 1? million Americans now need vocational 

education and training, in addition to the 9 million already enrolled 

(10:?)* Distributive education allows many students to continue their 

education with this flexibility. It also provides the student with a 

salable skill that is needed by young workers in securing a job. No 

longer can the emphasis be on matching the best man with an existing 

job; it must be placed on providing a suitable job for each man or 

equipping the man to fill a suitable job (8:4). With the rate of un¬ 

employment at 6.2 per cent it is evident that our young people will 

need a good background for getting a job, and this is what distributive 

education is attempting to do (7:90). 

Vocational Education in North Dakota 

After the passing of the Vocational Act of 1963 by the National 

Congress, the North Dakota State Board of Vocational Education appointed 

the first full-time Director of Vocational Education for North Dakota 

with the State Superintendent of Public Instruction as the Director 

(3:2). Vocational Education progressed in the state, as in 1963 Bis¬ 

marck High School was the first secondary school to offer trade and 

industrial courses. 

Prior to 1963 the traditional vocational education programs in 

North Dakota high schools were in agriculture and home economics. In 
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1961 the State had 59 schools and 2,397 students involved with agri¬ 

culture. In the same year home economics had 5»3^1 students in 110 

schools. In 1961, distributive education programs involved 164 stu¬ 

dents whereas none of the schools had an office education program 

(Appendix E). 

North Dakota is composed of mostly a rural population, and 

agriculture and hone economics still involve the largest number of stu¬ 

dents in vocational education at the high school level. 

In 1965 the State Board appointed the first full-time Super¬ 

visor of Office Occupations. In the State, on the secondary level, 

there are 45 schools participating in an Office Education Program in¬ 

volving 1,805 students (Appendix E). 

In 1966 the State Board of Vocational Education designated 

Fargo Public School and Dickinson Public School as area vocational 

schools. In the same year, nine schools participated in a distribu¬ 

tive education program involving 283 students (Appendix E). In 1970, 

North Dakota had 10 scnools offering a distributive education program 

and this involved 492 students (Appendix E). At the end of the 1971 

school year, North Dakota had 16 schools and 792 students involved 

in a distributive education program at the secondary level (5:7)* 

In 1968, the United States Congress passed the amendments to 

the Vocational Education Act of 1963* The act constitutes an in¬ 

clusive approach to education, recognizing that a modern democracy 
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must teach all the children and that education must prepare students 

for occupational and educational attainment (10:1?)• After the pass¬ 

ing of these amendments, many professional educators, lay people from 

governmental agencies, agriculture, and business met to set the ground 

work for a Master Plan for Vocational Education in the State of North 

Dakota. This plan was completed in September, 1969i with recom¬ 

mendations (5^)* 

With the expanding of vocational programs in agriculture 

business, heme economics, office education, distributive education, and 

trade and industry, the State Board assigned the lower level of the 

Highway Department building for the State Staff. Much unification re¬ 

sulted as various departments which had offices in Grand Forks, Fargo, 

and Wahpeton were now centralized in Bismarck (5:5)• 

At the present time junior colleges in North Dakota who are 

participating in distributive education programs are: Bismarck, Devils 

Lake, Wahpeton, and Williston (5:^)* 

The source of funds for vocational education programs has in¬ 

creased since 1965• From 1965-65» the Federal Government provided 

North Dakota with $1,400,000 (Appendix F). In the same year the local 

funds amounted to $1,600,000 and the state funds to $350,000 (Appendix 

F). The state institution funds amounted to one million dollars (Ap¬ 

pendix F). In comparing the expenditures in 1969-71I the Federal 

Government provided vocational education funds to North Dakota in the 
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amount of $3»250,000 (Appendix F). The local funds amounted to 

$1*^00,000 (Appendix F). The state institution funds amounted to 

$2,500,000 (Appendix F). 

Appropriations for vocational education in North Dakota are in¬ 

creasing at all levels of government (11:142)• Over the past decade 

the national expenditure for education increased by about 170 per cent. 

The increase in federal, state, and local expenditures for vocational 

and technical education was 8? per cent (12:57)* 

Vocational education is expanding in North Dakota and the State 

Board has implemented programs for informing North Dakotans about voca¬ 

tional educational developments. Five days a. week the State Board has 

a program three and one-half minutes in length on 23 radio stations 

throughout the state (5^5)• A series of one-minute films on vocational 

education were used by television stations as public service announce¬ 

ments and these were prepared in a joint project between the State 

Beard for Vocational Education and the State Advisory Council on Voca¬ 

tional Education (5:6), 

The review of literature has indicated that more money is being 

funded for vocational education in North Dakota. However, the purpose 

of this study is to see why only two Class "B" High Schools in North 

Dakota are participating in a distributivt' education program. In Chap¬ 

ter III the results of a questionnaire that was sent to 241 
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superintendents shows some possible reasons for lack of participation 

in a distributive education program. 



CHAPTER III 

EXTENT OF DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION IN NORTH DAKOTA 

A letter was sent to the Department of Public Instruction, 

Bismarck, North Dakota, asking for the names of the superintendents 

along with their addresses of all Class n3n High Schools in North Da¬ 

kota. A booklet was received from the Department of Public Instruction 

entitled Directory of North Dakota High Schools. A letter was also sent 

to the State Supervisor of Vocational Education. A list of schools 

which currently do have a distributive education program was obtained. 

The only two Class UB" High Schools in North Dakota who have a dis¬ 

tributive education program at this time are: Kenmare Public High 

School; and Velva Public High School. These tv/o schools have enroll¬ 

ments of 214 and 194 students respectively (4:21-40). 

A letter of introduction was sent to the superintendent of 

every Class "B" High School in North Dakota that did not have a dis¬ 

tributive education program. This number amounted to 241 schools. 

Along with this letter of introduction, a questionnaire was sent to 

the superintendent to be filled out by him. The recipient of the ques¬ 

tionnaire was to indicate by a mark in either the "Yes" or "No" column 

to each question asked in the questionnaire. A second mailing was 

made to those people who had not responded to the first mailing. 

Of the 24l questionnaires that were sent out, there was a 

return of 219* or a 90.1 per cent, which was used in this study. Due 
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to the fact that in some schools there v/as a new administrator, not 

all questions could be ansv/ered and those are shown in the tables. 

The questionnaire involved a series of questions. The recipi¬ 

ent had a chance to answer each question on an individualistic basis 

as it pertains to his school. 

Report of the Questionnaire 

The first question asked the superintendents was: I am 

familiar with a distributive education program. The -survey revealed 

that 81.2 per cent were familiar with a distributive education program; 

1?.9 per cent indicated they were not familiar with the program. Nine- 

tenths of one per cent did not answer question number one. Table I 

will indicate the results of question number one. 

TABLE I. I AM FAMILIAR WITH A DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Question Number 1 Number Percentage 

Yes 178 81.2 

No 39 17.9 

Did not answer 2 .9 

TOTAL 219 

Question number two was: My schoolboard is familiar with a dis 

tributive education program. The results revealed *K).l per cent were 
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familiar with a distributive education program; 53*0 per cent indi¬ 

cated they were not familiar vri.th the program. Six and nine-tenths 

per cent did not answer question number two. 

TAELS II. MY SCHOOLBOARD IS FAMILIAR WITH A DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

Question Number 2 Number Percentage 

No 116 33.0 

Yes 88 40.1 

Did not answer 15 6.9 

TOTAL 219 

Question number three* was: My community has enough business 

places to support a cooperative vocational program. The results of the 

survey indicated that 2':-.7 per cent of the superintendents felt that 

their community had enough business places to support a cooperative vo¬ 

cational program; 69.8 per cent indicated they did not have enough 

business places fo support a cooperative program. Five and three-tenths 

per cent did not answer question number three. 
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TABLE III. MY COMMUNITY HAS ENOUGH BUSINESS PLACES TO SUPPORT A CO¬ 
OPERATIVE VOCATIONAL PROGRAM 

Question Number 3 Number Percentage 

No 133 69*8 

Yes 34 24.7 

Did not answer 12 3.5 

TOTAL 219 

Question number four was: My school has enough available space 

to add distributive education to our curriculum. The results revealed 

that 33•© per cent do have enough room; 62.1 per cent indicated they 

did not have enough room at the present time to add distributive 

education. Tv/o and three-tenths per cent did not answer question num- 

1 ber four. 

TABLE IV. MY SCHOOL HAS ENOUGH AVAILABLE SPACE TO ADD DISTRIBUTIVE 
EDUCATION TO OUR CURRICULUM 

Question Number 4 Number Percentage 

No 136 62.1 

Yes 78 35.6 

Did not answer 5 2.3 

TOTAL 219 



Question number five was: Ky school is able to secure an 

accredited and qualified distributive education coordinator. The re¬ 

sults revealed that 42.0 per cent indicated they could secure a quali 

fied coordinator; 32.4 per cent indicated that they were unable to 

secure a qualified coordinator. Twenty-five and six-tenths per cent 

of the Superintendents did not answer this question. 

TABLE V. MY SCHOOL IS ABLE TO SECURE AN ACCREDITED AND QUALIFIED 
DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION COORDINATOR 

Question Number 5 Number Percentage 

Yes 92 42.0 

No 71 32.4 

Did not answer 56 23.6 

TOTAL 219 w 

Question number six was: The cost of equipment and materials 

for distributive education is prohibitive. The results revealed that 

48.9 per cent indicated the cost was prohibitive; 40.2 per cent indi¬ 

cated the cost was not prohibitive. Those that did not answer question 

number six amounted to 10.9 per cent. 
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TABLE VI. THE COST OF EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS FOR DISTRIBUTIVE 
EDUCATION IS PROHIBITIVE 

Question Number 6 Number Percentage 

Yes 10? 48.9 

No 88 40.2 

Did not answer 2*t 10.9 

TOTAL 219 

Question number seven was: There is a lack of interest by the 

students in a distributive education program. The survey revealed that 

16.4 per cent indicated that there was a lack of interest by the students 

in a distributive education program; 62.6 per cent indicated there was 

not a lack of interest by the students in a distributive education 

program. Those not answering this question amounted to 21.0 per cent. 

TABLE VII. THERE IS A LACK OF INTEREST BY THE STUDENTS IN A DISTRIBU¬ 
TIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Question Number 7 Number Percentage 

No 137 62.6 

Yes 36 16.4 

Did not answer 46 21.0 

TOTAL 219 
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Question number eight was: In the high school there is a need 

for vocational programs. The survey revealed that 93*1 per cent 

thought there was a need for vocational programs at the high school 

level; 4.1 per cent indicated that there was no need for vocational 

programs at the high school level. Those not answering amounted to 

2.8 per cent. 

TABLE VIII. IN THE HIGH SCHOOL THERE IS A NEED FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 

Question Number 8 Number Percentage 

Yes 204 93.1 

No 9 4.1 

Did not answer 6 2.8 

TOTAL 219 

Question number nine was: There is too much paper work required 

by the state to secure aid for distributive education. The results 

were: 31«9 per cent indicated there was too much paper work to secure 

aid for distributive education; 46.1 per cent indicated that there 

was not too much paper work; 22.0 per cent did not answer this question. 
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TABLE IX. THERE IS TOO MUCH PAPER WORK REQUIRED BY THE STATE TO 
SECURE AID FOR DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION 

Question Number 9 Number Percentage 

No 101 46.1 

Yes 70 31.9 

Did not answer kS 22.0 

TOTAL 219 

Question number ten was: I am opposed to permit students to 

leave the school grounds to work downtown. The results indicated that 

•9 per cent were opposed to letting students go downtov/n to work; 95*9 

per cent indicated they were not opposed to letting students go down¬ 

town to work in a cooperative program. Those not answering amounted to 

3*2 per cent. 

TABLE X. I AM OPPOSED TO PERMIT STUDENTS TO LEAVE THE SCHOOL GROUNDS 
TO WORK DOWNTOWN 

Question Number 10 Number Percentage 

No 210 93.9 

Did not answer 7 3.2 

Yes 2 .9 

TOTAL 219 
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Question number eleven \tfas: Our school is unaware of any 

federal or state monies available for vocational education. The re¬ 

sults of the survey indicated that 1?,9 per cent were unaware of any 

federal or state monies avai3.able for vocational education; 78*5 per 

cent indicated they were aware of federal and state monies available 

for vocational education. Those not answering question number eleven 

amounted to per cent. 

TABLE XI. OUR SCHOOL IS UNAWARE 0? ANY FEDERAL OR STATE MONIES 
AVAILABLE FOR VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 

Question Number 11 Number Percentage 

No 172 78.5 

Yes 39 17.9 

Did not answer 8 3.6 

TOTAL 219 

Question number twelve was: In the field of distribution, 

there are career opportunities for the high school graduate. The re¬ 

sults of the survey showed that 90.0 per cent of the superintendents 

thought that there were career opportunities for the high school 

graduate; 2.7 per cent indicated that there are no opportunities in 

distribution for the high school graduate. Those not answering ques¬ 

tion number twelve amounted to 7*3 per cent. 
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TABLE XII. IN THE FIELD OF DISTRIBUTION, THERE ARE CAREER OPPOR¬ 
TUNITIES FOR THE HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATE 

Question Number 12 Number Percentage 

Yes 197 90.0 

Did not answer 16 7-3 

No 6 2.7 

TOTAL 219 

Question number thirteen was: Past experience with a distribu¬ 

tive education program has been a failure in our school. 'The results 

of the survey indicated that 3-6 per cent had observed a failure with 

a distributive education program in their school; 77*2 per cent indi¬ 

cated they did not observe a failure with this type of program. Those 

not answering this question amounted to 19.2 per cent. 

TABLE XIII. PAST EXPERIENCE WITH A DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM 
HAS BEEN A FAILURE IN OUR SCHOOL 

Question Number 13 Number Percentage 

No 169 77.2 

Did not answer 42 19.2 

Yes 8 3.6 

TOTAL 219 
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Question number fourteen was: Our school board has observed 

a failure in a distributive education program. The results of the sur¬ 

vey indicated that 1.8 per cent of the school boards had observed a 

failure in a distributive education program; 83•! per cent of the 

school boards did not observe a failure in a distributive education 

program. Fifteen and one-tenth per cent did not answer the question. 

TABLE XIV. OUR SCHOOL BOARD HAS OBSERVED A FAILURE IN A DISTRIBUTIVE 
EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Question Number 14 Number Percentage 

No 182 83.1 

Did not answer 33 13*1 

Yes 4 1.8 

TOTAL 219 

Question number fifteen was: Parents are unreceptive to a 

distributive education program. The results of the survey indicated 

that 4.1 per cent of the parents were unreceptive to a distributive 

education program; 74.0 per cent of the parents are receptive to a 

distributive education program. Those not answering amounted to 

21.9 per cent. 
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TABLE XV. PARENTS ARE UNRECEPTIVE TO A DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Question Number 15 Number Percentage 

No 162 74.0 

Did not answer 48 21.9 

Yes 9 4.1 

TOTAL 219 

Question number sixteen was: Our school is too small to support 

a distributive education program. The results of the survey indicated 

that 43.8 per cent indicated that their school was too small to sup¬ 

port a distributive education program; the same percentage, 43.8 per 

cent, indicated that their school was not too small to support a dis¬ 

tributive education program. Twelve and four-tenths per cent did not 

answer this question. 

TABLE XVI. OUR SCHOOL IS TOO SMALL TO SUPPORT A DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

Question Number 16 Number Percentage 

Yes 96 43.8 

No 96 43.8 

Did not answer 27 12.4 

TOTAL 219 
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Question number seventeen was: If you answered "yes’1 to 

number sixteen, vjhat size school do you feel would be adequate to 

support a distributive education program (give number here)* The 

survey indicated that 36*3 Per cent of the superintendents felt that 

schools under an enrollment of 200 could have distributive education 

programs. Forty-tv/o and five-tenths per cent indicated that an en¬ 

rollment of 200 to 250 \/as needed for a distributive education program. 

Twelve and five-tenths per cent indicated an enrollment of 251 to 

300 students would be needed for a program of this type. Fight and 

seven-tenths per cent felt that more than 300 students would be needed 

to have a distributive education program. 

TABLE XVII. IF YOU ANSWERED "YES" TO NUMBER SIXTEEN, VJHAT SIZE SCHOOL 
DO YOU FEEL WOULD BE ADEQUATE TO SUPPORT A DISTRIBUTIVE 
EDUCATION PROGRAM? (GIVE A NUMBER HERE.) 

Question Number 1? 
Number Answering 

School Size Percentage 

3^ 200-250 42.5 

29 under 200 36.3 

10 251-300 12.5 

7 over 300 3.7 

Question number eighteen was: Our school would have a distribu¬ 

tive education program if there was more state and federal aid. The 



23 

results of the survey indicated that 38.4 per cent would have a pro¬ 

gram if there was more federal and state aid; 26.9 per cent indicated 

they would not be affected if there was more federal and state aid 

available. Those not answering question eighteen amounted to 34.7 per 

cent. 

TABLE XVIII. OUR SCHOOL WOULD HAVE A DISTRIBUTIVE EDUCATION PROGRAM 
IF THERE WAS MORE STATE AND FEDERAL AID 

Question Number 18 Number Percentage 

Yes 84 

-
u
 

• 
oo 
K
A
 

Did not answer 76 5^.7 

No 59 26.9 

TOTAL 219 



CHAPTER IV 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Summary 

A letter was sent to the Department of Public Instruction 

and a booklet was obtained from them listing all the Class "B" High 

Schools in North Dakota. A letter was then sent to the State Super¬ 

visor of Vocational Education obtaining the names of Class "B" schools 

which have a distributive education program. After a review of tnis 

literature, it was found by the investigator that only two Class ”B" 

High Schools in North Dakota out of a possible 243 had a distributive 

education program. A letter of introduction and a questionnaire was 

went to 241 superintendents not having a distributive education pro¬ 

gram in their schools. Ninety-one per cent of the questionnaires were 

returned to be used in the study. 

More than So per cent of the superintendents indicated they 

were familiar with a distributive education program. Over 90 per cent 

of the superintendents felt there were job opportunities in the field 

of distribution for the high school graduate and they indicated that 

vocational programs were needed at the high school level, and would oe 

in favor of allowing the students to leave the school grounds to work 

downtown. Thirty-five per cent indicated they had enough available 

space to add a distributive education program to their curriculum and 

the cost of materials and equipment was not prohibitive. 
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Over 70 per cent of the superintendents indicated that the 

parents were receptive to the idea of having a distributive education 

program in their school* The superintendents indicated that over 60 

per cent of the students showed an interest in a distributive education 

program* Over 75 per cent of the superintendents and school boards had 

not observed a failure of a distributive program in their school. 

Of the superintendents responding, 36*3 per cent felt that a 

school with an enrollment under 200 could have a distributive educa¬ 

tion program. More than kO.O per cent of the superintendents indicated 

that an enrollment of 200-250 students was needed for a distributive 

education program. Twelve and five-tenths per cent indicated an enroll¬ 

ment of 251 to 300 students would be needed for a program of this type. 

Eight and seven-tenths per cent felt that more than 300 students 

would be needed to have a distributive education program. 

Conclusions 

Over 50.0 per cent of the superintendents indicated that their 

school boards were unfamiliar with a distributive education program 

whereas over 80.0 per cent of the superintendents indicated that they 

were familiar with this program. Seventy-eight and five-tenths per 

cent indicated they were aware of federal and state monies available 

for vocational education but J&.b per cent indicated they might have a 

program if more federal and state aid was available. It is the opinion 
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of the investigator that the informed superintendents could inform 

their school boards about a distributive education program and the 

financial aid that is available to the schools for such a program. 

The State Deportment of Vocational Education could inform the super¬ 

intendents and the school boards about vocational education programs. 

It is concluded that some possible reasons why Class "B" 

High Schools in North Dakota do not have Distributive Education pro¬ 

grams are: (1) lack of business laboratories in a community; (2) 

inability of school personnel to secure a qualified coordinator; 

(3) that school boards are not familiar with a distributive educa¬ 

tion program. 

Recommendations 

1. Each year North Dakota holds two State Administrators' 

Conferences. It is the feeling of this investigator that the State 

Supervisor of Distributive Education could inform the Administrators 

about distributive education programs. 

2. A State School Board Conference is held annually in North 

Dakota. It is the feeling of the investigator that the State Super¬ 

visor of Distributive Education could inform the school board repre¬ 

sentatives about a distributive education program. 

3* Many superintendents indicated they did not have enough 

business places to have a cooperative program. It is the recommendation 
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of this investigator that these schools could use the project method 

in distributive education 
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APPENDIX A 

Letter Sent to the State Supervisor of Vocational Education 

South Heart High School 
South Heart, North Dakota 
August 17, 1970 

Mr. Leroy Swenson 
State Supervisor of Vocational Education 
Bicaarch, North Dakota 

De*ir Mr. Swenson: 

As a partial fulfillment of the requirement for the Master of Science 
in Business Education at Montana State University, I am vrriting a 
Professional Paper entitled, "Why More Class 'B* High Schools in 
North Dakota Do Not Participate in a Distributive Education Program." 

The evaluation will be based upon a survey of all superintendents of 
Class "B" High Schools who currently do not have a Distributive 
Education Program. 

I v/ould appreciate very much if you would send me the Class ”B" High 
Schools which currently have a Distributive Education Program. 

Sincerely yours, 

Donald Jatlonsky 

P.S. I will be very happy to send to you the results of the question¬ 
naire if you so desire. 
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APPENDIX B 

Letter and Questionnaire Sent to Superintendents 

South Heart High School 
South Heart, North Dakota 
October 12, 1970 

Name of Superintendent 
Name of the School 
City and State 

Dear Mr. 

The enclosed questionnaire is the basis of a research study concerning 
the reasons why Class "B" High Schools in North Dakota do not more so 
participate in a distributive education program. 

I hope you will cooperate with me in this endeavor by completing this 
questionnaire and adding any ccmmcnts to it. The results of this 
study will then be sent to the State Supervisor of Distributive Educa¬ 
tion. 

With the completion of this study, and with the help of the State 
Supervisor of Distributive Education, maybe more schools will be able 
to participate in a distributive education program. 

Sincerely, 

Donald Jablonsky 

Enclosure 
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QUESTIONNAIRE 

Please answer the question as it pertains to your situation. 

YES 

1. I am familiar with a distributive education 
program. 1. 

My school board is familiar with a distribu¬ 
tive education program. ?. 

3« My community has enough business places to 
support a cooperative vocational program. 3- 

4. My school has enough available space to add 
distributive education to our curriculum. 4. 

3. My school is able to secure an accredited and 
qualified distributive education coordinator. 5* 

6. The cost of equipment and materials for dis¬ 
tributive education is prohibitive. 6. 

7* There is a lack of interest by che students 
in a distributive education program. 7. 

8. In the high school there is a need for voca¬ 
tional programs. 8. 

9- There is too much paper v/erk required by the 
state to secure aid for distributive education. 9- 

10. I am opposed to permit students to leave the 
school grounds to work downtown. 10. 

11. Our school is unaware of any federal or state 
monies available for vocational education. 11. 

12. In the field of distribution, there are career 
opportunities for the high school graduate. 12. 

13. Past experience v/ith a distributive education 
program has been a failure in cur school. 13* 
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YES NO 

14. Our school board has observed a failure in 
a distributive education program. l4.     

15* Parents are unreceptive to a distributive 
education program. 15*     

16. Our school is too small to support a dis¬ 
tributive education program. 16.    

!?• If you answered "yes" to number 16, what size 
school do you feel would be adequate to sup¬ 
port a distributive education program? (Give 
a number here.) 17-     

13. With more state and federal aid, our 
school would have a distributive education 
program. 18. 

List any other reasons why you feel your school does not have a distribu¬ 
tive education program in the space below. 
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APPENDIX C 

Follow-Up Letter 

Donald Jablonsky 
South Heart, North Dakota 
November 19* 1970 

Name of the Superintendent 
Name of the School 
Name of the City 

Dear Mr. 

On October 12, I sent you a questionnaire concerning the possible 
reasons why Class "B" High Schools in Nor Hi Dakota do not participate 
in a distributive education program. As of yet, I have not received 
a reply from you. 

We would like this study to be os complete as possible. So wouldn't 
you take a few minutes of your time and complete the enclosed ques¬ 
tionnaire? If you have sent a reply disregard this. 

Thank youI 

Sincerely, 

Donald Jablonsky 

Enclosure 
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APPENDIX D 

North Dakota High Schools and Junior Colleges 
With Distributive Education Programs 

1970-71 School Year 

Town 

Belcourt 

Bismarck 

Bottineau 

Bowman 

Dickinson 

Fargo 

Grafton 

Grand Forks 

Hettinger 

Jamestown 

Ke run are 

Minot 

Velva (Dropping in 1971) 

Williston 

Bismarck 

Devils Lake 

Wahpeton 

Williston 

School 

Belcourt High 

Bismarck High 

Bottineau High 

Bowman High 

Dickinson High 

North High 
South High 

Grafton High 

Central High 
Red River High 

Hettinger High 

Jamestown High 

Kenmare High 

Minot High 

Velva High 

Williston High 

Bismarck Junior College 

Lake Region Junior College 

State School of Science 

University of North 
Dakota (Branch) 



35 

APPENDIX E 

Enrollnents in Vocational Education Programs 

1961 1966 1970 
No. of Enroll- No. of Enroll- No. of Enroll- 
Schools ment Schools ment Schools ment 

Secondary* 

Agriculture 59 2,397 66 3,084 68 3,314 
Distributive Ed. 7 164 9 283 10 492 
Health — — — — 2 4l 
Home Economics 110 5.341 125 7,490 111 7,722 
Office Education — — 35 595 45 1,803 
Trade & Industry — — 2 89 6 632 

TOTALS 7,902 11,541 14,006 

Post-Secondary* * 

Agriculture — __ __ 2 34 
Distributive Ed. — — 1 30 3 123 
Health 3 131 4 389 4 551 
Horae Economics — — — — -- —— 

Office Education — —— 2 675 6 827 
Trade 8c Industry 1 609 2 1,417 5 2,119 

TOTALS 740 2,5H 3,654 

Adult*** 

Agriculture 33 1,471 29 1,372 28 710 
Distributive Ed. 3 226 — — — 

Health — — —— —» 

Horae Economics 24 3,276 28 4,010 15 1,757 
Office Education — — 18 486 9 283 
Trade 8c Industry 11 2,326 17 1,268 11 1,242 

TOTALS 7,299 7,136 3,994 

* Persons in high school 
** Persons who have completed or left high school 

*** Persons who have entered the labor market 
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APPENDIX F 

Source of Funds for Vocational Education 
in North Dakota 

Year 

Federal Government 

Local Funds 

State Institution Funds 

State Funds 

1963-65 1969-71 

$1,*100,000 $31250,000 

1,600,000 3t550,000 

1,000,000 2,500,000 

350,000 1,400,000 
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