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FOREWORD 

After eight years of development of voca-
tional agricultural education, in Virginia, under the 
terms of Federal Vocational Act, it seems wise to under-
take an investigation to determine something of the 
actual. value of the Agricultural Education Program in 
the State. In order to ascertain the real worth of 
agricultural education it was necessary to find out 
the vocations of former students of vocational agricul-
ture and in the light of these findings draw certain 
conclusi.ons about the work. In determining the voca-
tions of this group of students, many other facts of 
value were found. 

The nature of the data necessary for this 
paper required active oo--operation on the part of 
each individual .in the entire organi~ation responsi-
ble for the program of vocational education in Vir-
ginia. Aoknowledgment is her~by made of the valuable 
assistance rendered by the fifty-two Instructors who 
filled out and returned the questionnaires. In many 
cases this was hard and tedious work and required many 
hours of extra time and effort. The efforts of these 
teachers constitute a tribute to the professional 
attitude of the high school teachers of vocational 
agriculture. Again, the writer is indebted to Profes-
sor Dabney s. Lancaster, former State Supervisor of 
Vocational Agriculture; to the present State Super-
visor~ - Professor Walter s. Newman; and to Professor 
Edmund c. Magill £or constant aid and untiring help 
and beneficial criticism. 



First: 

Second: 

Third: 

THE AIMS OF THIS 
STUDY 

To determine_ the occupations of 
graduates and past students of 
high schools. who have received 
one or more years of vocational 
agriculture. 

To determine the_occupations of 
graduates and past students of 
high schools with one or more 
years of high school work in a 
group of rural high schools in 
which vocational agriculture had 
not been taught. 

To determine the correlation exist-
ing between the length of course 
taken by students and the choosing 
of farming as a vocation, in the re-
spective groups of high schools under 
consideration. 



I N T R 0 D U C T I 0 N 

Pertinent questions are being asked by 
educational leaders andlegislative committees con~ 
cerning the value of vocational instruction in agri-
culture. These questions are provoked because of the 
re_lati·tlely high cost of instruction in agriculture as 
compared to other branches of study. One of the out-
standing oritioisms of Division Superintendents and 
School Boards is that vocational instruction does not 
funotion, in that it fails to place a large percent of 
its students on the farm. Until these questions are 
met a.nd properly answered there will remain the great 
question - Is Vocational Agriculture worth the cost? 

Up to the present time, the subject of what 
becomes of the bo7 who takes vocational agriculture in 
the high school, has received very little study. There 
are three such studies recorded in Federal Bulletin -
"Effectiveness of Vocational Agriculture". These studies 
were made in 1921 and 1922. Owing to the rapid strides 
taken and marked progress made by this t7Pe of instruction 
these studies are quite out of date. Thee present time 
is more opportune beoause we are farther from tl).e abnor-
malities of the World Waz and the vocational program has 
functioned long enough to have a true story of its own. 
The Virginia schools are not unlike those reported in 
the Federal Bulletin mentioned above. many of them have . 
been running too short a time for any data on their out-
put to be accurate and of value. Any department which 
had been running less than four years was eliminated 
from this study. 

The nation, the state, the community, have 
invested in vocational agricultural education with the 
hope and aim of improving farming methods and farm living. 
Except a goodly percent of the product of this type of 
schools returns to the farm ·, what advantage is there in 
having highly trained men and nicely equipped departments 
all over the state. Why the extra expense to the Federal, 
State and local school appropriations for this type of 
instruction, if all of the students who have its advan-
tages are following other lines of worl~and none farming? 
It is the purpose of the writer to who how vooational 
agriculture may be justufued through the occupations of 
form.er students. 



First: 

Second: 

Third: 

Fourth: 

PROCEDURE 

Follow-up records were secured of all 
former students who had had one or 
more years of vocational agriculture 
in the Virginia Schools. These were 
obtained by questi.onnaires sent to 
each Instructor in the State. 

With the aid of the State Supervisor 
of Secondar~ Education in Virginia, 
typically rural high .schools were se-
lected in Virginia. These schools 
had not had vocational agriculture 
taught and were selected as a check 
on the vocational schools. 

Follow-up records were than secured, 
from the Principals of these schools, 
of all male students in this group of 
non-vocational high schools. Only 
such boys as those who had completed 
one full year of vocational agriculture 
were included in the study. 

A careful study was then made of these 
data secured . from these two types of 
high schools. The methods employed in 
the tabulation and in comparing were 
identical for the two types of schools. 



PLAN FOR THE STUDY 

The the spring of 1922 a study of the 
follow-up reco~ds of vocational students of the 
Virginia high schools was completed. This study 
was made by the State Supervisor of Vocational 
Agriculture, Mr. Thomas D. Eason. in co-operation 
with the Federal Board for Vocational Education. 
The data oolleoted at that time showed the work 
of vocational agriculture during the ftrst five 
years of its operation under the Smith-Hughes plan. 
Mr. Eaaon's study did not have a check to show the 
comparison of the vocational schools with non-vo-
cational schools •• The present study covers a period 
of eight years of work done by the vocational depart-
ment, from 1917 to 1925. 

The form of questionnaire used by Mr. 
Eason was comprehensive and sought vital information 
concerning the occupations of former vocational 
students. A questionnaire containing the essential 
elements of the one used in 1922 study was . devised 
for the present study. 

_ Information was sought at the state office 
of the Supervisor of Vocational Agriculture concerning 
the departments throughout the state. fhe date each 
department was established. the location of each de-
partment, length of time earih department had been in 
operation and training and attitude of the Principal 
of the high schools in which vocational departments 
were located, were among the things studied at the 
·state office. 

It seems fitting that there be a check on 
the data, secured from the vocational schools, rela-
tive to the pla.cemen.t of former students on farms. 
There will be added significance in the findings, if 
it can be shown that the ocaupationai selection of vo-
cational students shows preference to farming over the 
occupational selection of students of non-vocational train-
ing. 



A group of rural high schools, in which vocational 
agriculture had not been ta:gght, was selected by which 
the results of vocational agriculture might be measured. 
This group of high schools was selected with the aid of 
the State Supervisor of Secondary Education and only 
rural schools with farming advantages comparable to 
the vocational schools were included in the list. 

Questionnaires designed to secure the same. 
information, requested from the vocational teachers, 
were sent to the Principals of these schools. Along 
with each questionnaire went a letter explaining the 
purposes of the study and urging a hearty co-operation 
on the part of all concerned. 

After these forms, containing the infor-
mation sought, were returned a very careful study was 
made of the data of both groups of schools. Methods 
of manipulation, tabulating and summarizing were 
identical in both types of schools. The period of 
years for which the data was collected was the same 
for both the vocational and the non-vocationalsehools, 
1917 to 1926 including the graduates of 1925 9 



THE OCCUPATIONAL SELECTIOB OF VOCATIONAL 
STUDEMTS AND NON VOCATIONAL STUDENTS. 

Fifty three of the agricultural schools 
sent in the infonnation asked for on the question-
naires mailed to them. There were three schools 
whose instructors did not return the forms sent them. 
lhe number responding represents 94.65 percent of the 
Federally aided white vocational schools in Virginia, 
which had at that time been in operation four years 
or more. The number reporting is sufficiently great 
to make our study very accurate. None of the reports 
sent in were eliminated from the study. 

In securing data from the non-vocational 
high schools it was necessary to confine ourselves 
to such rural high schools as had had the same Prin-
cipals. for eight years or more prior to the time of 
this study. This, it was thought, would be a means 
of getting very accurate data. These educators pos-
sessed first hand information concerning all of the 
boys who had left their schools during the time cov-
ered by the study. Be it said to the credit of these 
ladies and gentlemen, that they were moat cordial in 
lending aid to this work. Because of this restric-
tion to a very highly selected group of schools, the 
number of non-vocational high schools is much smaller 
tba.n the number of vocational schools. Also the num-
ber of students reported is correspondingly small. 
Even though the numbers are small in ~he non-vocational 
group of schools, yet the accuracy of reporting will 
make this part of our study absolutely dependable. 



The total of 967 former students of vocational 
agriculture are accounted for as follows: 43.79 percent 
are now farming, 13.88 percent are in allied occupations, 
and 43.33 percent are in non-agricultural occupations. 
This percentage of former students farming may seem low 
to the casual reader, but when it is remembered that 
those who enter allied occupations are in a very vital 
way connected with farm life, the work of vocational 
agriculture is seen not to be small. And too - when 
the percentage farming among the agricultural students 
is compared with the same group of the non-vocational 
schools the actual farming figure of 43.79 percent is 
not so low, but relatively high. The percent ofatudenta 
of non-vocational schools who actually engage in farming 
is only 24.6. 

In a study entitled "Effectiveness of Voca-
tional Education in Agriculture" conducted by the Fed-
eral Board of Vocational Education, the percent of for-
mer students farming was 54. This study was completed 
in 1922 and there were thirty five states of the Union 
contributing ;o the data. This study conducted by the 
Federal Board lacked the essential feature, a check, 
by which to measure the results of vocational education. 
It seems reasonable to suppose that the best way to 

rate the accomplishments of any system of education is 
by comparison with other systems. Included in the same 
Federal Bulletin, referred to above, is a stud7 con-
ducted by llr. T. D. Eason of the Virginia Vocational 
Schools. In this study of Mr. Ea.son's there are students 
farming to .the extent of 40 percent of all former voca-
tional students. There are more students farming as 
recorded in the present study than in M.r. Es.son's study, 
by 3.79 percent of the whole number of former students. 

There are several reasons for this differ-
ence in the Federal study and the present study. There 
are decidedly more students recorded as farmers in the 
former than in the latter. During the period covered 
by the Federal study all of the influences of early post 
war days are reflected in the school boy and his choice 
of a vocation. The high prices of farm produce, the un-
heardof high prices paid for farm land, and the ready 
market for every pound of produce, animal or grain, and 
the inflation of our currency, during the period of the 
Federal study - these things had a powerful influence 
upon the young man and his choice of a career. 



Consequently, many were entering farming in preference 
to other vocations. On the other hand~ the period cov-
ered by the present study not only takes into account 
the years of .inflation, but also the critical period 
which follows in the wake of every great war. The past 
five or six years have been characterized by abnormal 
prices and agricultural depression. This economic pres-
sure, which .is driving boys from the farm and causing 
many of the mature farmers to sell their farms and move 
to the city, has been in full force for the past few 
years and is reflected in this study. Thus, it seems 
that this is the most inopportune time for this study. 
Despite this fact, it is not a bad plan to cheok up 
every so often and see where we are headed. 

As to why the Virginia schools are placing 
a larger number of students on the farm now than was 
shown by the study of 1922 is a matter of speculation, 
very largely. One thing which bas meant a great deal 
to the cause of vocational agriculture, is the closing 
of several departments where there was no £arming in-
terest in the community. Again ·, there has been much 
more care and study given to the matter of locating 
new departments. Instructors have been securing a 
more select type of student than was found in the aver-
age class a few years ago. In addition~ better methods 
are now employed, higher standards for supervised farm 
practice; better trained teachers and more adequate 
supervision had been instituted - all of which have 
steadily raised the efficiency of the Virginia system. 

Table 1 gives a. comparison between the voca-
tional and the non-vocational schools in respect to the 
total number of students reported9 total number of stu-
dents farming and percentage of students farming. Of 
every hundred students, who have been trained vocation-
ally, 43.79 are farming~ while 24.6 of the non-vocation-
ally trained students find occupations on the farm. There 
are almost twice as many students, when counted on a per-
centage basis, farming from the vocational group than from 
the non-vocational group of schools. 

Chart 1 and 2 are graphic representations of 
the facts given in tables 1 and 2. There charts show on 
a percentage basis the difference existing between the 
vocational and the non-vocational schools in the pl.a.ce-
ment of former students in farming, in allied occupations 
and in non-agricultural pursuits. There charts represent 
the percentages as based upon the total number of former 
students for whom an occupational s~atus was reported. 



T -A B LE - 1 

THE OCCUPATIONAL SELECTIONAL OF FOR-
MER VOCATION.AL AGRICULTURAL STUDENTS. 

Students now farming ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 419 

Students in occupations allied to farming •••• 133 

Students in non-agricultural pureuits •••••••• 405 

To$al number of cases •••••••••••••••••••••••• 957 

Percent of students farming •••••••••••••••••• 43.79 

TABLE 2 

THE OCCUPATIONAL SE.LECTION OF STUDENTS 
OF HIGH SCHOOLS WHERE THERE WAS NO VO-

OAT IO Ii.AL INSTRUCTION IN AGRICULTURE. 

Students now farming •••••••••••••••••••••••• 82 

Students in occupations allied to farming ••• 13 

Students in non-agricultural work •.•••••••• 238 

Total number of cases •••••••••••••••••••••• 3$3 

Percent of students farming •••••••••••••••• 24.6 



TABLE 3 

THE PLACEMENT OF :BURMER VOCATIONAL AND 
NON-VOCATIONAL STUDENTS IN ALLIED OCOU• 
PATIONS AND IN COLLEGES. 

Vocationally 
1 trained 

students 

Percent of all students in occu-

1 

I 

r 

I -
pations allied to farming •••••••• ! 

I 

Percent of all graduates who go 
to V. P. I. and take Agri. courses 

I 

Percent of all graduates who 
attend Academic Colleges I • • • • • • • • • 

I 
-· 

Percent of all students who 
engage in rural allied work •••••• ! 

I 

13.88 

12.33 

7.83 

1.35 

Students who 
' did not re-
' reive any voe. 
' ins true ti on. 

3.9 
I 

I 

I 2.73 
I --

31.2 

1.2 
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THE SELECTION OF OCCUPATIONS ALLIED 
'fO .l?1A.RlvIING BY VOCATIONAL AND NON-

VOCATIONAL STUDENTS.. 

The next point to which attention will be call-
ed is the comparison between the two groups of schools in 
the placement of former students in occupations allied 
to farming. Note the ·comparison of the percentages of 
all former students engaged in occupations allied to 
farming in . the vocational and the non-vocational groups 
of students. There are ten percent more vocational 
students who follow allied occupations than non-voca-
tional students. The difference in these percentages 
is due largely to the fact that former students who 
take agricultural courses in the Agricultural Colleges 
are classed among occupations allied to farming • There 
are four times as many students entering the colleges of 
agriculture from the vocational high schools as enter the 
same institutions from the non-vocational high schools. 
A part of this great difference is due to the fact that 
a greater part of the non-vocational students who enter 
college at all enter the academic institutions. This 
fact may be due to preferences on the part of the pupils, 
or it may be caused by former training being extremely 
academic. The academic college is more inviting to the 
boywho is trained in an academic school where the voca-
tional is negle.c_teci. Where students are given equal 
opportunities, by reason of former training, for enter-
ing either type of college there seems to be a decided 
tendency on the part of the pupil to crowd the agri-
culture college more than before the advent of vocation-
al agriculture in high schools. 

During the period covered by this study there 
were 118 (12.33 percent) of all former vocational students, 
who entered the state college of agriculture, and chose 
courses in agriculture. A study recently completed by 
Professor E. c. McGill of the Virginia Polytechnic In-
stitute gives testimony to this part of the present work. 
The non-vocational schools during the same period of 
time sent nine (2.73 percent) of their former students 
to the agricultural courses of the agricultural college. 



Is it not significant that the ratio of vocational to 
non-vocational students attending the college of ag-
r icul tur e is four to one? J:t is evident tba. t vo ca-
tional agroculture is a m1ght7 . influenoe directing 
students to the agricultural courses of the agri-
cultural college, when the vocational program in the 
high school occupies one-fourth of the student's time 
and increases the percentage from 2.73 for non-voca-
tional students to 12.33 for vocational stu·dents. 

The true influence of the non-vocational 
high schools in directing students to academic col-
leges rather than to the college of agriculture is 
apparent from table four. Thirty-one students of 
every hundred .trained in the non-vocational high 
schools (31.2%) attend academic colleges while of 
the vocational students seven (7.83%) go to academic 
colleges. This great difference in collegiate se-
lection on the part of high school boys may not ba 
due entirely to the preferences of the students or 
to their fitness to enter a particular type of col-
lege, but often boys are influenced by their teacher 
to attend the college he happens to come from. There 
is no criticism, offered here, of this custom, except 
to say that it is unfortunate to advise a student in 
the light of the teacher's preferences and to dis-
regard the boys' aptitudes, possibilities and needs. 

It must be remembered in this connection 
that all of the vocational students have about three 
chances to one to be influenced by academic teachers 
rather than by the agricultural teacher. The non-vo-
cational students get only the academic influence. 
This being the true situation it is impossible to 
get vocational agriculture without academic inter-
ference. On the other hand, all of the non-voca-
tional schools included in this study operated with-
out vocational interference. 



The findings of this paper are all the more significant 
because of this unavoidable disadvantage to which the 
vocational schools are subjected. 

The difference, in percentage of students 
engaged in rural work other than farming, is not as 
great as other comparisons show, However, the voca-
tional students are much in the ma~ority in this work. 
The percentage of former students of both types is low 
in rural work. Table four gives the number of voca-
tional and non-vocational students who enter the allied 
occupations. This table also shows what occupations 
are classed as allied to farming in this study. In 
all there are eight occupations which are considered 
allied to farming. The attendance of the agricultural 
college is considered allied if a student takes soma 
of the agricultural courses. Fifteen former vocation-
al and nine former non-vocational students are engaged 
in rural work considered allied to farming. Federal 
bulletin 82 "Effectiveness of Vocational Agriaulture" 
lists several other occupations as allied, but where 
there was any doub~ about an occupation it was not 
counted as such in this study. Occupations such as 
auto mechanics, auto drivers, and carpenters, if fol-
lowed in strictly urban communities _might be but 
slightly bene£ited by vocational instruction in agri-
culture. 

When it is remembered that about 80 percent 
of all rural boys remain in rural communities (F~deral 
Report) the vooatiJnal significance of farm shop and 
farm mechanics deserve mention. 



TABLE 4 . 

DETAILS OF OOCUPA~IONAL SELECTION OF VOOA-
T IONAL A.ND NON-VOCATIONAL STUDENTS WHO 
ENGAGE IN WORK ALLIED TO FAEMING. 

1Vooational 
!trained 
!students 
' 

Number of students at V. P. I. 
studying agriculture ••••••••••••• :. 

I 

Number of former students 
employed as rural carpenters ••••• i 

I 

118 

2 

Number of Agricultural Instructors 2 
' 

Officers of fa.rm org&ni.zations ••• f 
' Greenhousemen •••••••••••••••••••• ' 
t 

Oow Testers •••••••••••••••••••••• ! 
I 

Dairy manafacturers •••••••••••••• ! 
' 

2 

3 

3 

1 

Seed Dealers ••••••••••••••••••••• ? ••••• 1 
1 

Count1 Surveyors ••••••••••••••••• • 
I 

Total number of cases 

l 

133 

' ' 

I 

I 

Students 
with no 
voaational 
training 

9 

1 

1 

l 

1 

15 



TO WHAT EXTENT AIE FARM BOYS KEPT IN THE 
AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY BY VOOATIO.WAL I.N-

STRUCTIO N IN AGRICULTURE? 

The New York study of 1922 gave very con-
clusive evidence that there are vastly more vocation-
al students who enter farming than non-vocational 
students. The Pennsylvania study indicated the same. 
These two studies were checked by an investigation 
of a large number of non-vocational schools. It is 
not indicated in the Federal study whether care was 
exercised in the choice of these non-vocational schools. 
When it is remembered tba.t 45 percent of the ·-vooatio.nal 
students of the New Yorksohools farm. and 3.6 percent 
of the non-vocational students farm, the difference 
seems incredible. The present study does not show 
so great a difference in student placement in the two 
types of schools. However, the variation in percen-
tage of placements on farms and in other occupations 
is sufficiently great to prove_ that vocational agri-
culture does function in the matter of keeping boys 
in the farming occupations. 

Chart 3 pictures clearly the influence of 
vocational agriculture in placing former students on 
the farm. Reference to this chart shows that 43.79 
percent of all former vocational students farm as 
against 24.6 percent of all former non-vocational 
students. When the percentages, of those engaging 
in allied occupations, are added to the farming groups 
for both types of schools, there is a _ total of 57.67 
percent fort he vocational schools and 28.5 percent 
for the non-vocational schools. It may be seen from 
these figures, that due to the institution of voca-
tional agriculture into certain of the rural schools 
in our state there are 29 students of every 100 saved 
to the farming business. This is a substantial save 
and with the improving methods and gaining efficiency 
of the present system we may expect greater things in 
the future. 



Some objections may be raised to the plac-
ing of the Agricultural College students who study 
agriculture in Oollege, in the allied occupations group. 
These objections are largely met when it is remembered 
that a greater part of these students will return to 
rural communities in post college days. Againl the 
Agricultural College holds out for these students in-
ducements,in vocational preparation, without which 
maD.1' of the same students would not go to college at 
all. This would mean the choosing of a vocation 
immediately after the completion of high school. If 
this is done, would not the farm get a proportionate 
number of these students~ The claim is here made, 
that the farming business would get 52 of the llS 
who take agriculture at the Agricultural College, 
or the same percentage as of all other students. 
This is a very conservative estimate and if computed 
on this basis would give a percentage farming almost 
identical to the present :figures presented in this . 
study. 
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INFLUENCE OF THE AMOUNT OF VOCATIONAL IN-
STRUCTION ON OCCUPATIONAL SELECTION OF 

FORMER STUDENTS 

In the Virginia study of 1922 the statement 
is made that "Apparently, the more education a student 
receives the less likely he is to follow farming as a 
means of earning a livelihood." In the present study 
the same may be said about the non-vocational schools 
without reserve, but if total influence is considered, 
this statement does not hold true for the vocational 
students. Table 6 shows that in actual farming there 
is a falling off in percentages as the years of voca-
tional agriculture increase. This apparent loss to 
the farm, in the way of actual farmers, is corrected 
by the increasing percentages of students who engage 
in allied occupations. With each additional year of 
vocational agriculture there is an increase in the 
percentage of students who enter the allied occupa-
tions. This gives a substantial increase in the total 
influence of vocational agriculture on former students 
with each additional year of vocational training. 

On the contrary, table 5 shows a total per-
centage which decreases with each additional year of 
training taken by the non-vocational students. It is 
of particular interest to note that the least percent 
returned to the farm in the vocational group is sub-
stantially more than the greatest percent returned to 
the farm in the non-vocational group. That is to say, 
the percentage of students returning to the farm from 
this type of schools, varies inversely with the num-
ber of years of training taken by the student. 

Another striking difference existing be-
tween the two types of students, is seen in the col-
umns headed "Percent in allied occupations". For the 
vocational students, the lowest percent is in group 
1 where the boys have bad one year of training. There 
is a fairly uniform increase in these percentages as 
the years of agriculture increase from 1 to 4. These 
percentages do not increase with any degree of regular-
ity on advancing from one to four years of training 
in the non-vocational students. When it is noted, 
that the average percent for all groups of the non-
vocational students is 3.9, whereas the percent for 
an average in the vocational group is 13.88, tba 
benefits of vocational training is in evidence. 



Objections may be raised by some as to the 
counting of the allied occupations as a part of the in-
fluence of vocational agriculture. But. ~~th certain 
qualifications and res>rictions this may be done with-
out impropriety. Allied occupations have been included 
here with no intention to magnify the influence of vo-
cational agriculture, nor to reflect discredit to the 
high schools of the old type. It is only with this 
definition of allied occupations that this addition 
may be justified. Allied occupations as here used may 
be defined as those occupations which are so closely 
related to farming that the training received in voca-
tional agriculture has a definite vocational value. 

Tabie 5 is an attempt to show the influence 
of varying amounts of vocational and non-vocational 
training on the same students or students with like 
opportunities so far as high school training goes. All 
possible combinations, to be made with students who 
have had from one to four years of vocational or non-
vocational training, are listed in this table. It is 
an outstanding fact that there are numerically many 
more students who drop out of school at the end of the 
second or third year. It is none the less significant 
that 60 percent of these one year students, who drop 
out, engage in farming. This group of students offers 
a promising field for the vocational teacher of the 
.future. The students who have had the least amount 
of training, vocational or non-vocational, are the boys 
who are destined to fill the ranks of the basic industry 
of man. It is beyond the scope of this paper to give 
any data on the part-time or evening school work, but 
the vast majority of the boys who drop out of regular 
school may be reac.hed by these types of classes. Through 
this means, many instructors are reaching and training 
many boys and adults for better farming and more intel-
ligent rural leadership. 

Table 6 further shows that regardless of the 
amount of vocational agriculture taken by the students 
the percentage returning to the farm decreases as the 
number of years of training increases. Vocational agri-
culture is influencing many of these boys to remain in 
school until graduation and then to go the the Agricul-
tural College. Of the 118 former vocational students, 



who have gone to the Virginia Polyteohnio Institute 
and have chosen agricultural courses, there will be 
many who will return to the farm in after lif9'. Cer-
tainly a larger percentage of these students may be 
expected to return to the farm in after life than 
students whose training has . been academic throughout. 

The true value of vocational agriculture 
cannot be determined at the time of this study with 
only eight years of operation completed. If a good 
showing for vocational agriculture were the primary 
aim of this paper, this time is most opportune for 
the study. The truth about vocational agriculture 
is sought rather than a stuffed report. The period 
covered by this study in many ways is abnormal and 
has not warranted the best functioning of this new 
type of instruction. Thar~ are many boys who have 
left the farms because there is not room enough for 
two or more families. These former students are at 
present engaged in non-agricultural pursuits. In 
the oou:sse of a few years these boys will come back 
to occupy the farm which dad at that time will not 
be able to cultivate. In many instances there will 
be more than one boy in the same family and the one 
best qualified, by reason of education, will be tha 
more likely to take charge of the farm. The point 
is that at the present time, with so few years of the 
vocational program behind us, the boys who receive 
such training have not come into their own. In the 
course of ten or more years we may reasonably expect 
to find a larger percentage of the output from these 
schools engaged in farming. 

The Federal study of 1922 was conducted at 
a more opportune time, fo~ showing large nUijbers in 
farming, than the p.resen.t study. The former had as a 
total influence the impetus afforded agricultural pur-
aui ts by scarcity of food, abnormal prices, and a 
great world demand and at the same time receiving very 
little or none of the effects wrought by the subsequent 
slump in _praotioally all agricultural products. The 
present study includes all of the years covered by the 
study of 1922 and three years of the slump period in 
addition. It is needless to say that the effect of 
these years of depression and commodity deflation will 
have the effect of lowering the apparent efficiency 
of the vocational schools. 
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T A B L E VI 

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AM.DUNT OF VOCATIONAL 
INSTRUCTION IN AGRICULTURE ON TEE OCCUPA-
TIONAL SEL:B>JTION bF STUDENTS. 

'.No.o:f 'No.farm-'lo.in ' · % farm- '% in al-
~cases 'ing. 'allied •. ing !lied occu-
I ' 'occupa.' 'pat ions 

' r I 

' 350 ' 170 1 14 48.6 4 
I 

233 I 101 32 43.3 13.7 
J 

139 ' 62 28 44.6 20.14 
' 235 ' 86 59 I 36.6 25.8 

' I 

I 957. I 419 I 135 J 43.79 .. 13.88 

TABLE VII 

THE INFLUElqCE OF THE AMOUNT OF NON-VOCA-
TIONAL INSTRUCTION ON THE OCCUPATIONAL 
SELECTION OF FORMER STUDENTS. 

' No.of' No.farm-'No.in 1 % farm- 1 '$ in al-

I Total % 
I farming 
' and in al-
I lied occupa. 

52.6 

57 

64.74 
' I 61.7 

57.67 

1 Total % 
1 cases' ing 1alli ed I ing. ' lied occu-' farming 

' 'occupa! ' pations and in al-
1 I lied oooupa .. 

I 

67 22 I 2 32.8 2.98 35.8 
I 

35 16 l 45.7 I 2.a 48.6 
I I I 1 I 

' 38 10 0 26.3 0 26.3 I r I I J 

I I I 

' 193 34 I 10 17. 6 I 5.18 I 22.8 
I ·• I 

I I I I 
I 313 82 I 13 I 24,6 I 3.9 I 28.6 
I I ' I 



SOME INFLUENCES WHICH :IFFECT OCCU-
PATIONAL SELECTION OF FORMER AGRI-

CULTURAL STUDENTS. 

There are certain more or less vital influ-
ences which .affect in a very definite way the number 
of former students who follow farming or non-farming 
occupations. These influences are not confined to any 
particular type of school or to any particular section 
of the state. Some of the most prominent of these 
factors are: size of town in which vocational depart-
ments are located; distance from which pupils are 
hauled to the central school; industries of the com-
munity which come into direct competition with farm-
ing; attitude of School Boards and Superintendents 
toward vocational agriculture; training of the prin-
cipal of the high school in which the vocational de-
partment is located; and the economic pressure upon 
the farmer during the post war ye~rs. 

While all of these influeneas have an im-
portant bearing upon the placement of vocational 
students on the farms of our state1 the scope of 
this paper is so limited as . not to permit a treat-
ment of all of these factors. The discussion which 
follows shall be concerned with only three of these 
factors. 

Chart 6 is a graphic representation of the 
effect of the size of town on occupational selection 
of former students. It is true that there are only 
three or four vocational departments in the state lo-
cated in large towns. These large town schools are 
sending 2<Jf/, fewer students to the vocation of farming 
than the schools where there is no town. This fact 
rather indicates that the strictly rural places are 
best for the proper functioning of vocational agri-
cultural departments. 

The data are not accurate in the matter 
of the training of the Principals of the high schools 
in which the vocati Jnal departments are located. How-
ever9 the influence is of such moment that it ieserves 
to be treated here. As its inception the work was 
often misunderstood and it was not uncommon for the 
agricultural instructor and the principal to be at 
variance. 



The result was most often a victory for the Principal 
and he succeeded in getting the good will of those in 
sympathy with the old idea of educating everybody ex-
cept the farmer. In nearly all cases · the training of 
the Principals was entirely academic and there was no 
love for any of the vocational subjects. The influ-
ence of these men was considerable in keeping boys 
in academic studies while in high school and in di-
recting them to an academia college when high school 
was over. It is true that there were some Principals 
who did a good part by the agricultural schools and 
their aid is not overlooked here. Many of these men 
have been responsible for the work succeeding and 
their help is always to our good. !he work of the 
High School Principals of our state is of paramount 
importance in our educational system and I am in no 
way picking at them. But, the claim is here ma.de 
that the agricultural instructor has a job of equal im-
portance in rural places in Virginia. 

None of the influences are so pertinent as 
the unfavorable economic conditions on the farm today. 
This factor operates in all Virginia and in both types 
of schools alike. There is but little incentive for a 
boy to settle on the farm today. Economic conditions 
on the farm are such that a man cannot pay the prices 
of labor and machinery and take the low prices for his 
produce offered today. This condition has been more 
pronounced in the past three or four years than pre-
viously. This has resulted in giving a lower percentage 
of former vocati Jnal students now farming. This same 
thing may be claimed for the non-vocational schools of 
our state, but the point made here is that vocational 
agriculture has not functioned as well during the past 
six or eight years as it would under a state of economic 
equilibrum. 

It is tl~ strong belief of economists that 
there is a better day not far ahead of the farmer. If 
this is true, and it does seem probable, a study of this 
sort after several years will show even better results 
for the vocational agricultural schools. 

It is the belief of the writer that the future 
of vocational agriculture, in rural high schools, is as-
sured. ~his may be conceded, when it is remembered that 
this type of school, in its infancy, has survived a most 
trying period of our nation's history. 
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C 0 N C L U S I 0 N S. 

1. The vocational departments are sending 100 percent 
more students to the farm than the non-vocational 
schools in rural places. 

2. Of all former vocational students, 43.79 percent 
are now engaged in farming. 

3. There is another large nwnber 13.88 percent, of 
all former vocational students, engaged in occu-
pations allied to farming. 

4. When those engaged in allied occupations are ad-
ded to the number farming the total percent for 
all former vocational students is 57.67. 

5. The more years of vocational agriculture a boy 
has the more .likely he will be to farm or enter 
related work. 

6. The more years of non-vocational training the 
student has the less apt is he to enter farming 
or related work. 

7. The agricultural high. schools are helping to 
solve the problem of rural leadership by the 
large number of former students attending the 
Agricultural College. The greater majority. _of 
these students are taking courses in agriculture 
and will eventually find their way back to rural 
communities. 

a. The non-vocational schools are not only sending 
too few of their ~tudents back to the farm di-
rectly, but are failing to supply adqueate rural 

leaders hip. 

9. Departments of vocational agriculture located in 
strictly rural localities are productive of bet-
ter results than those located in small towns. 

10. For the best functioning, vocational agricultural 
departments should have the hearty support of 
school officials, especially the Principals of 
the high schools in which the vocational work ie 
taught. 



OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF 405 
FORMER STUDENTS WHO .A.RE ENGAGED 
IN NON-AGRICULTURAL PURSUITS. 

Academia College------------97 ~ishermen ------------5 

At V. P. ·r. not allied wk..--19 Lawyers---------------6 

Public Norks----------------39 Railroad men----------4 

Clerks----------------------39 u. s • .Army------------4 

Laborers--------------------21 Ministera-------------4 

#Teachers--------------------16 Bakers----------------4 

fMechanics-------------------14 Dentists--------------4 

Auto Drivers----------------10 :Millers---------------3 

u. s. Navy------------------ 9 Shop Keepers----------3 

Auto Mechanics-------------- 8 Newspapermen----------2 

Bookkeepers---- ------------ 8 Restaurantmen---------2 

Road construction----------- 8 Engineers-------------2 

Salesmen-------------------- 7 Wire Service----------1 

Bankers--------------------- 7 Plumbers--------------1 

Electricians---------------- 6 Insurance man---------1 

Painters-----~-------------- 6 Paper hangers---------1 

Doctors--------------------- 6 St. car conductors----1 

Miners---------------------- 6 Loafera---------------6 

Postal Service-------------- 5 In ill health---------2 

#Lumbermen------------------- 5 Deoeased--------------4 

Oil station men------------- 5 Not decided-----------7 
T 0 T A L----------------405 

#Thes·e occupations are considered allied in Fed-
eral Bulletin No. 82. However, these are not 
counted as such in this study. Only those list-
ed under the special heading are so ~onsidered. 



TABLE 

SHOWING THE OCCUPATIONS WHICH HAVE ATTRACTED 
229 FORMER STUDENTS OF THE NON-VOCATIONAL 
SCHOOLS AND THE NUMBER IN EACH OCCUPATION. 

In Academic Colleges-------107 

In v. P. I. not in Agri.--- 2 
Minera--------------1 

Lumbermen-----------1 

Olerks--------------------- 28 Oil Station men-----1 

Public works--------------- 11 In Law---~----------1 

Teachers--------~---------- 10 u. S. Army-----------1 
Laborers------------------- 7 

Auto Meohanics------------- 7 

Railroad men--------------- 7 

Bookkeepers---------------- 6 

u. s. Navy---------- ---~-- 5 

Road construction---------- 3 

Electrioians--------------- 3 

Dentists------------------- 3 

Postal Service------------- 2 

Bankers-------------------- 2 

Ministers------------------ 2 

Engineers-----------1 

Plumbers------------1 

Auto drivere--------1 

St. oar conductors--1 

Aviators------------1 

Barbers•------------1 

Salesmen------------1 

Loafers-------------3 

In 111 health-------1 

Deceased------------3 

Not decided---------5 

T 0 T A L ----------229 



LIST OF AGRICULTURAL HIGH SCHOOLS 
SURVEYED FOR THIS STUDY. 

Apple Grove---------Louisa County 

Appoma~ax-----------Appomattox n 

Atlee---------------Hanover n 

Blacksburg----------Montgomery " 

Big Stone Gap-------Wise " 
Bridgewater---------Rockingham n 

Brownsburg----------Rookbridge " 

Buokingham----------Buckingham " 

Burkville-----------Nottoway 

Burke Garden--------Tazewell 

Charlotte c. H.-----Cbarlotte " 

II 

n 

Chase City----------Meaklenburg" 

Chester-------------Chesterfield" 
ft Olaremont-----------Surry 

Climax--------------Pittsylvania" 

Cobbs Creek---------M.a.tthews " 
Courtland-----------Southampton" 

ft Culpepper-----------Culpepper 

Cumberland----------Cumberland " 

Critz---------------Patrick ff 

Dinwiddie-----------Dinwiddie " 
Driver--------------Nansemond tt 

Disputanta----------Prince George" 

Eaatville-----------Nortbampton " 

Ewing---------------Lee 

Fincastle-----------Botetourt n 

Floris----------Fairfax Co. 

Great Bridge----Norf olk " 

Ivy Depot-------Albermarle " 

Lawrenaeville---Brunswiok " 

Lebanon---------Russell " 

Lincoln---------Loudoun n 

Ma.sassas--------Princ e Wm." 

Middletown------Frederiok " 

Mt. Jaokson-----Shenandoah" 

Nassawadox------Northampton" 

New London------Bedford " 
Bceana ---------Norfolk 0 

Pearisburg------Giles " 

Poquoaon--------York " 
Powha.tan--------Powbatan n 

Salem-----------Roanoke " 

Sparta----------Oaroline " 

Syringa---- - ----Mid~lesex " 
n Temperanceville-Acooma.o 

Toano-----------James City " 

Turbyville------Halifax " 
Varina----------Henrico n 

Wakef ield-------SUBBex " 
Whitmell--------Pittsylvania" 

Williamsburg----Williamsburg" 

Windsor---------Isle of Wight 

Woodlawn------------Carroll Count7. 



School 

LIST OF NON-VOCATIONAL HIGH 
SCHOOLS SURVEYED FOR THIS 

STUDY 

County 

Cbanoellor----------------------Spotsylvania 

Dan River-----------------------Pittsylvania 

We st Point----------------------King William 

Waterford-----------------------Loudoun 

Middlebrook---------------------Augusta 

Altamont Consolidated 

Naruna--------------------------Campbell 

Cleveland-----------------------Russell 

Louisa----------------- --------Louisa 

Fleetwood-----------------------Nelson 

Dayton High-~-------------------Rookingham 

Ivor-~--------------------------Southampton 

Seneca---~----------------------Campbell 

Pungoteague---------------------Aooomac 

Capeville-----------------------Noathampton 

Orange--------------------------Orange 

Luoketts------------------ -----Loudoun 

LLoyds-- -----------------------Essex 

Fisherv111&-- --- - --------------Augusta 
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