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METHODOLOGY:
' The normative-descriptive type of research was used

in this study. The respondents were the 208 secondary

'school teachers from DNHS Main and its annex who were

chosen through stratified random sampling. The main

instrument used in this study was a questionnaire

A

checklist supplemented by unstructured interview,

observation, and documentary analyses. Weighted mean

i3

was used to analyze the data presented.

The status of the phy31cal plant and fac111tles as

;assessed in thls study whlch included the 31te, campus,

bul;dlngs, ‘laborateries and shops, offices and staff

- rooms, assembly and athletic facilities, building
;sérvices'and health and safety. | |

1" MKJOR FINDINGS: ,

1. The assessments of ‘the various compohéntsl'of
the physical plant and facilities were .rated on fhe
avegage generally. |

;21 Coﬁponents of the phyéical plants éhd

facilities that were rated Good are ~ the . following:

school sites (3.35) rankedrNo. 1.; offices and staff

rooﬁs {3.16) ranked No. 2; school campus (3;14} ranred

i
i
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No. 3; school buildings (2.99) ranked No. 4; building

services (2.86) ranked No. 5; assembly and athletic |

facilities (2.74) ranked No. 6; and health and safety

{(2.71) ranked No. 7. Those that were rated Fair are

classrooms and laboratories and shops which have means

of 2.65 which both ranked 8.5.

3. Almost all schools were rated Good in almost
all aspects except Annex J which was rated Fair in all
components of plants and facilities.

4. Classrooms and laboratories and shops ware
‘rated Fair or just below average. Classroom sizés were
found not in accordance with the standards set'by the
DECS.

_condLUSIons:

H. The present status of the physical plant and
facilities of DNHS Main and its annexes were considered
good as to school sites, school campus, bqildings, ‘ .

offices and staff rooms, assembly and .athletﬂcs

facilities,‘ building services, and health and safety

except classrooms and laboratories and shops which‘wéré

- rated below average. | .
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2. DNHS Main and its annexes need to improve a lot
in relation to the '%ifferent components of physical
plant and facilities. Although generally almost all
the provisioss were rated good, fheir sustainable
development is a must. to further 1mprove the ratlngs as
assessed by the respondents of the study.

3. Almost all schools involved in this study. need

‘allgths components of physical plant and facilities as

to site, campus, building, classroom, laboratories and

shops, offices and staff rooms, assembly and athletic

.faciiities, building serviees, and health and safety

for: the realization' of the Proposed Fiﬁe-Yesr

f

Daveldpment\tapping.all the potential resources: local

7s,‘and national, prlvate and public sectors.

‘ RECQWJENDA’I’IONS. 1

! :1. The school admlnlstrators should “be glven a
copy of the results of thls study ,for whatever
sustalnable development they plan to do. Ths school

admlnlstrators of DNHS. Maln and its annexes should

3

| exert their best effort teo address the most preSSLng

problems regarding the physical plant and facilities of
the Fchool.

g
i
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2. The school administrators should look for
possible sources of funds to turn this - five-~year
development plan into reality.

3. A parallel study could bé done employing

students and other knéwledgeable outsiders as
. respondents to verify the veracity of the findings of
the study.

4. This study could be replicated by other
researchars to determine the status of the - physical

plant and facilities of their respective schools.
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