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De La Salle University — “Emilio Agumaldo wllegﬁe

University-Emilio Aguinaldo College As Perceived by

Teachers. and Students and Their Implications to the

Institution's Hission Statement.

'ﬂethodolngx

The Charles F.. kittering School Climate Profile

Was administered to full-time tedchers and JuRisr and

Eeniak">=“udent5 of De ta Salle

Aguinélda  8@1199§. The data gathered were tallied and

tabulateﬂ.far Statistical treatment.

EFor the Heighted'means, values were assigned to
@

the fgu% cptions from which the respondents were asked

te choose: 4 - Almost Always, 3 — Freguently, 2 -

A

Gccasiunally, and 1 - Almost Nevgr.

The responses to the items were weighted in such

a way. that & high score would reflect & desirable

t&imate and & low BECore wouwld reflect an , undesirable

Lolleqe Environment,

e Balle  University-Emilio | -
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THESIS. ABSTRAGT
1
This study was undertaken to sBUurvey by means  of ‘i
the Charles §, Kittering Scheol Climate Profile ‘
iﬁs{rument the College Environment of De' La Balle
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3 “The frequencies and means were used to determine
+the quaﬁtitative.average Eespanses in the school climate
1 DT . .
profile.
“T-test for uncorreléted sample was used to
determine whether significant differences were present.
' ‘
The minimum level of significdnce accepted in the study
was the 0.5 level of significance.
I
. Problems and Findings
§ | . ‘
j Specifically, the study answered the fnllawing 3
prab%ems: ;
' ‘Specific. Probles Number 1: ‘dhat is the state pfm,m
) éﬁe actual and ideal college environment of De La Salle ;
bniversity—Emilino Aguinaldo Collegs as perceived by the :
, . F .
' teachers along the two dimensions of:
&. Beneral Ciiﬁate*wéctmrs, and
‘b. Climate Daterminénts?
The teacherk zerceived the actual college N
enviﬁonment along the two dimensions of General Climate 3
Factors and Climate Determinants to  be ‘“Senerally - ;
Favorable" as indicated by their mean scare of 3.0, ThaHLn :
- L
) ¢ . i
ideal college enviraonment should be "ExtrE@gly g 1
ﬂ &
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of the

Favorahle®

1
ISTF2.
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Specific Fraplem Number 2:

Hﬁat'is-the state

actual and ideal college environment of De La

'

Balle University-Emilio Aguinaldo Céllege as perceived

by the students aléﬁg the two dimensions of:

a. Beneral Climate Fasctors, and

b. Climate Determinants?

¥

The  students perceived the actual ‘college

environment along the two dimensions of General Climate

Factars and Climate Determinants te be likewise

"Generally Favorable’ acs indicated“by'thexr‘mean"‘scére

of 2.79. The ideél cSlleg? environment should . _he

"Eytremely Favorable” as was also indicatéd by

mean scere of 3.462.

Specific Pr@blém Number 3I: What is the state of

as likewise indicated by their. mean scores of: |

their

the actual and ideal ca&lege en\lrennent

bath teachers’

of: ’

=

B

Teachers

environment as

angd students’

LY

along the
General Climate Factors,
Climate Deﬁerminants?

énd students

"Generally Favorable”,

perceived the

as perceived by

two dimensions

and

college

along  the  +wo
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dimensions of General Climate Factors.

1
ﬁDeterminants, with a mean score of 2.80. a=

Emilic Sguinaldo College as perceived by the

1

for the

ideal Climaté,' both perce;ved that it should b

”Estremely Favorable” -asﬂindicated-by it
S

o4 E,
Dux O . '

v Specific  Froblem Number 4: What

are the
strengths = and ‘weaknesses of De La Salle .Uhiversity~

Emllla Aguinaldo College as perceived by the

teachers
along the dimensions of:
y &. General élimaté Factors, and
‘Z , B. Climate Determinants?
7¢ " The teachers' ~pEreeptions s of  the &dilege
énvironment in all Elght ”suuacales ~of ”theuuﬁenerai

Ellmate Fautor: were described as Extremely Favorable®

and "Generally Favcrable“; and

A}

therefore are stréngths.

Similarly, all eighteen subscales of Climate
. ‘ .

Determinants ' were also ¢escr1bed as "Generally

Favorable", and therefore were llkewlsé strengths. The

teachers 'did not Ferceive-any.weakness at aill.

Specific Froblem Number I What are the
strengths . ard weaknesses of De La Salle University-

students

= mean scare of

~and - Biimate‘.

. B
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along the di mensxaﬁs efs
'

a. Beéneral Clihate Factors, and

B éléﬁa%é E&te?miﬁéﬁtsq

Students” 99# geption of the colisge envirenment |

in. all the eight subscales of the Beneral Climate

Facters were perceived and deseribed as "Benerally

Faverable”, ang a&éﬂgﬁéref@r@ stﬁaﬁéthgip'ﬁztﬁ ﬁegéféﬁl

t& the eighteen subsesles of Giimaﬁ@ ﬁétéﬁmiﬁaﬁtgg
i
seventeen yieléeé a Béﬁérally Favarahie" ratang( ailse
signjfying strengths, with the exeeption of an item in
] e :

ﬁaé%fial Determinants on Adequate Reseurces, which had &

S'ecxf1g~ﬁrgﬁle

5trangtﬁ= and weaknesses ot De La Balie University-
Emill@ Agu;nalde Cellege as gereezved by the téachers

ang students aiéﬁg the dimensions of:

{

rml )

;a-

Seneral Climatd Factors, and
o
B. Climate Determinants?
Teachers’ a?é  stuéents’ ﬁéreeﬁﬁiaﬁs of the

#

tollege envirenment were "Generally Favorable”. I

in.

| terms
”Qa#ihé“ te be the highest in all the eight subscales of
the Goneral Climate Factors, and are therefore

Efrengﬁhsi Under Climate Determinaﬁts,‘ the Hollowing

"Moferately Favarable” rating which meant a weakness.

af commonalities, both groups ranked "Respect” and

,~Egmhar"é- &hat are the cemmon |
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comﬁanalities were,.‘ perceived to be "Generally
. Favorable® and are.ligewise strengths. Out  of se§en
subscales'.gfi.ﬁrogram Determinants;' both had :chegen,
i , AR :
"Rules _Caaﬁeratively Determined”.  For: - Process
determinants it was i"Effective Communication” and
"Quﬁnnnmy with ﬁccauntabilit?" which were rated with &
"Gene}ally Favarable"‘mark. Material determinants wers

perceived to be both strengths as well as weaknesses,

|" o "Buitability of School Plant", and "Supportive and

Efficient LBQlSthdl System" have "Generally Favorable®
ﬁratlng while "Adequate Resaurce:" was perceived to bé

;"Bénerally Favorabie” for teachers and "Moderately

4 Favbrable" far studentgaJ Considerning the

Favoralrility
4

aef the 1last subSCales, both ;raups q & differing

e B v

"rétlng but stlll shdred ‘B Common bellef that placing it
at the last of a1l the subscales, would imply a “Ffelt

need in terms of suificiency of staff, instructional

o

materials, classroom faci}&{ies, and other rescurces.

"Bpecific  Problem Number 7: Is = there =

significant différence in the perception of teachers

between the actual and ideal college environment aof De

La Balle Universityv-Emilio Aguinaldo Colliege?

There was a very high degree of difference in

i the perception of teachers” between the actual and‘ idea
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‘cellege environment of De La Salle University-Emilic

i

Aguinalde College as inditated;by the overall computed

t-value of 4.2657#, and compared with the t-tabular of
1.645 at 0.05 level of significance and at 0.01 level of
significance with a t—tabula} af 1.960,

i

Specific  FProblem  Number &: Is  there &

sigrificant difference in the perception of students

 between the actual and ideal caliegé enviromment of De
La Salle Uﬁiversityﬂgmilia Aguinaldo Colliege?
p '
4

be%#een the pEﬂCEptiDﬁ of students on the actual VErsSUus
th

There was a very high degree of difference

2 ideal college environment. This was indicated by an

vhawérallﬂ.tﬁcohputed»value of 18.4504 as compared to the | =

t—tabular of 1.8645 at O.05

1.980 at 0.01 level of significance, respectively,

Specific  Froblem Nﬂmher T Are

there

significant differences in the perceptions of teachers
and students regarding:
a. Gene®l Climate Factors, and

b, Climate Determinants?

There were significant differences in the

perceptions o©f teachers and students regarding s the

-+

seneral Climate Factors and Climate De

fe

LErminants &

i

level of significance and-
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likeﬁisé, indicated by an Gve#all cnmbuted t-value of

- 1.89841%

as campmred ta the t—-tabular of 1. 64a at

O.O5

level of 51gn1f1cance and l;?éﬂ =t Q.ui level of

signific

ance, respectively.

Specific Froblem Number 103 What are

the

implications of these findings to the institution’s

mission
I

Favaorabl

Climate

M15415n

statement?

8 college environmentldescription of "Generally

ef' te both the General Climate Factors and

%’Detérminénta - clearly implies & pésitive

Statement.

adherendﬁ to the 1deals. aspirations, and gosls nf %E@w~‘~

uThiS'alsa impiies that a generélly wholesome and

stlmulatlng 50c1a—psy¢helaglcal atmasphere exists in De

La S&l1
teachers

_Cammunit

1n¥eract

callage

'anwth &

af the,a

e Unlver51ty—5m1119 qulnalda Cnllege

]

where

and students as membeES‘of the La Sallian

¥ have a qenerally healthy and sétisfying

1on with each DtHer.
W '

This further implies that & generally favorable

. i, .
envirnnment pervades, where Dpportunlty Tor

nd perwandl satisfaction is felt by the members

cademic,cnmmunity to & reasonable degree.

1
e - . i

ras

P P R
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.the General Cllmate Factars and Cllmata

- Eonclusions

On  the. basis of the findings . of  this
investigatién, “"The Cellege En?iﬁoﬁment of De La Salle

Univérsity—Emilin, fguinaldo College as Perceived by

Teachers and Students and Thear Implicatians to the

Mission Statement”, the following conclusions were

‘ . , . ‘ . . ' . o ~
dirawr e . e ; o ‘ .
O

. f

1. Teachegs and studenis perceived the college

envirgnment Bf De La Salle University-Emilio Aguxndldo

Callege to be averwhelmln 1y "genermllf favorable” alon i
9 B.é

the dlmen51ons of Ceneral Climate Fqchors and Climate¢

Determinants. —_ | e ;

1

.Mwﬂquw-mThlb-lﬂdlCBtE: “that majority of the subscales in

Determinants are

Ferce;ved to be strengths.

2. The | significant  differences in the

'pérceptinns af teéchers and students regardlng the

fﬁeneral_climéte Factor

s and Cl;mg*E Determlnants tend to

r“shDW' that teachers perca&ved the "callege enviromnment

P

more qeneruusly m: 1nd1cated by their relatively high

computed t—values. Teachers have also  taken - énd“

undegstooﬁ' the goals and limitations of the school- at

a .

‘this-point,in‘;ime of its development.

R T S L
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F. Since  the lowest subscales for both groups
of respondents  was Adequate Resources, there is a felt
and strong need af ptovidinéﬁlsufficient 1ﬁ5tructional
materials, classroom facilities, additional staff

members  and educators to meet students’ necessity  in

this school.

Implications to the Micsion Statement 5

It was revealed in the findings of this study

~ that the College Environment of De Lz Salle University~

Emiiic figuinaldc College is perceived to be "Generally

Favarable."”

stimulating socio—psychological atmosphere exists in  De

La Salle University-Emilic Aguinaldc College where.

teachers and students as members of the bLa Sallian

Community have a generally healthy and satisfying

interaction among themselves.

This further implies ghat a generally favorable

atmosphere pervades, and that an opportunity for 'grawth'

and personal satisfaction is felt by the members of the

&

academic community tora reasonable degree.

“This “implies ~ that 3 generally wholesome  and | &
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" consultations

In é%neral the Mission Statement as the

embadlment of the 1n5t1tutwan = qaals, aspiratisna, and

ideals is adhered to and accepted &&--truly  .a

unifying

element, a cornerstone against which the

implementators
of the institutional policy can  measure institational
achievements, band & guiding principle s..nr:u'a1':¢-3'rnj.rn_:;.‘t
relationships' among  the members of the.

atademic

coenmun ity .,

Recommendations

On  the basis of the findings, the Tollowing

recommendations are given for further study and action:

1. & generally favorable’ college environment

description mwasnanwafjirmatian-théttthE'ingtitutiéﬁ is
heading in the rigbt directians, but this must alsoc be

taken as a greater challenge to advance and achieve the

‘highest gaais' and  aspiraticons as envigsioned in the

Mission Statement.

-
P

. School administrators in this institution
must discuss with their teachers the weak points

perceived in their organization. Group discussions and
should be conducted so that faculty will

be involved in the. search for RG]UthﬁS ‘to the problems

#which have been 2xposed by the study.

I R e S
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3. Catholic schools aim to

faculties ef man: physical, intell

and socizl. It

e

is .imperative

aspects

fqrmulafian -school goals.

of More

'

: 4.

to

schaal' climate that are assatiated

N are 51gn1f1c=nt1y ccrrelated with low achlevefent and

therefore

Further investigations shypuld

develop

ectual,

be

with perf?rmance.

i

that these
of growth must be given equal emphasis
opportunities

develop critical thinking must be provided to students.

[

school offices to find out particular areas

The Fe:th: may help point aut which particular éaspects

all the

spiritual
in  the

to

conducted

of the

/

£y

!

shelp fnrmu}ate and < plarn. necessary remedisbices’
lmpravement. - e .
. A fullaw—up :tudy must be done to focus the
9 g ressarch

on the envlranments of the dl-ferent colleges,

comparing perceptions of lower classmen with the

classmen, Results will lend clarity as tEMwhethgr

Cupper

4
each

cbliege‘depaﬂtﬁent,dbes its job efficiently and

aspirations,

it adheres to ﬁhé}gqals and visions

institution’'s wmission statement.

whether

6f the
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