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NCEE &rwas:

questiona:
1:

SUMMARY, CONCLUSLONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This study analyzed the profile of the graduates
of the seven Seventh Dey Adventist (8DA) secondary schools
in Southern Philippines during the five-year period, 1880
+to 593&; fbuﬂ#iﬁg-on thelr composite scorés or General
Scholastie Aptitudé (BSA) scores and supsgoras on the four

Reading Comprehension (RC), @hd Verbal Ability (VA).
This study answered specifically the following

 graduates of the SDA secondary schools are

Chapter b

Mathematical Ability, Reasoning Ability (RA),

¥hat trend is manifested by the NCEE
performance of the graduates of the Seventh
Day adventists secondary a&hgqls during the
pericd, 1980 to 1984:

1.1 theipr GSA scores?

1.2 the hierarchiocal order of their performance?
¥hat ave the strengths and ?ﬁ;knéases of the

revealed by their NCER performance during the
indicatéd fiva-year period?

How does the performance of the graduastes of
the SDA secondary schools in Southern




fathod dtilizing the data taken froiwr the NCEE masterlist

Philippines compare with:
3,1 the ovewr=all perforkande of the exaninees |
in the regioRd 6 which these SDA secondaxy
8ehools belong?
8.2 e over-all aational perfornance?
'ﬁ&éédwﬁn the NCEE reéqltg; h9w=ﬁo the graduates
of thé seven SDA sedondary schools compare
with edeh qther with vegard to:
! 4.1 Reasoning Ability?
4,2 Mathematical ABility?
4.3 Verbal ability?
.4 Eﬂading Comprohension?
2 $ G&naral Scholaatia ﬁmtitﬁﬁa

N

gcheala'-m&le axaﬂinagsugn_yhe differant NCEE
., dpeas aha-@eﬁapé; Schélastic Aptitude compawre

with that of the female?

What ave the implications of the Findings of

thi® study to the ourriculum and instructional

improvemnent of the Seﬁgnﬁh'paé-gdveﬁtiat

gocondary schools in Southern Philippines?
Thig ﬁmuﬂy made uge of the ﬂea?riptige regearch

6.

odpled which wepe gent by thée Natiénal Bducational Testing

"




.-\'

- Center to the fﬁspactivelsqhoola included in this study.

~

summmrg’af‘rinﬂiagg

The findings in this study wexe obtained from the |

NCEE .pérformanoe of the 2348 examinees of the Seventh Day
Adventist secondany schools during the five administration

- yaars of the NCEE, which is from 1880 to the 1584,

- mrgnﬁmin thai$avanﬁh Day;ﬂﬂnantinﬁ 8chools NCEE

" AL =«

Parfnmmangg

The GSA mean soores of School A from 1980 to
1982 is increasing but in 1984 it falls., Its
hiépapchicel ordens duping these years differ from
year 1o yéar, while in the over-all the ranking of
its pmnﬁhmmn&nca+£n the four NCEE measures of ability
is aé follows: 1) Mathematioal Ability, 2) Reasoning
Ability, 3) Reading Comprehension and 4) Verdal
osity, . .

- Schoel, B '

Th the 1380, 1981 and 1883 NCEEs School B is
experiencing a downwand tvend, but in 1983 and 1984
HCEEE 1+g G8A mean scOres started'%o observe an
increasing pattern. There was no uniform pattern in
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228

. NCEE result an upward thand is observed.

the hievavohical opders of there performsnces during
the entive five-year period but thefy over-all result]
h-aars the following onder: 1) Reading Comprehension,|
2) Reasoning ability, 8) Verbal Adility and
%) Mathematical AbA1ity.

"'ﬁ@ﬁgﬁi;éi

The GSA mean séores OF Buhool {: is

. e¥periénsing a dowmmward tvefd in ‘&:ha 1939 to the 1982

paprforhaRce., hutlﬁrqm.fha 1982 ﬁeau;3 to the 1984 .
School €4
hievarchicsl orders differ from year to yéar with an
over-all hierarchiual ordex which Is ranked us

1) Reading Comprehension, 2) Raasaning'
abili‘ky, 3) ?&rbal Ability and ) Mathematical

FOLlomws:

- &biﬂ.ﬁtyw = 2% oy =

' Selwol 31.'!

$6hool D exhibits an upward trend in its GSA
mean scoves from the 1981 NCEE to the 18684 NCEE. |
There are varying orders of the NCEE measutes of
ability in School D NCEE perfopmance ‘in the five-year|

______ The over-all vesult '
fer the entire five years veveals the following
order of perfoprmande: 1) Reading Comprehension,.

e T ——— T = rErE— e




. a8 FoLlows: l) Rﬂasomipg ﬁhiliﬁy, 2) ﬂaading .
Abﬁ.litp . o I

%_.__.. A I _: 228 il

23 Verbal Abiiity, 8) Reasoning Abiiity, and |
%) Mathematioal sbility. - f

M
%o definite trondtn eng 654 mean scores. of
" 8dhool % fs exhibited in ite five-yesr NCEE
perfornatios, though the GSA bean scove tn 1694
#tarted to é‘o- up. In fts hierawehicalerﬂm, no |

B
5
§
3
1]
%3
§
E
5

in whieh ‘Ehe highest sCokeés ils obtained in the same |‘:.‘
ma.s The Svér-all hievarchieal onder £op Sohoel E .
18 as follows: 1 Reading Compréhension, 2) Verbal
Ability, -3) Remsoning AbALItY and'8) Mathematicad

-
‘thend dustig the entive five years. ‘Tné heraronical)
opdaevs of this school differ from year to yoar . _
ﬁaa@tmi%ﬂmal%nwhmfhaormgism ol
game. It8 ovérsall hievavchical onder 18 ranked |
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School A

- Reading Comprehénsion.

" 8chool €

School 8 G

No trend is also exhibited in the 8SA mean
scores of School & from the 19807 NCEE to the 1884
NCEE. The hierarchical ordaré of its parforamnces
in the Tour NCEE aveas vary from year,%o vaar, In
the over-all, the hieverchical order is as follows:
1) H&thamatical'!hility, 2y Rﬂading Comprahansion,
3} Rﬂaaoning Ability and %) ?erbal ﬂbility+

Strengths and Weaknesses of the Savanth.nay aﬂyan{ist

Secondary Schools in Southern Prilippines

I the ovar-all performance of School A in the

entire five yeoars, $chool ﬁ.is found te be weak in alll.

of the NCEE measures ability namely: Reasoning
Ahility, Mathematical ability, ?erhal ability, and

Schiool B

The o;er-all perforamnae‘bf School B in the
1980 to the 1984 NCEEs, show that School B is stpong
in all of the NCEE measures of ability.

School ¢ is considered to be stwong in
Reasoning ahility, Verbal Ability, and Reading

=
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oi Sehood Tp -

. the 1884 NCEES.+

" Sahool P

Ability and VPerbal Ability.

'Eahool G

Comprehension, but moderatély weak in Mathematical
Ability as revesaled in its dver-all NCEE performance.,

Sehool.ﬁ is conaidared to be moderately weak
in Reasoning Ability, Verbal Ability and Reading
Comprenension, and wesk in Mathematioa)l Ability as
ravgaled.in its over-all performance in tﬁe 1830 to

Behool E

 School E is found to be weak in Reasoning
Ability, Mathematical Ability, Yerhal Ability and
Reaﬂing ﬂumprahenaion a8 exhibited in the over-all
rasu;t of the antira fivauyearalof'ﬁcnn
adminiﬁtratiﬁn. |

Basad on the performance of School F in the
1980 to the 198% NCEEs, it is found éut that School F
is strong in Reasoning Ability and Reading
Comprehension and moderately wesk in Mathematical

The performance of School G in the entire five-
yaar period when taken &s a whole, reveals that
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¢,

' Sehool @ 18 weak in Verbal Ability and moderately

weak in Reasoning Ability, Mathematioal Ability,
and Reading Comprehension,

Comparlsnn of fhe.Savanﬁh.Day ﬁﬂventist gecondary

'schnolﬂ* graduates"NCEE parfbrmanoe, i) tha

" Yo fhe.antire national peﬁfarmancai

'Bdtwéan-ﬁchooi ﬂ:and-Regibhrﬁ‘;ﬂﬁgﬁ-fzhﬁihaes
L ey

The over-all performance of School & and
Region ¥ in the 1980 to the 1984 NCEE shows no
gignificant difference in their performance, This
lead to the acceptance of the null hypothesis which
atates that there is no significant difference in

the performance of these two groups.

" Between School B and Reglon X NCEE Examinees

. The over-all rasult of School B and Region X
RCEE performance, reveals that School B performed
$ignificanfly higher than Region ¥ iﬁ all five NCEE
variables namely: Reasoning Ability, Mathematiocal
Ability, Verbal Ability, Reading Comprehension and
General Scholastic Aptitude. This finding rejeots
the null hypethesis formulated in relation to this

comparison.
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Between School C and Region X NCEE Examinees
Schael C pérformed significantly higher than
Region X in Reasconing Ability, Verbal Ability,

Reading Comprehension and General Scholastic Aptitude
at .01l level of aigﬁificanéé*whila in Mathematical
ability it is insignificantly highe» than Reglon X
based on their over-all performance in the entire
five years of NCEE administraﬁion.1 In this respect
thg null hypothesis is rejeotedt

BEtwgeq.Schaol D and Region ¥ HCEE Examinenss

There is no significant difference in the
performance of School D and Reglon ¥ NCEE examinees
in Reasening Ability and General Echolaatic Aptitude

as vevealed in the over-all performance of these two
in the entire five-yoar perioq. Based cﬁ this result]
School D saored significantly higher than: Region X
in Verhal Ability at .05 and in Reading Comprehension|
at .01 level of significance, B

RBetween School E and Region ¥ NCEE Examineas

School E performs significantly lower than
Region IX at .01 in Reasoning Ability, Mathematical
Ability, Verbal Ability and General Scholastic

Aptitude as revealed in the performance of these two
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groups in the entire five years. In Reading
Comprehension School E sﬁoﬁed higher than Region IX
but the difference is not significant:

Between Sohool F_and Region XTI NCEE ‘Examinees
Taking the entire result in the performance *

of School F and Region XTI NCEE examineas in the five
adninistration years of .the National éollgge Entrance
Examination, it is revealed that School F scoved
significantly higher then Region XI in Reasoning
Ability and Reading Comprehension at .0l, and in
@General Scholastie Aptitude at .05, The differencs
between the perférmanna of these two groups iIn
Hathamat}aal ébility and.¥arbal Ability is not
significant. - :

petween Scheol & and RﬂgionIXI NCEE Examinees

School @ and Region XI NCEE- examinees

performance in the entire five-yeav period shows. no |

significant difference with each Other. This result
accepts the null hypothesis that ié fpmmul&fed in
relation to this kind of comparison. -

4

Between School A and the Entire Country NCEE

Examinees

Comparing the NCEE performance of School A to
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the performance of the entire country for a period
of five vears, iLhe over-all result showe that School
A is significantly lower than the entire country in
Reasoning Ability, Verbal &pility, Reading

Comprehension, and General Scholastie Aptitude at .01
and in Mathematical Ability at .85,

Between School B and the Entive Country NCER

Examiness

The over-all result for the entire five-years
'parod of comparison between the performance of School
B and the entire oountry, shows that School B is
significantly higher than the antive cnun%ry in all
five NCEE variables. This vesult rejeats the null
hypothesis formilated in relation.to this type of

-

conparison.

Batwaesn Sohool C and the Entire Country NCEE
Examinees

In the entire flve-yoar period, the overl-all
performance of School C and the entive countyy NCEE
~examiness, shows thaf; 8chool € is significantly
higher then the entive country in Reasoning Ability,
VYerbal Ability, Reading Comprehension dnd Seneral
Seholastic Aptitude at .01 level of sigﬁificance,
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while in Mathemitical abiliﬁy, Schoml ¢ i.s
insimiﬁmﬂ.y m Jphan ‘bhe en’f:i:ee eaunt;ﬁjf

Eaai&ﬂmn Sehml_n anﬁ ﬂm_‘ﬁmxim ﬁmnﬁ:w J{cBE

o 'Mfm&ﬁ .

Smningupthepe&qunoeofsmolnand'
the entipe countyy in the five-year perﬁ.gd-,_tha ovar-
&1 pesult shows that School D is inaignificantly
fower than the entife country,in Reasoning AbLlity,
Vérdal Ability andkeaﬂing Comprehension., In
Ha.‘l:hemtieal Ability. and Ganeral Scholas‘tia Apﬁmﬂa
at .08 laval of sisniﬁcanea, School. D is
_I_:.___I_signﬁ.fi.a&nﬂy lewm:h than the enif:ire ammfry -

' Betwsen s::me:. E 5ng e E\:ﬂ:i:ea ‘Colmtry. NCEE
" Egamineeg |
© Gompaving the performance of School E and
the entire countyy in the NCEE for, the entive five-.
year pariod, the over-all result shows that School
is significantly lower Yhan the entire country in all
£ive NCEE vawiebles at .01 lgvel of significance. -

fetwoen Sehool ¥ ¢ the Butire Country NGEE
Exgitinees |

. The over-~&ll résult reveals that there was
no significant difference Detwoen: the performance

I - et B Y
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of Sahool F ané the entive couptry ih thvee of the

the H@EE, as neveaﬂ.adhy the am-raml msuﬂ.rf-: i.nﬁheir

£ive NCEE varisbles which are a¥ follows:

Hathonatiosl vy, ﬁazam ' abm-é:y, &4 Ganeral |

oaﬂ.y aﬂ;@&tﬂ@ in Reasemiﬁg Ahi!;@w a4t .01 apd -

Reading Comprehension at .08, 811 1h favor of Schobl |

The sighitioant difference between the
_'afSehool@andfthaentimemmtwin !
|
f.‘uva-ym H(E‘B upweﬂ?ila, is onily in Vérbal &hility at
«03 develd of Biﬁtiﬁmee dn favop of the eative

@emﬂ. .Seho;gqti;q- mim 5:5 g_ggncﬂfi_.-eant at .01
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ul i B

" I Sehoaﬁ: B pgveala, *uha't .the overall rasult of these

.-,n -y

T bétw&en thei» performancde in | Raaming ability, “

!;:." éfschbol Da

, level of aignifiocafoe in favor of Sohool B,
 Betiaon Sehool A 4nd School € HCHS Sesnivess

It the entive five-yoar 2% pepiod $ahool €
obtained an ovaxmal:l: rosult which exhibi'::s that at

| P " 401 level o£ Slgmificance, i.t is aigt:ifimﬂy fhighexv ;

‘f:han School A.

geween Sohgol A and Sanoo_Ln H_ma Exaninees

| :l!he fﬁ.ve-year HCEE profile of Scheol A and

"y Ft,'!wo &m&a exhibita no aignifiuant difﬁamee

' Mathematical Ability and Geneal Seholastic sptitude,
while in ?e’rbal Apility and Resdinhg Compreohension,

~1 £hé pmfile mmls stmificant difference. at .01
|é‘r+d. IBS lavals af signifieanua mpeotively, in fa.var

Ea:&haan_&amm& ahﬁﬁelmal 'ﬁ NCEE Biaﬁnaes
' Hidag 4p the Iﬁcﬂamfmaé of Sohiool A

) -diffm@e waﬂ pévealead in ?aﬂml &hility, Réading
: G@mpm&hmion and’ Gefaral Seho!.aatie hpfkﬁ.‘tude while

. havel of significance; School A seéored significantiy

! and School E in the efitire five yeam, no signifimtl

in Reaeonﬁas #bility and Mathematical Ability at .08 |

e owey
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;:f.:' i highar than Schdél E._+
VA E D erveen Sohiool & dnd éanmi- F NCEE. Examiness
S | | The over-alk raaulf of'school A 2nd School F
?hw Eﬂy?;ﬁ in thair fivEuyaar NCEE profile, shcws that Sehool F
% Y :i; o snored signifmnantly higher ‘than 3¢h¢cl A at .0l levil
+;J ?n : of significance in Raasoning Ahility, Yarbal &hility,
| i - Reading Gomprehenaion and” Genaral Scholastic Aptitude;
 Betiean Suhool A and_School G NCEE Exaniness
?i_}: | [N Thé comparison between the performanda of
o  School 4 and .School G feom the 1980 NCEE to the 1684
R NCEE producé an over-all result which shows that
R Sdhool © performed significantly highar then School. A
I'f | | at i01 in Raading CQmprahanaion and at :05-in ‘
i Raascning_ﬁbility General43thlastic Aptituda -

b
"

In Mathemﬂtinal ahility and ?aﬁbal ﬁhiiity, ne
sighificant difference is revealed by their

perfomnce .

Batwaan Schcol B and- Sehool £ NCEE Bxaminees
No significant differepoa 14 ravealed

' between the performance of Sohool.B and Sehool C in

Raading Comprshenaien and Rﬂasoning ability, hut in
Hathamatiaal ability at .01 and in Uarhal Ability
and Genar'ﬂ Eahclas'tic &p‘t:itu&a at .ﬂﬁ, significan't
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differvence is unfolded in favor of School B.

Batwaan School B and Sdhool 1 NCEE Examinees

in the entire fivaeyéazspeﬁiod.School B
parformad significantly higher than 8School D in all
five NCEE variables except in Mnthamatinal Ability
in 1984 whare the diff&rance in the parfbrmance of
these two schools is not sﬁgnifinant.

Between School B and School E NCEE Examinees

The comparison between the NCEE performance
of School B and School E arsived 4o a finding which
shows that School B p;rfqm significantly higher .
than School € in all five NCEE variables in the
entire five-year period expept in 1984, in whioh the
difference betwaen’tha performance 6f these two
schools in Hath&matieal &hility is not significant.

Beatween School B and School F HCEE Examineas

The overjall rﬂsult+of the‘yﬁEE perfornance
of School B and School ¥ whan compared, shuﬁé that
+the difference between the performance of the tuo
is significant in favor of $ah061 B in Mathematical
| Ability, ?arhal ﬁbility, Rﬂaﬁing Com;r&hansion and g
General Echolastie Aptitude*
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that 8chool ¢ performﬂd-significantia.highar than
" School D in Reasoning Ability, Verbal ability,

Betweén School B and Schml G NCEE Examiness

School B parformd signifioantly highar than :
School ¢ in all five NCEE var.f.ahles as unfoldad by
their over-all pesult, in the entive five-year
period of NCEE admﬁzisfi*atiana, which is covered in
this study; |

Be_'twaen _thool C and Schoel D-.NCEE Examingas
The performance of School. ¢ and 8chodl D in
+he 1880 to the 1984 NCEEs hear méult which shows

Reading Comprehension and General Scholastic Aptitude.
In Hathama‘t;ical Ability, the *msul‘u: shows no _
significant diffemncg.hg';wean the performance of
School ¢ and School D.

Between School C and.School R NCEE Examinees

The ovgx-«-all msul‘t of School ¢ and School E
NCEE performance from the 1880 to 'f:he 1e84 NCEE
revaals that School C performed signifieantly highaer
than Sehool E in all five NCEE variables.

Between School ¢ and School F NCEE Ezaminees
The five~year NCEE profile of School C and

School P unfolds an over-all result which shows that
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the difference between the performance of the two, is |
not significant in Reasoning Ability, Mathematical
" Ability and -eanegaa:_r:semlmia Aptitude, but in
Yerbal Ability and Reading Comprehension, significant
= - diffevence is exhibited in favor of School C. .
Betwéen School € and Sohool € NCEE Exsminees
The over-all. five-year NCEX. perfomanoe* of

1Solml' £ and Sghool 8 manifosts that Schoql ¢
performed significantly higher than Sclwol 8 in four
of the five NCER va;riablaa namely* Rmoning ﬁbilif:y,
Varbal Ability, Reading ebmprehensivn ahé General _
I Scholastic Aptitide. In Mathematical Ability, School :
' | @obtaineaamanmuhichishimtm School.

Xo! butr the di.ﬁfamme is not gignificanm

ot L

| betwoen Sanool D and Sanool B NeRR Bxeatness

| | As yevealed in the ovarualg:* vesult of the
five-year NCEE performance of School D and $Sahool E,

| fchool B performad significantly 'ﬁigher than School -

| E £ in all five NCER va:'iables; in Ha‘t’.‘hmtiaal ability
R s2d Reading Comprehension a:t: .85, and'in Reasoning -
| adility, Verbal ﬁhi.lit:y, and General Scholastic 1
| Aptitude at .0L. .

-
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ﬁeﬁwﬁ&n 3ohool B.and.Sahbﬁl P HﬂﬁE Examindea
It is shown in the ov&:*uall ma:ﬂ.t of the

#ive-year NCEE performince of Seﬁml n and School F, |
that School F scoved aigmt.ﬁcanﬂy highex- than school

D in thvee of the five NCEE variables which are as.
follows: Reasoning Ability, Read.iﬁg Cofpréhension
and General Scholastie Aptitude. In Mathematioal

Ability and ?emhal adility, School F+a¢om<i higher

Between Sehool D and School G NCEE Examinees

As manifested in the over-all result of the
five-yeay NCEE performance of School D and School §,
it is observed that 'thare wag no significant

difference in their performance in all five NCEE

wvariables.
Betwsen School £ and School F NCER Examinees

School F performed significantly higher than
Sohool E in Ressoning Ability, na-t:hémtim adility,
Verbal Ahili’ty, Rea.ding c-ampmhenaion emd General

Sahoia.stio ﬁp‘t:ituda Th:i.a is revealed. in the overw -I
€1l result.of their fiveﬂyaar NCER performancs.

than School D but the differchce is not aigniﬁaan-f:. | g
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Between School E and School. 8 NCEE Enanineaa

The over-gll panfonnancn nf Sohool E and
School @ in the 1880 to the 1884 NCERs, unfolds thay
School G performed eignificantly higher than School .
E in a;;iii?n.NCEE variables.
Between School P and School § NCEE Performance

The diffenannn in the performance of School F
and School € as manifested in the over-all vesult of
their five-year NCEE performencs, is significant in
Reasoning Ability, Verbal Ability, Reading .
Comprehension, and General Seholastic Aptitude,. whila
in Mathematical Abillity it is insignificant.

Canarisnn of sevanth'nny Advantian sqnomdnny-Schcols:

Male and Pemale NCEE EXarinees Performance

The ovar-all penfbnmanne of the male and
female examinees of the entire seven Sevantn Day
Adventist secomlary schools in the Southdrn: |
Philippinas in the 1880 NCEE to the 1884 NCEE shows
that' the female obtained scores wlich awre
significantly higher than thein nnléjnountanpnnt in
Véerbal Ability, Reading Comprehension and General
Scholastie Aptituds, while the male on the other hand
éoored higher than the female in Reasoning Ability
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:.and.Hathamatical Ability but the difference is not
| significant ' . '

The hierarchical orders for this result shows
that the male obtained their highast mean soores in
Reasoning Ability and their lowest mean scove in
Yerbal ﬁhili%y._ Their second éndl third highest mean
scores ia ip:3eading cémprehhnsion ﬁnd.nathematical
Ability respectively. The female exaninees on the

J_lothar hand ohtainad thair higheat mean score in _
':Raading Gomprhhansion, follawad by ?arhal Ability "and
'Reasoning Ability as seocond and ﬁhird respectively,
and Mathematioal Ability as the last.

Since the findinga of this atudy show tha
following: 1) the abgence of an upward op inereasing
+rand for the antive five years; 27 the ahaence of
a conaanutivaly the same hievarchiocal order for the
antire period; 8) the faot that alhost all of the
ShA schools are weak in the four NCEE measuves of
ability except for School B and School Ci &) the fact

‘*that rost of the schools included'in thia*study
performed lower than the rﬁgicna,wherﬁ'they belong,
and in the éntire.country except -for School B and
School C3; 8) the fact %hat there exist significant

" ﬂiffarancas-iﬁ the p&rfﬁrmﬁﬁcas of the SDA schools
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when dompared as to schools; and 6) there exist
differences in the ?ﬂ?fbﬁhiﬁaa of the examinees when
. donpared as Lo aﬁx;}%haf:&ndihgs implytm-tthesna _
aehnela naea 6 imprave thein elwrioulir and + ﬁ ;
instruetiumal prcgrama in the antire South Philippina_
Uhionwnissien, in general, ‘and in aaah individual
pepool, in particular. This should be done in order
o eorweot their ﬁa&knass, aliminate differencas in

berformaiice, and fnlfill thair aduuatiunal philosophy
and oblactives,

| cannLnsigna

SOPICITOR B « Raking, into eonsiderations the findinga of this
o -fstudy, the maaamhar arvivéd 1o the following
eoneluaiona. 1} that there is & need for a caveful study ,
'3of xhe ﬁtrengtha and weaknesses. of eaah school as revaaledl
in tkis wvesearchi 23 that there is also necéssity for a
thoreu3h+study off the schools currioular, co-gurpicular
_l&ﬁd ingtructional programs; 83 that neaessarg inmmovation
| ulhe #ade in the nurriaular and inatruatianal brograms of
thé respondent adhoolg; ahd B) that there will be a regulap
evalggtiaq-qf each auhoqlﬁs-pamfbmﬁance thrbpgh the NCEE
.‘_féﬁn1t$ of thair.éraduates;

A
R
-
3
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Redommendations |
Based on the findings ravealed in this study, the

researcher recommends the following:
.. 1) A careful study of the atrﬁngths and weaknesses
__j.;_of each gchool asg ravealed in thiﬁ research
2i -A thorough study of each school's curr;cular,
. iéo-currinular and instructional programs.
3) Necessary innovations be made in each school's
- program which will be hﬂlpfulito anhanue;fﬁé F
improvements of students' learning and
. performance.
- | 1) A wear to yeaf evaluatlon of esach school’
program be made through the KCEE perfonmanue

e ?;of their graduataa. : :
By Maka another study’ similar to this present

one.






