















































































































































42.

the two narrative items, "composition work" and "writing stories".

It is submitted that this is what has happened. The frequency tables, thus inter-
preted, simply reveal that narrative and discursive writing are top of the list, and
subjective writing and verse are least preferred. This matter again draws attention
to the difficulties involved in applying statistics to non-defined concepts in ques-
tionnaires simplified enough to be accessible to a range of age-groups.

The final check involved 2.10 and 2.13, which both assert that practice in writing
improves expression of ideas. No inconsistency of answering was noted and the null

hypothesis was rejected.

Verifying the Goals of the OG syllabus

As noted before (page 28), the Goals of the HG syllabus have been slightly simplified
for 0G. Goal 4.1.4 OG reads:

That pupils be introduced to elements of style such as register, diction, tone,
syntax, denotation and connotation, and the use of literal and figurative lan-

guage.

In HG the phrase "be introduced to" is replaced with "learn to use". The achievement
of these Goals was tested by cross-tabulating the responses to Questions 2.8
("Through practice in writing, I can now set out to create a special effect, e.g. a
mood, an emotion, ... etc.") and 2.9 ("I always seem to write in the same kind of way
and in the same style"). The assumption was that the answers would be different.
The null hypothesis was in fact rejected by the total sample, both schcols and 0G
(not BG), which suggests a degree of verification. However, the picture is clouded
by the fact that there was 28% more agreement in 2.9 than disagreement, whilst 2.8
also showed very high agreement (by almost 46%). The high agreement to 2.8 and the
cross—tabulations for OG indicate verification of the Goal for Stds 6 and 7, espe-
cially as the Std 6s were very evenly divided on 2.9: [41,8 : 40,0 : 18,2]. Yet,
looking at the total sample, the anomaly of the 28% agreement to 2.9 seems to suggest
that the respondents did not grasp the relationship between 2.8 and 2.9. Perhaps the
word "style" was not understood; or creating special effects was not seen to be dif-
ferent from writing "in the same kind of way". In defence of the wording of these
questions, it is difficult to render Goal 4.1.4 into something specific and simple
enough to be understood by thirteen-year-olds.

There was no problem with Goal 4.1.5:

That pupils be intrcoduced to (use = HG) some of the devices of cohesion and
coherence.
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