	Assessment Schedule The Trend of Kids Dropping Out of Sport

	Evidence
	Judgement


	The candidate:

Critically evaluates a current physical activity event, trend, or issue and examines the impact that this is having on New Zealand society.

Theory and practice should be balanced and integrated into the answer. Good balance shows that a candidate is not only aware of the theory / statistics / assumptions surrounding the trend toward “Kids dropping out of sport, but can also illustrate where we might see evidence of this, or can justify the assumption.

A candidate who shows an imbalance between theory

and practice will use examples for the sake of using

examples without the support of a theory or point they

are trying to make. Statistics may be presented in

isolation. Theory may be dominant to the detriment of

examples. Equally there may be a disconnect between

theory and practice.

The candidate must be able to critically evaluate the

trend towards kids dropping out of sport and consider its impact

(if any), on New Zealand society, then adopt and justify

a position.

A critical evaluation could include:

a range of perspectives on possible causes /

influences on the current physical activity event,

trend, or issue

a range of perspectives on possible impacts it is

having on New Zealand society, which may be

drawn from societal, political, economic,

environmental, cultural, or historical perspectives

an indication of where the candidate stands in

relation to the issue following a reasoned argument

in both instances, breadth should not be valued

above depth of understanding and the development

of ideas within it.

Candidates MUST discuss not only the trend and causal

factors, but also any potential impact on New Zealand

society. The response cannot be solely one on

exploring the trend in isolation without any consideration

of impact on New Zealand society.

Considerations that should be considered:

What is a trend?

s “ kids dropping out of sport” a trend?

How is a trend different to an issue?

How do we define “sport”?

Evidence for / against the growing trend towards a generation of “kids dropping out of sport”, eg is it just a

popular media creation?
Causal factors to support / refute the notion, eg

smaller families, media fear tactics, heightened

awareness of safe communities, injury risk and

identification, laws relating to aspects of health and

safety, political correctness, busy lifestyles meaning

less time invested in children and children's play,

impact of technology, etc.



Reasons why kids drop out of sport:

· Lack of interest

· Too competitive

· Fields always closed

· Cost over full season

· Over zealous parents

· Coaches (overcoaching or favouritism)

· No fun

· Gender-specific reasons- effects of mixed teams, rigid notions of feminity or masculinity

· Poor quality PE

Reasons to stay in Sport:

· Health benefits

· Voluntary

· Fun

· Recreational

· Informal, social

· Evidence that participation has increased

· Offer wide range

· Quality sport in PE

· Reduce emphasis on winning

· Reduce parental involvement

· Friends
Factors that seem to be important in the decision to stay in or drop out of sport include:

· Family sporting culture important

· Family demographics

· Family networks

· Interaction of gender, social class, ethnicity, age

· Life phases and transitions

· Participation increase with socio- economic status, 2 parent families,

· Participation patterns set by 16

· Participation  decreases as students get older
· Higher education seems to have little effect

· Effected by life events and transitions

· Voluntary nature important

· Needs to mostly be fun, socil and informal

· Participation levels set more by family culture than PE

· Sport in PE seen as artificial
Negatives of dropping out of sport:

Obesity

Inactivity

Sedentary lifestyles

Naturally decreases with age

Doing other things

Work and study pressures

Unrealistic expectations

Early specialization

Peaking early

Conflict with social life

Lifestyle transitions

Reasons not to drop out of sport:

Hauora

Caring supportive coaches

Coach’s communication skills

Athlete-centred coaching

Family culture

Family structure

Key Terms to Discuss:
Socialization

Habitus

Social Capital
Impacts on New Zealand Society:

potential impacts on social development and how

this might impact on New Zealand society

potential impact on emotional / mental development,

eg lack of self-confidence, instilled feeling of fear,

Loss of sports fields /play areas – turned into housing
children less comfortable with own ability, less

children in activity / sport may lead to increased

medical care and costs

a generation of kids who 'fear' and lack the self-confidence

to take risks, or accept challenge for

fear of outcomes

New Zealand considered a less active nation – less

kudos for world sport

more litigation for complaints from accidents in

sport / activity leading to perpetual safety issues,

thus exacerbating the trend

fewer outdoor experiences in schools leading to

decreased appreciation of the outdoors

what can be done to arrest the growing trend, eg

the role of schools and physical education as sites for

developing these skills

the role of parents and extended families

the role of lawmakers and the red tape associated

with sport

· The role of the media and professional sport

· Effect on New Zealand’s image.

· .

The candidate should recognise that “kids dropping out of sport
impacts total well-being, not just the physical dimension.

 Conclusions

· Offer a wide range  of sports- not just traditional sports
· Make it voluntary
· Acknowledge cultural influences in sport choices
· Praise not rewards

· Coaching to a minimum

· Mentoring

· Friends

· Life Transition periods crucial

· Role of media crucial

	The question is focused on the candidate’s ability to

Critically evaluate how a current physical activity event, trend, or issue, has impacted on New Zealand society.

In this context, the trend is “kids dropping out of sport”.

Scholarship with Outstanding Performance (7, 8

marks).

The candidate’s response demonstrates critical

evaluation, via depth of understanding through a high level of sophistication across a range of factors,

including integration of ideas, creativity, fluency, and logical and precise communication. 
For 8, there are small / minor modifications that could be made to the response to improve the

answer, but the response none the less is

outstanding – given the time available to the candidate. The answer demonstrates that the candidate has a clear understanding of the trend.

There is balance to the response given the time available, ie the candidate acknowledges the scope and complexity of the possible responses, but may

focus on the most appropriate / relevant. This 'balance' may be weighted in favour of either sociocultural or biophysical viewpoints without detriment to the candidate.

At 8, it is expected that a candidate would be able to discriminate between the word trend (used this year), as opposed to saying it is an issue. Trend

implies that there has been an ongoing movement in one direction or another – in this case – growing trend. The candidate may or may not argue that it has reached the point of becoming an issue – and

hence requires greater exposure, intervention, etc.

For 7, there is a slightly lower level of

sophistication, creativity and synthesis when compared to a response that deserves an 8. The response is still considered to be outstanding –

given the time available to the candidate.

In both cases, examples should appropriately demonstrate the application of theory in practice. If not, this should be part of the critical evaluation, ie

where theory does not match practice, this should be discussed as to why.

Critical evaluation remains paramount.

Excellent Performance (5, 6 marks).

The candidate’s response critically evaluates information to demonstrate a holistic understanding of physical education, arising from both theoretical and practical application, though not to same standard as the outstanding candidate.

For 6, critical evaluation is evident; the candidate's examples should appropriately demonstrate the

application of theory in practice. If not, this should be part of the critical evaluation, ie where theory

does not match practice; this should be discussed as to why.

Depth of knowledge is evident in the answer, but some ideas have not been developed to the same extent as an outstanding candidate. Response

lacks the sophistication and creativity of an outstanding candidate. There is no repetition of ideas
.

For 5, there is some critical evaluation; there is a balance in the integration of theoretical knowledge and practical application. There is less depth of idea

development compared to a 6, as the candidate looks to show their range of understanding. There are more issues with the fluency and logic. There may be evidence of repetition of ideas.

Since 5 / 6 represent Scholarship, a candidate may be able to discriminate between the word trend (used this year), as opposed to saying it is an issue.

However, if the candidate critically evaluates from the perspective of an issue, this is acceptable Trend implies that there has been an ongoing

movement in one direction or another – in this case – growing trend. The candidate may or may not argue that it has reached the point of becoming an issue – and hence requires greater exposure,

intervention, etc.

In both cases, there is suitable consideration given to not only the growing trend towards a “dropping out of sport generation, but also the potential (if any),impact on New Zealand Society. In this respect the response feels balanced.

A candidate in this area has produced a piece of work worthy of Scholarship standard.

Sound Performance (3, 4 marks).

The candidate attempts to critically evaluate information to demonstrate an informed understanding of physical

education, arising from both theoretical and practical application. The candidate attempts to address the question – is able to apply some relevant understanding. Reasonably well-organised, inconsistencies evident, superficial coverage and examples that do not relate to or detract from the answer.

For 4, the response shows some evidence of critical thinking, but has not done so consistently to warrant

some critical evaluation of a 5 (at Scholarship level). The candidate has favoured breadth over depth. This may be illustrated in trying to cover as many points as possible and has only succeeded in producing a piece of work that has depth /development of ideas in some cases.

For 3, the response has little evidence of critical thinking and no evidence of critical evaluation. The candidate has clearly favoured breadth over depth.

This may be illustrated in trying to cover as many points as possible and has only succeeded in producing a piece of work that lacks depth or development of any of these ideas. This is evidenced by the fact that the piece of work is a recollection, explanation, description, etc. They have not in effect answered the questions.

In both cases, there are many unsubstantiated assumptions and generalisations.

In both cases, the consideration of the growing trend towards a “dropping out of sport” generation has taken unnecessary precedence over the potential impact on New Zealand Society. In this respect, the

response lacks balance – given the time available to the candidate.

Poor Performance (1, 2 marks).

Ideas stated, information recalled. The candidate shows no evidence of critical evaluation and demonstrates a

basic understanding of physical education, arising from both theoretical knowledge and practical application.

For 2, the response has shown evidence of some relevant subject knowledge. However, no critical

thinking or critical evaluation is evident.

For 1 there is minimal evidence of relevant subject knowledge.

(0 marks).

Blank answer or irrelevant evidence.


