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PREFACE

The work reported here represents the first attempt
to systematically explore the feasibility of applying
military training experience to civilian education.

Heretofore the transfer of concepts, techniques and
course materials from military to civilian classroom had
been accomplished in bits and pieces without a supporting
effort to struciure the procedures involved and assess the
results obtained.

Such a supporting effort, as covered in this report,
was the first of its kind ever funded as a major research
project.

The impact of this effort in the state of Utah, site
of the experiment, already has been felt in directly
related classroom projects beyond the parameters of the
study itself. This irmediate follow-on activity in Utah,
not contemplated in tke study plan, provides tangible
evidence that there can be a close relationship between
research findings and operational productivity -- when the
will is there for constructive change.
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I. SUXMNARY

The Problem: To determine whether military experience in
vocational-technical educatior can be transferred, with
effectiveness, into the civilian education system.

Scope of Study: To examine three U. S. Air Force instructional
systems, through segments of these sysiems selected by Utah
educators, in terms of their usefulness in six Utah schools
ranging from a high school to a four year college. Air Force
course segments utilized: Electronics principles (90 hours -
Jordan High School, Salt Lake City; Utak Technical College,
Salt Lake City; Utah Technical College, Provo; Dixie College,
St. George; Weber State College, Ogden) ; Aircraft Pneudraulics
(pressure mechanics) (60 hours — Utah State University, Logan; ;
Nurse's Aide (20 hours - Utah Technical College, Salt Lake
City).

Objectives: To determine empirically the civilian effective--
hess o three U. S. Air Force instructional units by comparing
them with their counterparts in selected educational institucions
in Utah; to assess the extent to which results obtained might

be appiicable to civilian education systems nationally.

Methods: Air Force course segments generally were offered in
Two Tforms: one of them exactly as offered by the Air Force,
the other with modifications - {(as determined by Utah educators)
which more propexly cin be considered augmentatiocns (i.e., an
additional algebra unit in the electronics course). With semi-
random student selection, the experience of students using tkLe
two Air Force course segments (Experimental Groups) was
compared with that of students using the conventional Utah
course segment (Control Group). Only civilian teachers from
the Utah educational system were irvolved.

Results: Use of Air Force techniques and materials resulted

in student performance as good or better, in eack instance,
than student performance resulting from the use of conventional
techniques and materials; gain scores generally favored the

Air Force techniques and materials; in two instances (Elec--
tronics and Nurse's Aide) as good or better student performance
was obtained in substantially less class time than witi the
conventional course; all these results were achieved with
little or no modification of Air Force materials and, in omne
instance (aircraft pneudraulics) with the use of only one-third
the equipment prescribed for the Air Force course segment;
results were achieved with minimum modification costs.

Highlights: The definite conclusion that it is feasible to
use Air Force techniques and materials in Utah's civilian
classrooms is supported by the positive reaction of Utah
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educators to the experiment. In eacn subject area
studied, Air Force techaiques and materials bhave been
integrated into the regular curriculum in each of the
test schools, and in other schools as well. Further,
state-wide application of electronics instruction based
on specified periormance objectiives, as exemplified by
Air Force courses, now is in progress. All evidence i
points to the conclusion that other states could share :
this Utah experience.

TN ™
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Recommendations: That military educational concepts,
techniques, course materials and equipment requirements,
on a broad scale be inventoried and assessed in terms

of their appilicability and dissemipation to civilian
education, with full cognizance of this experience in
Utah; that further study be made of Air Force techniques
and course materials, uvased on this Utah nroject, to
determine how more effective use of them might be made
by civilian in- “itutions; that a specific study be made
of the Air For: - use of performance objectives, and of
the ability of civilian educators to relate such objectives
to their own requirements, wita guidelines for the
effective application of such objectives to civilian
vocational-technical education.
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THE EVALUATIOX CF
THRREE U. S. AIR FORCE IXNSTRUCTIOSAL SYSTENS
¥ITHIN CIVILIAN EDUECATIOXN

by

Jam=2s H. Straubel
Aerospace Education Foundation

II. INTRODUGCTION

It is a paradox that the accelerating rate of techno-
logical <hange carries with it not only the promise of a
richer, fuller life for ail, but also a sense of frustration
and bitterness for many in our nation. XNumbers of young
people find themselves unemployed and unemployable, simply
because they do not know how to do much, if anything, that
is useful in the realm of the new techmolozy. XNumbers of
older pecple find their skills outdated, obsolescent in a
changing world. Both young and old know that strong muscles
and a willingness to work are not enough. The skills that
are sought after are those of the brain, the intellect.

Thus the importance of what is generally known as
vocational-technical education has rapidly increased. It
offers at least part of the answer to the problems posed by
nskill imbalance.® Many vocational-technical institutions
are working hard to expand their capability of providing the
skills so badly needed by so many. And yet, they seem not
to be moving fast enough. Sadly, and to the detriment of a
virile society, many young people 2re not being equipped
with the skills through which they could contribute to ful-
fillment of themselves znd of their community.

Side by side with the civilian public school system of
the nation there exists another great segment of American
education, the military training establishment. A major
part of military training is devoted to the very aspect of
education in whick the public school system finds it hardest
to keep pace —— vocationzl-technical education. The Air
Training Command of the U. S. Air Force, in particular, is a
vast reservoir of instructioazl concepts, techniques and
materials of proven effectiveness. The obvious question is:
"Would they also be effective in civilian vocational-
technical institutions?”

It is to this question that the current study and a
preceding pilot study have been directed.

-3-




Historically, the current study had its beginning in
1966 when, at a seminar of the Aerospace Education Founda-
tion, national education leaders exprosscd the belief that
tke Foundation could serve as a catalyst in applying educa-
tional technology. as iancorpsrated in Air Force courses,
to the civilian classroom. The Chief of Staff, United States
Air Force, enthusiastically agreed that the Foundation should
provide liaison between the civilian community and the Air
Force in explorirg this suggestion.

In the meantime, the state of Utak and Hill Air Force
Base, the-largest employexr in that state, had studied manpower
needs. Using a ten-year projection, they determined that in .
certain priority areas neither the quality nor numbers of
personnel needed by the Air Force and by the state’s industry
could be met by the Utah educational system. Three of the
priority areas identified were electronics, medical technician,
and aircraft maintenance. In March, 1967, at a meeting of
the Foundation's Educatioral Technology Advisory Committee,
leaders of the Utah state organization of the Air Force
Association reported that Utah educators were interested in
the possibiliity of using Air Force materials. In further dis-
cussions, prompted by the Aerospace Education Foundation,
the Utah public education system agreed to serve as a
"laboratory" to explore the feasibility of using such courses
in civilian education.

To this end, representatives from Utah's Division of
Vocational and Technical Education reviewed basic information
on 19 Air Force courses and selected three (electronics
principles, aircraft mechanics, and medical service specialist),

" as having priority within Utan as well as nationally. Each
of these three occupational specialties represents a growth
area in terms of national employment trends, according to the
latest projections available from the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, U. S. Department of Labor.

E Under a grant from the U. S. Office of Education to the
Aerospace Education Foundation (Project No. 8-8018, Grant
No. CEG-0-8-088018-0201-085), a three-month pilot study
explored the possibility of using segments from each of the
three Air Force courses within Utah's educational system.

1 This study was conducted by personnel from the Aerospace

3 Education Foundation, the oifice of the Utah State Super-
intendent of Public Instruction, the Utah educational systen,
and the Columbus laboratories of Battelle Memorial Institute,
assisted by personnel of the United States Air Force, serving
on a voluntary basis.

SR O

The pilot study concluded that it would indeed be feasible
tc adapt, implement and evaluate, within the Utah educational
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systen, selccted segzents of the 32ir ¥orce courses revieved.
It was further hypothesized that if the courses xere helpful
in me2ting Utah's educational ne:ds, they might well be
helpful in many other states. 1/

In making these judgments, the study grouap projected
certain questions, relative to the Utah school syster, such
as the follcwing:

* DPoes the proficiency yield of the Air Force courses
- meet the requairements of civilian schonls?

»

D5 the objectives cf the selected Air Force courses
meet the objectives of civilian schools?

i * Do Air Force reguirements with regard to prerequisite
behavior match those of civilian schools?

* Are the instructional methcds of the Air Force courses
usable within civilian schools?

* To what extent, if any, must Air Force materials be
modified before they can be used within civilian
schools?

* What can be said of the cost effectiveness of adapting
Aixr Force materials to civilian education?

* What can be said about the efficiency of the Air
Force materials?

3 * W¥Would Air Force courses affect attitudes of civilian
i students in a reasonably positive manner?

* To what extent, if anv, might the results of the Utah
study be applicable to other civilian schools?

As a "laboratory" for this experiment, the state of Utah
adds up statistically, according to the latest figures
available (1969) from the Utah State Board of Education, as

1/ Straubel, J. H., Nisos, M. J., and Coffey, J. L., "Initial

1 ~ Feasibility Study for Exploration of Three U. S. Air Force

F Course Materials for Adaptation to Civilian School Systems",
Final Report from Aerospace Educational Foundation to U. S.
Office of Education (November, 1967), 23 pps.
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follows: thirty-sixth among the fifiy states in total
population; second in public school enrollment as a

percent of total population; twenty-ninth in estimated
average salaries of classroon teachkers in public schools;
foriy-eighth in pupils per classroonm teacher in elementary
and secondary schools; forty-fourtha in personal income per
child of school age; thirty-fifth in expenditure per student
in federally-aided vocational programs. In brief: a
relatively low income, low school budget state with a high
pupil to teacher ratio, lov teacher salary structure, and a

high school enrollment record.
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IIX. PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The study reported here was designed to put to practical
test conclusions of the pilot study that sclected Air Force
course materials could be used effectively in a civilian
setting. The purpose of the study, stated formally, was:

(1) To determine expirically the feasibility of bringing
three Air Force instructional systems to bear upon
the quantitative and qualitative requirements of
civilian education systems as represented by these
systems within Utah; and

(2) To assess the extent to which the resulis obtained
within Utah are applicable to civilian education
systems nationally.

This study was, first, an examination of the validity
of the tentative answers of the pilot study group. It set
out to determine by empirical means the compatibility, if
any, of Air Force and civilian systems in terms of objectives,
prerequisites, strategies, etc. Some modification of the Air
Force courses was considered inevitable. Again, a full-scale
tryout was expected to answer questions as to the piccticality
of making the modification -- the time and cost involved,
the facilities needed. And finally, through examination of
the overall results of the empirical assessment, the study
was expected to generate and respond to the question: To
what extent are these results applicable to other civilian
educational requirements?

The three Air Force instructional system segments --
selected by Utah educators -—- and the civilian schools in
which they were investigated were:

- A 90-hour segment from the Air Force Standardized
Electronic principles Course: at Weber State College,
Ogden; Dixie College, St. George; Utah Technical
College, Salt Lake City; Utah Technical College,
Provo; and Jordan High School, Salt Lake City.

— A 60-hour segment of the Air Force Aircraft Pneudraulic
Course: at Utah State University, logan.

-~ A 206-hour segment from the Air Force Medical Service
Specialist Course: at Utah Technical College, Salt
Lake City.




IV. EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN
The experimental design for each of the three pregrams
was completed by Battelle personnel in conjunction with the
Utah instructors. As noted, the original intent was that
each segment of the study should be of similar design. Since
each, in fact, differed from the others, they are described
separately.

A. Electronics

The experimental design in this segment of the study
accommodated 252 students, the total enrolilment in basic
electronics at five schools: Weber State Ccllege at Ogden,
Utah Technical College at Provo, Utah Technical College at

y Salt Lake City, Dixie College at St. George, and Jordan High
School at Salt Lake City. Except for Jordan High School, all
schoals had three instruectional groups: (1) a Conirol Group,
(2) an Experimental Group 1, ana (3) an Experimental Group 2.
(Inclusion of Jordan High School fulfilled a request from
Utah authorities received too late for the three-group
design plan to be followed at that institution.) Figure 1
illustrates the general experimental design for electronics.

Instruction given the Control Group throughout the academic
.quarter resembled that of the comparable 1967-1968 quarter.
Experimental Group 1 (Air Force Instruction) received 90-hours
of Air Force instruction, foliowed by an additional biock of
conventional instruction in mathematics (selected by Utah
personnel) not covered by the Air Force instruction. Ex-
perimental Group 2 (Augmented Air Force Instruction) differed
from Experimental Group 1 in that the same block of additional
instruction -.as interspersed at points selected by Utah
personnel.

Jordan High School deviated from the experimental design
of Figure 1 because it did not cover the additional instruc-
tion in mathematics. Consequently, the high school experimental
design simply compared an Experimental Group receiving the
90-hours of Air Force instruction with a Control Group that
received the school's conventional instxruction.

Proficiency tests were administered three times during
the conduct of the study. First, a Pre-test was given to
all students during the first class session of each course.
Second, a Post-test was administered to all students (referred
to, throughout this report, as Post-test I). The Control
Group and Experimental Group 2 students received this test
on the last day of their courses while those in Experimental
Group 1 were given the test immediately after receiving the
90-hour segment of Air Force instruction, and before the
mathematics instruction. The third proficiency testing
occurred approximately three months after the completion of

-8—




the course and consisted of a readministration of the
Post-test (referred to, throughout this report, as Post-test
- 1I). These tests were administered solely by Utah personnel.

Questionnaires designed to assess student interests
also were administered by Utah personnel.
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B. Aircraft Yechanics

The experimental design for the aircraft mechanrics
instructional program involved students at only one inst:itu-

©idn, Utah Statc University. As illuciratod by Figure 2,
all students received an initial unit of conventional
instruction (i.e., instruction given at the host institution
during the- comparable 1567-1968 period with any changes

that might be routinely made). For a second unit of instruc-
tion, the students were divided into two approximately

equal groups, with 21 students assigned to the Control

Group and 22 students to the Experimental Group.

During the treatment period, approximately October 24
through Decemter 3, 1968, the Control Group continued to
receive conventicnal instruction for unit II. The Experimen-
tal Group received 606-hours of instruction designed to achieve
similar objectives but utilizing Air Force instructional
software, items of Air Force equipment (all that was available
from military surplus sources; abcut one-third the number
of equipment items prescribed by the Air Force for this
course segment) and the equipment normally available at the
University. The groups were recombined to receive conventional
instruction for the remainder of ihe academic quarter.

Proficiency data was collected at three points. All
students were given a Pre-test just before they were dividced
into the two treatment groups. Post-test I was given at the
completion of the second unit (i.e., just before the two
groups were recombined), and Post-test II was administered
approximately four months after the post-test.

Throughout the experimental comparisons the instruments
designed to assess student attitudes were employed as des-
cribed earlier.

The instruction, testing, and use of attitude instruments
were accomplished by Utah Personnel.




Pre-test - Post-test 1

\'/ Control \'4
Post-test 11
All Students All Students v
-4 — . . .
! Experimental v
A A - s A A N\
Sept. 30, Oct.24 Dec.3 Jan. 3 Apr. 1
1968 i 1969

conventional instruction

- e omm ome = AlTr Force Instruction

Figure 2. Experimental design for Aircraft Mechanics Instruction.
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C. Nursing

The experimental design for Nurse's Aide instruction is
illustrated in Figure 3. The Experimental Groups began class
one week later than the Control Group, since the 31.5 hours
of Air Force instruction took considerably lass time than
the instruetion —- covering the same ccurse content —- taken
by the Control Group (60 hours). Delaying the Experimental
Groups at the beginning of the course allowed all students
to continue the post-experimental conventional instruction
togethey.

Regardless of when the classes began, instruction for
all groups started with 24 celassroom hours of conventional
orientation instruction. Following this orientation, the
Control G 6up continued with conventional instriction, while
the Experimental Groups received their 31.5 hours of Air
Force instructiorn. At the completion of the experimental
period all groups received conventional inst:ruction until
Post-test I1 was administered, approximately oxie and one-
half months later.

The Pre-test, Post-test I and II were administered to
all groups. A preliminary and a final questionnaire were
also admir stered to each group. 1In addition, attitude
questionsaires pertaining to the instruction were admin-
istered following each program; and, in the case of the
Control Group, following each content area consistent with
each Air Force program.

-13-
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V. ¥ATERIALS

Origisnaily, i* was envisaged that each segment of the
study would be of similar design. In each, it was precposed
that a coatrol group receiving conventional instraction would
be compared with tvo experirmental groups, one receiving an
unmodified Air Force course and the other a modified Air
Force cczrse.

An "unmodified course"™ was considered to be one in
whick every effort would be made to replicate the Air rorce
instructional system. It was assumed that for such a course
preparation would involve reproduction of materials, the
securing of any equipment considered mardatory for a success-
ful instruction, incorporzating the criterion instruments into
the system, and so on. It was also recognized that in the
manmodified” course it might be necessary to find alternatives
when the requirements for repliication were unrealistic
(e.g., furnishing an aircraft). .

A "modified course,”™ as described in the proposal, wouid
be one in which were incorporated any modifications that
appeared to be desirable, effective, and reasonable, but
which did not change the fundamental methodologies of the
original Air Force instructional system. Such modification
would inciude deletions of Air Force materials considered
inzppropriate for a civilian course, additions of civilian
materials considered to be necessary, amendment of terminology,
and adaptatioms to existing equipment in Utah. ({Due to the
fact that there were so few actual modifications of Air Force
course materials {(changes made were primarily supplementary
to rather than modifications of these materials) this course
segment is referred to throughout this report as Augmented
Air Force Instruction.)

In all three segments of the study, Control Groups
received one standard instruction of the school -- chiefly
live lecture and demonstration. Instructors tried to replicate
tke courses of the previous year and ia no case were students
told that they were taking part in an experiment. (There is
little doubt, however, that by the end of the study most, if
not all, students were awaré of the investigation.)

In the experimental groups, scmewhat different procedures
were followed in each group, depending mainly upon the types
of materials used. In all of them, the bulk of the instruction
was presented via some medium other than the instructor --
film, programmed texts, workbooks of various types, etc.
The instructor’s major teaching function in the experimental
groups was to supplement this information as seemed necessary.
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Each experinental greoup instructor had a Plan of Imnstruction
(POI) which specified the objectives of the course and
indicated the sequence to be followed in using the software
and hardware provided. XNothing comparable to a Plan of
Instruction existed in the Control Groups.

A. Electronics

For the Control Groups, the predominant instructional
method was live lecture and demonstration. The materials
used were those normally available for the course: texts,
laboratory manuals, charts, and films.

In actuality the experimental system in use departed
somewhat from the proposed format. Although the materials
used by the experimental groups were initially intended to
be those provided by the Air Force, the materials of one
group was augnented by segments of conventional instruction.
At an early stage, the Utah instructors had . inted out
that the Air Force electroaics course would not require
modification. Upon closer inspection, however, they felt
that the Air Force instruction did not parallel their
existing course in the depth and scope of mathematics desired.
Instructional objectives and an outline for added instruction
in mathematics were therefore prepared by Battelle and Utah
personnel. For Experimental Group 1, this additional in-
struction was added at the end of the 90-hour block of Air
Force instruction. For Experimental Group 2 the addeaq
instruction was interspersed throughout the Air Force
instruction.

Additional tasks at this stage of dev2lopment included
reproduction by Battelle of materials suc.: as tests and
questionnaires, Air Force manuals, instructor guides, and
instructional slides. Battelle technicians also built 75
DC circuit "breadboards,” and assemblzd the power supply
kits (purchased by the state of Utah) needed for the
laboratory portion of the Air Force Electronics course.
(Appendix A).

Also, during this period, three sets of Air Force
instructional films were converted from video tape.
(Because of the conversion cost, the three sets were shared
among the five schools. This was possible because of the
proximity of schools and the varied starting dates. Weber
State College received one set of films; Jordan High School
and Utah Technical College, Salt Lake, shared a second set,
and Utah Technical College, Provo, and Dixie College used
the third set.)
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The experimcental courses rere based on a series of
37 films, together with related materiais such as workbooks,
study guides, and 268 352m slides. (The fiims and other
materials are described riore fully in Appendix A). Each
Experimental Group instructor had a copy of the Plan of
Instruction (POI) for the course. In a typical sequence of
instruction, the instructor wouid introduce the film. From
time to time he might stop the film to add ar explanation.
The films themselves can be said to be programmed in that
pauses are inserted in the narrative to give the student
time to respond to a question or problem. These responses
are recorded in the student’s TVI Guide. (The acronyi TVI,
television instruction, derives from the fact thkat the Air
Force uses videotapes rather than films for presenting these
materials.) The TVI Guide is keyed to the instructional
sequence and wvhen completed by the student centains a summary

"of all important points covered.

The showing of the film might typically be followed by
a question and answer session conductied by the instructor,
a discussion, pessibly a demonstration, and a laboratory period.

T addition to the foregoing materials, each stedent had
a Study Guide, essentially a textbook organized to follow
the sequence of the film. It contains explanations aad,
where appropriate, illustrations, of the various concepts.
Each section ends with review questions and a summary in
the form of objectives which describe the performance expected
of the competent student. Each student also had a Student
K2ference Data Book (containing, for example, tables, color
coding chart, etc.) and a Student Workbook. The last contains
brief content summaries and homework problenms.

B. Aircraft Mechanics

Here, after a closer examination of the desired subject
matter -- a segment on aircraft wheels, tires, and brakes —-
Battelle and Utah personnel agreed that extremely high equip-
ment costs would be required to adapt this instructioral
system a priori, and this factor would rule cut any findings
of general interest to civilian education. Fromr alternative
segments pnrovided, they chose a segment on aircraft hydraulic/
pneudraulic components.

) Again, the Control Group used instructional software
nornally available for its course. These materials do not
include a traditional textbook. Instead, the students used
manufacturers' manuals detailing the operation, maintenance,
and repair procedures for their products; manufacturers'’
publications outlining hydraulic/pneudraulic principles,
plus laboratory assignments outlines, tramsparencies, film-
strips, handouts, etc.
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In selecting experimental materials it was agreea. as
in the electronics course, that major modifications of the
kind envisaged in the proposal would nrot be necessary. To
meet the nceds of the target population, however, it was
felt necessary to add depth in some areas aad also to
increase the instructional scope by adding subject matter
pot included in the Air Force program. It was further
decided that selected items of hardware used by the Air
Force but not available in Utah would be desirable.

Contact with the Technical Training Center, Chanute Air
Force Base, Rantoul, Illinois, revealed that much of the
added depth and some of the added scope could be supplied
through use of more advanced Air Force Training Command and/or
Air University programs on aircraft pneudraulics. The
conbination of thrce existing programs resulted in the
development of a 60-hour instructicnal-system segment.

Attempts by the Aerospace Education Foui..ation to procure
the desired additional items of Air Force hardware through
surplus equipment charnels led to acquisition of only part
of the desired items (about one-third the nardware used by
the Air Force for these course segments). The items obtained
notably reduced the equipment aiscrepancy that had existed
but were not sufficient to justify the setting up of two
experimental groups in which the utilization of the additional
hardware was the variable. This, coupled with a student
enrollment that was lower than expected, led to a decision
to use only two treatment groups —- a control group receiving
conventional instruction and using existing hardware, and an
experimental group receiving the Air Force instructional
programs, using existing hardware and the newly acquired
hardware.

The software ultimately used by the Experimental Group
included 12 instructional units from a basic course for
Aireraft Pneudraulic Repairman, five instructional units
from an advanced level course for Aircraft Pneudraulic
Repair Technician, both courses from the Air Training
Command, and nine segments from an intermediate Air Univer-
sity course normally used in Air Force on-the-job training.
The instructors also had available a variety of aids used
by Air Force instructors, including lesson plans, slides,
and technical orders. As mentioned earlier, the experimental
group also used equipment obtained through government surplus
channels. (Details of these materials are given in Appendix

B) .
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C. Nursing

ILive lccture and demonstration werce the predominant
insitructional techniques for the Control Group of the
nursing segnent of the study. The sofiware used included
one text and several charts (Appendix C).

In making their selection of Air Force resources,
Utah and Battelle personnel began with an examination of the
Medical Services Specialist instructional system at Sheppard
Air Force Base, Texas. Utah personnel deleted sections of
the instruction as being unrelated to civilian use and also
extended the time allotted to six of eight selected programs.
(See Table 1). An alternative(modified form of the Air
Force materials) was then developed by changing all military
terms to civilian terms.

The burden of instruction for the Experimcantal Groups
was carried by a series of transparencies anc i film. For
each Experimental Group the instructor was providad witk a
Plan of Instruction (POI) which specified the objectives of
the course and the sequence for using the instructional
software.

In a typical sequence of instruction, the instructor
would introduce the tape, studerts would receive an
explanation and, where appropriate, a demcnstration, from
the written and visual materials. Students then would be
asked by the instructor to perform the operation for
themselves. The instructor would check performance against
the criteria specified and provide feedback and additional
help as necessary.

~19-
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TABLE 1

SUMHARY OF EXPERIMENTAL SEGHENTS

|
%
3
]
:
%

FOR THE NURSE'S AIDE COURSE

Programs Original Revised
AF Hours Utah Hours
Sterile Equipzent and Supplies 1 1
Common Disease-Causing Organism 2 - 3
Surgical Aseptic Technique 2 3
Mecdical Aseptic Technique 2 3
Medical Terninology 3 5
Comfort and Hygiene 7.5 12
Diets 2 1.5
Lifting and Moving Patients 1 3
Total Hours éO.S 31.5




VI. STUDEXNTS

A. Electronics

This segnent of the study included 252 students, the
total enrollment in basic electroniecs at five schools:
¥eber State College, Utah Technical College at Provo, Utah
Techaical College at Salt Lake City, Dixie College, and Jordan
High School. Except for Jordan High School, all schools
ZGU uhdec instructicnal groups: (1) a Control Group,
(2) an Experimental Group 1 (Air Force Instruction), and
(3) an Experimental Group 2 (Augmented Air Force Instruction).
(As noted, Jordan High School was included in the project
too late for incorporation of the three-group design plan).
The initial allocation of students by treatment condition
is shown in Tabie 2.

Except at Gtah Technical College, Salt Lake, students
were assigned to tireatment conditions on a random basis. No
student was told he would be participating in a research
project. The most common assignment technique was to allow
each student to register ior the course that was most
convenient for him. At Utah Technical College. Salt Lake,
an entrance electronics test was administered to all
beginning electronics students. Data from this entrance
test was used in an A B C/C B A design to assign students
to the three trcatment conditions. The student receiving
the highest entrance test score was placed in the Contrci
Group, the second highest was assigned to Experimental Group
1, the third and fourth highest went to Experimental Group 2,
the fifth to Experimental Group i, the sixth to the Control
Group, etc.
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TABLE 2
NRBER OF INITTIAL STUDENTS BY SCHOOL

IN ELECTRONICS COURSE

Treatment Condition

School Control Experimental Experimental
Group 1 Group 2

Utah Technical College -

. Salt Lake ) 31 28 30
Utah Technical College

Provo 18 16 17

Heber State College 14 2] 16

Jordan High School 21 24 -

Dixie College _ 4 _4 _ 8

Total 88 93 71
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Table 3 shows the number of students in each group who
had or did not have an electroaicshobby, while Table 4
shows the number of studenis who did or did not have an
electronics course previous to the expervimental treatment
period. (The N's of Tables 2, 3, and 4 differ because
not all students answered all items of the Preliminary
Questionnaire.) The three groups did not differ significantly
in terms of the proportion of students who had had previous
electronics instruction; however, a greater proportion of
students in Experimental Group 2 than in the other groups
had an electronics hobby.

Results of the Preliminary Questionnaire show that the
ages of the students in the various groups did not differ
significantly.
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TABLE 3

NUMBER OF STUDENTS WHO BAD AXND DID

NOT HAVE AW ELECTRONICS HOBBY

Treatment Jondition

Schools Control Experimental Experimental
Group 1 Group 2
With/Without With/Without  With/Without

Utah Technical College -
Salt Lake 6 24 9 19 12 17

Utah Technical College -

: Provo 7 8 3 12 9 8
% Weber State College 9 3 13 7 9 7
g Jordan High Schcol 5 14 9 14 = *
g Dixie College *% *% *% *% S 3

Total 27 49 34 52 35 35

* No Experimental Group 2 was availal ie.

*%* Preliminary Questionnaire data were unavailabie.
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TABLE 4%

NUMBER OF STUDENTS WHO HAD AXD DID XOT HAVE

PREVIOUS ELECTRONICS INSTRUCTION

Treatment r*?dition

Schools Control Experimental Experimental
Group 1 Group 2
With/Without With/Without  With/Without
Utah Technical College -

Salt Lake 12 17 9 15 8 22
Utah Technical Coliege -

Provo 6 8 2 13 2 14
Weber State College 3 9 10 S 8 8
Jordan High School 1 17 3 19 * *
Dixie Ccllege *% *% *%k x5 1 6

Total 22 51 24 52 19 50

* No Experimental Group 2.
%% Preliminary Questionnaire data unavailable.
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B. Aircraft echanics

The 43 subjects, all males, in this segment of the
study were all of the students enrolled in Course ITE 118
Aircraft Hydraulics and Servomechanisms in the Department
of Incdustrial and Technical Education, Utah State Univer-
sity, Logan, Titah.

Because scheduling conflicts made it impossible to
completely randomize the assignment of students to treatnent
groups, the grouns were sampled on five measures that might
interact with student performance.

The Conitrol Group, containing 21 students, and the
Experimental Group, with 22 students, did not differ
significantly on three dimensions sampled in the Preliminary
Questionnaire: i.e. age. high school GP3A, post high school
GPA. On the remaining two dimensions, however, the groups
did differ Dbeyond the chance level. The pro; stion of
students who bhad previously taken a similar course, and the
proportion of students having az aircraft mechanics related
hobby was significantly higher (P<.05) in the Control Group
than in the Experimental Group. Table 5 contains a descrip-
tive data summary on the target populations. (N's for all
groups do not agree because not a1l students completed all
items of the questionnaire.)
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Table 5

DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS TOR AIRCRAFT MECHANIC GROUES

Statistics Control CGroup Experizmeatal Group

Group Size: Pre-test N=21 N=22
Post-test =19 N=22
Reteation Test N=15 N=20
Students Who Dropped Course N=2 N=
Students Hith Related Course 6 3
Students Without Related Course 14 1%
Sample Size 20 . 22
Students With Related Fsbby i6 17
Students Without Related Hobby 4 5
Sample Size z0 22
Age: Mean 22.8 years 23.1 years
Median 27.1 " 22.0 "
Range 1.8 " 7.0 *
spl 4,45 ™ 4.33 "
Sample Size 20 22
Bigh School GPA: Mean 2.87 2.79
(4 point scale) Median 3.n 3.0
Range 2.0 1.5
spl 587 483
Sample Size 19 18
Post Hign School GPA: Mean 2.49 2.40
(4 point scale) Median 2.40 2.48
Range 1.85 2.33
spl 478 455
Sample Size 19 21
Class Breakdown: Freshmen - -
Sophomores 2 4
Juniors 7 7
Seniors 4 8
Grad. Students 1 1
Sample Size 14 20

1pdjusted for small sample
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C. Xursing

Students enrolled in the beginning Nurse's Aide course
at Tiak Technical College, Salt Lake City, were to serve as
subjects in the study, with all student selections made by
Ttah authorities. Because so few students enrolled initialiy,
free tuition was offered several other students in an effort
to increase enrollment. Because of the difficulty in recruit-
ing students, there was a significant education imbalance in
the groups. All members of the Control Group had at least a
high school ediication, and soxe a year of college. Xo member
of the Experimental group had completed high school. A
social imbalance in the groups is reflected in the fact that
all members of the Control Group were housewives w:th husbands
who were wage earners; while there were no housewives in the
Experimental Group, and all but one of its members were on
welfare rolls.

Of the 20 students, nine were initially ssigned to the
Control Group, six to Experimental Group 1 (Air Force Instruc-
tion), and five to Experimental Group 2 (Modified Air Force
Instruction). Table 6 shows mean age of students for each
treatment condition. The wide range of ages betweer students
of the control and treatment conditions is apparent, and
probably explains the lack of a statistically significant dif-
ference between the age means.

Table 7 presents the number of students in each group
who had and did not have a hobby or activities related to
nursing. The three groups did not differ meaningfully in
proportion of students who had engaged previously in nursing-
related activities.

_28—




o

TABLE £
ACES OF STUDERTS IN

NURSE’S ATIDE COURSE

Control Experimental Experimental
Group Group E; Group E,
Mean Age 40.4 32.0 32.4
Range 30 - 50 19 - 54 19 - %7
N 9 6 5
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TABLE 7

NUMBER OF STUDENTS WHO HAD AND DID XOT
HAVE A HOPBY OR ACTIVITIES RELATED TO

NERSING
With Without
Contrcl 2 7
Experimental
Group 1 0 6
Experimental
Group 2 1 4
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VII. MEASURING INSTRUMNENTS

A. Tests of Student Proficiency

Alternate forms of a criterion rmeasure of student
proficiency were provided for each segmeant of the study. 1In
the aircraft mechanics program, the two tests consisted
entirely of test items supplied by the Air Foirce. 1In the
other two programs, Battelle and UGtah personnel constructed
items to supplerent those supplied by the Air Force.

(The Air Force test items -- and, indeed, the design
of the instructional materials —— are based on one of the
early products of instructional system design: statements
of learning objectives (known to the Air Force as SOLO's).
All Air Force test items are keyed to a SOLO, but test items
do not exist for all SOLO's.)

Battelle/Utah developed test items were used in all
instances where the pool of Air Force-developed items was
not sufficient for construction of the two desired test
forms. items were assigned to the two test forms as follcews:
Where two or more Air Force items existed for a2 SOLO, one
item was randomly assigned to Form A and a second to Form B.
For any SOLO for which both items were Battelle/Utah-developed,
random assignment was again used. For SOLO’s for which one
Air Force and one Battelle/Utah item existed, half of the
Air Force and half of the Battelle/Utah items were assigned
to each forn.

Periodic progress tests were considered for the elec-
tronics and aircraft mechanics courses, but the idea was
abandoned, mainly because it was felt that such testing would
markedly obscure any differernces attributable to the treatment
variable, the instructional system. 1In addition,; it was
felt that progress testing would have sharply decreased
teacher-student contact time.

B. Providing Instruments for Assessing Student Interests

A number of questionnaires were administered in all three
segments of the study in an attempt to obtain measures in
the affective dcmain. Not all measures were used in all
three segments, however. (See Table 8).

Preliminary questionnaire

All studenis in all groups received this question-
naire. 1In addition to historical data (e.g., age,
previous experience with the subject matter, prior
academic achievements, etc.), the questionnaire
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soughc to establish a student's enterino interests
by asking akout hobbies or activities related to
the course and hew many hours pexr month he had
devoted to the nobby or activity over the last
year.

Weckly questionnaire

This questionnaire, administered during the last
class meeting of each week to all students, was
designed to measure weekly shifts in attitudes.
It asked each student to rate the course as to:
(a) interest of imstruction, (b) informativeness
of instruction, (c) his performance, and (d) the
instructor’s performance.

Terminal questionnaires

Two forms of the terminal questionmaire were
administered in each program, one for students

ip the control groups (coaventional instruction)

and the other for those in the experimental groups.
The forms differzd only in the deletion of several
items in the "experimental” form that were irrelevant
for control students. Most deleted items sampled
responses to instructional software (e.g., films,

programmed instruction) used only by the experimen-
tal groups.

Retention questicnnaire

This instrument, which was not administered in the
nursing program, asked students to rate how
adequately they felt their instruction during the
study met their subsequent training needs. Students
were also asked to rate their enjoyment of and
performance in the course during the study period
and to compare the difficulty of that part of the
course with subsequent training. Those who had
used the experimental materials were asked to
state their preference for the methods used and

to state whether or not they would enroll in
another course similarly taught.

Attendance record

This record, kept by the instructors, logged
absence and tardiness.
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Optional assignment record *

Instructors ware asked to log a description of any
optional assignments completed and the grade
awarded.

Instructor comment recoxrd

Instructors teaching the experimental programs
noted major deviations from their planned
instructional strategyv, favorable or unfavorable
features of the program, and personal observations.
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TABLE 8

INSTRGMENTS ADIMINISTERED TO STUDENTS
OF THE THREE COURSES

] ]
o o
ard -1
= o
o o &0
- < =
~3 1] ord
o o o
o E ¥
4 ~ e
&2 < <
1. Preliminary questionnaire X X X
2. Weekly questionnaire X X
3. Terminal questionnaire, Control Group X X X
4. Terminal questionnaire, Experimental Group(s)| X X X
5. Retention questionnaire X X
6. Attendance record X X X
7. Optional assignment record X
8. Imstructor comment record X X X
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VIII. PRCCEDURE

Immediately before the actual conduct of the study,
the Battelle staff conducted a firnal briefing for all
instructors involved in it. The briefings were designed to
help insure uniformity of procedure in the various segmnents
of the study, to answer last-minute questions, and to
provide a final check on Instrectional software and hardware.

In the aircraft mechanics course, Battelle staff also
observed the initial classes of both treatment groups and the
initial laboratory exercise to ensure that the software was
correctly used.

Since each segment of the study differed from others
in matters of detail, each 1s discussed separately.

A. Electronics

Each of the five schools retained its typical class
period arrangement during the conduct of the study. For
example, if i school’s electronics class usually met five
times a week with one-hour class periods, the school main-
tained this schedule throughout the course for all groups.
Because of this, no school exactly replicated the 6-hour-per-
day schedule followed by the Air Force. Additionally, the
high school had to compress the 90-hours of Air Force
instruction into approximately 80-hours of class time.
Although the Air Force schedule was not duplicated, it was
felt that the procedure followed was typical of what would
happen in attempting to use Air Force materials in civilian
environments.

It was left to the schools to determine which instructor
would teach ezch group. Other than the fact that twc
relatively inexperienced teachers had to be used for the
experimental groups, there seemed to be no meaningful
differences among the groups in terms of instructor capa-
bility. One significant problem did arise at Dixie College,
however. There, because of the relatively small enrollment,
it was decided to use only two, rather than three, instructors.
The problem was further compounded by the assignment of one
instructor to teach both the Control Group and Experimental
Group 1.

AR RFD

At registration, no student was informed that he would
be involved in an experimental investigation of instructional
systems. Throughout the treatment period every effort was
made to avoid discussion concerning the novel instructional
materials and procedures, although no attempt was made to
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directly deceive the students. It is suspected that many
students became aware that they were involved in an experiment.
Additionally, there was some verbal interchange among the
students at each school. The amount of such interchange is
not considered suificient to seriously confound the results.

During the first course meeting of each grcup, all
students were administered the 146-item nre-test critexion
performance measure, half of each treatment group receiving
Test Form A and the rest receiving Test Form B. All students
completed a Preliminary Questionnaire which requested back-
ground data (e.g., age, previous academic record, related
hobbies, etc.).

During the treatment period four weekly records were
completed: students completed an attitude questionnaire,
and instructors completed an Attendance Record, an Optional
Assignment Record, and a Weekly Instructor Comment Sheet.

At the end of the treatment period, each student was
administered the post-test and also the Terminal Questionnaire.

As specified in the experimental design, each student
was also to complete the post-test approximately three
months after its first administration. Typically, students
involved in the electronics segment of the study enrolled in
a subsequent electronics course, making it fairly simple
to schedule this test. A last-minute scheduling conflict
did occur at Jordan High School, however, #nd the second
post-test was not administered during the school year. An
attempt to administer the test by mail during the summer
vacation was only moderately successful. Additionally, as
would be expected, all schools had some students who withdrew
during the period between the two post-tests.

As discussed elsewhere, two equivalent forms of the
criterion performance were developed by Battelle staff. For
Post-test II, each student received the same form of the
measure as he received for Post-test I. Thus, one-half of
the Control Group received test form sequence A-B-B (i.e.,
Pre-test, Post-test I, Post-test II) while the other half
of the Control Group received test form sequence B-A-A.

The Experimental Groups were administered the Pre-, Post I,
and Posi II test sequence in an identical split-half manner.

In addition to Post-test II, each student was asked to
complete the retention questionnaire. This questionnaire,
designed primarily to sample the stability of the responses
obtained in the Terminal Questionnaire, included many items
sampling the students on their response to various factors
of their particular instructional system, their own per-
formance, and their instructor's performance.
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B. Aircraft M¥eehanics

Aercnautical Technology Course ITE 118 is 2 one quarter
undergraduate course offered annually at the Utah State
University, Logan, Gtah. A four credit course, i* typically
meels twice a week for one and one halilf hours of teacher-led
presentation/discussion. In addition, each student signs up
for one of two scheduled laboratory sessions, each of which
meets weekly for at least two hours. During this project,
class sessions were held on Tuesday and Thursday morrnings
and laboratory sessions offered on Tuesday and Thursday
afternoons.

ITE 118 began late in September, 1968, with an enrollment
of 43 male students. For about a month, all attended the
same conventional classes and approximately half of the class
attended the Tuesday laboratory session and the rest attended
the Thursday laboratory session. During this period, all
classroom instruction was handled by the Control Group
instructor. He also supervised one lab session while the
other was dirccted by the Experimental Group Instructor.

During the classes on October 3 and 8 all students
were adm*nistered one formm of the 1lll-item criterion perfor-
mance measure as a pre-test. Half of each treatment group
received Test Form A and the other half received Form B.

At this time, all students also completed a Preliminary
Questionnaire which requested certain background data (e.g.,
age, previous academic record, related hobbies, etc.).

At the close of the October 27 meeting it was announced
that for the next six-week block of instruction, students
would be divided into two groups. Each student was assigned
to one of two instructors. No one was told of the experimental
nature of this procedure. When questioned, the instructors
replied that they wanted to try a different instructional
approach.

On the first day at the treatment period the Control
Group instructor proceeded as usual but the Experimental
Group Instructor began by distributing the Air Force instruc-
tional software and explained how the three packages were
to be utilized. Again, no comment was made about the
experimental naiure of the instruction and the instructor
ansvered questions about the software in this manner: "I
used material like this when I was in the Air Force and
found it very effectiie. 1I thLought I would try it now.”

37~




Although every effort was made to avoid discussion about
the unusual instructional materials and Procedures, no
attenpt was made to directly deceive students. About
three-fcurths of the way through the treatment pericd both
the Experimental and Conirol Groups had coacluded that an
experiment was in progress and that the relative effective-
ness of the novel instructional software was the main
treatment variable.

During the six-week treaiment period, four weekly
records were completed:

(1) The subjects conpleted a weekly questionnaire
which sampled changes in attitude;

(2) Instructors maintained an Attendance Record;

(3) Instructors also maintained an Optional Assignmeat
Record (due to the heavy regular load no students
requested optional assignments), and

(4) Instructors completed a Weekly Instructor Comment
Sheet on the features, problems, student reactions,
deviations from the scheduled outline.

At the end of the treatment period, each student was
administered the Post-test. During the class period preceding
the Post-test, each student completed the Terminal Questionraire.

On completion of the six-week (twelve-class meetings)
treatment period and the administration of the post-tests
and Terminal Questionnaire, the groups were again joined
and all the students received their instruction for the
remaining two weeks from the Coptrol Group instructor.

As specified in the experimenial design, each student
also was expected to complete Post-test II approximately
three months after the administraztion of Post-test I. 1In
fact, the latter was administered on April 1, 1969, roughly
four months after tke first post-test. The unanticipated
delay was due to teacher/student scheduling problems and the
difficulties in locating students who were not registered
for aeronautical technology courses during the Spring Quarter.
Through the cooperation of instructors both in and outside
thke aeronautical technelogy program in providing release
time, mest students were able o complete the scheduled post
test session. Six students could not be located to take the
second post test: four from the Control Group and two from
the Experimental Group.
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As previously discussed, different but equivalent forms
of the criterion performance test were developed by the
Battelle project staff, utilizing itens procured from the
Air Force and Air University. For the second post test each
student received the same form of the criterion measure as
he received for the first posit-test. Thus, one half of the
Control Group received test forn sequence A-B-B while the
other half received test form sequence B-A-A. The Experimen-
tal Group was administered the Pre—~, Pcst I-, and Pest II-
test sequence in an identical split-half manner.

- In addition to Post-test I1, each studernt was askd to
conplete a retention questionnaire. This questionnaire,
designed primarily to sample the stabiiity of the responses
obtained in the Terminal Questionnaire, included nany itens
which sampled the students on their response to various
factors of their particular instructional system, their own
performance, and their instructor’s performancre.

C. Nursing

The study of the Nurse's Aide program took place
primarily at the Utah Technical Ccllege, Salt Lake City.
Several laboratory sessions were conducted at nearby
hospitals. A total of 20 students were enrolled initially.

The allocation of instructors to groups was left to the
discretion of the director of the Nurse's Aide program. It
was felt that there was little difference between the two
instructors' capabilities.

The two Experimental Groups were in the same class
throughout the experimental period. The Control Group was
in a separate class.

Students were not told at registration that they would
be involved in an experiment. Throughout, every effort was
made to avoid discussion of unusual instructional materials
or procedures, although no attempt was made to deceive students.

All students were given the Pre-test criterion performance
measure at their first class meeting, half receiving Test
Form A and the remainder Test Form B. They also completed
a Preliminary Questionnaire which requested background data.

During the treatment period, instructors maintained an
Attendance Record and a Weekly Instructor Comment Sheet on
features, problems, student reactions, and deviations from
the scheduled outline.

At the end of the treatment reriod all students were
administered the Post-test and also completed the Terminal
CQuestionnaire.
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In addition, each stucdent vas asked to complete
Post-test I1 after completion of the entire Nurse's Aide
Course -- approximately one and one half mconths later.

Two éifferent but equivalent forms of the criterion
performmance test vere developed by the Battelle prcject
staff. For Post-test II, each student received the sane
form he received for Posi-test 1. Thus, one-half cf the
Centrol Grcuap received test form seguence A-B-B (i.e.,
Pre, Post I, Post II) while the other half of the Control
Group received test form sequence B-A-A. The Experixental
Groups were adninistered the Pre-. Post I-, and Post II-
test sequence in an identical split-half manner.

Scheduling prevented 2dministering of the Retention
Questionnaire.
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IX. RESULTS -

A. Electronics

Scores from an initial test and two post-tests for
three groups of students were compared. Experinental Group
1 (Air Force Imstruction) received the Air Force instructional
progiranm and, following Post-test I, recceived an additional
block of conventional instruction in mathematics. Experi-
mental Croup 2 (Augmented 5ir Force Instruction) received
the Air Force instructional program augrmented by blocks of
conventional instruction interspersed at four different
points in the imnstructional program. The Control Group
(Traditional Instruction) received the regular electronics
program that had been used at each school the previous
year. All the students began the course on AC circuits as
scon as their DC course was completed.

Initial Test Results

An initial test was administered to all instructiomal
groups on the first day of instruction. Half of the students
in each group took Form A of the test; half took Form B.
Results are shown in Table 9.

The performance of two of the groups differed significant-
ly at the outset of the experimental program. Performance of
students assigned to Augmented Air Force Insiruction was
significantly higher than the perfcrmance of students
assigned to Traditional Instruction. Performance of students
assigned to Air Force Instruction did not differ significantly
from tbat of the students assigned to either of the other
iastructional groups.

The mean score for the 71 students assigned to Augmented
Air Force Instruction was 63.2 (S.D. = 24.4) compared with a
mean score of 54.3 (S.D. = 25.8) achieved by the 88 students
assigned to Traditional Instruction. t for the 9.9 difference
between means was 2.21 {df = 157), which is significant at the
5% level of confidence.

The mean score for the 93 students assigned to Air Ferce
Instruction was 58.4 (S.D. = 24.2). The difference between
the means for this group and the Augmented Air Force Instruc-
tion group was 4.8; t was 1.24 (df = 162). which is not
significant at the 5% level. The difference between means
for the Air Force Instruction group and the Traditional
Instruction group was 4.1; t was 1.10 (df = 179), which is
not significant at the 5% level of confidence.
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Post-test I Results

For Post-test I, each student received the alternate of
the test form takxen for the initial test. Studerts who
received Augnmented Air Force Instruction and Traditional
Instruction tock Post-test I during the last day of the
course. Students who received Air Foxce Instruction took
Dost-test 1 after completing the 90-hcurs of Air Force
Instraction, but prior to receiving the block of conventional
instruction in math. Results of Post-test I are showa in
Table 9.

Students who received the Augmented Air Force Instruc-
tion achieved the highest mean score, which was 111.4
(S.D. = 17.2). Studeats who received 3ir Force Instruction
were next with a mean score of 104.2 (S.D. = 23.1). Students
in the traditional electronics program achieved the lowest
scores, the mean being 94.6 (S.D. = 20.3).

The difference between means for Air Force Instruction
and Augmented Air Force Instruction groups was 7.2; t was
2.17 (df = 148), which is significant at the 5% level of
confidence. The difference between means for Air Force
Instruction and Traditional Instruction groups was 9.6; t
was 2.78 (df = 160), which is significant at the 1% level
of confidence.

The difference between means for Augmented Air Force
Instruction and Traditional Instruction groups was 16.8;
t was 5.27 (df = 140), which is significant beyond the 1%
JTevel of confidence. BSince these twoc groups differed at the
outset. strictly spezking, the comparison Serves to show
only that original differences had not been obscured. None-
theless, it is evident that the group receiving Augmented
Air Force Instruction achieved significantly higher scores
than the group receiving Traditional Instruction. The reason
for this conclusion is that the mean score of the Augmented
group was significantly higher than the mean score of the Air
Force Imstruction group; and the latter in turn, was sig-
nificartly higher than the mean for the Traditional Instruc-
tion group.

Post-test II Results

Post-test II was administered approximately three months
after instruction was completed. Nearly half of the students
were unavailable for this test, however. In a number of
cases, the tests were mailed to the students, taken under
unknown conditions, and returned to the instructors by mail.

Each student took the same form of the test he had taken
for Post-test I. Results are shown in Table 9.
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(Air Force Instruction students received a block of
conventional instruction in math following Post-test I.
During the time intervening between the two post-tests
all groups continued with Traditional Instruction in AC
electronic theczy.)

Performance of students receiving Zugmented Air Force
Instruction was higher than the performance of students
receiving either Air Force Instruction followed by a block
cf conventional instruction in math or students receiving
Traditional Instruction. Performance of tue latter two
groups on Post-test II was similar.

The mean score for the 41 students who received Augnmented
Air Force Instruction and who took Post-test II was 113.9
(S.D. = 18.6), while the 58 students who received Air Force
Instruction achieved a mcan score of 105.4 (S.D. = 22.0).
The mean score for the 44 students available from the
Traditional Instruction group was 10i.6 (S.D. = 20.2).

The difference between means for the Augmented Air Force
Instruction and Air Force Instruction groups was 8.5,
t was 2.04 (df = &7), which is significant at the 5% level
of confidence. The difference between means for the Air
Force instruction and tke Traditional Instruction groups was

3.8; t was 0.90 (df = 100), which is not significant at the
5% level.

The difference between means for the Augmented Air
Force instruction and Traditional Instruction groups was 12.3;
t was 2.87 (df = 83), which is significant at the 5% level of
confidence. The results indicate only that original differ-

ences had not been obscured by the instructional programs.
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TABLE 9

RESULTS OF THE INITIAL TEST AWND POST-TESTIS T AND IT
FOR STUDEXRTS IN THREE INSTRUCTIONAL GROUPS

Augmented
Traditional Air Force Air Force
Instruction Tnstruction Instruction
Initial Test
- Mean 54.3 58.4 63.2

S.D. 25.8 24,2 24.4

N 88 93 71

D 4,1 4.8 8.5=

t 1.10 1.24 2.21

df 179 162 157
Post-test 1

Mean 94.6 104.2 111.4

S.D. 20.5 23.1 17.2

N 77 85 65

D 9.6 16.3%

t 2,78%=* 5.27%%%

df 160 140
Post-test II

Mean 101.6 105.4 113.9

S.D. 20.2 22.0 18.0

N 44 58 41

D 3.8 12.3=*

t 9.90 2.87%%

df 100 83

* Cdmparison of Augmented Air Force and Traditional Instructional Group

** p <.05
*%%p <.01
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Gain Scores %

Gain scores between Pre-test and Post-test I scores
were computed for each group by the foilowing formula:

Actual Performance gain
Gain Score = X 100

Possible Periormance gain

In this formula, actual performance gain was taken as the
difference between scores on Post-test I and the initial
test, while possible performance gain was the difference
between the total possible score and the actual score on
the initial test.

As seen in Table 10, students who received the Augmented
Air Force Instruction had the highest gain scores, while
students receiving Air Force Instiruction received the next
highest gain scores. Students who received Traditional
Instruction had the lowest gain scores. 3ilean gain scores
for the three groups of students, for all five schools,
were 57.95, 53.9, and 41.6, respectively.

t tests were completed for pairs of these means
(see Table 11). The comparisons for groups C and Ej,
and between C and E;, show a t of 4.53 (df = 156) and
6.15 (df = 136). Both t's are significant beyond the
1% level of confidence. The difference between the mean
gain scores of groups Ej and E9 was 1.26 (df = 148), which
is not significant. These results show that both experimental
groups gained significantly more in performance capability
as a result of instruction than did the Control Group.
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TABLE 10

MEAX GAIN SCORES BETWEEN PRE-TEST AND

POST-TEST I FOP THREE GROUPS RECEIVING

ELECTRONICS INSTRUCTION

C E1 E2
. Augmented
Traditional Air Force Air Force
Instruction Instruction ° Instruction
Mean 41.6 53.9 57.5
S.D. 14.5 19.3 15.5
N 73 85 65
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TABLE 11

COMPARISONS OF MEAN GAIN SCORES

FOR THREE GROUPS RECEIVING
ELECTRONICS INSTRUCTION

Groups
Compared t df P
C:nd E1 4.53 156 <001
C and E2 6.15 136 < go1
_Eijand E2 1.26 148 non-sig.
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Comparison of Students Having and Not Having Electronics-
- Related Hobbies

Information about hobbies related to electronics was
available for many of the students. Scores of students
having and not having hobbies related to electronics within
each of the instructional groups were compared on each of
the three tests -- Pre-test and Post-tests I and II. These
comparisons are shown in Table 12.

Initially, students having electronics-related hobbies
scored significantly higher than students without such
hobbies regardless of treatment group. At the time of Post-
test I, however, the difference between these subgroups
was no longer significant for the Air Force Instruction
group. At the time of Post-test II, only the subgroups
within the Augmented Air Force Instruction group differed
significantly.

Comparison of Students Having and Not Having Prior Course
Work in Electronics

Information about prior course work in electronies was
available for most of the students. Scores of students
with and without prior instruction in electronics within each
of the instructional sroups were compared on each of the
three tests -- Pre-test and Post-tests I and II. These
comparisons are shown in Table 13.

Students baving previous course work in electronics
scored significantly higher than students without previous
course work within ezch of the instructional groups on all
three tests. Inspection of the results shown in Table 13
suggests that the effects ¢f previous course work are
greater on Pre-test performance and the instruction may
reduce some of these differences, since the magnitude of
the obtained differences were greater on the Pre-test than
on subsequent tests. Results of Post-test I and II suggest
that previous course work is a factor in retention of per-
formance after termination of instruction. The magnitude
of the obtained differences were greater on Post-test II
than on Post-test I for all instructional groups. Further,
type of instruction does not appear to have a differential
effect.
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TABLE 12

COMPARTISQH OF SCORES ON PRE-~TEST AND POSW-TESTS 1
A'™ 1T OF STUDENTS WITH AND WITHOUT ELECTRONTICS-RELATED
HOBBIES WITHIH EACH OF THREE INSTRUCTICGHAL TROUPS

Augmented
Traditiocnal Air Force Air Force
Instruction Instruction Instruction ;
. With Without With Witheat With Without ]
Hobby Hobby Hobby Hobby Hobby Hobby ]
Initial Test
Mean 71,7 43.7 68.5 50.5 74.5 51.5
S.D. 27.7 19.9 27.5 17.8 24.7 18.2
N 27 49 34 52 35 35
| 28.0 18.0 23.0
t 4, 56%=% 3.35%%= 4 37>
df 74 84 68
Post-test 1
Mean 102.4 88.0 106.7 104.5 115.9 105.6
S.D. 22.9 18.1 19.7 22.4 15.7 17.2
N 2¢€ 40 31 47 34 30
D 14.4 2.2 10.3
) t 2.66%% 0.45 2.45**
df 64 76 62
Post-test 11
M2an 106.3 94.9 104.5 104.9 121.1 103.8
S.D. 21.7 19.7 22.2 21.5 10.4 22.7
N 19 19 24 31 23 17
D 11.4 -4 17.3
t 1.65 o 0.07 2.84%%%
df 36 53 38
*p< .05
**p< .01 .
**% p< .005 ’
v
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TABLE 13

MEAN PROFICIENCY AND t-TEST SCORES FOR STUDENTS
WITH AND WITHOUT A RELATED CQOUEST

Augmented
Traditional Air Force Air Force
Instruction Instruction Instruction
With Without ¥With Without ¥ith ¥Without
Course Course Course Course Course Course
Initial Test
Mean 0.1 49,2 75.3 46.6 77.7 57.7
s.D 24.9 26.0 21.4 17.3 25.0 22,0
N 22 51 24 52 i9 359
D 16.9 28.7 20.0
t 2.58%= 5.665%% 2,99%==
df 71 7% 67
Post-test 1
Mean '102.2 89.6 116.4 99,2 119.7 108.2
S.D. 20.2 21.1 15.1 20.6 14.4 17.2
N 21 43 21 48 18 45
D 12.6 17.2 11.5
t 2.26% 3.81%%* 2,64
af 62 67 61
Post-test 11
Mean 108.9 95.8 117.4 97.4 125.9 105.2
3.D. 17.6 22,0 14.2 21.1 7.0 19.9
- N 14 24 17 31 11 29
D 13.1 20.90 16.7
t 1.96* 3.32%>=% 3,83%%%
df 36 46 38
*p< .05
*% P< - 01
2% pe 095
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Student Intcrest s

Stndent interest was inferred fion ratings on three
quesiionnaires and iron class attendance records. Students
conpleted weekly questionnaires, a terminal questionnaire,
which was ccmpleted upon terpination of instruction, and
a retention questicnnaire, conmpleted at the time of Post-
test II.

weekly Questicanaire. Each week during the course of
instruction, studeats wers. asked to evaluate the following
using a 9-poini scale that included descriptions of low,
middle, and high scale-points:

a. Instructional Interest

1 = Boring
9 = Passable
9 = Absorbing

b. Informativeness of Instruction

.l = Unacceptabie
5 = Beneficial
9 = Exceptional

c. Self-rating of Performance

1 = Poor
9 = Acceptable
9 = Outstanding

d. Instructor's Perfcormance

‘l = Poor
5 = Acceptable
S = Outstanding

The mean ratings of each of the instructional groups
for each of the four items are shown in Figure 4. All mean
ratings were at least one scale value above the midpoint of
the scale, indicating a relatively positive attitude on all
four aspects of instruction included in the questionnaire.
Further, the magnitude of the differences between means
of the instructional groups making the lcwest and highest
ratings was less than one scale value in all comparisons.
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Except for the ratings given for instructionai intezest.
ratings made by students who received Air Force Instyvétion
and Trzgitional Instruction were virtuaiiy the same, while
students who received Augrented Air Force Instruction ex.
pressed a2 slightly more positive attitude. Ratings of
instructional interest were quiie similar for the three
groups, with a slight favoring of Augrmented Air Force
Instruction in comparison with Control and with Air Force
Instruction.
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Class Attendance .

Absentecism was minimal and the same for students in
all three instructional groups. Absenteeisn was 1.1%
among students receiving Traditional Instruection, 1.2%
among students receiving Air Force Instruction, and 1.C%
among students ireceiving Augmert:d Air Force Instruction.

Terminal Quesztionnaire

Inspection of the terminal questionnzire data indicates
that few definite conclusicus are warranted. Although
students ranging from high school age to students enrolled
in a four year college were involved, no distinction in
ag2 groups 1is available for evalvation purpcses. Not all
students completed the questionraire and not ail questions
were routinely answeired by the students who did Tespond.
For the most part, the data is based on 72 students who had
received Traditional Instruction, 81 who received Air Force
Instruction, and 46 who received Augmented Air Force
Instruction. Responses to selected categories on some of
the questions are shown in Table 14.

At least three-fourths cf the students in each of the
groups used either completely or good to describe the extent
to which the course they took satisTied their reasons for
taking it. Of the three groups, the Air Force Insiruction
group was less well satisfied than the other groups. This
group included high school students; the Augmented Air Forece
Instruction group did not. Only two-thirds cf the students
assigned to Air Force Instructicn took the course for purposes

- of occupational training, while over 80% of those assigned
to Traditional ard Augmented Air Force Instruction had taken
it for this reason. This difference is another vossible
reason for the discrepancy in many of the ratings.

Some confusion about objectives was evident. Some 27%
of the Air Force Instruction group was unsure whether over-
all course objectives had been stated, and an additional
16% said they had not been stated. Approximately 15% of
the students in the other groups were unsure about the state-
ment of overall objectives, while 7% in sach of these groups
said they had not been stated. Neariy half of the students
in the Traditional Icnstruction group taought objectives
for only some of the units had been stated, while 40% ang
33% respectively, of the Traditional and Augmented Air Force
groups had the same opinion.

3 These results are tempered by evidence that some

: questicns pertinent to this data must have been ambiguously
‘ worded. For example, the Air Force instruction, with or
without augmentation, obviously was based on specified
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periormance objectives; conventional instruction obviously
was ncet. Thus, the negative responses of the students,

as iadicated above, becarme questionable. Utah insfructor
who taught Air Force Instruction groups during the test

have assessed the situation as follows: In the traditional
course, instructors verbally explained course geals and

unit goais. However, when working with Air Foice material,
where objectives appeared in print, Utah insiructors (in
keeping with Air Force experience) did rot consider it
necessary tc state the objectives verbally. Yet., the
questicpnaire specifically used the work "stated” relative
to the communication of course and unit objectives. Further,
the major source of primnted objectives in the Air Force
material being used, the TYI guides, covered them in a
Summary section, usually without identification as "okjectives™
per se.

Relative to the other groups, a notably »igher proportion
of students who received Aixr Force Instzruction thought there
were too few tests, that they learned very little from the
tests, and that the lectures and discussions were seldonm
interesting. This data also is questionable, inasmuch as
the Air Force course segment used, as noted, called for minimum
lecture/discussion, and was predominantly film-based. One
explanation of the data would be that the films used conitained
more "lecturing” in their own right than was to the liking
of the students.

A greater proportion of students in the Air Force
Instruction greoup also felt that more course work was assigned
Than needed, less laboratory time was provided than needed,
the course proceeded too rapidly, and the laboratory
facilities and equipment were more tkan adequate.

On questions applicable only to those students who
received Air Force Instruction, the students who received
straight Air Force Instruction werse considerably more
negative than students who received Augmented Air Force
Instruction. A little over onme-fourth said the films were
seldom interesting compared with oniy 13% of the Augmented
Air Force Instruction group. Worktooks were seldom
interesting according to 16%. These students were also
disproportionately negative about the slides.
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TABLE 14

RESPONSES OF STUDENTS IN TEREE INSTRUCTIVUNAL SELECTED
CATECGRIES TFOR SOXT ITEXS OF THE TERIINA
QUESTTONJATIRE FOR THE ELECTRONICS CUIRSES

Augnmented
Traditicpal Air Force Air Force
Instruction Instruction Instruction

Reason for Takizg Course Satisfied

Completely 317 177 417

Good 57% 607, 507

Fair 117 207, 97

Poor - 37 -
Overall Course Objectives Stated

No 77 107, 77

Unsure 15% 277, 137
Objectives for Every Unit Stated

Some Only 497 407, 337%

¥Fo 17 6% -
Number of Tects

Too few 107 427, 207,
Tearning from Tests

Very little 87 287, 117
Time Required for Home Exercisss

More than other courses 347, " 317, 507
Assigned Course Work

More than needed 107 187 117,

Less than needed 7% 67 47,
Pacing of Course -

Too fast 227, 317 157

Too slow 177 127 137
Laboratory Time

More than needed 117, 117% 247,

Less than needed 227, 307 9%
Taboratory Facilities and Equipment

More than adequate 217, 347 207

Less than adequate 137 9% 47

AR
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TABLE 14 (continved)

Augmented
Traditional Air Force Air Force
Instruction Instruction Instruction
lectures and Discussions
Seldom interesting 1.47, 187 27
Laboratoxry Exercises
Seldom interesting 137, 8% 67
Films
Seldom interesting - 277, 137
Werkbooks —
Seldom interesting - 167 27,
Slides
Seldom interesting - - 507 187
Slides
Seldom useful - 477 47,
Slides

Seldom easy to understand - 32% -
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Follow-up Questionnaire

An attempt was made to assess student interest with a
questionnaire seeking comparative response to the DC circu
course relative to the AC circuits course which immediatel;
followed it for all project students, and which was presen
in the traditional manner.

However, nearly half the students did not answer
the follow-up questionpaire, and the potential bias result.
from the attrition would make it dangerous to draw con-
clusions from the response.

Bircraft Mechanics

Performance of two groups oi students on the pre-test
and on two post-tests was compared. (See Table i5.) Both
groups received Traditional Imstruction during the first
and final portions of the aircraft mechanics course. One
group (Air Force Instruction) received five weeks of instr
tion based on the Air Force Instructional system midway in
the course, while the cther group {(Tr:ditional Instruction
continued in the regular course, receiving about the same
subject matter in the traditional manner.

Pre-test Results

An initial performance test was administered immediat
prior to the separation of the Air Force Instruction and
Traditional Instruction groups. Within each group, half
took Form A of the test; half took Form B.

The groups did not differ on the Pre-test. The mean
score for the 22 students assigned to Air Force Instructio:
was 37.8 (S.D. = 7.52), while the mean score for the 21
students assigned to Traditional Instruction was 34.7
(S.p. = 8.84). t for the 3.1 difference be.ween means was
1.23 (df = 41), which is not significant at the 5% level o:
confidence.

Post-test I Results

For Post-test I, which was administered at the end of
the 5-week unit of instruction, each student took the alte:
nate of the test form taken for the Initial Test.

Performance cf the students who receiveu Air Force
Instruction was higher than the performance of students wht
received Traditional Instruction. The mean scores of the
two groups were 59.3 (S.D. = 6.96) and 52.9 (S.D. = 8.42),
respectively. The difference between means was 6.4; t
was 2.59 (df = 39), which is significant at the 5% level o:
confidence. Two of the students receiving Traditional In-

struction were not available for Post-test I.
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Post-test II Results

Approxinately four months after termination of instruc-
tion, the students were given the same form of the test
they had taken for Post-test I. Two students in the Air
Force Instruction group and six students in the Traditional
Instruction group were no longer available for testing at
this tine.

Performance of the two groups on Post-test II did not
differ. The mean score for the 20 students who received
Air Force Instruction was 51.7 (S.D. = 9.19), while the mean
score for the 15 students who received Traditional Instruc-
tion was 49.0 (S.D. = 8.56). t for the difference between
means of 2.7 was 0.88 (df = 33), which is not significant
at the 5% level of confidenze. TFor both groups, the
obtained means were lower on Post-test II than on Post-test
I, a finding that seems to suggest some loss of proficiency
with i1ime. The research design did not permi. 2 statistical
test of within-group means to determine whether these
differences were likely to be real or merely due to chance.

The results of this part of the study must be qualified.
In the first piace. students were not assigned at random to
the two instructional groups due to irreconcilable scheduling
difficulties. Second, test Forms A and B were not equivalent
as shown by data from the Pre-test, taken prior to the
introduction of instructional differences.

Twenty students t-ck Form A, eight of whom were assigned
to Traditional Instruction while 12 were assigned to Air
Force Instruction. The mean scores for these 20 students
was 39.70 (S.D. = 6.21). Twenty-three students took Form
B; 13 were assigned to Traditional Instruction, while 10
were assigned to Air Force Instruction. The mean score for
these 23 students was 33.30 (S.D. = 9.20). t for the
difference between means of 6.40 was 2.44 (df = 41), which
is significant at the 5% level of confidence. The distribu-
tion of students in Traditional Instruction and Air Force
Instruction groups taking Forms A and B of the test are
shown in Table 17.

The mean Initial Test score for studeants assigned to
Traditional Instruction is probably underestimated because
of the larger proportion.of students taking ¥Form B of the
test (13 out of 21), whereas the mean Initial Test Score
for students assigned to Air Force Instruction may be slightly
overestimated due to the larger proportion of students in
this group who took Form A of the test (12 out of 22).
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On Post-tests I and II, the reverse is true, since
each student took the forn alternate to the one taken
on the Initial Test. Atirition within the instruciional
grours also affected the proportion of students taking
each of the test forms. Thus, on Post-test I, 11 out of
19 studentz who received Traditional Instruction too¥ Form
A compared with 10 out of 22 students who received Air
Force Instruction. Even so, the difference between means
was significant as discussed previously, though the mean
score c¢f students who received Air Force Instruction was
undoubtedly underestimated. The effect of Air Force
Instruction is <¢learly superior as judged by test scores.

¥hile the two instructional groups did not differ on
Post-test II, it is possible that differences were obscured
by the lower scores produced by Ferm B of the test. While
eight of the 15 students who received Traditional Instruction
took Form A, only eight of the 20 students who received Air
Force Instruction took Form A. Therefore, t.._ mean score
of the latter group may have been depressed due to the dis-
pronortionate number of students taking Form B. Further,
the variance of Post-test II scores from Form A differs
significantly from Post-test II scores from Form B. F
(single tailed) was 75.59 (df = 11 & 7), obviously significant
beyond the 1% level of confidence.

Gain Scores

Gain scores were ccmpucted by the same formula as
noted previously. The mean gain score of students who
received Air Force Instruction was 28.2, while the mean for
students who received the standard instruction was 22.4.
These means do not differ significantly (see Table 17),
suggesting that improvement in performance between the be-
ginning and end of the treatment period was virtually the
same for both groups. The effect, if any, of the two test
forms on gain scores could not be determined.
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TABLE 15

INITIAL, POST-TEST I AXD IT PERFORNCE OF THD CGROUES
RECEIVEIC IRSTRUCYICH W AIRCRAFT XECHAWICS

Traditionzal Air Forxce
TInstruction Instruction
Initial Test
Mean 34.7 37.8
S.D. .84 7.52
N . 21 22
D 3.1
t 1.
daf 1
Post-test 1
Mean 52.9 59.3
S.D. 8.42 6.96
N 19 22
D 6.4
t 2.59=%
df 39
Post-test I1
Mean 49.0 51.7
S.D. 8.56 9.19
N 15 20
D 2.7
t 0.88
df 33
* p< .05
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S.D's AXD NIZER OF STUDENTS IN EACE OF TEE
INSTRECTIGHAL CROUPS TAXTHG FORM A AXD
FORM B OF THE ATRCRAFT MECHANICS T:ST

-

Traditional Air Force
Instruction Instraction
Form A Form B Form A Fom B
Initial Test
Mean 38.5 32.3 40.5 34.6
S.D. 5.7 9.6 . 8.0
N 8 13 12 190
Post-test 1
Mean 55.5 49.4 59.1 59.5
S.D. 8.2 7.8 4.2 8.9
N 11 8 10 12
Post-test 11
Mean 51.4 47.1 51,1 52.2
S.D. 9.7 7.7 1.0 8.7
N 8 7 8 12
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TABLE 17
GAIN SCORE COMPARISON GF THO CROUPS RECEZIVING

INSTRUCTZON IN ATRCRAFT MECHANICS.

Treatmment Conditicn

C E
Traditionai Air Force
Instruction Instruction
Mean 22.4 28.2
S.D. 11.3 9.7
N 19 21
t 1.70%
df 38
*p> .05
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Terminal Questionnaire

At the tire instruection was terminated, studeris in
the aircraft mechanics course completed a questionnaire
about the course. The queostionnzire was similar to the one
described in the section on electronics. Four rating
categories were used for each of the aspects of the course
covered in the questioanaire. Aspects such as interest
level, usefulness, clarity, and so forth were qualified,
for the most part, by descriptive terms such as always,
nearly always. usually or normally, and seldom.

Due to the small number of studenis in bothk the
Traditional znd Air Force Instruction groups, comparisrns of
ratings are tenuous. While the results do indicate the
opiiiions ofi the students in these two groups, the extent
to whizh the results may be generalized to other students
is open to question.

Ratings on any question could be distributed osver four
categories. The number of students in each of the instruc-—
tional groups was so small —-- 19 in Traditional and 21 in
Air Force Instruction -- that percentages are apt to be
misleading, but the elaborate procedures for statistical
tests under these conditions did not seem warranted. There-
fore, the results that follow are suggestive only and do
not necessarily represent significant differences or trends.
Only those items deemed to have the greatest import have
been ircluded. Responses in selected categories to some
of the questions are shown in Table 18.

Both groups of students seemed well satisfied with
their courses as shown by their responses to the question,
"How well did the course satisfy your reason for taking it?"
Ninety per cent of the students who received Traditional
Instruction gave ratings of either completely or good
to this aspect of the course; 86% of the studen=s wio
received Air Ferce Instruction used these categories. In
both groups, the majority ratiag was good rather than
compietely. None gave a rating of poor. Only one student
1n the entire study population took the course for reasons
other than occupational training.

Some students in both groups seemed confused about
objectives; a few in each group were unsure whether objectives
for the overall course had been stated. Nearly two-thirds
of the students who had Air Force Instructior said objectives
were statea for some but not all instructional units, while
a little less than half of the students who had Traditional
Instruction made the same judgment.
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(Again, as with the Terminal Questionmaire for the
electronics courses. the word “stated™ in relation to the
comnunication of objectives can be considered to be am-~
biguous, making it dangerous to draw corclusions from these
responses) .

A few students in both groups felt too few tests had
been given; none complained of too many tests. A small
number in each group also thought the amount of course work
assigned was less than the amount needed to learn the material.
Students in both groups expressed a positive attitude toward
the demenstrations provided. They alse regarded the home-
work, both required and optional, positively.

Some of the students who received Air Force instruction
felt too little lab time was given and that the laboratory
facilities and equipment were poor. Some also thought the
homework required nore time than for moSt other courese
and that they learned very little from the tc.zs.

These students completed some questions about programnmed
instruction and workbooks that were not applicable to the
traditional course. The majority rated programmed instruction
as nearly always interesting, useful, or easy to understand
as opposed to always or normally or usually so. Reactions
to the workbook were also positive, tThough interest level
was less highly regarded thaa the workbook's usefulness or
clarity.

Class Attendance

Absenteeism was higher among the students receiving Air
Force Instruction than among students receiving Traditional
Instruction.

Instructor Comments

According to Battelle staff members, data from the
Instructor Comment Sheets and several conversaticns indicate
that both instructors liked the instructional materials
available for the Air Force program. The Control group
instructor did not respond favorably initially to the Air
Force Instructional system. After the completion of the
experiment, however, both instructors endorsed the Air
Force Instructional system because of the overall system
design and especially because of the excellence of the materials
for student and instructor use. 1In addition, they reported
the Air Force system allows the instructor to cover more
material in less time, allows students to learn more on
their own and rely less on the instructor, and would permit
restructuring the existing distribution of classroom and
laboratory tiime.
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TADLE 18

RESPONSES OF STUDENTS T TRADITICGHAL AND AR FORCE INSTRUCTICH
GROUPS IN SELECTED CATECORIES TO SOXE ITEXS OF THE TERMINAL
QUESTICHNAIRE FOR THE ATRCRAFT MECHANICS COURSE

Traditiopal Air Foxrce
TInstruciiion Tnstruction
(2=19) (8=21)
Objectives for Overall Course Stated
Yes 747, 767
Unsure 267, 247,
. Objectives for Every Unit Siated
Yes 587 387.
Some units only 427, 627.
Too Few Tests 267, 147,
Learning from Tests
Great deal 477, 247,
Very little - 147
Time for Homeworx
More than for other courses 117, 33%
Less than for other courses 327 -
Assigned Course Work
; Less than needed 167, 107
Pzce of Course Tcc Slow 167, -
s Lab Time
i More than needed 427, -
f Less than needed 377 437
3 Lab Facilities and Equipment
E Less than adequate - 38%

o X i

BN
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C.

Nurse's Aid Course

The experimental portion of the nurse’s aid course
occurred as the middle segnent of the course and coansisted
of 31.5 hours of insiruction that covered the following
areas: 1lifting and nmoviig patients, sterile equipment and
supplies, surgical aseptic techniques, common disease-
causing organisms, medical aseptic techniques, comfort and
hygicne, diets, and medical terms. Data was available for
nine students who received Traditional Instruction, six
students assigned to unmodified Air Force Instruction, and
five students assigned to ¥odified Air Force Instruction.
The revision of the Air Force progranm consisted only of a
change of terms in the programmed text from military to
civilian language. The two groups assigned tc Air Force
Instruction attended the same class. Because of smalil X's,
and because modification was so minor, data from these two
groups have been combined in the following analysis of results.

At the beginning of instruction, students took tests
over each of the areas included in the experimental portion
of the course. An alternate form of the test was adminis-
tered at the termination of imstruction. A follow-up
test was also given; however, test results for only four
students in the Air Force group were available, so the
results could not be analyzed. Test scores were reported
as the percentage of correct responses.

Initial Test Results

On the Initial test, the performance ox the two groups
differed significantly in five of the eight areas tested:
lifting and moving patients, common disease-causing organisms,
medical aseptic techniques, diets, and medical terms. These
comparisons are shown in Table 19. The mean score of students
assigned to Traditional Instruction was higher in each of
these areas.

Post-test I Results

At the termination cf instruction, the two groups
differed in only two of the areas. On the medical aseptic
techniques unit, the mean score of students who received
Traditional Instruction was significantly higher than the
mean score of students who received Air Force Instruction.
Traditional Instruction appears to have been unusually
successful in the area of sterile equipment and supplies,
as all students in that instructional group achieved 100%
correct on the Post-test, while students in the Air Force
Instruction group achieved a mean score of only 81.82%
(S.D. = 25.11). The scores from this test suggest that it
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measures discrete intervals rather {han along a continuum,
as only certain scores appeared, for example, 100%, 83%,
67%, etc.

The effect of instruction on the change in student
performance within each instructional group was also
examined. The criterion measure for change was the
difference between ithe percentage of correct: responses
on the Post-test a2nd the Initial Test. These comparisons
are shown in Table 20.

Air Force Instruction produced significant change in
more areas than did Traditiosal Instruction. The performance
of students assigned to Air Focrce Instruction changed
significantly in six of eight areas, while change was
significant in only four of the eight areas for the
students who received Traditional Instruction. Change
in the areas of common disease-causing organisms, diets,
and medical terms was significant for both groups. Only
those students who received Traditional Instruction showed
significant change in the area of sterile equipment aund
supplies. The areas in which change was significant for
only those students who received Air Force Instruction
were lifting and moving patients, surgical aseptic te:zh-
niques, and comfort and hygiene.

Even though change scores were significant for a number
of areas when examined for each group separately, between-—
group comparisons of the magnitude of change showed sig-
nificant differences in only two of the six areas, common
disease-causing organisms and medical terms excluded. The
- amount of change was significantly greater for students
in the area of comfort and hygiene who received Air Force
Instruction. The amount of change in test scores of students
who-received Traditional Instruction on this unit was less
than would be expected from intrinsic measurement error.

The magnitude of change was significantly greater for
students who received Traditional Instruction in the area
of sterile equipment and supplies. This result needs to
be qualified, however, by the failure of the test to provide
a continuous scale.

Though change was significant in both groups on common
disease-producing organisms, the variances of the change
scores differed significantly. F (single-tailed) was
9.550 and with df = 10 and 8 has a probability of less
than 1%.

Change also was significant for both groups on medical
terms. Here again difference between variances of the change
scores was extreme. F (single tailed) was 12.55 (df = 10
& 8), a probability of less than 1%. While scores of two
groups on the Post-test for the unit on common disease-
producing organisms were identical: 78.22% for the Traditional
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and 78.64% for the Air Force Instructicn, the Post-test
scores on medical terms were lower for the Air Force
Instruction Group than for the Traditional Instruction
Group if the difference is taken at face value. (Statis-
tically the mean scores did not differ because of the large
wariance of the scores.) The Air Force Group began in-
struction with a mean score of only 26% correct compared
with a mean score of 76% correct for tke Traditiomnal
Instructional Group. At the termination of instruction
the Air Force Group had achieved a performance about
equivalent to the initial performance of the Traditional
Instructional Group at the beginning of instruction.

Thus for both of these units -- common disease-producing
organisms and medical terms —-- the Air Force Instruction was
apparently unusually efZective for some students and
ineffective for others.

,

Gain Scores

Gain scores were computed according to the established
formula, as noted, for score differences between Pre- and
Post-test, for each of the three groups. (See Table 21).
Tests of significance showed no difference in overall gain
between any pair of groups, indicating that significant
gains obtained for individual units of the course were
overshadowed when 211 units are considered jointly.
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TABLE 21 -
GATN SCORE COXPARISOXN FOR THREE
GROUGPS RECEIVING NURSE'S AIDE

INSTRGCTION

Treatment Coadition

- C E1 E2
Traditional Air Force Modified
Iastructicn Instruction Air Force
Instruction
Mean 49.4 48.9 46.4
S.D. 37.5 39.4 34.9
N 63 42 35
t .C6 .22 JA1%
daf 96 75 103

# subtests X students

* comparison of Groups C and E,
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X. DISCUSSION

The importarce eof the instructor cannot be overenphasized
in any discussion of the results of this study even though
its purpose was to assess the feasibility of using Air Force
materials in the civilian classioorn.

In fact, in subject areas as detailed as electronics
or as critical as nursing, the subject matter competence
of the instructor must be judged to be an important
ingredient.

As previously mentioned, the role of the instructor in
the experimental groups differed from that of a conventional
instructor. The experimental group instructor did not carry
the major burden of information presentation througk the
lecture. Instead, he was the manager of instruction,
maxing sure thai materials and facilities were available
when needed, and a consultant, nelping students with
answers to questions and assisting them ir other ways, as
needed. -

There can be no doubt that the instructor had an
important influence on the cempetence and the attitudz of
the Experimental Group students, but it is impossible to
gauge the extent of that influence.

Electronics

The electronics data provide the broadest base for
interpretation. Unlike the Nurse's Aide and Aircraft
Mechanics courses which had small numbexs of students
pParticipating at only one school each, there were more
than 200 students participating at five schools for the
c¢lectronics portion of the study.

In general the results show that the students of the
Experimental Groups (using Air Force techniques and materials)
benefited significantly more from their instruction than did
the students of the Control Groups. Both Experimental Groups
scored significantly higher on Post-test I thar did the
Control Group, though conclusions regarding the Augmented
Air Force group must be considered somewhat tenuous. This
group scored significantly higher than the other two groups
on the Pre-test, probably because of the significantly
higher number of students in that group who had an electronic
hobby. Thus, the most that can safelyv Le inferred from the
fact this group scored higher cu Post-test I than did the
Control Group is that an initial difference was not obscured
by the iustruction.
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Gain score comparisons illunminate the distance traveled
by the various groups between Pre-test and Post-test tires.
In this ianstarce, both Experirental Groups had gain scores
higher t™an that of the Control Group at a significance
beyond the 1% level of confidence. This would suggest that
the instruction of the Experimental Groups was noticeably
more potent.

A point must be made about the *fit"™ of both the
Traditional and Air Force courses to the students® entering
skills. Since a sigrificani number of incoming students
had taken previous courses or had hobbies in electronics,
one would suspect that they did not enter the course with
zero information. This is confirmed by the relatively high
Pre-test scores in all groups. ¥When students enter a course
in various degrees of under-preparation, the typical response
is to provide remedial instruciion. When students enter a
course with var:igus degrees of over-preparation, as here,
no remedial action is typically takea, either to student or
course. The classic instructional uttitude is, "It won't
hurt them to go over it again.” Ia fact, both the efficiency
of the course and the motivation of the studeant could
reasonably be expected to improve if more credit were given
for a student's entering skills, permitting him to start at
a point appropriate to his needs.

The attitudes of students in all three zlectronics
groups appeared to be relatively positive. On questions
of interest, informativeness, and opirions about their own
and their instructor’'s performance, differences varied
less than one scale value on a scale of nine points.
Absenteeism was comparable across all groups, and students
reported being generally satisfied with their instruction,
be it traditional or sxperimental.

Nonetheless, students of the Air Force Instruction
Group appezred to be generally less satisfied on some items
relating to course operation. They felt, for example,
that they had too few tests, and that lectures, discussion
and laboratory work were less interesting than indicated
by the other groups. (As noted, this student reaction to
"lectures and discussion” is open to question inasmuch as the
Air Force course minimizes both). They rated the films
and workbooks as seldom interesting, and particularly scored
the slides as lacking in interest. The complaints of this
group may relate to the effects of massed and spaced practice.
E The Augmented Group received segments of Traditional
3 Instruction between segments of Air Force Instruction,
1 during a period forty hours longer than for the other
: Air Force group. Nevertheless, the attitudes of all groups -.--
was on the positive side of neutral.
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Project instructors were more enthusiastic in their
feelings about the Air Force materials. One electronics
instructor, for example. went so far as to ccnclude his
report of the study with the foilowing comment:

“The subjective conclusions of the instructors involved
were very posicive in relation to the original question of
the researck ... A consensus of opinion existed among all
who were £losely connected with the project from its
beginning to its conclusion, that it was a big success and
that many more Air Force materiais, on most all othexr sub-
Jdzcts, coulld be used most advantageously by properly
oriented civilian schools on the technical level.™

Aircraft Mechanics

Though there was no difference when the two groups
(of 21 and 22 students each) began this course, Post-test I
scores for the Experimental Group was higher than that of
the Control Group, at the 5% level of confidence. This
confidence must be badly shaken, however, by the lapses
in experimental rigor associated with this part of the
study. The non-equivalence of the test forms is enough to
invalidate most corclusicns, even though that non-equivalence
undoubtedly acted to inflate the Control Group scores and
depress those foxr the Experimental Group. Further, many
items on those tests w¢ére found to be ailing ——- some were
not related to the objectives they were supposed to assess,
some had no correct answers, some had two correct answers,
some were unclear, and some had other aroblems. Worse,
there were different numbers of troublesome items on the
two different forms. (Though it is known that the electronics
tests also had some weak ox inappropriate items, their number
is not considered large enough to weaken the conclusions
drawn from the results.)

There were other problems. Test equipment was limited,
and many units of equipment prescribed for the Air Force
course were unavailable; significantly more Control
students had a relevant hobby than did the others. About
all that can be said is that even in the face of these
obstacles the instructors and the materials associated
with the Experimental Group appeared to hold their own
with the Control Group. Because of the direction of bias
of the non-equivalent tests, it is highly likely that
the Experimental Group would show up better in future
studies using better instruments of measurement.
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Here again, the attitudes of both groups appeared
equivalent. th groups seemed well satisfied with the
type of instruction they received. The response of the
two groups to one item was different enough to warrant
mention, however. The Control Group said they learned
a great deal from the tests, while the Experimental
Group said they did not learn a great deal from the tests,
a result that speaks in favor of the Air Force Insitruction.
Students have no business learning a lot from tests. The
purpose of testing is to assess what is already known.

If a student learns a great deal from a test it is likely
it was not made clear to him just what he was supposed

to learn before he took the test, or that the instruction
was not as effective as it might have been.

Nurse's Aide -

Again, data from this portion of the study is rather
difficult to interpret because of intruding factors (@most
of which related to student selection) not under the con-
trol of the investigators. Students of the Experimental
Group, it will be recalled, had a lesser degree of educa-
tional background. Its members included no high schcol
graduates, while Control Group members all had high school
degrees or the equivalent and a few had had a year of
college study. And there was a marked social imbalance:
the Control Group, all housewives, presumably took the
course as an avocation, with some degree of public service
as a motivation; the Experimental Group, with no housewives
and all but one a welfare case, presumably took the ccurse
out of necessity. Moreover, the two groups differed
widely in their initial performance level, the Control
Grour scoring significantly higher in five of the eight
subject areas.

At the termination of instruction there was a differ-
ence in favor of the Control Group in only two subject
areas. During ianstruction, the Experimental Group improved
significantly in six of the eight subject areas, while
the Control Group improved in only four of those eight
areas. Under the circumstances, it is surprising that
the Experimental Group performed as well as it did.
(Several months after completion of the project, contact
was made with hospitals employing project course graduates
as Nurse's Aides. Reports from these hospitals indicated
that former students in the Experimental Group are
adequately performing assigned tasks, .and at least as
well as former students in the Control Group.)
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One nmust conclude that even students who are rela-
tively poor in academic background appear to be able to
benefit significantly from the Air Force course.

This study was designed to pul to a practiczal test
the question of whether Air Force Instruciional materials
can be used effectively witiiin the civilian educational
system. It is time, therefore, to consider specifically
those questions for which answers were scught, and
which were introduced early in this report.

Does the proficiency yield of the Air Force courses meet the
requirements for civiliam schools such as those represented
by Utah?

Unless the experimental courses prove to be effective
enough to warrant their use, there is little reason to be
concerned with feasibility issues such as modificaticn
costs and facilities required.

Comparisons of Pre- and Post-test data show that for
electronics the groups receiving the experimental treatment
(Air Force courses) performed significantly better than
the Control Groups receiving Traditional Instruction.

Both Air Force groups performed better than the Control
Group, the Augmented Air Force Group at the 5% level of
confidence and the Air Force Group at the 1% level of
confidence. For the Aircraft Mechanics course, the
Experimental Group was again higher on the Post-test I
score than the Control Group, at the 5% level of confidence.
Though these results must be considered questionable for
reasons already discussed, the direction of the difference
was in the favor of the Experimental Group. For the Nurse's
Aide course there was again a difference in favor of the
Experimental Group in that the improvement of the Experi-
mental Group was significant in six of the eight subject
areas; whereas improvement for the Control Group was sig-
nificant in only four of the eight areas.

Gain scores also show the Experimental Groups in
electronics superior to the Traditional Group. Although a
Post-test score indicates the general level of student
competence at the end of instruction, it does not take
into consideration the level of competence that may have
been present at the beginning of instruction. And although
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a t test will suggest the statistical significance of thc
difference between Pre- and Post-test secres. it does not
reveal the actual extent of those differences. It is in-
teresting to know that after Zastruction a group of
students could periorm significantly better than they
could before the instruction, but it is also important

to conmsider comparizcas of actual change achieved by the

groups.

As zeen in Table 11, the mean gain scores for the
electronics Experimental Groups were significantly greater
than for the Control Group, suggesting that the former
groups learned more during the instructional period than
did the Control Group.

The gairn score for the Augmented Air Force Instruc-
tion Group (57.5) was higher thar that for the Air Force
Instruction Group (53.9) in electronics, but this differ-
ence was not significant. Thus, even though the Augmented
group included significantly more students with an
electronics hobby, this group did not gain significantly
more in performance than did the non-augmented group (El)-
Put differentiy, the instructicn received by the group
receiving the regular Air Force Instruction was sufficiently
effective to cause students of that group to improve just
as much as the group receiving the augmented instruction.

Though Post-test II was administered approximately
three months after Post-test I, in the electronics course,
these data are difficult to interpret. For one thing,
students received varying amounts of instruction in AC
electronics between administration of the two tests. The
effect of this variable treatment is unknown. For another,
Post-test II was administered to some students under
upknown conditions. For a third, several students had
dropped out of the program between administration of Post-
test I and II; since it cannot be assumed that the dropouts
constitute a random sampling of the students, it is possible
that the group taking Post-test II is in some way systemati-
cally different from the group which took Post-test I.

From one point of view, the results must be considered
less than satisfactory, however. It will be noted that
the Post-test I scores were 65% for the Control Group and
71 and 76% for Experimental Groups 1 and 2 respectively.
From the standpoint of what is possible to achieve with
validated instructioii, these are hardly impressive scores.
One would expect that a course using validated materials
would yield Post-test scores much closer to the maximum,
especially when the Pre-test sccres are so high. On the
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other hand, it is not unreasonable to assume that the
scores of the Control Group represent satisfactory per-
formance to the faculties of the participating schools.
{Certainly there were no suggestions that the Control Group
and its instruction differed in any important way from
preceding classes.) Hence, one must conclude that the
superior performance of the Experimental Groups, though
depressed from what might be expected, genuinely represents
an improvement over performance obtained from existing
instruction.

It is therefore possible to conclude that *the perfor-
mance yield of the Air Force materials as used in this
civilian setting is sufficiently high to warrant serious
consideration of their use on a broader c<cale.

Do the objectives of the selected Air Force courses meet
the objectives of civilian schools such as those of Utah?

As a preparatory step, this study called for Utah
instructors to review the objectives of the Air Force
courses. The intent was to compare Air Force objectives
with Utah objectives to deiermine the extent of overlap.
Instructors concluded that except for a nced for more
"depth” in mathematics and, at one school, for more
laboratory time (botk in electronics)that the fit was
quite good and that the Air Force courses ywould meet
their objectives.

During the course of the study, however, it became
clear that Utah instructors had compared Air Force ob-
Jectives with content items from their own lesson plans.
Lacking specific performance objectives, (i.e., intended
outcomes expressed in performance terms), they had compared
lists of "what they taught" with statements describing
what the Air Forcé course intended to achieve. It is
impossible to tell specifically from this study, therefore,
whether the Air Force objectives correspond to the objec-
tives (or goals) of the Utah instructors. Only as far
as scope and content are an indication of such corres-
pondence can it be said that the Air Force and Utah courses
"cover" similar items.

This experience prompts the following observations:
Without knowing exactly what outcomes one hopes to achieve,
it is difficult to make effective decisions about the various
means of attaining those outcomes. It is possible that
irrelevant test items will be tucked in among the relevant
ones, leading to instruction that is more time consuming
and less efficient than necessary, and evaluation that is
somewhat misleading.
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The problem with making decisions on the basis of
statements about content is that it is wvirtually impossible
to tell just what skills the student will bhave as a2 result
of the instruction. The same content headings are
associated with the training of an electronics maintenance
man as with the training of a circuit designer, for
example, but that content is treated differently and at
different lengths for the two different skill outcomes.

As an example, candidates for both maintenance and engineer-
ing work will study the subject of resistors, but the

former will learn how to distinguish good from m2*function-

ing components while the latter will learn hew to calculate

which resistors will be most appropriate in a given ecircuit.

Clearly, if instructors and administratcers are to make
solid decisions about the appropriateness of Air Force
courses in their own institutions, they must be able to
compare their own intended cutcomes with those of the Air
Force courses; it therefore becomes imperative that they
have their own objectives written down and stated in
performance terms. Future use of Air Force materials in
civilian schools will be improved in effectiveness to the
degree that this documentation of civilian objectives is
accomplished before initial selection of Air Force materials

Do the Air Force requirements with regard to prerequisite
behavior match those of schools such as those represented
by Utah?

While the question of prerequisite matching springs
readily to mind, it is misleading in view of the traditional
definition of "prerequisite.” Typically, prerequisites are
stated in terms of course titles or instructor permission
and in that sense a description of a prerequisite is more
of an administrative tool than one that facilitates efifec-
tive instructional decisions. It is of no value to know
that a student has completed a given course unless one
knows with some precision what skills he possesses as a
result of that course.

The question might better be phrased: "Does the student
entering the civilian course possess the skills that the
Air Force Instruction presumes he has at this point?”
Strictly speaking, one cannot answer this question either.
Though the Air Force uses an ability test as part of its
selection procedure, experimenters in this project were
not provided with a list of entering behaviors expected
of the incoming student. Similarly, Utah instructors did
not have a list of entering behaviors assumed to be present

-80—




in students entering their courses, and so a comparison

of such lists was not possible. Utah instructors did,
however, carefully review the Air Force materials and
concluded that their students were likely to be as com-—

i petent 4t the beginning of instruction as are the Air Force
i students.

3
4
i

i ITf one asks whether Uisi students did in fact

3 benefit from the Air Force iImsiruction, an answer can be

i offered from the data. This data shows that students
working with the Air Force materials learned significantly
more than students of the Control Group, and it car be
conciuded that their entering condition was .indeed one

which enabled them to benefit from the instruction. This
conclusion is strengthened by the knowledge that experimental
students recéived no remedial instruction that might have
agted to shore up deficiencies in the materials.

N S S g Py

Are the instructional methods of the Air Force courses use-—
able within a civilian system such as chat oi Utah?

The procedures required for effective use of the Air
Force courses are somewhat different from those found in
most classrooms. This was particularly true in the elec-
tronics materials used in this study. For one thing, the
instructor is expected to give up his role as lecturer,
sinceé the major portion of the instruction is accompiished
by film, videotape, or some other “packaged” medium. The
instructor takes on a role of manager whose principal
duties are guiding the instruction and assisting individual
students. Additionally, students are given copies of the -
objectives so that they know precisely what they must do
to demonstrate satisfactory performance. And again,
instruction is expected to continue until a student has
achieved satisfactory performance (unless a bad decision
has been made with regard to the selection of one cr more
students).

i il A s

el e e

A number of schools in the United States are now adopt-
ing such techniques from the first grade through the
college level. Though teachers experience varying degrees
n of difficulty with the required shift in their activities,
there is nothing about such procedures that makes them
hostile to a civilian environment. There is no reason to
believe thatf the methods assoriated with the Air Force
materials either cannot be used or are not compatible
with the existing structure of school systems such as
those used in this stady.
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To wnat extent must Air Force materials be modified before
they can be used within a civilian scnool systen?

Obviously the answer to this question depends on the
course under coansideration. As seer in the present study,
sowever, this proved to be a minor issue. The elecironics
course required no modification of the structure of the
materials themselves. There was a requirvement for a
particular type of laboratory equipment, and videotapes
had vo be converted to motion picture film for the
electrcnics course. However, during interviews follovwing
the course, Utah imnstructors reported that construction of
the DC circuitry "breadboards™ is a relatively simpie
matter anG that it would be easier to construct new
boards according to the Air Force specification than to
modify those currently in use. The power supplies used in
connection with the breadboards were commerciaily availzble
kits, easily assembled by students with a minimum of
experience in electroanics.

Though breadboards and power supplies are required if
the electronics course is to be taught according to Air
Force specifications, it should be noted that these
requirements involve equipment acquisition rather than
modification of {he instruction itself. The converc<sion
to films was required only because the participating schools
were not equipped witk appropriate videotape playback
equipment.

Modifications in the aircraft mechanies and nursing
courses were minimal, the latter involving only a change
from military terminology to civilian ferminology, and this
was done more to provide variation between groups than as
a2 necessity. And, as noted, there was an equipment
shortage in the aircraft mechanics course. as against the
items prescribed by the Air Force.

What can be sajid about the cost effectiveness of adapting

Alr Force materials to civilian education?

The cost question advanced in the proposal for this
project was more limited in scope. It asked: "How do
modification costs, if any, compare with benefits derived
from course use?”

While this specific question will be responded to,
the larger issue of cost effectiveness, based on this project
experience, also deserves attention here. And, if the
cost effectiveness of adapting Air Force concepts, tech-
niques and course materials to civilian education is to be
weighed, it must be considered in its broadest context,
with full regard for the "accountability” of our educational
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systens, both military and civilian.

Instructional modification of Air Force course mater-—
ials, as reported, was minimal in this project, and
therefore not significant as a cost Tactor; but equipment
acquisition was involved and also must be considered as
a cost issue.

The equipment cosit factors surfacasd by this project
involve, in the electronics area, a GC circuitry "bread-
board"” (some 75 were constructed for the project) and
motion picture film or videotape (about 30 hours in length)
and a number of items in the aircraft maintenance area.
Utah's civilian hospitals were the laboratories for the
Nurse’'s Aide course, so equipment acquisition was not
involved in that element of the project.

If electronic breadioards can be construveted by students
(probably as a woribwiile learning experience,, as proposed
by Gtah instructors, this no doubt could be accomplished
within the financial means of most school systems. Heavy
use of visual aids (slides, film, videotape) by the Air
Force, as contrasted with conventional experience, at
ieast in Iitah, is something else again. Only three copies
were made of each film used in the electronics course,
and these werxre converted from videotape due to Utah's
lack of video faciliities. Thus, project experience does
not conitribute to realistic determination of cost in this
area. Indeed, the unit cost for this film requirement
would depend almost entirely cn the volume involved.

Slides and films of equal or better quality, covering
basically the same subject areas, are known to be available
at market prices, and this use of visual aids is not out

of line with the national trend in civilian education.
Further, more and more school systems are being equipped
to use videotapes, which would lower costs even more if
Air Force materials were adapted.

Equipment costs related to subject areas such as
aircraft mechanics quite probably pose major barriers to
civiliarn adaptation; and, as it has been noted, one Air
Force course in aircraft maintenance was ruled out of the
Utah study because of the cost required for equipment
implementation. However, generalization is presumptuous
short of a wide-scale assessment of minimum equipment
requirements related to the use of Air Force materials.

In the Utah project, government surplus equipment

sources (another area worthy of more investigation)
produced only about one-third of the equipment prescribed

-83-




by the Air Force for the course segment on aircraft
mechanics. Thus, we do have cvidence that at least equal
results in student perfornance e¢an be obtained with the
use of substantially less edquipment than prescribed by

the Air Force. What the results might have been, bhad more
or all of the prescribed ejuiprment been available, is a
maitter of conjecture. At least w¥e know that lack of equip-
ment did not make this Air Force course less effective
than the conventional course.

Beyond these immediate reactions. any sound assess-
ment of the cost factor must be made against this
background: Air Force instructional systems, including the
course segmenis studied in the Utah project, are designed
to meet specific job entry requirements within the Air
rorce. That these requiremenis are pertinent to civiliam
education is suggested by the knowledge that a great
majority (some estimates: as high as 90%) of Air Foxce
career categories involving vocaiional/technical skills
bhave close job entry pararlels in civilian life. Zurthez,
Air Force courses are changed, as rapidly as possible, when
there is evidence that job entry requirements are not being
met. This evidence appears in the form of repeated
feed-back information to the *school system™ (Air Training
Command) from the "employer" (some 20 using commands).

Air Training Command and the using Air Force commands
operate under what is, in effect, a performance contracting
system. Each contract equivalent., known as Training
Standards, specifies the perfcrmance "level™ to which
graduates from Air Training Commard must measure up.
Performance levels, in each instance, are established
Jjointly by training and using organizations. In essence,
the Air Force *school system™ is aceountable to the "user.”

No lavish claims are made herein for the Air Force
training system. It sharesihe weaknesses common to educa-
tion generally. No presumptions are intended to the effect
that the Air Force has achieved true "accountability”
of performance, since monetary gains and penalties obviously
are not involved. No argument is advanced that the
controlled conditions common to a military establishment
can be replicated in civilian life. Nor is it projected
that Air Force job entry performance requirements can
become the basis for establishing civilian school curricuvla.
The broader goals of civilian education, the additional
options to which the civilian student must be exposed,
all are recognized. But, in this project it seemed
worthwhile to consider all aspects of Air Force training
experience in the search to discover what, if anything,
might be applicable to civilian education.
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Against this background, project investigators
sponsored a workshop for Utah project supervisors and teach-
ers about midway in the experirent. This session helped
advance the voluntary (and highiy cox=mendable) efforts
of a group of these educators to update themselves on the
application of perforamance objcctives to classroom pro-
cedures. Further, and perhaps more imporiant, the work-
shop helped gernerate a movement toward what might be
considered an "accountability" concept within the TUtah
education systen.

3 o RBran csepmmal oo B - - L5 4 3
During i =TIlShTp, 1Tprcocnisntiveos from Ozden Air

Materiel Area, largest empiover in the state, confirmed
the need for a repeated Air Force investment in basic
education to bring UGtah schiool graduates up to job entry
qualifications.

Utah authorities moved quickly to fill the gap.
Electronic specialists from Air Force, industry and the
unions weyre called together with Utah educators for a
two-week workshop. This was the first step toward develop-
ment of an "articulated” curriculum in the electronics
-area. gEducators worked with the "users"” to develop more
adequate requirements: for example, what did they want a
graduai2 to know specifically about DC circuits, about AC
circuits?

- Industry specialists reviewed Air Force course outlines
in these two subject areas, down to che siub-unit level,
contributed to additions and subtractions in thke outline.

This effort stimulated a request for the Air Force's
AC circuits course, so that an AC/DC course package could
be developed for standardized training on a state--wide
basis. Materials for the AC course were made available by
the Air Force, through the Aerospace Education Foundation,
with the state of Utah financing the conversion of video
tape (28 hours in length) into motion picture film. The
AC/DC package is being tested in the Utah school system.

Interviews with representatives of three participating
industries (ILitton, Univac, Signetics) reveal the positive
reaction of the "user.” Utah’s "articulated” curriculum,
as projected, will provide Industry, for the first time,
with standardized information on the performance criteria
they can expect from the Utah school system, and Industry
welcomes the prospects. All this is merely a step toward
a schoeol system becoming more "accountable” to the employers
it serves and, in the long run, more acccuntable to its
students. But it is a step forward, and it is pertinent
to cost effectiveness.
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¥her the Air Training Comaand “contiacts"™ wiih a
using Air Force co-nand to deliver a graduate at a skill
level acceptable to tae "user™, ATC operates on the basis
that at least 90% of its graduates will be in this
category. True, there has been significant selectivity
in the student population, ncet generally matcked in civilian :
education. But, vhen Air Foice training is measured,
cost effectively, this high production rate is a major
factor.

¥hen a two-year techmical institute in Utah, or in
most any state. delivers gradquates to Industry —- those it
feels will satisfy industrial requirenments -- tne technical
institute knows irom experience that only 25% of its
. graduates, at besi, will be in this category.

Cost-wise, the difference in productivity -—- 90% in
the military, 25% in civilian life -- cannct be ignored
in terms of the investment made by the taxpa: -, up to
that point, in the education of the individuzls involved.
Assuming that the civilian 25% move into jobs without
further basic education, Industry’'s only recourse with

the remaining 75% —- assuming jobs are waiting —— is to
provide the basic, or more properly the remedial, education
demanded.

When this occurs, as it does throughout the nationmn,
a citizen is paying at least twice to get one education
job accomplished —- once or more as a taxpayer, depending
on his local and state tax structure for education, and
again as a consumer in higher prices bolstered by these
education costs. Cost effectiveness in education must be
considered with such "hidden" costs in mind, however
over-simplified this example might be.

If, as employers indicate, public school education
geared more closely to job entry requirements can result
in dollar savings to Industry, and therefore to taxpayers
and consumers; and if, zs this Utah project experience
indicates, learning geared more closely to established
performance objectives relates directly to job entry
qualifications; and if, as evidence from the project indicates,
the Air Force instructional system can help make the
civilian system more accountable to industry, taxpayers,

consumers -- and students ... on these terms we can begin
to determine the true cost effectiveness of Air Force
adaptations.
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¥hat can be said about the efficiencyv of the Aix Force
materials?

Efficiency is usually defined as the ratio of output
to input. 1In the present instance, output figures are
those of gain scores, since the output of concern is the
degree of performance improvement of the students. It
is extremely interesting to use instructional time as the
measure of input or effort expended, and to compare the
ratios of performance to time for the three electronics

groups.

Using the ratio of gain scores to instructional
hours fcr the three elecilronics groups as the basis for
an efficiency index, the resulis can be seen in Figure 5.
The efficiency of the Control Group was lowest (.33), the
€fficiency of the Augmented Air Force Group was next lowest
(.48), and that of the Air Force Instruction Group was
highest (.60). This index reflects the fact that the
non-augmented group attained a proficiency significantly
superior to that of the Control Group in approximately
two-thirds the time.

The efficiency indices for the Experimental and
Control Groups in the nursing aide segments are also
different, though not so striking. These figures again
represent the ratio of gain scores (for 2ll course seg-
zents) to instructional hours (between Pre.-test and
Post-test I). (See Figure 6.) Though 24 hours of orienta-
tion instruction was similar for all groups, it would be
unwise to subtract this figure from the calculation since
the gain score was calculated on the basis of Pre- to
Post-test change. On this basis, the efficiency index
for the Control Group was .59, and those Tor Groups Eg
and Ej were .84 and .88, respectively. Here is further
support for the conclusion that Air Force materials would
indeed be useful in improving civilian technical education.

The situation is not as clearcut as we have made it,
of course. A number of variables intrude that might
serve to reduce these differences under modified conditions.
For example, one could maintain that the Utah instructors
probably included in their traditional courses more
instruction than is absolutely necessary for attaining
the Air Force objectives and that they, too, could have
done better with instruction that was oriented to the same
criteria. Though this could be true, the situation is
still noteworthy because of the differences in the ratios.
If there is a moral here it is that the presence of
specified objectives makes it possible to make decisions
that improve the efficiency of instruction.
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(An efficiency index for the aircraft mechanies
portion of the study could not be computed due to the fact
that course housrs for both groups were the same, and that
there were no significant differences between groups in
gain scores).
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To what extent might the results of the Utah study be
applicable to other civilian schools?

Naterials avre applicable to the extent that the skilis
taught by them are in demand, and to the extent that they
can be used by a relatively larse number of institutions.

It has already been shown that the eifectiveness of
the materials tested is at least as satisfactory as those
of the participating institutions, and fox the electroanies
materials, at least, the performance gains were achieved
by the instructors in considerably less time than typically
consumed by tke traditional courses. Thus, the materials
were effective in Utah and there is no reason to believe
that materials of other subject matter areas would not
work in comparable fashion.

Further, there is little reason to think that mest
other vocational and technical schools are not similar
to the Utah schools. Though it is certainly true that the
cooperativeness and diligence of the instructors may be
scmewhat more pronounced than at other institutions, the
instructional procedures followed by the Utah schools are
similar to those of other schcols.

Mention of instructor cooperation and diligence in
the study suggests possible effects of novelty. It would
be difficult to support as assertion that the effects of
the Experimental Groups of this study were in any way due
to a novelty effect, however. For one thing, both Ex-
perimental and Control Group instructors knew they were
participating in an experiment. For another, it is likely
that a relatively large and equal number of students in
the various groups discovered the fact they were participa-
ting in an experiment. For a third, one of the instructors
taught both Experimental and Control Groups (because of
scheduling problems).

The big problem is one of determining appropriateness
of a given Air Force course to a host institution. If
selections are poorly made then it will certainly come to
pass that the Air Force materials will not do the job
expected of them, even though they do very well the Jjob
they were designed to do. Therefore, to insure that
materials are appropriate it is highly desirable that
institutions wishing to use them be expected to have their
own objectives not only clearly "in mind," but also clearly
on paper. Appropriateness can easily be determined by a
comparison of the Air Force objectives with those of the
host institution, and feasibility can be estimated by a
revievw procedure similar to the one used by the Utah instruc-

tors.
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Would Air Force courses affect attitudes of civilian student
in a reasonably positive nanner?

If the results reporied here are any indication, the
answer to this question must be given in the affirmative.
Though the attitudes of the Experimental studenis do not
reflect outright enthusiasm, they -are similar to the atti-
tude o7 the Control Group students. There were, it may be
recalled, adverse reactions to the slides and the films
of the electronics course. Nonetheless, aititudes seemed
generally on the positive side of neutral.

It is difficult to determine the attitude-influencing
characteristics of the imstructional materials themselves,
however, when instructors are so much a part of the course.
It is well known that modeling influences of instructors
are strong, and therefore it is likely that the instructors
influenced attitude at least as much as did the materials.

There is no reason to believe, though, that the Air
Force materials would not influence student attitude at
least as favorably as do materials more generally in use.

Additional Results

Utah instructors in this project -- exposed to
criterion-referenced courses, to the use of specified
performance objectives, to a managerial rather than
lecturing role -- were most cooperative in conducting the
study, but some were skeptical and a few openly doubtful,
at the outset, about the use of Air Force materials in
the civilian classroom.

Instructor reaction at the completion of the project
was extremely positive, to the extent that the instructors
recommended that the Air Force course segments be integrated
into the conventional course in each of the subject areas
covered in the study. This reaction takes on added sig-
nificance with the realization that several of thesze
instructors personally had helped develop the conventional
materials. Each considered it "my course.” Yet, most
favored its replacement with Air Force course materials.

A case ir point is the registered nurse who taught
the conventional Nurse's Aide course (her course) during
the experiment and who was openly negative, at the start
of the project, about the use of military materials and
techniques. At the conclusicn of the project, she
velunteered to integrate the Air Force course segment into
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the XNurse's Aide curriculwz at Utah Technical College in
Salt Lake City. Her extra effort, done on her own time,
made 1t possible io achieve this integration in the school
semester immediately following the experimental period.

Several instructors who participated in fhe electronics
portion of the study served as meumbers of a commitiee
which, at a 19269 summer workshop, developed a course
guide on the AC/DC electronics package previocusly referred
to in this report. This project, a direct cutgrowth of
the study, is the first major effurt in Utah to articulate
high school electronic courses with those offered at
post-secondary institutions.

Preparation and publication of this guide, a compendium
titled “Articulated Guide for Secondary and Post-Cecondary
Electronics,” is noteworthy. One of the problems that
came to light during the course of the study was the
difficulty experienced by Utah instructors in making initial
comparisons between Air Fcrce objectives and their own
cbjectives, since their own objeciives were not written
down nor uanderstood to the same level of specificity as
the Air Force objectives. This compendium of objectives
for the AC and DC poriions of the electronics course,
published by the Utzh State Department of Public Instruction,
has been distributed to all electronics teachers in the
state of Utah for their guidance. It is expected that they
will review and suggest modification to the Guide, and
then begin to modify their instruction so that it achieves
stated objectives. In this manner it is expected that
significanl coordination between the electronics courses
of the various institutions will be developed. And further,
as the guide comments: "The committee has received
assurance from the electronic technology department of post-
secondary schools contacted that any entrance or qualifying
examinations given in the future will be based entirely
cn the objectives in this guidc.”™

The relationship of this effort to the Utah project
covered in this report is indicated by this statement in
the foreword to the Guide:

"Some members of the committee have been involved
previously in a study to evaluate the desirability of using
Air Force teaching materials in electricity/electronic
classes in Utah. The evaluation indicated that the
materials were gencrally very adaptive to civilian use.

The AC and DC topics considered necessary by the Air Force
are included in this guide. The military has films to
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cover every objective in their instruciional plans. Tihese
films, as well as the software, will be made availabie

to all users of this guide at a later date. Inasmuch as
many high school graduates will go directly into the mili-
tary service, the exposure to Air Ferce training naterxrials
may provide them with an educational advantage.™

Follow-on action in Utah., resulting directly from this
project, can be summed up as follows:

¥ Air Force techniques and course materials, in
each subject area studied, have been integrated into the
regular curriculum in five of the schools engaged in the
project.

* The Air Force course segment in electronics
(direct current) has been integraied into the regular
curriculum at two additional high schools.

¥ The Air Force course segment in Nurse's Aide has
been integrated into the regular curriculum at an additional
technical college. This includes the use of Air Force
programmed texts for each of the eight course units in
this segment.

* JMaterials for an Air Force electror.cs course
segment on alternating current have been obtained for
integration into the regular curriculum of the test
schools. This AC unit includes 28 hours of film converted
from Air Force videotape at Utah state's expense.

* Air Force electronics course segments have been
incorporated into an AC/DC package designed for state-
wide use, including a TV adaptation for home study. This
electronics package is the subject of a course guide,
published by the Utah State Depariment of Public Instruction,
and distributed state-wide for coordination purposes. The
guide can be comsidered to be the first step in the movement
woward an "articulated” electronics curriculum linking
performance achievement levels at high schools and post-
secondary schools.

*¥ Industrial and union contributions to the new
electronics learning package, initiated at a two-week
workshop with Utah educators, can be considered to be the
first step in making the Utah educational svstem more
accountable to the largest employers in the state, and
to the taxpayers and students of Utah as well.
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¥ Utah auvthorities ave developing a preposal for
more Air Force medical material to develon a cluster of
teaching packages enabling a studeant to progress froo
Nurse®s Aide to Licensed Practical Xurse to a tro-year
asscciate degree in nursing, or move toward empioyment
at any given point in the training cycle.

*¥ At the request of Utah authorities, Air Force
POI's (Plans of Instiruction) are being evaiuated for possible
adaptation. Course subjects iaclude computer operation,
data processing machine operator, and auiomstive mechanics.

* Utah educators, om request, are studying information
on additional Air Force course segmenis in basic electronics,
as follows: solid state devices, vacuum tubes, oscilators,
receiver principles, motors and servo-mechanisms, wave-
shaping circuits, and micro-wave principles.

* Preliminary meetings have been held i_iating to
possible adaptation of sclf-paced Air Force courses in
basic electronics, with full consideration given the
ramifications in breaking from conventional group teacihing.

Meanwnile, in the state of Michigan, Air Force PCI's
(made available through the Aercspace Education Foundation)
are being utilized in a potentially important study jointly
sponsored by the U. S. Labor Department, Michigan Employmen
Security Commission, and the Michigan State Departmeat of
Education, with Battelle ¥emorial Institute as the research
agency. Here an effort is being made to reduce the
discrepancies between civilian job entry requirements and
the skill levels of high school giaduates. Based on
Battelle's experience in the Utah project, Air Force
Plans of Instruction being utilized in Michigan cover the
following subject areas: dental specialist, medical helper,
medical service specialist, electrician, machinist,
ground radio communications equipment repairman.
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XI. COXCLESIOCNS AXp HECOXEEXDATIONS

Conclusions

A number of tentative conclusions may be dGqrawn fron
the data generated by the present study, even though
circunstances forced some weaknesses in expeiimental
design.

1. Use of Air Force techniques aand materials re-
sulted in student performance judged to be as goecd ox
better, in each instance, than did the use of conventional
techniques and materials. Both electronics groups using
Air Force materials performed significantly beiter than the
group receiving regular instruction; the siudents using
Air Force materials in aircrafiit mechanics pexrformed
slightly better than their Control Group; and the less
educated students of the XNurse's Aide Experimental Group
improved significantly in more subjecct areas than did their
better educated colleaguces in the Control Cioup.

2. Attitudes of students using Air Force materials
was as favorable to their instruction as was the attitude
of those receiving the instruction usually offered by the
Utah schools.

3. For the courses investigated in this study. at
least, little or no modification is required for use in
civilian schools. It is clear, however, that for some
courses equipment costs are so high as to 1limit or
prohibit their use. Costs associated with the use of the
three courses studied cannot be precisely <omputed in
terms of future experience.

4. YVYhile Air Force materials can be used with good
results by instructors with limited experience in teaching
criterion-referenced courses, it is clear that improved
effectiveness will result if instructors are in a position
to make exsplicit comparison between their own instructional
objectives and those of an Air Force course under considera-
tion.

5. Since there is no reason to believe that the Utah
schools are much different from other schools of similar
mission, it is highly likely that Air Force materials
can be used with at least the same effectiveness in a
large number cf schools oither than those of Utah.
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Reccmacndacicns

1. That militaxy educational coucepts. techniques,
coirse matevria and equipzeant reguirenents, on = hroad
scale, be inveantoried and asscessed in texrms of their
applicability and their dissemiraticn to civilian eda-
cation, with full cotnrfzance of this experience in Tiah.

2. That fuvrther study Ge made of 2ir Foice tech-
nigues and couvrse materials, bassd on this UGtai projectd,
to determine how more effective use 9f them might dbe made
by civilian institutions.

3. That a specific study be made of the Air Fcrce
use of performance objectives, and of the ability of
civilian educators to relate such objectives to their c¥mn
requirenents, with guidelines suggested for the effective
application of such objectives to civilian veucational-
technical education.
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XII.
Appendix A

Materials foxr Electronics Course

The sofiwvare (printed materials) used by the Experimental
Groups included:

(1) Student Workbook - TVI Guide: ATC Standardized
Electronic Principles (ETV) - Block I: DC Circuits,

(2) Student Workbook (Homework) AQR30020: ATC
Standardized Electrcnic Principles (ETV) - Block
I: DC Circuits,

(3) Student Workbook: Standardized Electrornic
Principles Course (ETV) - Block I: DC Circuits
{AQR30020) ,

(4) Student Workbook: Comprehensive S~ .Jy questions -
Biock I: DC Circuits,

Studenat Study Guide: ATC Standardized Electronics
Principles (ETV) - Block I: DC Circuits,

o~
in
~

(6) Lowry Technical Training Center Student Reference
Data Book: Electronic Data,

(7) 268 35mm Instructional Slides.
The prime instructional technique utilized in the
Experimental Groups was a series of 37 films. The reference

number, length, and title of each cof these films are SLOWH
below.

(1) TV-104 (30 min.), Atomic Structure of Matter,
(2) TV-105 (18 min.), Conductors and Insulators,

(3) TV-106 (29 min.), Charged Bodies,

(4) TV-108A (34 min.), Current and EMF,

(5) TV-108B (19 =nin.), Resistance,

{6) TV-199A (20 min.), Construction of Resistors,
(7) TV-109B (33 min.), Color Code of Resistors,

(8) TV-1003 K (22 min.), Powers of Ten,
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(9)

(10)

(11)
(12)
(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)

(18)

(19)
(20)
(21D
(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28)
(29)

TV_1104 {32 rin.), Basic Circuit Symbols and Co=-
poncuts,

TV-110B (23 nin.), Basic Circuit Synpols and
Components, (Battery Circuits),

TY-112 (37 min.), Use oi Ohnmeter,

Tv-113 (39 nin.), Use of Ammeter,

TV-1106X (23 min.), Simple Equations,

TV-118 (20 nmin.), Ohm's Law,

TV-119 (27 nin.), Series DC Resistive Circuits,

TV-121 (22 min.), Series Resistive Circuits
(DC Power),

TV-122 (35 min.), Series Resistive Circuilts
(Trouble-shooting),

TV-123 (27 min.), Voltage Dividers,
TV-123 (24 min.), Rheostats and Potentiometers,
TV-126A (33 min.), Parallel Resistive Circuits,

TYV-126B (23 min.), Parallel Resistive Circuits
(Circuit 2Analysis),

TV-126C (33 min.), Parallel Resistive Circuits
(Circuit Analysis),

TY-128 (21 min.), Parallel Resistive Circuits
(DC Povwer),

TV-129 (25 min.), Parallel Resistive Circuits
(Trouble-shooting),

TV-131A (40 min.), Series - Parallel Resistive
Circuits (Circuit Analysis),

TV-132i. (24 min.), Series - Parallel Resistive
Circuits (Troubleshooting),

TV-133 (32 min.), Loaded Voltage Dividers,

TV-134A (30 min.), Resistive Bridge Circuits
(Balanced),
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(20)

(&)
(32)
(33)
(34)
(35)
(36)
(37)

TV-134B (26 min.), Resistive Bridge Circuits
(Unbalanced),

TV-135A (34 min.), Magnetismn,

TV-1358B {34 min.), lagnetisn,

TV-136 (25 min.), Electromagnetisn,

TV-137 (18 min.), Relays,

TV-138 {25 min.), Vibrators,

TV-10173K (24 min.), Meter Movement Circuits,

TV-1017BK (22 min.), Volt, Ohm, and Multimeter.
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Appendix B

daterials for Airvcrafi Mechanics Course

The software (printed materials) utilized by the
Experimental Group included threc major items:

(1) Eleven instructional vnits froz Block II and
one instructional unit from Blcck III of ABR
4132—-Aivcraft Pneudraulic Repairman and
workbook exercises.

(2) Five instructional units from Block II of ABR
42172--Aircraft Pneudraulic Repair Technician
and their accompanying workbook exercises., and

(3) Seguments from a 3 volume Air University Course
42152 _Aircraft Pneudraulic Repairman/Technician.

The first item, twelve instructional units from
ABR 42132--a Basic level course, included material covering
the following topics:

Block II - Units

(1) Basic Pneudraulic Power Systems

(2) Hand Pumps, Reservoirs, and Filters

(3) Vickers Constant Volume Pump

{(4) Stratopower and Kellogg Pumps

(5) Relief and Simple Flow Control Valves

(6) Accumulators, Pressure Regulators, and Switches
(7) Selector Valves

(8) Actuators

(9) Flow Control Valves

(10) Shock Struts

(11) Shimmy Dampers and Nose Wheel Steering Valves.

Block III - Systems

(1) Steering Systemns
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The sccond iien, five instaructional uniis from
AAR 42172-—-an Advanced level course, included material
covering the following topics:

(1) Operaticn, Maintenance and Repair of Power
Pumps, and Hydraulic dotors

(2) Operation, dMNaintenance and Repair of Flow
Control Valves

(3) Operation, Maintenance and Repair of Relief
VYalves

(4) Operation, ¥Maintenance and Repair of Pressure
Regulators

(5) Operaticn, ¥Maintenance arnd Repair of Selector
Valves and Actuation Cylinders.

The third item included the relevant segments from
an Intermediate level course which is normally undertaken
not on a military bases but in the field in conjunction

with an OJT program. The selected material included the
following content:

(1) Chapter 1 - Basic Hydraulic Systems

(2) Chapter 2 - Pneudraulic Power Svstems

(3) Cazpter 3 - Pneudraulic Actuating Systems
(4) Chapter 4 - Pncudraulic System Supply Units

(5) Chapter 5 - Pressure-Regulating, Limiting, and
Controlling Devices

(6) Chapter 6 — Flow Control and Directional Units

O
|

(7) Chapter Landing Gear Components

o
!

(8) Chapter Use of Hydraulic Schematics

(9) Chapter 9 - Hydraulic Fluids and Plumbing Materials.

In addition to the instructional software prepared
for civilian student use, a variety of instructional aids
utilized by the Air Force instructors also were made
available for use by the Experimental Group, including
74 slides.
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In addition to the hardware ncrmally utilized in
this course the experimenial treatment group had available
for use equipmeni obiained through government surplus channels
including:

(1) Vickers Constant Volume Pumps

(2) Vickers Variable Volume Pumps

(3) Stratopower Pumps

(4) Pressure Relief Valves

(5) Regulators

(6) Four-way Selector Valves

(7) Relief Valves.
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Appendix C

AMaterials for Nursce's Aide Course

Following indicates the software utilized by the
Experimental Groups. 3laterials are indicaied for each
of the segments of the course:

1.

Sterile Eguipment and Supplies (Air Force Course
ABR 20229)

Student Workbook
Instructor Lesson Plan
Five 35mm slides

Common Disease-Causing Organism (Air Force
Course ABR 90230)

Instructor Guide
Programmed Text

Surgical Aseptic Technique (Air Force Course
ABR 90230)
Lesson Plan
Student Study Guide (semi-programmed)
Film TV 162 652 "Surgical Aseptic Technique®
¥ive 35mm slides

ﬁedical Aseptic Technique (Air Force Course
ABR 90230)

Instructor Guide
Programmed Text

Medical Terminology (Air Force Course AQR 90010)
Programmed Learning Unit
Comfort and Hygiene (Air Force Course ABR 90230)

Instructor Guide
Student Study Guide/Workbook (semi-programmed)

Diets (Air Force Course ABR 90230)

Instructor Guide
Student Study Guide (semi-programmed)

Lifting and Moving Patients (Air Force Course
ABR 90230)

Student Workbook
Lesson Plan
Five 35 mm slides
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XIII. ABSTRACT

Research designed 1o determine e .rpizically whetheyr
vocational-technical nilitary experience can be trans-
ferred eifectively into the civilian education system.
Segments of three U. S. &ix Force instruactional sysienms
selected by Utah educators. Tested in six Uitah schools
ranging from high school to four-year ccllege.

Air Force seguenis utilized: Electronics Principles
{90 hours); Aircraft Pneudravlics (pressure mechanics -
60 hours); and Nurse's idide (20 houvrs). Segments generally
offered in two forms (experimental); one as offered by
Air Force; other with augseniations (i.e. additional
algebra unit in electronics course); semi-random student
selection; experimental student performance as good oxF
better than control group student performance; gain scores
generally favored experimenial groups.

In Electronics and XNurse's Aide courses completed
in substantially less class time thaa control courses.
Litile or no modification of Aiir Force materials.
Feasibility of using Air Force course materials in Utah's
classrooms supported by reaction of Utah educators. In
subject areas studied and at reguest of Tiah teachers,
Air Force techkniques and materials integrated into regular
curriciulum, and in other schools. Further, additional
courses requested, and state-wide appnlication of instruction
based on specified performance objectives, as exemplified
by Air Force courses, now in progress. Evidence points
to the conclusion 1=2sults generally are applicable tc
other states.
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