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Educational 7Yelevision Pereonnel's Raview of the Technical Quality,
Content Criteria, and Marhetability of ABL's
“Around the Bend" Pilot Tapes
A television series for 3-, 4-, and S-year-old children in Appalachia
is currently being planned by the Appalachia Educational Laboratory (AEL). 7he
series 1s to be an integral component of the Home-Oriented Preschool Education
(HOPE) program, a program designed to meet the educational needs of children
in the Appalachian Region, However, the capability of AEL to produce a tele-
vision series which is of high technical quality was questioned by the National
Institute of Education (NIE) during an evaluation conducted by NIE in the Fall
of 1972. An NIE specialist panel recommencded "that AEL initiate development
of the proposed marketable TV series”.l Dr. Thomas XK. Glennan, Director of
the NIE, then dirccted AEL to explore and document the capability of development
of a 1V program, and stated that reviewers had "noted certain problems with
respect to the technical quality of your marketable preschool education program",?2
In accordance with the NIE communications, the purpose of this report is
- to documznt the capability of AEL to produce a television program of adequate
technical quality. 7This report also documents the degrce to which the content
of the television program mects criteria designed for the selection of children's

television programs.

Educational Television Personnel Input

e e e e

Input about AEL's TV prograwms from educational television (ETIV) personncl
is considered very veluable for product development. The ETV specialists have

presented indications of and possibilities for implementation of the TV scries

1Spccia1ist Panel Verificatien Review, October 9-10, 1272, p. 5, by
November 22, 1972, mamorandwn from Dr, Marc $. Tucker, Task Force on Lab/Center
Transition.

Q 2By Jetter dated Noveroex 10, 1972,
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at their facilities. The formation of an advisory group of ETV personnel
is providing valuable input during the dQVGlopmehtAof the TV series for the
HOPE program. The review of the pilot tapes is providing AEL with ETV
speciallsts' ratings of the tapes, as compared to other ETV offerings.

To insure a television program of high technical quality, the tele-
vision studios of 2lst Century Productions (WLAC-TV), Nashville, Te¢nnessee,

vere selected to produce the pilot tapes and eventually the whole TV

series.3

——— ot e

Content Criteria and Technical Quality Assessment Procedure

Educational television (ETV! specialists from {ive State Departments
of Education in the Appalachian Region and from other ETV facilities met in
Memphls, Tennessee, in late May, 1973, for the annual conference of the
Southern Education Communications Assoclation (SECA), During a meeting of
the SECA on May 29, the first of two pilot tapes4 producnd by ALL was shown
to an audience of ETV personnel. The individuals who viewed the tape in
that meeting were asked to rate the tape in tearms of (1} the degrece to which
the tape met selected content criteria, (2) the technical quality of the tape,
and (3} the suitability of using such tapcs at their broadcasting facilities,
(See Appendix A for the guestionnaire.)

The selected criteria, developed by AEL and validated by a panel consisting

of such personnel as Robert 'Captain Kangaroo' Keeshan, Dr. Rose Muterii,

3Bext1am, Charles L. and others, Appalachia heeds HOPE: The need for

and capability of the Appalachia Iducatlowal Lubordtoxy to d°V0]O“ a new

prc%chOdl television i programn, narlebton, West vltgxnxa Appala(hla
Bducational Laboratory, Inc., May, 1973.

duot cnough time was ellocated to the conference session to permit
the showing of both pilot tapes.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Dr. Martha Rashid, Dr. Herbert Sprigle, and Mr. Bugenc chger,5 were the
same c¢riteria presented to Stale Department Farly Childhood Bducation
specialists.®  The questions relating to technical quality contained 17
categories developad initially by AEL staff menbers and revised slightly
after consultation with television experts at elst Century Productions,
Comnercial television personnel rated both pilot tapes according to these
categorios.7

There were 25 ETV personnel who viewed the tape and responded to the
questionnaire. Of these 25, there were five ETV personnel frowm State Depart-
ments of Education in the region scrved by ARl and 20 from other RETV facili-
ties. The five represented states were Alabama, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennesceocd,
and West Virginia., (For specific names of State Department ETV pexsoennal,

see Appeondix B.)

Kesults
The responses to the various topic aveas of the gucstionnaire will be
discussed in terms of responses of the five State Department EIV poersonnel and

then in terms of responses by the total group of 25 EIV personncl.,

Content Criteria. The first part of the questionnaire (items 1-8) dealt

with the degree to which the pilot tage met the criteria for sclection as an

SBcrLIan, Charles L. Selection of criteria for the Homo-(1iented Preschool
BEducation tclevisicn scries ard ‘the ratlnq of avalJUqu childron L“lOVl

C”lt“'ﬁd Tnhn”](ul Php01b Ho. 27, n*xlastou, West

Arpialachia bducational Laboratory, inc., lay, 1973.

Joe I, State dﬂﬁdrtnﬁnt early childhood education progra special-
o the, 5 "Aroun: i

"Around the Dend”

ilot tayps ~T uhaxlebton, West Vlrg;nla Appalughxn
kdUCaLLoiai [au:rdtory, inc., Aay, 1973,

7bh1vely, doe E. Comnerci

guality and marke

Ro;oxt No. 2U. Charleston,

Inc., Hay, 1273,

al Lelevision Dcznonnhl’q roview of thg techn1ra]

Bnnd” pllmL td}
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early childhood education program, The N1V specialists were asked to rate

eazh of the eight items in terws of whe her the pilot tape a.) most definicely
met, b,} probably moet, c¢.) uncertain, d.) probably didn’'t meel, e.) definitely
did not meet each of the stated criteria. Their responses were then coded in
a5, 4, 3, 2, 1 fashion respectively. Table 1 presents the response frequencies
and means for each item for the five State Department ETV personnel and Table 2
presents the response frequencies and means for the total group of 25 ETV
personnel,

Table 1 indicates that all State Department FIV personnel in the region
serviced by AEL were positively oriented and felt that the tape "most
definitely" or "probably" met the eight criteria, None of the five respondents
felt that the tape "probably didn't" or "Jdefinitely didn't" mect any of the
eight selected criteria, All eight criteria had a mean score rcsponse above
the "probably so" (4) level. All five ETV perscnnel felt that the pilot tape
"most definitely" provided a variation in character images.

Table 2 indicates that there was some degree of uncertainty among the
total group of 25 ETV specialists as to whether the tape met the criteria for
selection. Two individuals felt that the tape was "probably not" or "definite-
ly not" paced appropriately for optimal learning., However, six of the eight
criteria had mean responses above the "probably so" (4) level and the other
two criteria had mean responses slightly bLelow this level (3,96 and 3.76).

Tecinical Quality. The second part of the questionnaire dealt with the

technical quality of the tape, Item 9, which dealt exclusively with the
technical qua%ity, included 16 categories for judging specific technical
gqualities and cone category for judging overall technical guality. The 25 BEUV
personnel wore asked to rate cach of the six categories in terms of the pilot

tape being a.) excellent guality, b.) above average quality, c.) average



Table 1

Response Frequencies and Mcans for Criteria for Selection
Appalachian State Department EIV Specialists

(n =.5)
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1. Content is age relevant (3-, 4-, and S-vear-olds 1 4 - - {420
2. Consistent with accepted objectives for preschool 1 4 - - - 4.20
children.
3. sequanced accoeording to recognized principles of 2 3 - - - 4.40
learning,
4. Balance of coqgnitive, affcctive, motor, and 3 02 - - - 4.60
soclal skills learning,
5. Paned for optimal learning. 2 3 - - -1 4.40
6. FProvides a variation in character inmages, 5 - - - - 5 .00
7. Emphasis on learning rather than entertainment. 3 2 - - - 4.63
8. Can re integrated with group expoericnce and hone 1 4 - - - 4.20
visitation elemonts,
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. Table 2
i)
response Frequ. ~ies and Means for Criteria for Seléction

ETV Specialists
(n = 25)
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4. Balance of cognitive, affective, motor, and 11 12 2 -
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6. Provides a variation in character images.. 17 6 - 2
7. “Enmphasis on learning rather than entertainment, 10 131 1
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quality, d.) below average quality, and e.) unacceptable. Ratings were

based on established broadceasting standards. Their responses were then

coded in a 5, 4, 3, 2, 1 fashicon respectively, 7Table 3 presents the response
frequencies and means for each cateéory for the five State Department ETV
personnel and Table 4 presents the response frequencies and means for the
total group of 2% BTV personnel,

Table 3 indicates that 15 of the 16 specific categories attained mean
scores between excellent (5) and above average guality (4). Cnly one category
attained a mean score between above average guality (4) and average quality (3),
This category was CAMERAS (3,40), oOne individual indicated that camera shots
were below average in guality (2) and one individual indicated that SPECIAL
EFFECTS (specifically supers) was below average in gquality. The OVERALL QUALITY
was rated between above average and excellent in quality {(4.40),

Taple 4 indicates six of the 16 specific categories attained mean scores
betwean excellent (5) and above average quality (4), Of the other ten
categories which fell between above average guality (4) and averaye quality (3),
eight feli at or above a 3,50 level and two fell below, One individual felt
that the CONTINUITY OF PROSRAMMING was unacceptable and one individual felt
that the GRAPHICS was unaccCeptable. The OVERALIL QUALITY was rated exactly
at the above average quality level: 4,00,

Figure 1 presents a pictorial representation of the data presented in
Table 1 and Table 2,

Commercial television personnel,8 who previously had the opportunity

to rate both pilot tapes according to these categories, rated the OVERALL

8Shively, Joe E. Commercial television personnel's review of the technical

quality and qggkctability of AEL's "Around the Bend" pilot tapes: Technical

keport No. 29. Charleston, West Virginia: Appalachia Hducational Laboratory,

“Inc,, May, 1973,



Jable 3

Response Frequencies and Means for lechnical Quality for Each Category

Appalachian Statc hepartment BTV Specialists

(n = 5)
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COLOR (balance, intensity, use of color)

LIGH?ING (adnoguacy, special uses)

CrMERAS (cowmposition of shots, novements,
seguziice of shots, close-ups,
camera placemants)

SETS AND SET DRESSINGS {functional use,
' style, Kinds)

MAXEDD BHND COSTUMLS (appropriateness, style)
SPECILL LFFECLS (inserts, supers)

PILM SEGMENTS

EDITS (quality of edit points) '
TRANSITIONS (AQissolves, cuts)

COHTINUITY OF PROGRAMMING (cbvious flow)

SOUND (adequate miking, balance, extraneous
noise, mixing, syhchronization)

MUSIC {appropriate, underscorinyg, theme,
instrumentation, selection)

- a
'TALENT {moves, delivery, castihg, voice)

PUPPETS (movements, timing, voices, ,
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Table 4

Response bPreguencies and Means for Technical Quality

for Each Category -- ETV Specialists
(n = 25)
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COLOR (balance, intensity, use of color) 8 10 6 - - 4.08 24
LIGHTING (adequacy, special uses) 9 8 6 2 - 3.96 24
CAMERAS (composition of shots, movements, 2 10 11 2 - 3.48 25
sequence of shots, close-ups
canere placements) :
SETS AND SET DRESSINGS (functionatl use, 7 11 6 - - 4.04 24
style, kinds)
MAKEUP AND COSTUMES (appropriatencss, style) 8 12 5 - - 4.12 25
SPECIAL EFFECTS (inserts, supers) 5 312 2 - |3.50] 22
PILM SEGHMENTS 6 9 6 L - 3.91 22
EDITS (quality of edit points) 5 6 9 1 - 3.71 21
TRANSITIONS (dissolves, cuts) "5 4 13 1 -~ 3.57 23
COHTINUITY OF PROGRAMMING {obvious flow) 4 10 8 1 1 3.35 24
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 ANIMATION (art work, sound, timing) 6 6 9 1 - }3.77] 22
GRAPHICS (titling) 8 8 7 1 1 l3.84] 25
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Figure 1

Profile of Mean Responscs to Categories of Teciinical Quality
of the HOPE Pilot Tapes by ETV Specialists
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QUALITY of the tapcs at 3.78. COLOR, LIGHTING, SOUND, and MUSIC all re-
ceived mean ratings between excellent and above average gquality, CONTINULTY
OF PROGRAMMING received the lowest mean rating (2.56) by commercial tcle-

vision personnel,

Suitg&}};}xﬁgarketability. The third part of the questionnaire {itens

10-12) dealt with the suitability and marketability of the television series,
Table 5 (on page 12) presents response frequencies and means for the three
questions dealing vith suitability/marketability. The responses were coded
2, 1, and 0 for each questicn, Table 5 indicates that the State Department
ETV personnel were very positive toward such a series of TV tapes, The
rcaction of the total group of ETV specialists, however, was less positive
than that exhibited just by State Department ETV personnel, One individual
indicated that he felt that such tapes would not be suitable for use at his
facility, yet he indicated that maybe he would be willing to make some effort
to obtain them. Several individuals did not respond to these questions,
Another individual :ndicated that such a TV series would not be suitable for
use at her facility because her school telecasting was to a totally urhan
population,

The final question {item 13) asked for bﬁanges or revisions that they
would ciygest for the television series. Although there were several sugges-
tions for changes or revisions, most comments fell-into four main categories:
1.} There wexc several comments about the sequences or situations being
contrived or unrealistic; 2.) children should be used more frequently;

3.)‘camera techniques éndysequencinq could be improved; and 4.) vocabulary

~sgémed,advanced‘or,difficult,
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Table 5

Response Freguencies and Mrans for Sultability/Markcotability?

Resyonse Choivce {Weight) and

Ques tion Frequency of Selection Mean

Yes (2} Possibly/Uncertain (il~ No (0)

10. 1In your yprofessional 5/16 0/5 0/2 2.00/1.61
opinion, will & series
of TV tapes producad
by AEL be suitable
for use at your facil-
ity, assumning the same
techniques &nd pro-
codures are utilized?

Enthusiastically (2) So-So (1) Poorly (0)

11, How would tapes such 4/10 0/8 0/0 2.00/1.56
as these be reccived
in your market area?

Definitely (2) Maybe (1) No (0)

Y
12. ‘Would you be willing 5/11 0/8 0/1 2.00/1.50
to make scone effort
to obtain these
tapes?

*KLY: State Department ETV/AlL BTV
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Sunary

In an cffort to determine if AL has the capability of producing a TV
series of high technical quality and whose content meets criteria Qesigned
for the sclection of children’s television programs, a pilot tape produced
by AEL was submitted for rating to educational television specialists from
State Departments of Education serviced by AEL and other ETV facilities.
Based upon the responses of these individuals to a questionnaire dealing
with content and technical quality, it éppears thét AXL has been able to
demonstrate its capahility of producing TV tapes which exhibit technical
quality and meet criteria for selection of children's television programs,

Most of the ETV specialists felt that the pilot tape met the selection
criteria. They were quite positive about the tape providing a variation in
character images. Nearly all of the individuals also felt that the tape ex-
hibited a technical quality which was above average »or excellent, HMany felt
that a series of tapes produced by AEL which would be similar to the pilot
tape would be suitable for use in their states. Several individuals did
indicate, hawever, that the child should be emphasized more, that seguences
or situations were unreal, and that the vocabulary seecmed advanced., EIV
personnel from AEL's geographiral region gave more positive ratings to the
tape than did other ETV personnel, but all ratings appeared to be positive,

Thus, it appears that AEL has produced pilot tapes of high technical
quality and which meet selection criteria appropriate to children's tele-
vision. programs, If AEL is to produce. a series of tapes which achieve such
:high ratings, @heﬂ the issues aﬁd conce:hs voiced by these educational tele=~

‘vision specialists must be taken into consideration as the new series is

;  de?¢l6ped}‘" s
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Responses of Educational Television Personnel
to AEL's Pilot Tapes
wWe are quite anxious to have your candid recactions to the pilot tapes
prepared for our carly childhood program, Please rate Items 1-8 by circling
the appropriate numbers as indicated in the following scaie: 5 - most
definitely; 4 - probably so; 3 - uncertain; 2 - questionable (probably

not); 1 - definitely not,

by 2
i y 2
"3 S
d 8 n %
g4 % 4 3
. 3 % 33
w0 8 0 U
Q M £ 13 8
PSR oY S] a
Al. Content is age relevant (3-, 4~, and 5-year olds). 5 4 3 2 1
2. Consistent with accepted objectives for preschool 5 4 3 2 1
children.
3. Seguenced according to recognized principles of 5 4 3 2 1
learning,
4. Balance of cognitive, affective, motor, and 5 4 3 2 1
social skills learning.
5. Paced for optimal learning, 5 4 3 2 1

6. Provides a variation in character images.

tn
-
w
n
r

7. Emphasis on learning rather than entertainment, 5 4 3 2 1

I8.i,Cahkbérintegrated~with group experience énd'home, B 3 2 ~"l“

visitation elements.
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9. Rate Item 9 according to the following scale: 5 - excellent quality;
4 - above average quality; 3 - average guality; 2 - below avaeraga

quality; 1 - unacceptable quality.

] o
o o Q
] m ~
84 4 ﬁ
+ 3] [y
] P> > Y
L) [2v Q 2N o))
a @ g 3 8
o » bt o &)
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4 P A m O
COLOR {(balance, intensity, use of rolor) 5 4 3 2 1
LIGHTING (adequacy, special uses) 5 4 3 2 1
CAMERAS (composition of shots, wovements, 5 4 3 2 1
sequence of shots, close~ups,
camera placements)
SETS AND SET DRESSINGS (functional use, : 5 4 3 2 1
style, kinds)
MAKEUP AND COSTUMES (appropriatencss, style) 5 4 3 2 1
SPECIAL EFFECTS (inserts, supers) 5 4 3 2 1
¥l SEGMENTS 5 4 3 2 1
EDITS (yuality of edit points) 5 4 3 2 1
TRANSITICHS (dissolves, cuts) 5 4 3 2 1
CONTINUITY OI' PROGRAMMING (obvious flow) 5 4 3 2 1
SOUND (adecquate miking, balance, extraneous 5 4 3 2 1
noise, mixing, synchronization)
MUSIC (appropriate, underscoring, theme, 5 4 3 2 Bl
instrumentation, selection)
TALENT - (moves, delivery, casting, voice) S 4 3 2 1
PUPPETS {movements, timing, voices, 5 4 3 2 1
synchronization, setting, appropriatensss)
CANIMATION (art work, sound, timing) ‘ , 5 4 3 2 1
GRAPHICS (titling) 5.4 3 2
| OVERALL QUALITY ol e B L e

BRI FuiiText Provided by ERIC




10.  In your professional opinion, will a series of television tapes produced
by ARL be suitable for use at your facility, aésuming that AL continues
to use the same procedurcs and techniques utilized in the production of
the pilot tapos? Yes __~ No Comments .

11, How would tapes such as thesc be received in your market arca?

3 2 1
Enthusiastically So-So Poorly
12. Would you be willing to make somé effort to obtain such tapes?
3 2 1
Definitely Maybe No

13. After viewing the pilot tapes, what changes or revisions would you
suggest for the television series?

Name

Affiliation

B A i Toxt rovided by Enic [
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State Doapartment Educational Television Personnel
from AEL's Reglon

tame state
Frank Blake West Virginia
James Grover ¢hio

Blaze Gusic Pennsylvania
Chester Hill Tennessee
James Stork Alabana

A FuiToxt Provided by ERIC




