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ABSTPACT

The Coast Community College District owns and
operates its own UHF television station, KOCE. The <ontent of the TV
courses and *rends in enrollment are detailed in this report, with
emphasis on the spring semester, 1973-74. The report determines the
educational and public service needs of the community with respect to
televised college courses., Findings include: (1) Enrollment is up 133
percent from initial registraticn figures in spring 1972-73, (2) More
people are enrolling in television courses for reasons other than
sarning credit toward a deqgree, (3) More housewives, proportionately,
are enrolling in televisjon courses each semester, (4) Hore women
+han men continue tn enroll in television courses, (5) The average
ag> of television students is rising, with the median age in spring
1973-74 at 34,9 years, (6) Course comple+tion rates for television
courses--already lower than those of their on-campus
counterparts--are not imoroving, (7) Students who do not take the
final examination are more likely to be enrolled in a TV course only;
th>y have less education beyond high school, consider themselves
nons+udents, and have a lower opinion of nearly all course
components. (Authoc/aH)
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PREFACE

This report describes the proceedings and results of one
portion of a rescarcn project funded by the Corporation for Public
Broadeasting to determine the cducational and pubiic service nceeds
of the service area ot KOGk, a public UHF television station owned
and operated dy the Coast Comuunity College District. This report
discusses student reaction to television courses offered by the
Coast Community Collese District.

We are indebted to Richard Brightman for the rescarch design
and procedures used in this study. We are grateful for the help of
Jean Dudley and Chris Yanick who offered clerical assistance
throughout the studve  Finally, our sincere gratitude is given to
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, in particular, Jack Lyle,
Director of Cormunications Rescarch, for their support.

The Office of Educational Planning and Development has assumca
responaibility for all television course research projects; persons
wishing additional information about them are asked to contact the
Office of BEducational Planning and Development, Coast Community
Coltege District, 1370 Adams Avenue, Cosoa Mesa, California, 92626,
the telephone number is (Arca Code) 714 - 556-5555.

Carol . leraz Adonty Rath
Proje-o Rescarcher Project Director
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Interest in television courses tends toward those things which per-
tain to the quality of life: fine arts, literature and languages, and
consuner and health services. More esoteric subjects, such as physical
scicnees and mathematics--as well as truly pragmatic areas, such as

business and technical training--were not seen as important dccording
Lo our survey.

Awlienee Analysic Teloonore Jirveu
Coast Community College District,
January, 1974, p. 42.

Students are well aware of the limitations of televised instruction,
particularly the absence of human interaction and feedback from the in-
structor and other students; but for most of them, given their present
work and familv requirements and general life style, the advantages far
outweigh the disadvantages. For the most part, the suggestions taey mae
for changes or improvements in their TV courses are not with the iantent of
making it more like an on-campus class experience, but rather to refinc
the distinctive nature of this quite individualized way of learning.

Sl Dogot ot Telaulolon Cowrses:
sl e iore, 1370-74
Coast Community College District,
August, 1974, p. 62.
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PREFACE

Thisx report describes the proceedings and results of one
portion of a research project funded by the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting to determine the educational and public service needs
of the service area of KOCE, a public UHF televisicn station owned
and operated by the Coast Community College District. This report
discusses student reaction tu television courses offered by the
(Coast Community Colilege District.

We are indebted to Richard Brightman for the research design
and procedures used in this study. We are grateful for tre help of
Jean Dudley and Chris Yanick who offered clerical assistance
throughout the study. Finally, our sincerc gratitude 1is given to
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, in particular, Jack Lyle,
Director of Communications Research, for their support.

For additlional information about the project, write to the
Of flce of Tustitutional Research, Coast Community College District,
1370 Adams Avenue, Costa Mesa, California 92626.

Carol E. Teraz Monty Ruth
Project Reseatrcher Project Director



SIMMARY SF FINDINGS

Continuing research conducted by Coast Community College District on
televisior courses ond persons who enroll in them lias resulted in *he identi-
tivation of certain t(rends present during the Spring, 1973-74, semester.

oo dore peonle are enrolling in television courses:  enrollment is up
P33 poroont trom inftinl registration figures in Sprivg, 1972-73.

2. More people are enrolling In televisiorn courses tor reasons other
than ecarning credit towuard a degrec.  Sixty-four percent of the
spring, 1972-73, TV student sample indicated their reason for taking
thefr course was to earn credit; 59.9 percent did so the follow-

ing rall. Less than half (44 percent) of those sampled during
Spring, 1973-74, checked this reason.

Fhis shift can be partia'ly accounted for by the presence, in
Spring, 1973-74, of two courses--Freehand Sketching and Connie's
Clothing Corner--which are less traditionally academic in content
and are oriented more towiard development of certain areas of

skills. Fven in the anthcopolugy and geography courses, both of
which satisfy basic requirements in their respective disciplines,
less than two-thirds of the students sampled indicated their primary
concern was to earn credit.

3. More people who can be detined as "non-students''--by virtue of no
other, on-camp ;5 affiliation or on-going commitment to education
beyond high school--are enrolling in television courses. Thirty-
nine percent of the Sprirg, 1973-74 sample indicated thay did not
consider themselves students of any kind.

4. More housewives, proportionately, are enrolling {n television courses:
cach semester this grocup has constituted the largest single occupa-
tional catcegory. In Spring, 1973-74, housewives represented 32.4
percent of alt students sampied.

5. More women than men continue to enroll in television courses. Women
constituted 54.6 pcrcent of the tall, 1973-74, enrollment; 67.2
percent in Spring.

f.. The average age of television students is rising; half of all the
students gampled in Fall, 1973- /4, werce above the age of 31.8 vyears,
aad in sSpring, half were over 4.9 years.

7. Although enrollment figures have increased, course completion rates
for televislon courses--lower than those of thelr on-campus counter=
parts to begin with--are not improving: Spring, 1972-73: 46.1 per-
cent;  Fall, 1973-74: 45.9 percent;  Spring, 1973-74: 37.6 percent.
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The results of a spring study conducted on anthropology students
indicate that students who are involved in some form of partici-
pation and interaction (in this case, experimental groups were
asked to maintain one of the following: a TV viewing log, a
weekly course diary plus a mid-semester interview, or a diary
submitted at three-week intervals) with the institution are more
likely to compiete their course and achieve at a higher level.

While we have not yet determined the significance of certain
factors as actual determinants in TV students' failure to com-
plete their courses, we do know that students who do not take the
course final examination are more likely to be enrolled in a TV
course only, have less education beyond high school, and to con-
sider themselves non-students.

Data gathered through such sampling procedures as student inter-
views, post-course questionnaires, and course diaries have identi-
fied the following areas ot student concerns and criticisms re-
garding their television course experiences:

-- the desire for more--and more varied forms of--testing

-- the desire for increased availability of revicew sessions
(either in taped form or on campus)

-- more continuity among the components of TV lesson, text, and
syllabus

~-- better textual aids, particularly syllabi

-- meore explanation of the function of these components in
relation to one another

-+ more clearly detailed and more repetitive information in the
areas of broadeasts which include the number and title of the
lesson being aired; times and dates of testing, seminars, cotce.,
what textnal materials accompany which lessons

-- greater availability of course materials

Sstudents who failed to take their final exom assigned a lower rank-
ing to nearly all course components about which they were asked.
This fict, together with the problems pevceeived by students (out-
lined above), suggests that difficnlties encountered in the course
itself may be of eqnal--and possilly areater--significance than
those characterizing students' academic background in failure to
complete a television course.



Coast Community College District, which owns and operates the non-commercial
educational television station, KOCE, has offered community college courses for
credit to residents of the Orange Coaaty area since Spring semester, 1972-773--
some two months after KOCE-TV began broadcasting in November, 1972.

Enroilment of students in the three television courses offered that initial
semester totaled 1,388, While television student enrollment for the following
semester (Fall, 1973-74) dropped 17 percent to 1,151, it then rose during Spring
of 1973-74 to 3,230, an increase of 133 percent over initjial registration figures.
Final registration figures for Fall, 1974-75 show that 4,952 students enrolled in
the six television courses offered. This number represents an increase in total
enrollment of 257 percent over Spring, 1972-73.

Another wav of charting this growth is calculation of the average course size
during cach semester.  ihe average enrollment per TV course in Spring, 1972-73 was
4h3: in Fall, 1974-75, this figure reached 825--an increase of 83 percent. Thus has
interest erown in pursuing educational opportunity through enrollment in televised
colleye courses.  So, too, has it become increasingly necessary tou assess the
cflectivencss of this kind of learning process and its role in the academic comminity.

Chio report b oconcerncd o withoo irca o1 Lhe procesa-=—that ot student coval-

dationn ot the Colevision courses, [ this end, we have again* pursued twe maior
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lines of inquirv: 1) How do students rate the several aspects of these courses?

2y what kind of student enrolls in a television course? The latter question

1173-74, the semester with which this report is most specifically concerned,

“arks the first during which two quite distinct types of courses have been of-

Five courses were offered during this semester. Two of them== """ 007 e
"+ e, an introductory level course in anthrovology, and Fhysio:’ oo ira-
~=are courses which satisfv basic requirements in the fields of the social
aavaical sciences.  [wo others, Jeoviip Jorof el and el T
o0 4 course teaching basic techniques in sewing, are less academic in their
“iomtation and are perhaps more aptly described as courses wvhich develop certain
Ceas oot sriblles. The rifth, ST Toer Ve oy a business course, seers
v orihed s orraditionally acadenic in content, and ver the student sample
s re-crbles in severdal respects those of the sketching nnd sewing
Lasae-.
i ohservation, then, in a previous report that, "Different subjects...at-
"

st aradent s with sorewhat aittering backer ands, tastes, and needs, is hborne

ot Wit oare tteor cepha=is in the exanination of the characteristiocs and motivas-

Pl it deorioe ctadents earalled dn o sprice TV ocourses,
[, ProUbnRyks
Ppe Lo i s repert were patiheered i three kRinds oo s1pline pro-
[

' .
1.
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was designed to obtain an eviluation of the particular course as well as a demo-

craphic protile or 0o respondent,

IR SRR RE B TS S R S et et o rrocedures during previons Se-=
R O L N ¢ irvitiol one Yor which both forr i were
t
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uot.  Comparable demographic data were not gathered from on--~ampus students during

Ui Lot e Tielein thee et of camparisons which can be made between

then anu the TV student sample.

Racial Distribution
Table 1' compares the riciel distribution of television students samnled

during the 1973-74 academic vear with that of both the ccllege district and Orange

county as oa o whole,

I
Moy fong 4 I oranue Coast Community TV Stu-ent TV Student
Jesvription | County | College Pistrict|Fall, 1973-74|Spring, 1973-74
| ’ p 4 ;
—
Cancasian E 86,0 90.2 92.5 89,2
{
Mexicoan | | 7.7 1.9 2.8
Black .7 1 6 A
[ndian .3 .2 .6 .7
Orieatal 1.3 1.4 8 .7
Oother A 4 1.1 1.5
hecline to State o = 2.5 5.0
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

-Data gathered from 1970 U.S. Census and Orange County Progress Neport, Vel. 9

Table 11
Racial Disctribution

Distribution by Age and Sex

While (hv-ratin of male to female students on campus Is nearly equal, that
Jion atudents shows that {nereasingly more women Aare enrolling in TV
Crse . table TIT illustrates. twice as many women than men registered tor
orin s, e e eldition ! stvalfioan e s v

TS I ' , "t vy L LA P
Phiomae Lyed s 1O e TR e s H UL SR B N !

~
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Faltl, 197374 l Spring, 1373-74

Description tm=Campus Television I On~Campus | Television
7 A % %

Male 50.7 4y .8 49.3 31.2
Female 49,13 54.6 50.7 67.2
No answer - .6 - 1.6
% of women ifdentified
as "homomaker''* - 41.8 - 48.2

&
Data available for TV scudents only.

Tabie II1I

Television Students
Distribution by Sex

Table IV presents the disrcribution of response from both Fall and Spring, 1973-74
samples to the question regarding (category of) age of television students. The

median ase was 31.8 vears for the fall students sampled and 34.9 years for tiose

in spring. The average age of television students rose from 34,4 years in fall

to 317.2 in spring.

Age Fall, 1973-74 Spring, 1973-74
SRR SRS S A
15 - 17 1.1 2.6
18 - 25 22.6 15.4
26 - 35 41.8 33.3
36 - 45 18.7 26.9
46 - KO 13.6 16.3
Over 6f) 2.2 4.2
Seoanswer | - | 1.1
Table IV

Feelevision Studenus
Distribharion by Age




Marital Status, Number of Dependents

e % s —

As wae e case for the Fall, 197374 TV student sample, three in every
four students in that for spring are narried. Slightly fewer of the spring stu-
dent sanmple have legzl dependents. However, of those wito do, fewer are claimed

in spring than in the previous fall semester. Table V.

Number of L_ Fall, 1973-74  Spring, 1973-74
Dependents g v y
None 28.7 25.7
One : 13.4 14.4
Two ‘ 13.7 20.2
Three 21.7 19.1
Four | 8.4 9.0
More than Four 8.6 6.7
No Answer 5 4.9
Totals 100.0 100.0

Table V

Television Students
Number of Legal Dependents
Fall, 1973-74 & Spring, 1973-74

Distribution of fccupational Categories

1. Fall, 1973-74 aad Spring. 1973-74

Table VI shows occupational categories checked by TV studenr samples for
hoth semesters.  The intent here {s not to view the distribution of response in
soring (o che Digho of any gfiven o atesory's percent of increace or decrease,

et rrter t Leesmutrate that ditfereat sets of courses attract people witn
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Fall, 1973-74 |Spring, 1973~74
Occupat ioual Category
% yA
Kusiness Executive 4.5 3.8
Fine Arts 1.4 2.5
*
Homemakar - 32.4
Military . 8 1.4
Office 10.3 6.7
Professional 17.3 14.9
o
Retired - 1.6
Sales/Customer Service 12.0 5.3
Self-Employed 5.6 2.3
Tradesman/Journeyman/

Technician 1107 605
Not Currentlv Employed 16.4 5.6
Other 14.8 13.3
No Answer 5.2 3.7

A kK
Category not included ia Fall, 1973-74 questionnaire.

22.8 percent (extrapclated from the categories of '"Not
Currently Emploved" and "Other") indicated their occu-
pation as that of "Homemaker."

Table VI

Occupations of Television Students
Fall, 1973-74 & Spring, 1973-74

2. Distribution by Course Enrollment

Table VII lists the frequency of response by TV course enrollment and makes
apparent the--in some areas, sharp--contrast among the occupational profiles

when compared {n this manner.




Family
Occupational Freehand ‘Physical Risk Sewing
Category Anthropology Sketching | Geography | Management
% 7 % % %
Business Executive 3.5 2.2 9.3 10.2 -
Fine Arts 2.5 3.7 1.9 - -
Homemaker 29.7 32.6 21.5 10.2 73.6
Military 1.4 .9 1.9 6.1 -
Office 7.7 4.3 12.2 8.2 4.2
Profescional 9.8 22.1 9.3 20.4 8.3
Retired 1.8 1.9 .9 2.0 -
Sales/Customer Ser. 6.6 .4 6.5 6.1 1.4
Self-Employved 2.8 1.2 .9 8.2 2.8
Tradesman/.Journeymary
/Technician 9.1 3.1 12.2 10.2 -
Not Currently 7.7 6.2 1.9 4,1 1.4
Other  Pmploved 14.3 13.7 15.9 6.1 8.3
No Answer 3.1 3.7 5.6 8.2 -
Table VII

Occupations of Television Students:
Distribution by Course Enrollment
Spring, 1973-74

As the tahle makes evident, the largest single occupational group in all

courses but  that of Family Risk Management is "homemaker." Family Risk Manage-

ment and Freehard Sketching attracted over twice as many "professional’ persons

than i 5 other courses. Physical Geography and Family Risk Management en-

vorsatelw three times as many business exzcutives as the other courses.
recalled when viewing preferences--in terms of time periods

Liv—=re cuarined,

Miatribharion of response to the question regarding

1

ind Spring 197474 1V |

LS G T T stadent oy e

Fall
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Mghough approgimacely two in overy three students from both semesters indicated
Che et Taeile ipcome was in excess of €10,000, 62.2 percent from the spring

sample cherked "$15.000 or more,' compared with 54.4 percent the previous fall.

Ancual Family Fall, 1973-74 | Spring, 1973-74
Income A A
Und2r $3,060 6.1 3.6
$3,000 - $5,999 4.2 4.0
$6,000 - $9,999 13.4 9.6
$10,000 - $14,999 30.1 26.5
$15,000 or more 36.5 42.6
Decline to State 9.5 10.0
No Answer 2 3.7
Table VIII

Television Students
Distribution of Income
Fall, 1973-74 & Spring, 1973-74

Hours ‘lorked

As indicated in Table IX the number of hours wcrked per week by the spring
TV student sample is virtually the same as that for TV studernts the two pre-
vious semesters. It further confirms the fact that students taking television

courses are more likely to he unemployed or working full-time.

- 11 1973- 7.
Number of Hours Worked Sprinz, 1972-73 Faii, 1973-74 Spring, 1972-74
% % YA
None 33.1 25.9 5.1
1 - 30 17.7 17.6 17.2
Moare than 30 49.2 55.4 51.8
S Answer - 1.1 5.9
Table IX
Copehoaroof Hours Worked per Week by TV Students

Sorine, 1972-73 through Spring, 1973-74
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Period of Day

Daytime, i.e., the hours between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., is the period
of the day moet often worked by relevisicn students who are employed. As Table
X illustrates, this distribution, too, has been consistent over three semesters

of sampling.

Spring, 1972-73 Fall, 1973-74 Spring, 1973-74
Period of Day
yA 7% 7%
Day (8:00 - 5:00) ! 59.0 64.6 59.7
Night (5:00 - 1:00) 4.4 5.6 5.4
Graveyard (1:00 - 8:00) 2.5 2.5 2.4
Do Not Work 31.1 27.0 26.9
Table X

Television Students
reriod of Day Mosi Often Worked
Spring, 1972-73 through Spring, 1973-74

Frequency of response in the form, "does not work," is virtually the same
in both tables IX and X, and strengthens the observation that an increasing
majority of television students are employed --in some capacity. Aand, as the
number of TV students who do not work decreases, those nmoné'them identified

as ""housewives' have increased.

Level of Education

1. Mistribution by Course Enrollment

Table X1 shows the amount of education completed by television studeuts
according to the course in which they were enrolled. Conclusions regarding the
distribution of educational achivuement aust be qualitied when looking at thr e

Q  f the conrse s ander consideration, as sizable numhers Jdid ant respond to i




L4
ble to see differences in educational backyround

RTINS B TR T A O TR I W )

amonyg the students when greuped in this manner.

Family
Freehand] Physical Risk All
(ourse Anthropology |Sketching| Geography | Management | Sewing Courses
Spring, 1973-74 A vA VA yA A A
Below 12th grade 3.5 3.4 .3 4.1 5.6 3.4
In 12th grade .7 2.5 1.9 2.0 2.8 1.8
High School grad. 6.3 18.3 7.5 12.2 23.6 12.9
0-30 units
completed 37.1 28.3 27.1 73.5 59.7 36.5
Over 30 units 31.5 23.6 32.7 8.2 8.3 25.2
No Answer 20.9 23.9 29.9 - - 20.2
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table XI

Television Students' Level of Education
Distribution by Course Enrollment
Spring, 1973-74

2. Final Exam Takers vs. Non-Takers

Becavse we were interested in whether a student's past educational experi-
ence had any bearing upon completion or failure to complete 2 television course,
the cducational profile of students enrolled in each of the Sprirg, 1573-74
relevision courses was viewed from the standpoint of those who took the final
examination and those who did not.

Based upon the response obtained (one in every five students did not answer,
as Table XI indicates) from all vho took the final exam and all who did not.,
fhase with less edncation were less likely to romplete their course. Approwi-
matelv 1h porcent of those with no education bevond high school took the final

exam compared with 24,4 percent at the same educational level who did not take

the final.
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When viewed bv course enrollment, the same correlation exists--in varying

degrees--for all courses but sewing. Here, the opposite situation exists--and

sharply so: of those who took the tinal examination, 55.3 percent had some edu-
catlon bevond high school. The educational level of eighty-three percent of

those who did not take the exam had also progressed beyond high school.

Below In High Beyond
Course 12th 12th School 0-130 30 )
et tirade | Grade Grad. Credits |Credits | Answer | Totals
% 7 % A % % pA

Anthropology

Takers 2.6 .9 6.1 36.5 31.7 22.2 100.0

Non-Takers 7.6 - 7.6 39.6 28.3 16.9 100.0
Freehand Sketching

fakers 2.7 1.3 16.1 29.0 23.7 27.2 100.0

Non-Tlakers 4.4 4.4 24.4 26.7 23.4 16.7 100.0
Phvsical Georaphy

Takers 1.2 - 6.1 29.13 34.1 29.3 100.0

Non-Takers - 8.7 13.1 21.7 z1.7 34.8 100.0
Familv Risk Myt.

Takers - 2.8 13.9 75.0 8.3 - 10VU.0

Non-Takers 15.4 - 7.7 69.2 7.7 - 100.0
Sewing

Takers 7.9 5.2 31.6 50.0 5.3 - 100.0

yon-Takers 2.9 - 14.7 70.6 11.8 - 160.0

Table XII

Trvel of Fducation
By Course Enrollment
1373-74

Teloavision Students'
[akers vs. Non-Takers:
spring,

Enrnrllment {n On-Campus Course

Wwhether or not a student who {s taking a television course 1is also enrHllaed

. sy . .
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were enrolled in a television course only:

16

when yiewed by individual course

enrollment, "non-takers" who were not concurrently enrolled on campus ranged

from nearly 59 percent (anthropology) to 85.3 (sewing).

Table XIII below.

Family
Freehand | Physical Risk All
Categhry Anthropology |Sketching |Geography |Management Sewing Courses
Non-Takers |Non-Takers|Non-Takers| Non~-Takers|Non-Takers|Non-Takers
% A % )4 4 4
Enrolled in or
campus course 47.2 30.0 39.1 38.5 14.7 33.3
Not enrolled
in on-campus
course _58.8 70.0 60.9 _61.5 85.3 66.7
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table XIII

TV Students Not Taking Final Exam:
Presence/Absence of On-Campus Enrollment

Spring,

1973-74

While students taking the final eXmination were more likely to be enrolled

in an on-campus course as well, the difference 1s not nearly as great as that

tor students who did net take the exanm.

Table XIV shows that 53.%4 percent of

111 "takers' were also enrolled on campus--slightly more than half--whereas only

a third of the

"non-takers"

were.,

Further, the distribution by individual course

varol lment shows that ir Frechand Sketching, more students who took the final

were enrolled in that course only;

enrol led on

cAmpUsS

half were

not,

in the sewing class, half the

'takers"

were
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~1 e e
! Family
Freehand Physical Risk All
beserlption \nthropojogy [Sketching %Gvography Managenment Sewing Courses
Takers Takers | Takers Takers Takers Takers
!
o " | v % A %
+ —
Enrolled in m- :
campus course 60.4 9.3 68.1 66.7 50.0 53.4
Not enrolled !
in on-campus |
course 37.8 59.8 31.7 33.3 50.0 45.6
No Answer 1.8 .9 - - - 1.0
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table XIV

TV Students Taking Final Examination:
Presence/Absence of On-Campus Enrollment
Spring, 1973-74

Current Academic Status

1. Spriny, 1973-74 Compared Wilth Previous Samples

In order to further define TV students' academic activity, we asked if they
were at the present time full- or part-time students. The response of the Spring,
P70 T% saupiv, whea colipaled with those from the two previous seimesters, indi-
cates that, increasingly, students taking television courses do not consider them
Nf ctrdents who dr,

wlyeg sradents--on a full- or part-time hasis. ronsfderably

fewer are attendineg cormmanity colleges: over twice as many Indicated thev were

cetens o IV stntoats Jderioe s riag as did the previous fall semester. Table XV

followinu.
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Spring, Fall, Spring,
Academic Status: 1972-73 1973-74 1973=74
[V Students
y4 A Y 4
Yes:
High School 3.0 1.9 1.6
Extension/TV 8.2 4,7 12,2
California State
University 1.5 3.9 3.2
Community College 52.4 63.8 39.0
U'niversity of
Califormia - .8 1.0
No 31.6 24.5 39.1
No Answer 1.4 _ b 3.9
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table XV

Academic Status of Television Students
Spring, 1973 through Spring, 1974

2. Final Exam Takers Versus Non-Takers

-

In each of the Spring, 197374 television courses, one-third (Geography)
v two-thirds (Freehand Sketching) of the students not taking the final exami-
anition had no additional educational involvement. Fifty to eighty percent of
A1l those taking the final in each of the spring courses considered themselves
stadents in some capacitv.  In all courses, the majority of exam-takers pre-
sentlv in «chool were in @  community college; in all courses but those of
treciiand Sketching and Sewing, those presently in school who did not take the
Vinal were also community college students. Interestingly, a larger percentage
vfoon-takers in Fro;hand Sketehing and Sewing indicated ttelr present status
s that of extension/ IV student. Courses otfered during spring attracted more

students currently enrolled in four-year institutions than those of any previous
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semester. Fewer of these students, however, completed their TV courses. Table

Wr.

| Famiiy
Freehand| Physical | Risk All
Academic Status Anthropology Sketching|Geography [Management | Sewing Courses
Spring TV Students :
% % A )4 4 /A

Not Currently ?

Enrolled: ‘

Takers 27.0 49.6 13.5 - 19.4 34.3 34.3

Non-Takers 39. 5 66. 7 36.8 | 46.1 58.8 54.0
Currently Fnrolled:

Extension/TV

Takers 7.8 14.7 11.0 11.1 26.3 12.1

Non-Taker:s 11.3 11.1 13.0 7.7 17.7 12.2
High School i

Takers 1.7 1.3 - | - 2.6 1.3

Non-Takers 3.8 1.1 - ! 7.7 - 1.9
Community College

Takers 57.0 29.9 60.9 55.6 31.6 46.0

Non-Takers 35.9 10.0 34.8 15.4 14.7 20.2
Four-Year

Institution

Takers 3.9 3.6 3.7 2.8 5.2 3.7

Non-Takers 3.8 5.5 4.4 15.4 5.9 5.6
No Answer

Takers 2.6 .9 4.9 11.1 - 2.6

Non-Takers 5.7 5.6 13.0 7.7 2.9 6.1

Table XVI1

Academic Status of Television Students:
Takers vs. Non-Takers
Spring, 1973-74




Reason for Enrellment in a Television Coursc

1. Spring, 1973=74 Compared With Previous Samples

Evidential of the fact that television courses offered through Coast Com-
munity College District are, Increasingly, drawing students with varying academic
backgrounds and differing educational goals {s the fluctuation apparent in stu-
dents' reasons for enrolling in a TV course. Spring, 1973-74 marks the first
instance in which more than half the students sampled indicated their primary
motive for taking a course was one other than earning credit toward a degree.

Table XVII.

ISprlng, 1973 | Fall, 1973 |Spring, 1974
Category ]

N % y4 %
High School Credit 2.5 .8 9
Earn Credit Towavd ;
College Degree ‘ 63.6 59.9 44.0
Professional/Occupatioral
Improvement 11.6 14.4 15.7
General Interest 22.0 20.6 33.6
Other 1.0 2.8 2.4

Table XVII

Reasons for Taking TV Course:
Spring, 1973 through Spring, 1974

2. Distribution by Course Enrollment

A look at the distribution of thiq respon~e Tor anthropology and geography
students shows that the frequency conforms much more closely to the composite

ti. :res shown from earlier samples (Table XVIT above) than to that for the other
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courses of fered {n Spring, 1973-74. Early in this report reference was made to
both Freehand Sketching and the sewing class as courses less academic in orien-
tation and focused more on development of skills and talent. In the last few
pages, various tables have demonstrated that three in every five students en-
rolled in these two courses were not enrolled in other on-campus courses; 54
and 46 percent respectively indicated they considered themselves neither full-
or part-time students. Further, these differences were exacerbated when viewed
from the standpoint of students who i{ook the final examination and those who
did not.

Students' reasons for enrolling in television courses, when arranged by
course enrollment, show that in Freehand Sketching and Sewing, far fewer stu-
dents indicated earning credit toward a degree as their primary consideration

for taking the course. Table XVIII below.

Family
Freehand | Physical Risk All
Category Anthropologﬁ Sketching |Geography |[Management | Sewing Coursec

% p4 4 % Z Z
High School Credit. 1.8 .6 - - 1.4 1.0
Earn Cred.* Toward
College Degree 62.2 26.4 569.8 36.7 1.8 44.0
Professional/
Occupational
Advancement 6.3 27.0 7.5 16.3 13.9 15.7
General Interest 24.5 41.0 24,3 38.8 47.2 33.6
Other 1.7 1.9 3.7 2.0 5.6 2.4

-~
No Answer 3.5 3.1 4.7 6.1 - 3.3

|

Table XVIII

Reasons for Taking TV Courses:
By Course Farollment
Spring, 1973-74
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boo Final kxam Takers Versus SNon-Takers

Table XIX illustrates the disteibution of reasons for taking a television
course bet@een thoie who teok the final exam and those who did not. 1In each
of the courses, from 35 to 65 percent of the students who indicated that "gen-
eral interest” was primarily responsible for their enrollment did not take the
final exam. Yurther, the percentage of general interest students in Freehand
Sketching and Sewing, higher than those in the other courses to begin with, also

rerlect a much higher percentage of "non-takers."

Family
Freehand [Physical Risk All
Category ‘ﬁgthr;polggy Ske;chiq&_Geog;agth_yanagenent Se;iq;u- Cou;ses

High School

Credit
Takers } 2.7 b9 - - 2.6 1.3
Non=-Takuers ; - - - ! - - -

Earn Credit 3 ) ' :

loward College ! '

Degree ! |
Takers 64,4 27.7 67.1 ! 36.1 ; 42.1 | 48,2
Non-Takers 54.7 22.2 39.1 ; 38.5 i 20.6 ; 32.8

! !

Professional/ , T : |

Occupational ! ,

Advancement ; | f i 9 i
Takers 7.0 | 3.3 7.3 1944 18.6 | 17.4
Non-Takers 1.8 17.8 f 8.7 ‘ 7.7 ’ 8.8 j 11.3

General Interesy i ' !
Takers 20.9 35.3 21,9, 36.1 31.6 P27.9
Non-Takers 37.7 ! 55.6 ©36.8 | 46.2 - 64.7 | 49.8

Other ' ! : .

Takers ! 1.7 2.2 2.4 2.8 ' 5.3 2.3
Non-~Takers ' 1.6 1.1 , 8.7 - | 5.9 2.8

No Answer : x
Takers ’ 3.9 |27 L2 5.5 - 2.9
Non-Takers 1.9 3.3 l 8.7 7.7 - 3.3

. —

Table XIX
Reasons for Taking TV Courses
Takers vs. Non-Takers
tpring, 1972-74 A



23

Un-Campus_Activities
ve b nin. Toocvere ten TV octadents aampled {ndicated that transportation
was available to wmd froea a campus or community learning center. Students were

al=e asked {f there ' e reasons which prevented them from attending on-campus

~4

clisses: 317 of then (nearlv 50 percent) {ndicated that there were. Of this
proup, Inl, or 34 percent, were housewives. While {t seems clear, then, that

Paere are redsoas preventing 1V students from on-campus attendance, lack of

transportation i not among *them,

Visiting tCampus inoctonjunctiow with TV Courses

when asked 0 TV Stadents shoatd otsit campus as part of thelr course ex-
pericn. o, over one=third of all stutents sampled answered in the afffrmative;
an addi o ioaal 50 oo ent said yes, occasfonally., 0f the 271 housewives ldenti-
tiod in tne spring sample, 30 percent folt 1V students should visit a college

(SN 1 RS 1 F IO

Contac U Wita dn=tampus Course Facilitator

*
Searly il ot the 73 stadents who conpleted an interview  with us endorsed

the oot ool 4 canvse Faciiitater, lewever, when asked If thev themselves
v st ctedl et T irator Cor v i cnrse, less o Ty porcent Indicated
\}

ol T e et o e vt T the cast=cours s evaluationt near i

voomer ot g e s qever it iated any contact s of those who had, over

creemtomrts beos b Yaeidem," an o abtitiona 1S pereent said "occastonally.”
| thyy twe peroont of the anriag IV ostadent o sample had {requent contact with
{ e b litator,

- .

Sradont Toter e ire Jisc aksed onop, BA-95,
ng /

O

RIC
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The overall average of 59 percent who did not contact a coursc facilitator
included proportionately more studints not taking the final examination, as

Table XX shows.

Family
Freehand| Physical Risk All

No Contact With Anthropology |Sketching|Geography [Management | Sewing Courses

Course Facilitator

4 4 /A 4 A %
Students Taking
Final Fxam 52.2 51.8 52.4 52.8 15.8 49.8
Students Not
Taking Final 66.0 73.3 69.6 84.6 52.9 68.5

Table XX

Non<Contact With Course Facilitator
Exam Takers vs. Non-Takers
Spring, 1973-74

Ease of Access t Colvse Tacilitato.

Students who did contact th  facilitator for the course in which they were
enrolled were asked if they encountered any difficulty in the process. More than
cight in every ten students indicated it was "very easy'" to "fairly” so; an ad-
ditiona! 14 percent safd it was difficalt. Under four percent checked "{mpos-~
sibhle." There was no appreciable difference in ease of access to course facili-

tators between students taking the finai examination and those not taking ft.

Aticadance_at On-cempus Study Sessions

A majorfty of stadeats in all spring telovision courses--with the evception
R + e H t

S B TRUCE SRR S R ot the by gesatlon. fore of those whe d4 otrent,

howewer, alae took the final examination. Table XXI following.
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Attendance at Family
0n42; n:m * Freehand| Physical | Risk All
Tpu o 1y [Skete! Ge : Sew : 25
Study Session Anghropology (Sketching 4G aphy [Management , Sewing | Courges
S S 2 % % %
Takers 33,5 18.3 52.4 33.3 23.7 29.8
Noun-Takers 17.0 7.8 8.7 - 5.9 9.4

Table XXI

Students Whe Attended Study Sessions
Takers vs. Non-Takers
Spring, 1973-74

Stndents who indicated thev did not attend these meetings were asked why. Table
XXII shows the distributinon of their response by class.  The number of students

3 9 n [ " HEY x ." H ~ * . H - 1 L]
who ¢ necked "other" is sufficlently large to warrant restructuring of the question;
an alternative such as "did not feel study session was necessary,’ seems a likely
sne. Differoices are great enough arong courses In areas such as student lack

A W arenes s oF o aa- annus review sessions to suggest the existence of less

Choes vlegquoarraindeat ion,
L . - Family
N A ey v “rechand ] Physical Risk All
. i antir oo dosv Cketohina Geowzraphy Management | Sewing Conrses
! 7 7 ”
Inconvenient Time L7 n..2 G905 18.9 19.0 22.4
Didn't Kpow of it R RV 19.9 43.2 53.5 36.9
Not Verv ?'L‘l(,)"xl el ? 7.1 - - 2.2
Discontinuei
Course Priar to
First Session h.2 6.1 16.4 13.5 8.6 8.0
Other §5. 4 - 313.9 25.5 18.9 13.8 0.8
NeoAnowe 3.1 .8 5.0 5.4 5.2 .3
Dot 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table XXII
Yeauons tor Non~Attendance at Study Sessions:
Distribution by Course, Sprine, 1973-74
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Housewives

Pelevinion studeuts who indicated their occupation was that of '"homemaker"
through the sampling device of the post-course questionnaire constituted the
largest single occupational grouping: 32.4 percent. Table VII, page 11, re-
tlects the number ot housewlves enrolled in each of the spring TV courses. As
such, the specific characteristics of this sub-group warrant separate exami-
nation, particularly in view of their potentiality as a logical target for tele-

vision courses.

1. Age, Number of Dependents

Housewives, when compared tc the balance of the spring TV student sample,
are older (their average age is 37.9 vears versus 36.9 years for "all other
students'); twlce as likely to have dependents living at home (fifteen percent
have no dependents, in contrast to thirty percent of the rest of the sample),
and are mcre likely to list larger numbers of dependents. Seventy percent of
them indicate they have two or more, compared with 48 percent of "all other

students. "

2. Work Habits

Although virtually the same number (two-thirds) from both the housewife
erouping and that of all other respondents in the sample indiceted their work
scnedules did not vary appreciably, the response of the former to questions
regarding the period of day worked the most and the number of hours worked per

week was strikingly different.  Figure 3 following.
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Do not work

Day

Evening

Graveyard

No Answer

Housewives All Other §tudents
n= 271 n= 565

No hours

PR 1- 9 hours

10-19 hours

h“’%: 20-29 hours

30-39 hours

40-49 hours

. 50 or more
All Other Students

Housewives
n= 271

No answer n= 565

Figure _3
Work Habits of TV Students:
Housewives vs. All Other Students
Spring, 1973-74

During the two previous semesters, more than 80 percent of the housewives
sampled Indicated they did not work. As Figure 3 demonstrates, slightly less
than half (46.5 percent) of the spring sample do not. Also, one in every ten
housewives sampled prior to spring said she worked in excess of 50 hours per
week. Sixteen percent of the spring sample cuecked this category. This fact,

coupted woth the distribution of response in the areas of 1-40 hours of work
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per week suggests a leesening of the tendency to equate work with activities

outside one's home.

3. Viewing Preferences: Days of Week, Times of Dav

Figures 4 and 5 compare the preferred viewing times during both the week
and the day between housewives and all other students. Both groups indicated
that the days Monday through Thursday are more preferable, but a stronger con-
centration in the preference of housewives is evident: 66.7 percent versus
51 percent.

Differences in the daily routines between housewives and all other stu-
dents are pointed out in selections of preferred hours for lesson viewing:
nearly 46 percent of housewives' responses are in the "1 p.m. - 4 p.m." cate-
gory (versus only 18 percent of other students' responses). The combined cate-
gories of early evening and evening (4~7 p.m. and 7-11 p.m.) received 84 per-
cent of the "all other students' response contrasted with 59 percent of the
housewives'.

Another way of comparing the viewing preferences cited by the two groups
1s in terms of the numbers of days and hours chosen: housewives indicated an
average of 3.3 days preferred for lesson viewing, all other students an aver-
age of 2.7. Distribution of housewlves' response to (categories of) times

preferred averaged 1.9 categories; 1.4 on the part of all other students.
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Preferred Days of Week for Lesson-Viewing:
Housewives vs. All Other Students
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4. Fducational Rackeround

Slightly more than one-third (35.8 percent) of the housewives sampled were
also enrolled in an on-campus course during Spring semester, 1973-74. This may
be compared to the 53 percent of all other students who were concurrently en-
rolled. Conversely, half the housewives sampled stated they do not consider
themselves students by any definition and slightly more than one-third (34.3
percent) of all other students are thus categorized.

Distribution of response to the question concerning the amount of education
completed shows that more housewives, proportionately, have had some college
experience (£3.5 percent versus 60.9 pevcent). The concentration of the res-
ponse, however, is greater in the area of "1 - 30 units completed” for them than

tor all other students in the spring sample: 42.1 percent versus 33.8,

5. Reason for Enrolling in a TV Course
Asked what the main reason for enrolling in a television course was, more

housewives indicate their primary concern is to earn credits. Table XXIII below.

All Other
Reason for Fnrollment Housewives Students
in TV Course
- % %

High School Credit .7 1.1
Credit Toward Degree 49.5 41.4
Professional Advancement 5.9 20.3
General Interest 41.0 30.1
Other 2.6 2.3
No Answer .3 4.8
Totals 100.0 100.0

Table XXITI
Reason for Enrollment in TV Course :
Housewives vs., All Other Students
spring, 1973-74
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In conducting another phase of student course evaluation--the student inter-
viewt ——we spoke with 73 TV studente, 21 of whom were housewives. When we asked
the primary reasons for enrollment in a television course, 63.5 percent--including
all the housewives sampled--indicated that "convenience' was the determining facror.
(The resilts of all student Interviews are discussed on pages 86 - 97.) This
chofce was not listed under "reasons for enrolling in a television course' in the
post-course gquestionnalre and {s unfortunate, considering the response 1t drew

from students interviewed during the scmester.

6. Completion Rates

Although more than two-thirds of the housewives sampled completed their tele-
vision course, {.e., took the final examination, they are not as a group quite
as likelv to finish courses as are all other students. The latter grouping indi-
cated a 75 percent completion rate; t at for housewives was 68.3. All but under
two percent in each grouping answered the question, i.e¢., ''Did you take the final
examination for this course?"

While completion rates and distribution of grades for all students enrolled
in Spring, 1973-74, television courses are examined later in this report, it can
be noted here that the percentage of those composing the spring TV student sample
who completed their course is tremendously higher thar that of the TV student
population itself: 73 percent versus 37.6 There would seem to be, then, a rather
high correlation between finishing 1 course and a disposition Lo angswer a ques-

tionnaire concerning {t,

Sources of Intormition About Television Courses

When asked how thevy first learned of the TV course(s) in which thev subse-
quent i earctied, the spring, 19774, stadent sample cited orf-campus source s
of information more frequentlv,  This response confirms the trend noted the pre-

]

vians tall semester,  Sigure b depnonatrates,

ERIC '

IToxt Provided by ERI
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70

60

50

40

Percentages

30

20

10

Spring Semester* Fall Semester* Spring Semester
1972-173 1973-74 1973-74

B on-campus sources
O off-campus sources

* A*Due to multiple answers by some respondents, percentages
exceed 100.

Figure 6
Sources of Information About Television Courses
Spring, 1973 Through Spring, 1974

When grouped according to whether the final examination was taken--and pre-
sumably, the course completed--TV scudent samples for each of the spring courses
{ndicated that a larger percentage of 'non-takers" (with the single exception of
Famtly Risk Manazement students) first learned of their course from an of /-campus

source. Table XXIV compares the distribution of their response.
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On~-Campus Of f ~Campus Combined
Spring, 1973-74 Sources Sources Sources
Television Courses '
n % n % n %

Anthropology

Exam Takers 90 39.1 140 60.9 230 100.0

Non-Takers 16 30.8 36 69.2 52 100.0
Freehand Sketching

Exam Takors 71 31.8 152 68,2 233 100.0

Non-Takers 24 27.3 64 17.7 88 100.0
Physical Geography

Exam Taikers 33 40.2 49 59.8 82 105.0

Non-Takers 10 43.5 13 56.5 23 100.9
Family Risk Management

Exam Takers 13 68.4 6 31. 6 19 100.0

Non-Takers 6 50.0 6 50.0 12 100.0
Sewing

Fxam Takers 11 30.6 25 69.4 36 100.0

Non-Takers 4 13.3 26 8h.7 30 100.0
All TV Courses--Totals 278 35.0 517 65.0 795 100.0

Fxam Takers 218 36.9 372 63.1 590 100.0

Non-Takers 60 29.3 1453 70.7 205 100.9

Table XX1V

On=Campus Sources

Sources of TV Course Information
Fxam Takers vs. Non-Takers

Spring,

1973-74

Examination of cn-campus sources of information shows that both exam takers

and non-takers cited 4 class schedule or brochure most often.

When grouped by

course enrollment, Lewerer, responses vary sufficiently to warrant demonstration

o

[
1
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Off-Campus_Sources BLST Gy - - o
TORNN
As Table ¥¥UT makes clear, a mailed brochure was the main source of off-
campas TV conrse information--for both takers and non-takers, although it was
cited more often by those noi taking the final examination. Word-of-mouth con-

{nes to be somewhat effective (the previous semester found one in every ten

student learningy of TV ¢ourses through a friend).

i ! I -7 =
Family
Category Freehand | thysical Risk l All
B I Anthropolog [ Sketching C.ooeraphy [Management ' Sewing | Courses
] -
. A A % 7 7
- o e
TV Announcement
Exarm Takers ‘L h 3.5 1.2 - 5.3 4.2
Yon=Takers .9 il.1 4.3 - 8.8 7.C
Radio Anncunceo- l
ment ' : '
Lxarm Takers A - - - : - .2
von-Takers - 1.1 - - - )
Newspaper
Advert isement
Fx i Takers 13.! 10.7 12.2 6.7 18.4 12.6
Nou-iakers 11.13 bl - 23.1 17.7 1:.7
Mail Bro huare !
f".!(él.'ﬂ I',tk-:rs ' 52..'. 28 5 305 had 395 29-2
Non-arers i 3.6 ! 41.] 43,5 - 38.2 18 0
i i
Fricnd l
Exam Takers ! “. ! 14.1% 13.4 - - 10,5
Non=Tabkers j 15.1 5.6 B.7 - 2.9 7.5
{
LXmlhinm! Svllr«‘("%;
Fxam o akers A0, 9 , h7. R 59.R 1A4.7 65.8 61.1N
Yon-T ke rs ! AT.Y | 73, 5.5 231 7305 67.1
NooANnSWer I
Fuam [akers ! - ! - A7.7 5.3 1.7
Yon-iakers L; 1.9 - l - 53.h 2.9 )

Table X¥VI

Ay Campus Scurcs s ot Infermation
iatribaticon of Respoase by Course Froollnent
Spring, 1973-74
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To fu:ither assess students' attitudes toward their TV course experiences,
we asked of them the follawing: whether thelr course was of direet assistance
at % time, whether thev would recommend a TV course to someone else, and whether
they themselves would enroll in another one. Distributicn of thelr response,
shown in Table XXVII, is grouped both by course enrollment and according to

whether they took the tinal examination.

Family
Cat eso Freehand | Physical Risk All
atesory Anthropology|Sketching |[Geography [Management |Sewing Courses
A pA % yA YA %
Students for Whom
TV Couvse Provided
Direvt Assistance
Exam Takers 66.5 84.4 52.4 72.2 92.1 73.1
Non-Takers 41.95 68.9 26.1 30.7 76.5 56.3
Students Recom
mendirng Course to
Othoarg
Fxam Takers 9. 4 95.1 74.4 86.1 97.4 90. 2
Non-Takers 83.7 93.13 60.9 69.2 85.3 85.9
Studeats Who Would
Fnroll {. Another
TV Course
Exam Takers | 87.4 94. 6 85.4 97.2 94.7 90.89
Non-Takers | BE.R 1 93.3 73.9 150.0 88.2 89.2

Table XXVII

Response:
Exam Takers vs. Non-Takers
Spring, 1973-74

As tle table inticates, there is little apparent relationship between whether

student: Teel their course was of direct assistance to them and thelr wliliingness

o~

both t - enroll in another and to recommend TV courses to scmeone else. In all of

the courses, a5 one aight cxpect, there s o higher correlation between students

3 ’
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taking ihe exam and perception of assistance from the course in question., Dis-
teitation of respod e tor the veography conrae shows that in all three arcas of
student evaluation, comparatively fewer students--those taklng the final exam

as well as those not taking it--endorsed the course.

I11. ST''DENT EVALUATION OF TELEVISION COURSES

This section nf the report ie concerned with student evaluation of television
coursen. The Jata were obtained through three types Jf sampling procedures: A
post-course qu-estionniire, two forms of a Course Diary, and stndent interviews
conducted mid=wav through the semester. These procedures are described in sone
detall on piges =5 of the report. 1t should be noted herc¢, however, that noue
of these respondent groups are mutually exclusive, {.e., an indetermirate number
of ;Ludonrs who returned a post-course evaluation also kept 4 form of the Course
Mary, and ail who compieted a student interview maintained the "A" form of the
diary.

inclulsd i tiis osection of the report are enrollment and completion figures
and data on erade distritations.  Lhese kionds of infornatien have been vsed in
the p.st o oo ooaparative basis between semestoers and 1s a measurement of stulents'
Actual vievenears in the conrses under consideration. Nf additional signfifi-
can e this semsrter fs the student eviluation process tor which the anthropoloov
SO de uTe o Lo e Wl E e oy pee 00 frodom o astrates that there Qs o
Giguitican' it oren o selween Dota the withdrawil rate and tae distribution 1

v

grades fonnd in Do s oples whioh sartiipated in some form of gtudent evaluaricn

d oring the semester ! those of the oontrel group.

:~.°.'_,11'mt ion

All crtonta whe were enrolied in the tive toelevision courses during Sprooo,

YT 3e T, were mai el g post-course questionnaire. Fight handred thirty six, or

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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25.9 percent, of the 3,720 enrollees returned the form. Table XXVIIT shows the
response arcording to ~nurse enrollment and those taking or failing to take the

final exam.

Family
Freehand| Physical Risk All
Anthropo!'ogy] Sketching |Geography [Management | Sewing Courses
Samnle Numher 281 314 107 49 72 836
Porcentage of
Fotal Course l
Enrol lnent 26.9 j 32.8 16.5 20.1 24.8 25.9
No. of Students ;
Taking Final
Exam 230 224 82 36 38 610
no. of Students
Not Taking Final
Exam 53 90 23 13 34 213
No Answer 3 8 2 - - 13

Table XXVIII

Post-Course Evaluation Student Sample
Distributicon bv Course Enrollment
Exam Takers vs. Non-Takers
Snring, 1973-74

One section of the post-course evaluation form requested students to rank
various aspects of the course on the foilowing scale: (1) bad, (2) poor, (3)
1dequate, (4) very ypood, (57 excellent. And, because a stuient who compl-tes
his conrse ‘takes the tinal examination) tends to assess his experience some-
what difterently, 11 responses were grouped according to whether or not the
final wias taken, Mean scores were then calculated frem the rank distribution

Hyohoth vroaps and are presented on oa comparative basis for each course.
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1. Anthropoloyv
o all but one ot the variables, the response of students who took the tinal
exaninat{ion tor this comse resulted in hipher mean scores than that of students
who did not. The single exception was that In which "non-takers” assigned a

higher ranking to "IV Lesaony” than did students who took the final.

T ‘W_Combinod
Exam Takers j Non-Takers g fcores
Saiple Number 230 } 53 : 383
tategory ! x i X ‘ X
1. Text ! 4. 24 [ 4.18 , 4.23
2. Svllabus ? 4.40 ! 4.18 4.36
.o Amonnt and kind of informatiorn ; !
provided by tceilitator 3.48 ! 3.74 ; 1. 86
A Ctontent ot Exams ‘ 3.94 | 3.75 \ 3.92
5 Scheduling of Fxams : 4.06 i 3.14 B B
h. Gradiny Procedures ; 3. 83 | 3.64 b 3.8
7. IV oTaessons: 4.29 i 4.40 4.1
H. Pace ot 7l Vo oLessons [4-0!0 } ‘3.94 4.03%
9, ::Vll!‘(lll‘(‘ ot TV Broade asts /4.01 } 3./48 '5.(,';f
10, Ouality of 1V Reception 4.05 ‘ 3.76 3.99
Ll Seope od balance of information i
presented in lesson ' 4.18 3.89 4.13
12, Relevines ol course materials
for vour oecds 4.16 3.82 4.10
Pd. Viitine experts and xuests on
TV lesson 4.5 4.07 4,22
14, Overall Academ™c baalitv 4.27 4.06 4.2%
19, Rating of thio course compiared
to others taken 4.16 3.78 4.00
—— e o L Lo RO 4 B - . i

Seales D)y bad, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (4) verv good, (5) excellent

———— e m e  wee . P - - — e m—— .. —— DS

Table XXIX

Mean Scores
Anthropology Post-Course Evodduation
spriny, 1973-74
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Frechand Sketching

Table XXX compares the ranking of course components by those taking the
final exam and those who did not. Tt will be noticed that, as was the case
with the anthropology student sample, non-t :kers in Freehand Sketching assigned

the onlv high ranking to "TV Lessons."
) 4

Combined
Exam Takers |Non-Takers Scores
Sample Number 224 i 90 214
_— SR U P SN —+
Category x ' X X
1. Text 4.139 4,27 4.37
2. Svllabus 4.31 4.05 4.25
3. Amount and kind of information
‘ provided tv facilitator 4.04 3.80 3.99
4. Coutent of Lxams 4.19 4.10 4.19
5. »scheauling of Exams 4.28 3.63 4.18
6. orading Procedures 4. 10 3.60 4.05
7. TV Lessons 4.36 4. 42 4.38
R, Pace of TV lLessons 3.68 3.40 3.61
9. Schedule of TV Broadcasts | 4.25 3.78 4,12
10. Quality of TV Reception 4.05 ; 4.03 4.05
11. Scope and bilance of information
prescented in lesson 4. 42 4.16 4.35
12. Relevance of course materials
for vour needs 4.35 4.07 4.27
13. Visiting experts and guests on
TV lesson 3. 94 3.51 3.87
14. Overall Academic Quality 4.37 4.14 4.31
19 Rating »f this course compared
to others taken 4.31 3.92 4.21
— —— - e ————

Scale: (1) bhad, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (4) very good, (5) excellent

Table XXX

Mean Scores
i'reehand Sketchitg Post-Course kvaluation
Seiing, 1973-74
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1. Physical Ceography

Physical Geography was the only spring television course to have heen of fered
during o previous semester. Table XXXI compares the mean scores where available
from both the Spring, 1972-73 and 1973-74 geography student samples,  Exam takers
trom beehavters ranked the majoritv of the course components hivher than did
those et »aning the final.  When the behavior of each set of cxam takers is con-

trasted, th e dtrom the latter sample ¢ave cight of the twelve variables avail-

able o cordeon g higher rankine.  Half of those compeonents received a lower
CANR ity 1 those not taking the exam in Spring, 1973-74. Non-takers from both

samples o igned the same mean scores to the content and scheduling o exams;
the ditference in rankine these two components, bowever, is greater between takers

and non-takers in Sorione, 1973=74 thom between those in the previooas samp b,

Guerall, Ceopraphy teceived o shightly more tavorable re: ponse the second
time it wa ottereds Megn scores o oateas sach o as the tanction of tive course
tacilitator and the compar-on tor Geopraphy with other courses taken indicate
that problems prosent {n Spring, 1972-73 were stils there in Spriag, 1975-74.
Perhaps most significant is the fact that any analysis of post-course student
response to the course—=both time it wan offered--occurs wholl: within the range

of the value of "3 (adequacy) only.

Table axXl tollows:

O
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0\ e "f- . K
b ‘ v\.li l.llun..lu)LL ‘.
kxam  Takers Non-Takers Combined Scores
sp.7 b Sp. 74 Sp. 73 Sp. 741 Sp. 73 Sp. 74
+
- b ) (Fe:) (23) (229) fin7
Cite ot ht X X X X
i nt - o d - 3.4 - 3.7
P, - A2 - 3.6 - 4.1
ot Stalor i
v b Dt ' I T L0 .1 ;.8 3.5 3.4
. vt L b §. 7 3.1 3.1 3.2 3. b
t i " ‘ L LI 3.2 1.2 3.4 3.
poe i R SRR N ) 1.6 3.0 3.2 3.4 $.h
o " N S J. b 3.4 3.2 3.4 3.
e ot e s I 3 3.0 3.9 1.1 3.9
« DR A A ‘ § J.u J.8 3.6 3.0 1.8
' e L et ior ¢ b7 3.9 3.0 3.9 3.7
i ) {or Yy t \ nt
BRSOl A f 1 Vst ) 4 Lo 3.?’\ 3.2 3-0 e
. Pes e b carae Mateng
- Vo Your Choeds oo - 5.5 - Ton
Vit Cxperts and
et S PSR T 1. j.h 3.9 1.5 1.4 3. h
) EEREAT S L Ll T } oo ;-() ‘-/‘ 3.1 1.6
i P, i R
l!r: t '[‘:' I~ “'t'L'{ § “ -‘5 3-3 }cl ‘-‘/‘ }-3
. — - 1
Scale: (U bad (U eoer, (3 adegiate, Gaodovery oo, 05) excellent
fable XXXI
Mean Scores
Physical Geography Post-Consse Evaluatiorn
sprinyg, 197.-74 4 Spring, 19773=-74
ae Pami! Y Tnagement
Stoaient . tariae toe find examination ranked twe-thinds ot the conrse vari-
1l o4 aieher lewe! than did students not takioy the final examination., HRea-
on corteing the aixher ranking by nen-takers tor twe aspects of the coursc
pre 1 et der tandinble Fie mean score ot 4.0 assigned to the information
SRR ! ra £ Plitater is Sased on the response of two people, beth
f owher toand the faciiitator casy to contact.  The remainder of those sampled

O
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wher did net take toe Tinal in Far fiv Risk Management had no occasion to contact
the taciticat.or. dother wartatic of cenrae evaluation=—that conceraing the
quality of IV reception==has ne necessarvy relationsiip to whether the respondent
teo% the tinal examination.

lihonet 30 percent of the stedents enrolled in Family Risk Management were
fv sited to mairtain a Course viary, <o few responded (finally, onlv sceven stu-
Wded from the following ccection of

Gent-d thai diseussion of this Jdata a8 exclwg

the repeort,

Combined
Exam Takers Non "hkers Scoure
Suanle Number 3h 13 l 49
PO .?---.‘_. - - ‘ -
CICEEER ! X R4 X
———— e e e et @ < = =+ ot —— e e i e - - e PRy GR— — —— -
1. P 3.47 Y
AT O T 4.00 | ' '
b, o emeeent o aoant oo informe: .
provid ol recjlitater 1,75 l o 5 \
e Tone P S rY 3.36 !
. 3.92 ! '
i
3.59 | ‘
] .
I e {‘.O : -~ -

£ 9 O

3.9
(‘o \" N c . A "r“-!‘l RN ’.R ' < .
O, vl o 00 beception 3.3 . coo

I, Soepe and uat e of inform oy i

presented in lesson . 3. Rb .l ' 3.0
12, Relevance of sourse materials ! i

tor vour needs '! 1. 91 3.R7 ! AU
Py, Visitiong oxperts and yoests on ! !

PV e e 1. A% 3.6 B
14, Owverall & adenmis Dunlity
15, Katiny of this course  oapared
to others taken 1.61 4.12 3.7

|

- ——— — — -

-
o <]
wt
&~
.
—
o~
s
x.
x

Seater (1) bad, (2) poor, (1) adequate, (4) verv good, (%) excellent

Pabhle NNNT
Mean Scores
Fami by Risk Management Post-Course Evaluation
Spring. 1973-74
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NSearly one=fourtin of the course aspects were assigned a higher ranking by
stade its who did not take the final examination. A mean score of 4.12 for "exams”
e ie refers ro the mid-term examination and suggests that whatover the ditfi-
A eocoanterod by the non-takers, they were alle to evaluate this teat oo

oo arad Tronits scheduling and grading aspects, both of which received a

Combined
Exam Takers Non-Takers Scores

- o — - ——— e [P —

Samp le Number 18 ! 14 72

e ——— e R I S
Category ‘ X i 3 X
. mam m m o M m e il A e e eeedm A et e & wmm < e e o - — ea .‘....Jr._-.._....._ o —— — B e e sl ——

. Text 3.64 2.64 3.14
Swliabnas 3. 34 3.17 3.29

- by

. Amoant and wind of {ntormation
provided by facilitator 4.13 4.00 4,272
4. fontent ot Fxams 3.97 4.12 4.00
5. Scheduling v fxams 3.97 3.62 3.88

b

OGraoting VProow bares 4.09 3.75 4,02
Too TNV Tesson, 4.14 4,22 4,17
5.0 P ol DY e asens 3.74 | 3.19 3.51
4. schedule o TV Broaleasts 4.05 3.83 3,96

10, ouaiity of TV Reception 4.08 3.77 3.94%

11, Seope and balanes of information

presented in lesson 3.94 3.75 1.86

: of conrse material:

For vour needs 3.86 31.87 3.86

——
r

.
A
<
-
-
P

VLV itine experts and psnests oon |

"V leesse 3.97 i +.19 4,04
14, Derer v Soadenio "‘;lli',fv' 419 4.15 4,18
P, Fatineg p this o oarae conpared

tovhers ke, 4.07 3.86 1,96

e e L. U S,

voales oy had, o roor, () adoquate, (4) very good, (5) excellent

Pabkle YXXITI

Mean Scores
Sewineg Vout-=Course Evaluation
Soring, 1973-74
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Nenstarers sampled tree the sewing clags, as well as non-takers from all
classes but wecacrapns, assiced the o vardanle IV Lesson o atcher ranking than
did thoes who toos the final exaaiaation. The onlv explanation at hand is at
best ters tive,  Stooring frem remarks proffered by anthrenodogy students onldy,
Cvoc s esr et Vit iom, Some of the anthrepo eyt

frtere e st the s Lessens to have what could he termed o hieh Tentert oo

tact o, e 0w e cived Bt be osemewhat distractine,

"t dinteresting to note thar, asked if they maintained a Course Diary
during the sernwester, 23 percent of 4l students sampled through the post-cour .
questionaaire {ndicated they had. Woen compared with the number of student- who
Aid i it keep one or the other form of the diary, thig response can only b
termed wildle inaceurate. And, sirce all questiconnaires were returned on an
anonvsous ki, one can only speculate on the reasons prompting a respoase
[peonsistont ~th rhe aetual foeares Cooe Takt o 1),

Staderts who 1id maintain one or the oth-r form of . “ourye Diary rainke
variots  crree oomponent- on o4 lesson=ty=lesoon basis,  Thnoe meny of the same
variables were alac ranked By the post=ccurss student sample on an coverall basis,
we have comnarsl these responses i order to see §0oany significant differen. s
existed,

Additional purpeses to which data gatbered trom Course Diaries have been

put are descrihed o v ilows;,

. 1 1
e vion Anvady

*
As 4 means ol identifving those lessons  within each course under consi-

deration wni "owere rited substantiaclly above and Lelow average by the student s

Titles of vach tesson are sdven in tad! in Appendices H through .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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keeping Course Diarfes, a criterfon level was established for each of the ten
evaluition criterion. The {nterval was set as one standard deviation above and
beelow the mean course evalvation score for that criterfon. All lesson evaluaticen
seores falling outside that interval are considered to be sufficiently better
or worse than the average seore to warrant attention. Instances of lesson
cvaluations which tall outside the established criterion levels ate discussed
aloag with cach course presentation,

when combining several criterfa to form more general evaluation scales, the
mean scores for oeach criterion were added together. The standard deviation for
the resulting ageregate scale is alculated by surming the variances of each cri-
terton included in the scale and then taking the square roet of the sum. We de-
signed two catezories ¢f this tvpe: one which contains aspects of the lesson

itself TV Lesson Criteria) and one which includes materials supplementing the

lesson (Reading friteria). Data obtained from this procedure are presented {n Tahleg

L oand LIt TV Lesson Components: (Content, Scope & Balarmce, Face, Overall Aca-
demiv tuality: Phesicoal Ceography, Freenand Sketching, Anthropology; Spring,

1974-74," (page 78) aad "RKeading Components: Text & Syllabus; Phvsical Ceogra-

phv, Frechand Sketcehing, anthrepoloav; Spring, 1973-74." (page 79).

arse Viewive Patterns

Strrlent s who kept tioe 8" dnrs or the Course biarvy furnished the following
intorroarion oo owhat mav be termed TV stadent Ulosson-viewing behaviory! the
Harae. gav, time, channel, and lecation of each lessoa being evaluated., 11 thy

i Se.ons time, the same intormation was vbhtained. These Jd.ota
Sreseated tor o each course and, retflesting oo they do student lesson=viewiay
e e e e e e sty b St e e s comprred weie e it
sation eathered cnostadent viewing preferences (bv davs of the week and times

duringe the v,

.
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SOURCES OF INFORMATION
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1. TPhysical Geography

Fable XXXIV shows the mean scores assigned to those course components asked
ahoeut in the Course Diary, as well as those--where present--trom the post-course
cvaduation sample,  Both text and syllabus were assigned a slightly lower rating
v othose keeping the (ourse Diary; the balance of course vartables available for
comparison, with the excepticn of that for "Visiting Experts and Cuests,' are
ranked higher by diary keepers. With regard to!.. Experts and Guests ...! most
of the geography students sampled in the post-course evaluation indicated this
aspect of the course was ''not used or observed,' while lesson analysis revealed

that the size of response from Course Diary keepers fell sharply for this vari-

able in all lessons except numbers 5, 8, 14, 18, 24, 28, and 37.

Course Diary | Post~Course
Evaluation Evaluation
Category
X X
a) Content of TV Presentation 3.81 -
b) Pace of TV Presentation 3.54 3.25
¢) Relevance of TV Presentation
to Course 3.93 -
d) Text 3.59 3.68
e) Syllabus 3.83 4,08
f) Technical Quality of TV
Presentation 3.70 -
g) Scope and Balance of Information
Presented in TV Lesson 3.73 3.54
h) Visiting Experts and Guests {n
TV Lesson 3.43 3.57
i) Rating of Lesson Compared with
Nthers {n Course 3.71 -
§)  Overall Academic Quality of Lesson 3.73 3.60
scale: (1) bad, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (4) very good, (S5) excellent
Tahle XXXIV
Mean Scores
Comparison of Course Dfarv Fvaluations

cand Post=fanrse Stodent Fualuations

s .
e TADDY
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- - - e ~1F_...,_.__.. e - - . -..T- . :IA—
Boedevance of Text svllabus
Les<on Sarple dentent of ‘ Piace of TV | Presentation ©  Readings Readings
Nt .o Preseptation | Presentation to Conrso  for lesson for Course
vimoer T jo s - - » ’ - - ————
! | v ¥ v
| . , _ —
o= 3 N0 Resaome ! i
' b ; 533 - 1,75 1,50 _—
3 x Vo ' Lo+ 1. K9 + ‘
! T .00 -
P + PR B [
- X "o T s '
4 ! YR L, 4 1.85 LLni
', S by 0 3.78 bt
i ! LT . ). A 0 07 1. h2 .. 09
! ' N R AU IS 3. 8¢ Lo
13 0 1,2 Lo 3.6 3.7
. : , Jom - 29k - 3.ht - S v
iy A , SRR 3.0 4.1 + L.04 + YL
I AR l j.u) AR L. 00 3.83 3., 9k
7 S ; h. ok 76+ ho12 3.90 + 3.87
1< ) | L0 1. hR 4.09 3. 81 1.9)
1 N 3.9 165 3.93 3.80 4. 9%
i 2. G009+ 3.77 + 4.00 3. 82 IRE
21 L §. A ¢ 3.89 3. 71 1.67
22 2) ‘ 3.50 - 3,42 3.65 - 3.55 3,54 -
23 20 ' 1,55 - 3.42 3.65 - 3.68 3.59 -
24 21 3. 76 1.AS 1.95 3.32 - 1.61 -
25 4 g 3.79 3.57 3.93 3.57 ‘ 3. 85
26 14 | A0+ 3.64 4.00 3. 86 4,15 +
27 4 : 3.71 1.50 3.69 - 3. 86 4.00
28 19 - 3.79 1.32 - 706 3. 56 .82
2 1h i 3.5 - 3.4 3.79 3.47 3.73
30 13 3. 62 1.54 3.92 3. 62 3.92
1 18 3.59 V.24 - 3.78 3.20 - 1.50 -
K 16 3.50 - 3,17 3.75 3.33 - 1,62 -
13 4 3. 79 3. 36 3.79 3.6 - 1.62 -
| 12 4. 00 3.67 4.00 3.45 3.60 -
35 13 3. RS 3.5% 3. 85 3. 50 3.67
16 1) 5. 90 3. h0 1.90 3.50 3.50 -
37 1h 4,00 3.56 4.19 + 3. 80 “.07 +
o 17 V. 7h 1,59 3. K8 3,47 3. 8RR
1 15 3.79 3.57 4.07 3.57 ‘ 1. 85
40 16 3,75 V.37 .62 - 3.37 - 1.93
41 1A yo4h - 3.60 - 3.56 - 3.62 ' 3.87
H2 13 3.9 .62 3.85 ' 3.77 ! 4HoDR +
A3-45 No Responeae
—_— . 4 . ) : I S
Criterion Vg (59 = 404 | 336 - 371 0 374 - 412 1342 - 3URR 365 - 4.0]
— i | .

Table Xx}Y s continoed on the next paine.
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_ aaad
Rating of
Scope L Rat. Visiting Lesson Merall
co hideal ot oante, Experts & compared w/ Vo ademic
e ode N L T sonted freats din i Others vaality
- ' :'I‘wrét-n'{ alaon tro LV Tesson iV Presentation 1 fourse 2l benson
P o et e i e i st mn e e e c-#'—-- N f— .
R S X ! ¥ ! x
b e o i . R SRR SR oo =
| . ‘ y, 4 L v, 3.7 % . hi
) A 10 jo” Lo12 + Loty
' b0 Ao+ VI hol2 + AUl 4
v ! 3.93 + .67 3.00 3.64 3.80
® I 3.7 1. 06 4,31 + 3.81 : §.62
Rl Lo . 38 - .60 0.00 3.67 1.67
in v 3,82 3.50 - 3.75 3.60 3.80
! i 4.00 + 3. 87 3.75 .87 | .80
1. 14 S.12 + 3.93 3.75 4.06 + 3.93
" 24 }.87 3.92 3.71 1.92 4.00 +
0 25 3,572 .12 - 2.64 2.96 - 3.24 -
15 25 1.80 3. 38 3.75 31.80 3. 88
16 25 3.52 .67 2.8) 3.72 1.96 +
17 3 3. 84 3. K87 2.86 3.80 7.88
18 e 3.73 1. 91 3.95 31.95 3.95 +
19 -0 3,45 - 3.75 1.25 3.80 3.80
2 ol 3.77 3. 584 1.60 3.91 3.77
51 19 3.6) 3. 68 3.00 3.63 3.53
22 20 3.50 - 3.50 - 3.40 3.35 - 3.50 -
:; 20 3. 60 ) 1.595 3.00 3.50 ; 3.60
o 2 3. 81 i 3. 90 5.79 + 4,10 + 3.86
25 14 3.6% 3. 86 3.25 3.71 ' 31.79
;6 14 3,93 + ! 3. 93 31.33 4.00 + 4.07 +
;7 [ .50 - [ 3. 64 31.67 3.43 - 31.64
ER P 3. K4 ! 3. 74 3.37 31.37 - 3.58
29 ' h 3. 50 - | 3.64 3.50 3.60 3.60
30) ¥ 3.90 ! ). €2 3.00 3,54 .62
31 - 3,32 ! 3.71 3. 00 1.59 3.59
12 in .37 - ‘ 3.3 3.0 3.50 1.50 -
b3 ! 3,77 3.8 - .00 3.50 3.64
34 ) 3. 50 - i Gody o+ h. 06 + 3.92 4.00 +
5} 13 1. hG ‘ toh 5.00 + 1. 54 3.62
Ik ) .00 - 1. 40) 3.00 + 1. /0 3.60
17 P A j.41 4.00 + .19 4,00 4+ 3.94 +
3; 17 §.5h 31.59 3.29% 3.53 3.41 -
19 . 4,79 3,71 1,50 3.57 3.57
WO h VoA 3,56 3.00 3. 69 3.56
4l Ih TR 1.5k 267 3. 56 3. 40
Ve 'y §.7° 3,002 2013 3.69 1. 69
T T T e
T ' - - A vyl DLt L0y f?."AF e T AN A D

Fable WY
Yean sorea, Geographe

Lo analvsis, Spring, 1973-74




As the previous table tllustrates, the most striking examples of lesson
cvaloat ot ot aaide the catantished criterion range arve:
Rated consdtently Blyh
Lesson So. 5 "The duaking Farth”
L NoL b S Faultine and Folding"
"ot tor U oatherine of Rocks'

Ledson e, Jh: o "Latent knerpy of the Atmosphere”

lesson So. 37: "Soil Formation Processes'

Rated consistently low

-——— ——

i.-sson No. l4: "Erosfon-leveling by Gravity"

Lesson No, 22: "Solar Encrgy and the Earth's Response”

Lessans fn which three or more variables fell below the established cri-
terion range are:

Lesson So. 23 "The Air We Breathe"

Lesson Noo 270 "Clouds: Sign Yosts Aloft”

Lesson Yo, 31 "Catastrophic Weather"

Lesson No. 2{ "Crimatic Pattems of the Low Altitudes”

Lesson No. 33 "Middle and High Latitudes Climatic Patterns"

Lesson Mo, 41: "Major Vegetation Patterns of the Biosphere”

The frequency with which ranking of course variables, when constdered in

terms of the course overall, fell outside the established criterion levels is

demonst rated in Table XXVI along with their "high = low' distribution.
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T ) o Frequency of Above Below
CAtego Ty Occurance Outside]| Criterion Criterion
' Criterion Level Level Level
A 7 i
Lr ot et o Sy entatten ? 30.8 50.0 50.0
S T Presentat bon 25.6 40.0 (0.0
) Felevares of TV Presentation
te Course 30.8 50.0 50.0
d) Text Realdings for Lesson 28.2 44.5 54.5
=) Svllabus Readings 33.3 38.5 hl.5
f) Technical Quality of TV
Presentation 0.8 33.3 66.7
g) Scope and Balance of Information
Presented fn I'V Lesson 20.5 50.0 50.0
h) Visiting Fxperts and Guests in
TV Presentation 17.9 85.7 14.3
) Rating of ris Lesse = ompired With
Others in iLurse 25.6 60.0 4n. 0
) Overaly Sooulend. atdey o Lesson J» 10.8 66.7 33.3
e e SR S

Fable XXXV

pescription:

Frequensy of

Decursnce Jutslde Critoerion Level

Physi o al Ceography Spring, 1473-74

YTV Lessoa oriterta’ and "Reading Criteria,” ror

Phesical cecvrarhe are presented in Tables Loand LT in conjunction with those

ander consideration,

N sy
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Days of Week Times of Day
——ge— e g e— . A,
Mon. | Tue. | Wed. |Thurs. |Fri. | Sat.|] Sun. AM. |P.M. {Eve.
x )AL 4 A )4 b4 4 A 4 4
- IR . 4 SR | S
|
Actual Viewing ; ‘
Behavior !
(Course Diary) 24.9 .81 18.7 b :16.1 .21136.2 9.31]164.0] 22.9
Viewing ' Tﬁ i
Preferences
(Post=-Course i
Evaluation) 19.4118.7]115.1] 15.8 18.617.9 14.4 41.9 6.8 51.3

Table XXXVIII

Distribution of Response
Viewing Behavior vs. Viewing Preferences
Geography, Spring, 1973-74

The number of Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday viewings shown in the distri-

bution of stuadent lesson=viewing (Table XXXVII) were shown to be among those which

occurred at campus media centers.  All other viewings, with virtually no exceptions,

took place in students' own homes. Approximately 6.4 perceat of the time, Physical

Geography was seen on KABC, Channel 7; 87 percent on KOCE.

2. Freehand Sketcehing

nnnnnn

I presents the mean scores assivned by Ceurse Diary keepers to vari-

Ous courae cemponeats, as well as those--where presert--from the post-course cvalu=

ation sample. AL variables available for comparison were assigned a higher mean

score by he posteconrse evaluaters.  With regard to "Visiting Experts and Guests,”

most o of these st ats fadicated this aspect of the course was "Not Used o Oh-

erve 7w e dary students lett the space blank exeept for lessons 2}

and 250 AL Lenoon anadvsis for Frochand sketoning shows (Table XL, pp. 58-59 ),

iy were assiyned sean o ccores of 4,08 and 4000 respectively,



Course Diary Post-Course
Fvaluation Evaluation
Category
X ; X
|
a) Content of TV Presentation 4.17 ) -
b) Pace of TV Presentation 3.59 3.61
c) Relevance of TV Presentation
to Course 4,32 -
d) Text 4.03 ; 4.37
i
e) Syllabus 4.08 i 4.25
|
f) Technical Quality of TV !
Presentation 3.88 g -
}
g) Scope and Balance of Information !
Presented in TV Lesson 4.03 i 4.35
h) Visiting Experts and Guests in |
TV Presentation 1.57 l .87
1) Rating of Lesson Compared With f
Others in Course 4.01 -
1) Overall Academic Qualfity ~f Lesson 4.00 4.31
Scale: 1) bad, (2% poor, (3) adequate, (4) very good, (5) excellent

Table XXXIX

Comparison ot Course

Diary Evaluations

and Post-Course Student Evaluations
Frechand Sketching

Spring,

1973-74

57
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Freehand Sketching
Lessor. Evaluation

|
’ Relevance of Text Svlilabus
1 Contenc of Pace of TV |Presentation Readings Readings
e880n | Sample L p )
Number | Sumbe r ' resentation | Presentation to Course for Lesson for Course
; =T
- X X X i X X
L 1 i
v i T
1 14 ho6h + 3.71 4.62 + 4.00 4.00
2 17 ; 4 47 + 3.71 4.59 + 3.70 - 4.00
3 29 4. 43+ 3.48 4.59 + 4.12 4.12
4 26 4.37 + 3.56 4,65 + 4.20 4.07
5 32 4.10 . 3.25 - 4.53 + 3.95 4.10
6 32 ‘ 4.13 3.03 - 4.52 3.95 4.00
7 38 4,30 3.38 4o b6 | 3.96 4.10
8 318 4.37 +a | 1.73 4.39 3.87 4.05
9 35 4. 11 3.29 - 4. 34 3.84 4.06
10 32 4.29 1 3.72 4.37 3.85 4.00
11 33 4.09 \ 3.33 - 4.48 3.95 3. 94
12 35 4, 31 : 3. 74 4. 43 3.95 s 4.18
13 38 4.18 - 3.66 4.37 3.95 4,130
14 34 4.24 3.65 4. 41 4.00 4.18
15 15 3.91 - 3. 46 4. 24 4.14 ? 3.91 -
16 29 4. 07 3. 44 4. 31 4.17 i 4.37
17 26 4,12 3.43 4.15 4.05 ! 4.23
18 23 4.13 3.61 4.22 4.21 ' 4.25
19 26 4,15 3.52 4.20 3.94 | 4.29 +
20 25 4.22 3.35 - 4,17 4.12 I 4.15
21 26 4.19 3.85 + 4.27 1.81 - | 4,12
22 20 4. 10 3. 80 4. 40 3.85 i 4.00
23 26 3. 96 - 3.58 4.08 - 4.07 1 3. 94
24 2h .88 - 3.62 4.12 4.14 , .07
25 27 4. 00 3,63 4,11 - 4.25 + ' 4. 06
26 20 410 3.85 + 4,00 - 4.26 + 415
27 15 413 3.73 4.13 Gkt + | 4oan t
28 16 4. 16 .87 + 4.31 4,36 + 4,14
29 'y J. 8 - 3,47 3.82 - 3.77 - 1,70 -
§i) 20 l 4.27 4,24 + 4.3 , 3.83 3.67 -
1 N 4 — -
Criterion Kange 4.00 = 4,55 i;.xn - YAl A0 12 - 452 j‘3'“7 - 4,23 | dar <25

Lab e XE 0 continued on the next page.
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e
Rating of
Scope & Bal. Visiting Lesson Overall
Lesson |Sample Technical of Info. Experts & Compared w/| Academic
Number |Number OQuality of TV Presented Guests in Othe .2 Quality
Presentation in TV Lesson|TV Presentatioﬂ in Cuurse of Lesson
X X X X X
1 14 4.07 + 4.23 + 0.00 4,43 + 4.08
2 17 4.06 + 4.19 + 0.00 3.82 - 3. 94
3 29 4,14 + 4.11 0.00 4.19 4.31 +
4 26 4.04 | 4.16 0.00 4,21 + 4.19 +
5 32 3.91 3 3.97 0.00 3.90 4.00
6 32 3.75 3.90 0.00 3.82 - 3.90
AT 4.05 3,97 1.50 4.27 + 4.19 +
8 | 38 4.00 i 4.05 2.00 4.30 + 4. 14
9 ¢35 3.71 - ; 4.11 0.00 3.71 - 3.97
10 Y 3.91 ! 4.25 + 0.00 4. GS 4.16
11 L33 4.03 ! 4,03 0.00 3.87 4.03
12 35 : 3.91 : 4.24 + 0.00 4.23 + 4.15
13 ' 38 : 3.97 ! 4.19 + 0.00 3.97 4.16
14 34 ! 3.79 i 4.18 0.00 3.91 4.06
15 35 2 3.78 i 3.81 - 0.00 3.94 4.00
16 29 ; 3.93 ; 3.93 0.00 4.11 4.21 +
17 .26 3.76 : 3.74 - 0.00 3.83 3.83 -
18 P23 3.73 ; 4. 09 0.00 4.05 4.14
19 .26 3.96 4,04 0.00 3.92 3.96
20 {25 3.92 4.08 0.00 3.92 4.00
21 26 4.00 ' 4.16 4.08 + 4.15 3.96
22 20 3.60 - ' 4.00 0.00 4.00 3.79 -
23 26 3.76 3.88 3.00 + 4.00 3.71 -
24 26 3.58 - 3. 88 5.00 + 3.81 - 3.68 -
25 27 4.00 4. 04 1.00 3.80 - 3. 85
26 20 3.90 4.00 1.00 3.89 3.84
27 15 4.13 + 4.00 0.00 4.14 3.93
28 16 ' 3. 81 3.93 2.00 4.06 (.07
29 17 ! 3.47 - 3.65 - 4.00 + 3.75 - 3.76 -
30 | 22 J 3.91 N 4. 05 4.26 + 4.29 + 4.20 +
_Criterion Range 3.72 - 4.05 J 3.88 - 4.18 | N.64 - 2.50 3 - 4.20 |3.8B4 - 4,17

Table XL

Mean Scores
lLesson Analysis:

Spring,

Freehand Sketching
1973-74
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As the preceding table illustrates, only one lesson was rated consistently
high and one consistently low: No. 1, "Drawing as an Undeveloped Resource,” and
No. 21, "Touchstones, Research and Appreciat‘on," respectively.

Lessons in which three or more variables were rated above the established
criterion range are:

Lesson No. 2: '"Elements of Drawing"

Lesson No. 3: "Alignment"

Lesson No. 4: '"Shading as Darkness'

Lesson No. 30: "uUtilization'"

Lessons in which three or more variables fell below the established criterion
range are:

Lesson No. 9: '"Six Levels of Drawing'

Lesson No. 15: 'Vertical and Perpendicular"

Lesson No. 23: 'Shading and Shadows"

Lesson No. 24: ''Looking Up"

The frequency with which ranking of course variables, when considered in terms
of the course overall, fell outside the established criterion levels is demonstrated

in Table XLI along with their "high - 1low'" distribution.
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L
Frequency of Above Below
Category Occurance Outsidef{Criterion Criterion
gor Criterion Level Level Level
—— - -
4 4 X
—
@) Content of Presentation 30.0 55.6 44.4
b) Pace of TV Presentation 26.7 37.5 62.5
c) Relevance of TV Presentatfion
to Course 30.0 . 55.6 44.4
]
d) Text Readings for Lesson 23.3 f 57.1 42.9
e) Sylladbus Readings 13.3 b 25.0 75.0
i
f) Technical Quality of TV
Presentation 26,7 50.0 50.0
[}
g) Scope and Balance of Information t
Presented in TV Lesson 26.7 62.5 37.5
h) Visiting Experts and Guests in ‘
TV Presentation 16. 7 100.0 -
1) Rating of this Lesson Compared With
Others in Course 40.0 50.0 50.0
J) Overall Academic Quality of Lesson 33.3 50.0 50.0
Table XLI
Description:
Frequency of Occurence Outside Criterion Level
Freehand Sketching
Spring, 1973-74
The evaluation scales, "TV Lesson Criteria" and "Reading Criteria," for Free-

hand Sketching are presented in Tables L and LI, in conjunction with those for

the other courses under conside-ation.
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Days of Week K Times of Day
Mon. | Tue. | Wed. |[Thurs.] Fri.|Sat. ]Sun. AWM. |PUM, Eve.
" | RN EE L %
j |
Actual Viewing ! ' ’
Behavior : i ' . .
(Course Diary) | 28.3 22.3" 19.5/ i6.4 - |12.5 - - 79.8 (16.7
Viewing i |
Preferences ?
(Post-Course ; , P
Evaluation) 17.7{ 21.9' 19.7; 20.3 16.8 8.1 j5.5 | 26.8 |51.4 [21.8
I l USEY IR S

*Concentrated between 3:00 - 6:00 p.m.
#%62 percent of this response is concentrated in the area of 4:00 p.m. and after.

Table XLIII

Distribution of Response
Viewing Behavior vs. Viewing Preferences
Freehand Sketching, Spring, 1973-74

Virtually all Freehand Sketching students sampled through the Course Diary
viewed their lessons at home; only in isolated instances did they use campus media
centers' facilities.

As Table XLIT indicates, some portion of the student sample found it neces-
sary to view lessons a second time. This information reflects students' concemrn
(discussed in the "Studeat Interviews" section of tne report) with the rapidity
of lesson pace. Many said they solved this problem, in effect, by watching the
lessons again. There is no correlation between those lessons which contained as-
pects ranked cither above or below established criterion levels ( p. 61) and sizable

numbers of recorded second viewings.

3. anthropology (Course Diary Forms A and B)

Phee s orocednre by owhich Y student o samples were obtained for these two forms

ot Course Diary cvaluation is discussed on pp.3-5 of the report. Figure 7, page 47,




{l1lustrates the sources of information for each of the course variables which
anthropology students were asked to rank.

Not only have additional data been provided for this course (through the
device of the Course Diary "B" form), but the evaluation procedure was as well
the basis for a study,the results of which are discussed in the section, "IV
Course Completion Rates and Grade Distribution.”

Table XLIV shows the mean scores assigned to those course components inquired
after in “oth forms of the Course Diary, as well as thogse--where present--from
the post-conurse evaluation sample. In all aspects of measurement to which both
forms of the diary were iddressed, a higher ranking was assigned by those main-
taining the '"B" form of the diary. In those arcas for which there is a response
from the post-course student sample, the mean scores are higher than those as-
signed by the "B" form diary kcepers.

Table XLIV follows:




Course Diary | Course Diary ] Post-Course

Category "A" Form "B" Form Evaluation

x X X

Content of TV Presentation 3.94 4.24 -

Pace of TV Presentation 3.80 4.00 4.03

Relevance of TV Presentation

to Course 3.94 4.25 -

Text Readings .81 4.07 4.23

Syllabus Readings 3.83 4.27 4.36

Technical Quality of TV
Presentation 4.00 4.09 -

Scope and Balance cf Informaticn
Presented in TV Lesson 1 3.88 4.02 4.13

Amount of Information Presented |
in Lesson - 3.98 -

Organization of Ideas Presented
in Lesson - 4.11 -

Visiting Experts and Guests in
TV Lesson 3.90 4.14 4,22

Rating of this Lesson Compared
With Others in Course 3.79 4.03 -

Overall Academic Quality of
Lesson 3.91 4.03 4.23

Scale: (1) bad, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (4) very good, (5) excellentAA

—— . i = et e o % e f . e o sa—a s e b o —

Table XLIV

Comparison of Course Components:
Course Diary Forms A and B, Post-Course Evaluation
Anthropology, Spring, 1973-74
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Sources ol Intormation

Course Diary

T TR
[ IR
A
Visttang Experts & Guests
i TV Presentation
' ’
'.o-.T.
- e
' sy tiabus Tesccne
| ]
. - .
. odcope & Balanve
Informarion :n TV l[esson
[ ]
[ ]
Conten! ot TV Lesson —‘.L
o 4 o
LI |} _ [ ]
* q OQverallt Acaden, e Quality
' Sl lLesson .
[ ]
o g .
' L ] o
- ol TV Presenraton
L ]
® 9 8 o
. . ’
ol Quattty ol TV e asan
L I Y
® o g o
f ; Hewve st oy o TV Presentarnion
cee oo Coury e
® 9 o @
S e 00 Pat . ol thia Lesson
® e s e cmpared vaOrhers gn Course
o 9 0 o
® o o o g
O Amaonnt o1t Inlormation
e o . .
9 @ : Pre vrredg g TV Lesson
® 9 v » .
® e e e Orcantzation of Tdeas
. . . . . Ay .
00 o o Presvnted 1000 TV Lessan
LI N} ]
s 00 08

Figure 8

Yources of Information:
rvaluarion Procedures
for
voohropology
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Anthropology
Legson Evaluation
Course Diary "A" Form

Relevance of Text Syllabus
Content Pace of TV |}Presentation Readings Readings
Lesenn  Sample .
. . Preseatation | Presentation to Course for Lesson for Course
Number  Number |
X X X x X
| T S N R
I - » No Response)
b g } LR+ .12 + 4.12 4.50 + 4.12 +
7 30 4,00 3.66 4.246 + 4.07 + 4.00 +
B 31 4013 3.87 4.26 + 4.19 + 4.00 +
9 i 4020+ 3.91 4.16 3.90 3.87
10 i 3.94 b.06 4.03 3.90 3.87
i i o) 3.72 3.87 3.94 3.72
12 ) 4.4+ 4.09 + 4.15 3.84 3.76
13 ' : 3. A8 3.68 3.96 3.79 3.67 -
14 20 | 31.96 3.73 4.04 3.54 - 3.88
15 AR 3,64 - 3. 68 3.68 - 3.84 3.92
1A s .57 - 3.H5 3.71 - 3.57 - 3.67 -
17 ! .90 3.64 3.90 3.45 - 3.82
I 2 WA 3.48 - 3.86 3.81 3.81
19 ' _ v, 00 3.R7 4.17 4.04 3.92
20) o RN 3.57 4.15 3.81 4.00
21 5.9 3.R7 3.58 - 3.73 3.78
o) ' ' 3.82 2.76 3.62 1.68 -
23 L9y 4.05 4.05 3.47 - 3.90
24 ) LR 3.32 - 3.84 3.84 3.58 -
25 : .09 4.09 + 4. 00 3.73 3.82
26 ! 4. 01) 3.78 3.87 3.73 3.91
7 f 3,47 - 1.35 -~ 3.41 -~ 3.88 3.71
2K o .31 3.67 3.57 - 3.52 - 3.71
29 i Hho17 4.22 + 4.06 3.83 3.83
30 e G036+ 4.29 + 4.14 3.71 3.93
Criterion o 3,68 ~ 4.20 | 3.55 - 4.06 |3.72 - 4.17 | 3.58 - 4.04 | 3.71 - 3.96

Tibhlee 7Y 15 cantinmed on the next page
p
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69
{ Rating of
Scope & Bal. Visiting Lesson Overall
Lesson  Sample Technical E of Info. Experts & Compared w/ ' Academic
Vumgvr Numbe r Quality of TV. Presented - Cuests in Others Ouality
' Presentation ' i{n TV Lesson!TV Presentation| in Course of Lesson
e e - o : ) RREEE S - v mam
, X 4 X X X
e aiamiam o e . . - cd . e —
1 - 5 No response
6 8 . 4.50 + 4.12 + 5.00 + 4.29 + .25 +
7 10 ; 4.18 3.83 3.59 .83 4.07
8 31 4. 23 4.07 3.90 3.90 | 4.19 +
9 32 4.%9 + .09 + 3.68 4.10 + i 4.22 +
10 31 4. 27 + 3.94 3.93 3.97 | 3.97
11 32 4.29 + 3. 84 4.10 3.71 3.94
12 13 .33 + 4.27 + 4. 41 + 4.25 + 4.22 +
13 28 4. 04 3.93 4 26 3. 64 3.96
14 25 3.96 3.81 4.12 3. 62 3.85
15 25 3.88 3.80 3.65 3.62 3.83
16 23 3.91 3.7 .45 - 3.70 3.83
17 21 4.15 4.00 3.76 3.91 ' 3.91
18 21 4.10 .71 3.65 3.62 3.71
19 24 j.el - .83 3.8 3.92 1.87
20 21 3.95 3.76 3.79 3.67 3.41
21 24 1.91 3.75 3.50 - .62 31.83
22 22 1. 86 3.77 3. 62 3.59 1.82
R AR 3. 89 4.00 4.1 3.90 4,015
20 19 J.6l - 3. 79 31.59 31.95% j.h3 -
25 23 4. 00 4.00 3,77 3./8 j.R7
Jh 23 D005 o0 1,85 }.02 - V.04 -
27 17 1,56 - ST - 1. k7 3,29 - . 5% -
28 2l 1,59 - 1oh - 1, 44 .80 - J.50 -
29 'Y 3R 4.0k . 3. 87 .0k 4 3 w1l
19 14 4. 00 414+ f PV § PR ! I
——— = - ‘ B i -
Criterion h it .7 - 82 §.70- L7 I YA A T A WIS TP S S S I S s ER AN I
- l | I S

Mean Yeoores
Lesson Snalwaiss Anthropelogy
LR}

VO e BEERE L) ”.'\. Fovre.
Sprine, 1973274
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As table XLV {llustrates, students keeping the "A" form of the Course Diary
ranked the tollowing lessons consistently hight

Lesson No. 6 "Primate Behavior”

Lesson Ne. 120 "Ethnographic Fieldwork”

Lesson Noo 30: "Anthropology Today"

Those ia which three or more variables were ranked abeve the established cri-
terion Yovels are:
Lesson No. 70 "Paleolithic Era"

Lesson No. 8: 0 "Neolithic Era

[esson NSo. Y: "Civilization"

fhese students ranked the following less.ns consistently low:
Losson So. de: "Economicc vrganization”
e,

. o\ - , "
Lesson ao, L7 Tneurtarat ion

= ey - Y
esson N, 2 orld Vies

Ope bt tiona! lesson contained three or more variables rankoed b low the

vt btk riterion level:
Lom o Sen 2 URetiaion oad Maeicr o Fam "
e dnatiocs 0 T able LU o sncwe that ranking ot ourse variables was guf fi-
feetl Mitrerent oo the oart thee twe tudent samples that the wily Desson to
Pt e e e e it v oo Lo Ty tab lished from both sroup s was the
Vo tean s e ey o el iodars ' tesan 1AL TEeonond e traaniza-
teoa o o o e e e by e VAT wreap, el helow contrine ot
' vt ' tor v
e : WU st ket i T e ot the ddiary ranked
. ot b i

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Lesson No. 18:  "status and Kole"

Lesson Noo 300 "anthropology Today"

71

Une additional lesson contained three or more variables ranked above tt.o

established criterion level:

Legson 290 "Cultural Change'

Those lessons rated consistently low:
Lesson No.o 1t "Introductien”

Lesson Noo 2@ "A Course of Study"

Lesson No. 21 "Crisis Rites'

. . . 1]
Lesson No.o 23 "Social Control'

v

Those in which three or more variables were ranked below established cri-

turion.lchls:
Lesson Noo 110 "Ethnologv"
Lesson N, 14

"Cultural Ecology"

Lesson No. e "Economic Organization"

Lesson No, 22 Lo rnang e
Pable XIVID compares the frequency, in terms
Soores trom soth toe A" and e

fewe b vt Sl D ror cach coirse variable. Iy

Sation of o curreacs o s b bhedlow caaeh established criterion level.,

all lessons, with which mean
tom lesson analyses tell outside he criterion

illustrates as well the distri-

ihirty

. e, . i
ACEE SEI S SRS SRS x rees trom Course Diary VA Pesson analvses fell ontgid
! PR P Y200 percent were abowve fevel, and 48.0 were below.
. . . (R ] .
chont iy e R nercent st all o mean oo, the R tore lesson b vsis
POCES G g e L ;)!‘l" vt RN 41 :il""'/(‘ ‘HU! 3‘1.-’16 :.)-'!‘( el %N‘l”’a’.
' " . ' A (X} ' ’
‘ L \ i [ U A ri (R ST G o 1 ' AT O
" T 1 Yoot tipen it cont NSO N b
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Actual View:n,

Bchavior
(Course Diary

Viewing

Preferences

(Post=Course
Evaluatio.m

| Davs of Week ! Times of Dav
. . . — e

t;nn. Tue. | Wed. {Thurs.] Fri. |]sat. | Sun. ; AM. [P.M. kve.
| f , ’ p /\ . i % R
P+ et et - -~ <. 4r._.. B T TRy ambatesieasd) ol Siinte -%
t
| i
! ! '

+

!

i

Y| 29.3118.01 21.9 9.4 | - 19.6 - 2.1 42.6 1 53.0

-4

& *
2.7 120071 19,00 181 s | 8.6 7.5 28.7 136.1 | 35.2
B D — i

(A
.
&

O
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50.0 pervent of response is concentrated between 6:00 - 8:00 p.m.

*

]
60.5 poreeni of response is concentrated in area of 4:00 p.m. and after.

Table XLIX
Nistribution of Response:
Viewing Behavior vs. Viewing Preferences
Anthropology, Spring, 1973-7.

Halt a docen stadents indicated they viewed a lesson at one or the other

campus media

homes,  Jnoc,

centers; the great majority of viewing was done {n students' own

eile it i imbostible to Miscern to whiat extent present availabil-
cwine atrectures students' expressed viewing preferences, all

e Lo b iadioated that the Lirst four dawvs ot the week are more

aror N c e e Semwccas e chees i patterns of the overall o stodent
e b ey e s T e e e thedr o viewing prer e e
et ey S S S P R S LA ot rron
. . ‘ by . it i Peats Bra-te reon b
‘ ' o i i
oot e . s roiph
B ! ¢ IR ATEE ' ! o b
' ! - ! Lo : .
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Course Diary Course Diary
"A" Form "B" Form
Lesson Phvsical Freehand Cultural Cultural
Nu;ni)er _l Geography Sketching Anthropology Anthropology
U —t — S S T e - e
X ! X X X
-
1 - ; 16.7 + - 14.6 -
2 - ! 16.3 + - 14.1 -
3 - : 16.3 + - 15.5 =~
4 14.4 , 16.3 + - 16.7
5 ; 15.7 + ' 15.3 - - 16.3
6 16.1 + : 15.0 - 17.1 + 17.5 +
7 14.5 15.8 15.6 16.¢
8 | 14.3 16.3 + 16.3 + 17.¢ +
9 | 14.5 15.5 16.4 + 17.3 +
10 14.7 16.4 + 15.9 16.9
11 15.4 15.5 15.3 15.9
12 15 9 + | 16.4 + 16.8 + 16.5
13 15.5 | 16.2 15.2 16.0
14 12.6 - j 16.1 15.3 16.2
15 15.3 | 15.2 - 15.0 - 16.9
16 15.2 I 15.7 14.8 - 15.6 -
17 15.7 + | 15.1 - 15.5 17.0 +
18 15.5 i 16.0 14.6 - 17.4 +
19 15.1 i 15.7 15.6 17.9 +
2 15.5 ! 15.6 15.0 - 16.1
2] 14.6 ! 16. 2 15. & 14.8 -
22 13.9 - ; 15.7 15.2 15.6 -
23 14,1 | 15.1 - 16.0 13.9 -
24 : 15. 2 15.1 - 14.4 - 15.6 -
25 : 15.0 15.5 16.0 15.6 -
26 5.8 + ; 15.8 15.1 16.7
27 4.5 | 15.8 13.8 - 17.0 +
25 14.4 | 16.1 4.6 - 16.9
29 ! 4.0 | 4.7 - 16.6 + 17.2 +
30 4. 4 i 16.8 17.0 + 18.8 +
3 | L4, | ! - - ! -
N | 13.9 - : - - i -
X 4.2 : - - -
iy 1h. 4y + ! - - -
I l4.H | - - -
3 14,9 2 ~ - _
» 15,5 { - - -
s‘.\' l‘; . ! - -
1 4.k i - - -
oli e, i - - -
T e T - - -
] . N - - —
i ! L ! | T ! i
— [y -
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] Course Diary Course Diary
"A" Fom ”B" Fom
Lesson Physical freehand Cultural Cultural
Numbe r . Geugraphv Sketching Anthropology Anthrnpology_
% % x X
— ——— ..._r e e mm e e em e e e . ,L;,_ S e e e .
1 - 8.00 - 8.78 +
2 - 7.70 - - 8.69
3 - 8.24 - 8.89 +
4 7.41 82.7 - 8.69
5 8.00 + ' 8.05 - 8.60
6 7.04 - 7.95 8.63 + 8.07
7 8.08 + 8.06 8.07 + 8.24
8 7.91 + 7.92 8.19 + 7.86 -
9 7.54 7.90 7.77 7.63 -
10 7.44 7.85 - 7.77 7.93 -
11 7.62 7.89 7.66 8.00
12 7.93 + 8.13 7.60 8.44
13 7.61 8.25 7.45 8.11
14 7.22 8.18 7.42 8.22
. 15 8.04 + 8.05 7.74 7.76 +
16 7.78 + 8.54 + 7.23 - 8.43
17 7.78 + 8.28 7.27 - 8.88 +
18 7.76 8.46 + 7,62 9.02 +
19 ‘ 7.74 8.23 7.96 + 8.74 +
20 7.66 8.27 7.81 8.17
21 7.38 7.93 ‘ 7.51 7.83 =
22 7.08 - . 7.85 - | 7.30 - 7.67 -
23 7,27 i 8.01 i 7.37 - 7.50 -
24 6.93 - ' 8.21 ! 7.42 7.83 -
25 ’ 7.42 ! 8.31 7.55 7.83 -
26 8.01 + ; 8.44 + 7.64 8.79 +
27 7.86 + T 9.04 + | 7.59 8.64
28 7.38 i 8.51 + | 7.24 = 8.33
29 7.20 i 7.47 - : 7.67 8.85 +
30 7.54 ! 7.50 - 7.64 8.95 +
31 6.70 - i - - -
32 6.96 - - -
33 5.97 - - -
34 7.05 - - - -
35 7.17 - - - -
36 7.00 - ’ - - -
37 7.87 - - -
38 7.3 - - -
39 Pl - - -
40 ! ; - - -
A 7.50 ‘ - - -
42 7.35 + N - o - -
Hanee 2oty - 7007 | 7.86 - R.37 i 7.38 - 7.91 7,98 = B.71
| I
Table 1.1
Peording Components: {ext & Svllabus

[elevision Lessons

sprine, 197374
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Completion Kates and “rade Distributions

[acluded in this report are data on completion rates and grade distributions.
They are treated as a measurement of students' achievements in the courses under
consideration, and, in the case of anthropology, to show a relationship between
a higher leve! of achievement, a decreased withdrawal cate, and involvement in
some form of evaluation process. These data are examined in terms of the infor-
mation they provide for each course and on a comparative basis where appropriate.
Discussion of the evaluation procedure used for the anthropology course is re-

served for the final part of this section.

1. Geography

Table LII shows that while enrollment in Physical Geography rose--both on
campus and for the TV course--during Spring, 1973-74, the rate of completion rose
fractionally for the course on campus and fell nearly 27 percent for ite tele-

vision counterpart.

Total Total
Registration Completion
n n A
— e e m e mn e e ——— e bam e ) e - -
on Campus (day college)
Spring, 1972-73 190 130 68.4
Spring, 1973-74 225 156 69.73
On Campus (eve. college)
spring, 1972-73 - - -
Svring, 197374 h7 46 68.7
lelevision
snring, 1972-73 G0h 166 40.9
“orivg, 197374 L ha4a9 194 29.9
e e S | e e -

comparitaon b Completion Tates
Physical Gesgraphy
oriter, 1972=74 0 Upryine, 197300
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Table L1Ti compires the grade distribution for Physical Geography between
semesters and between vi=campus and television students as well. Like the com-
pletion rate, tne level ot academic achfevement above the grade of C remained
virtually the same for on-campus students: 48.4 percent in Spring, 1972—73“3nd
48,1 the following spring. Distribution of grades for the two groups of tele-
vision students shows that fewer of the Spring, 1973-74 students had a level of
achievement above C: 40.8 percent versus 47 percent the previous year.

These statistics for the on-campus geography course, then, remained virtually
unchanged for the two semesters studied; those for the TV course show that cowm-
pletion rates and distribution of grades, lower than those for the on-campus

course Lo begin with, decreased tie second time the course was offered.

, , lr A B C rD F [Credit
Description
n % % A 4 A A
On-Campus (Day '
College) .
Spring, 1972-73 130 | 21.5 [26.9 (36.2 9.2 | - 6.2
Spring, 1973-74 156 [ 17.9 !36.2 |34.0 {17.9 | - | -
On-Campus (Evening ' ' ; \
College) : ‘ i '
! : )
Spring, 1972-73 - - - - - -] -
spring, 1973-74 4¢, 15.2 2601 32.6 . 6.5 . 19.6
| !
“elovision g '
Spring, 1972273 166 | 15.1 131.9 [28.3 ‘ 4.8 | -~ | 19.8
Spriug, 1973-74 194 K.30 32,9 14007 l L.6 ) - 7.7

'ablte LILI

Percentaye Srade Distribution
Physical Scography
spring, 197273 4 Spring, 1973-74
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2. Freehand Sketching

Spring, 1973-74 was the first time Freehand Sketching was offered; there was
flo on=campus counterpart to the course. Table LIV combines information on reg-
istration and completion figures with that on the distribution of grades earned,
and shows that slightly more than three in every four students who completed the

course earned a4 grade above C.

Distribution of Grades

Total T T Total” - T
Registration) Completion A 1B 1C D ! F | Credit
n n " % yA % % A A
SR S SR WS S
982 438 44.6 31.1 45.2 [13.7 - - 10.0
. - e - e PN SR S
Table LIV

Registration & Completion Figures
Percentage Grade Distribution:
Freehand Sketching

Spring, 1973-74

}J. Familv Risk Management

Table LV combines these data for Facily Risk Manageme .t, also offered for
the tirst time during Spring, 1973-74. 1t stows that 7é percent of all students

who completed the course achieved o grade above €,

i we— . — e mime e rm ok e e e ————

Distr'*ution_%f Grades

. T
Total [htal | |
Registration Complotion A . ‘. oD F 'Credit
S ————— - - - ~ 4 n b e e N e e — o
m ' n "’/ ;l 1 4’ e N,’
et e s e 4 - -~ - R TP > e————
Tad 19 b 12.9 Al 2.4 -

tewdstration o Comnpletion Figures
oo catave Grane Distribution:

St b R R Maracere ot
/
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4. Anthropology

Table LVI shows the registration and completion tigures for both on-campus
and television anthropology classes. Slightly more than two in every three stu-

dents who enrolled in either day or evening classes on campus completed the course;

four in ten of the anthropology students did so.

Total Registration ! Total Completion
n ! n %
———— A+ oeomn . e Al o e s~ [ _.....-._....._.._..-........—._r-_:p.....——.
On_Campus
Day College 511 351 68.7
Eve. College 232 155 66.8
Television 1,065 444 41.7
Table LVI
Comparison of Completion Rates for
Anthropology
Spring, 1973-74
"""W“" R T
A B c p | F | Credit
n 7 7 A YA A ;
—— "T— —-ff
On Campus i
bay College 351 ‘ 21.1 33.9 34.2 3.1 3.1 4.6
Evening College 155 14.8 | 30.3 40.6 7.1 .7 6.5
Television 444 18.9 26.4 40.3 3.8 - 10.6
s v P e d

Table LVII

Percentage Grade Distribution
Anthropology
Spring, 1973-74

[he wriade Jistribution figures for on-campus and TV anthropology students
ol Cov e carne d o abe 0 was the same for both U osta-
Lot s oand evenine college on-campus students: 45 percent. Fifty-five percent

Uosn-campas cday stadents achicved a0 level above O
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vpivedon Fote coand Grade Distribution:  Experimental vs. Control Groups

— B P SR Pt

As Figure o illustrates, certain students enrolled in both television and
on-campus anthropology classes participated in three types of evaluation pro-
vedures.  Ope group was invited to keep a weekly Course Diary f("A" form)-and
completed, as well, a student interview midway through the semester. A second

was asked to mail in a Course Diary (""B" form) at three-week intervals. A
third group was requested to keep a viewing log of all television shows watched
by their household for a week near the beginning of the semester and one near
its und.* Half the students enrolled in an on-campus class were also asked to
maintain a Course Diary (the "B" formj. All students were chosen at random;
all experimental groups were mutually exclusive.

Not all students who were approached agreed to participate; of those who
did, not all completed which ever evaluation procedure in which they were in-
volved. The difference in rates of completion and level of academic achievement
between those whe did participate (with varying degrees of persistence) and
those in the control group was much more than had been anticipated. The results
of the studv, which are presented in table form on page 85, seem a rather sig-
nificant testimony to the premisce that if a student-—-and most especially a tele-
vision student--can be engaged in some form of on-going participation, of inter-
wtion, with the institution, he (s more.likely to complete his course and, as

wvell, achicve at a higher lavel,

Ponbine s have teen presented inoo separate report !

oy e = e T e T Coast Comani b College

- N e Nrik
tre oty ctotohar, JO7YG,
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On Campus ‘ Television
— N
7 ~ ‘ r ) -~
Course Diary Control Course Diary Course Diary Viewing Control
Form B Group 1 Form A Form B Log Group
n 30 143 A 36 28 32 130
% % ! % % % %
Z/A 35. 7 1.9 16.7 7.1 18.8 6.9
(o]
E B 32.1 25.2 13.9 17.9 15.6 10.8
m
& C 28.6 30.1 38.9 17.9 25.0 15.4
@ |
| D 3.6 3.5 - - - 1.5
2 |
© e
w CR - - ; 11.1 17.9 12.5 3.8
< :
E NCR - - : 803 1007 9-4 23.9
&) .
& Withdrew - 28.7 |, 11.1 21.4 18.8 37.7
\\Incomplete - .6 i - - - -
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table LVIII

Completion Rates & Percentage Grade Distribution:
Control vs. Experimental Groups
Anthropology, Spring, 1973-74

As the table illustrates, 37 percent of the control group withdrew from the
television course, compared with 11.1, 21.4, and 18.8 percent respectively of the
experimental groups. The number of students receiving 'ro credit" did not exceed
10 percent in anv of the experimental groups; 24 percent of the control group were
in that category. And, while slightly more than 17 percent of the control group
received a grade above C, the range for the same level of achievement in the ex-
perimental groups was between 25 and 34.4 percent.

v rinal mote of interest here is the fact that, while studencs whoe maintained

th o B o of the Course Diary assigred eenerally higher mean scores to course
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aspects about which thev were asked=~than did those of the "A" group--so did

lewer from this group complete the cours:- or achieve higher grades.

IV. TV STUDENT INTERVIEWS, SPRING, 1974

We interviewed a rotal of 73 students enrolied in television courses during
the Spring, 1973-74, scmester. The majority of the sample were women (61.6 per-
cent), as Table LIX indicates. All who furnished us with information in this
ftormat were drawn from the sample TV student population which kept a Course Diary

("A" form) throughout the semescer.

Course Men WYomen
n n
snthropology 7 18
Freehand Sketching 7 20
Physical Geography 11 6
Family Risk Management 3 ' 1
Totals 28 | 45

Table LIX

Television Student Interviews

For siightly more than 70 percent of the sample, this was the initial experi-
cnee i taring a television course.  Sixty percent indicated they are presently
cnrotled 1o other, on-campus wlasses (compared with 80 percent of those interviewed
thy preceding semester): of these, one in tour are taking 10 or more anit s,

g

porecent defined themselves primarily as student=, neariy two-

ol bt e intervicewed are weorking toward a degree or cervtificat.e, fLois

Potoreatia,y L oty that whilte over three=fourths of tone students; enrofled in both
O PR L Ul e o Jere et iviated by il e o .'\‘(ll,
Gt tnose rariny rechand Sketehise expressed concern oot cbhtaiaing
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-a-degree (Table X ). KEach of the four students interviewed from the Fauily -
Risk Management class also said that the classification of '""general interest
student” most aptly described them.

[ 4

Nearly twe in three of the spring sample selected "convenience" as the de-
ciding factor in taking a television course. This car be compared to the preced-
ing semester, when slightly less than half of those interviuwed chose convenience
and another 79 pervent indicated a need for units as the overriding consideration.

Fortv=two percent learned ol the TV course in which they subsequently en-
rolied throwwh o mailed brochure, as opposed to »nly nine percent the preceaing
semester,  On-campus sources of TV course information as determinants--namely,
hrochares and class schedules-=decreased from 52.9 percent in the fall to 29.6
in the spring,

These roctors-—coupled with the decreased nnmber of students (21.2 percent
it Ta versas 7.9 in spring)who defined themselves primarily as students, the
facrease f those onrolled in a TV course only,or who are taking a course for
Feasons other than norking toward a desgree--indicate thiat televised education is

oo biay e re b rhe pepalation who are not "students' by any of the traditional

cority ob students interviewed felt rhe concept oi a facilitatoer
s onors et reren thh gl mest o said they had no ooccasion to contact theirs),

Dol b o e e wa th tive cverall course program and the coordination

e entoy i s tiepe In these areas of gaestionning will be d -
om0 Tt vy the speciile ctroengths and weakne oo
’ : o oo Tl et e rence teo it cwn o struccare adoa
e e . N ot o b rep oyt cons ades with Tabte LN o0
: ot Vose e s s da the student dotervios oo
f oL
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1. Anthropology

Students enrolled in this course almost unanimously had a favorable reaction
to televised instruction as a way of learning. They stressed the responsibility
and self-discipline necessary to make the experience a productive one.

When asked what they would identify as the best features of the course, their
answers centered around the course structure (organization was evaluated as con-
sistently good), the learning opportunitics present through the use of ethnographic
tilming, and what could be termed the personality or presence of the instructor,

Criticisms wero more vacied. Those directed toward the TV lessons included
numerous complaints about guest speakers, many of whom were adjudged boring, too
technical, or liable to wander too far afield of the subject. T"hree students
tound the lesson formats boring; one cited poor visual aids.

Although anthropology students assigned 2 mean score of 4.04, f.e., "tood"
to the course text and syllabus, this overall assessment was qualified by a fairly
high level of discontent, particularly with reference to the syllabus. It was
criticized because of its high price--"ridiculous'--and what many felt to be {ts
lack of relatedness, along with the text, to the TV segment of the course. Some
stuldents expresscd the opinfon that the svllatus and text were good and went well

with the televised portions. Those who indicated they were satisfied with the
rerding materials. however, were outnumbered by those whe expressed, in varving
degrees, dissatisfaction.

Student response to questionning about course  examination(s) was based on

iz oand 4 aldterm, and probably is more reflective of individual anility

Poan ot test conteat:  evaluation ranged from opinicns that th o teSts were easy
vol Dngadired cter material which aad been adequate!v covered, to o very ditfionle
fostras e s adeanee preparation, creandzarion and enrhoo i oon

This ocpdnion canye secomned equally weilghted at o cither cxtrene.




kﬂ:n asked what v#uld be done
of suggestions, some of which were
see a traiter which would conclude
tact campus with any questions, 2)
3) specityiny time and location of

sessions were recemmended, os were

and guest spenkers who (culd communicate on less erudite levels.

:.ls L\

e on to
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to imbrové fhé courée,régudégﬁé héd é §afie£y;
concise and well! thought out. One wished to
eacih program by 1) inviting students to cou-
providing information on tlils procedure, and
tests aand study sessions. Taped review

additional quizzes, specified assignments,

A few felt ithe

“nnnan sapport’ (92 puercent of those interviewed said they had had no

ontact the course facilitator and did not anticipate doing so); some

W on=campris stady or review sessions as desirable.

I general, taer, students indicated they liked their experience (at loast

to the date of the interview)

cisma toosased much more on compouents other than the televised lessons.

ir acthropology.

Their concern and their crit’-

Az 1is

discussed in tne {ollowing pases, students carolled in anthropology are joined

Hy those tn oter courses in these

ierssmenrs bt this ¢

Wwere Sraping the materi !

curse reflected confidence on the srudents'

kinds or crittcal commentary. Overall,

i

pirt that they

cresented, even though in some cases there were d.os-

s caraction over e particular method(s) of presentation.  As one student said
cand, e sk s
N Frechend Sketobiing
Pl o ' ! ! crrcie oas the most enthusiastic et envount cred.
o bttt o reservation te o whe eneartesd onderasement o 0
! : i i SRS Vith e the seatiment, Tt s too fane o
! v " RS I the saree Cieo. s agnite widespre vl o
I o in learning to Vhver e e a bt s
L ' P A [ETR S SRR . AR v ! g vt
C o v ool presentatien ot iterial,

O
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When asked about aspscts of the course other than that of the TV lessons, =~

students critical of text, syllabus, or examination were very few in number.

Only one student was less than approving of the syllabus, saying it contained

no pictures. Of the text, one person said it didn'* provide enough help, that

it licked explanation and another said it was expensive and he didn't use it much.
Most aid these materials were cnrrelated well with the lessons, that they sum-
mirized what the instructor was teaching, were explici* and prepared one well for
the midterm.

Reaction to the midt:rm was very favorable; st Jents saw it as ''a great way
to give a test,”* as simnle and comprehensive, and indicated they had been well
prepared.

Nu.ried about possible iaprovements in the class, students suggested in vari-
ous ways that the pace be slowed, e.g., have longer sessions, allow more time to
complete sketches. Over half the students we spoke with indicated that the letter
received at the course's beginning was less than "very helpful; answered all ques-
tions." Several of these said they didn't receive the letter; the ochers indicated
there wasn't much to it. One student, interjecting a note of humor, referred to
the leteer as "pretty sketchy.”

Perhaps the dominant theme of student opinion regarding Freehand Sketching was
rhe knowledge that, with each succeeding lesson, they were learning to draw. They
cenld chart their own progress simply by sceing what Mr. MacIn-yre was doing and
then trving it va their own. Their rewards, so to speak, were real and immediate,
ard may possibly cxpiain their overall lack of anxiety or criticism about grading

!

i ezams. Pecboas six oor seven students interviewed defined vhemselves as Mart-

"
’

tat s o Tare teachers the others had had previous experience in drawing which
ronee ! orrom oot "none at all.' Yet faverable reaction to this course tran-
Cie e ot professed expoerience and artiscic ability.

vt b gt e the widterm o at the scheduled times, the toest das made
' ' Pt e Lot Librares.,
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J.o Guography

e subjective, opinton gathering afea ot all fherstuden£ iﬁter§1ew; béé&ﬁ
with the question, "From your experience so far, how do you feel about televised
fnatruction as a4 wav of learning?"’  Since the majority (seventy percent) of the
sample indicated this was their fiist occasien to en;oll in a TV course, their
answers vore predicated largely on their impressions, their perceived degree of
"Sucoess,” ete., in this first course. Thus, favorable impressions resulted in
Cases where students feic they were doing well and conversely, if trouble were
cnoounterod in the particualar course, attitudes townrd televised instruction as a
wav of Learning teaded to be less than enthusiastic.

The course Phvsical Geography is 1 case in point. Most students whom we
interviewed were criticaly only a few volunteered comments to the effect that...
televised learning (in general) seems good bec wuse of its flexibility and non-
interfecence in one's work day, schedule, cte.

Critivism ext aded to all components of the course. The complaints that
Phavsiocal Geegraphy was tee difficult for a "heginning level course’ are cxplainable
in 1 iiae lewro by negative corments concerning the course structure: "unor-

capts te cover too much--the choice of experiments are poorf' the pace,

Pad

vaniz-dooo ot
ol hwae i el £l Lo be too fasty the instructor's presentation-~"he uses
et av e deean'r explain’=-and the lessons' abrupt endings. Students tolt
vo e eatrere T rrom poor technica! coordinaticn and lack of clarity and

e tine cisuet inormat ion,

L porb v teaents opt v b thee textbook asedy aceording it "lepth..,
oo b il e Gt the maderity ot those interviewed feld the text
e e ire et o mmioaly o was satficiently oanrelated toconcepto, thee
S R T A cer bt s e e dved themsel e s responsibleyas to be oot
o C ey Vet ratinegy the major complaint here woas
St it oalee dn ot cadning it

O
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Lack of communication regarding course goals, the expectations of the in-
structor, information regarding testing--buth in terms of content and procedure--
that was felt to be missing or unclear was a source of considerable frustration
te most of the students with whom we talked. The few who did attend a review
session were very dissatisfied with it; they felt the facilitator to be unpre-
pared and unconcerned.

Questionning regarding the midterm examination failed to produce a single
favorable comment. Aside from the most often repeated statement that the test
was hard," this student assessment was qualified in two main areas: the wide-
spread feeling that there was inadequate preparation for the exam (and therefore
an absence of knowing what to expect) and that the exam itself covered too much
material.

Students suggested revising the structure of the television lessons, slowing
the pace, ornd a much more extended definition of terms. In this course more than
in any ot the others was the telt n2ed for two-way communication on an on-going
basis. A partial solution to the problem was Seen by some students to be a text
which is coordinated with the course and a system of testing which would enable
more frequent measurement of academic progress.

4. Family Risk Management

Since the number of students enrolled in Family Risk Management to complete

Mointerview was onlv four, their responscvs--while interesting--cannot, with any

reliability, be considered indicative of student response to the course. Therefore,

Jolle Jhedr o cmswers are included in Table LY, wiich shows the distribution of

response toooart of the interview form, their course evaluiation is not detaile:d.
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P, why did wou dectde to take a TV course?

Interest 0 course
Convenien e
Seed anits
nterest 1n this medium of presentation
Job advaancement or promotion
Ot her
becatse it's casv
a triend took it
love to draw (sketching)
ity trec
- PO v GWC instructor
qualiticed under Go 1. bill
w.ant an educaticn

s tine shortage
. 15 this wvour first TV ¢lass?

Yos
.\z(,‘
what other(s) have you taken?
nsychology
cousufer contest
weography
law
t.istorv of art
course throuegh another
schonl 1

w ~ O

oo £~

3. How Jdid sou tirst Tearn about your present
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N I MICh o
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Sl oo n crasses
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Number Percent
T3V ALY vou presently enrclled in other, ' '

on- "4mpus courses:

No 29 39.7

Yes 44 60.3

How many units?

1-3 11 25.0

4-6 7 15.9

7-9 13 29.5

10 or above 12 27.3

high school classes 1 2.3

The Balance of Table Reflerts Distribution
of Response by Course
Anthro- ! Freehand [Physical |Family
Pology ' Sketching|Geography |[Risk Mg. |[Total
b. How would vou rate the letter L - L a % %*n % &
you received from the instruc-~ f
tor when you began the course?

Very helpful; answered all

questions Y 76.0 i3 48.21 9 52.9 2 50.0: 58 %

Helpful, but left out important |
information "4 16,0 5 18.5: 6 35.3 i 25.0 21.9
Left out information _2 _8.0 9 33.3.2 11.8 1 25.0 19.2
25 100.0 27 100.0 117 100.0 4 100.0 100.0

7. Have you contacted the facili- i
tator for your course? |
Yes: .2 8.0 & 22.24 3 .7.6 - - .15.1

by telephone 1 5 I 3 ; |

by actual me:ating 1 1

(was he or she ecasi.y

available to you?) yes: 2 6 f3

No: 23 92.0 21 77.8 14 82.4 4 100.0° 84.9

don't feel it necessary 22 21 11 4 '
tried, couldn't reach - i1 i
intend to, haven't yet ? - 1 i
other 1 1 ]

3. How important is the facili- : '
tator? ' E
Everv course should have g |
them available 21 84.0. 21 77.8 115 88.2 | 4 100.0J 83.6
dJepends on the course 312,00 6 22,24 1 5.9 - - ’ 13.7
Not necessars ; 1 4.0 - - § 1 5.9 ' - - ! 2.7
Other ' , et - 1 - |

75 100.0] 77 100.0 t17 1660 [ & 100.0 1560

S R R B -

(Responses to nitegticas 9 through 16 1rc omicted in this table: cheilr purpose
“s o Leostpply Dilormation onoa o subjective, individual opinion basis. Responses to
these guestl oas are dealt with at appropriate places in discussion of courses., )




BEST COPY AVAILABLE

[;hthro- T FreehanthPhysica] Family ’3
ipology ;ﬁSketchin GeographyRisk Mg.
“How many woi.ing television RIS, e & L s o
sets are there o yeur houschold? '
Une set )19 40.0) 11 40.8 7 41.2 13 75.0
[wo setw« (1L 44.0 7 25.97 9 52.9}- -
three sets i 3 12.0 4 1l4.8) - 1 25.0
Fouur sets i 4.0 4 14.8 2 5.9 | - -
Five sets - - 1 3.7 - - -
18. Does it often happen that others
in the household want to view
a program at a time that would
prevent you from watching a TV
lesson?
Yes, verv often - - - - - - -
Yes, bur not very often 5 20.0 1 3.71 1 5.9 11 25.0
Seldom - - 1 3.7 1 5.9 |- -
Never 20 80.0] 25 92.64)15 88.2 {3 75.0

Table continues on next page.
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BEST CCPY RVAILABLE

e e 2 e e N R R P P S e e A ey Mg e el S
(n-27 | (n-17) (n-4)
(n-29%) U'reehand Physical Family
eyt TR R srewohing Leography Risk Management
- = —— - —_—
“ X X X
e e e .
a.  lextbook 4.04 3.81 3.58 2.59
heo Amount of into, ?
l‘)!’(‘\}l"\!c(l by can= ,
pus tacilitator i 3.66 3.75 3.33 -
¢, antent of oxams  ; 3.87 4.20 3.06 3.33
i
d. Scheduling ot ; !
U XAMS - 3.72 3.80 3.26 j 3.50
¢. Grading procedure 375 3.66 3.33 4.00
.f |
f. TV lessons " 3.90 4.07 ! 3.26 4.50
; i
g. Pace of TV lessons  3.68 3.68 ; 2.82 3.75
h, Schedule of TV !
lesson broadcasts 3.64 3.75 ! 3.58 3.75
i. Quality of TV ,
broadcast recept. 3.€0 3.03 : 3.64 4.50
i
j. Scope & balance of ;
info. in lesson 3.64 4.23 i 3.64 4.00
k. Relevance of course %
waterials for your {
needs 4.00 4.11 ! 3.40 3.00
I. Viciting experts & : !
guests in lessons j 3.68 2.50 ¢ 3.00 : 4.00
] !
m.  tverall academic I ;
quality ' 4,25 4.04 L3.93 f 4.33
n. Rating compared ’ !
with other ! :
Courses 4 010 3.79 ‘ 3.141 ' 4.00
S U S S AU
Seales (1) had, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (4) very good, (5) excllent

CABLE LXT

Mean Scores ot ospring, 1973-74 TV Courses

1

(Laken from 1V Stadent Interviews)




V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATTINNS 98

Television courses offered to date through Coast Community Coilege District
are these o an intredactory or oentry level in their particular discipline. The
great majority ¢f people who take these courses do not have the background in the
subject necessary for content evaluation; criticism of course orientation or suoject
presentation (s virtually absent. Rather, the focus of concern for these students
is in the areas of information flow, course organiza*ion, and clarity of detail.

Many of these concerns, voiced in previous semesters, were still being
articulated in Spring, 1973-74. They may be summarized as follows: the desire
for more--and more varied forms of--testing, increased opportunity for review
seusions (either taped or on-campus), better synthesis of course components
(lesson, text, and syllabus), better textual aids, particularly syllabi, more
cxplanation of the function of these components in relation to one another,
greiater availability of course materials. Students stressed again and again
theitv desire for more clearly detailed and repetitive information in lesson broad-
casts:  the number and title of the lesson being aired, times and dates of testing,
seminars, eto., and what textual materials accompany which lessons.

These, then, are the problems students perceive in their TV course experience.
Coupled with the facr that the majority of TV students, through three semesters of
dota eathering, Jdo not seek out their course facilitator or attend on-campus

Clicirs, rto., these areas of corncern are seen to be most effectiveiv resoived
Chrecigh prosent channeeis of ommunication. It has become increasingly obvious that
P nain advantawe ! tiaking a course in one's own home is that of convenivnce.

chirds of the st odents interviewed indicated this directly; while not asked

avenion oas o deternining factor, students sampled through the post-course
coticnnaire hav previded cnougn related data to demonstrate that convenienee is
Cooe el Wty ety enrol hecuse of o need for o eredits toward

coearee oot of peneral dnterest, thev opt for the televised course because ft
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can be taken at home.  {ransportiation is not seen as a prublem by the majority,
nor=-from the average family income indicated--would money seem to be, although
there Is no wayv, given the wavy in which the data were gathered, to substantiate
this. Orne facter, clearly, {s important--that of time--which commands priorities
in work, in family lite, and of which there seems little to spare in pursuit of a
desired educacion.

the factor of convenience assumes added significance when one considers the
trend=--demonstrated earlier in this report--of the increasing attraction televisicn
conrse oforings are having for people who can bv no traditional definition be
labeled college students.  (0f the students whe responded to the question regarding
the amount of precious education, only one-fourth indicated more than a year of
colicge had been completed.  Slightly less than half were concurrently
enrolled on campus and forty percent did not consider themselves as students in any
capacity.)

As the offering of aifferent kinds of television courses are drawing more so-
catted "non-students,” course completion rates have been falling: 46.1 percent in
Spring, 19.:=73; 44.9 percent in Fall, 1973-74; and 37.6 percent in Spring, 1973-74,
Since there s an increase in the number of students indicating that their main
reason oy thking a4 course i one of 'general interest” (one-third Jf the Spring,
1974-74, student cample,) it may se that these students are not that concerned with
Do it the o lass oin the tirst place.  We do know from the post-course evaluation
response (Whioh coaprised 5002 percent of all Spring TV students who completed their

Course) it mere cAhR. 0 sercent) of the students who took the tinal examination

we T Mo tivate bohe iriine credit o as thedir rirst consideration.  More than one da
Py, oW r, ~ s Mpenerad duterest.” Forty-nine percent ot the respondents
W Dl ottt tare o Tinat CTO0h roreent of the 2,016 non-takers) indicated tneir
. e . LA Yo
O O Y S R P OV SAUSe sorn been coneral dnterest, o vet o oan eddi
ioT et r s i e v the earning of credit toward a degroee.
'
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SRyt o aanbe s i s teo ke gav dedinitive statenments reyarding tae

i oor L stk ost roravriens apoa thedin compltion of Lhe courses ., wn are
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Chor ot i eraatoop thew oo rec rive e oas o complete, balanced--and inoome areas,
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, oo riaa, s the madn o <cnree of sondents! frustration,
ot aterwiews it rnoonts iring the semester hoave previded these Finds
P el ol e, to 0 cerradn o extent, these conclusions, cert i o0 the

Pt e trom tine potec e ae gt e contimm o thens o Lo thoa v thrdse-

T b e lasse t, 4 ercent==at tnee ¢ourse variables o oala 08
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ansver, "L don't know/lm not sure==1 havea't getten my grade vet." Virtuallv

L he Crecinid aset hing stadents we samapied knew fremolesson to lesson the
CRED s thew were rogtiting: tho wtest scores were seen latgely asoa contirmation
Lot Do e, e maderity o all atudents interviewed felt that two tests--
Vol d-tors examication and a fical-~were nct sufficient, particularly given the

in ownicn their rate of learniug could be measured.  The lack of

.__.
-
—
3
-
-

Citta o ent woeling was further qualiried by dissatistaction with the existing

R RS PO Lot et e owam tor the initial test was viewed as too {far ateae in the
e S et aavees were witlitor to ome te o campus for more frequent quisres;

Phere desired smic-in tests.  Manv tonnd mastery of large amounts of information

e Lited by midesemester to be difticult. More trequent and earlier testing would

S severt) porposest it osonba involve students mers quickly, furnish them with

v el mcaanrement cor owhich thes indicate a need, provide additional ex-

G en ot e w e dmrortant ared ot honw=Lo-fake-a-test, and by covering smaller

e i 1 b stadents' approheasions ot tailing one of only twe ppor-
. . . . ' 5 .
Lt ae oty Tl s sotistactorily o one s progress.

Crovine, then, tolst tommunity Ceploae Nistrict is offeviag fto

cr et b st toarniag. the cardety and nanber of conrses e bl

. L e el ot 4 mest aontansioast i respense, dindicating that hocnods
L e it prewram P cwbend et ationad opportunity to S
R Ce e Tatrent dnothis owodd e th coatinued conmitment ot
O G e et s et el a0 pessibie the nee
b e B S UL TU I R UPR V) PSS N O MR T TE the han - oo
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FEDIX A

POST-COURSE STUDENT EVALUATION

0
v

DEMOGRAPHIC  QUESTIONNAIRE

(*\AILED TO ALL TELEVISION STUDENTS AT
CONCLUSION OF SPRING, 187374 SEMESTER)
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5. What time(s) of the day are best?
l.ba.‘.é 8“‘.i--- - W e e Ww &H =» 2 1
2- Bﬂ.ﬂ'.*lla.m.‘ - - e e s s s S = 2
]l 1lanMc'lp0"|c- - v @ W™ e = e s - _-_3
[.. ‘ v.m. = l. p.m. - - - - - e e - - [‘
) 5'- "‘ pn“o - 7 pcml ind - - @& = o - - - 1
i 6. 7 p.m. - ll p.m. - - - @ ®» = o & = o 2
7. 1lom -1am - - - .- - - = - - - 3
A, 8. 1 a.m, - 8 a.m. - - - @ a @ w @ = o ] a
I 6. To what extent have vou contacted the on- zampus course
1) facilitator?
A
C-.
>
%{ 1. often—----—------- - e w e @ = - 1
2. ¢casionally - = ==~ === = = - === - 2
). Seldom-------—---— - - = m w = e 3
!‘. NeVer---—---—----— - > = o = > 4
7. Has it been easy to contact the on campus course
facilitator?
1. Never triegq = = = = = = = = = = = = = - = - = - 1
2. Verv eany - - == == .- - - - - - - .- - — 2
3. Falrly casy - = = = = = = = = = - - - = e - - ] 3
4., Difficult = = = = = = = = = = ~ - == - - = - 4
3. Impossible - = = = =« = = = = - - - - - - - ] 1
8. Did vou attend the seminars or study sessions?
1. Yuyg = = = = = = = = = = = = - =~ - - - = = =~ 1
20 N() - - - - - - - -~ - - - - - - - - - - - hnd - 2
1f No, why not:
3. Ineonvenient times - - - - = - R 1
4. Did not know about them - - = =~ - - - - - = 2
7., hot verv helpfal - = = = = - = - - - - - -~ 13
. Discontinued the course prior to the first session 4
. - S
7. Other = = = = = = = = = =~ = = = - . e - - - B
|
AL ien was the most oaseful television lesson? !
T n
i
|
|i;§! ol Dl ]‘r,r.l‘-f_ “‘ﬁl'!«‘ll !'r]vvi\‘i(\n lk'f’;:"(‘n .) i
[n vl ey et e TV conrse e adn!
- — . : ‘ L
| S e e - I
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3 £ 08 0§ 5 3
22 A > < A o
(1) (2) 3) (&) (5) (6) Remarks
Overall academic
quality
P
In comparison with on-
campus courses in which
vou mav have enrolled,
how would you rate this
course?
What TV channel did you most often watch while
taking this course?
1. KABC-TV, Channel 7 = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - = (11
2. KOCE-TV, Channel 50 - - = = = = = = = = = = =~ = =~ 2
J,. Other = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = == == =~ ] D
Please specify
Did the course assist you directly at this time?
. Yes = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =« - =~ <« « = ] 1
3. NO = = == e e e e e e e e e e e s e - - = - - 2
Would vou recommend it to someone else?
e Yus = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 0 = = = - =~ = - - 1
2. N0 = e e m e e = e e e - e s e o= e 2
p——— pusSp—
Whey did vou seleect thi, conrse? i
what coald have heen done to improve the course
tor won! e
What is o vour occupation? Tt T
1. Jusine s (‘:\'L‘('Utivt,' - - = -"=- "= - =- = e - - - ‘.
J, Yine Art, - = - = = - = = = = = - = = - - - = - ‘
,. {‘.)ml'fnilki'f""‘"“"“""“"“"“""" ";
T R T S T N e
R o - = - - - - - = - - e = - . - - - - 1
(AT p', i‘-\j.»q,‘ - - Al - - - - - - et od ~ - - - - - i _‘
,t f HERTATE I r,w
Hetired o - e s e s e e e s e e e - - - - !




v e et e deontinued)
B T
8§, Sales/customer service -~ « = = = = « = « ~ - - E 4 _
4, Self-emploved R i T ] 1
19, Tradesman/iournevnan/technician = = = = = = - = N
1, ot urrently emploved = = = = = = = = = -~ - = 3
2. Other = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = « = - 4
Please specify _ — ]
18. 15 transportation availuble to take vou to and from
i college campus or community learning center”?
1. Yol = = = = = = - = = = - - = = = ==~~~ 1
20 N0 - - 2 s e - - = s e s = e = e == == - 2
19.  What is the most important reason for vou to enroll
in a1 telecourse?
x
'
] Bt
L. figh sehinol credit = = = = = = = = = = =~ = = | 1
So  To earn credit toward a4 college degree - = - - 2
3. Professional or occupational improvement
or advancement - - = = = = - = - = = = = = = = ] 3
. Ceneral interest T L T e At
5. OEAAT = = = = = = = = = = = = = = ¢ = = = = = = 1
Please <pecifv ]
20, How manv of vour icgal dependents live in your
1ousehold?

I O WU T T 2
J. Thitew = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = « = =} 3
. FOUr = e e e = = = = = = - = s s = = = = - = 4
. Five op 0pe = = = o= = e === = = = == - - - 1
he e = e = m = e = = m e = = = e = = = - - - = 2

S o regabar work dav, during which period of time

Jooovrwors the most o lours!?
1
,obhav Y4 aum. to ) pemy) = 5= = - = = = = - = = 1 |
S Night (A pens teo b an) -2 s s s s = - - - s 2
!, raveard (1 aum, to 2 an) - = - - - = = - = 3
P A R o B T e S 4

o

oy .

RN T there Fedason- wiioa orestent wou trom o attending |

. . 3
Clase~ on Imos !

' [ 4 '
'
' - - - - - - 1
. T - - [
A . e e m e e e e m e e e e e e = w = = )
. i o
| - - ——— e -
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Co Ginaley tive alene -om s os = m s w = s s = s 1

DL siande, tive with nonreiative(s) = = = = = = - = 2
.0 Sinele, head of housenceld -2 - 222 = = 3

Hirahand o Wifo = = = = = = = = = = = = =~ = = = 4

) A N
v, Sen or Dgughter - o= = s = e s s s =S s = !
Yo, Ve ult o pare-r oo sStudent At this time?

S Vo, exteasion, corresoandence on TV ocourse -

T BT TS e e

PESEUSIN )

: : . 1 e e m - = -
.. ok, Ve comsunit el oo = -

L . b e e
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30,

1.

33.

34.

Please choees zonr apee,

1. 15 =17 == ===« =« = oo oceoe=-==ea2--
2, 18- 29 === ===~ = === ==-««==-
R T B R e T
4e 36 - b5 = = = = m s - s s = e == s s
5., 46 = 60 - = = = = = = = = - = = - ==~ - - ==~
6. dver 60 = - = = = =+ = - == - === =~ = - =~

Please check your sex.

1. Male = = = = - = = = = - == === === =--
2, Fema,e - = = = = = = = - = = = = == == - -~

While enrolled in a television course, were vou also
enrolled in another course that was taught on campus?

Did you maintain any of the following for the course?

1. Course Diary - = - - = == - == == == == -
2. 1TV Viewing Log - = =- - =- - - - == == == ==
3. Neither - - - - = --=====-==-==-=°=°<

Did vou take the final exam for this course?

BEST COPY RVAILABLE

LSl PO (O R

L ]

[\

THANK YOU FOR YOUR HELP.



APPENDIX B

LETTER OF INVITATION

COURSE DIARY FORM A




v
/0dst Commimit_‘y ollege d istrict

1370 ADAMS AVENUE + COSTA MESA « CALIFORNIA 97626

NORMAN | WATL,ON  CHANCELLOR

Dear Student:

As part of our evaluation of televised instruction, we are
inviting a number of students to maintain weekly diaries of their
activities in taking their television courses. Those participating
in the study will answer a few questions each week about the tele-
vision lessons they watched and will be interviewed once during
the semester for the purpose of assessing the quality of the tele-
vision course they are taking. It will require about five minutes
per week to keep up the diariec and the interview will be about
fifteen minutes long. It will be conducted either on the college
campus or at the Coast Community College District administration
building.

Students participating in the study will be paid S10 at the
end of the semester. We would like to invite vou to join the
group who will be working with us this semester to help us improve
our television courses. If vou would like to do this, please fill
out the enclosed form and return it nsing the postage-paid envelope.
Because we can work witih onlvy one hundred <tudeuts, it is important
to return the form immediately. Onlyv the first one hundred who
renlv will be able to join us.

Thank vou, and good luck with vour college program.

Best regards,

\ J«Alk) 6 —

Richard W. Brightman
Director, Institutional ReSearch
Coast Community College District

RWB/ cay

[ 5]

Fnelosures

® GRANGE COAST COLLEGE @ GOLDEN WEST COtLEGE

[EIQ\L(:‘ CoaTa M HUNTINGTOM BEACH
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U 0ust ( ommunity Usollege o istrict

1370 ADAMS AVINUE « COSTA MESA + CAL:FORNIA 97626

NORMAY £ AMISON - CHANCELLON

Dear Student @

As part of our program to evaluate college courses, we
ask vou to joln us in examining the Cultural Anthropology course
in which vou are now enrolled. We will contact you six times
duriny the semester and ask you to answer a few brief questions
about five lessons of the course. It shouvld take only a few
minutes to answer the questions and we would appreciate your
returning the enclosed questionnaire using the postage paid
envelope by return mail.

Your information will be kept strictly confidential and
will have no relationship to your course grade. Thank you very
much for your help.

Sincerely,

Kehet B, i

Director, Institutiona rch
Coast Community Collegc District

KWB/tlh
Enclosures (2)

o % ORANGEL COAST COLLEGE @ GOLDEN WEST COLLEGE

EMC L TA MELA HUNTINGTON BEACH




o

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

APPENDIX D

COURSE DIARY
FORM A

(MAILED AT WEEKLY INTERVALS)



INSTRUCTIONS

COURSE DIARY

Each week of the semester, answer questions about tele-
vision lessons watched during the week. Answer the questions
only for the one television course for which you are providing
information even though you may be enrolled in more than one.

If you did not watch a T.V. lesson during the week, check
question 1 accordingly and skip the remaining questions.

If vou watched more than one lesson for the course during
the week, write tie names of the lessons in the spaces provided
{n Question 2. Then refer to the lessons as "A,"” "B," or "c,"
according to the line on which they are written.



COURSE

COURSE DIARY WEEK OF

Quest fong

1. What T.V. lessons did vou watch this week?

BEST copy AVAILABLE

[:J I did not watch a lesson this week.

2. Were any of the lessons you watched this week lessons you had not watched

betore?
No
Yes! What were thev? A,
B.
C.
D.
E.

[f vou answered "No'" to questions #2, do not answer any of the
remaining questions.

3. For the following, please vvaluate the item described bv writing a 5 for
"excellent," 4 for "very good," 3 for "adequate,'" 2 for "poor,”" or a 1 for

"bad.' Write the number i{n the column "A,”" "B," "C," "D,"” or "E" for the
new lesson(s) you watched this week as indicated in question #2.

Lesson Lesson Lesson Lesson Lesson

A B C D E
a) Content ot television presentation
b) Pace of television presentation
¢) Relevance of television pre-
sentation to course
d) Text readings for the lesson
¢) Syllabus readings for the 'esson
f) Technical quality of TV
presentation
) Scope ana balance of information
presented in IV lesson
—ﬂ}-‘-——-————«
n) Visiting cxperts and guests in
TV presentation
- ﬂ—qL—- —
1) How would you rate this TV lesson
1s compared with otheos for the
same course’?
L 1

‘)




Course Diary BGST COPV ii.qu\::'.:tgl.ﬁ Page 2

Lesson Lesson Lesson Lesson Lesson
A B ¢ ) [

e

1) Overall academi: qualitv of this
lesson

4, Write {n the dav of the week that vou
first watched the TV lesson(s).
lat day

5. If vou watched the lesson(s) twice
this week, write in the sccond day.
2nd day

b, What time(s) durfing the dav did you

"y i 4 ’ : 3?
watch the lesson(s)? 1st day

2nd day

7. What channel(s) did you watch the
lesson(s) on?

Ist day
2nd day

8. where did vou watch the lesson(s)
(Write "home,"” "campus,"
" [} Tt
fend's !} > etc.
triend's home, c Ist day

2nd day
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APPENDIX E

SAMPLE COURSE DIARY FORM B

(MAILED AT THREE WEEK INTERVALS)



BEST COPY FARLABLE

P

Yumber Street

tTre Feate

7ip Code

SO T address has changed, pledase write in eorrect one in the space provided,

Mhis evaluation sheet is for the tollowing five lessons of the Cultural
',\n:'“rn[“n'ﬂgy CONrse !

l. [atroduction 4,  Archaccelony
S0 A Gourse of Stady 5. Fvolution
Vo Sulture
b, Plese evilaare each ot (e following {tems for cach lesson by writing a "s"
bor enveident, "8 tor vers wood, "3 tor adequate, 2" for poor, or "1" for
Sad. write the gumber in tae colamn for each of the tive lessons,

(L ESSON

P - — r—
1 J ) 4 9
Course of
! Wl S ’ r - eolo vaolutio
Intro.) Study  lrulture | Archeology [Ev. n
a)d Content ot television
~ L [ 3 )
- 41'.' " ‘[‘,‘: _‘.".'lA-.. b em . —— e i — o+ il e ..-,».....,___..L- P —
e b Ledevisi oo
RE LT TS B i--_’\ e e r--_- o e e e
b e lew e o e levidien
pdesentatien b e e
Coaren rewdngs rer deesen 4 bbb e
eooac il e ading tor
T K (U, -.J,,_ PR S, - -
) ot ol gqualies o of TV
L]
v R {.v0 '
- .- ;l . ..}.‘—‘—;_1.. PR S e eia mm e e e e .4;..—‘_--,_-—.._,.,——-r._ -—— . — -.{
o) ce and uhb e o
i P e sted dn G
- ".“‘—:A\_. — — B e I R SN TRl I bt B T - - 1
. o I
Lroant ot iate. presented
! ;.‘ ‘l‘l\ e i - e e m e m— - e e mame
- e e & e _‘ e i i s e — -,--.».-.-1{-~-~..-~-4L...__-_....-_1‘-“,.._.__.. b —p
P rpantaation of ide |
Fer ety L i . “" N . [ 1 U od. R S
M ' USRS TR AP ) [ LN
i D Tl o SN O S Sl B
cp o o wose? Do o rate tads [V
lesson o0 onpared oitn !
oothers for s ourse L b
Voo ooowveerag b aeademis qualdiee
v e " P ' o T .
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3.

)

b)

a)

b)

)

a)

b)

\‘)

a)

bh)

¢)

a)

whoat s oarticalarly goed ahout lesson One, Introduction?

. e ke s b o e . m ws A . am——

What was particularly bad about Lesson Une, Introduction?

what would vou do to make lesson One, Introduction, better if you could?

s el -

What was particularly gond about Lesson Two, Course of Study?

o —

what was particularlv bad about Lesson Two, Course of Study?

what would you do to make Lesson Two, Course of Study, better if you could?

What was particularly good about Lesson Three, Culture?

What was particularly bad about lesson Three, Culture?

What wonld ynu do to make Lesson Three, Culture, better i{f you could?

What was particularly good about lLesson Four, Archeology?

—

What was particularly bad abcut Lesson Four, Archeology?

what would vou do to mat Lesson Four, Archeologv, better if you could?

~

What was particularly good about Lesson Flve, Evolution?

what was particularly bad about Lesson Five, Evolution?

what wonld vou do to make Lesson Five, Evolution, better if vou could?
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LETTER FOR SCHEDULING STUDENT INTERVIEWS

(SENT TO ALL STUDENTS KEEPING CoursE DNiary Form A)




;T 1) 4./

i ‘0ast ( ‘ommunity College d istrict

1370 ADAMS AVENUE + COSTA MESA - CALIFORNIA 92626

NORMAN £. WATSON - CHANCELLOR

Dear Student:

We're very glad you've decided to participate in our
evaluation of television courses. By now vou should be
receiving vour course diaries. If vou're not, or if vou have
anv questions, would vou please call us at 556-5555.

Interviews are being set up now, to be held on campus Monday
through Thursdav afternoons from 1:00 to 5:00 for the next few
weeks. Please mark at least two choices--more if you can--and
return this form to us in the envelope provided.

You'll be sent a card telling you the exact date and time
of your interview.

Monday ~ Tuesday

b — ——r

4:30 |

e ——— e l® e

[f vou can't rmake it at all during this time, please call us
at 356-5555 and we'll arrange another interview time.

Thank vou for vour help.

Sincerely,

7 oo

Jean F. Kiss
Raescarch Assistant
Coast Community College District

o \
It f‘\/ 1 Ifl

O @& ORANGE COAST COLLEGE ® GOLDEN WEST COLLEGE

EMC COSTA MESA HUNTINGTON BEACH




APPENDIX G

STUDENT INTERVIEW FORM
(FOR STUDENTS KEEPING Courste Diary ForM A)




(W ]

TV STUDENT INTERVIEW

Whyv did vou decide to take a TV course”? BEST CGPY £y

[} iuterest in course

- ' »
_ ] vonvenieace

| _| need units

- interest in this medium of presentation

r_JJOb advancement or promotion

_J other, please specify:

- P

RS 2 Y A

Is this your first TV class?

1 ves
2 no:  What other have you taken?

How did you first leawrn about your present course?

TV announcement

radio announcement

newspaper

brochure picked up un campus

brochure picked up off campus

schedule of classes

other: (friend, another college campus,
previous course, mailed brochure)

—— [

o~

HERREEE

~ T W

In which class are vou enrolled?
1 History of Art 3 As Man Behavns
2 Great Consumer Contest A Family Risk Management

Are vou presently enrolled in other, on-campus courses?

! Fj‘yeQ: How many units?

Al

How would vou rate the letter vou received from the Instructor when vou
“owan the course?

.ifj very helpful ; answered all my questions regarding the course
. L_}hnlpful. but left out important information (List)

3[:] wias not helpful (comment)

Have vou « ntacted the facilitator for your course?
ves !

1 by telephone
2} by actundl meeting

Wis he or she casily available to vou!




BEST COPY fVAILABLE

cont inte!

ot

3 Jdon't feel it necessary

S ftried, om ~ouldn't reach instructor
vl ] intend th, but haven't vet

b ather,

Ce e - av— - N 4k e am e EAw o wiew mmm e e = R, e o —

How important is the facilitator?

I,

cvery Course should have them available

2 depends on the tvpe of subject heing taught
4 not necessary
) otherer ‘ L e —

From vour «xperience <o far, how do vou feel abont televised instruction
ey of Tearaing )

o —— e e —— s — - e . cp—

e e m a e - . e ———————— e at > ———— . B B @ w L MR e e e —— e . — . ———— N A ————— e — - ————e

o b deces eroareas o tade dooworr think might best be taught over
teetecicion?

)

C e —— - - . o m m e mem . e wm e B % b e e e o—— S— - - ——— e~ ® it e ® - ot

T

—— — o —— o -— P

ot snbjects or areas f study might be least well communicated over TV?

i L am e = e - - —— e . —— . o—

P2, what do vou think can be done to improve TV instruction? .
13, Please cevaluate the following aspects of the course vou are taking by
cnecking the appropriate box.
~
- L: - o)
- . o 0 v
v N v % [
h L - S I
—_ T — )
v T "
[ - e 5] (o] as)
[e Lo} b ) ~J o] 3
PN =l s T, (- :n
Aspect (1) ()Y () ) (5) (6) Comment s
e e O g LA - ARALLUARLA R
N Fexthook
e e v o e —— - o— - .-:.—-—-4&;.—— - ——— s+t
H. Amount and kind of course
tnf crmation proevided by
cappus tacilitetors
—_—— - e e ———— e e e e v e e e o e e e i . ————— A A m———
content of eXxans
U S S § - S
o Setedaling of esams
- e e e W e s e AT e e - e ~--7—4 o m—— -<r—v - }r——--—-——«-f - - - - e e e e e e sm m e e e
v cradiny procedures
- IR SIS it Athundit i nisis chbnfeses Shal— -0-«# e trmm e m e o e
fetevision tessons ! L
] R U RS S I SO -
0 ot s ‘
’ [ P oV lessons J
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BEST COPY AvaILApy¢

Adequate

)
o
(h)  Comments

v

Not Used or
Notr Observed
Poor

Verv Gecod

Excellent

.
| ")
el
b ¥
w
St
Pl
o~
e
-t

Aspea (1)

- P, —— -

D sive et .ttt oot Y 4 gy bt -

h. Schedule of T.V. lesson
hroadeasts

{. OQuality of T.V.
broadcast receptionn

j. Scope and balance of
{nformation presented in TV

lessons

o ——— -y —— ——— = -

k. Feleviance of course
caterials for vour needs

1. Visiting experts and guests
in television lessons

e —

m.  overall academic quality

n. I..  ~oarison with other
< in which you have
e tledd, hiow would vou
tiia course?

14, Are rhaere anv aspects of the course you feel would be better covered in a

classroom situation?

- . . PR . ' '

15, W © . siwnificant characteristic of the best TV course you ve taken?
1h, Whian ot ~i:ﬁi(icnnf characreristic of the worst TV course yon've taken”?
17 SO ©rainy telovisior sets are there in vour household?

14, “wew G0 crten toanven that others in vour household want to view a television
fipe that would prevent vou from watching a television lesson

L eron vou owanted to!

e oaften, I cannot use my hone television set to wat chr lesson

vroadeasts.,

J ..t oot very often
g

¥
R T

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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19.

How wonld vou ciaasife vourself?

1 { | student working toward certificate or degree
2 J] mene tal {ncerest student

} non~-studert

] _‘ ot e

4 4 e e e e = -

sitat is vour principal occupation!

{itudenr
2 self-omploved
N }.—‘— v -‘
i | empioved for wages or -salare
4 Lousewite
E Dot hers
L cthers L o

Wt bs o vour pesition (o vonr Yousehiold?

e “inwle, Tive alene
[ wincie, live with non-relatives
! vingie, head ol aousehold
‘“{hwﬂthd ar wite

ti,ﬁ“n or dausibter

dew many hours a dav wonld vou estimate that vou watceh television?

dow s vour recent fon f Channel 50, compared to that of other stations?

not o as good
as good
hetter

- e

Thank vou for your help.

BEST COPY AvAilADLE



APPENDIX H

LESSON NUMBER AND TITLE

ANTHRoPOLOGY 100

Dimengions  n Culture

Qo
ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



DIMENSIONS IN CULTURES:
A STUDY IN ANTHROPOLOGY

Program No. Title

1 Introductien

2 A Course o. tudy

3 Culture

4 Archaeology

5 Evolution

6 Primate Behavior

7 Paleolithic Era

8 Neolithic Era

9 Civilization

10 Population Variation
11 Ethnology

12 Ethnographic Fieldwork
13 Language

14 Cultural Ecology

15 Subsistance Patterns
16 Economic Organization
17 Technical Development
18 Status and Role

19 Marriage and Family
20 Kinship Systems
21 Crisis Rites

22 Governance
23 Social Control

24 Religion and Magic: Part 1
25 Religion and Magic: Part 2
26 Art

27 Enculturation
28 World View
29 Cultural Change

30 Anthropology Today




APPENDIX 1

LESSON NUMBER AND TITLE

ART

[T/ . A Sed
oo crand e v




FRIEHAND SKETCHING

Program No. Title

Drawirg As An Undeveloped Resource

/4 Elements of Drawing

3 Alignment

4 Shading as Darkness

) Preferred Angle of Vision
) The Drawing Co<apass

7 Cross Alignmeat

8 Timed Practice

9 Six Levels of Jrawing

10 Elongated Objects

11 Linear Perspective

2 Contour Lines

I Step Relationships

14 Ribbon Relationships

15 Vertical and Perperdicular
16 Recessed Thicknesses

17 Forming Thicknesses

18 Emphasis on Size

19 Overlapping

20 Aerial Perspective
21 Touchstones, 'tesearch & Appreciation
22 Concentric Foreshourtened Circies & Curves
23 Shading and Shadows

24 Looking Up
25 Compound Drawings
26 Elements of Art
2 The Secret City
28 Anatomy
Q¢ Structure

30 Utilization

L )
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LESSON NUMBER AND TITLE

GECGRAPHY 182-1%5

30 N -'-‘ S apr 2t [;z-',gv. 4,v7 :jalxl/rph:
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INTRODUCTION TO PHYSICAL GEOGRAPHY

Prograr. No. Tictle
1 Introduction
2 Shape of the Earth
3 The Earth from Space
4 The Sur‘ace of the Earth
5 The Quaking Earth
6 Faulting and Folding
7 Volcanism uand the Ring of Fire
8 Igneous Rocks of the Earth's Crust
9 Sedimentary Rocks
10 Metamorphic Rocks and the Rock Cycle
11 Minerals and Man
12 Weachering of Rocks
11 Topographic Maps
14 Erosionu-Leveling by Gravity
15 Landforms Shaped by Streams
16 Glaciation and Landforms
17 Landforms an< the Work of Waves & Currents
18 Wind-Formed Landforms
19 The Earth's Motions
2 The Ocean of Alr
21 Our Nearest Star
22 Solar Energy and the Earth's Response
23 The Air We Breathe
24 The Windvy Planet
25 Weather Prediction and Modification
26 Latent Energy of the Atmosphere
27 Clouds: Signposts Aloft
28 The Middle Latitude Cyclone
29 The Daily Weather Map
30 Alr Masses of North America
g Catastrophic Weather
32 Climatic Patterms of the Low Latitudes
13 Middle and High Latitudes Climati{c Patterns
34 The Hydrolic Cycle
35 Soils: An Interface of the Biosphere
36 Soil Nutrients
37 Soil Formation Processes
38 Soil Patterns of the World
19 Environmental Factors and Plants
40 Vegetation Structure
41 Mijor Vegetation Patterns of the Biosphere
52 The Tropical Habitat, A Paradise?
43 Tidal Community: An Example of
Interdependence
VI Geothermal Energy

45 Man's Impact Through Time




APPEDIX K

LESSON NUMBER AND TITLE

BUSINESS 105




FAMLLY RISK MANAGEMENT

vrogram No, Title

—

The Concept of Risk & Risk Management
2 Civil Liability and the Law

} "...His Day in Court"

4 Your Liability in Self Defense &
Property Rights

B Knowing Your Property Risks

b Personal and Personnel Risk

7 s Homecowners Guide to Insurance:
Declaration

8 A Homeowner: Guide toc Insurance:

Fire Contract
J A Homeowners Guide to Insurance:
Fxtended Coverage
b A Homeowners Guide to Insurance:
Medical & Liability

1 tiomeowner's Non-insurance Tools

[ The Autcomobile: A Modern Peril

13 The Family Auto lansurance Policy

14 The Autou: Fault or Ne Fault? Part 1

15 the Auto: Fault or No Fault? Part 2

L6 Life Insurance: An Introduction

17 Life Insurance: What Folicy Should I Buy?

1o l.Life Insurance: The Whole Life Contract

19 ILife Insurance: What Price is Right?

20 idealth Protection: Disability Income
Insurance

21 Health Protection: Medical Expense
Insurance

22 Health Protection Medical Maintenance
Organization

23 Health Protection: Practicing Preventive
Medicine

24 Social insurance: An Introduction

25 Social Insurance:(Social Security) Oasdhi Pt.1l

25 . Social Insurance:(Social Security) Oasdhi Pt.2

27 Social Insurance: National Health tropousals

28 Property and Liability Planning

29 Personal Loss Planning Part 1

30 Personal Loss Planning Part 2
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LESSON NUMBER AND TITLE

SEWING
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CONNIE'S CLOTHING CORNER

Program No. Title
l Preview, Equipment, Supplies
2 Pattern Symbols, Simple Alterations,
Dress Patterns
3 Preparing Fabric, Layout, Pinning,
Cutting

¥ Snipping, Marking, Tailor Basting
9 Stay-Stitching, Darts, Professional

Pressing

Shoulder Seams, Neck Facings
7 Collars
8 The Neckline, A Couple of Hems
9 An Fasy Sleeve, Another Hem

Y] A Tailored Sleeve, Seam Finishes
11 Preparing the Skirt, Last Two Hems

12 Attaching the Skirt and Bodice

13 The Simple Single-Flap Zipper,
Finishing Details

L4 Zippers! Zippers! Zippers!.

) Patterns

15 Skirt Alterations for a Perfect Fit!

17 Pant Alterations for a Perfect Fit!

13 Now, The Perfect Fit! Designing Skirts
and Pants

19 wardrobe Selection: Color, Line, Design

20 Fabrics to Select

21 Fibers to Select

22 Jiffy-Simple Skirts and Pants

23 tailoring Skirts and Pants: Part I

REA Tailoring Skirts and Pants: Part II

25 Bodice and Shirt Alterations for a
Perfect Fit!

26 Varlous Ways to Sew » Dress Tcgether

27 Various Ways to Sew a Shirt Together

28 Various Ways to Sew a Jacket or Coat
Together

29 Designer Details for the $500 Look

30 Buttonholes and Buttons
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