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VALIDITY OF SOCIAL STURTES AND CITIZENSHIP EXERCISES
TASK II

Introdustion

The major thrust of this project commissioned by the Nati-nal Counecil
for the Social Studies was to analyze the National Assessuont of Educational
Progress activities with regard to the development, preparation, and adnin-
istration of exerclses in citizenship and social studies, Great attention
has been on national assessment, and both educators and members of the lay
public are interested in obtaining information that will enable them to

make judgments regarding the successes and contributions of National assess-
mont,

Prisgry Purpose

The prime purpose of Task II was to focus specifically on the exercises
developsd by the Educational Commission of the States in order to determine
the content validity of these exercises. Valid exercises are certainly
necessary but not sufficient in procuring data as to the "state of affairs”
regarding Amexricans! levels of understanding and functioning in the areas of
social studiss and citizenship,

Content validity is the most crucial eriterion of any test exercise,
for it appraises whether the exercise assesses what it is assumed to be
meppuring., Content validity centers on the representativeness or sampling ade-
quacy of the content of the items., Those concerned with determing the content
validity of test items or exercises generate the question "Is the substance or
content of the item depictive of the content or the universe of content
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being measured "(Kerlinger, 1968, p. 446). In the case of the NAEP exer-~
oises, the question is ®Are these exercises representative of the objectives
as developed by the Eduoation Commission of the States?" Specifically, are
the exercises doing what they are purported to do in relation to the objec=
tives?

The determining of content validity rests on the judgment of individuals.
Specifically, the concept of content validity is based on the assumption
that there is a theoretical universe of items that could be developed to
test the defined content, It is impossible to randomly select items from
this universs, for the universe is only a theoretical concept., Therefore »
one must be satisfied with determining the representativeness of the items.
The question now besomes, "Is this exercise representative of the universe
of items relating to a specific objective or area?"

Since content validity relates to the question of whether some item is
& direct msasure of some important bit of knowledge, skill or attitude in
a subject area (Finley and Berdie, 1970, p. 15), the task of detsraining
whether exercises meet this oriterion is difficult. When one is relying
-on the judgment of persons to determine whether exercises meet this cri-
terion, one ilways runs the risk that judges will disagree or agree but
be off-base. Xuwever, the incidence of non-sgreement was reduced by se-
leoting individuwals possessing expertise in social studies education and
citigsenship education and also having knowledge of questions, question forma-
tion, and questioning strategies,

To facilitate the task the Bducation Commission of the States provided
the judges with detailed lists of objectives against which to consider the

exeroises,
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In addition to determining the content validity of the exercises, the
RAEP offices were interested in determining if the exercises as developed
could be utilized as models by teachers in developing their own evaluation
instruments. Were these exercises suitable test exemplars in addition to
being valid? Part of this concern involved the feasibility and workability
of the exercises. It is possible for an exercise to possess contertﬁ valid-
ity, but be a poor example for classroom use, either because of its being
too easy or too difficult, or mot possessing sufficient challenge for indi-
viduals, or not being feasible to administer with regard to the comtext of
the regular classroom,

Again, the appropriateness of the exercises for teacher use rested upon
the judgments of the major investigator and the individuals on the panel
wvhich reacted to the exercises.

Other Interests

When one commences judging test exercises, one also begins to search
for other aspects such as the cognitive and affective levels, the age ap-
propriateness of the exercises, and the context validity or the appropriate-
1e88 of the situation in which the exercises were administered, But s the
reader needs to be cognizant that these concerns were subsidiary. Hope-
fully, discussion of these additional concerns will provide readers of the
report with a more total understanding of the exercises as used for assessing
social studies and citizenships knowledge, attitudes, and skills.
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Social Studies, Citizenship -—- Goals and
Objectives of National Assessment

For determining the content validity, NAEP provided the judges with
detalled listing of the objectives for both social studies and citizenship,
To enable the reader to interpret more completely the report and to
formulate .'mdopendént Judgments as to value of the overall thrust of assess-
ment in this area, the objectives for both of these aress are inecluded in
this report. The objectives have been drawn from published documents of
the Bducation Commission of the States and are stated verbatim. Detailed
sub-sections and explanations of tho objectives have heen deleted to prevent

unneceasary length of this report and duplication of documents already in
existence.

Social Studies Objectives*

8ocial studies is that area of the school curriculum thet
secks to coomunicate about man in society. It is a shorthand
term for such subjects as history, geography, economics, po-
litical sciences, anthropology, sociology, and social psychology.
In some instances, social studies stands for an integration or
combination of two or more of these subjects, with or without
an emphasis on contemporary problems. But more often in grades
5 through 12, social studies tends to be simply & history,
geography, government, or economics course with materials
adapted to the appropriste grade level,

#National Assessment of Educational Progress (Education Commission of
the States, Denver, 1970) PPe =270
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Have Curiosity About Human Affairs

Raise questions and seek answers,
Are open to new information and ideas.
Try to understand why other psople think and act as they do,

Use Analytic-Scientific Procedures Effectively

Identify and define problems and issues.

Formulate generalizations and hypotheses capable of being
tested,

Obtain information from a variety of sources.

Distinguish ra% from opinions, reslevant from irvelevant
information, reliable from unreliableé sources.

Detect logical errors, unstated assumptions and umwarranted
assertions; question unsupported generalizations; are aware
of the complex mature of social causation, and understand
that sequence or relationship does not necessarily imply
causation,

Use data and evaluative criteria to make decisions.

Are Semsitive to Creative~Intuitive Methods of Fxplaining
the Human Condition

Read history, philosophy, and fiction.

Obtain insight into human affairs from history and philosophy,
and from fiction and other forms of art.

Recognize the role of creative~intuitive methods in
scientific inquiry,

Distinguish personalized explanations of human affairs from
sclentific-objeetive explanations,
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Have Knowledge Relevant to the Major Ideas and Concerns of
Social Scientists

Understand some of the distinctive modes of inquiry (ques-
tions and approaches) of social scientists,

Understand some of the major relationships involving culture,
the greup, and the self,

Understind some of the major characteristics of ecoromice
systems, especially the Awerican economic system.

Understand some of the major charaeteristics of the geog-
raphic (spatial) distribution of man and his activities,
and of man's interaction with the physical enviromment,
Understand some of the major historical developmants.
Understand some of the characteristics of the major systems

of government, particularly the political system of the
United States,

Have 3 Reasoned Commitment to the Values that Sustain a
Free Society

Believe in the fundamental worth of the individual and ean
Justify their belief,

Believe in the freedoms of the First Amendment and can
Justify their bdelief,

Believe in the rule of law and can Justify their belisf,

Believo in open opportunity for advancement and can
Justify their belief,

Are willing to aet for the general interest,

Are willing to participate in decision making relevant to
their lives,

thwder each objective are detailed descriptions of knowledge and/or

behaviors that should be possegsed or evidenced by individuals at various
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age levels. Some of these objectives had lengthy discussions of sub-under
standings or sub-behaviors. In determining the content validity for each
item, the judges scrutinized these descriptions under the major objectives.

Citizenship Objectives

The BEducation Commission of the States did not create a precise defi-
rition of citizenship; however, their interpretations of citizenship are
evident through the stated objectives, It should be indicated that some
areas commonly considered to be related to citizenship, e.g. knowledge of
ways of life in other cultures, were not included under citizenship, but
rather were incorporated in the social studies area, Often in social

studies education, citizenship and social studies objectives are melded,
‘but the Commission did divide them.

Another point for the reader's consideration is that the NAEP persommel
instructed the investigator to consider both the citizenship objectives

and also the major citizenship goals as developed for an early report
(m. 1970)0

Therefore, both ths goals and the objectives are included at this
Juncture of the report. It 1s evident that the goals and objectives are
extremely sindlar,

Citizenship Objectives*

#National Assessment of Educational Progress, Report 2. Citizenship:
"~ Netional . Results (Education Commission of the States, Denver, 1970).
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Show Concern for the Weliare and Dignity of Others,

Treat all individuals with respect

Consider the comsequences for others of their own actions.
Guard safety and health of others,

Help other individuals voluntarily.

Are loyal to country, to friends, and to cther groups whose
valuss they share,

Understand and oppese unequal opportunity in the areas of
education, housing, employment, and recreation.

Seek to improve the welfare of groups of people less fortunate
than they,

Support Rights and Freedoms of All Individuals,

Understand the value of constitutional rights and freedoms.

Recognize instances of the proper exercise or denia} of
constitutional rights and liberties, including due process
of law, '

Defend rights and liberties of all kinds of people uniformly.

\

Help Maintain Law and Ordeyr

Understand ths need for law and order,
Are conscious of right and wrong behavior,
Comply with public law and school rules,
Help authorities in specific cases,
Protest unjust rules openly

Inform themselves zbout the law,
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Know the Main Structure and Functions of our Governments

Reeognize the purposes of government,

'Rocognize the main functions and relations of govermyntal
bOdi.‘o /

Reeognize the importance of political opposi}ion and diverse
interest groups, '
Recognize that democracy c:pends on the alertness and involve~
ment of its citizens, and inow how cifizens ecan affect governe
mont, ’ /
Recognize the strueture and f)pt};.é:ion of politieal parties,
’ Y,

Know structure of setool and fsludent goverument

g

A. Believefthut e#bh person's civic behavior is important , and
convef this JElief to others,
B,

'/ Act*.v‘e,ly work for community improvement.,
v
3, / D'

f/ Participate in local, state and national governmemtal processes.
£
f By Apply democratic procedures on a practical level when working

N
s

in a group.
F. Display fairness and good sportsmanship toward cthers.

VI, Understand Problems of International Relations
A. Are aware of the problems of international eonfliet and dangers

to national security, -

Be Seek world peace and freedom for all peoples,
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Support Rationality in Communication, Thought and Action
on Social Problems,

Try to inform themselves on socially important matters and
to understand alternative viewpoimts,

Evaluate communications critically and form their owmn
opinions independently.

Weigh alternatives and consequences carefully, then make
decisions and carry them out without undue delay.,

See relations among social problems and have good ideas
for solutions,

Support free communication and communicate honestly with
others,

Understand the role of education in developing good citizens.

Take Responsibility for Own Personal Development and
Obligations.

Further their own self-improvement and education,
Plan ahead for major life changes,

Are conscientious, dependable, self-disciplined, and value
excellence and initiative,

Econpmically support self and dependsnts,

Help and Respect Their Own Families (Ages 9, 13, 17)

10

Respect the reasonable authority of their parents or guardians,

and help with home duties and problems,
Help younger brothers and sisters to develop good citizens,

Discuss social matters with their families and respect the
views of all family members,




IX,
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Nwture the Development of Their Children as Future Citizens
(Adults)
Provide for the basic needs and health of their children.

Encourage cooperative, ethical relations to authority and
to other individuals,

Develop in their children & broadening awareness » independence,
and rationality.

Citizenship Geals %

A,
B.
C.
D,
E.
F,
Go
H,
I,

Show concern for the well-being 61’ others,

Support rights and freedoms of all individuals,
Recognize the value of just law,

Know the main structure and functions of governwent.
Participate in effective civie action.

Understand problems of international relations,
Approach civie decisions rationally,

Take responsibility for own development,

Help and respect their own families,

Each of these goals was described in seme detail which provided the

Judges with additional info:mation for determining the exercises! content
validity,

#National Assessment of Edueational Progress, Report 2, pbe vii w ix
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The Specific Nature of the Task

General Baockground Discussion

As previously indicated, the Task II investigator was to review inde-
pendently the NAEP social studies and citizenship exercises in order to in-
form NAEP, school personnel, and the general public as to the extent to
which they can place confidence in the exercises. For purposes of orientaw-
tion, it may be productive to discuss briefly the exercises in both social

1

studies and ocitisenship,

First, the tern "exercises® is used to distinguish these test items from
test items appearing in standardized tests. The writing of these exer-
cises was sub-contracted to private measurement agencies, who developed
exercises relating to tho objectives in ten subject areas. These exercises
were to receive two reviews: by lay people who would ascertain that no
exercise was potentially offensive to any large group of people and by ex-
perts in each subject field .who responded via mail as to whether they
thought each exercise did assess the educational objective for which it was
written. After these two reviews were completed and indicated revisions
oarried out, exercises with different formats were tested out for ease of
administyration,

It s not the purpose of Task II to provide a history of the develop=
went of these exercises, and those individuals desiring more depth of treat-
ment regarding this aspect can read other sections of the overall NCSS

report or refer to NARP's booklet, The National Assessment Approach to
Exercise Development,

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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Formats of Exercises

Originally nine exercise formats were considered (Finley and Berdie,
1970), However, NARP decided in the first assessment to use only four
formatst 1) completion, 2) writing, 3) multiple~choice, and /) combina-
tion. Exsmples of each of these are presented below.

Completion (Finley and Berdie, 1970, p. 20)3

This type of exercise requires the student to f£ill in
blank(s) or to provide a short answer following some stimulus
or to arrange alternatives in correct locations,

What are the capitol eities of the following states?
New Hampshire

Oregon
Texas

Georgia

Writing (Finley and Berdie, 1970, pp. 20-21):

The response to this type requires the student to write a
sentence(s) or paragraph(s) or 1ist responses.

Write a set of directions explaining how to get, by car or
on foot, to eoms famous local landmark from the airport,
rallroad station, bus station or turnpike (freeway) exit
closest to where you live,

Write your directions carefully and clearly, as if you were

going to give them to & friend who is not very femiliar
with your area,

Multiple-choice (Finley and Berdie, 1970, p. 23)1

The correct response is selected from two or more
alternatives, |
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Directions: Mark only one answer,

John counted his breathing rate several times during two
days. His record is showm below,

Breathing Rates

Time of Day
D Morning Neon Night
i’?« 19 16 1,
Wednesday 20 16 13

Whzn was John¥s breathing rate highest?

Tuesday in the morning
Tuesday at noon

Tuesday at night
Wednesday in the morning
Wednesday at night

HTH

Combination (Finley and Berdie, 1970, p. 24):

The eombination form is a multiple-choice exercise followed

oither by completion or writing,

Directions: Mark your answer to the first question, If
Yyou marked *yes* answer the second question briefly.

Have you ever bsea in the city where your state capitol
is located?

Yes

No

(If yes) Wnat one thing that you saw in that eity do you
rensmber most?

Ages Considered for Exorcises

Exercises were designed for four ages: 9, 13, 17 and Adult. However,

mny of the exercises reviewed were appropriate for more than one age group,
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These exercises generally overlapped between two adjacent age groups, but
there were exercises where the overlap was over three and even four age
groups. In some instances, some exercises overlapped between two non-adja-

cent age groups, e.g. 13 year olds and adults,

Administration of the Exercises

Another aspect of the exercises taken into account was the manner of
administration. Exercises were given either to individuals or to groupe,
For the individually administered exercises, examiners interviewed students,
working with a small microphone plased inconspicuously between the exsminer
and the child. The interviewers informed individuals that what they had to
say was lmportant evidence, The tape provided information so that the ad-
ministrator did not have to write all the conversation.

Group administered exercises were assembled in packages to be taken by
individuals. In most cases, the adpinistration procedures as well as the
exercises in the actual assessment packages were on tape,

Procedure for Processing the Exercises

The investigator and three panel members processed the exercises to
estimate whether they measured the objectives intended and to record descrip- Y
tor information on each exercise dealing with age group, format, manner

aduinistered and the like.

The investigator's initial step was to develop a format sheet for
recording pertinent data. This sheet, which is found below, allowed for the
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TASK IX

Figure 1

16

FORMAT FOR RECORDING EXERCISE DATA

Swbject area:

Ttem:

em formt:

Individual or group admimistered:
Ags:

Objectives

Cognitive/affective levels:
Content validity:

Context validity:

Model for teacher:

Age appropriateness:

Other:

©

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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recording of subject area, the specified exercise, the exercise's format,
how administered, the age of persons dealing with the exercise, the objec~
tive to which this exercise was geared, and judgment regarding content
validity. The data sheet also enabled the recording of the cognitive and
affective levels, the context validity of the exercise, the exercise's
model qualities for teachor use, and finally the exercise's appropriate-
ness for the intended ages. As can be discerned, part of the information on
the sheet simply described a particular exercise, while the remainder of the
sheet dealt with the dimensions of the exercise judged by the investigator
and three panel members. Each member used this format in reacting inde-
pendently to exercisec.

The sequential instructions followed for processing both the social
studies and citizenship exercises were identical:

1, Read each exercise and record descriptor information,

2, Mske judgments as to vhether the sxercise had cox;teut validity,
context validity, exemplary qualities for teacher use, and age
appropriateness,

3+ Read appended responses to each exvrcise if present,

he As a ssfoguard against mis judgment reconsider the content

validity question with regard to how individuals actually
responded,

These steps were adhered to by the major investigator and also by
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three judges* invited to participate in determining the exercises' con~-
tent validity. After responding independently to all exercises, the judges
met as a group with the major investigator to discuss their valuations
vegarding ths contert validity and the exercise's exemplarity qualities,
Other information relating to context validity, cognitive/affective lev-

els, and age appropriateness also were considered.

The investigators and the three judges discussed at length any
exercise where there was some disagreement as to content validity.
Reasons for the diffe.ing interpretations were contemplated. After such
discourse, the content validity was reconsidered for the exercise in ques-
tion. The investigator put aside for reconsideration and more detailed
analysis those exercises where consensus could not be achieved, Iater,
the major investigator made a second judgment regarding these exercises®
content validity. Where there was some disagreement regarding some other
aspect of the exercise such as the affective level, the major investigator
did not deem a careful reconsideration necessary; in such instances he
used his own interpretution., This tack was taken because these other

concerns were not the major concerns of Task II.

#Ms. Thresa E, Gieger, Instructional Specialist, Portland Public Schools,

Portland, Oregon; Mr. Arthur X, Ware, Social Studies Coordinator, Bellevue
Publie Schools, Bellevue, Washington, Mr, Jack S. Thompson, Social Studies
Coordinator/Specialist, Renton School District, Renton, Washington.
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After the sharing of perceptions by the major investigator and the
other judges, information was then organized in tables to indicate the
basic information, Tables then were organized according to the major ob~
Jective concerned, For instance, there would be a table for recording all
pertinent data relating to objective IA, while all data relating to exere
cises concerned with Objective IIB would be recorded on another table,

Exercises were divided by NAEP into both social studies, released, and
unreleased and citizenship, released and unreleased, To prevent any mix-up,
the exercises were processed in these divisions 5 for example, all judges
processed social studies exercises released as a group, then judges considered
all social studies objectives unreleased, The procedure was repeated for
the citizenship objectives, Judges gave careful attention to indicating

on the data sheets the area and status of each exercise,

Some of the released exercises in both social studies and c'it.izenship
are present in appendices, However, unreleased items cannet be identified

at this time as these exercises will be administered at some time in the
Luture,

The Judges

The three persons who served as co-judges on the content validity of
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the exsrcises were well qualified to make such judgments, All three indi-
viduals hold positions of leadership in the social studies curriculum area,
Two individuals are currently district social studies coordinators and have
had a great deal of experience in curricuium development and program ase

seasment, One judge this past year has been on leave from her staff posi=-
tion ta engage in doctoral study,

Resumes of each of these individuals drefound in the appendix of this
report, Suffice to say that these people are knowledgeable of the area of

social studies, of curriculum in general, and have expertise in working

with questions,

Perhaps at this juncture some information is necessary on the major
investigator for Task II. Detail is provided in a resume in the appendix.
However, this investigator has worked in the areas of social studies and
general curriculum for the last seven years, For the last ten years, he
has been concerned with the area of questions, the effects of questions on
children's thinking and achievement in social studies., He has conducted
research on questions and has written numerous articles dealing with ques=
tions., He has authored a book dealing with questions and has econsulted
with school distriets across the nation conducting workshops on questions,

He also has developed questions for Educational Testing Service,

One might find this reporting of credentials somewhat unusual in a report,
but since content validity is couched essentially in the judgment of an in-
dividual, one does need some data on that individual to determine if he has
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the necessary expertise and depth of understanding to make such Jjudgments as

to the represensativensss or sampling adequacy of the exercises in social

studies and citizemship,

The Results

Results are reported in four divisions: results for released social
studies exercises, for unreleased social studies exercises, for released
citizenship exercises, and for unreleased eitizenship exercises, The reader
should be mindful that the central thrust of the Task II investigation was
to determine the content validity and the exemplary qualities of these
exercises, but other dimensions of the exercises were considered and are
inecluded in the following tables.

The data are reported for each objective. General summaries of all

the social studles and citisenship exercises, released and unreleased, are

present in the discussion section,

Social Studies Exercises, Released
Objective I, Have Curiosity About Human Affairs:

The first sub-division of objective one, I,A is speeifically concerned
with whether individuals raise questions and seek answers, Table 1 for
social studies released reports the data relating to this objective, As
can be ebserved there were six exercises designed to test this objective,
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Table 1 (Exexcise Area SSR )

Objective:

Total # _Item Format Adwinistered | Age Leveils CQ&T Level

items [Comp.[Wri.[M1.Ch. Comb.| Ind. Group. |9 11317 |Ad | K|C|A[AnlS IF.
6 l S | b 31312223 ﬁl

Aff. Level #f valid | # Not Valig! _ff Exem.| # Con. Val.. Age App. |

W)
o8]

5 1 & ¢ 6

Panel members judged five exercises to have content velidity and one as
not valid. However, members considered all exercises to be good examples
for teacher use and to have context validity and appropriateness for the
ages inileated., One may wonder how an exercise considered not valid can
have context validity or be exemplary. In many cases, exercises wers
judged to lack content validity with regard to the objective indicated,
but were still cousidered good exercises for ancther objective, Therefore,
& teacher could utilize the exercise or a similar one if she selected that
objective, Also, the context validity veferred to the type of situation
in which the exercise was administered as well as the type of situation
implied by the exercise to which the individual had to relate. Oftentimes,
items were mot valid regarding the objective but were valid regarding the
situation implied or specified, given another objective,

*The cognitive levels used were drawn from Benjamin Bloom, ed., Taxono
of Educational Objectives, Handbook It Cognitive Domain, New Yorks David
MeRay Co., 1956, while the affective levels were drawn from Darid Krathwohl,

od,, Taxonomy of %ﬁtigml Obioctim, Handbook IIs Affective Domain
lo\.f"“xoﬁa ga' oy 1964, ’
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The cognitive and affective levels were attended to when panel members
and the investigator could make a judgment. Oftentimes s items had no
slearly discernable affective component ,

Upon analysis of the tabie » one can note that the numbers for age level
and coghitive level do not always equal, and sometimes exceed the tobal
nuber of items, This is due to the fact that many exercises were appropri~ |
ate for more than one age and that oftentimes s NO judgment was deemed
Possible regarding the cognitive and affective levels,

The second sub~division of objective one, I, B, relates to whether

individuals are open to new information and ideas. Table 2 (Social Studies
‘Released) presents these data,

Table_2  (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
I8
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
| Items  [Comp.|Wrii{Ml.Ch.[Comb.| Ind. Group | 9113 |17 |Ad. KIC|AlAn S(E
Aff. Level | # valtd | # Not Valid |4 Brem.|# con. Val, | Age App. |
Re|Rs{VaiOriCh .

Only one exsroise measured this objective and this item was judged not valid,
I,C the third sub-division of objective I relates to whether individuals

"ry to understand why other people think and act as they do.® Table 3
(83R) reports these data.
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Table 3 (Exercise Area SSR )

[ Objective: ) ) - |
1c
Total # Item Format Administered
items [Comp.| Wri, M1,Ch.| Comb,|Ind., Group.
Aff, Level | # Valid | 4 Not Valid! # Fxem.)|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs|VajOr{Ch 7 ' i
IR 2 2 . 2

As can be discerned, two items, both valii, existed for this sub=objective,
The investigator and panel also deemed these exercises to be exemplary and
to have context validity and to be appropriate for the age levels indicated,

ObJective IX. Use Analytic-Sclentific Pr.:vedures Effectivelys

This objective had six sub~divisions, the first dealing with whether
individuals "identify and define problems and issues" (II A). Data relating
%o this sub-objective are indicated in Table 4 (SSR),

Table 4  (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
1A
Total { Item Format _  |Administered | _Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items [Comp,[Wei {M1,Ch.[Comb.|Tnd, Group |9 13 |17 [Ad.JK|C|A[An[§ E
4 {13 2 2 1112129121 14412
Aff. Level # valid | # Not Valid I/ Exem.iff Con. Val., | Age App. |
RelRg{ValOriCh
1 3 { 2 2 3
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Review of the table reveals four exercises designed to measure this objec~

tive with three being judged valid. However, the investigator and panel

Judged only twe to be of exemplary quality,

"Formulate generalizations and hypotheses capable of being tested" is

the second sub~division, II B, There were no exercises released to measure
' this objective, The next sub-objective measured was II €, relating to

whether individuals "obtain information from a variety of sources," Table

5 presents thess data.

Table S (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:

Itc

Total # Item Format Administered | Age lLevels | Cog, Level
items [Comp[Wri. M_c_@_,;_g_q__rg&g 9713717 TAGTRIC|A An]S 5.
I3 4 14|65 b T 13191716528 |11

| Aff. Levelﬁ # valid Not VQHQI ¥ Pgem.l# Con. Val. | Age App.

1 iz | 11 n 12

There were thirteen items measuring this objective, twelve of which the
Judges determined to possess content validity. However, only eleven items
qualified as exemplary., It is interesting to note that in these exercises,
almost all levels of the cognitive domain were represented,

Table 6 (SSR) deals with information relating to the fourth sub~division
of objective II, Spécifically this objective, II D, relates to measuring
whether individuals "distinguish facts from opinions, relevant from irrelevant
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Table b (Exercise Area SSR)
Objective: i
11D
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. level
Items [Comp,|WriiIMI,Ch,| Comb.| Ind.  Group | 913 |17 Ad.lK!C|AlAn] S|E
]
5 5 5 |5]3)2 |2 1l | | J2
Aff. Level #f valid | # Not Valid | # Exem. #réoﬁni.‘Val. Age App. |
Re|Rs|Va|Ox|Ch — e .
1 3 2 4 | 4 5

information, a.;xd z;;iiablo from unreliable sources," Fivo exercises were
designed for this objective; however only three were judged valid and fouy
exemplary.

The next sub-objective of objective II deals with whether individuals
“detect logical errors, unstated assumptions, and unwarranted assertions;
question unsupported generalizations; are aware of the complex nature of
social eausation and understand that sequence or relationship does not
necessarily imply causation. Table 7 reports these data for objective II E,

Table_ '] (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:

ITE

Total # | Item Format Administered Age Levels

| items [CompJ Wri,[M1.Ch,[ Gomb.|Ind, Group.] 9113117 |Ad
5 2 3 3 2 11121111

A, Level J Valid | 4 Not Vg;__;g_i_"ﬂ__m. it Con. Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs|VajOriCh | . ) j

— wassnbansassin

! 4 1 5 | 4 5
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NAEP administered five exercises for this objective and the investigator
and panel determined four to huve content validity. However, all exercises
were judged exemplary.

No exercises measured the last sub-objective of this division, Objec-
tive II F, "Use data and evaluative criteria to make decisions,

Objective III. Are Sensitive to Creative-Intuitive Methods of Explaining
the Human Condition:

The first division (III A) of this objective aims at measuring whether

individuals "read history, philosophy, and fiction." Table 8 presents these
data,

Table & (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
IA
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Ivems |Comp,[WriiiMI,Ch.]Comb.| Ind, Grouwp | 9113 117 |AdKIC AlAn[ SIE
1 1 1 i1
Aff. Level ¢ Valid | # Not Vaid |# Exem.[# con, val. | Age App.
Re|Rs|Va]Or|Ch ' _ -

Only one exercise existed for this sub-objective,and the investigator and
panel assistants judged 4t wvalid and exemplary. However, the judges cone
sidered the item inappropriate for all the ages intended; specifically those
behaviors specified for ages 17 and adult were not measured by the exercise.
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Table 9 (SSR) has the data relating to objective IIIB, "obtain insight
into human affairs from history and philosophy, and from fiction and other

forms of art." There were four exercises for this objective and all

Table Q (Exercise Area SSR )

Objective:
s
Total #|_____ Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog, Level
items IComp.l Wri,|Ml,Ch,| Comb.|Ind, Group.|9 11317 [Ad]KI|C AlAn(S IR |
4 4 1 3 |1]4(4]|3 4

Aff. Level i valid | # Not Vg;;@l-# Exem,|# Con. Val,.| Age App.
Re[Rs|Vajor[ch i

1 |211] 4 4 | 4 4

qualified as valid and exemplary. Note that t.hes'e'!(exercises involved some
of the affective domain levels,

Sub~ob jective I1IC, "recognize the role of ereative-imtuitive methods
in scientific inquiry was without exercises, The next exercises were
concerned with sub-objJective IIID, whether individuals "distinguish person-
alized explanations of human affairs from scientific objective explanations.®
Data relating to this objective are recorded in Table 10 (SSR).

Analysis of tha table reveals a total of three items, all possessing
content validity and being valuable as models for teacher use.
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Table /O  (Exercise Area SSR)
Objective:
o
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items [Comp.[Wri.iMI.Ch,]| Comb. And. Group 19113 ]17 |Ad.]K!CJAJAn[SIE
3 | 2 3 12131311 Rl 11
Aff. Level it valid | # Not Valid }{# Exem.|# C;:;z._Val. Age App. |
Re|Rs{Va{Or|Ch i
] 3 3 3 3
Objestive IV, Have Knowledge Relevant to the Major Ideas and Concerns of

Social Scientists

The first sub-chjective of this division relates to measuring whether
individuals #understand some of the distinetive modes of inguiry (cuestions
and approaches) of social seientists." Table 11 (SSR) reports these data.

-

Table 11  (Exercise Area SSR)
Objective:
VA
Total #i_ Item Format | Administered| Age Levels | Cog, Level
| items IComp. Wri.iMl,Ch,| Comb.lInd, Group.| 911317 [Ad[K|C]A]An[S ]
| 1 1 11114
Aff. Level ft Valid | # Not Va;igL# Exem.|# Con., Val..| Age App.
Re[Rs[VaJor[Ch ——




as well as appropriate for the ages indicated,

indicated two as valid,
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Table 12 (Exercise Area SSR)

As can be discerned, only one exercise existed to measure this particular
objective., The investigator and panel judges deemed it valid and exemplary,

Objective IV B measured whether individuals "understand some of the
major relationships involving culture, the group, and the self." Table 12
(SSR) has these data, Observation reveals that three exercises were pre-
pared for this objestive and that the investigator and panel members

Objective:

IVB
Total # Item Format Administered Age Levels | Cog. Level
Ireus [Comp. Wri,(MT.Ch.]Comb.] Tnd. Group |90 ]13 |17 |Ad.KIC|AlAn SLE

3 112 3 (1p 11|11

Aff. Level { Valid | # Mot Valid | # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App._|
RelRs|VaiOr|{Ch — ' ‘

2 I 2 1 ]

Table 13 (3SR) reports the data relating to the next sub-division of
this cbjective, IV 0, "understand some of the major characteristics of
economic systems, especially the American economic system, Bight exercises
existed for this objective, six of which were valid and exemplary,
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Table |3 (Exercise Area SSR)
Objective: )
Ve
Total # Item Format Administered | _Age Levels | Cog. Level
| items |Comp.| Wri,[M1.Ch.[ Comb.lInd, Group.| 911317 |Ad[K|C|AlAn]S K.
¥ ] ¥ I1313|5|5 |24
Aff. lLevel it Valid | ¢ Not Valid! # Exem.|# Con. Val.| Age App. |
RelRs|VaOr | Ch , - T '
1 6 ) 6 7 7
... A e e e - — I ——

Table 14 reports the data relating to the next sub-objective under
objective IV, “Understand some of the major characteristics of the g6o=

.gravhic (spatial) distridbution of man and his activities, and of man's

Table |4 (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
VD
Total # Item Format Administered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items |Comp.JWril{MI.Ch.|Comb.| Ind. Group |0 113 |17 | AdJ KIC]AlAn] SIE
1
9 3] 6 2 | 7 1714144511112
| Aff. Level {#f valid | # Not Valid !# Exem.|# Con, Val. | Age App.
Re|Rs|VajOxich [
2 1M1 7 2 7 7 7

interaction with the physical environmmt.” Nine exercises were constructed

5
seven of which were valid,

One can note from the table that exercises
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existed at four levels of the cognitive domain as well as three levels of

the affective domain,

Objective IV E related to measuring if individuals "understand some of
the major historical developments." Table 15 (SSR) reports these data,
There were numerous exereises (15) relating to this sub~objeetive, Of the

Table 15 (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
VE
Total #| Item Format Administered
| items iComp.| Wri,|Ml,Ch,| Comb, Ind. Group.
5 2 |13 2 |12
Aff, level #f Valid | # Not Valid! # Exem.|# Con. val.. _Age App.
Re[Rs{Valorfch | —
1{1} 1 12 3 12 12 /0

total, twelve were valid and exemplary. However, the investigator considered
only ten of the items appropriate for the ages intended. The major concerm

was that the five items in question were perhaps too difficult for the
nine~year-olds,

The last sub-cbjective (IV F) measures whether individuals *understand
some of the chargcteristies of the major systems of government, particularly
the political system of the United States. Data relating to this objective
exist in Table 16 (3SR), Eleven items were developed, and rine ranked as
valids It is interesting to note that the investigator and panel classified
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Table | (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
VF
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cop. Level
Items Uompc Wril ’Hl.Chc Comb. Ind. Group 9 _}Q__ 17 Ad.J K!C AlAn SiE
T 1
1] 1|10 1| 10 (36|29 |55
'
Aff. Level #f valid | # Not Valid |# Exem.|# Con. Val. Age App. |
Re|Rs|VaiOr|Ch
9 2 2 7 9

only seven exercises as having context validity; that is, appropriate situations
in vhich individuals could eonsider the exercises or situations implied or stated.
Objectivs ¥. Have a Reasoned Commitment to the Values that Sustain a Free
Society
This objective had six sub-~divisions s the first of which was "believe
in the fundamental worth of the individual and can Justify their beljef,."
Table 17 (SSR) contains data relating to this objective. Six exercises

Table_]]  (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
VA
Total # Item Format Aduministered| Age Levels | Cog. Level
| 1tems [Comp.| Wri,|Ml.Ch, Comb.]Ind. Group.| 9 113117 TAd f KIC|AlAn S'x_w
A 3 313 |3 (314|5]4}3 3
Aff, Level # Valid | # Not Val;gj ¥ _Bxem,] # Con. Val. | Age App.
Re[Rs[Va|Or|Ch 1 “ N
31 12] 6 | 6 | 6 6
o )

&
K
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existed for this objective and all were valid, These exercises also were

ranked as being exemplary and possessing context validity and age appro-
priateness.

"Believe in the freedoms of the First Amendment and can Justify their
belief" wes the second sub~objective under V. Table 18 (SSR) reports
relevant information, Bight exercises, all deemed valid, existed. However,
the investigator and panel members considered only seven exemplary,

Table |8 (Exercise AreaSSR)

Objective: - -
VB
Total ¥ | Item Format _ Administered]| Age Levels | Cog, Level
items IComp.l Wri.|Ml.Ch.| Comb.] Ind. Group.| 91 13 17 RiCjAlAn]|S IR,
g 112 |53 |5 (1l4]¢3]|7 1 T’:}
Aff, Level it Valdd | # Not validl # Exem.|# Con. Val.. Age App.
RejRsiValOr|Ch ' i}
7 g 7 1 7

Objective V C measured whether individuals "believe in the rule of law
and can justify their belief," As can be observed from Table 19 (SSR),
only one exercise was developed and it wr~ considered valid.
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Table |9  (Exercise AreaSSR)

Objective: o

VY C

Total # item Format Administe

— .  Adm red Age Level Cog,

Items i Comp. WriliM1.Ch.| Comb. Ind, Group 97113 17 g.d. K g%iﬁvgln
1 1 111111 |
Aff, Level i valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# C

Rt fevel em on. Val. | Age App.

¥> exercises were present for the fourth sub-division of Objective V,
"Believe in open opportunity for advancement and can Justify their belief,*
However, there were three exercises for Objective V E, "are willing to
act for the general interest." Data relating to this sub~obisctive ave:
recorded in Table 20 (SSR), Scanuing the table revesls five valid exercises

Table 20 (Exercise Area SSR)

Objective:
VE
';’otal # - :}tim Format | Administered| Ase Levels Cog, Level
temns o Wei,{Ml.Ch. Comb. . . ' |
| items (Comp M1 Ch.[ Coub .| Tnd. _Group 9115757 Tad TRIc ATan[S TR
5 2 314 11121212 3
Aff, level ‘ # Valid | ¢ Not Valiglj fuﬁ‘x‘ em,| # V‘E.'on.. Val.. | Age App. |
Re |Rs |Va|Or | Ch =~ '
213 5 5 5 5
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for this objective. It should be noted that the investipgator and panel
members placed three of the exercises at the synthesis cognitive level

and at the upper categories of the affective domain,

The last sub~objective is Mare willing to participate in deeision
making relevant to their lives.* Table 21 (SSR) reports information

relevant to these exercises,

Table 21 (Exercise AreaSSR)

‘Objective:

VF

Total # Item Format Administered | Age lLevels | Cog. Level
Items |Cowp.|Wri.}Ml,Ch.| Comb.{Ind, Group | 9113 117 |Ad.] K!C]A|An; S{E
2 2 2 111111741
!
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App. |
ReiRs|{ValOr}Ch ]
1 2 2 2 2

- LT )

Consideration of this table indicates two items for the objective and each
Judged as possessing content validity and being exemplary for teachers,
Social Studies Exercises, Unreleased

Since the unreleased social studies exercises are related to the same

objectives as the released, there is no need to repeat in detail the objecw

tives, Rather the objectives will be referred to by their outline organization,

€efle I, A3 I, B; II, A} IIBy s 0oV, P,
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Objective I, Have Curiosity about Human Affairs

Objective I A data are recorded ir Table 22 (SSU), Note that tables
are identified by SSU coding to distinguish them from the tables presenting
social studies released data. Survey of Table 22 reveals four items present

for this objective and that judges categorized all as valid.

Table_22 (Exercise AreaSS\))

Objective:
IA
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog, Level |
| items [Comp.| Wri,[Ml.Ch.| Comb.| Tnd, Group. |9 !13117 [Ad|K|ClAlAnISIE.
4 3 11 4 312 11113
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid| # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App.
Re|Rs|Va|Or|Ch _ — -
311 4 4 4 4

The second sub-objective I B, had only one exerclse, Results are

presented in Table 23 (S5U), The investigator deemed the exercise

Table_23 (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:

I8

Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items |Comp.[Wri.|{MI,Ch.| Comb.| Ind, Group | 9113 |17 |Ad.JK!C|AlAn} S|E

1 111 INFEPRN)

Aff, level # valid | # Not Valid {4 Exem.i# Con. Val. | Age App. |.
ReiRs |ValOr|Ch

1 1 1] ]

~p-
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valid, exemplary, and appropriate for the ages indicated,

Sub=objective I C was not represented by any exercises,

Objective II, Use Analytic-Scientific Procedures Effectively,
Only one exercise measured the first sub-objective, II A, Judges

classified it as valid, Details are recorded in Table 24 (SSU),

Table 24  (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:
[1 A
Total Item Format Administered Age levels Cog, Level

L
items |[Comp,| Wri,|M1.Ch.| Comb.!Ind, Group, |9 113 117 ' Ad [KICIA An|S B |

1 1 1 111

Aff, Level #f valid | # Not Valid| ¥ Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re |Rs|ValOr |Ch

1 | 1 ] 1

v — v ———

The next sub-objective represented by the exercises is II C, Table

25 (SSU) reports that thirteen exercises were developed for Lhis oiajtective.

Table 25 (Exercise Area 95U)

Objective:
[ic
Total # Item Format | Administered | Ape lLevels | Cog. Level
Itens [Comp,|WEL {ML,Ch.| Comb.| Ind, Group | 9|13 |17 |Ad.| K.C|A[AniSIE]
I3 | 4 2 3 | 1066 |5 |4]|b6}6]]
. t
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid }# Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App. |
Re|Rs|VajOx{Ch e
Q 13 2
13 13 1




The review panel and the major investigator judged all items valid and
exemplary,
Table 26 (SSU) contains dats relating to sub-objective IT D.

Table 26  (Exercise AreaSSU)

Objective:
[1D
Total # Item Format Administered | _Age Levels | Cog, Level
items _IComp.| Wri.|Ml.Ch. Comb.)} Ind, Group.| 9 13 117 |Ad | KICIA!An|S 'R
4 4 4 121210212 38| 1
Aff, Level _ # Valld |} # Not Valid! # Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re[Rs!Va|Or|Ch T -
3 ] 3 3 3

Four exercises related to this objective and judges ranked three as valid,
Objective II E data are reported in Table 27 (SSU), Checking the table

reveals six exercises present for this sub~objective and all determined

Table 27 (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:
I1E
Total # Item Format Administered | Ape Levels | Cog., Level
Items [Comp.[Wri,IML.Ch.| Comb.| Ind, Group 19113 ]17 |Ad.] KIC|A|Anj S{E
b b 6 |613]3]3][l6]]]
: ,
__Aff, Level B valid [ # Not Valid }# Exem.|# Con, Val. | Age App, |
RelRs|ValOriCh ] .
b 6 6 6




TASK II BEST COPY AVAILABLE L0

valid by the judges. Of some interest is the fact that the panel ranked
all exercises at the cognitive level of analysis., This represents some-
thing of a shift from previous exercises where the cognitive emphasis was

primarily at the lower levels of the taxonomy.

Objective I1I, Are sensitive to Creative-~Intuitive Methods of
Explaining the Human Condition
The first objective in this category having exercises was sub-objective
III B, As reported in Table 28 (SSU) two exercises, both valid, related to

this objective, The investigator and judges also considered the exercises

to be good examples for teacher use,

Table 28  (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:

[I1s
Total #|  Item Format | Administered| Age Levels | Cog, Level
items  [Comp.| Wri,|Ml,Ch.| Comb.| Ind. Group,} 9 13 |17 |Ad | KI|C|AlAn|S'E |

2 1)1 1 |1 1121212 2
| Aff, Level # Valid | 4 Not Validl # Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re[Rs{ValOr|ch ' i

4 V4 2 2

No exercises existed for objective III C. However, III D did have
three exercises, all of which the judges ranked as valid and exemplary.
This information is presented in Table 29 (SSU).
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Table 29 (Exercise Area 3SU)
Objective:
111 ©
Total # Item Format Administered Age levels Cog. Level
Items {Comp.[Wri {MI,Ch.| Comb.| Ind. Group |9 113 117 Ad, KIClAlAn SiE‘
3 3 3 121212(2] |3
!
} Aff, lLevel #f valid | # Not Valid I Exem. # Con. Val. | Age App.
Re|Rs|Va|Ox|Ch N -
3 3 3 3
Objective IV, Have knowledge Relevant to the Major Ideas and Concerns
of Social Sclentists
The first sub-objective for which exercises exist is IV B, Only one

exercise wes present, and the investigator and panel classified it as

valid and an effective example for teachers,

Table 30 reports these data,

Table 30 (Exercise Area SSU)
Objective:

Total Item Format | Administered Age Levels Cog, Level
items  [Comp.| Wri.|{M1.Ch.| Comb,.] Ind. Group,| 9 (13|17 |Ad | KICiAlAn|S 'K
Aff, Level # Valid | 4 Not Valid! # Exem,|# Con. Val. | Age App.

Re[Rs[Va|Or|[Ch _ |

1

PR SRR
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Table 31 (SSU) indicates six exercises prepared to measure the next

sub~objective-~1IV C,

exercises as not valid and poor examples for teachers. Also, the three exer-

However, the writer and judges listed three of these

cises judged as faillng to have content validity also were not appropriate

for the age levels indicated,

Reasons for being deemed inappropriate were

either too easy, too difficult, or not relevant to the age level targeted,

Table 31 (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:
IV c
Total #| Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items |Comp.|Wri.iM1.Ch.| Comb.]Ind., Group | 9[13 J17 [Ad.JK!C]AjAn|SIE
tems , 3
b b G [1]4|5|5 23!
t
Arfifw. Level #f Valid | # Not Valid }# Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App. |
Re{RsiVa|Or|Ch 1 o~
3 3 3 3 3

Sub-objective IV D was the next objective for which exercises were

present,

validity or being examples productive for teacher use.

As indicated in Table 32 (SSU) nine exercises existed to asseas

this objective, However, only six exercises qualified as having content

It also should be

noted that there vas a heavy loading of exercises at the knowledge level,
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Table_32_  (Exercise Area SSU)
Objective: -
Total # Item Format | Administered| Age Levels | Cog. Level
items |Comp.| Wri.|Ml,Ch.| Comb.|Ind, Group,| 97113[17 Tad|K[C|A]An[S'E
9 11 3 1 18 713121113
| Aff, Level # valid | # Mot Valid! # Exem.]# Con. Val.| Age App.
Re|Rs|VaiOr|Ch i ' .
o 3 b 6 b

The next sub-objective under objective IV also had numerous exercises
prepared, with a significant number of them judged as not v lid., Table 33
(SSU) reports these data. Note that almost fifty per cent of the items

Table 33  (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective: o
IV E
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Ivems [Comp,[Wri IM1,Ch.|Comb.|Ind. Group | 9] 13 |17 |Ad.| KICIAlAn] SIE
iz | || |1 a|s|e|e |95 (2
t

Aff, level | # valid | # Not Valid |# Exem.|# con. Val. | Age App. |

RelRs|Va|Or|Ch
7 5 6| 6 G

prepared were considered not valid, Also note that there existed a heavy

loading of exercises at the lower cognitive levels, knowledge and
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comprehension, Only fifty per cent of the exercises were of exemplary

quality, contained conte:t validity, and were appropriate for the targeted

ages,
Data for the last subwobjective under major objective IV is recorded

in Table 34 (SSU). Analysis of the table reveals eight exercises relating

to this objective with seven being judged as valid,

Table_ 34 (Exercise AreaSSU)

Objective:
IV F
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
M1.Ch.[ Comb.l Ind. Group.| 9 113 |17 | Ad [ K|C|A|An[S I§]

| items [Comp.| Wri,

c
g 9 g 11066562

L :
Aff. Level #f Valid | # Not Valid{ # Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs|{Va|Or|Ch ' '

Have a Reasoned Commitment to the Values that Sustain a

ObJective IV,
Free Society

Three exercises were designed to measure the first sub~-objective of
this major objective. Table 35 (SSU) reports these data. Review of the

table reveals that the panel presumed all exercises to have content

validity.
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Table 35  (Exercise AreaSSU)

Objective: i S
Total #]  TItem Format _{Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items [Comp.|Wri.}Ml,Ch, Comb.{Ind. Group |9 {13 |17 |Ad.J K!C]AjAn] S{E
3 | 112 1 2|12 12]2] 12 ‘
= N e b - At '
Aff, Level #f valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.{# Con. val. | Age App. |
Re|Rs{Va{Or|Ch

2 f1] 3] T3] 3 3

Mo - " —— _— e e o wpe

Three exerciscs were also evident for the next sub-objective, V B,

Table 36 (SSU) lists the pertinent information. From observation, one can
discern these exercises as valid and exemplary., Of some interest iz that

the review panel considered the exercises to possess affective qualities

relating to valuing and characterization,

Table 3b (Exercise Area ‘iSU)

Objective:

V B

Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog, Level
Atems iComp Wri.|M1.Ch.| Comb.|Ind. Group.|9 113117 [Ad1KICIAlAnIS IR

3 312 | 1 313 |1

Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid| # Exem.|# Con. Val,.| Age App.

' Re

Rs{ValOr|Ch

1 2 3 3 3 3

A EROEt s m b nrs 0 ¢ ae
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Table 37 (SSU) reports information relating to the third sub-objective,

V C, Two exercises, both valid, were present for measuring this objective.
Table 37 (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:
Total # Item Format Administered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items {Comp.|Wri,{Ml.Ch.|Comb.!Ind. Group | 9|13 |17 |Ad.] K!CJA|AnjS|{E}

y 2 |2 11212

t

Aff, Level # valid j # Not Valid | # Exem.i# Con. Val. | Age App. |

RejRs|Va|Or|Ch
Y 2 2 2 2

The next sub-objective for which unreleased social studies exercises

were created is V T,

determined valid and worthy of emulation,

Table 38 (5SU) reports two exercises developed and

Table 33  (Exercise Area SOU)

Objective:
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog, Level |
items |Comp,| Wri,iMl.Ch.| Comb,} Ind, Group.| 9 11317 |Ad

2 2 2 2

Aff, Level # Valid | # Not Validl # Exem.|# Con. Val.. Age App.
Re [Rs Va|Or|Ch ) |

2 2 2 2 2
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Only one exercise existed to measure the last sub-objective of Ob-
jective V, V F. The panel considered the exercise valid and was pleased to
see that it represented the synthesis level of the taxonomy. Table 39
(SSU) reports the related information. One might also note that the upper

level of the affective domain was represented by this exercise,

Table 39 (Exercise Area SSU)

Objective:

Y F

Total # Item Format _lAdministered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items |Comp.|Wri,iMl,Ch.| Comb.! Ind. Group | 9113 J17 | Ad.] K!C]A|Anj S{E

] 111 11111 1

Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid }# Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App. |

RelRs{Va|Or|Ch .

Iy 1 1 | 1

Sanmary of Social Studies Exercises, Released and Unreleased

The last thirty-nine tables have reported data relating to all social
studies exercises, both released and unreleased, Table 40 summarizes these
tables reporting on the total number of items for each major objective as
well ag the number of exercises for each sub-objective, The reader also can
obtain data relating to the total number of exercises judged to have content

validity or not to have contemt validity as well as the number considered
exemplary.
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SUMMARY TABLE
RELEASED EXERCISES BEST COPY AvAABy L8
Affec, level #Valid | # not # Exem, # Con, Val. Age App. Totals
Re| Rs{Val| Or! Ch Valid
3l 3 9 1 10 10 10
1 1 1 1 l l l ercises
1]1 2 2 . 2 2 h‘f;; 1s 1
1 L 1 3 3 A
X X
1 25 1l 2L 2l 2
1 6 3 7 7. 8
1 10 1 1 ] 10 1o .._‘gbcercises
or II:51
X X_ I R | 26%
1l 1 1l
1 21 1 6 6 6 6 Exercises
for I1I:
£ X . ) 13
1 6 6 | 6 6 (¢
1l 1 1 1l
3 1 3 2 2
1 9 5 9 L0 .10
2 111 13 5 13 .13 . 3
1l 1 1 19 8 18 18 18 ercises
for IV:
[ e 16 3 l.é. - ——— . R -.]_'..6_..-.- PRI SO J‘é . - N 83
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5 3 9 9 9
" 1 9 11 10 10 0
1 2 3 3 3 3
X X ) ——
213 2 7 7 1 ¥ . .iBxercises
for V: 33
8 TLC 2 3 3 3 3 174
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Elaboration of these data will occur in the discussion section of this
report, Bubt first one needs to obtain information relating to exercises

prepared for citizenship, both released and unreleased,
Citizenship Exercises, Releazad

ObJective I. Show Concern for the Welfare and Dignity of Others

The first sub-objective deals with having individuals treat all indiw
viduals with respect, I, A, Table 41 (CR) indicates five exercises developed
for this sub-objective and that the review panel judged three exercises as
possessing content validity. Two were considered not valid or exemplary.

Table4—l (Exercise Area CR )

Objective: - . S
Total # Item Format Administered Age levels Cog. Level
itews [Comp,.| Wri.|Ml.Ch, Comb.|Ind., Group.| 9 !13 |17 {Ad|KIC|AlAn|S'E]
5 11415 11513|2|2 1
Aff, Level # Valid | # Not Valid| # Exem.|# Con. Val, | Age App.
Re{Rs{ValOr|cCh '
3 3 2 3 3 3

However, in some instances, exercises determined not valid for one objective

were valid and exemplary for another objective.

No exercises existed for sub«objective I B "Consider the consequences
for others of their own actions! and for sub-objective I C "Guard safety and
health of others." Sub-objective I D was considered,and Table 42 (CR)
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reports the data relating to it. Specifically, this sub-objective relates
to whether individuals "help cther individuals voluntarily."

Tab lej:z (Exercise Area_g_a )

Objective:
Ip
Total # Item Format Administered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items |Comp.|Wri{}M1,Ch.|Comb.| Ind. Group | 9|13 |17 |Ads K C |AlAn| SIE
. . . 1
4 |3 1] 4 113121313
] !
Aff., Level i Valid | # Not Valid |# Exem.|# Con. Val. Age App. |
Re|Rs|Va|Or|Ch SN A
! s T ]

Analysis of the table reveals that of four exercises developed, three were
not valid. Also notice that the questions cluster at the lowest cognitive

level, knowledge.

Sub-objective I E "Are loyal to country, to friends, and to other groups
vhose values they share" is not represented by any exercises. Objective I F
"Understand and oppose unequal opportunity in the areas of education,
housing, employment, and recreation" is the next sub~-objective for which -
exercises were written. Table 43 (CR) lists related data. Only one
exercise was present for this objective and the panel members determined
it valid &nd exemplary. Both cognitive domaing exdsted in this exercise.
Sub~objective I G "Seek to improve the welfare of groups of paople less
fortunate than they" had no exercises,
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Table}3 = (Exercise AreaCR_)

Objective:
IF
Total #| __  Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level

items _|Comp, Wri,|ML,.Ch.| Comb.|Ind, Group.|9 123117 [Ad|KIC A‘éﬂ [

] 1111 ]

Aff, Level #f Valid | 4 Not Valid{ # Exem.|# Con., Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs[ValOr|Ch | ’

] ! I | ]

~aEE S el Gurts it —ite

Objective II. Support Rights and Freedoms of All Individuals

The first sub-objective of objective II was "Understand the value of

constitutional rights and freedoms, II A, Table 44 (CR) reveals the
related data,

Table 44 (Exercise Area CR)

Objective:
A
Total # Item Format | Administered!| Age levels | Cog, Level
‘ items Comg. Wed, M1,.Ch. Comb,.! Ind. Grgup. 9 ]_._é_q__l7 & KiCiA 8 ‘M
2 2|2 114 1
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid! ¥ Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs {Va|Or|Ch '

Review of the table indicates two exercises prepared, one being valid and

one not valid. However, the valid question did represent the upper levels
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of both the cognitive and affective levels,

Sub-objective II B, the next sub-objective for which exercises were
developed, dealt with whether individuals "recognize instances of the
proper exercise or denial of constitutional rights and liberties, including

. due process of law." As exhibited in Table 45 (CR), NAEP obtained two

exercises and panel members judged both valid,

Table 4D (Exercise AreaCR )

Objective:
Total # Item Format Administered Age Levels
items |Comp.| Wri,{Ml.Ch.l Comb,iInd, Group,| 9 11317 {Ad K

yA ] 112 Hz2i1111
| Aff, Level # Valid | # Not Valid! # Exem.|# Con. Val, | Age App.
Re [Rs |ValOr|Ch

2 | 2 2 2

ettt e et traraseat . oo s . sesn

Subwobjective IT C was concerned with whether individuals "defend
rights and liberties of all kinds of people uniformly." Observation of

Table 46 (CR) indicates two exercises prepared and classified as being
valid,
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table4 &  (Exercise Armgﬂ_)

Objective:
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels Cog, Level
Items [Comp.[Wri {MI.Ch.|Comb.|Ind. Group {9113 117 {Ad. KIC|A|AnSIE

Z 212 1111 R

!

AFE. level # Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age app. |

Re|Rs{Va|Or|Ch _ e - — I
111 2 2 2 2

Objective III, Help Maintain Law and Order

Only two of the six sub-objectives of Objective Three were represented
by exercises. Objective III A "Understand the need for law and order' was
the first considered and its data are reported in Table 47 (CR):. NAEP
used three exercises, and the judges deemed all to be valid and exemplary.

Table 47 (Exercise Area CRR )

Objective:
11 A
Total # Ltem Format Administered | Age Levels | Cop. Level
Igems |Comp.|Wri {M1,Ch,|Comb.| Ind. Group |9 |13 }17 |Ad.I K!C|AlAnjSIE]
3 2 11 3 1{1]1]2 B.H
!
Af£, Level # Valid | # Not Valid i# Exem.|f Con. Val. | Age App. |
Re]Rs |Va|Or ] Ch .
3 3 3 3
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Those sub~objectives of Objective III not represented by exercises

were III B "Are conscious of right and wrong behavior," III C "Comply

with public laws,"

III D "Help authorities in specific cases;" and

JIT F "Inform themselves about the law."

The next sub-objective having exercises was Objective III E, dealing

with whether individuals "protest unjust rules openly." Table 48 (CR)

designates only one exercise produced. Judges classified it as valid.

TableQ¥  (Exercise Area CR )

Objective:

11 E

Total #

s

Item Format

Administered Age Levels Cog. Level

Items |[Comp.|Wri,

M1.Ch.| Comb.

Ind.

Group 9113 ]17 | Ad.] KiC]A{An; S{E

]

1

I

Aff. Level

# valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con. val. | Age App. |

Re|RsiVa|Or

Ch

Objective

e s o et bt 44 0w 0

IV, Know the Main Structure and Functions of Our Government

#ecognize the purposes of government," IV A is the first sub-objective,

Analysis of Table 49 (CR) reveals that one exercise was present., It was

re lrl a8 valid and exemplary.

Sub~tbjective IV B "Recognize the main functions and relations of

governmental bodles® had eight exercises, However, the majority of them,
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Table_49 (Exercise Area CR)

Objective:
IV A
Total #|  Item Format Administered | _Age Levels |

items iComp. Wri.{M1.Ch.| Comb.| Ind. .19 17 jAd |
e Comp.| | m nd. Group, |9 |13

1 1 ] 11111

Aff, Level # Valid | # Wot Valid) # Exem.|# Con. Val.| Age App.
Re|RsiVa|Or|Ch .

six, did not possess content validity, nor were they good examples for

teacher use. Table 50 (CR) reports these data,

" Table 50 (Exercise Area ,_QB_)

Objective: o ) o
Total # Iten Format Administered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items |Comp.|Wri.|Ml.Ch., Comb.! Ind. Group | 9]13 |17 |Ad.JK!C]AjAn -S[E1
g |3(1]z2 (29| [s5]elspfl]]
t
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid }# Exem.i# Con. Val. | Age App. |
ReiRs|VaiOriCh |
2 b 2 2 2

The third sub~objective IV C deals with whether individuals "recognize
the importance of political opposition and diverse interast groups.!
Table 51 (CR) indicates two exercises prepared. The review panel determined
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one exercise valid,

Table 51

BEST MW

(Exercise Area CR)

v C

Objective:

Administered

Total # Item Format : Age Levels | Cog, Level
items |Comp.| Wri,[Ml.Ch.| Comb.|Ind. Group.| 9113|17 iad [K|C|AlAn][S'E
Z 11 2 11112} |
Aff., Level # Valid | # Not Valid{ # Exem.]# Con. Val,, Age App.
Re|Rs|{Vai{Or|Ch '

:

]

1

Five exercises existed for sub-objective IV D, “Recognize that

democracy depends on the alertness and involvement of its citizens, and

56

know how citizens can affect government." As Table 52 (CR) denotes s Tour

of these exercises were valid.

Table52  (Exercise areaCR)

- Objective:
Total #|  Item Format _  |Administered| Age Levels Cog. Level
Items |Comp.|Wri {M1,Ch,|Comb.| Ind. Group |9 13 17 JAdKRICIA|Ani SI B
5 1211 410 1| 134214
t
Aff, level i Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con. Val, | Age App. |
ReiRs{VaiOr|Ch _
4 1 3 |3 3

However, the review panel only felt three
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to be exemplary for teacher use. Here we have an instance of an exercise

having validity, but not being of great value to the teacher,

The next table, 53 (CR), reports the results for sub-objective IV E,
"Recognize the structure and operation of political parties." Two exer-

cises, both valid, were prepared; however, only one was exemplary.

Table 53 (Exercise Area CR)

Objective: - o B
/ - -t . - N
Total { Item Format Addfinistered | Age Levels Cog. Level

items |Comp.| Wri.[M1.Ch.| Comb,}Ind, Group.| 9 113 }17 |AdKICiAlAn A

2 |1 114 2il11212

Aff., Level # Valid | # Not Valid # Exem.| # Con. Val,. _Age App.
Re|Rs|Va|Or|Ch 7
2 1 1 l

No exercises were present for sub-objective IV F, '"Know structure of

school and student government,."

Chjective V. Seek Community Improvement Through Active, Demoeratic
Particlpation
"Believe that each péraon's civic behavior is important, and convey
this belief to othems® and "Recognize important eiviec problems and favor
trying to solve them," sub-objectives V A and V B respectively, were not
represented by any exercises., The third sub-objective of Objective V is
the first for which exercises are present. This sub-objective, V C,
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considers whether persons tested "actively work for community improvement,"
Table 54 (CR) manifests the data, NAEP had seven items, five of which
achieved content validity and possessed model qualities, It is of some
interest that exercises tested for the upper levels of the affective domain.
This is partly due to the nature of the objective. If people do work for
community improvement they must demonstréte that they value certain things
and have incorporated these values into their behavior network.

Table54  (Exercise area CR )

Objective:
Total #|  Item Format | Administered Age Levels Cog._Level.
Igems {Comp. | Wri, iML.Ch.| Comb.| Ind, Group | 913 {17 | Ad.| K!C|A[An]SIE

7 11617 111|215 ]

Aff. Level | # Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# con. val. | Age App. |
Re|Rs|Va|OxiCh . .

2151 3 2 5 | 5 5

The fourth sub-objective, V D is designed to assess shether persons
"participate in local, state and national governmental processes," Only one
item was administered for this sub-objective, and it ranked as valid and
exemplary. Table 55 (CR) reports the pertinent data,




TablepD  (Exercise Area CR)
Objectives
Total #]  Item Format Administered |  Age levels | Cog, Level
items _|Comp.| Wri,|ML.Ch.] Comb.|Ind, Group, |9 113 117 |AdIRICIAlAn SR
Aff. Level #f Valid | # Not Valid| ¥ Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re{Rs{ValOriCh

YApply democratic procedures on a practical level when working in a

59

group," V E, is the next sub-objective under Objective V., Review of Table

56 (CR) reveals that three items existed for this objective, all of which

had content validity and exemplary qualities.

Table 5 (Exercise Area CR )

Objective:
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items  [{Comp.[Wri.{ML.Ch.| Comb.| Ind. Group | 9113 |17 | Ad.] K.C|AlAn] S|E
3 112 3 111 112
9
Aff. level # valid | # Not Valid 1# Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App.
11 3 3| 3 3
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Sub-objective V F "Display fairness and good sportsmanship toward

others" had no exercises.

\

Objective VI. Understand Problems of International Relations

"Are aware of the problems of international conflict and dangers to
national security" is sub-objective VI A, Table 57 (CR) designates the
data relating to this sub-ocbjective. Study of the table indicates five

exerclises developed with four judged as valid and exemplary. Both the
cognitive and affective levels are represented,

Table 57  (Exercise Area CR)

Objective:

Total # Item Format Administered | _Age levels Cog, Level
items _ Wri,|M1.Ch.! Comb.] Ind. Group. |9 113 |17 Ad [ KICIAlAn|S IR
5 5 5 313(2|2|1]2]| |2
| . Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid! # Exem.]# Con. Val..| Age App.

Re{RsiValOr|Ch )
1] ¢ ] 4 4 4

Sub-objective VI B "Seek world peace and freedom for all peoplest did
not have any exercises,

Objective VII. Support Rationality in Communication, Thought and Action
on Social Problems

The first sub-objective, VII A, deals with assessing whether individuals
#try to inform themselves on socially important matters and to understand
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alternative viewpoimts." Information relating to exercises assessing this
objective is denoted in Table 58 (CR). Exercises here were predominately
poor with only one item classified as valid and five being in the non-valid

category.
Table 58  (Exercise Area CR)
Objective:
VII A
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Irens [Comp,Wri,IM1,Ch.|Comb.|Ind. Group |9 |13 |17 |Ad.|K.C|AlAn SIE
b 313 b 11314]5(22f 12
!
Aff. Level | # valid | # Not valid |# Exem.|# Con. Val. Age App. |
RejRs{VaiOrjCh '
1{2 1 5 1 ]

Sub-objective VII B considered whether members of the targeted popula-
tions “evaluated commnications eritically and form their own opinions
independently." Table 59 (CR) indicates one exercise produced for this
otz@ee_tive , and classified as valid and exemplary.

Table 59  (Exercise Area CR)

Objective:
Total # | Item Format Administered | Age Levels Cog. Level

| items [Comp,| Wri.[M1.Ch.{ Comb.|Ind. Group.|9'113i17 |AdKICIAlAnS !KE

111 11 ]

Aff. Level # Valid | ¢ Not Validl ¥ Exem.|# Con. Val..! Age App.

1 1| 1 1
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Exercises for Objective VII C "Weight alternatives and consequences

carefully, then make decisions and carry them out without undue delay" were

not present,

Data relating to Objective VII D "See relations among social problems

and have good ideas for solutions" are recorded in Table 60 (CR). The

table connotes two exercises made with only one possessing content validity
and exemplary qualities,

Table6 O  (Exercise Area CR)
Objective:
- VII D
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. level
| items |Comp. Wri,|Ml.Ch.l Comb.|Ind, Group.| 9 11317 |Ad|KIClAlAn SIE.
Aff. Level # Valid | # ot Valid| # Exem.|? Con. Val. | Age App. |
Re|Rs{VajOr|Ch '

]

] l

|

Again, no exercises existed for Objective VI E, "Support free commmni-

cation and commnicate honestly with others."

The last sub-objective of this division, VII F, relates to whether indi-

viduals in the sample "understand the role of education in developing good

citizens,” Table 61 (CR) reports that only one exercise was developed and

that this was not considered valid.
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Table o1  (Exercise Area CR )

Objectiz«w:

VI F

Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items [Comp [WriiMT,Ch.[Comb.| Tnd. Group |9 ]13 |17 |Ad K.C]AlAn, SIE

1| |1 1| i) |

Aff. Tevel | # Valid | # Mot Valid |# Exem.|# Con. val. | Age App. |
Re|Rs[ValOr[Ch ] ]

ObJective VIII, Take Responsibility for Own Personal Development and
Obligations

Exercises existed for only one sub-objective under Objective VIII,
These exsrcises related to whether persons "further their own self-improve=
ment and education,” VIII A, Table 62 (CR) discloses four exercises ad-
ministeréd and of this total, two achieved content validity and exemplary
qualities. Both the cognitive and affective domains were represented, but
the cognitive level centered on the lowest level, knowledge.

It is of some interest to note that the majority of the sub-objectives
had no exercises: sub-objective VIII B "Plan shead for major life changes,!
VIII C "Are conscientious, dependable, self-disciplined, and value excellence
ard initiative," and VIII D "Economically support self and dependents,




Table 62  (Exercise AreaCR )

Objective: o N

Vil A
Total Item Format Administered | Age levels i Cog. lLevel
items IComp. Wri,|Ml.Ch.| Comb.|Ind, Group.| 9 !13 |17 |AdK|C|AlAn S /R,

4 113 4 21111113

Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid{ # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App.
Re|Rsi{VaiOr|Ch

111 2 2 2 2 2

Objective IX. Help and Respect Their Own Families

This objective was designed for two population groups: a group for
ages 9, 13, and 17; and a group for adults. The first sub-objective for
the first age grouping was "Respect the reasonsble authority of the pare
ents, or guardians, and help with home duties and problems," IX A, The
corresponding sub-objective IX A for the adult growp was that individuals

"provide for the tasic needs and health of their children.® Both objectives
are considered in Table 63 (CR), The table designates that three items were

Table §3  (Exercise Area CR )

Objective: -
Total # item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
M}ﬁems Comp.|Wri,iML.Ch.| Comb.] Ind, Group |9 13 j17 |AdJKI!IC|AjAn SLE1
3 |3 3 11 |1

t

Aff. Level #f Valid | # Not Valid }# Exem./# Con. Val, | Ape App,
Re|RsiVaiOx|Ch .
2 2 | 2 2 2
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prepared, The two items for the first age group were valid while the
exercise for the adult population was not. Neither was the exercise for the
adult population considered exemplary,

Sub~-objective B for Objective IX also was designed for two age group-
ings. For the age grouping 9, 13, and 17, the objective was "help younger
brotheia and sisters to develop irto good citizens," while the corresponding
objective for adults was "encourage cooperative, ethical relations to au~
thority and to other individuals." Table 64 (CR) reports these data, Only the
exercise rg? age 9 was valid, The panel members determined both the item
for age 13 and for adults as not meeting the thrust of the sub-objective,

Table 6 4 (Exercise Area(CR )

Objective:
Total # Item Format Administered | _Age levels | Cog, Level
items |Comp. Wri,|M1.Ch.[ Comb. ind., Group, !9 113 {17 {Ad | KI|C Aldn|S g
3 313 11y il
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid| # Exem.|# Con. Val.. Age App.
Re|Rs|VaiOr|Ch ) 7
] 1 2 1 1 1

Citizenship Exercises, Unreleased

The unreleased citizenship exercises relate to the same objectives,
80 these objectives will be referred to by the outline identifications
rather than writing them out in detail,




Objective I. Show Concern for the Welfare and Dignity of Others

Table 65 (CU) lists that of four items prepared for sub-chjective I A,

three were valid and exemplary.

’

Table £  (Exercise AreaCl) )

Objective: S o
Total # Item Format Administered | _ Age Levels
items _ |Comp. Wri,{Ml,Ch, Comb.|Ind. _Group, | 9 113 {17 |Ad |
4 113 21 2 4133
Aff. Level # Valid | # Hot Valid.h_# Exem.] # Con. val.. Age App.
Re|Rs|{ValOr|ch _ ' '
Y 3 1 3| 3 3

Table 66 (CU) exhibits the data relating to sub-objective I C. As in the

Table_é6 (Exercise AreaCl) )

Objective:

L C
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items  [Comp.[Wri.[M1,Ch.| Comb.[Ind., Group |9[13 |17 |Ad.JK!ClAlAn sm}

4 |1 3|3 Il |22 |

Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid ] # Exem.i{# Con. Val., | Age App, |
RejRs{ValOx!Ch

1 ] 3 1 2 2 2




previous case, four exercises existed with three being judged valid.
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ever, the investigator and panel members considered only two as good examples

for teacher use and appropriate for the intended ages,

The next objective, I D, had three exercises. Only one was judged

valid and exemplary. Table 67 (CU) reports these data,

Table 67  (Exercise Area CUJ )
Objective: o
Total # Item Format Administered Age LeQels
items |Comp.| Wri,iMl.Ch. Comb.| Ind. Group.| 9 113 |17 'Ad}
3 |2 11 3 1i3 )

Aff. Level
Re|Rs{Va{Or|Ch

| 1 2 1l 1 1

# _Valid | # Not Valid]

¥ Exem.]it Con, Val..| Age App.

The final sub-objective in the Objective I category had one example,
revealed in Table 68 (CU), it did not rank as having content velidity.

Table 63 (Exercise AreaClJ )

Objective: - ) ) -
Total # Item Format Administered Age lLevels | Cog. Level
Tgems [Comp.|Wri. ML, Ch,| Comb.| Ind, Group |9 13 117 |Ad,J KICIAlAn SIE

1 |1 ] 11

Aff. # valid | # Not Valid ] # Exem.|f Con. Val,

Re{Rs{Va|Or|Ch
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68

Table 69 (CU) reports the data relating to the exercises for the first

sub~objective II A, The table connotes only one exercise generated, hut

it was deemed valid by panel members,

Table_69

(Exercise Area ()

Objective:

1A

Total ##
items

Item Format

Administered

Age

Levels

Comp.

Wi, [M1.Ch.

Comb ,

1

Ind,

9113

17

—

Ad 8

Group.

1

111

Aff. Level

# Valid

# Not Valid,

Or

Ch

it Con. Val..

Re

Rs{Va

]

l

The next subwobjective II B, had more exereises, four in number, but

panel members judged only two as having content validity. Table 70 (cu)

presents

these data,

Table 70 (Exercise Area CU)

Objective:

I1B

Item Format

Administered

Age Leve

ls

« Level

Total #

Comp .

Wred,

’Mlb Cho

Comb.

Ind,

Group

13 17

Ad,

=~

AlAn SIE

1

3

]

3

312

3

Aff, vaeiﬁ

## valid

#f Not Valid

I Exem.

#f Con. Vél.

Rs |Va

Ch

O

zv

2

2

2
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Objective 1II. Help Maintain Law and Order

The first sub-objective, III A, had only one item, As evidenced in

Table 71 (CU), the panel members considered it to have content validity.

Table /1 (Exercise Area cy )
Objective: -
Total # Item Format | Administered Age levels Cog. Level
items _[Comp. Wri.|Ml.Ch.| Comb.!Ind. Group. |9 11317 {Ad[KICIA LLTER A
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid! # Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs|Valor|cCh ‘ ‘
7 i e s b oA e AP s o - aesns e

Sub~-objective III B had two exercises, and as indicated in Table 72

(CU), both had content validity,

domains are present,

Note that both the cognitive and affective

Table 72 (Exercise areaCl) )

Objective:

Total # » Item Format _ Administered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items |Comp.|Wri, iMl.Ch.| Comb.]Ind, Group |9 |13 |17 |Ad.] K!C|A|An} S{E
2 2 2 (11t il

!
Aff. lLevel # valid | # Not Valid 1# Exem.|# Con. Val, | Age App.
Re|Rs{ValOxiCh
] 2 2 2 2
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The last sub~objective treated under this division was Il F, As
denoted in table 73 (CU), only cne item, deemed to have content validity,
was developed, However, there was some question as to whether this repre-
sented sophistication sufficient to challenge the adult nopulation for

whom the exercise was intended,

Table 73  (Exercise Area CU )

Objective: ) ' T

I F

Total f Item Format Administered Age levels Cog. Level

items |Comp.| Wri.[Ml.Ch.| Comb.|Ind. Group. |9 113]17 |Ad | KIC|AlAn|S E]

S :

Aff. Level # Vvalid | # Not Valid*h# Exe;m. ## Con. Val.. _Age App.
Re[Rs[ValOr|Ch | - ‘

| 1 I l

- - R e T e g

Objective IV, Know the Main Structure and Functions of our Government

The first sub=objective considered in the unreleased section was
IV B, This objective, as revealed in table 74 (CU), was one of the few
having numerous exercises developed for it, fifteen in all., However,
quantity is not the only factor of note, for these exercises had over
fifty per cent of their number, eipght in all, being considered as invalid.
also, the investigator and nunel members considered only [ive exercises

of sufficient quality as to warrant emulation by teachers in their
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exercise development, This is perhaps the largest concentration of poorly

developed exercises,

Table 4  (Exercise Area CU)

Objective:
VB
Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels Cog, Level
Items (Comp.{Wri.}M1l.Ch,| Comb.| Ind, Group | 913 |17 |Ad.] K!C]AlAn; S} E
15 | 4039 7 1% [5]7]6]7 o 11
!

Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App, |

Re|Rs|Va|Or|Ch _
7 1 35 7 b

Sub=objective IV C data are reported in Table 75 (CU). Of four exer-
cises prepared, panel members indicated that three were valid, However,

only two were considered exemplary and appropriate for the ages intended,

Table 75 (Exercise Area CU)

Objective: -
Total #| Item Format Administered | Age levels | Cog, Level

items [Comp. Wri,|M}.Ch, Comb.|Ind, Group.| 9113 [17 [Ad|K[C|AlAn|S R

4 |1]1]2 4 | Ja|uloldd] ]

Aff, Level . " Nalid | # Not Valid! # Exem.!# Con, Val. | Age App.
Re|Rs|Va|Or!Ch ' ’

2 /a2 | 2 2
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The last sub-objective covered in this division was IV D, There were
nine exercises prepared for this objective, but again we have a situation
in which over fifty per cent of the exercises are not valid, Additionally,
only three exercises qualified as exemplary, heing arpropriate to the
situation implied, and appropriate for the ages intended, It should be
noted that items considered as inappropriate could be either too easy, too
difficult or mot relevarmt to the concerns of the targeted population.
Table 76 (CU) reports these data,

Table 26 (Exercise Area CU )

Objective:

VD

Total # Item Format Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
Items [Comp,[Wri, ML, Ch.| Comb. Ind. Group |9[13 J17 [AdJK.ClAlAn S{E
9 5111318 |1 |2|7(5]6|24] 1

. !
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con, Val. | Age App. |
ReiRs|{Va|OricCh
1 4 5 | 3 3 3

.. .o

Objective V, Seek Community Improvement Throuph Active, NDemocratic
Participation
Sub-objective V B is the first ohjective for which exercises were

created. Table 77 (CU) diseloses three exercines produced with two

considered valid and exemplary,
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Table 77  (Exercise Area ClJ )
Objective: ' -
Total Item Format Administered| Age Levels | Cog, Level
Atems |Comp.i Wri,|M1,Ch,| Comb.|Ind, Group.| 9 [ 1317 |Ad | KIC|AlAn]S A
3 | |12 BE ARIRRE
Aff. Level # Valid | # Wot Valid! # pxem.]# Con. Val.. Age App.
| Re[Rs [Va|Or |Ch . ‘
1|z ] 2 | 2 2

Table 78 (Cu) reports the data relating to sub-objective V C. Of the

three exercises prepared, the panel considered all to he valid, however

only two were perceived as exemplars for teachers' use,

Table 78  (Exercise Area CU )

' Objective: T o
VC
Total # Item Format Administered Ape Levels Cog. Level
Items {Comp,Wril{MI,Ch,| Comb.| ind, Group | 9113 |17 | Ad.] K.C|AlAq, SIE
3 32| ]| |3]sl]]
!
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid | # Exem.|# Con. Val. | Age App.
Re|Rs!ValOr|cCh o
2| 3 2 3 3
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Objective VI, Understand Problems of International Relations

There were four exercises prepared for this objective. The exercises
were not identified as to which of two sub~objectives was being considered;
therefore, these exercises, as reported in Table 79 (CU), represent a

collapse of sub-objective categories, Of four exercises prepared, all

qualified as valid,

Table 79 (Exercise Area CU)

Objective:

V1

Total # Item Forxmat Administered Age Levels | Cog, level
items }“co J Wi, [ML.Ch.] Comb.lInd. Group. | 9 113117 |Ad T KiC|AlAn SR
4 2111011311 121212 (2|11
AL, Level # valid | ¢ Not Valid! # Exem.|# Com: Val. | Age App.
Re|Rs{VaiOr|Ch »
2| | 4 4| 4 s

Objeetive VII, Support Rationality in Communication, Thought, and
Action on Social Problems
Sub=objective VII A had six exercises prepared as denoted in Table
80 (CU). Observation of the table reveals that only two exercises qualie
fied as having cont it validity,
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Table 80  (Exercise AreaCl )
‘Objective:
Total # Item Format Administered | _Age Levels | Cog, Level
Items IComp.[Wrdi.pML.Ch,) Comb. Ind, Group {913 |17 |Ad.JK!CIAlAn, SIE
© 21 3113113 3133|3113
!
Aff., lLevel i valid | # Not'Vélid # Exem.{# Con. Val, Age App.
RejRs|ValOr{Ch .
2 4 2 2 2

Only one exercise was presenmt to measure sub~objective VII B,

Table 81 (CU) notes the pertinent data, The panel members did consider

the sole exercise as having content validity and being exemplary,
Table §1  (Exercise Area CU)H

Objective:

VI B
Total #|  Item Format Administered Age Levels Cog,
items  |Comp.| Wri,|Ml,Ch.[ Comb.| Ind, Group. } 9 113 |17 [Ad | K

] 111 ]

| ___Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid! # Exem,|# Con. Val..
Re{Rs|ValOr|Ch

]

1
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Sub~objective VII C also had only one exercise, also valid. Table

82 (CU) presents the information,

Table §2,  (Exercise Area CU)

Objective:
VIl C
Total # Item Format Administered Age Levels Cog. Level
Items [Comp.[Wri {Mi,Ch,| Comb.[Ind. Group | 9[13 |17 JAd.JK!ClAlAn sua1
1 1 1 1] 14!
Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid }i# Exem.{# Con. Val. | Age App. |
' Re|Rs|VaiOriCh :

Continuing the one~item trend, Table 83 (CU) reports the data relating

to sub-objective VII D, The sole item was valid,

Table 83  (Exercise Area CU)

Objective: - -
Total #| _ Item Format | Administered| Age Levels Cog, Level
{.items [Comp. Wri,IM1.Ch,| Comb.|Ind, Group.| 9 113]17 [Ad|K|C|A AnjS B

j—t
-
s O

1 1

| Aff, Level #f Valid | # Not Valid| # Exem.|# Con., Val..| Age App.
Re|Rs{VajOr|Ch ' i
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TASK II

The final sub-objective for VII, objective V11 'y also

(4

had only one

exercise, }’anel. Judges determined that it was valid, Table 84 (cu)

discloses the data,

Table 34  (Exercise Area CU )

Objective: .
VIl F
Total # Item Format Administered|  age Levels | Cog, Level |
| items [Comp. Wri,iM1.Ch.| Comb.|Ind. Group.| 9 13117 {ad | XIC A&é_ig,
Aff. Level # Valid | # ot Vaiidi # Exem.|” Con. Val.. Age App.

| Re|Rs|ValOr|Ch

] 1

P

L. - -

Objective VIII, Take Responsibility for Own Personal Development and Obligations

Sub=objeetive VIII A had four items. Observation of Table 85 (CU) re-

veals that nanel judges determined ail exercizes valid and exemplary,

. Table @5  (Exercise Area CU)

Objective:

Vil A

Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cog. Level
lgems [Comp.[Wri,{ML.Ch,| Comb.|Ind. Group |9 13 J17 |Ad KiCIAlAn SIE

4 41 4 12| |1]1

]

Aff. lLevel « Valid | # Not Valid ;# Exem.|{# Con. Val.

Agg App.w“‘

Re]Rs{Va]Or|Ch

2111 4 4 4
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Sub~objective VITI C was the next objective represented by exercises,

Table 86 (CU) reports that only one item was deveioped for this objective,

Panel judges considered it valid and exemplary,

Table Bb  (Exercise Area__g_g_)

Objective: -

Total # Item Format Aduinistered | _Age Levels | Cog, Level
j.items |Comp.i Wri, M1,Ch.| Comb,}Ind. Group.| 911317 AdIK|C|A]An|S!R]
| Aff. Level # Valid | # Not Valid| # Exem.|# Con. Val..| Age App.

Re|Rs[Valor]|ch | _ '

v SN P - —

Objentive IX, Help and Respect Their Own Families (Apes 9, 13, 17)
Nuture the Development of Their Children as Future Citizens (Adult)

As indicated previously, this objective had two forms geared to two
age groupings. Two exercises were synthesized for sub-ohjective A for adults

as indicated in Table 87 (cU),

Table §7  (Exercise Area CcuU )

Objective:
Total # Item Format | Administered | Age Levels | Cop. Level
Items |[Comp,[Wri.iM1.Ch.] Comb.| Ind, Group | 9] 13 )17 | Ad. K.C]A[An| SIE
O———A ~— T 1

2 112 2

!

Aff, Level # Valid | # Not Valid ] # Exem.|# Con., Val. | Age App.
RelRs{Va|Ox]jCh

] ] 2
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Panel members agreed that both exercises were not valid,

Two exercises also were prepared for the 9, 13, 17 age gr.up but these

exercises were geared to sub-cbjective IX B, Again the judge: placed the

exercises in the not valid category. These data are svident in Tat.e 88 (Gu).

Table 88  (Exercise Area CU )
Objective: ]
Total #‘~ Item Format lAdministered | Age Levels i Cog. Level
items _IComp.| Wri.!Ml.Ch,| Comb,|Tnd. Group.| 9711317 |Ad [ K|C|A|An S B,
2 | 2 | 2 1|1
_ AfE, Level it Valid | # Not Valid] # Exem.]# Con, Val.. Age App.
Re{Rs|VaiOriCh

1

Z

Summary of Citizenship Exercises, Released and Unrelcased

This last section dealt with exerciges designed to measure whether

individuals at several age levels had attained soms level of understanding

and commitment to various objectives within the domain of citizenship. Table

89 reports a summary of data relating to all of the citizenship objectives,

Skimming the table allows one to see which objectives were siressed, which

were ignored regarding exercise representation, and the content validity of

these exercises, Other information stressed in the previous citizenship

tables also is summarized., Detailed discussion of this table and some impli-

cations and considerations one needs to attend to are treated in some depth in

the discussion section of this report,
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CITIZENSHIP
RELEASED AND
Item Format i____Admin. Age Levels Cog. lev, -
items | Com, | Wri, M, Ch,| Comb. | Ind.| Group 9131 17| Ad [K|CIA[AN[S[E
9 1 | 4 [ 7 2 1119 6 5122 1
0
b 1 3 3 1 1 2 |2
715 _ 2 7 216] 2| 4 |3]2
S .
1 1 1 1
1 1 ]2 1] 1)1
3 2 1 (12 1] 11 1
6 2 3 1 5 1 1215) 3| 4 |3]|2)1
2 2 2 1] 1 2
4 3 1 A 11| 2] 3 L
2 2 2 1 1] 1 1 1
0 ——
0 - ]
1 1 1 1|1 y
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1|1] 1 1|
23 7 L 10 2 15 8 18]12/ 12| 10 1715 L
6 1 2 3 2 A 3] 51 6 ]2y
14 2 | 6 1 5 12 2_|2010] 9| 8 |6l4 1
2 1 1 2 2| 1| 2|2
0 -




89 - 80
SUMMARY TABLE
UNRELEASED BEST COPY AVAHABLE
Aff ve Level . # Con,
[ Relfs [Valor| on | fValid | #not Valid | # Bxem. | # 000 | Age App. T0TALS
5 6 3 6 6 )
X X
1 1 3 1 2 2 2
1)1 2 5 2 2 2
X X’
1 1 1 1 1 Exercissg
for I: 22
-1 UE
1 1l 2 1l 2 2 2
4 2 b L. b Exercises
for II: 11
1i{1 2 2 2 2. "
o b [ L [
1l 2 2 2 2
X X -
X X
Exercises
- l : - 1 for III: 8
1 1 1 1 6%
JT....
1 1 1 1
9 14 7 7 7
4 2 3 3 3
1 8 6 6 6 6
2 1 1 1 ‘Fxercises
for Vs 46
X X 1308

t 8

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.




TABLE

CITIZENSHIP
BEST COPY AVAILABLE RELEASED AND
Objective| # of Ttem Format Admin, __Age Levels Cog, Tev, _ o
dtems | Com,| Wi, M. Ch.lComb. | Ind.. Group 9 113.]17] Ad.iK|C |AAN Si
TA 0 :
VB 3 1 2 ! 2 21 31 lalala
10 N 9 9 1 1: 1/5] 8l1]2
1 1 1 L1l
3 1 2 3 11 1l 2 S
0
9 7 1 1 8 L | 5[5 4| k{2mY 2|
0 - T
12 5 3 1 9 3 |4 6|7 8(3]5 2
2 2 1 1 | 21 1] |1 1
1 1 1 1 1 ]
3 1 2 3 1 2(1] 11
0
2 2 2 ) 2l 21 1] 1] |2 L
8 1 ( 8 4L L| 2] 23] 1
0
1 1 1 1 1
0 4
5 3 1 1 5 11 3{1
5 5 5 2| 2 1] 2| |
0 - - - - -




89 a1
SUMMARY TABLE
UNRELEASED BEST COPY AVAILABLE.
Aﬁ—ﬁf fopue-AYeL—| fValid | # not Valid | # Exem. | # gom. | Aee Appe | popprs
,_.Q:_}.__QIIL it ]
. X X o
i 1 2 1 2 2 2
2l 1 8 2 7 8 8
| 1 1 1 1 1
! 1 3 3 3 3 _ | Exercises
' for V: 17
: X X 11%
2 1l 8 1 8 8 8 Exercises
for VI: 9
X X 6%
1] 2 3 9 2 3 3
2 2 Y2 2
1l 1l 1 1
2 1 2 2 2 |
X X Exercises
- for VII: 20
1 1 1 1 1 13%
31 2 1 ) 2 6 6 6
X X .
1 1 1 1 Exercises
for VIII: 9
X X 6% »
2 1l 2 3 2 2 2
J 1 l.. . l‘- ..l- _..“1:_4.. et Btereises
— v 4
93 59 8l 152
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Reliability of Exercises

In considering the content validity of exercises, that is, their
representativeness of the ideal population measuring a behavior(s) or in-
formation, one also contemplates the issue of reliability. Reliability
¢an be approached in three ways; first from a stance of asking questions:
related to stability, dependability, and predictability. A second approach

is concerned with accuracy while the third approach is concerned with random

or chance error (Kerlinger, p. 430).

If we define reliability through error then the more error the greater
the unreliability and conversely the less error the greater the reliabiiity.
Of course, anyone designing exercises and testing instruments desires to

have the greatest reliability, that is, the least amount of error,

NAEP had some special problems in determining reliability and this
is discussed in some depth in the Task I report, Basically, NAEP did not
have an instrumert to test, but rather, items administered independently.
Therefore, MAEP did not have any instrument on which they could run reliaw
bility figures. But they did address the igsue of reliability by deter-

mining the standard error of each exercise,

This lack of a total reliability for social studies and citizenship
-exercises might put us at a slipht disadvantage for we really cannot discuss
the reliability of the total pool of exercises. But, from observing the
standard errors. of the individual exercises, one can obbain some insight
into the accuracy dimension, Furthermore, one needs to remember that the

content validity also was determined on individual exercises and not the
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total pool of exercises, Again, those readers wishins greater depth of

discussion should refer to the Task I report,

Inter-Rater Reliability

3ince the content validity depended upon the judgmermt cof the major
investigator and three members of a review panel, the question of interw
rater reliability is important. The prime concern of all members was the
content validity of the exercises and whether they could be used as ex-
amples, Therefore, one is interested in gseeing if the four individuvals

involved reacted in similar, if not identical, ways to the exercises,

At the bveginning of the analysis, the major investigator decided
that all judges would have to agree as to the content validity of the ex-
ercises. This, of course, required that Judges, after their initial inde-
pendent reactions, had to have an opportunity or opportunities to discuss
their perceptions and judgments. This opportunity was provided and the in~
vestigator'Qas most pleased and even surprised that all Judges agreed ini-
tially as to the content validity and exemplary qualities of 95 per cent of
the excercises, This agreement was on exercises analyzed independently,
Little difficulty was experienced in attaining consensus with regard to
the remaining percentage of exercises. Thus, all the exercises as reported
In this document represent total agreement by judges regarding content
validity and exemplary qualities. Bub, the reader should realize that this
final judgment was arrived at collectively, not independently, It is of
interest that 100 per cent agreement as to which exerclses were outstandingly

good or bad also was presert.
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Readers may feel that this is too good to be true, However, one must
remember that the major investigator was most careful to select for the
review panel individuals who had great expertise in the area of social

studies education and also were most competent in the realm of questions,

Summary

This section considered the results of the social studies and citizen-
ship exercises, both released and unreleased, Tables reporting the data
were presented for reader analysis. Since the tables are rather complete,
there was no need for detailed prose description of the data, Tables pre-
sented data relating to each objective and éub-objective for which exerw
cises were written. Individuals wishing detail as to which exercises the
panel members consider as not having content validity are directed to read
the tables in Appendix A.

Discussion of Exercises by Major Objectives

Social Studies Exercises, Released

In the discussion, the sub-objective categories have been collapsed,
and therefore comments relate to each of the major objectives, e.g,, I,
11, III, IV, and V, However, general impressions will be given about all
of the exercises relating to their validity, appropriateness and other ime
portant elements, Points pertinent to the exercises will be inserted
where appropriate, Some of these points may relate to trends as well as
relationships extant between certain exercises and particular factors

considered, Table 90, found on page 93, reports summary data fop
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both released and unreleased social studies exercises. The reader may wish

to view this table before reading about the exercises for specific objectives,
Objective I. Have Curiosity About Human Affairs

There were nine exercises for this major objective in the released
category. The majority of the exercises utilized the combination format and
relied golely on individual administratioﬁ. All age levels were represented,
The majority of the exercises possessed content validity, seven in total,
and were effective models for teacher use. Both the cognitive and affective
domains were represented, iwith the loading on the lower levels of both
taxonomies: knowledge and comprehension, and/or receiving and responding.
These cognitive and affective levels seem appropriate for the objective
only aims at assessing an individualt's basie understanding and willingness

to attend to the realm of human affairs,
Objective II, Use Analytic-Scientific Procedures Effectively

There were twenty-seven exercises prepared for this objective, The
formats represented all except combination, Exercises were about equally
distributed between individually administered and group administered, and
all age levels were present. Again, panel judges determined the majority
of items to be valid, with twenty-two in that category. Most were of
good quality for imitation by teachers. However, the investigator and
Judges considered far fewer items to be aprmopriate for the age levels
intended, Some items were too easy or difficult for some of the ages and
were appraised to require some reworking for individuals at particular

ages to handle them. Of special note is that all levels of the cognitive
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taxonony were represented, but most were at the lower cognitive levels., In
this subtest the item makers were more concerned with whether individuals
knew process rather than being able to apply process., Three of the items

were considered to have identifiable affective levels with two of the items

at the bottom affective level, Overall, the judges considered the exercises

of good quality.

Objective III, Are Sensitive to Creative-Intuitive Methods of Explai ning
the Human Condition
Exercises in this category numbered eight., Again all formats are
represented. The majority of the exercises were group administered and
all ages were represented, The review panel classified all exercises ag
having content validity and being useful as examples for teachers. Both
the cognitive and affectivextaxnnomies are represented, with a spread of
levels present but favoring, in terms of numbers, the higher cognitive
levels. The panel members listed five exercises at the analysis level.
This emphasis at the analysis level is encouraging for it indicates the
exercise development concerned with assessing if individuals comprehend
the basic assumptions and interrelationships relating to the use'of methods
and the humau condition,
Objective IV. Have Knowledge Relevant to the Major Ideas and Concerns
of Social Scientists
This objective had by far the most exercises, forty-seven in all.
The majority were multiple choice in format and were group administered,
and all ages wefe represented almest equally, With regard to content
validity, the panel judged the majority as valid, but a significant number,
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ten in all, were considered not valid. This represented the highest
proportion of exercises not having content validity among all objectives
for the released social studies grouping, With regard tc the cognitive and
affective levels, both domains were represented. Sill the loading was at
the knowledge and comprehension levels and the receiving level, Yet five
exercises existed at the application level and three qualified as analysis,

Two exercises were at the organiza*ion level in the affective domain,

The judges discerned a definite trend that exercises designed spe-
cifically for age 9 were predominantly at the knowledge and/or comprehension
levels. It appears that the exercise developers worked under the assump-
tion that young pupils were incapable of handling questions at higher
cognitive levels. Of course, as previously stated, all the exercises

revealed a predominant emphasis on questions at the lower levels,

From analysis of these exercises it became apparent that one had a
better chance of having a question have content validity at the lower cogni-
tive levels. Tersely put, these exercise developers experienced a higher
failure rate as they attempted to develop high-cognitive level exercises,
Objective V. Have a Reasoned Commitment to the Values that Sustain a

Free Society

Twenty-two exercises were geared to this objective. Again, three of
the four major formats were represented. Most of the exercises were group
administered and equally distributed among the ages of 13, 17, and Adult.
The judges had total consensus that all exercises possessed content vaiid~
ity. Of some note is the fact that all exercises involved both cognitive

and affective objectives and that they represnted the upper levels, analysis,
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synthesis, and evaluation in the cognitive domain; and valuing, organizae
tion, and characterization in the affective domain, This type of situation
did not exist as frequently as the investigator and judges would have liked,

General Discussion of Released Social Studies Exercises

The primary point is that the overvhelming majority of exercises
possess content validity and are appropriate for use as examples by teachers,
However, it is of some concern that the exercises largely stress the lower
cognitive domains, knowledge and comprehension, Furthermore, it is clearly
evident that the lower the age level for the exercise, the lower the cogni~
tive domain, This conflicts with the overall educational goal of fostering
student thinking. Judges felt that many exercises possessing °°9t?n€
validity could be reworked to raise the cognitive level at which ;ggééﬁ
populations could respond.

From the investigator's review of curriculum guides and sceial studies
programs it seems that the majority of the exercises contained content
fairly representative of that covered in most schools in the country. With
regard to the released social studies exercises, it did not appear that the
content of the exercises put any group at a great disadvantage, Of course,
the type of response to particular exercises would and did vary depending
upon one's culture or racial group as well as prior experience. However,
diversity in response with regard tc these exercises did not penalize the

individual,

Also, the exercises seemed to cover topies that were for the most part

relevant to the neecs and interests of most students. Several exercises
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dealt with prejudice and stereotypes as well as with some of the problems
facing majorities,

A point worthy of some consideration is that persons having difficulty
in reading might be at a disadvantage on those objective exercises group

administered, One did need some competence in reading to interpret the

questions,

Social Studies bixercises, lnreleased
Objective I, Have Curiosity About Human Affairs

Only five exercises existed to measure this objective and all were
individually administered, The exercise represented al] age Levels; ex=
cept age 17, The judges considered all the exercises to be valid as well
as exemplary and appropriate for the ages indicated, Once again, the ex-
ercises stress student functioning at the lower cognitive levels; nevep-
theless, both the cognitive and affective domains are represented. Also,

the nature of the objective suggests having just basic knowledge and a

willingness to attend,
Objective II. Use Analytic-Scientific Procedures [ fectively

In the unreleased soeial studies exercises, almost an identical nume
ber of exercises existed for this objective as with the released-.twenty.
four for unreleased, twenty~seven for released, The eombination format,
was the only one not represented. This was also true with the relcased

exercises, The items were primarily group administeped and geared to the
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four age groups, Percentagewise, the unreleased exercises were bettep
with regard to content validity, Panel members only judged one exercise
48 not having content validity., Members considered all exercises appro.

priate as examples. As was tme with the released exercises for this

analysis level., No discernable affective level was noted,

Objective III, Are Sensitive to Creative~Intuitive Methods of Explaining
the Human Condition
This major objective had only five exercises, Writing and multiple
choice were the tyo formats reépresented, The majority of exercises, four,
were group administered and were geared to each age group, The reviey
panel considered all exercises’as valid and exemplary and appropriate for
the ages. It is encouraging to note that two of the exercises wers at
the cognitive level of analysis, The affective dimension was not dige
cernable. Perhaps this reflects the difficulty of writing exercises that
"zero in" on the faetor of sensitivity,
Objective 1V, Have Knowledge Relevant to the Major Ideas ang Concerns
of Social Scientisis
Similar to the released social studies exercises, a relatively greater
number of exercises were prepared for this objective, Specifically,
thirty-six exercises were prepared of which thirty-three were multiple
choice and group administered, A11 age levels were represented, However,
there was a significant numbep of exercises, twelve, judged as not wvalid,

This pattemn duplicated most fop the released social studies exercises,

]
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Also, the cognitive levels of these exercises were at the knowledge and
comprehension levels of the cognitive taxonomy. Panel memhers concluded
that no identification of the aflactive level was possible with any degree
of certainty, The panel members also felt that the item developers were |
again functioning under the assumption that questions designed specifically
for nine-year~olds should be at the lower cognitive levels,
Objective V. Have a Reasoned Commitment to the Values that Sustain a

Free Society .

There were eleven exercises for this objective, Only the completion
format was not present. All ages were covered in the exercise pool. Again,
the judges classified all exereises as possessing cﬁntent validity and
appropriateness for teacher use, The cognitive emphasis was on both.com»
prehension and synthesis, and the affective level was strongly represented
with eight exercises at the characterization level., 1In fact, the panel
Judges felt that some of these exercises exemplified the best attempts at

assessing the affective domain,

General Discussion of Unreleased Social Studies Exercises

The unreleased exercises emphasize similar points, contents, expe-
riences, concerns, attitudes, and interests as the released exercises,
Much of what was said regarding the released exercises could be reiterated
here, This is not surprising since bot!: released and unreleased exercises
were drawn from the same exercise pool,

Again, exercises that would be answered differently by various racial

or ethnic groups are present, but it seems that diversity in response was
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accepted, from the observation of the responses given by individuals and

considered appropriate,

As previously mentioned, the exercises overall require reading skills

and thus might put individuals with reading difficulty at some disadvantage,

The overall emphasis on the lower cognitive dimension is of some cone
cern, but the judges did feel that most exercises could be reworked to

cater to high cognitive and affective levels,

General Comments Regarding Social Studies Exercises /

Table 90 records the data related to both the released and unreleased
8ocial studies exercises, The table is a repeat of Table 40 and is pre.
sernted again to serve as the focus for a more detailed discussion, Perhaps
the most significant point to consider is that of the 194 exercises vrepared
for social studies, 85 per cent (164) of them were considered valid by the
investigator and the panel members, This should enable us o have some
degree of faith in the exercises as being truthful in measuring what they

state they are measuring,

But just looking at the overall percentage of exercises can be mis-
leading for not all objectives are represented by equal numbers of exercises,
and also the exercises emphasize diifevent coprative and affective levels,
Of even more concern is the fact that several objectives are not repre-
sented by any exercises or are represented by exercises that have been

Judged not valid.

Objectives II and IV had significantly more exercises prepared; 51
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and 83 exercises, respectively. Uhether this suggests a hierarchy of
importance regarding the objectives remains to be seen, Perhaps this

- loading is due to the objectives themselves; Objective II relates to wheth~
er individuals use tge analytic-scientific procedures. With the emphasis
upon process today, peghaps this distribution of exercises reflects current
curricular status, hﬁbwever, thiscinference is somewhat suspect, for if
process were the emphasis, the exercises would not cluster at the lower
cognitive levels, but would emphasize application, analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation. Perhaps the number of exercises is related to the number of
sub-divisions in the objectives, For example, Objective IV has six subedi-
visions. Also, this objectivs relates to the knowledge and underatanding

of the major social sciences which entails a major dimension of social

studies,

Bub if NAEP has stated that social studies learning should be related
to five major objectives, then all dimensions of these objectives should be
represented by exercises. That no exercises exist for Objectives II B,
IIF, IIT C and V D and that only one exercise exists for Objectives III A
and IV A makes it impossible to assess if individuals are demonstrating
behaviors couched in the objectives, The absence of exercises or & minimal
nunber of exercises makes i: insuperable to make any statement regarding
whether individuals have certain understandings, conmitments, or capabili-
ties. Therefore, NAEP needs to either eliminate these sub-objectives or to

create exercises for them,

When one considers only the major categories of objectives, e,g, Ob~

Jective I, Objective II, and so forth, these lack of exercises
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are not as evident, and persons might misinterpret assessmemt data to state
that individuals at certain age levels possess particular behaviors wher
in fact no exercises existed to make such an assessment, For instance, no
exercises exist for Objective II F "Use data and evaluative eriteria to
make decisions." However, when Just considering the overall Objective II
"Use Analytic~scientific procedures effectively," one might think that
persons could use data to make decisions, yet there is no information
gathered on which to base such a statement,

This lack of exercises is a most serious defect in the assessment
procedure and this investigator urges NAEP to develop exerciées for each
sub=-objective or to eliminate *hose sub-objectives lacicing exercises.
Also, this investigator would encourage that the overweighting and under-
weighting of objectives be corrected or that a statement be issued that

certain sub-objectives are more important than others and should be rank

ordered,

There are numerous ways to analyze the exercises, such as clustering,
directionality, and difficulty level. These were not the concerns of the
Task Two work force; however, it did appear that many of the exercises did
represent clustering; but for the most part the clustering existed within

items, that is, the sub-components of exercises related to a partiecular
stimlus,

Regarding directionality, NAEP, in discussing the exersiges, stated
that all exercises are scorable or must be scorable in a desired direction,

which means that they must possess directionality. All exercises exhibited
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this, although in many instances great diversity of responses was

accepteds In those exercises stressingthe affective domain, directionality
was more difficult to determine because of the open-endedness of the exerw
cises, As for directionality that measured change over time, the pan;i
could not determine this from considering exercises administered once,

But if exercises are to be given at various time periods then directional-
3ty can be assessed to some degree. In national assessment, one is inter-
ested not only in the current level of social studies understandings, but

also in whether over time the level of achievement, skill use, and attie

tudes improve,

Age appropriatoness is relateq to the difficulty factor of the exer-
cises, In the opinion of the Judges, the majority of exercises, both .
released and unreleased, were of proper difficulty level, but in some
instances, exercises were tdo difficult for nine-year-olds, In some ine
stances where a question of age appropriateness appeared regarding the
upper age levels, the panel members felt that the exercises were too

easy or could be used at a lower level than indicated,

Citizenship Exercises, Released

The next two sections deal with citizenship exercises, both released
and unreleased, Summary data for these exercises is presented in Table 91,
which is found on pages 111 and 112, This table repeats the information

presented in Table 89, The reader may wish to revieyw these tables before
reading the following paragraphs.
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Objective I, Show Concern for the Welfare and Dignity of Others

Ten exercises representeq this objective with all formats used and
the majority of the exercises administered individually., The items
clustered at the three upper age levels. With regard to content val-
idity, the panel members considered only five exercises to be valid,

This seems unusually low, and perhaps indicates the difficulty of devel-
oping items that measure whether individuals show concern fop others, One
would expect that %n addition to the cognitive domain, that exercises de-
signed for this objective would cater to the affective domain, However,
only four exsrecises oxemplified a level of the affective domain and a1l

exercises centered on the knowledge level,

Objective II., Support Rights and Freedoms of A1l Individuals

In all, NAEP had six exercises to assess this objective, The major-
ity of them used the combination format and were administered individually,
Exercises catereé?to all age levels, with & loading on age 13, Pansl
mewbers determined that five exercises were valid and exemplary. Both
domains were represented, with the cognitive domain stressing the knowi-

edge and comprehension levels, while the affestive domain emphasized the
three upper affective levels,

Scme of the exercises could have had their cognitive and affective
levels raised by presenting situations in which individuals would have to
demonstrate that they had indeed supported rights and freedoms, This concern
was evidenced when the review members considered that only three exercises
had context validity, that is, they represented situations in which the

context was appropriate for having individuals truly demonstrating the
thaVior .
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Objective III, Help Maintain Law and Order

The four exercises developzd for this objective divided between the
writing and combination formats, All were individually administered and
represented all age levels, The panel classified all exercises as valid

with regard to the objective being measured and considered all to have
exemplary qualities,

It seems that with the current concerr, for law and order that more
exercises might have been developed and that they could have been at
levels other than the cognitive level of comprehension, A raising of the
cognitive level would require from individuals more than Just an understanding
of the need for law and order and would actually assess whether persons in-
volved themselves with maintenance of law and order, One exercise did

qualify as being at the organization level of the affective domain,
Objective IV. Know the Main Structure and Functions of Qur Government

This cbjective had a heavy loading of exercises, eighteen in all,
with the majority utilizing the completion format,, Moét exercises were
administered individually and centered on the mid age groupings of 13 and
17. 1In this inétance, we again discuss another large grouping of exer-
cises deemed to lack econtent validity: The judges thought that the exer-
cises were geared only to whether individuals possess knowledge of our
government and could comprehend the basic components. In assessing this
citizenship objective, one should be concernod with whether individualg
are cognizant of and can recognize basic assumptions of our government

and can utilize such understanding in specific gituations,
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Panel members considered only eight of the eighteen exercises ag good
examples for teachers! use. Also, members noted that numerous exercises
were not appropriate for the ages indicated. Some of the exercises were
t00 easy for 17-year-olds and adults. This failing might be due to the
fact that the questions were at the lower cognitive levels, Seventeen-
year-clds and adults can certainly function at higher levels, A trend
noted with regard to the Social studies exercises also was evident in
these citizenship exercises for this objective; that is, a tendency to
gear the exercises for the ages of 9 and 13 to the lower cognitive levels,
usually the knowlodge level, This seems to indicate that exercise devel-
opers perceive teachers in the schools as just stressing facts. oOf course,
this may reflect the present situation more than many of us are willing to
admit. The emphasis may also reflect the popular belief that if citizens
know a few facts, that is all that is necessary,

Objective V, Seek Community Improvement Through Active, Democratis
Participation

Eleven exercises assessed this objective, Most were administered
individually and used the combination format, Although a1l age levels
were involved, the majority of the exercises were for adults; only one was
for nine~year-olds and two for 13-year-olds. This reflects somewhat the
nature of the objective, but it does seem to suggest that comminity is
defined as being outside the school and therefore not appropriate fop
young children, Further, it sSuggests that there is perhaps a lack of ac~
tivities in the schools in which children can function in democratic ways,
If this is so, it Suggests a need to rethink oup goals, for certainly, young

persons requirq experiences in community involvement both inside and outside
the sgchool,
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The investigator and the panel members classified most exercises ag
valid and exemplary., It may be of Some interest that several levels of
the cognitive domain were represented and that some exercises loaded on
the highest affective level, This is consistent with the nature of the ob-
Jective, for if one ig to be involved, one has to demonstrate or indicate

behaviors that reveal a type of conduct characterized by certain value sets,
Objective VI, Understand Problems of International Relations

Exercises designed to assess this objective nunbered five, with all
exercises being essay format and individually administered, The exercises
concentrated on the cognitive levels of knowledge and comprehension, ag
well as synthesis, The affective level of characterization was represented

also, The tendency to design questions for nine-year-olds at the knowledge
level was apparent,

Objective VII, Support Rationality in Communi cation, Thought, and
Action on Social Problems

NAEP had ten exercises for this objective with all formats used except
the completion, The manner of administration wag divided almost equally
between individual and group, and all age levels wepe represented, Judges
considered six exercises valid and four not valid, It is interesting to
note that the comprehension level had the most exercisesw-six, Thus it
seems that many of the exercises measure whether individuals comprshended
what rational action and thought are; however, three exercises were goded
as having the valuing and organization levels of the affective domain,

Judges felt that at least one exercise in this grouping, exercise 12,

had a racial biag, Ceriainly the entire realm of soecial problems would
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be viewed differently by minorities than by the majority.

Objective VIII, Take Responsibility for Own Personal Development and
Obligations

This objective had four exercises. The exercises involved the formats
of multiple choice and combination. Four were administered individually
and all age groups were represented. Of the four exercises, panel members
Judged only two as valid and exemplary, Part of the (ifficulty may be
that three of the exercises were at the knowledge level, If one wishes to
determine if individuals are assuming responsibility, one needs to have the
majority of exercises above this level and specifically relating to the
upper levels of the affective domain, Only two of the exercises were con-
sidered to represent affective categories, valuing and organization, re-

spectively.

With regard to exercises at this level, one may find that individuals
from minorities and/or disadvartaged groups may not be able to respond
positively. Also, some individuals are so concerned with present-day
realities, that they do not have time for planning for the future. The
investipgator and panel members concluded that this objective, especially
the sub-objectives, reflect middle class value standards. The judges did
not classify these values as good or bad, but the reader should note that
these values are being emphasized in this particular objective.

Objective IX, Help and Respect Their Own Families (Ages 9, 13, 17)
: Murture the Development of Their Children as Future
Citizens (Adult)

The six exercises prepared for this objective were equally divided

among the completion and combination fommats and among individual and group
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administration, All age levels were treated, However, only three exer-
clses qualified as valid and exemplary, Many of the exercises just asked
for descriptive types of information rather than whether individuals
helped or respected their families, For example, one exercise queried if
children had brothers or sisters. Certainly, one cannol assess if one

helps or indeed respects their families from such a question,

It is significant also that only six exercises were used for this ob-
jective. This objective can bring home whether individuals are putting
into their actions much of what citizenship is all about; being the
effective citizen and having concern for individuals,

General Discussion of Released Citizenship Exercises

Perhaps the most significant point with regard toithe citizenship exw
ercises released is that over 30 per cent of the exercises did not possess
content validity. This is a different story from the social studies ex-
ercises, Also, the fact that the exercises stressed the lower cognitive
levels and did not emphasize the affective domain seems inconsistent with
the overall thrust of citizenship education. With regard to the cognitive
domain, the dominant use of exercises stressing the lower cognitive levels
for populations at age nine is not desirable. As with the social studies
exercises, certain objectives seemed to be favored with regard to number of
exercises., For example, Objectives I "Show concern for welfare and dignity
of others," IV "Know the main structure and functions of our government,"
V "Seek community improvement through active, democratic participation,!
and VII "Support rationality in communication, thought and action on
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social problems" had the most exercises; 10, 18, 11, 10, respectively.
Again, one queries why this is so. Does this imply the Objective IV, "Know
the main structure and functions of our government! is considered paramount
to being the knowledgable and effective citizen? It should be borne in
mind that this objective also had a large percentage, almost fifty per cent,

of the exercises in the not valid category.,

Overall, the content stressed in the exercises appears to-parallel
that which would be covered in most schools in the country. However,
several exercises may be biased in favor of the middle-class value struec-
ture., This bias may put individuals from minority groups at a disadvan-
tage., Of course, if the purpose is just to assess, then one could argue
that an individual is not disadvantaged by being unable to respoad in an
appropriate manner, But, appropriate manner is the point that generates
arguments. Certainly, individuals from various minority groups will per-
ceive the exercises differently from individuals growing up in middle
class white America, However, one might argue that the regional differ-
ences might create in individuals as great a difference in perception,
Rather than fault the exercises on this point, one might just caution the
reader and educators interpreting the results to keep such information in
mind,

In general, there is legitimate reason for concern with the large
nunber of non-valid exercises and also with the dominant emphasis on knowl-
edge and comprehension., Citizenship is generally regarded as something
more than remembering facts and comprehending what is read or said. Cit-
izenship is using one's information and recognizing how one can apply this
information to function effectively in this country and world,
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As a group, the investigator and the panel members are not as impressed
with the released citizenship exercises as with the released social studies

exercises.
Citizenship Exercises, Unreleased
Objective I, Show Concern for the Welfare and Dignity of Others

Objective I had twelve exercises representing all four formats. Ten
exercises were individually administered and all age levels were represented,
with emphasis at ages 13 and adult. Panel review members judged seven ex-
ercises as having contemt validity. Only six exercises qualified as being
exemplary. With regard to the cognitive domain, the exercises centered on
both the knowledge and comprehension levels., The major investigator felt
that many items could have been rewritten to make them valid for the ob-
jective intended and also to raise their cognitive level, Also, since the
objective was related to individuals showing concern for others, one would
have anticipated more of the exercises having clearly discernible affec-
tive levels. The major reason for considering some exercises not exemplary
was that they did not measure the intended objective; however, some items
were valid, but could have been more stimulating or been at a higher in-
terest level for individuals.

Objective II. Support Rights and Freedoms of All Individuals

Five exercises were present for this level, Multiple choice was the
duminant format. The majority of the exercises were group administere-,
and they stressed all of the age levels, The review members ranked only }
three exercises as valid, All of the exercises grouped around the two lowest

cognitive levels.
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It is of some interest that one of the exercises in this grouping,
item # 16, unreleased, was considered by the major investigator and all
members of the review panel to be one of the best exercises of all those
developed, This exercise had content validity with regard to this objec~
tive and two others, V and VII, Furthermore, it represented both the cog-
nitive and affective domains, analysis and organization, respectively. The
review panel classified the exercise as most exemplary in that it utilized
a meaningful format, combination, and allowed the respondent to become in-

volved in reacting rather than just functioning from memory.
Objective III, Help Maintain Law and Order

This objective had four exercises, three of which were essay formats
and one multiple choice. All were individually administered with repre-
sentation for all ages. Panel members and the major investigator dis- |
cerned all exercises to be valid and exemplary. However, the members
thought that the exercises unduly stressed the lower cognitive levels,
although one exercise was considered to represent the organization level

in the affective domain,

Objective IV. Know the Main Structure and Functions of Our Government

This objective had a great many exercises prepared for itwstwenty-eight,
All formats were repiesented and exercises were about equally distributed
between individually or group administered. All age levels were stressed,
with almost equal numbers for ages 13, 17 and adult. As with the released
items for this objective, many exercises were not valid, 1In fact, fifty

per cent (14) of the exercises failed to qualify as having contemt validity.
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Judges decided that even fewer exercises warranted being classified as ex-
emplary or appropriate for the targeted ages. A main criticism of the
judges, with the concurrence of the investigator, was that the exercises
measured only knowledge of specific facts and such a cognitive level was
not consistent with whether individuals really comprehended their govern-
ment, its function and purposes. This reaction relates to the fact that
citizenship functioning is something more than the mere regurgitation of
facts.

Also, there was a repeat of the tendency for exercises designhed for
the nine-year-olds to stress knowledge., Overall, one could say that all
of the items tended to emphasize the lower cognitive levels. Many of the
exercises were considered too easy, especially for the l7-year-olds ard
adults, Some of the exercises were poor examples because of the use of
words that might not be clearly understood by the targeted populations.
Some exercises, e.g., exercise 6, in this grouping violated rules of item
construction such as meking the correct discriminator unusvally long in
relation to the other options. The major criticism of this grouping of
exercises is that the exercises overwhelmingly test for knowledge of spe~
cific facts.

Objective V. Seek Community Improvement Through Active, Democratic
Participation

Six exercises were prepared for this objective. All formats except
completion were used and the exercises were administered equally between
individual and group. The two upper age levels were the only ones repre~

sented. The review panel found the majority, five, of the exercises to be
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valid and appropriate for the intended ages. Both taxonomy domains were
represented. In the cognitive domain there was a spread of representa-
tions, while in the affective domain, the exercises concentrated at the

upper level, characterization,

This grouping had one of the outstanding items as well. It was Item
18, which stressed the cognitive level of analysis and the affective level
of characterization. The prime reason for the very favorable classifica-
tior. was that the exercise appeared likely to involve the respondents in

reasting to the question.
Objective VI. Understand Problems of International Relations

Of the four exercises created for this objective, panel members
judged all to be valid. All age levels were represented with most of the
exercises being administered individually. All formats were used except
the completion one. As is quite typical of these citizenship exercises,
there was a heavy loading on the lower cognitive levels.,
Objective VII. Support Rationality in Communication, Thought and Actibn

on Social Problems

In total, ten exercises were developed for this major objective. All
formats, excepting the completion format, were used with the exerciseé,
most of which were administered individually. There was almost equal dis-
tribution of the exercises among the four age levels. Again, panel members
noted only six exercises as having content validity. The cognitive levels
of these exercises centered at the comprehension level which seemed to offer

additional evidence that the majority of the exercises favored just
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comprehension of citizenship factors rather than possessing the ability to
use and act upon information relating to citizenship. It seems that an ex-
ercise designed to assess whether one supports the process of rationality
should have the upper levels of the affective domain represented. However,

judges did not code any exercises as having a clearly jdentifiable affec~

tive component.

Objective VIII. Take Responsibility for Own Personal Development and
Obligations

The review panel classified five exercises relating to this objective,
All used the combination format and four were administered on an individual
basis, All age levels were represented, Even though there were few ex-
ercises, members rated all as valid and exemplary. It became evident to
thé Judges that in most cases where many of the exercises were valid in
citizenship, there usually was also a higher incidence of affective levels,
Objective IX. Help and Respect Their Own Families (Ages 9, 13, 17)

Nurture the Development of Their Children as Future
Citizens (Adults)

The review of the exercises relating to this objective revealed the
only instance in which panel members judged all of the exercises developed,
only four, invalid. Panel members considered the questions to be more on
the nature of an inventory rather than assessing citizenship behavior., The
weakness of the exercises in the unreleased category parallel a similar
weakness discovered in the released citizenship exercises, Thus, judges

felt that this objective required a totally new set of exercises.

General Discussion of Unreleased Citimenship Exercises
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As was true with the released exercises, the panel members judged ap-
proximately thirty per cent of the exercises o be not valid., It is some-
what surprising that the percentages would be so similar for both the re-

leased and unreleased exercises,

Part of the difficulty may be that the exercises centered on measuring
knowledge and comprehension and neglected the upper levels of the copnitive
domain and many of the levels of the affective domain, Again, it appears
that the item developers consider that citizenship to a large extent is
equated with just knowledge of facts relating to presidents, governmental
agencies, dates, issues, and concerns. However, this investigator would
maintain that even if targeted popuﬂationg answered all questions satis-
factorily, they would not have demonstrated to a great degree what is

meant by effective citizenship in today's education literature,

Overall, the content of the exercises seemed relevant to the area of
citizenship education. Lest this seem inconsistent with the above com-
ment.s, the investigator feels that many of the exercises focused on rele~
vant content areas, but failed to assess if individuals could process the
content at the upper cognitive levels or could demonstrate whether they
valued some dimensions of citizenship behavior and had incorporated these

values into their overall behavior,

The exercises reflect some norms for the functioning citizen in the
United States. Individuals from minority proups may respond differentially;
but, it depends upon how educators interpret the data as to whether the
persons from minority groups are at a disadvantage. Basing one's judgment

more on the cognitive-aflective levels rather than content, it appears that




110

the exercises, as a group, stress a "past" interpretation of the good
citizen, one who can cite names and dates, and list various legislation.

It seems that even the exercises having content validity were valid only
with regard to measuring the lower levels of cognition suggested in the ob-
Jectives. Many of the exercises should be rewritten to assess if individ-
uals at the various age groups fully discern the basic reasons for the
political scene, fully realize why it is necessary to show concern for
one's fellow man, and completely comprehend generalizations relating to
the citizenship dimensions of man. Certainly, schools need information

on these matters if educators are to possess data useful for adjusting and

creating educational programs dealing with citizenship.

/,
/

General Comments Regarding Citizenship Exerecises v

Observation of Table 91 provides all data for hoth released and un~
released citizenship exercises. As is true with the social studies exer-
cises, the citizenship exercises, both released and unreleased, favor cer-
tain objectives. Objective I "Show concern for the welfare and dignity of
others" had a total of 22 exercises prepared while Objective IV had 46 ex~
ercises. The emphasis on Objective IV, which deals with the main structure
and function of our government, suggests that citizenship, as conceived by
the exercise developers, is primarily political in emphasis., Citizenship
may be equated with political socialization. However, the overall objec-
tives would suggest a broader interpretation of citizenship that extends
beyond competence in matters governmental., Certainly, educators need to
have the total dimension of citizenship assessed by these exercises. it

would be important to know if the number of exercises per objective
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represents a conscious plan or is the result of just how the exercises

happened to fall as developed and approved,

This overweighting of some objectives and underweighting of others is
a problem that needs attention, Also, several citizenship objectives had
no exercises at all: Sub-objectives I B, I E, III1 C, ITI D, IV F, VA,
VF, VI A, and VII E, Also, there were many objectives represented by
only one exercise: Sub-chbjectives I F, I G,IIIE, IIIF, IV A, VD, VII C.
In one instance the scle exercise wuas judged as not having content validity,

Sub~objective I G,

NAEP has by its objectives stated that citizenship basically concerns

certain things and has mentioned that the goal of national assessment is

to measure if individuals have attained those certain knowledges, attitudes,
skills. However, it has a large percentuge of sub-objectives not repre- |
sented by exercises and there{pre lacks the basis to make statements that v
individuals have or have not attained certain understandings, attitudes, or
skills., As mentioned with regard to the social studies exsrcises, this
investigator urges NAEP to either eliminate the sub-objectives for which no
exercises exist or to create valid exercises, Also, the investigator urges

that NAEP attend to the problem of a more equal distribution of exercises

among several objectives.

Not only did the investigator and the panel members find these gaps in
exercise existence, but of the total pool of exercises developed, 152, only \//
93 were judged as having content validity-~or 61 per cent. One needs to ex-

ercise extreme caution in assessing the level of citizenship functioning of




TASK 1I ~ BEST COPY AVAlLABLL "

individuals when 39 per cent of the exercises are not valid., Even fewer ex=

ercises were considered exemplary--only 55 per cent.

With regard to clustering, many of the exercises utilized the combina=
tion format in which a series of sub-questions were based on one set of

stimulus material,

All exercises that measured the cognitive dimensions had direction-
ality in that they had correct or preferred answers, However, :he issue of
directionality is more difficult in those exercises dealing with the af-
fective domain in that such exercises do rot have a correct or desired
ansver in all instances. Of course, in some of the exercises a preferred

direction of response could be inferred,

As for difficulty level, the investigator and his panel members con-
sidered most valld exercises at appropriate difficulty levels for target
age groups. In situations where the panel indicated an exercise as not
appropriate for the age it was usually because the exercise was too easy

for the group rather than too difficult.

As a whole the investigator and the review panel regarded the citizenw
4ship exercises as not measuring up as well as the social studies exercises,
As previously stated, thirty-nine per cent failed to qualify as valid.
Additionally, many of the exercises having content validity were only age
sessing the lower cognitive dimensions. Many of the exercises reflected
an interpretation that schooling is synonymous with fact gathering, re-
gurgitation of facts, and paraphresing information,
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Final Comments

The investigator and the panel members spent numerous hours carefully
reviewing exercises and making judgments as to whether exercises were repw-
resentative of the content or the universe of content of the property |
being measured. As a whole, the panel concurred with the investigator
that the social studies exercises as a total group, both released and un-
released, were superior to the citizenship exercises, both released and
unreleased, in that a greater percentage (85 per cent) of social studies

exercises possessed content validity.

But, even if one were to have found all the exercises possessing con-
tent validity, one still needs to query himself regarding the concept of
national assessment. If one is opposed to the concept, then no amount of
valid exercises will win him over. However, many believe that national
agsessment has much to offer. Certainly educators require some feedback
in order to maintain what is effective in the schools both in the realms
of curricuwlum and instruction and to eliminate and/or modify that which

does not seem to measure up to our objectives,

But the task ls not that simple, Assuming that all of the exercises
are valid and measure the upper levels of both the cognitive and affective
domains, one still cannot determine precisely if schools are to be praised
or blamed for the current levels of understanding and funetioning of ine
dividuals in social studies and citizenship. ' Certainly, the schools are
not the only institutions in society that educate, Individuals do not
obtain all of their understanding of their world or their attitudes towards
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others just in the schools. This certainly is true with seventeen-year-
olds and adults. Therefore, national assessment can tell us what are the
levels of understandings, skills, attitudes, etc., of various segments of
our population, bu‘g, it cannot tell us that these levels are entirely the
resullts of good or poor schooling, Perhaps educators can agree to the
need for assessment, but our challenge is what we do with the results if
we accept them, Of course, from the investigation of Task II, some adjust-
ments will need to be made in many of the exercises to afford educators
with information beneficial as input to their decision-making regarding
what schools need to do to enable individuals to become truly effective

persons, citizens of this and the next century.
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Specific Items Considered Not Valid

APPENDIX A

and/or Not Exemplary

Exercise Area: SSR

Not, Valid

10 A (101020)
1 A (101022)
3 A (Obj. II A)

22 A (203002)

15 (Obj. II D)
6 A (Obj. II D)
4 (402008)
15 A, D (403001)
4 (403011)

13 (Obj., II E)
13 (404006)

23 (404012)

15 (405006)

18 (405011)

20 (405040)

16 (406006)

11 (406009)
4 (427001)

Not Exemplary

1 A (101022)

3 A

22 A (203002)

6 A

L (402008)
15 A, D (403001)
L (403011)
13 (404006)
23 (404012)
15 (405006)

20  (405040)
Appropriate for

knowledge objective

11 (406009)

4 (427001)
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Specific Items Considered Not Valid

and/or Not Exemplary

Exercise Area:s SSU

ﬁot Valid Not_Exemplary

6 (403005) 6 (403005)

10 (403026) 10 (403026)

2 (403002) Good for different
objective

2, (404013) 2L (404013)

16 (404015) 16 (404015)

10 A, B 10 A, B

2 (405010) 2 (405010)

7 A, B (405012) Good for another
objective

3 (405007) 3 (405007)

10 (405021) . 10 (405021)
21

5 (406007) 5 (406007)




Specific Items Considered Not Valid

and/or Not Exemplary

I1I

Exercise Area: CR

Not Valid

17 A, B, C, D, E, F (Obj. 1 A)

13 A - F (Obj. IA)

1 4, B, C (Obj. ID)
11 A, B, C (Obj. I D)
3A«D (Obj. ID)

11 (Obj. II B)

19 (Obj. IV B)

6 (Obj. IV B)

18 (Obj. IV B)

2 A - E (Obj, IV B)
17 (Obj. IV B)

11 (Obj. IV B)

3 A =D (Obj. IV C)
19 (Obj. IV D)

1 (Obj, IV E)

5 A, By, C (Obj. IV D)
£ 12 (Obj. V ©C)

E 11 (Obj. V C)

12 (Obj. VI)
8 A, B (Obj. VIIA)

Not Exemplary

174, B, C, D, E, F
13A=-P

14, B, C

114, B, C

3A-D

19
6
18
2A-E
17
11
3 A=-D
Appropriate for
another objective
5 A, B, C
E 12

Appropriste for
another objective

12




Specific Ttems Considered Not Valid

ang[or Not Exemplary

Exercise Area: CR ~ Continued

Not Valid Not_Exemplary

L4 (Obj. VII A)

10 (Obj. VII A)

14 (Obj. VII A) | 7

7 (Obj. VII A) 7

16 (6bj. VII D)

16 (Obj. VII F)

11 A, B (Obj. VIII A)

3 A = C (For Adults) (Obj. VIII A) 3A-C
3 A = B (For Adults) (Obj, VIII A)

3 A « C (For 9~year olds) (Obj, IXA) 3 A -0
20 A - E (Obj. IX B)

5A=C (Obj. IX B) 5A=0
1 (Obj. IX B)
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Specific Items Considered Not Valid

and/or Not Exemplary

Exercise Area: (U

Not Valid Nct_Exemplary
22 (Obje I A) 22

3A-F (Obj, IC) , 3A~F

11 A~ D (0bj. ID) 11A=-D

9 A - D (age 13) (Obj. I D) 9A=D

9 A - D (age 17-Adult) (Obj. I G)

1 (Obj. IV B, mul, choice format) 1

1 (Obj. IV B, completion format) 1

2 (Obj. IV B, mil. choice format) 2

2 (0bj. IV B, completion format) 2

10 (Obj. IV B) 10

15 (Obj. IV B, Ages 13, 17, Ad.) 15

15 (Obj. IV, age 9) 15

5 (ObJ. IV) 5

9 (Obj. IV D)

17 (Obj. IV C) 17

8 (Obj. V B) 8

18 (0bj, VII A) 18

9 A, B, C (Obj, VII A)

7 A =D (0bj, IX A)

8 A, B (Obj. IX A) 84, B
U A - F (0bj, IX B) AP

16 A - G (Obj. IX B)

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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Biographical Sketch

Francis Po Hlmkins, PhoD.
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Kent, Ohio. Since 1966, he has been at the University of Washington where

he is Professor of Education.

Dr. Hunkins' main areas of professional concentration are general cur-
riculum, social studies education, and instructional strategies, with
special emphasis upon questions and questioning strategies, It is within
the area of questions that Professor Hunkins! research interests primarily
lie, and he has conducted research funded by the U,S. Office of Education
dealing with the effects of various types of questions on the thinking and
achievement of students in elementary social studies., Dr, Hunkins also is
active in giving numerous workshops throughout the country to teachers and
prospective teachers dealing with questions and questioning strategies.,

He is the author of the fifth grade textbook and teacher!s guide,
ASKING ABOUT THE U.S.A. AND ITS NEIGHBORS (American Book Company, 1971);
a college textbook QUESTIONING STRATEGIES AND TECHNIQUES (Allyn and Bacon,
1972), and. co=author with Patricia F., Spears of the ASCD monograph, SOCIAL
STUDIES FOR THE EVOLVING INDIVIDUAL (ASCD, 1973): and an author of a chap=
ter dealing with questions in the upcoming 1974 NCSS Yearbook. In addi -
tion to this writing, Dr. Hunkins has authored over thirty-five articles




in the areas of social studies education, general curriculum, and teaching

strategies,

Professor Hunkins is active in The Association for Supervision and
Curriculum Development, the National Council for the Social Studies, and
the American Educational Research Association. He served on the Advisory
Board of Social Education from 1971 to 1973, He has presented numerous

papers on his research on questions and other topics to these organiza-

tions, most recently conducting an action lab at the ASCD national conven=
tion in 1973,

In addition to giving workshops on questions, Dr. Hunkins works with
school districts around the country on matters relating to curriculum
development and implementation,
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Biographical Sketch
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Seattle, Washington. In addition to her graduate work she is an instruc-
tional specialist in the Portland, Oregon Public Schools. |

Ms, Gieger has been active in providing consultant services to school
systems outside her own, and she has taught graduate classes in general
curriculum and instruction and has given numerous speeches and presenta-
tions to groups of teachers. In the summer of 1972, she received a U.S.
Office of Education grant for a three-month resident study of the Yugoslav
Educational System.

Ms, Gieger is active in NCSS and has served on committees and has
been a participant in state and national conventions. She also has con-

tyibuted to a volume on Yugoslav education to be published in the near

future.
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Biographical Sketch

Jack S, Thompson

Mr, Jack S. Thompson received his B.A. in 1959 from Western Washing~
ton State College, Bellingham, Washington; and in 1962 received his M.A.
from Stanford University, Stanford, California, with a major in Social
Studies Education, Currently, he is the Social Studies Coordinator for
the Renton School District, Renton, Washington.

As part of his reepongibilities as social studies coordinator, he has
assisted in the development of numerous social studies materials and has
been involved in program evaluation. He has conducted various inservice
programs dealing with improving teachers! instruction as well as being

involved in intern and student teacher programs,

Professionally, Mr. Thompson is a member of the Washington State
Council of Social Studies Coordinators and is the president for the 197374
term. He also is a member of the Pwret Sound Council for Social Studies
and a member of the National Education Association,
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Arthur E, Ware

Mr, Arthur Ware received his B.A. in 1963 from Whitworth College,
Spokane, Washington; his M.A. from Trenton State College, in Trenton,
New Jersey; his M,Div. from Princeton, Princeton, New Jersey in 1963;
and is currently a Ph.D, Candidate in the Department of Curriculum and
Instruction at the University of Washington, Seattle, Washington. Along
with his studies, Mr, Ware is the social studies coordinator in the Bellevue

Public Schools, Bellevue, Washington.

His professional concentrations in social studies education and cure
riculun have involved him in coordinabing the develomment of a K-9 social
studies program for his school district. He also has trained administrators
in Bellevue in Flanders Interaction Analysis,

Additionally, he is active in the National Council of Social Studies
and has made presentations at the 1971 and 1972 national conventions, He
also has served as a consultant in social studies for teachers and admine
istrators in various school districts in the Northwest as well as British
Columbia and Alberta. In June, 1973 he assisted in training administrators
in the new social studies programs for the National Science Foundation at
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