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The majur puerSu of mo tfinnovatlvulprograms such as
v
carcer education is to affupt p051t1v 1y luarngrs"fognitive,'
.‘ affective, and ps‘ychclnotor 'Behavior accordmg to éXpre ssed "
A pe rturmdnuu and buhav1oral Objuuthéu‘ The pr seht field test
of career education- uurrlculum unmts is deblgned O examine
@ the success of the unit ;n turms cf thu abova. Cognitive and
. - .
‘attitudinal data have been collcct\\ from 6wt§s and projects
across thu state of Ar1*ona.~ TQE following péujeyts weré in-
. : A
) volved in the: emfort c§f field testing the n‘its/ Cuntxdl
| . ‘Maricopa, Coconino, Mesa, Pima, Pinal, Tri~-County,
k WACOP, ard Yavapai. _— :
® ‘Ddta on the pre esent unit, howeve aell collected
from the f@ll@Wlng sites o o ? .
’ . ¢ - "»;: . | N
i v blasstooms
'@ Classrocmg * Used 'In
’ \ PrOj oot Reguested Analygis*
< ‘. % ] (
. Coconino _ " | 3 4 2 .
f Central M’flcopa 3 3 >
Mesa ; 2 > 27
R Pima b . 6 s 4
Tri-County ) ¢ 3 i 3.
Yavapai ,; 3 ' 1
- ! [ - N ’ . ¢ *
,[ v ¥ -
Total . 17 Do 17 '
q . ,/
. |

*Data ﬁLCQIVud ln time for analyﬁiﬁ‘
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- Grade 1l: Parents are Community Workers, Too", e

-

% o

"j*;;;ifZiEARENTs—~RE*COMMuNITY“WORKERs:TOO'f~é414—~1e~~4%15”:“

- . s

b

uwf - This unit was deslgned around the premlse that one of the

lest plaees for students to begin exploﬁnng the "world of work"
i 1§ in their own homes’ w1th their oWn pwfents. This unlt att pts

},

’tAﬁprov1de activ1t1es whlch w111 gulde and asslst a flrst gravggr .
in acquiring ‘a fairly detalled Pnowledge of what both his or d >
_her parents do, and at the same t@me provmde a framework in which
these dlscoverles ¢an be shared w1th all the other chlldren in -
the‘class. &hus, 1t should be poss;ble for each chlld to. galn

~insight into anywhere from 30—60 dlfferent qccupatlons which: . .
aotua;ly exist 1n .the communrty kéizec1al note should be taken |
of the fact that the exploratlon~ fathers! and mothers" jobs lﬁ .

is clearly separated (dlfferent Performa&ce 9) jectlves, dlfferent N

. act1v1t1es) Thls Was done to give both parents ."equal time," so’

to speak, and to meke sﬁre that'the mother's contrlbutlon was "%

not 1gnored; as' so often happens. Act1v1t1es 1nvolv;ng language“

N . §

‘» arts, socrel studles, lrstew*ng skllls, speaklng skills, and

*
Ya

‘;art have been 1ncluded in this unlt. ThlS unmt is not reoomme?dea#{

<for use before the secondosemester of the‘flrst year. §

. g “
b . - . « . . N .

B - ® N . N
3
4 W
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This sec tion of the rq3ort presentg_the‘data summary . ‘-
' and analvs is for the fieidﬁ est of the currxculum uni 5n
) . @ s / “* ) « *
,' outline of thig . section follows: . .
A. A desc %ptlon of the field teut lﬁClUUlﬁg dcm - ‘
A\ ) L] \
' graphlc characterlstipu of both participating | -
‘ . ‘ . .
- ,eachers and learnersy ‘ _ * . .
/7(/ B. Attitudinal data from both.teacheys and learnexs .
. ” ' . T,
k/ cone rnlng the unit. ‘ S S
c, Learner, perrormance data on?the:lesson sp fig T
. - rd - . .
kS ! . RN \ -
i - items. k !
= b, Teacher ruflnement data, ana1151s\§ﬁqhéomments. -
. . . ¢ . L . .
: Y
-~ . . e ,‘6{ N
[ !
[ —— ’
¢ . ‘ns\/’
® : T
’ . v - . . .
! - A “
¢ i : i *
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].V N
o . . .| . DEscrIpTION OF = .
P o " o.s~ 7| - THE PARTICIPANTS B | .
o R R oo A e i e s o i -
i ,::':j"'{%: == \ =
o L The data in. th:.s report was 6bta1ned fr;om the pro:]ects,
'teachers, and 1earnere descrlbed rq the folloﬁeng tables® y
if’ LearnersJ - Tﬁ;‘ jlzéé* vfﬂe[fa - ., - :
C C B “Table T’ prese.x;ts demographn.c 1nformat1c{n on the g - i
-~ g 1earners that were expcsed o theiunlt in the field M
) A“D test.u Examining Table - I, it can 'be seen that the male 1
‘e J . and femele Tearners are falrly evenly represented There
| e was 11ttle\representatlon by the mlnorlty groups.r Out h
. of 446 learners 23% (103) wgre from. mrnarmtg,baékgrounas-
) 9% (40) Spanlsh Surname, lu (4) Black,blZ%'(57) Amerrban :
| 3 ' Indlan,"and O.Ee«(;) Other. -~ o ‘:i ‘wutijﬂ\
2. Teaehers . .i,? P A A
. , ) Table II presente the -total number and selectea B
h dtmegraphme characterletles of *the teachers preeentlng
s | '\ the unlt.i T J'” / . “” Af;" g |
® . — - It can l?e'noted frcm Tablc‘II that all the teachers Q
¢ ‘ that taught this unlt were female. This -gan* best be “'g
| " e\plalned by the fact that tﬁle was a flrst’grade“unmt. ’ a
. . ' - The q’nedlan years of e:-.perlence for tha.s grpup .
K tebls between 11-15+ years. T It should be noted that thmsba.
| f’ ,’ group of teachers was quite bophlstlcatedaconcernlng °
®

@ , career‘educatlon. Thirteen of “the 15 teachere were*famrllar

. & . N Lt

. ) with eareer éducation, four had prevmougly%tagght;e career
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education unit or program and six haé actually developed a

~'career education unit or program. _ . o

b. Teacher Attitude Toward the Unit

| ——

~ ATTITUDINAL l/ATA Y A

oa

Teacher Attitude '

Included in each UNIVAL (Unit Evaluation Instrumenﬁ)

was an Instructor Attitudinal®* Data Sheet whioh}aSked P

. %4 .

two questions concernlng attitudes towagd career educatlon
w

in general and three“qgestlons concerning the
teacher's attitude toward the unit (See:Appendix II).

a. Teacher Attitude‘Tower& Career Education

'A * ’ "0
O

Examining the teachers' general attitude toWard

)

lcareer educarion“(mable III)<it can be seen that the

Lmegnwresponse across questions and projects is a
high‘3.87; (on a scale where 5 is the hlghest p051tlve
response). * 0f the 30 possible responses, 24 (80%) are
positive‘toward career education, 3 (10%) are,oﬁ no

[

opinion, and only 3 (10%) neQatiye. .

¢ N

Tablée IV -summarized the Téacher Attitude toward
’ 1 ‘ b \hj ‘

the unit. |

Theyteeohers' high- positive attitude toward career

education carried over somewhat to the teachers' attitude
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toward the unlt. The teachers show a positive attl—

tude toward the unlt (3 49) Of the posslble 45 re- =

sponses, 35 (78%) are pos1ti?e,

"

and 10 (22%) negatlve. ’

Correlatlons between the‘Teacher Attltude toward

+

- were not s1gn1f1cant (AppendlxV
~ \?
v . »

Learner Attitude

When Learner Attltude toward

(Table V), we,see a fairly-high

‘the’ unlt across all projects. (

¢

career educatlon and Teacher Attltude toward the un1t

vl
).

n o .

Yo “

-he unit 1s examlned

ﬂ A

p051t1ve feellng toward

£ the 2209 responses

84% were pos1t1ve tOWard the uni
only: 8%vwere negatlve toward the

Correlations between the Te
‘the unit;and Learner Attitude w

(Appendix I).

t, 8% no oplnlon, and

unlﬁﬁ \ .

cher @ttitude toward
re not significant

N

o

LEARNER PERFQRMANCE: -

-

In order to examine learners' P

and to assess how Well the objective

.

erfOrmance on the unit,

“n k [

s: of the unlt are met,

cumulatlve scores over all the lesson 1tems w1th1n the unit.

(total 1earner scores) were examined
total' learner scores in percentages,

»

reflects the unit's overall success

17

. Table VI presents the

by projects. *This score

toncérning delivery of
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S ' L | J
| | ' o TABLE V '
o o * LEARNER ATTITUDETOWARDS UNIT o :
(NUMBER,’, PERCENT AND MEAN OR COMPOSITE . . -
C LEARNER ATTITUDE RESPONSES)
4. . I DON'T - "
: YES/HAPPY CARE/OK  ~——NO/3AD
PROJECT N N % N . % N R
Coconino- , . 364 85 32 8 31 7.
e Central \ ' ‘.
‘ Maricopa 232 80 31 11 28 10
Mesa " 311 83 34 9 31° 8
Pima 459 g9 34 - 7 21 4,
o , 0 | ~ Co.
Tri-County ‘384 83 35 8 42 9
Yavapai 117 84 7. 5 16 11
® %otal 1867 ©~ 84 _ 173 = 8 169 .8
=
<




R - ' . A Y 4‘@.’ ’ §
.  TABLE VI
@ NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CORRECT LEARNER RESPONS‘E§ e ‘
| TO, LESSON IMBEDDED ITEMS FOR A GIVEN UNIT ‘ ‘
‘1{ e«;‘t 3 [y ) et -
e . NUMBER OF  DERCENT OF
® - . ' - . NUMBER OF CORRECT. ~ CORRECT
PROJECT  * ' RESPONSES RESPONSES  RESPONSES?
o Coconino 69 " 69 S 100
® Central I
. ‘Maricopa <o 212 210 . 99
L4 . 4
, Mesa . , 92 8kt - -88
o Pima - 12 - uz2 00 w0
- ’Tr‘i-‘County 135 - 117 87"
-7 Yavapai 51 - : 40 78 ,
y ) . - ’ = E k -
\\ s s B » — )
® Total . © 671 . 629 94

o , , W B -
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF I
EACH UNIT BY WHETHER PREV
IN CAREER B

- PROJECT

YES
N %

"o o

*

PREVIOUS

. _EXPERTENCE
N %

TOTAL
NUMBER =

‘,'H . .
.

o - " Coconino

. éentral
Marjicopa

Mesa

W,

" Pima
‘ Tri-County
| . Yavapai
® o

1 50
|

c oyl

* 1 33

1 - 50

e

Tota‘.&)’

N J'




) . - *\FABLE IX

, NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT EACH
UNIT BY THE NUMBER OF GUEST. SPEAKERS USED . .-

. 0 1 2 3 4
, f . ,~  TOTAL

PROJECT 1. % NG % N % N % N % 3. NUMBER
Coconino 1 50 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 O 2

Central ‘ R

Maricopa 0 0 2 * 67 L, 0 1 33 0 0 3

Mesa 1 s0-1 5 0 0 0° 0 0 0« 2

Pima. ., 0 0 1 25 1 25~ 0 0 2 50 -4

Tri-County 1 33 .1 33 0. 0 0 0 1 33 3

- -.x\ : . ) o o~ . ’ e
Yavapai - 0 0o 1 100 0o . 0 0 ‘0 0 0 1
‘ (8 ; — _ ' . , v
L. " el . . e
Total .3 20 7 47 L 7 ., 1%-7- 3 20 = .15
=3 Q‘ .
- ) »
] i Y > - i
;‘;gi - 3 v . ) v
i - . L
"y
e P A - . * . 7‘; -
¢ - . " :._
A\
. \g\ * . / L. ,
. . 23 ‘ P -
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&

NUMBER AlD PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS ‘I'HAT ’I‘AUGHT
- EACH- UNIT BY TIME TAUGHT

. TABLE XI®

.

i

-

< aM PM - TOTAL
PROJECT N % N % NUMBER -
Coconino o o 2 100 2
Central 'ﬁk~ .o - ‘
Maricopa . | 33 2 " 67 3
Mésa 1 s 50 1 50. 2
V L - ’ -
P»i'ma - 0. 0 4 °© 100 4
Tri-County . 1 33 c2 . < 67 3.
Yavar_;ai L0 0 1 100 1
Total 3 20 12 80 1%
T ~.
» ’
\; J
< .
| 25
, 18 / . s @ .

£
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L f;‘, L - o TABLE XIT ﬂ“} -

. e

NUMBEB OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT EACH UNIT “ S SR
BY TYPE 1) CLA’SSROOM AND METHOD OF TEACHING ’

,; s 5
“ .
&

bpéN ) —SEIF — TEAM
e ‘*CLASSROOM CQNTAINED TAUGHT
PROJECT .. - . N - 8 . "N 8 N

/a
a

Coconino 0 o - 1 50 01

Central N S

Maricopa o 0 2 .67 % 1 .

Mesa "0 0 2 100 o -

Pima © 2 50 2 50 .0
;}Tii;COunty 17 33 2. 67 .0
“Yavapax 0 0 1 100 0

L ke . ; s - hoa

g —
e

[ (M

Total .- L3 20 7 10 67
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-

its objectives..

Thé scores ﬁrom'each;project‘range‘froﬁ a 10w of 78%
‘fat Yavapal to a hlgh of 100% at- Coconlno and lea.‘ These'

.

, responses ~appear uniform w1th no one progect Varylng far
- from the mean score (94%)" thereby exertlng a dlspropor;l}r
tionate 1nfluence.h - o Lo e
Q Various other data was collected*from the»teachers‘t
; inyolved in the fieldltest of the unitsQ-
A The data collected 1ncluded the following 1nformatlon.
,}' ?Teachers 1ndlcated whether they4ha§ experlence “in .
JjObS other than teachlng and whether th1s 1nforma-?l
tion helps in teachlng‘therunlt ' It was found thatﬂ.”‘
10 of the 15 teachers (67%) had prev1ous experl-
&ence 1n a job other than teachlng Ofwthese ten,<
9 (90%) sa1d that the experlence helped in teachlngjf
the unlt. (Tables VII and VIII) |
The teachers were asked how many guest’speakers
‘they used. Three of the 15 teachers (20%) dld

v

' notiuSe guest speakers. A total of 24 guest speakers p»l»""

. were. used in .the 15 classrooms. (Table IX%
The,teaohersbwere,also‘asked,to 1nd1cate,the»amount

76& time devoted to‘thekunit per week andtwhat time
of day (AM or PM) the unit was prlmarlly taught
The medlan nu%ber of hours spent ‘her week teachlng‘
‘the dnit fell between 2 3 hours. Twelve (SQ} teachers‘
taught the unit in the morning. (Tables X and XIY‘
The teachers were also asked what klnd of claserom

P

or method of teachlng they used. ‘Ten{(67s) of the :

27
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. . “
U' o c#

T cléSsrooms Were self-contained 3 (20%) were
o open classrooms, and 2 (13%) were. team taught. ,fﬁb{t”u
R

L (Table XII) o “‘ s . . ‘w~‘J';
. "¥orrelatlons were calculated between the ab\/e data.‘! - ‘4f,f?”ﬁg
. and Student Attltude, Teacher_Attltude‘and,Student,Eerforf |
umance.V‘Nois1gn1flcant correlations were found:‘ | |

a

'TEACHER REFINEMENT,
ANALYSIS AND COMMENTS

. - e g V. @
& . . & - T .
" Py - N .o L -

&

“. ® o o e s
Specific revlsion&data was”obtained by'askingvthe field‘fd
test teachers to make comments regardlng each lesson taught
These comments were sollc;ted in the UNIVAL. “~fﬁ “V””; | . i ;@r;‘
The follow1ng charts represent a compos1te of teacher - |
'comments regarding®the various. aspects of the un1t, as well
'as‘aJlesson by lesson critique of the unit. These comments ::,f G,

ha#% been analyzed and recommendatlons for rev1s1on presented

'TEACHER‘COMMENTS! B ‘,*)‘;Q1‘ -
> When readlng the teacher comments it should be notedsthat °
" not all teachers respond to the open ended 1tems. Therefore,
ﬁsome«of the responses seem 1ncons1stent with the teacher re-
.sponses to the closedvltems.‘ The closed 1tems, 1t 1s felt,

reflect a true attltude toward the un1t over: the teachers sam-‘f e

pled. ‘The teacher comments are from selected teachers that

‘felt‘strongly enough'tb take,the“opportunity to‘respond.l The f "

ucomments are,utherefore more for currlculum reflnement than W e

@ “,

"for overall evaluatlon of the un1t!w . .

T8
R 21 s S \ .

- ) . C : ) 3 . - n PCINEY A )
- - " - i v ) w g . x . e .



Céntral Maricopa . . o

G ‘Basically comprehensive:and useful =~ . a. .

u ‘,G e s ) o . ) : ‘ s ) . . — '\ o ’

Coconlno

,11‘

qfe~iA thtle response from papers sent home. Ineffectlve

‘A El

om reservatlon.A Good respohse and partlclpatlon by parents. . f LR

_Not eﬁoﬁqh?depthk Uslng parent eXCellent 1dea.‘ Stﬁaentsw

beneflted by understandlng mOre about parents. Many act;vmtles -
it . : A‘ftahl, o
wereunot app:oprlateﬂf Too much tlme-ls spent on tasks. - p

e

~;Tﬁi:COunty"'vft;fffynt_g .pw¥g; ;;_J'

I

GOOd‘QULae- Good parent 1nVOIVement.,LDifficult tofobtaih}ugﬁrt

»plctures‘m Students enjoyed the unlt. of,{f‘ -



. ° . " . “ .
. . .
. . N b . . . ] IS
. . N i . g T . ' " "
. F o'® . S

: ‘ T ‘ . - p i 3 w . “ . ] g i - . L aew .
-The,releVant data collected.during the field test -is - -~ [ . . .
: o e T T e e T
summarlzed below- €. < ;ﬂ'fi‘ mﬁlpfa {w&- ‘“; :

-q\‘ RS 3 - . =

‘“l. 'A total .of 446 1earners were,exposed to. th1s unlt in 6 I

Sy ‘ Lt

'6f the 9, part1c1pat1ng pr03ects.‘ Flfty-one percent of

the 1earners were female and 23% representatlve of mxnorlty

“backgrounds. o f't*’ o ‘-;;n;>1‘*v,

‘4,

. _ﬂ‘n‘/ '

2.0 Of. the 15 teachers that presented the unmt all were f;-,f;«iﬂf,,“""
E female, th median Years of eXperlence was between ll lS+ : ?(

.years, and 10 had taught or developed career educatlon

- material. . ‘, ST j
Sl Teachersiexpressed a very pOSltlve attltude toward Jr“d.jf ‘ s

career edU€atldn in general (3.87 on a scalewwhere 5 washii““l .

" the hlghest posmtlve response) Though still poSitive,’ ' fd!dxh '

‘the-teacherSw attltude toward this partlcular unlt was‘

¥

e

4. The 1earé;rs also exhlblted a very pos1t1ve attltude toward

s

the unlt with 84% of the 2209 responses pOSlthE, 8% ﬁo

oplnlon, and only 8% negatlve.‘

1

* 5. " The 1earners' overall performance was very hlgh (94% correct)

'

There was very llttle varlabllllty across lessons and unlts.

6. A ‘list of the teachers critical comments and recommendatlons

Sy
. A‘Q . Lo

.. was presented in the body of thls report.s

30



v R CONCLUSIONS - AND RECQMMENDATIONS, | |
’ N ‘;fi"" « c. ; ‘7'
ST Futur.e users~ Of)thls unit- 'should rev:.ew the unit in
E“' rie T its en(:‘a.rety paya.ng éartlcular‘ attentlon to the con=
.°“‘_“  . , tent. of" each aCthlty notlng when dur:.ng thelr teachlng.
i - | year it is best to be taught. T » N
‘ . S 2'.* DurJ:ng ”:Lnstallatlon the teachers \;Jhlle not;fconstraln- " |
v < ad by flela testlng,,shéuld be madewaware that the , o
) ¥,  e iv""'flessons as presented are only suggestlons and may be ‘,
. ] wmod:u.f:n.ed, reseqﬂenced',, augmentedor,‘_reduced as*desired. )
o ; 3 ; '.I'Iga.s unlti gresents a ‘W;dé range of actlv:.tysuggestn.onSy e
2 , | , ‘ ’many of whlch may be extracted to constltute an enrlch- ,‘ |
A R ment“ program in- addltldn“to uthe un:.t. ' "‘,'" o A |
B A 4 " Thls unlt was well recelved by students who scored a’
o | very hlgh 94% on’ the test :Ltems. Even though teacher
A’.v . e L attitude is low, :Lt lS reCOmmended that thls unlt be
. ““ | :mcluded in the 1mplementatlon phase»~of currlculum
' e development on the strength of hlgh ,Student Attltude and
| . e e hlgh Student Per‘formance. - . .
- o ’.M ) - . ’ “
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Mean Instructor Attitude Toward the Unit by Instructor Attltude ToWard

Career Educatlon

4

LS

) instruétor Instructor
' Unit . Attitude-
. i Attitude . Career Ed.
Project ° Teacher- # (ques. 3-5) (ques. 1,2)
Coconiho 1 4.00 4.00
2 1.00 4.00
C-Maricopa 1 4,007 4:00
2 3.33 4.00
3 '3.33 ©2.00
. - ’ Lo«
Mesa .1 3.33 "2.00
. 2 4.00 *3.50
Pima - "1  4.00 13,00
2 4,00 4.00
, 3 4.00 4.50
A . -
4 1.67 -~ 2.50
< : B ‘ |
/f’ ) . ;
Tri-County - 1 4.00 5.00
2 4.33 4.00
3 4.00 .5.00
Yavapai 1 3.33- 3.50
r = 0.32




\

MeanyInStructor Attitude Towa%d the Unit bijeanngarne:TAttitudg

“ ’ 3y . Instructor ,
C - B ‘\éa L/ Unit . . Learner
Project - Teachey, # : Atti;u@e“[ ‘Attitude
Coconino fo1 :& C 400 fHAZ.QS
2 %L | 1.00 2.62
C-Maricopa | 1 § 4.00 2.74
2" X 3.33 2.63 |
3 ‘\’ 3.33 0
Mesa 1 % 3.33 2,93
2 i 4.00 2.58
Pima A1 4.00 2.77
2 v 4.00 2.89
. - Yo
3 4.00 ~2.87
4 o 1.67 0o .
Tri-County 1 4.00 2.93
> 2 14.33, 2.66
3 - 4.00 2.70.
. 2 . '
Yavapai 1 3.33 2.72 |
Cr o= 0.32 " L
N v ’




i
.
B
1]
. - B
h 3
t
‘
iy
e kY
'y ¥

. 5
Mean‘
the Unlt o

L}
R}

\ ' .
@ : ;
l‘ i
C oy -
It v
<8 L
EXS “h
X i
* “( ' § .
M b

[

.

* Learner

" Performance

tearners Performance on a Unit by Mean Instructor Attitude T

oward

" Instructor- .
‘Unit
~Attitude

i
L B z

P oject!: A
\ B

™Y ' * Perrent of Studel

nts meeting unit objectives

| -
Coéonlno : ﬁ 1t - 100 "4.00
i h C - . .
| [ A ¢ 2 .- 109 t-00
L 3 o o ‘ 4
-Maricdpa u -1 ‘100 4:00
%ﬁ 5ﬁ - 2 94 3.33
| o 3 100 3.33
Py f : - _ :
Mesa &ﬁ : 1 ) 97 . - ,3;53
P 2 82 4.00 -
° oo y ~
Pima N S 1 -0 4.00
-2 100 '4.00
o T I 100 4,00,
. g : 4 T 0 1.67
‘Tri-County 1. 97 4.00
° | e r 2 gg  ° 4,33
) "‘ -3 80 | 4.00
Yavapai - S A 1 78 3.33
‘ s ° o _‘ ' ’ s +
r = -0-20 S




) - \
. -
j" | ; ‘ | 4
! Mean Student Performance by Time of Day Unit Taught
@ ¢ . N, : - . ’ k4
o Tine of
@ L *Learner = Day
Project. Teacher # Performance  l=pm 2=am
Coconino 1 o 100 } ‘- 1 N .
o | o 2 - 100 1
. C-Maricopa | 1 fi"”lOO - | 1
“ 2 , © 94 1 2
| 3 0 100 1
. Mesa 1 . 97 1
P 2 ‘ g2 | ) 2
: A
. Pima 1 0 1
g 2 100 ' 1. ,
@ . , ' .
3 100 ‘ W1
4> 0 1
 J Tri-County ; 1 97 2 .
! s
-, 2 - 88 1
+ 3 80 1
‘ ) ‘ ¢ » . -
- Yavapai oo 1 - 78 ;1 N
r =,-0.17 . E
~ *Percent of Students meeting Unit objectives | e

36 ~ ’ ; ) . o | | .




@ .
Mean Student A;tiﬁade by Time’of'Day Unit Taught ‘
. . . o |
| ‘Tige of
: ﬂ T . Day
Proiject Teacher #¥ Att%gude ;fpm 2=am __
Coconino 1 g:§§ -J* 1
2 2.62 1.
. C-Maricopa Vk 2.74 1
2 2.63 2
3 0 1
Mesa 1 2.93 1
e 2 2.58 o2
‘Pima - 1 2.77 1
2 2.89 1
3 2.87 1
. o 1
Tﬁi-cOunii"';v‘”a }ls 2.93 |2
_ | 2 2.6 1"
3 2;50& 1
Yavaﬁai 1 ) 2.72 1
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. panr S

* . CAREER EDUCATION FIELD TEST .
" .. _ . PROGRAM INFORMATION “ |
‘ ~P1;ilg;pr$n§=‘, ] ‘ .
“‘Inltgﬁétqr"' : - 3 SchOOI :
RS ™ /_,/l ' .
Unit or Kib”Title R X District
i I
Grade Lovnl o ‘ _A Projact ,
Dnte unxt or Kit 1ntraduced ix the cllssroam A /
: ‘ mo. ~day = year
Student data: (*the nunberl should agree) }
*Total number of studentl exposed to the unit - . L

“ . A
‘P:

*Number of studehts of ea&h sex: a. male_;i*
*Number of s;ydents in- each ethnic group:
a. American Indilp_;__ 4. anglo White_._
'b. .Black___ - e -Other = '

-

C. Spanxsh Surnnme

“
=

DIRECTIONS: Circle the letter of your answer in -ach of the
‘ follouing questions. .

Teachers. ¢
Ap————

-

How many years have you worked in the field of education?

Id

‘a. Less than one n d. llrls years
LY . " } ‘ -
“ b, 1-5 years oL “e. More than 15 years

c. 6-10 years

4

which of the followxng would best describe your exposure to
Career Education (to date)? ‘I have: .

aaf‘Developed a Career Educatxon unit or p:oqram
\;,F' Taught a Career !ducation unit or program
'é.‘ Read a Career Edupatxon unit or program
1‘6.. Had‘sqmn exposugﬁ to Career Education .
a. Had no exposure to Cﬂﬁrcer Edtcation 40
. , .

g




PR B

5Whnt 18 your sex?ie’
Hale | SRR Cen

L ‘b.  Female
a. Open..-*__..' . ) ; ) , ‘ o C LT

b. Self-cohtaxned s

C. Team taught

”What time of day were the lessons taught (predom;nantly)? S

A

.‘How much time aid you devote to. the unzt eaoh week? »h'
‘a. Less than 1 hour - ' ‘
© by 1-2 hours‘
;c; 2-3 houps .
'fdfi‘j-s hoursoJ «
e}‘,More than 5 hourso’

Howtmany guest speakers were used 1n,con3unction with the
unit? o . Ty R

e, 2 .
e a;‘s*‘*i A T T e E

"ihe. 4 or more o
f anave you had another occupatlon other than teaching? R
| eQ 50c1a1 sczences . o “e‘ ‘Technical

b._ Physical sciences = f. Conmstruction

c. Chemxcal sc1ences o wTh;g.“VIndustrY““

iy

;d,kvﬁuslnessf he




oo
o

. .pid ‘this
S5 unig?

a..JYes
IR b No

-

.
® :

-
v
Y
~t

42
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PART II S ST T

j.* ' L . Learner Performance Data . ‘,, R ..
I8 . v . P K
Directions: V»Please pro\ude an J.nd:.cata.on of how well the
~Xessons dellvered the performance obJectJ.ves.
‘ The lesson numbers and methods of evaluation SUP .
9.  for each have been indicated.' Page numbers, = .
~ objective spec:.f:.cat:.ons, and item numbers are =~ = =
indicated as appropriate. : Please ‘indicate the °
total .number of learners respond:mg. Then record’
the number that responded correctly.  Complete
° this form as you teacl; each lesson of the un:.t.
: ' ‘£ ‘f . " - » “ . - .Q
\ B hethvo‘d of Evaluation Number of Learners
‘ Lesson | Page No.| - 5. | Instructor{ . = - Respondlnd
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.grade level would be .
more meaningful: and rele-
vant if focused around
Caréerx Edncation obJec-
tives. _
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Career Education is ju-t
another fad that'will
soon be forgptten._

After minimal revisions
this unit will be
ready for statewide

'distrxbutxon.

The learning activities'
were very effective in
helping meet the per-
formance stated. - .

The cOntint of the unit
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-, PARTIII (continueéd) = S s

ST Learner Attitudinal Data

~ ~On the following page is an attitudinal survey which
- we would like your learners to respond to. - Please remove
< that page from this instrument and reproduce enough copies
. _for each of your learners. .We feel.that it would be bast -
if your learners responded to this survey at the completion
of the unit. °If your learners do not have the needed reading: -
. ability to complete the survey, please read and explain the -
o items to them: After the learners have completed the survey,
v please tally their responses and record the total number of
5 learners réegponding in each manner of the fdrm provided'
°  below. , ‘ et . A
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~ PART III (cont'd)

LEARNER ATTITUDINAL FORM

et

. Would youwant to know more
about what we have learned
in these }essons?é
. .

’ s o ) ;
- o Y / -

. ,ﬁ. .Do you know more now about
these lessons than before?

+

w
L4

a2

3. Were the 1essons 1nterest1ng

to you? . .

Do you thznk that next year s
. class. should be ngen these
lessons?

14

“ -

5. How did you feel about the
1essons?

¥
‘

6. How did most of youx other
' classmates feel about the
lessons?

¢

How dld your teacher feel
about the 1essons?




