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v SO0 many have contributed major input to the field test.
o
» proc sses of unit dellvery, monltorlng andllnstrument completlon,
SRS, S that— rt—rsfrmpossrbie*to éxtfact, noteJ and plaud Lnd;y;dual'“ww;a,,n
T ' efrorts.' I am sure that all “those 1nvolved 1n’thla majdr team
@ .
' : e:tort can see héw much has been accomplished and h e a p051-
J
tive view of its edgcatlonal significance for the young people
of Arizona. ﬂ& dogumenting and analyzing tH’//apabllltles of
;. ] -
the career education units tested, we all. have contributed a-
. ’positive boost to career‘education&in school districts across the
o state. , . /
.: o " .
. ! The task of Field Test Manager has been 51mp ified con519e£;!’
, ably by excellent staff suprort from the Mesa P bllc Schools,
.: Department 'of Research and Evaluation, responsi ‘fa851$tance o
/ o ) N '
. he State Department of Educatlon, and the e%fectlve maﬁ?ge-
h . ment/suawn by the fleld test coordlnators from the respectlve
/
® ~ . field ﬁest projects. . r"
o 7
! ’ .
i N 2,
_ f“ f,q-""hw‘“ '
o A /o i - f? - Bfank Leo Vicino
. ! y e Fleld Test Manager
“ L
W ‘
U June, 1975 . ” B
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' : *  PREI'ACE ,/ - ] . , |
' This is one of 'a series of field test -reports on

@ " Arizona developed Career Education Currieulum Units. This .

R report presents unit specific field test material. Another -
SR mgortvim.th:is.,.s,er.ie8~constai ns-*i-nfog@q&iot;cqgcggigij;g@;{g;::-:;’ I
— w3 E fiul’d"’tebt”rgtionﬁi’é‘“&nd“ compilation of results for all n
. field tested units,e—— . e e S
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Thee wérl«{(ﬁresented and reported herecin was performed
pursuant to contract from the Arizona State Depsmrtment of
® Education. Howeveyr, the opinions expressed herein do not
‘ necessdarily reflect the position or policy of the Arizona
‘ State Department of Education gnd no official endorsement
T "by the Arizona State Departmqnz of Education should be in-
: ferréd. ' 5 . . . . ¢
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The major purpose of most innovative pfograms such as
career educatidn is to affect positively learners' cognitive,
affective, and psychomotor:béhavior accordiﬂg to expfessedﬂ

performance and behavioral objectives. The present field test
X : ’ ‘ . ’ ' " : .
of career education curriculum units is designed to examine

‘the success of the unit in terms of the ébove.';Cogniﬁivé and

attitudinal data have been collected frém sites and projects ‘

across the state of Arizona. The followigg projects ‘were in-
R X ,

“wolved in the effort of field testing the unitg:‘ Central

e .
Maricopa, Coconino, Meésa, Pima, Pinal, Ropsevelt{kTri—County,y"
ﬁﬁCOP, and YaVépai.u . : - \ .
r 4

‘Data on the p;esent,unit; however, have been collected

from the following sites:

Classrdons

— “Classrooms = Used iIn
< DProject Requestéd = Analysis*
Coconino ° ) 3 1
Ve y " v
Central Maricopa: 3 3 ‘
) > |
Mesa w 14 8"
. ! ’ (
Pinal - | 5 _ 4
/ . . ; ‘
{ Pima , 8 . 5 }
Yavapai 3 - 3
" rotal ) 36 <23
_*Data received in time for analvsis. \ o

P R ~
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- . Significant statistig presented and'dlscussed in o

- . 13 ) lk * iA‘ f}‘ - ' /., ‘

. r |

' , thevﬁlcld Test Results sectlou of this report. Other\éta"is-

ﬂtlcs and tabular data are presented in Appenéix I of thiss

- ——report— U e
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.« . UNIT DE§ERIPTION | - - -

a*j L ('A7

- WE NEFD‘ONF ANOTHER ~"4L:t;;q”'i“";;;;?”;”

.
A

‘Grade 3: We ﬁeed‘one Anéther 4 Qo . e {
. L N . 3 . o '

mhé prlmary 1ntent of thlS unlt is to develcp self-

M *

awareness, career awareness, and é¢0nom1c,awareness. g

Interdependency between 1nd1v1duals and groups Ls a theme E

'

ﬁmmnderlylng the gntmre unlt. s hy o | '7" o

Y

'Q“ “‘,, Major toplcs included in thls unit are. 1nter-“

-
l.«‘ .

,‘haV1or, and sergﬁces that SOClal organlzatlons provlde ‘ R
the megbers of a communltyﬂl %n the final lesgon, _._ - ‘ i
2 learners are able to 1ncorﬁorate all that-has been i‘ o A

S »
[ Y

xied in the prev;ous lessons through part1c1patlon in ‘ .

* s s
. ¥
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FIELD TEST RESULTS

. WEYNEED'ONEiANOTHER ' \

AU SURNN ST ST ST O WU S
— S u .
.. W )

[N

This section of the reporé presents the data summafy

and analy51s for the ‘field/test of the curriculum unit. Aan

]

»

outline of this section follows: v

scription of the, fleld test 1ncluu1ng demo-

- f " ‘ . -
graphic character*stlcs of both partlclpatlnq .
* - .
. ‘ L
teachers and learners. o

@ B. Attitudinal datd_from both teachers and learners o

concerning the. unlt. o y

. ‘ J
"
- T T t

C. Learner performance data on tﬁ; lesson spec1f1c ’ '

. items. . _ f o
B o "

“, . = D. Teacher refinement data, analysis and cébmments.

. = - - .
' - - . S




DESCRIFTION\OF

THE PARTICIPANTS |

« &

The déta in this“report was obtained from the projects,

teachers, and learrners described in the following tables:

1.

Learners . Y

AY

.Table I presents demo%faphic informatiea'oﬁ the ° .
learners that were exposed to the unit in“tbe field test.

K3

Eyamlnlng Table I, it can be seen that there were sllghtly’ .

more male learners thah female learners. There was low ’

+ -

representatlon by the mlnorlty groups. . Out of Gll -

learners 23% (145) were from’ mlnority backgapunds. .

-

3 16% (100) Spanish Surname, 0.6% (4): Black, 6% (39) ‘7.

‘”Amerlcan Inhdjian, and 0.3% (2) cher. e e

.

‘"Teachers =Y, N

v : s
Tabfe II presents the total, number and selected demoi-"* -

' ¥
graphlc\pharacterlstlcs of the teachers presentlng the unlt.

It can be noted from Table II that 227of the 23 v

teachers that taught this unit were female. , q;"
The median years of engrience for this group falls
\

”between 6-10 years. This group of teachers'was ¢Quite

sophistrcated eoncernlng career educatlon. Twenty-one

of the 23 teachers-were familiar with career education,‘o

LA

ten had preV1ously taught a ‘career education unit or
programiand-flve had actually developed :a career
: vt . [ ]

educatign unit ‘or program.
FEERN N
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ATTITUDINAL DATA

co, .
l. Teacher Attitude

Included in each UNIVAL (Unit Evaluation Instrument) n
was an Instructor Attitudinal Data. Sheet which asked '
-~ two questions concerning attitudes. toward career

educatlon in general and three questlons concerning o 7

the teacher s attitude toward the unit (See Appendlx II)

-

a. Teacher Attltude Toward <Career Educatlon ‘-

Examinihg the teachers' generalmattitude toward

career educatien (Table III) it can be seer that
» o . . AR )
. the mean response across questions and projects .-

is a moderately positive 3.91, on a scale where

. 5 is the hlghest p051t1ve response. Of the 46 R

p0551ble respOnses, 37 (80%) are p051t1ve toward

-

.- ;career education, 5 (ll%) are of no opinion, and

. only 4 (9%) negative. - “ . : .
b. Teacher Attitude Toward the Unit .
' Table IV summarizes the teacher attitudes S
) ’ tosaqg the unit. . - ' - ﬂ | .

The teachers' high-posjitive attitude toward

9 ‘career educatlon did not seem to carry to the teachers'
61’
A attitude toward the unit. The teaéhers show-a low’
= 3.29 positive attitude towar@/the unlt.-Or tnF

e o -‘ » _1,)
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posslble 69 responses, 34 (49%) are posltlve, 12

(17%) are of no oplnlon, and 23 (33%) negatlve._

Correlatlons between Jthe eacher Attltude toward

L

career education and_ eacher Attitude toward the unit
were dignificant at the -05 level. (r= 0.60) (See L s
Table V) ‘ - . ‘ ' - B

"«
- )

T2, Learner Attitude ﬁ,;r'“f’ B

When learner a .'Tﬁée/;o;;;;/;he’unit is examined B
(Table YI}7/We/;ee;jt:alrly hr?jmngltlve feeling ‘
/

___toward the unit across all piojects. 0f the 2919

- - responses 6B% Wwere pOSlthe toward the unit, 238 no

opinion, and only 11% were,negative‘toward the unit.

Correiations becWeen the Teacher Attitude toward

-

the unit and "Learner Attitude were significant at K

" the .pS level., . (rx= 0;60)f(See Table"VII) '

LEARNER PERFORMANCE

In order Ao examine learners' performance on the unit,

¥

and to assess how well the objectives of the un1t are met,
'cumulatlve scores over all the lesson items within the un1t

(total learner scores) were examined. . Table VIII‘presents
/

the total learner scores in percentages by érojects}‘ Thig ‘ :

score reflects‘rheﬁunit'

A 4

8 overall succefs concerning delivery .,
of its objectives.

. B “ 1 8 4 ’ *, .

EE - -
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_TABLE V

‘

J

ean Instructor Atgitude Toward the Unit by Instructox Attltude
oward Career Education -

]

P

<]

-
(3

A *

Teacher #

Instructor
Unit

Attitude -

Instructor"
“attitude,

, "Career Ed

ng?eet (ques. 3-5) , .(ques. L,Zf
s “\-. . # .
Coconino | 1l * 3.33 -, - 4,00
- - . ¢
Ceneral Maricopa 1. 4:00 ,4:00:<r<*.
12 * 4,00 4.00
3 4.00 ,8.00
Mesa 1 ’ 2.67 ' S 2.50 °
. ) : \
2 2.33 4.00
Jd -3 - 1.67 3.00
. 4 3.00 2.50-
. X 5 3.00 4,50
6 5.00 \\' 5.00
: 7 2.67 3.50
8- 5.00 5,00
Pinal 1 3.67 3.00
2 2.67 T 4,00
e
A 3 . 73,33 4.00
4 ; 2.67 * 4 400
Pima ‘1 an 3.00: . ’ 4.90
. 2 . '2.33 2.50
3 4.00 - 4.00
A
v 4 3.00 5.00
wy )
Yavapai & 1 3.67 4.00
2 -~ 1.67 2.50
v .. 3 5.00 4.00




TARPLE VI

LEARNER ATTITUDE TOWARDS UNiT

¢

(NUMBER, PERCENT “AND MEAN OR COMPOSITE
LEARNER ATTITUDE RESPONSES)

20

I DON'T ‘
| "YES/HAPPY CARE/OK - NO/SAD .
PROJECT N 3 N % _ N - % NBAN
Coconino .75 57 28 21 - 29 22 2.35
C-Maricopa 417 68 149 ‘24 45 7 2.61
. ’ : , 4';
Mesa * 773 68 218 19 137 12 2456
Pinal 326 66 144 297 .26 5 2,60
L. . oy e
‘Pima 107 , 54 72 37 |+ 17 (- 9. 2.4
Yavapai 229 64 65 18° . 62 17 2.47
‘ : -
Total 1927 66676 23 316 11 2.55
//‘ s - ~ .
= . I ‘
- ’ )
L]
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TABLE VII

. MEAN INSTRUCTOR ATTITUDE TOWARD THE UNIT BY MEAN LEARNER ATTITQE?

*INSTRUCTOR

- ' TEACHER UNIT LEARNER
PROJECT _ NUMBER *  ATTITUDE ATTITUDE
Coconino 1 3.33 | '2.35 )
/ Central Maricopa 1 . 4.00 2.69 '
2 ‘ 4.00 2.63
3. . 4.00 o 2.51 ,
Mesa ' 1 - 2.67 . 2.63 V4
. 2 2.331 V 2.26 -
) : 3 v . 1.67 C1.89
- g 4 3.00 2,55 - * |
1 . 5 - “3.00 . 2,95 - ,
. SR " L6 | . 5.00 R 2.86 - 3\
“ -7 . 2,67 ‘o 2,88 °
.8 " 5.00 - -
sPinal . 1 ) 3.67 2.55
: 2 L 2.67 2.56
3 | ' 3,33 | -
, ) 4 2.67 2.70
bima ‘1 3.00 . - -
' 2 2.33 cs -
3 4.00 - 2.46
~ 4 3.00 . -
Yavapai . 1 o ?.67 » 2.46 /
2 . 1.67 - 2.09, ~ :
, o S 5.00 | 2.92




® ) . . )
P4 . i , 4 ] )
. | I TABLE VIII
o (\o .7 NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CORRECT LEARNER RESPONSES
 TO LESSON IMBEDDED ITEMS FOR A GIVEN UNIT
D> AN — ’ " NUMBER OF . PERCENT OF
® . . . ! - NUMBER OF CORRECT .  CORRECT -
PROJECT. . __RESPONSES ~_ RESPONSES _ RESPONSES
Coconino . 208 178 85
7 , .o . . .
. - ~_ . ‘e p . Y i
° C-Marigopd | 1020 978" . - 96
» ) - .
* Mesa - T 2309 2067 } 89
. ) . . o ,‘:' L / ‘. -
- . pinal  ° 617 530 86
N * N ,:‘&
. Pima S 310 . .- 268 v 86
. * ' ‘ ’ ' - o ““' * .
. Yavapai . 671 ~ 620 92
Total , 5135 . 4641 90
é ' v o
o ‘ % *
o . s 7 ‘,4
® ' \
® N -
’/‘\-
| »
L 2V
. ’ L ¢
» s
- B - »
/ S
. > »
.ﬂ - ‘
/ g, ' :
| 22
L Y
i‘ s
‘ 15 .




The scores from each project range fromﬁéﬁ;owﬁpf‘SS%'
at Coconino to a high of 96% at Central‘Maricopa. These
responses, appear uniform w1th no one progect varyxﬁg far from

- ] LI

the mean score (90%)thereby exertlng a dlsproportlonate

L]
A}

influence. ) . ' ] ; Q ';‘ o ”
Various other data was collected from the teachers
involwved ' in the fMield test of the. unlts. ;%

) Y ' h)‘
The data collected included the follow1ng 1nf0rmatlon- ‘

1. Teachers indicated whether they pad experience
in aohs‘other than'teachind and whether th!s
information helps in teachlng he unit, H It was .

- found that 11 of the 23 teachers (48%) had .
previous experlence in a joh other than teaching.. '
Of these eleven, eight (73%) indicated that the
previous experience helped jin teaching the unit.
(See Tables IX and X) "k\\\ ' v | |

2. The teachers were asked how many'guest speakers .

they used Elght of’ the 23 teachers (35%) dld
not use guest speakers. A total of 18 guest : . .-
speakers were used in the 23 classrooms. (Tabie XI)

3. The teachers were also'asked to indicate the

amount of time devoted to the unit per week and
what time of day (AM or PM) the unit was primar?ly
taught. The median number of -hours spent per

week teaching the onit fell between 1-2 hours.

/ Sixteen (69%) teachers taught the unit in the

afternoon while 7 (30%) taught the unit in the

K

morning. (Tables XII and XIII)

16 23 .
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. TABLEX T - .,
4 . .
HUMBER AND PERCENT OF IiISTRUCTORS THAT  TAUGHT .
EACH UNIT BY WHETHER PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE HELPS . :
IN CAREER EDUCATION .
r3 . ’ - “o. . . ‘ -
) . ‘ ' Re)
SR © PREVIOUS =~ .
© YES . NO EXPERIENCE TOTAL
PROJECT | N & N5 - t % __NGMBER
Coconin&) : 0 0 0 0 . 1 100 *° 1 ' .

. C-Mzricopa ‘} 100 . 0 0’ 0° Q - -7 3 ,

‘Mesd - 3 .38 1 12 & 50 g - 7

. Y
Pinal 1 257 0o o0 '3 75 L4 -
Pima 25 . 1 25 2 50. o4 .
Yavapai ‘ o' o0 1 33 . 2 67 -3
‘Total .~ 8 35 3 I3 12 52 23 ,
[ ’ T R “ - s:\g I Y

.y,

¢ M ) é . 'Hv

Yoo ‘ -
P d -
c l i
= ‘ B
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TABLE XI

| . W, . . ]
R - NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSYRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT EACH
- - UNIT BY THE NUMBER OF GUEST gPEAKERS USED °.

3

@ .ﬂw
PROJECT
@ s,
Coconino -

. C-Maricopa

. " Mesa
"Pinal

-,

Pima

Yavapai

©o o o o

o
Total
I\
k
“
ki
@
-+
o i
. L
-
o
)
.
o R
4
)
*
+
.
- £
L]
)

P
N )
" ":“’,
3owe
v
@
Vo
‘\4"1}"
T
,.’
1) -

PR (Y
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TABLE XII

o NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS 'THAT, TAUGHT \ ‘ , -
S o - ,EACH UNIT BY TIME TAUGHT. ST e

B S S PM ~  [TOTAL
PROJECT - N & N NUMBER -

-100 o o o1

—

Coconino -

C-Maricépa . 0 . 0 o3 - 100 - "‘ " 3 e e
Mesa .. 3 37 5 62 g ',
Pinal 1 25 3 s - 4 - " )
-~ ,Pima IR A 25 ... 3 w75 : ° 4
. Yavapai .1, 33 2 67 .3 | '
- =~ i - -‘%;‘ - ) B - N ,» : i “ 7 ‘ - . ) .
Total T 7 30 » ’ ]_6 . ‘69 ~ 23 L - o
.
s - ‘ t
> « _» " . .;~ ’ . «
, . , S ’ ‘
£ 'y ‘ . . . -
B I .
- "oy . . v
. | | -




oy

i -
;‘\ M

o _ ) v. -

L gz 0 0 9z - 9 LT ¥ 6. 6 8T Tezon
€ 0 0 Ly ' ¢ ¢ €€ . T 0 0 0 Tedeaex
¥ 0 0 sz -1 0 0 st euTq
v 0 o°- sz T., O 0 s T qeutd
8 0 2T T Le € 0 0 .. ESoW
€ 0 0 o o 0 ‘0 00T* -€ i) ~edOdTIRH-D
T 0 0 00T T 0 0 0" 0 0 OUTUOD0D

- gEannN 3 N % N g N "% N 3 LOEC0dd

TYIOL "S¥MH § *S¥H SR * S4H "MH T .

NVHL 5-€ £-2 z-1 NYHL
. Jgon . - ‘ _Ssd1
MEZH HOWE LINA HHL OF amao>mo INIL 0 INAOWY A9
LINN HOYA LHONVL IVHL SYOLOMMISNI 40 INO¥Ed ONVY HIAHON
, . ITIX d79¥L | ;

L]

21

»

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

‘,E &IC

*




. b f
» ’ *
TABLE XIV |
NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT EACH UNIT
' BY TYPE OF CLASSROOM AND METHOD OF TEACHING
OPEN ' SELF — TEAM .
CLASSROOM ., , CONTAINED . TAUGHT . - -
PROJECT N s N . % N %
.- Coconino ‘O, 0 ‘ 1 100 . 0 o - :;.‘
C-Maricopa 0 0o - -3+ 100- - 0 O |
Mesa 1 12 5 62 2 25
Pinal 1 25 3 75 o - o .1
Pima 1 25 2 s0 1 25 .
Yavapai 0 0 3 100" 0o o
_rotal -3 13, 17 74 ©3 13
TSN
4
-
>
\ 4\1 .
| - i




o o o ' TABLE XV, )
Mean Studént Attitude by Time of Day ﬁnip‘Taught )
| | ; , o Time o'f‘
o . i " Student . Day
Project ‘ Teacher # _Attitude l1=pm 2=am
' Coconino - 1 2.35 . 2 .
| Cbent:‘_ra;l ngricopa‘ ) ,l‘ 269 l ,
| 2 2.63 | T ‘
3 2.51 1 §
Mesa ‘ : 1 ‘ ' 2.63 1
2 € 2.26 1
3 © 1.89 1
. 4 2.55 1
. 5 _2{.95 2.
6 | 2.86 -2
! 7 B 2.88 1.
8 .. | - N
P:inaii /‘1 ) 2.55 1 .
| 2 2.56 " 1 \
3 ~ . 1
4 2.70 2
Pima 1 - ' 2 |
2 - 1
) 3 5 2.46 1
‘ T4 - . 1
Yavapai"' > 1 2.46 1 .
2 2.09 1
‘ 3 © 2.92 2
r= 0.46 ( 40
23 o ' | ' ‘



.

4. The keachers were also asked what kind of
_ classroom or method offteaching they used.
fSevehteen (74%) ofsthé ciassréoms were self-
‘contained,- 3 (13%) wer dpen classrooms and’3
(13%) were team tayght. (Table XIV)‘

R Correlations were calfulated between the above data and
Student Attitude, Teacher Attitudei andﬁéﬁudeht Performance.
Significap% correl;tionsiwéré égund b%ﬁween Student Attitude’

$ané Time 6f ba§7£he unit:was taught. When the unit was
taught in the morning the students. attitude tended to be i

more positive. (Table XV) T

* .

. TEACHER REFINEMENT,
ANALYSIS AND COMMENTS

.

-

Spécific‘revision data was obtained by asking the field

!’ test teachers to make cogments"regarding ‘each lesson

- ’

- taught. These comments werd solicited in the UNIVAL.

ot

3

‘Tﬁé followiny list represents a composite of teacher
comments regarding the various aspects of the unit, as well
as a lesson by lesson critique of the unit. These comments

have been analyzed and recommendations for revision presented.

»




' | | « ," xf? . , ~ o .
- TEACHER COMMENTS | “ o
® ‘ : When reading the teacher com:ments it shotild be noted ’
E hat not all teachers respond’Eo the open ended items.
The efore, some. of the responses seem 1ncons1stent w1th ‘the
cher responses to the closed items. The closed items,'it
iris felt, reflect a true attitude toward the unit over the -
teachers sampled. The teacher comments are from selected .
teacher's thdt felt strongly enough to take the opportunity |
to respond. The comments, are, therefore, more for

curricullm refinement than for overall evaluation of the

\ unit.

Central Maricopa )
, 2 . : ¥y .
‘Mobiled? are fun but difficult to get materials for,
\ e ’ ‘ . .
cessary. Bulletin Board activity very worthwhile. C

’. ‘ and not

v
-

~ Coconino

Lesson 4 difficult. Students enjoyed unit. More

.

variety in assessment items. Helps in handling discussion

® 3
N !

situations.

»

Mesa : ) K " : , )

Qo VocaSulary needs to be reviewed.,K Too m’ﬁch‘teacher , |
participation. Too teacher direCted. ' Too long. ﬁeed more j
activities and less discussion. Lessons not challenging |

K ' Too many preparation tasks. Very appropriate fo‘r; grade ) | u
“level. Will use again. “ |

X éinal ‘ “
@ . » Tooilong.> First part should be 3rd Yrade, last

art 4th grade. TqQo much drawing and coloring.




o | ;

© Pima : .

' Lessons dealing with social and group behavior, very-

- |

- well accepte®f Too long,‘somewhat,p%;ing.

[

Yavapai ' k | T . .
—_— . \‘/

Plan to use it each year. bLessons 1, 4, 7, 10, aﬁd

'12,'Qnﬁy‘lessons that helped meet objective. Omit lessons

-

5,'combi¥e lessons 2, 3, and 4 and combine lessons 8 and
9. Extremely long. Takes too much time to prepare.

Probably could be made into 3 units.

F




®
@
The revelant data collected during the field test is
L 4 summarized below: B : . - : S
| 1. A total of 611 learners were exposed to this unit in 6
‘ of the 9 part1c1pat1ng projects. Fifty-two percent of
.,,' the learners were male and 23% of the learners were of
mlnorlty backgrounds. ’ ) | .
2. Of the 23 teachers that presented the- unlt 22 ‘were
'! - female, the median years of experlence &as ‘between »
' 6-10 years, and 15 had taught,ofedeVelopedtcareep |
education material. . . - e SR ‘o
o 3. Teachers expressed a positive attitude toward caree;c .
education in general (3.91 én a scale where 5 was ’ ‘
the highest positive response). Thoug stﬂll,positive,
. the teachers' attitude toward this par cullar unit
was somewhak lower (3.29). ‘
4. The learners also exhibited a positive attitude towerd
@ T ’ the unlt with 66% of the 2919 requnses pos1t1Ve,
) 23% no oplnlon, and ll% negat1Ve.‘ :j X 'f
" 5. The learners' overall performance was very high \ .
@

(90% correct). There was very little variability

- . .

] . - ' ) ¢ ) * '.
across lessons and units. ) > .

. 34.

27




6. A list of the teachers critical comments and recom-

mendations was presented inn the body of this report.

@




. £
-

[ )
- ,
QONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
= p - .
o :
. l. Future users of this unit should rev1ew the unit in
® . its entlrety paylng partlcular attention to the
content of each activity noting when-durlng thel;
teaching year it is best ﬁO‘bs taught. . - g"»
® . 2. During installation tfxe ﬁeachers, while not coﬂ- : ‘
strained by field testing,’ should be made aware that
. . the lessons as presented are only Suggestlons and
® R may be modlfled, resequenced, augmented or reduced ‘
as des1red: ‘
3. This unit presented a wide fange of activity sugges--
® - “tions, many of which may be extracted to _constitute
an enrichment prodram in addition to the Qpit.
, 4. This unit was well received by'Studepts who scored .
e - ‘sa very high 90% on the test items. _Even though ‘ *'
Te&éher Attitude is low, it is recommended that
this unit be indPhded in the iﬁplementation phase ,
o of curriculum development on the strength of a high

Student Attitude and a high Student Performance.
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Mean Student Performance by Time of Day Unit Taught

. ' a ' Tinle ;Of
[ ] ~ o — . *Learner Day -
Project Teacher ¢ Performanceq l=pm 2=am -
Coconino I ~,1\\ _ 86[;» _ —2 . T
Central Maricopa 1 \\\ 96 1
| 2 B - A 1
s . ‘ B *; : J . 3 95 ’ . 1 e e ‘
- . ; - N ., ‘
» Mesa 1 99 .1 i
® : —
2 93 . -1 i
’ . —
3‘ N ‘ . N 89 . 1;‘1";‘_“;— : ‘
4 ol 2 L] 1 v
® . ‘ .
5 95 - 2
6 94 =« 2 .
{7 92 1
. ‘ ¥ i . e i
8 78 2
Pinal . 1 89 1
| ) 2 82 1
o . v )
3 - 1l
A e
4 v 90 2
Pima 1 ’ - 2
® . ~ ‘
2 - 1l
. ' 3 86 1
4 - .1 '
e : :
. Yavapai . -1 98 1
. 2 88 1
' 3 87 2
o : |
. _ “ 7 v } [,
o r=-0.32 - - = S

- *Percent of students attaining the unit objectives

»
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.

Mean Learners Perfromance on a I‘nlt by Mean Instructor Attitude

Toward the Unit ’ v
¢ é/ o S | , *Learner ‘ Ingsiléétor
Project _ Teachér # _Performance Attitude’
‘ Coconino 1 86 4.00
° . <
. Central Maricopa 1 96 4.00
. 2 T 97 4.00
® 3 T 4.00
Mesa 1 99 2.67
2 - 93 2.33
o ‘ 3 89 1.67
. 4 92 3.00
V , . 5 95 3.00
Y - 6 9 5.00
, h 7 97’ Z.67
) 8 i 78 5.00,
Q Pinal 1 89 e 3.67
| P 82 P 2.67
. 3 - 3.33
® ‘ 4 90 2.67
‘ Pima - o 1 - 3.00
. 2 - 2.33
o 3 86 . 4.00
- | 4 - Pt 3.00
‘Yavapai 1 98 ”\_\{. ﬂ " 3.67
L. 2 ssi{-"“f”"‘*“‘;r - 1.67
i 3 87 . % 5.00
] -
. ) *Percent of students attalnlng unat—objectl res
4. .~ r= 0.12 {
|

39
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© GRADE LEVEL: 3




PART I . R L
» .

Date unit or Kit,iqtroduCéd'in the classroom

Student data: -

CAREER EDUCATION FIELD TEST
" PROGRAM INFORMATION
Please print: . S : : :
s . " . Y .,‘ v
Instructor School ., )
. Unit or Kit Title_ SR District
Grade Level Project

P
mo. j aé%;g’

P

" (*the numhers should agree)

*Total number of students exposed to the unxt
*Number of students of‘each sex:

*Number of students in each ethnic: group’

a. Amerlcan Indian a. Anglo White__ |
b. Black e. Other. ’
c. SpanishﬂSurname )

DIRECTIONS: Clrcle the letter of your ansu“r in each of the . ‘

Teachers'

How nmany yearq have you worked in the fleld of educat10n7

/o a.
b.
C.

Which-

Career Education ¢

a;

b Lo

c.

|

d.

e.

o —

‘a. male_  b. female__

follow1ng Y esflong.

.

<

¢

Less than one d‘i 11-15 years «f[ : o

1-5 years 2. More than 15 years . _

6=-10 years

best descrlbe your exposur to
~i-have: . . -

of the follovrng wouid
co date)5

Develonwd a Career Eaucatlon unmt or program

Taught a Career Educatlonvunlt or program

.

Read a Career Education unit or program

‘Had some‘exppsnre to Career Education

Had no exnosure to Career Education ‘ ‘

42




‘What is your‘seX?,‘“ o ‘ .
T a. Halg
5. Female

.

Isfybdflclassfoomzf (more than one answer may be app;;gibie)
a. Open_ o _ o - ”
b. Self-contained_ - |
c. Team taught | .

What time of day were the lessons thught,(preddminaptly)?

a. AM ' | , ‘ . .

How much time diad y6u devote to the unit each week?
a. 'Less ‘than 1 hour |
b. 1-2 hours |
c. 2-3‘hours | o e o
d: 3-5 hours - ) . . | P
e. ‘More than S hours ‘

How many guest speakers were used in conjunctlon w;th‘the

" unit?
‘a.‘ 0 )
b, 1 ‘ v
d. 3

€. 4 or more

¢

Have you had another QCcupatibn other than te&ching?

a.- Social scienceS* X e. TechnzcaL
b ‘Physxcal 501ences #‘, £, Constructlon
c. Chemxcal sc1ences g. Industry’ '
dl Bus1ne$s:‘ “é‘ ‘ h. o

43




P Y

Did this expefiencé’

unit?
%-g-' a.‘
b.

J

s

Yes

L}

s -

-~

help in teachinq the‘catoer Bducation




' PART II

Learner Performance Data

Please provide an indication’'of how welﬁ the
lessons delivered &he performance odbjectives.

The lesson numbers and methods o0f evaluation

for each have been indicated. Page numbers,
objective specifications, and item numbers are
indicated as appropriate. ‘Please indicate the
total number,of learners responding. Then record
the number that responded correctly. Complete

this form as you teach gachilesson of the unit.

Grade Level 3

Method of .Evaluation Number of Learneré- 
Lesson | Page No.| . ) ’  Instructor : Responding
Number | Item No.| Test | Checklist Judgment Responding| Correctly
- T 3 AT T T A b Py .
1 p. 30-31 A {:ﬁ;@;&& NXETE .
AN - P R I a i |
2 p.; 43'—45 " %"‘ \'
'3 | p. 53-55[ SRR,
4 ] p. 65-67[2 TR )
B BOL T PR Tl
> 1P {9-81 : %‘:m %@; G “;%’:ify
. - r!‘s?‘-::z:"} ‘v- I %'%.3‘5]5 i
p- 88~80 SN HCIE Y ,
7 | SRt HE
| P- 97-99 L bt R =
. - . - LA -.'. m "‘ 5 % ! v
8 p.109-1llj}. ﬁ@fﬁg%ﬁ.; 1
o . 4 Xt A NI
9  |p.117-119 Ff,%*z;%%, e
, R : .
- ) :‘ 3 '{5,: et e «-',.
10 p.lzs-;z7 %},1;,9 SR - N
11 p. 134-13 5[5 ety
. . : . 2 2Nl P
TS
p.146-147}2%; 2k
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"‘ l.
® '2.

A
o

4.
o

5,
[

N
o

- another fad that will

PART IIT (
i ' - Instructor Attitudinal Data

Directions: Read sach statement and phc- a check in the box
» under the hduu.nq that ducrtbn you: :npouu.

1

T &

Classes In my cquoct
grade lavel would be -
more meaningful and rele-
vant if focused around
Career Bducation objuc-
tives.

“Strongly Yo — T
Agres . Opinion |Disagres |Disagreel

Career Bducation is just
soon be forgotten.

After minimal revisions
this unit will be

ready for statewide
distribution. :

The learning activities
were very effactive in
helping mest the per-
formance stated.

The content of the unit
relates directly to my

regular class program.

=

 Indicate below any further comments eonocminq th. strengths or
~ weaknesses of the unit. ° ﬁ




PART 11X (Continuod)
- u ‘
, *  Learner Attitudznal
' L

On the followxng 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 best .
if your learners responded to this survey at the completion
of the unit. If your learners do not have the needed reading
abxl;ty to complete the survey, please read and explain the
items to them. After the learners have completed the survey,
please tally their responses and record the total number of
learners responding in each manner of the form provided
below. . ; L e

YES . ' I poN'T NO -

HAPPY oK o SAD




4

PART III (cont'd) b

LEARNER ATTITUDINAL . FORK

L

>

- C , ns Inou".rcns
1. Would you want to knov more :
about what we have lnlrnod
in these lessons?

L . L0
» .

2. Do you know more now about
"~ these.lessons than before?

3. Were the lessons interest;ng
. to you?

L

4. Do you think that next year's
. class should be given theso .
le:sons? ‘ .

HAPPY

5. How did you feel about the
" lessons?

LY

6. How did most of your other .
" classmates feel about the
lessons?

]

. 7. How did‘iiﬁr teacher feel
about the lessons?,

13 ‘

NO




