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‘ o REL'ACE

.

. This is one dg.a series of field test reports on {.

Arizona developed Career Education Curriculum Units.
report presents unit specific field test material.

~-report-in—this-series-contains-information conceruing over-
all field test rationale and COI‘\p;ngz_t;;Qn of results for all _ _ _._ . .

field7/tested units. .

-

This
Another

The work presented and reported herecin was performed
pursuant to contract from the Arizona State Department of
Education. Ilowever, the opinions expressed herein do not
necessarily reflect the position or policy of the Arizona
State Department of Education and no official endorsement

"by the Arizona State Department of Education should
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INTRODUCTION . & .1}
: t

-

The major purpose of most innovative programs such as

career education is to affect positively learners' cognitive,

affective, apd psychomotor behavior according to expressed

-

perﬁormanceLEnd behavioral objectives;
s,
of career edhcatlon currlculum un;ts 1s de51gped to examine

The present field test

: the suCCESs of the unit 1n’terms of the above. Cognitive and

at;ttudlnal data- have been collected from 81tes and projects

*

oy
across the state of Arxzona. The following projects wére in-

. volved in the effort of field testing the units: Central -

. -4
Maricopa, Cogonino, Mesa, Pima, Pinal, Roosevelt, Tri-County,
cop, and Yavapai. : ’

’ - ¢

Data on the present unlt, however, have been coilected

8

w

.from the followlng sites: . ‘
, Classrooms
® Classrooms Used In
Project Requested . Analysis*
. L]
Central Maricopa 6 . 7
Mesa .2 i 2.
. .
* Pima . 4 2
Yavapati 3 0
- \ ) L
- Total ’ .7 15 1
*Data received in time for analysis .
3 . ‘1‘ R .
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Significant statistics ¢-e¢ presented and discussed in
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tics and tab\dar data are presented” in AppPendix I of this
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e T ‘ - ~CATTLE RANCHING —~ ~~ 171 - -

. . *¢UNIT DESCRIPTION

¢ ¢ -
.

’ : ‘a«.
e

Grade 6: Cattle Ranching . -

This unit is de®igned to ;équgnint Lhe student with a,
variety of ‘the occupations found in the area of ranching.
The unit stresses the various interrelations of occupations
in this area. AEtiVitieé related to and usingd various con-
cepts from a«humber of éﬁpjeét;areas including math, sci-

ence, reading,.sociai studies,,and writind~are used to

-

convey these learnings.

L
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- " FIELD TEST RESULTS e : ) .
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This section of the report presents the data summary
® and analysis for the field test of the curriculum unit. An
. . outline of this section follows: )
S W%. 2 description of the field test including demo-
: o graphic characteristics of both"partici ating™ '«
® P P
‘N ,' teachers and learners..
. . . ) ) 5 - ‘ Py !
B. Attitudinal data from both teachers and learners %
'. - : g concerniﬁq the unit. ' J P o b R
« - €. Learner performance data on the lesson.spécific 7
¢ . -~ o ¢
o ) items. . . ‘ . ,
® ' .' D. Teacher refinement data, analysis and comments.
- . - A . . R . \' M )
. “ "
- « s
e ! ) ) .
‘ ’
¢ .
N * - ‘ .
‘ ’ * > 4 ~




DESCRIPTION OF
THE PARTICIPANTS .

-

1 ° .[ i

The data insthis report was obtained from the projects,
teachers, andqlearners described in the following tables.

- [} ‘ . .

»

1. Learners
Tagle I pgesents'aedbéraphig inf6rmati0n on the-
| learners that were é#éosed to the unit in the field

test. Examininé Table I, it can be seén that the

. male-and.female learneré are fairly .gevenly répréseﬁf@ﬂ.
There was low representation by minority groups,
Out of 394 learners 25% (99).we:g from minority Ba?ki
grounds: 15% (59f Spanish Sﬁrname, 2% (10) Black, .

7% (29) American~1nqiqp{ and 0.3%;(1) Other.

-

2. Teachers ‘
Téple II presents the total number and selecte@fl~
demographic ‘characteristics of the teachers presenting
- theAunit{ - ‘ .
It can be noted from Table II that 7 of the 11
-teachers that taught thislunit were fémal?.
‘The medign years of experience for this group

falls beﬁweeﬁ‘ll;ls years.. It should be noted tﬂét

-+ this group of teachers was quite sophisticated concernifg
L. . ~

career education. All 1l teachers were familiar with

o




.o

- . K ' “ 3 { ]
.

carebr educatlon, flve had pﬂéVlously taught a career e

RAR

. educatlon unlt or program and four had actually developed a

[} . a B " o I‘
“careerveduoationvunlt or program. i . L

|

ATTITUDINAL "DATA

: . :

. S 1 ’ ‘5

~ e
o - } . . .
.

Teacher Attltude

1.. . A .
. Included ‘in each UNIVAL,&Unrt”Evaluatlon Instrument)

»

was an Instructor Attltudlnal’Data Sheet which asked
i )
two guestlons cohcernlng attltudesvtoward career

p
!ﬂucatlon in general and three questlons concernlng

.

. the teacher s attltude toward the unit (See Appendlx II).

a.. Teacher Attltude Toward Career Educatlon-

o N

Examlnlng the teachers %eneral attltude

=

toward career educatlon (Table III)lt can. be

ra

seen that the mean response across questlons
and projects is moderately high, 3.86, 'on a
scale where 5 is the highestﬁpositiveiresbonse.

Of the 22 posslble response§;18 (32%) are ‘

posltlve toward’ career educatlon[ 3 (14%) are

of‘no opinion, and pnly 1 (4%) negatlve. ; ©oC

. RN
N - . )
.

T

.
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e




Téacher Attitude’Toward the Unit

ftoward»the\unit.'_, , : .
_education carried over somewhat to the teachq.p'

"hlgh 3.67 p051t1ve attltude toward the un;t

2. Learner Attitude

Table IV summarizes the teacher attitudes
- ’ :

The teachers' positive attitude_toward‘ career -

~

attltude toward the unlta The teacners show a
: ]

Qf.the,p0551ble 33 responses, 23 (70%) are

p051t1ve, 6 (18%) are of no oplnlon, and 4 -

AY

(12%) negatlve. N .
»Correlations between the'TeacherHAttitude )

toward career educatlon and Teacher Att1¥ude

. .7

tovard the 'unit were not 51gn1§1cant (Appendlx I).

‘toward t e unit agross all projects. Of the 2609 . -

“aoﬁinion,fand only 6% weré negative toward the unit.
M " Correlations between the. teacher attitﬁde toward"

v the unrt and learner attitude were not 51gn1f1cant

,

(Appendlx Iy, l .

A3

. "A When learner attltude toward the -dnit 1s examlned

. "__(Table V),fwe ‘see a farrly‘hxgh pos;tlve feellﬂb

_f ) responseerZ% were positivé toward the unit,‘22% no

- . B s

L
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LEARNER' PERFORMANCE

.. . , i

Lw

in order to examine learners' performance on the unit,

! .- * el . . . s .
cumulatlve scores over all- the lesson items within the unit
(total* learner scores) were examine. TPable VI presents
’-. . - - . .

score reflects éhe unit's overall success concerning
delivery of ifs objectfves.
The scores from each project range from a low of 64%

at Pimp to a high of 86% at'Mesa. These. responses gppear
* uniform with no one project Varyiﬁg‘faf from the mean score

»

. (75%) thereby exerting a disproportionate influence.
- Various other aqta was collected fxrom -the teachers

.Ainvolved in the.field test of the‘hnits.

4,

2

1. Teachers indicated whether gﬁey had experience

in jobs other ;haneteachinéuand whether this
; ihformatidn;helpe‘ﬁn'teachigé the unit. "}t was
. found'tnatf7‘b£\the 11 teachers (64%) had
previous eiperience in a job other than teaching.
‘Of these seven, six indicated ﬁha& the ‘previous
experience helped in teechiﬁg the_unit. |

(Tables VIT and VII}) -

agd to assess how well the_objectives of the unit are met,

the tbtal learner. .scores 'in percentages by projects. This

. The data collected included the following infdrmaélon:




’,

2.. The teachers were asked how many guest speakers

® . . they used. Only 2 of the 11 teachers '(18%) ’ o
- . * ‘ *

: . _ did ﬁot use guest speakers. A‘total of 16 /’

. . A

guest speakers were used in the ll classrooms. o '

»

-

®* . - " (Table IX) N R
‘ . 3. {Ehe teachers were also asked to indicate the
amount of time deueted,to‘the’unit per week )
@ " - ",‘ » and what time of day (AM-or I?M) 'the unit27was o ' | ‘ )
. | prlmarlly taught. fhe median numher Of hours
spent per week teaching the unlt fell between
o - 3-4 hours.j Five (45%) teachers taught the' unit S .
bv in, the afternoon whlle 6 (55%) taught the unit ‘
ind the mornlng. (Qables X and XI). |
o K . 4. The tea‘chers‘ were aLso asked what' kind o6f .
o . ° elassroom or method of &eaching they used.

+ Seven (64%)‘of the classrooms were self-

o . ' contalned l (9%) was-open classroom and 3

,

(27%) were team taught. (Table' XIT)
. , Correlations ‘were calculated between the above data and

® Student Attiﬁude, Teacher Attitude and Student Performance.

No significant correlations were foumd.

R % »? A -
T %

® T

o Lo TFAGCHER REFINEMFNT,
* . . . ANALYSIS AND COMMENTS

N 0 7k.
L ' .. . 3
! ‘ ° "". ' ~ - *

'Specific revision data was_ obtained by asking the field

S i

‘\‘1 - ’ .




test .teachers to make comments_regarding each lesson

Eéughtﬂ -These comments wére solicited in the UNIVAL.
~The following list'feéresents a composite of teacher

cdhmepts regarding - the va:ious aspects of. the unit, as

" well as a lesson by lesson critique of the unit. These
. * ’

. comments have been analyzed and recommendations for re-

-
g

vision éresenfed:
. TEACHERVCOMMENTS

When readiné the teacher comments it éhould be noﬁed
that nof all teéchers respond to the opeﬁ/ended items.¢
. Theréﬁa;e some of the responses seem inconsisten; with
the teacher respoﬁ§és to the closed itéms. The Glosed
items, it is felt, reflect a true attitude towara the unit
~over the teachers sampled: The teacher comﬁgnts are from
selected teaéhers that felt stroﬁgiy enough to take the
opportunity 40 respond. ‘fhe éomments are, therefore, more
for curriculum refinement than for overall evaluaﬁion of

the uni;.

Central Maricopa .

Revise' the vocabulary. ' The unit needs more related

careers. It makes students more aware of economic impact
'of ranching. An excellent addition té the study of the °
southwest. Studengs wére)enthusiastically involved.

Discussion and“newspaper activity were only partly

successful. Class” and teacher became very involved and

» —

stimulated.

\

17

10




. v L,
. Mesa '2
Second objective was weak and needs revision.
-Difficult to find support media.
Pima ~ S
- : - ‘ !
: Too easy for 6th grade. Reports and newspaper
’ activity not particularly successful. ’
) ’
¢ /
. * . -
7
. / - " . -
. Py ~
) “h ) .
4+
’ ’
. )
# .
. L)
4
¥
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] v : _ SUMMARY
v ' The relevéngdata collected during the field test is
' summarized below: . . - A
@ ' . .
. 1, A total of 394 learners were exposed to this unit in 3
of the 9 participating projects. Fiffyethree percent. 8 .
' L

‘ of the learners were female and 25% . representatives of
® e | ’
' minority backgrounds.

.

. 2. Of the 1l teachers that presentcd the unit 7 wefe

female, the medlan years of experlence was between 11-15

. ,
: o
L : -

years, and ‘9 had taught or developed career educatlon
g
¢ " material.
3. Teachers expressed a positive attitude toward dareer :
o . ‘-k . .

education in general (3.86 on a 'scale where S5 was the

highest pggltlye gesponse). Though stlll pos1t1Ve, the
teachers' attitude toward this particular unit was}loyer

¢ ' (3.67). . '

4. The learners also exhibited a positive attitude toward

the unit with 72% of the 2609 responses positive, 22% no

¢ Opinidn, and only 6% negéltive. . '
‘ 5. The learners' overall performance was a moderate 75%.
° There was very little variability across lessons and units.
‘ 6. A list of the teachers critieal comments and recommendations
was presented in the body of: thls report.
[ * |
o - 19 :w
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CO&CLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

.

Future users of this unit should review the uﬁit iﬂ
its‘entirety paying particular attention the the
content’of  each activiﬁy noting when dufing their
teaching year it is best to be, taught. s - ‘o
Durlng installation the teachers, whlle not con-.

3

strained by field testing, should be made awafe that

-,

the lessons as presented ‘are only suggestlons-and. ~>

. . * B
may be modified, resequenced, augmented or reduced
*
. .t

as desired. N
PR s .
This unit presents a wide range of act1V1ty *

]
suggestlons, many of whlch may be extracteg to

constitute an enrichment program .in additiOn to the

R -
unit.

.

Thie_unit was well received by ?oth students and
teachers. The students, however, scored a low 75&
on the test items. Because of the high student
and teacher attitude it is recommended that thfs

unit be included in the implementation phase of . .

t

curriculum development.
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Sy
- . ‘ ¢ . .‘ * -
Mean Student Attitude by Time of Day Unit Taught .
A * .
<2 Time of
. Student Day
\Eroject Teacher # Attitude l=pm 2=am
s / .
Central Maricopa 1 2..6'2 . 2
e .
2 2.71 2
. 3 1 2.57 1
~ : 2.3 2
5 2.57 2
6 - 1
| 7 2.45 b
MesY . .1 2.90 2
- 2 2 . 42 l - -
Pima 1 2.88 1
2 2.46 2
r= 0.19 o -




| * ) ;
: »

- ’

. Mean Instrictor Attitude %oward the Unit by Instructor Attitude
- : Toward Career Education .

rd

Instructor Instruétor
Unit Attitude
: Attitude Career EAQ4.
‘Project Teacher # - (ques. 3-5 (ques. 1,2)
, .
Central Maricopa’ 3.33 3.50
. 3.33 3.00
3.67 4.50-,
N 6 , 4.00 13.50
1 3.33 4.00 °
. v )
i 3.67 3.50
3.33 4.00
Mesa 3.67 4.50
1 4.67 4.50
- [
Pima i 3.33 4.00
- H 4.00 4.00
r= 0.40 ; i




L4
t

.

Mean Student Performance by Time of DaQ‘Unit Taught

Time of

*Learner Day .
Project Teacher # Performance l=pm 2=am
Cehtral Maricopa 1 83 2
A | B - - . '
. 2 - ) 2
3 65 1
4 .73 2
5 73 2
\ -
L, 4 ‘- .
N 6 74 1
b//“
7 73 1.
Mesa 1 - 2.
2 86 1
Pima 1 84 1
2 43 2
r= =-0.34

*Percent of students attaining unit objectiyes

24




Meéquearners Performance on a Unit by Mean Instructor Attitude
Toward the Unit

< . : \ o
. Instructor
*Learner ' Unit
Project _ - Teacher # Performance Attitude
Central Maricopa 1 : 83 ; ‘ 3.33
. 1 ’ ‘ .
, 2 ) - 3.33
. 3 ) 65 . 3.67 )"
‘ %‘. “% o - ‘ ‘
- 4 - 73 7 4000
5 73 $3.33
6 , 14 3.67
7 73 ‘ 3.33
Mesa . I 3.67
T ’ - 1 3
. 2 86 4677 ~{\
Pima ~ S 84 ” 3’23
2 a3 4-00

. r= -0.08 *

» ‘

*Percent of students attaining unit objectives .

-
- . . .

-




v

,Meaq-Instructdr Attitude Toward the Unit by Mean Learner

Attitude
e

4

-

. Instructor
. - Unit Learner
Project Teacher # Attitude - Attithde
|

Central Maricopa 1 . 3.33 - 2.90
2 3.33 2.42

v v} S . .
N 3 3.67 2.62
- - o / hd .

™~
4 4.00 2,71
5 . + 3.33 2.57
6 3.67 . #-60
™
7 3.33 L 2.57
L
‘s

Mesa &; 3.67. b///-
2 4.67 2.88
Pima - 1 3.33 2.46

’ . £
2 4.00 2.45
—3— g
r= 0.44 |
. .‘ ‘ )
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TABLE V

_&LEARNER ATTITUDE TOWARDS UNIT
(NUMBER, PERCENT AND MEAN OR COMPOSITE
" 'LEARNER ATTITUDE RESPONSES) .

-

- . A N -

i I DON'T
YES/HAPPY CARE/OK NO/SAD )
PROJECT - N % N 3 N_ . % MEAN
Central .
Maricopa 1031 68 - 394 26’ 93 6 2.62
Mesa 651, 91 | .47 117 2. 2.88
. Pima 230 56 139 34, 43 10 2.45

Total

1876 72 580 22

153° 6




- \\*\TABLE VI .

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CORRECT LEARNER RESPONSES
TO LESSON IMBEDDED ITEMS FOR A GIVEN UNIT

- -
™ - NUMBER OF PERCENT OF
‘ NUMBER OF CORRECT . _ CORRHCT L
PROJECT - RESPONSES  RESPONSES  RESPONSES -
- Central | ' ‘ f A o ;
Maricopa ° ' 612 450 73
) ., ‘
Mesa 296 255 86 -
- - T . - e n
“Rima : ‘163 104 64
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- TABLE VIII

IN CAREER EDUCATION

/

v NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT
’ EACH UNIT BY WHETHER PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE HELPS

NO
PREVIQUS
- YES NO EXPERIENCE TOTAL
PROJECT N 3 N 3 N $ NUMBER
. Central
Maricopa 3 43 0 0 4 ' 57 7
Mesa 2 100 0 0 0 0 2
Pima 1 50 1 50 0 . o 2
Total 6 54 1 9 4 36 11




TABLE IX

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

S\

0 1 2 3 4
. TOTAL

PROJECT . N $ N 3 N ) N % N 1 'NUMBER
Central -

Maricopa 1 14 5 71 " 1° 14 0 0 0 0 7
Mesa - 1 50 1 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Pima 0 0 o - "~ 0 0 0 0 0 2 100 2
Total 2 . 18 6 54 "1 9 0 ® 2 18 11
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT_T%EGHT

.

TABLE XI .

* EACH UNIT BY TIME TAUGHT

<

MM BM , ‘ TOTAL
PROJECT -* N 2 N ' t NUMBEBﬁ
Centtral * ) . .
Maricopd’ 4 57 3 43 7 .
’ - . _‘ :‘\
Mesa 1. 50 1 50 P2
Pima 1 50 1 50 2
Total 6 55 5 . 45 11
- U ] .
. -
- - q Ry
. o
/.
»

.,




S . TABLE XII . ‘ -
- NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS THAT .TAUGHT EACH UNIT ’
BY TYPE OF CLASSROOM AND METHOD OF 'TEACHING
/- . L4 t ¢
- OPEN — +SELF — TEAM :
\ CLASSROOM ™ CONTAINED TAUGHT
PROJECT . N & . N § N %

*. Central : : : ' _
Maricopa ., 0 - 71 . ) 2. 29

& o “ ' -
. B

Mesa : .1 so - 1+ 80 . "0 . 0

. . . :
. - . ¢ " . 2

“Pima . w0 0™ 1 Tsg 1 50
Totai.:, o . . 1, 9 7 64 2 {‘27‘ )
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FIELD TEST INSTRUMENT PACKAGE

-y

BBmpEft Ewenluacafioons
- APRIEVAL -
. RANCHING
GRAD!? LEVEL: 6 °




PART I

:* ' CAREER EDUCATION PIELD TEST .
e , '~ PROGRAM INFORMATION -
1'Pleas; priht:
‘Instructor o ,; : 5¢hoolv ]
-Unit or Kit 'ritle ' pistrict
,'Grade Level _ . - ' Pfojact

',Date unit or*xxt 1ntroduced xn tht classroom :y /

»
L

Student data. (*fhe numbers should-&gfee)

*Total number of students exposed to the unit

’

*Number of student’s of each sex: a. male___“:~- b, féhg;e;___
*Numbex- af students in each ethnic group: |

a! American Indian____ d. Anglo White__
b. Black___- ‘e, 6the'r_____

c. Spanish Surname

DIRECTIONS: Circle the letter of your answer in each of the
y 1) following questions. )
Teachers:
How many year# have you worked in the field of ‘education?
a. Less thah one 4. 11-15 years

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

TG 6 -10 years

" Which of the following wouid best describe your expoiure to
Career Education :co datg)i- i have: : -

a. Develorvd a Career Bducation unit or program : . e
b. Taught a Career Education unit or program ' |
c. Read a Career Edugcation unit or program -

d." Had some exposure to Career Education.

. Had no exvosure to Carxeer Educatien

. ? 41 R o /
" . L. . . . . ) ‘




o A

What is your .sex? |

 a. Male
b. Female
' .

-

Is your classroom:

- a. Open
, b.,

Se1f+c6nt$ined

c. Team taught

a. Less éhan'lvhouf
b. 1-2 hours
c. 2-3 hours
d. 3-5 hours

e. More than 5 hours .

unit?

Have you had anoéher‘occppation
. ‘a. Social sciences

‘b. Physical sciences

c. Chemical sciénces

" d. Business - ;*~_

2

.-

3

o0

o

- *

How much time did you devote to the unit ‘each week? ¢

. v

-y

-

¢

other than teaching?

e. Technical

£. Construction

' g« Industry

‘he

(more than Ohevapswer may be aéplicab;e)

‘ What time of day were the lessons taught (prednninantly)?
: I-' 4‘.“ - »
b. PM

How many guest speakers were used in conjunction with the




-

Did this experience he
unit? . B B

7Y .
X Yes )
- * ,
i ) . )
-
b. No
.
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.
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. .
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1§ 1§’£qa§h1ng>thq'c.roeg-;duchtion‘

-
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' - "PART II

+ Learner Performance Data
- Directions: 'Please provide'an indication of how well the ’
lessons delivered the performance obpjectives.
The lesson numbers and methods of evaluation — .
for each have been indicated. Page numbers, .
objective specifications, and item numbers are
5 indicated as appxopriate. Please indicate _the
~ total number of learners responding. Then record
the number that responded correctly. Complete
this form as you teach each lesson of the unit’,

r

<

7 ',Mgtpbd of Evaluation : Numbér'of Lgarne:s'
Lehsoh ' Page No.| | | Instructor | ‘Respondiﬂ
Number | Item No. Test | Checklist | Judgment | Responding| Correctly
4 - . B ' i

-

1 1.1.1.1

2 {1211 | o

3: | 1311 R I

' Ranching
Grade Level 6




- . 'PARTIIY
Instructor Attitudinal Data

pirections: Read each statement and place a clieck in the bok
mhxwmammtduc:tbummpmu

_Mres | Agres iOpinion jDisagree |

_ Tlasses in my subject
\ grade lsvel would be N
1. more msaningful and rele- ~

vant if focused around:
Career BMucation cbjec-
u".o :

Careex m«m is just
2. another fad that will -

soon be tqgggtan

_ aAfter minimal revisions
» . this wit will be = .
' ready for statewide o :

dilgibm.i . :

. m leazning activities
{. were very effective in
holptnq mest the per-~

. The content of the unit
5. relatss dirsctly to my

regular class program.. ' .

Indicate below any further comments oonoc:nhw tho lmmm or .
wukmu“ of the unit. .

b,
T




. PART III (Continued) -
n Learner Attitudinal Data

. On the following page «is an attitudinal survey which
we would like your learners to respond to. Please remqve
that page from this instrument and reproduce enough copies
. for each of your learners. We fsel that it would be best
if your learners rasponded to this survey at the completion
of the unit. If your learners do not have ths needed reading
ability to comple§e the survey, please read and explain the
items to them. ter 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.
2 , e

below.
YES'va/> I DON'T : NO

CARB

1.

2. (v.

3.

HAPPY . . OK

7.




Piakl 111

these lessons than jfore?

Were the lessons interesting
* to you? )
Do you think that next year's ' ‘
. class should be given these
lelsons? . .

LEARNER ATTITUDINAL FORM NAME

YES I DON'T CARE

NO

Hoﬁld you want to know more ‘ '

about what we have learned ‘

in these lessons? '
Do you know more now about

= N O

How did you fzel about the
lessons? .

How did most of your other

lessons? - z{iif}& (:::::)

classmates feel about the

How did your teacher feel
about the lessons?




