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‘Uni»"ersity Kentucky, Lexington, Kentucky.
Thé purpose of this series is to document and disseminate informa-
tion about /the design, implementation and results of ‘the AESP experiment.
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. ~ CHAPTER 1§
Vo ;‘
’ L INTRODUCTION! - - : .

'L«! B » Ld

S S ' 4 \
5 " The purEose of th1s report is to dOCument the Appah&ian Educatjo/n
Sate111te Project's (AESP) de11very of a continuing education course t1t1ed

»

. : "V1sua1 Learntng" to SSJteaEhers and other educators at 10 sites 1n Appalachia ©
1n the Spring of 1977 In this 1ntroductory sect1on, a brief overview of the

“ structure and h1story of AESP is presented An overv1ew of the Visual Learn1ng

’

course is then presented, including the deve1opment of the course, the course

- structure,,and the course content and obJect1ves. The fo11OW1ng sect1ons
. a.# '
' document the methodo]ogy and Yesu]ts of the eva1uation of t?e course de11very

°©
LY

o . N .

Structure and'History“of AESPﬂ' . O

L AESP's goal is to ut111ze the capab111t1es of satellite te1ecommun1ca-

t1ons for the.purpse of providing 1nstruct1ona1 and 1nfonmat1ona1 services

V

}"‘ .and’ résources to all segments of the Appa1ach1an commun1£x\ From its
. 1ncept1on, AESP was a Jo1nt venture of the National Aeronaufics and Space
Admtntstrat1onu(NA§A) the Divisvon of Educat1on of the Appa1achian Regioﬁa1
Commission (ARC), a Resource Coord1nat1ng Cénter' (RCC) 1ocated at the
"; Un1vers1ty of Kentucky, and\Reg1ona1 Education Service Agencies (RESAS)

. 4
".‘6 \(‘

Tocated in e1ght states -in Appa1achia

s

NASA prov1ded the commun1cat10ns sate111te~techno1ogy and hardware

- which allowed-AESP tp broadcast over the ent1re Appalachian Reg1on ARQM*

was the‘ﬁrime contractor, f1sca1 agent, and manager of the project. The RCC .

provided'academic, evaluation and television expertise\¥or planning,

.t P ]
,~ producing and broadcasting the courseware and for evaluating the courses




and the overa]] success of the proaect The RESAs operated the local sites

dur1ng the 1mp1ementat1dn of the courses and served in an adm1n1strat1ve

capac1ty in‘the ogprd1nat1on of lacal resources
* Dur1ng its initial phase (1973~]975) AESP de11vered four graduate

credit cont1nu1ng education courses -- two each in read1ng and career educa-

\

tion -- to approx1mate1y 1200 Appa]ach1an teachers and educators. Fo116w1ng

this successfu] exper1menta1 effort, AESP entered a planning phase (1975-1976) -
which resulted in the identification\of a d1vers1ty of programn1ng needs
throughout Appalachia and the identification of high quality programming to
meet those needs. (See AESP Techn1ca1 Reports 13 and 14 for a report of
AESP's needs assessment resu]ts ) AESP's present p]an is to expand the number

»

of receiving s1tes, the types of‘aud1ence, the formagy of-delivery, and the

e e e <
1nnovat1ve uses of sate111te techno]ogy /” .
. \ 4

Course Overview -

As'a part of AESP's 1977 Spring delivery phase, a Bne hour graduate

course, "¥Visual Laarning;" was delivered to 55 teachers and other educators
at 10'Appa1ach1an sites. The televised programs and re]ated act1v1t1es which
comprise "Visual Learn1ng" focus on assisting teachers- to make more pract1ca1
use of te]ev1s1on 1n the1r c]assrooms This involves. a bas1c understand1ng
of the proper use of equ1pment, know]edge of the ava1;ab111ty ‘of 1oca1 and
nat10na1 programming resources, and an exam1nat1on of attitudes and m%t1va- .

tions w1th regard to the ‘use of television 1n the c]assroom —

P [

Course Deve]opment : s

~

The core of the Visual Learn1ng course consisted of five v1deotapes'

’

‘and pr1nted guides tojaccompany each tape which were produéed by the New

Aoe
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York State Education Department's Bureau of Educqt1ona1 Communications in
cooperat1on with the New York State Appalachian BOCES Consortium and funded
by the Appa]ach1an Regional Commission. In order to supp]ement the video-
tapes, and boon1ets¢ AESP deve?oped anc111ary activities to accompany each
tape and’ prpduced two Tive semingrs during the course delivery. SN

Course deve1opmedt ‘was base

n.a formative evaiuation study conducted
by AESP's Eva]uation Component.« A set ) obJectives and content outlines and
a pre11m1nary p]an for ancillary activities- were deveJoped at AESP AESP

S1te D1rectors se1ected 25 media- spec1a11sts and educators thrbughout Appa]achia

to review the obJect1ves and ‘content out11nes and the ancillary mater1a1s Two

evaluation instruments were used to obtair the reviewers reactiops: Externa1
¢

Review of Objectives-and Content Outline and Rating Scale for Anc111ary

N

Activities (copies of thdse 1nstruments can be found in Appendix 1).

h
., Seventeen of the reviewers comp]eted and refurned the eva1uat1on forms

«

for a‘return rate of 68%. The frequéncy of return by geographical area was:

1 ‘ ~ ’
i Location Frequency .
" . New York 6. ‘
‘ - Maryland 4
. » Virginia ) 3
«  Tennessee - -0 .
Alabama 4 -

.
s ¢ “ %

’Thene were 7 male and 8 female reviewers; 2 reviewers did not respond to this

",item.. The occupations of reviewers were as follows:

.

- — . y Occupation - ; Frequency .
" o Media specialist -7 -
€ - Teacher , . 2,
) \\ : Principal T - -
. < " Librarian o1 , “
. Producer-writer 1 T
No response 5 .

ERIC" . _ i b DR
- ) [ . . _‘. - ‘l

The reyiewers were associated witk, 12 different institutions of learning.

L ‘. Y o 2 v
. . <.

’
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< them and hadmto“ﬁ?ew?oca1 educat1on te]ev1s1on catalogues

¢

A11°0f the revisions for Visua] Learning ocgurred with the objectives

and anc111ary materials, as the v1deotapes and booklets had a f1xed format

and Sequence. In general, the anc111ary mater1a1s were pos1t1ve1y rev1ewed

The reviewers made the fo110w1ng comments ) : T

'

"The anc111ary activities are more mean1ngfu1 than the tapes. i

-

"They are- veny thorough: " L : o . .'ﬁ

"They-are impressive." . o : o - oo
L — Ya

"Anc111ary act1v1t1es are the best part of the program They

complement the tapes quite well." , . ' -

One of the most frequent]y used techn1ques 1n the anc111ary materials ,;““,

was on- s1te decussion among ‘the part1c1pants Although the reviewers

¥

'recogn1zed the benef1t of such 1nteract1on they did reconmend that a‘greater

" This goa] was ach1eved by hav1ng teachers s
N\

var1ety of act1v1t1es be 1nc1uded

po1l theTr students, have debates, deve]op d1scussion topics, ase TV and

film cata]ogs write lesson. p]ans, tave "hands- on". use\ot v1deocassette '

p]ayers when 1oca1 equ1pment was ava11ab1e,‘s1mu1ate a*schoo] board meeting,. . B

and, of course Watch and cr1t1que TV programs + More actua] product1on was

suggested, but th1s was 1mposs1b1e due’ to)1ack of, eqqument A top1c re- . !

commended for discussion was the effect of TV on ch11dren and the PTA' ‘ : :“ff'/l;

stand‘on vielence. Th1s was ach1eved through the artgc]es "What TV does ‘ — "
,to Kids," and ' Screenqng v for Uncr1t1ca1 Young Eyes K A]so CATV .and - RS

Educational TV were suggested as d1scuss1on top1cs Not on]y were they s
d1scussed but part1t1pants had to watch educat1ona1 TV programs and evaluate: =

It was suggested -

£,

that participants view a production 1n progvess, but due to* the geognaph1c

b3 l

~ - isolation of some sites,‘th1s would have been imposs1b1e.
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' For session one's. debate topic, "Is te1ev1sion an educationaT tooT7"
it was suggested that part1c1pants be ab1e to back ‘up the1r arguments with
specific® exampTes The p0111ng they d1d W1th the1r students apcompTished

this goal. It was a1so recommended that teachers appTy the course to their

%specific situat1ons Teachers uti11zed V1sua1 Learn1ng mater1a1s or concepts f

by poT]1ng the1r students watch1ng their favorite programs deveToping
top1cs for d1scuss1on for the1r c1asses, _doing Tesson pTaps, choosing
programs from the Educational v gu1des for their c1asses, and f1nd1ng out

about Tocal equipment and ggsdurces : '}' N

e' I

. Another recommendat}e 4was to provide more mater1a15 These materials

\1nc1uded other cataTogues and guides as well as read1ng selections. The

Teacher s Guides to Te1ev1sion, ITv cataTog,, ree F11m gata]ogs, and Tocal

educational te1ev1s1on gu1des were prov1ded to enabTe teachers to learn more

s N

about different programs Numerous read1ng seTectlons were aTso added to
the course. In addition a b1b11ography was prov1ded 11st1ng add1tiona1
. materials and organ1zat1ons,

®

A few rev1ewers felt that an enthus1ast1c 1nstructpr (s1te monitor)

'fv - L

was necessary It was aTSo recommended that the street 1nterv1ews ‘be de-
fTeted fronrthe tapes but this was 1mpossib1e to do . Finally, one rev1ewer
suggested the course should be made 1onger and offered for more than one

1% N

Ccrédit hour. | S | \

*-

Course Structure ‘

N ET tp , I 7

Table fﬁ;FESents thé structure of the V1sua1 Learn1ng course as it

_..p‘.»u

was delivered in the Spring of 1977. The ma;gr components of _the course -

AT M B e on -—~a~—-
",ﬁﬁm:‘“ u&\vuxd‘t"

. conSistedAof preprogram readings ~in= c1ass anc111ary activities, ﬁoTTow-up .
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' TABLE 1

- STRUCTURE OF. THE VISUAL LEARNING COURSE

L3

.Date * Session Number - Content

4/08/77 Organization,

\ Student Registration’and Pretest ~ .
/14777 (/ . |

4/21/77 P2

Ancillary ‘Activities -
Introductory Program .
. Program 1: “Towards Visual Learning

Anci11arv Activities: .
"Program 2: The Many Faces of Television
. Seminar 1 . . TR
4/28/77. 3 Ancillary Activities T
Program 3' Television in the Classroom
5/05/77 . 4 Anci]iary Activities >
i _ Program 4: The Mechamcs of Ieiew si on
5/12/77 5 Ancillary Activities :
: Program 5: Program Acquisition r.
Seminar 2, ’
Final Examination ‘.
» . ° ot T -

. activitiesy videotapes, and live seminars. The in- c1ass ancillary activities

andﬂbeJow-up activities were de51gned to provide* course participants uith

the opportunity to apply many of ‘the concepts Tearned in the course The
Tive seminars allowed the participants an opportunity ‘to sk questions of
media experts and other: educators and receive their answers in "rea1" t]me

via sateiiite. A 1ist of the panel member for eachtseminar is 1nc]uded in

AN

't

@

CBppendix 2. // o . d oA
. S A D
The objectives for each session of Visual Learning were as fo]iows.
Apri 14 - Sessfon One Objectives \ ' b
1. The participants wi11 investigate the rationale for.
visual learning (i.e., the power and influence .o
. teélevision has in today's ouiture ) .
©o14 : BN

.




Aprii 21 - Session Two~ ObJectives

G

~

2.

3.

v

2.

3.

. 4,

5.

‘The: participants will explore the capabilities of

television as a medium of instruction; for exampie,

measuring reading speed, demonstrating Tife-saving
v techﬁiques, teaching reading, etc.

The participangs will assess their own-and their , o
students' attitudes toward television and compare
tgese attitudes with those expressed in the Newsweek
arti . .

[} +

The participants w111 examine their own and other S
: attitudes toward television as a médium of instruction.

Part1c1pants will be 1ntroduced to the perspect1Ves

» and viewpoints of television professionals in
different areas and the assets and 11mitations of
te1ev1s1on in these areas.

Participants will increase their critical awareness,
of television programming.

Part1c1pants will be introduced to printed resource*
rmaterials and catalodues for commercial and educatipnai
. television and for “free” materiais

Participants will become aware of ‘how a particular
program-utilizes the TV medium and critically
evaluate instructional and educational television. .

7 April 28 - Session Three Objectives -

*

-~

'

1.

&

2.

3.

4.’

1

The participants wiii Tearn basic steps for incorpo-
rating television into their teaching (i.e.., class-
room setup, program preparation, during program
-activity, and follow-up.) ‘

The part1c1pants will be able to make the gu1de1;nes
for television utilization applicable to their
specific teaching need$ and situations through
performing the-learning activities connected with the
,program.

‘ }

f.

The participants wi11 be .able to write 1essons p1ans -
which utilize teievision 7 : K
Participants w111 recognize the importance of setting
up an. appropriate environment in order to make the ’

teievision progran | most’ effective. .t

R}
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s .

May 5

+May 12 -

e e
Session Four Objectives  °

~
PO

1. Part1c1pant§/w111 be abTe to operate a v1deo- ’
. cassette p1ayer é& ‘ .

2. Part1c1pants will be ab1e to operate a color
television set. _

3. Participants W1T1 develop a positive attitude’
toward their ability to operate .a videocassette ¢
player and color television set. T

Session Five Objectives

1. Part1c1pants will be able to cite examp]es of good’
v1deotape use by teachers

2. Part1c1pants will develop a more positive and broader
opinion of the way videotape might'be used in the
c1assroom .

3. Part1c1pants w111 be able to formulate arguments
why media such as television and v1deocassettes
are beneficial in the schoo1 environment.

4, Part1c1pants will.be. ab1e to work out individual-
(/’grnhlems concerning implementation of TV and video-
cassettes in their classroom by discussing their

situations with Tocal experts in media instruction.

2
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Instruments

Participants

The part1c1pants consisted of 55 teachers and other educators at 10

sites: in Appa]achia

presented in Table’2.

. 10 receiving sites.

L

of the course. - These

-~

CHAPTER. I1

METHOD

J

o

v o v,

/

The background characteristics of theﬁpart c1pants.arei

{

———

were:

1

Figure 1 depicts the ééographica] Tocati q‘of the

~

Seven different instruments weré used to eva]uate diffe;ent aspects

V1sua1 Learning Pre- and Post est& Combined

in Appendix 3, with the exception of the cognitive pre- and posttests.

1

Ach1evement Tests

K:

Prior to the first c1ass meet1ng, a cognitive pretest which _consisted

of 30 multiple choice items, was adm1nistered

correspond to the course objectives.

test was adh1n1stered on the 1ast dqy of class to measure the 1earnﬂng that

s
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TJABLE 2 _
FREQUENCY OF BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS FOR VISUAL LEARNING COURSE PARTICIPANTS

»

Characteristics . Frequency
" 5 . : . e ‘
Location
. 'Hunksv?]]egéAt . . B 5
.. Rainsville, A , 2
LaFollette, TN j\‘& ‘ ‘ b : ' 4
"' Norton; VA o : 4
“Boone, NC .3
Cwbmjmd,MD . : 10.
McHenry, MD ! 15
* Fredonia, NY . L 5
Olean, NY . 4
. - .Edinboro, PA 3
I . } .
*Sex ) ) [ |
Male ~ o S . - TR T
Femq@e . ‘ * 37
Type of community in which working l
Rural _ T S 32
Suburfan . ) . . 8
Urbag . o " ) 9
No response ’ - . 3y
Age “ ‘ ' . L J
21 - 30 . - . o 24
31-40 <~ | « A 1
41 -'50 - : : \ v 117
‘51 - 60 . ~/ o i ' 5 ¢
No response : P T ; o]
Position during 1976-77 academic year -«
¥, . &, ;
Classroom teacher . v/ . 36
Librarign . ' ; — .4
Media -specialist , - : -3
9

--cher

#ﬁaékgroundzjnformation’ié unavailable for ‘three of the participants

. . f
- ’ y 4 Y

St ’ | LN - 3

18-

-f
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" TABLE 2. -- CONTINUED

—d.

‘Characteristics

Frequency

Grade level taught (or.worked wiﬁh)

Elementary - all grades
1 -3
"4 -6

7-9

10 - 12

Mo response

Length of work experienge in teaching '

1 year or less
2 - 4 years -
5 - 8 years
- 15 years
16 years or mbdre -
No response

‘ggdergraduate grade point average

~ Yess than 2.50 L
2.51 - 2.75 . /
L2.76 - 3.25 < :
3.26 - 3.50 .

3.571 - 4.00
 No response

Graduate grade-po1nt average - »
less than 3.00
3.01 - 3. 25 .
3.26 - 3.50
3.51 - 2,75
3.76 = 4.00
No response

. Lasi,degree comp1etedf

High schoo1 d1p1oma
, Baccalaureate

" Master's degre .
’; No response‘”%gé;§&fi
Purpose of present&co11ege enro11mént

" Baccalaureate degree
Master's degree
- Enrolled in course to maintain teaching certifica
Other ¢
Not enrolled- A
No response . . _1 S

;te | .
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Attitude: Questionnaire . : . N

o

The attitudé portien of the questionnaire was administered to parti-
Lcipants‘on a pre-post basis. It consisted of 20 itemg)that were ratea on a
5-point Likert scale, with 5 1hdicating stropgfy agree and 1 indicating
strongly disaéree. The purpose of this instrument was to measure part1c1pants
attitudes toward television and the use of media in’ the c1assroom
Factor analysis revealed a unifactor structure. The first factor ac-
'counted for 67% of the total variance and 85% of tie total common variance.

Loadings for th1s factor are presented in Table 3, Items hav1ng Toadings less

than between +.41 and -.41 were deleted for purposes of scoring.. ‘Responses

to the 18 items remaining on the scale were added together toiprov1de a single .

’

measure of part1ctpants attitudes toward the concepts presented in the course.

~

. : . - sl .
Ttem scores for negatively worded items were raversed for scoring purposes. -

TNTE

Instructiona1fgct1vities Rating Form

This instrument was completed by all of the part?cipants Efter every
\ B .

class session. It was designeo to measure the participants' reactions to
. .
each day's act1v1t1es Ire 1nstrument was divided into four parts: Part I

_consrsted of 15 multiple cho1ce questions des1gned!!o measure participant

reac\jon to the taped TV programs. Part II consisted of 8 mu1t1&Qe choice

que$t1ons designed to measure part1c1pant reaction to the 1nteract1ve sem1nars.

-

This section of the ins;rument was campleted after the WO' sem1nars wh1ch

occurred during sessions 2 and 5. Part III consisted of 14 mu1t1p1e cho1ce7 :

questions des1ghed¢to measure participant reaction to the anc111ary act1v1t1es.

' Part IV cons1sted of 8 mu1t1p1e choice questwons des1gned to proV1de overa11

feedback about the various course components.

. . < LY
t ‘ « _ p

\
. .
- ~

/ 21, | .
S ' » : - !




o TABLE3 ¢y
FACTOR LOADINGS N Aﬂé?UDE POSTTEST

— ll 4

» ‘ e

~ S R S Itém C e e ~ Loading -
) — T o / )
1. Cable te1evision can generate 4 sense of community, - 3 . 72
2.~ Videotapes can beﬁused to promote self-awareness. - ' 93
S £
3 V1deocassette p1ayers are d1ffi€h]t ‘to use. . ¢ : -.95 §
’ @’ @ 7 s

Television can teach va1uesa o . @ ' , .95

-

Adults should watch certa1n TV shows with %heir ch11dren .89 v

x

There is nothing on. om erc‘a1 TV that my students shou#@ watch, -.82 ®

because they. watch too much te1ev1s1on. -.42

4
5
6

7. Students don't read
8 Te1ev1sion Jjs forcing teachers” to be more enterta1n1ng o T W31
9 There are no programs broadcast during the schoo1 day that

could be used in my classroom.. - | : .79

§
10.- "People ought to stop criticizing ch11dren s TV programs and ] .
commercials. o ‘ . =.15*%

1. TV can be used 1n reaching students of all’ a§bs and backgrounds- .95

12. -Curriculum guides (teachers guiggs for ITV programs) are - .

) helpful. . . . ' .95
. [§ .

13.- TV.and video can‘he1p teachers to. 1nd1V1dua1ize their c1asses .95 -

14, Peop1e can 1earn,some things more effective]y from aTv than \ .
from a teacher. W9

'15. After parents, TV has become perhaps the:most potent influence 7
on .the be11efs,'att1tudes, values, and-behavior’of young people: .92

16..” For some children, TV may provide more sustenance than their

> home Tives. : -9
17. Students watch so much television at home that they shou1d not .
i watch it diring schaol hours. . ..« =-.68
18. Distributing TV scripts in advance of programs to be broadcast
for teaching reading can advance student's reading sﬁi]]s .85
19. A teacher should be with students before’ and after view1ng TV A
. »~  or video- L -~ . e
2 ° 20, Teachers need not be in their ¢lassrooms wh11e the1r students
] are watching a program, - % _ ., ‘ -.82

-
i
o Y . - *

“" *Items deleted for-scoring purposes



«YHe

" with satellite equipment, site monitors were instructed to call the Engineering'

- - . : // 15

///
/// \ T
Equipment Report -and Student Satisfaction Form R ,
S This form was completed by the site monitor at the coné]usidn of eéph o

class session. IE was designed to measure both the technical functioning of

the equipment and the site monitors' perception of student reaction to the

course components. _ . *

*

4 .

KESP‘TroubTe‘tBE t L . ¢ =

N~

This form'wag completed by the site monitor only on those occasions

when a failure occurred with non-satellite equipment. If a failure occurred

. ,

Service Center who would then keep a record of such failures.

-~ .

Vd . .

]
~

~ -
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CHAPTER 111 |

RESULTS

<2

How were students' learning and attitudes affected?

A E’S to posttest gain was used as the basis for analysis to ascerta1n
the amount part1c1pants had ‘l1earned and the amount of.attitude change as a '
resu1t of the coﬁrse Tﬁe_pe¢%55tage correct of the 30 item cognitive pre-
and posttests "and the average rat1ng on the 5 -point scale on the 18 1tem A
attitude pre- and posttests were used for the analysis.

'The ana1ys1s of var1ance des1gn was a 10 s1te by 2 admtn1strat1on’de-
. sign.- ‘Both att1tude and achievement were 1nc1uded in the analysis; thereby,
making a mu1t1var1ate ana1ys1s ofuvariance (MANOVA) des1gn appropriate

Procedures descr1bed\by F1nn (1968 1969) for repeated measures des1gns were

fo11owed

- ’
&

e The results indicated a signficant difference for sites (mu1t1variate

F=2, 15£ip’<.0105), for administrations (multivariate F = 17.16, p <.0001),

and for the interaction of,sites by administrations (multivariate F = 2.44,

o

p <.0037). .The multivariate results %re reported in Table 4.
*The difference for sites and sites hy administrdtions occurred only
for the cogn1t1ve test (see Table 5): 'This is not surprisih§ as the rate

of change from‘site to site varied cons1derab1y The least -amount of chahge )
s

o ifram. pretest to posttest was:a ga1n of 3 percentage'poihts at ohe site, whi]é

another s1te gained an average qf‘38 percentage po;nts From pre- to posttest

-

3

< * The sign1f1cant effect for adminlstrafTUnsrocturred for both the
ST *cogn1t1vevahd-att1tude #Eféﬁies The univariate and step ~down .F's for. this.

analysis are presented in Table 5. The average attitudé‘gcore on the pretest

A

16
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L : TABLE 4
o~ . MULTAYARIATE-ARALYSIS OF VARIANCE RESULTS FOR

COGNITIVE AND& ATTITUDE PRE- AND POSTTESTS

L,

-

Source. . - df Multivariate F

—

4

' . Between Suﬁj'ects

-18,82 - L2.15 . ‘

Sites’ ,
KN . . . . * -
Within Subjects . o
Administrations | 2,39 - 17,16
‘Sites by Administrations 18,78  .' 2,84

“ —

TABLE 5

AUNIVARTATE AND STEP-DOWN F's FOR VISUAL LEARNING.
COGNITIVE AND ATTITUDE PRE- AND POSTTESTS

¢

s ” Y : 7~
Squrce "+ Umivariate F_ p< Stepdown F
. - ‘ \
sites o ' ~
. Attitude, N os2
- Cognitive gy - 378 - .0m5 . 3,70 -~
Administratigns ,“ : : \ - ‘
Attitude : + 25.07 .0001 . 25,07
g Y ‘ ®
Cognitive ‘ 7.18 .0107 6'.07
, Sites by Administrations T ! :
’ s 3 L .
Attitudes s 1.50  © .18, . 1.50,

-Cognitive 387 L0014 D 357
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was 4.07; this decreased significantiy on the posttest to 3.87. The average

score on the cagnitive pretest was 59.70; this increased significantiv tov

o 75:13 on the posttest. Therefore,'the course had ‘the effect of 1owering

participants attitudes toward visua1 1earning and the use of geiev1sion CE -

-

gn the classroom, and of increasing their knowﬂedge about these concepts.

L2

This Towaring of participants attitudes toward visual learning is a

serious probiem Severai of the obJEctives of the course were attitudina],

%

> designed to improve teachers attitudes toward u51ng media in their ciass-

"roomg and to increase their awarepess of the power of the media. The average

-

ratings for each item on the attitude\questionnaire for the pre- and post- '

administrations are presented in_Iabie 6. These means indicate.that after

completing the course, the participant atti%sdes were .more negative concerning

-

the abiiity of videotapes to promote self-dwareness, the necessity of aduits

to watch teiev1sion with their chiidren, the ability of TV to reach students

- ~

of all ages and backgrbunds, the helpfulness of curriculum guides “for ITV

programs, the potency of TV's infiuence on young peopie, and the necessity
“for a teacher to ge with her/his students while they are Watching a program
.The course was deSigned to increase, rather than decrease teachers' attitudes

toward these conceptsu, Therefore, each aspect of the course needs to be

criticaiiy scrutinized to determine the reason the participants attitudes

.

were negativeiy affected.

section about the inst:uctﬁonai activities used in Visual Learning,

' . ° ‘s
IE- 1 .
.
1

. Instructional Activities _‘ * L ’ . - N

How effective were the instructional adtivities inc1uded in the course’

How might they be improved? i,. C ) v . .p '

K4
(RN . - S
-

\ * &

This problem is discussed further in the. following




19., ‘ ' T

-' . - - J
TABLE . 6
AVERAGE RATINGS FOR ‘THE PRE- AND POST- ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE

-Item .

\

\

\

|

5

211 2.00 T

l"' ° . .

_ Pretest Posttest.
. l )
1. CabTe te]ev1s1on can generate a sense of commun1ty}- 3.46 3.58
2. V1deotapes can be used to promote se1f-awareness 4:31 ) 3.88 - -
3. Videocassette players are difficult to use.
4. Television can teach values. .4.23 3.90
5. Adults shou1d watch certa1n TV shows with the1r :
ch11dren. _ 4.63 - 3.88
6. There is nothing on commerc1a1 TV that my students . \
~ should watch. ) _ ' + 1.59 2.10 -
- 7. Students don't read well because they watch too much ' .
te1Ev1s1on 3.00 2.83
- 8J Tnere are-no programs broadcast during the schooT day .
that could be used in my cldssroom. 1.96 2.39
9. TV can be used in reaching students of all ages and !iikg’, ’
backgrOunds. . 4:38 4.00
" 10. Curriculum guides (teacher's guides) for ITV programs ‘ , .
' are he]pfuT ' S . 4.43 3.96
. 11. TV and*video can he1p teachers to 1nd1v1dua11ze the1r .
classes. 3.98 3.96
12. Peop1e can learn some th1ngs more effect1ve1y from a o :
TV than from a teacher ’ 3.98 - 3.83
13. After parents, TV has become perhaps the most potent "
influence on the beliefs, attitudes, values, and ©
_behavior of y0ung people. . .4.38 3.83
" 14.”For some children, TV may prov1de more sustenance . ]
than their home lives. . 4.06 3.86
. 15. $tudents watch so much television at home’ ‘that they . - :
« should not watch it during school hours. 2.25% 2.42
“16. Distr1but1ng TV scripts in advance of programs to be .
broadcast for teaching reading can advance student's , T . °
, reading sk111s X .o . 3.96 - 3.86
_17. A teacher’ shou1d be with students before and after . _
. ideo. . . .21 3.88 .
v1ew1n9 TV or v de} ‘ . . |
- @ 18. Teachers ‘need not-be -in -their c]assrooms while their | .
ERIC ,g,' students are watching a prograr. . - 1.81, ~‘1.8 §
e 2 : . A,
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Feedback was collected éoncerning participant reaction to the video-
’ i ~ » P ’
taped programs;, live, interactive seminars, ancillary activities, and the

overall course. The part{cipants qomﬁletéd fhe Tnstfuctjona] Activities
, )

Rating Form, and’the site mgnitors cbmp]éted the Eqpipment Report and Student

%étisfaction Fd;m. The forms provided separate ratings for each dqy’s
activities, and this-informat%on will be useful for course revision. While .
differences did appear-for the individual daily ratings, this report will
‘focus on the reactions for the five segéiops combined across a1l ‘occasions,
This section of the réport describgé participant reaction to the videotaped
.programs,‘the live, interactive seminars, and aﬁcifﬁary activities, ahd the

overa1f‘course.~'Tbe site monitors' ratings of the videotaped programs, .

seminars, and ancillary activities are presentedﬂﬁn Table 7.

N /
- ! . TABLE 7

; SITE MONITORS! RATINGSRbF STUDENT SATISFACTION

‘Rating .. Tape& Program LfﬁE'Seminar Ancillary Acp}vities
_Excellent 19 6 13 ..
Very good .17 <5 NS k
Good 12 7 S S 7
Fair 2. 3
Poor B ’ . 1
. N 2]

”° g ’ ¢
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N .
Videotaped Programs .ol —

. E ) \(_‘.

".:Participant reaction to.'the videotaped programs was between "very good"
and ggood" (see Tal}1e 8). On a scale from.1 to 5 with 1 representing excellent
and 5 representing poor, the‘participantsndave the videdtaped prograns an
. averape rating of 2.27. The site~mon1tors' perceived student satisfaction

to be slightly mdre positive.- On the same 5-point sca1e, the average rating
*  of student sat1sfact1on by the site monitors was 1 84.

The part1c1pants ratings of spec1f1c aspects of the videotaped pro-
grams supported this generally positive react1on They indicated that the
presentér was quite acceptable (the presenter-was TV celebrity Mr. Gene . "
Shallit). ‘Overa11,.the majority of the participants'(77%) felt the theoretica1’

.aspects of each topic‘were adequately covered. whiie 64% of the participants

thgught an adequate amount of time was spent d1$cussing prpCedures for using

the mater1a1s, 34% felt that more t1me should have been spent on this topic..

Th1$ same concept was expressed by 47% of the part1c1pants who felt more time

should have been spent showing more actua1 appligations of techn1ques in the

c1assroom (46~ felt program coverage was adequate 0n this top1c)

When asked what effect the information contained in the programs would
haVe on the1r teaching, thezparticipants reacted as fo]]ows. Forty-seven

. percent sa1d they p1anned to use the 1n?ormat10n and an additional 7% 'said
they were already us1ng such 1nformat10n Twenty-five percent said they

would Tike to use it but probab?yﬂwou]d not be. ab1e to. Fourteen percent 4

. responded that such 1nformat10n had 11tt1e or no relevance for their teaching

s1tuat?ons Th1s‘may‘5e the resu1t of a 1ack of access1b111ty to 1nstructiona1

. television or othér med1a in the schoo1s

- .
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T ‘ o TABLE 8 . -
S PART I. VISUAL LEARNING VIDEOTAPES \ -
Iten - : Content ' ' Freque*qy . Percentage

1. The'presenter's discussion of the material was? i

AN

a) excellent . 811

. 32%
> b) very good -.- - 104 41%
c) good - . 57 23%
d) fair 3 : 9 “ 4%
.e) poor . . , - 0F 7 0%
- 2. The interviews of ekperis.or praciitiqners were:
a) excellent. ° - 35, - 15%
b) " very good 1 80 34% -
c) good ' T , 95 - 40%
d) fair’ . ‘ 24 10%.
e) poor - ‘ ‘ _ 4 2%
3. Discussion of the theoretical aspects of each - _
topic should have covered: . )
a)™ much more time ) . 5. C 2%
- b) somewhat more time 42 17%
c) coverage was adequate : ~ 194 77%
' d) somewhat less time ) _ = s 9 - 4%
e) much less time . v 1 4%
4. Discussion of,prdcequres for using the materiais
should, have covereez‘
N a) much more time : ’ - 19 .- - 8% e
b) somewhat more time ' ‘.64 . - 26%
. ¢ c) coverage was adequate . 158 . . 64%
o ' dg somewhdt less time ‘ 6. . 2%
R e much less time 2 ) 1%‘ g
B, Examp]es of. the actual app11catio§ of techniques |
« _ 1in the classroom shoﬂ1d have cove e
~a) much more time . " § ., 44 ) 18%
b) somewhat more time ' - : ' 72 . 8%
c) coverage was adequate 114 46%

) somewhat less time ’ _ 137 , 5%
much less time . 6 2%

13
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TABLE 8 =~ .CONTINUED

e ——

—

‘ Content : "Frequency

Item Percentage
|l
6. The program m1ght have been more effective if
they had covered & -
a) less mater1a1 but -in gréater depth - e 26 . 10%
b) less material 7 3%
c) more matérial in less depth ' o 13 %
d) more material relevant to the central ¢
issues of the topic - . 35 14%
e) program coverage was adequate 170 68%
7. Which of the fo]Towing m1ght have. made the
presenter more acceptab1e
a) if he spoke more c1ear1y 4 ) 6 2%
b) 1if he appeared:more knowledgeable about . , N}/f
the subJect area ' 3 1% ’
c) 1if he spoke in‘a more natural manner 6 2%
d) he was quite acceptab1e 231 92%
8. The program might have been easier to follow ‘
with:
a) .less background ndise ; 96 432 -
b) more careful organization of content 1 5%
c) greater amp11f1cat10n of main points- . 62 28%
d) more summary statements . 51 23%
9. . What effect do you think 1nfonnat10n conta1ned
in the program4w111 have on yaur teach1ng? ) X
a) has little or no relevance for‘me 1n my . .-
teaching situation ' 34 14%
b) would Tike to use but probabl; won't be
. able to. - 62 _25%
c) would like to use but don't understand enough 20 8%
d). plan to use . , 116 47%
e) alreay -know or am using . 17 . 7%
10,  The pace of the prOgram shou]d be: -
"a) much slower ‘ : Ty 2%
b) somewhat slower . . 22 9%
..c) pace was satifactory o 201 80%
d) somewhat faster : ' 23 9%
e) much faster - o 2 8
11.  What is your overall evaluation of the TV .program?
a) excellent . . , 52 21% °
b)- very good ¢ 100 40%
c ood . 76 30”
d air 22 . 9%.
© e} poor . . - 0. 0%
® 29 Z

-



The ability to use information in one's classroom is one of the most
important critéria for Judging the value of a course. The fact that 46% of

the particip nts 1nd1cated that they would be unabie to use the 1nformayion |
presented ih the course is ‘important. Th1S factor may expiain why participants
attitudes w re negatively affected as a result of participating in the course.
It is possi 1e that the participants were brought to a higher Tevel of

consciousn SS concerning the variabies 1nvoived in us1ng media in the class-

In future deliveries of this course, several factors must be considered:

A}

1) Emphasis of the°broader&appiicabiiity of the visual learning concepts;
2) Emphasis of the identification af 1oca1 resources to aid in the appiica-

tion of visual learning- concepts in thg'ciassroom, 3). Increased sensitiv1ty )

—

' to th7/1nstructional/activ1ties designed to teach attitudinal objectives.

\
Live, Interactive Seminars

R The participants overaii reaction to the 1ive, interactive seminars - 1
- Was siightiy 1ess positive than their reactions to the v1deotaped programs
(see Tabie'9) The auerage rating was 2.48. The first seminar received a
higher rating than the second seminar (2.22 compared to 2. 74) This is
quite simiiar to the site monitors ratings of student satisfaction.' The
EaN overaii rating for the‘two semipars was 2.19, with the first seminar re-.
. ceiving a ratin§ of .1.50 and the second a'rating of 2.88. “
The.participants' ratings of specific aspects of the seminar(indicated

Lo k. ,
that they were generally satisfied with the panel members and the moderator.
. / .

The main source of dissatigfaction was with the quality of the answers re-

L4 . s 2
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PART II:

' Y25 .

. | TABLEQ -, ‘

. | . N
PARTICIPANT RATING OF LIVE, INTERACTIVE SEMINARS

_ Content Frequency °= Percentage

. -

—y—

" Which of the fo11ow1ng wou1d.have made today's

- seminar more effective?

17.

18.

a) the moderator answering the questions .
himself without guests

b) use more teachers as guests o

c) use more professors or other experts
as guests

.d) the seminar part1c1pants were fine

Which one ‘af the fo11owing formats might help
you think of more meaningful questions to ask?

a) have at the beginning of the seminaﬁ a
.10 minute summary of course content
covered since the last seminar
b) show a 10 m1nute film with short segments
.from prev1ous programs at the beginning
of the seminar .

€) show at thé beginning of the seminar a

short film i1lustrating several new :
classroom demonstrations of the material
covered .

d)  have the opportunity to use the whole

+ seminar for question answering and :

discussion rather than spending part of
the program for quest1on stimulation

e) other .

The answers to the questions cou]d have been !

more valuable if there had been . S

a) less discussion of theoret1ca1 aspects
of the 3uest10ns ’

o

) more frequent use of specific classroom
examples - ' ,
c) more direct answers to questions
d; less repetition,in the guests' answers
e) ~.I'was very satisfied with the ansWers I-
heard.

i ]
‘,

]

33

18

10
n

2

4%
17%.

10%
68%

42%

" 26%
1%

6%

30%
18%
0%

. 869 .
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| TABLE 9 -- CONTINUED

Item \ Content N " Frequency Percentage//,a/’
“ 7
19. . The seminar moderator could have been more
- effective if he had: . . . B
a) kept the guests on topic better = 2 %
b) ' provided summary statements occasionally 13 12%
c) allowed each guest equal time to respond o
to questions 10 . 9%
d) kept the seminar moving at a faster pace © -
so more. questions could be answered 15 © o 14%
e) the sem1nar moderator was fine - 65 62%
22. What is your overa]1 evalyation of today's
i ~sem1nar7 _ .
) &exce]lent A : 19~ ey
) very good . , . = v37 36%
c) good : . 29 28%
d) fair . ‘ R . 15 L 15%
e) poor - ‘ ; 3 3%
\ ] I . 4 ’
. 4 \ .
. 7 \

‘ceived to the1¥louestions Forty-seven percent of the partic1pants were
" satisf1ed with tge answers they received during the first sem1nar and 41%
were satisfied during the second seminar. The part1c1pants' responses 1n-
dicated that during the first seminar, 12% wanted more direct answers- 0
their questions and during the second seminar th1s rose to 28% It may be
" that the content dealt with in the second seminar did not/ 1end itself to
simple,*direct answers, or perhaps the participants had,higher.expectat1ons ,

for the second seminar. -f .o ) ' ! ) ‘*k

/

Ancillary Activities

The‘anc111éry mocer1a1s consisted of pre-progran preparations, in-

Y

class activities, and fo11ow-op activities. In gddition, a set of reference
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. . . N o .
" materials was present in each classroom for the participants to usea The AN
participants' overall rating of the ancillary activities was between "very )

good" and good" (see Tab1e 10) The average rating wasba 2.61 on the same

‘5-point scale used to rate the v1deotapes and -seminars., The site monators

-

rated the students satisfaction w1th the ancillary mate a1s sTightiy more

o ‘ )positiveiy, they gave the anc111ary activities an average rating of 2 23

~
Some of the students' dissatisfaction arose from-the qudlity and

]

quantity of-the reading material that was assigned for glass preparation. — ‘
~The part1c1pants were asked to respond to the statement, "Too0. much reqding

" materiai was assigned for class preparation." Thirty-seven percent of. the
respondents agreed with this statement; 28% responded”’ neutraiiy, and 34% -

e

disagreed wi th the statement. They/wers also asked to react to the qu\ahty
of the reading assignm/ntS“S//respondin to the statements, "Preparatory

readings should have.been more relevant to the anciiiary activities." Twenty-

one percent agr d with this statement; 47% reSponded neutraliy; and 31%

disagreed with ‘the statement. ‘ _
The ancillary activities that were completed in class were rated

quite'iavorabi by the partiéipants? They indicated that these activities

were both relevant to the videotaped programs as as practical and
applicable to th classroom. The in‘str ions for the ancﬂiar)‘ act'n/ ies
: were ciear,and th amount of materiaisnovered 1n‘each unit was adequdte.
?he'participapts were also asked to rate the osefuiness of /the home-
.. : work ?éfty-two percent agreed the hom ‘ork'was.usefui; 28% reponded

neutra]
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TABLE 10°
- 'PART III ANCILLARY ACTIVIT;ES

-

e I -Content ' T Frequency
’ : {

'Percentage |

How often did you use materials from the”
“reference shelf, during c1ass time?

very often
often
occasiona11y
rarely
never

much time did you usua11y spend wo#ﬁ?ng -on
anc111ary activities diring cldss?
. 30 minutés or less
45 minutes
60 minutes
9Q minutes. -
two hours or more »

‘l

ancillary activities shouwld have coveréd:,

much more material
) somewhat more materjal
) material covered was adequate
d) somewhat less material
) much Tess material e

Instructions for the anci]]ary actlvities
Were clear:
“a) ‘strong1y agree
. b) moderately agree
¢) neutral .
g} moderately disagree
e strong1y ‘disagree

., Ancillary activities were re]evant to the TV '~
program:

9

a; strongly agree
b)- moderately ‘agree -
cg neutral "
moderately disagree
strongly ditsagree
L
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TABLE 10 -~ CONTINUED -
Item. . . Content ‘Frequency  Percentage
29. Time allowed for completion of the anc111a;>\\
"activities was adequate:
a) strongly agree 71 29%
b) moderately agree 109 45%
€) neutral 40 16%
- d) moderately disagree 18 7%
e) strongly disagree 4 2% -
)
30 Ancillary activities were practical and
app]ingle to the classroom: .
d) strongly agree 54 22%
b) moderately agree 99 - A%
_¢) neutral” _ ’ . 65 - 27% -
,d) moderately disagree 2 . . 9% 4
e) strongly disagree i .2 1%
31. Too much reading mater1a1 was assigned -for class -° } - B
preparation:
a) strongly agree ' 39’ 16%
b) moderately agree . . 52 21%
c)- neutral 68 28%
d) moderately disagree 56 23%
e) strongly disagree 28 Mg <« -
‘ \ o
. 32. Preparatary readings should have beep more i
relevant to the angillary activities: , ’
) strbng]y agree ’ . SR 13 5%
b) moderately agree . iy 39 N 16%
c) neutral : 114 T <47%
. - d) moderately disagree - 51. 21%
e) -strongly disagree 24 10% -
-33.. The materials on the reference shelf were not .
relevant to the ancillary activities:
a) strongly agree 8 3%
b) moderately agree - 25 11%
c) neutral i , 111 ° © 49% .
d) moderately disagree . - . 52 23%
e) strongly disagree 31 14%
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cy »~ TABLE 10 -- CONTINUED .
Item Content . Frequeffcy  Percentage
.34, Thé assigned homework was quite useful:
" a) stroﬁg1y agree . \ 35 15%
b) moderately agree ) o 90 37%
o . ) neutral LT | 67 288
d) moderately disagree - 38 16%
. ~e) strongly disagree < 10 %
35. -What-is your overall evaluation of today's *~ -
tapcillary éctivities?\//
- ' a) excellent . 30 13%
. " b) very good . g 79 . - 33%
' " ¢) good 87 36%
d) fair s ’ . . 43 18%
%) poor : . X 1 A%
36. Did you feel there-weFe any activities that
were especially innovative or creative in *
today's session? )
A} i ~ . Q 0 AV . ‘o
a) yes . 4 31 13%
b)) M - 199 , . 85%

The respondents indicated that they occasionally or rare1y‘made use
of the reference materials during class -time. Fburteénvpércent felt the
. . - il ‘ .:
reference materials were relevant; 49% responded neutrally to this item;

and 37% did not feel the reference materials wére rélevant. 7

Feedback Questions .

-~ -

The pa?ticipapts were asked to rate’ various course components for the

qdantity of useful information they recé%ved from each as compared to a

[y

traditional instructor-taught course. They used a 5-point scale with 1

indicating oﬁtsf&nding and 5 jndicating'unaccgpta51e. The frequencies of :
a * ! a * .ﬁ‘ N ’

v - e.

. : ' 38
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responses to these items,are presented in Table 11. A rank ordering of the .

various attivities is presented in Table 12. The.site monitors and video-

—_—

taped TV prograhs received ratings between "outgtandﬁhg“ and "good". The ~

seminars, preprogram activities, ancillary activities, follow-up activitfes,
- N ¢ “ o .., ’ i ° . "
and reference materials received ratings ‘between "good" and "average".

) __fhese raf?ngs‘COnfirm the‘resu1ts,of t eﬂratings of the'1nd1v1dua1.act1v1t1es:

The videotaped programs and seminars were rated'quite favorably in the

»

individual ratings and the follow-up activities and reference materials were

rated less favorab1y

K

Equipmeht hﬁnctioning

\
How well did the technology invoHved function?
The vieeotaped programs and the 1ive, interactive seminars here trans-
"mitted frok thé'University of Kentucky television studios via the ATS-6
satel1ite system. Questions for the Tive, tnteractive seminars were reported
from the;five main AESP sitesmvia the ATS-3 sate]Jite system, and for.a11 1@
,ten AESP sites via teletype and teiephone. The site monitors rated the
quaiity of the audio and video signals that were received for each seeeﬁon
‘\ by comp1et1ngr¢he Equipment Report and Student Satisfaction Form. The site
participants rated the quality of the audio and the video signa1$ received
by comp1et1ng two items on the Instructional Activities Rating Form.
The’ resu1ts of the s*te monitors' ratings of.the audio and video
signa]s for the ATS-B delivery system are presented in Table 13. -The

results of the participants' ratings are presented in Tab1e'14.

L4

»
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) * TABLE 11 .
s , PART IV: FEEDBACK QUESTIONS N
N
- . / “ — .
Item . Content °. Frequency Percentadg€
» ;' . .
. . ) « ., . P R -
38. Pre-program preparation compared to work.
usually assigned 4in other classes prior to . - ~
covering material in c1as§: - .
. a) outstanding IR SN
b) good ; 110 s 47%
v c) average . 81 35% .
~d§ poor , 8 3%
e) accéptable ’ 2 1% .
39. Televised, interactive seminars comparéd to -
other seminans-and class discussions: .
ag_ outstanding | B 33 19%
b) good 68 _ 40%
verage 62 36%
d) poor’ _ - 8 - 5%
e) unacceptable . ! ~ 1 1%
40. Ancillary activdties compared to c1ass activities
associated with. ofﬁér courses:
- a) outstanding 33 14%
: b} good $£9 38%
o c) average e . 102 43%
> d) poor ., N 5%
e) unacceptable 0 - 0%
"4T. The videotaped TV programs compared to lectures ) ' .
ugya11y associated»with other courses: . -
a} outstanding_ P 68 29% QL,} 2T
b) good . Ca e 112 48% =
c) average P 51 . 22%
¥d) poor y 5 2%
e) unacceptable - 0 , 0% ,
. e ¢ '
-42. Follow-up activities and homework assignments . ~
compared to similar activities .in other ‘courses:
- a) outstanding 24 . 10% -
" b) good 94 40% »
: c) average . . 105 45%
d) poor - 8 .. 3%
. e) unacceptable 3 1%

o

40




&

Y

33

TABLE 11 =~ CONTINUED

“Item ,', Content , Frequency  Percentage
\\ . . ' °
43. On-site reference materials compared to .
materials placed on reserve by other
instructors:
-a) outstanding - .21 - 9%
- b; ood: 77 35%
c verage 104 — A47%
d) poor , % 16 7%
e) unacceptable ‘ 4 2%
- \’ . ‘
44. The site monitor as an effective course leader:
a) outstanding ‘ 69 - 30%
b) good : 127- \\ .55%
« ¢) average . 34 15%
- dg poor 0 0%
© * e) unacceptable 2 1% .
L 5‘
> ~ TABLE 12
* RANK- QRDERING .OF INSTRUCTZONAL COMPONENTS |
Instructional Component ~ - ) LY ' Mean,
. N A 4 A
1. Site monitor L e
2. Videotaped-TV programs , ' ’ 1.97
3. Televised, interactive semina(rs \(J 2.28
4. Pre-prégr \'lpreparation 2:31"
5. Ancillary activities ’ 2.39
6. Follow-up activities 2.45
7:‘_“,0n'-si te reference materials - N 2.57°
- 7

41
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TABLE 13’

SITE MONITORS' RATINGS OF THE AUDIO AND VIDEQ SIGNALS
‘ RECEIVED VIA ATS-6 SATELLITE SYSTEM

4/14 821 428 " 5/05 5/12 2
Site Video Aud1o Video Audio V1deo Audio Video Audio V1deo Aud1o

Huntsville, AL ' 3x3 3x3 5x5 3x2 4x4 3x3 5x5 3x3 3x3 . 3x3
Rainsville, AL 4x4 \2x2f Bxd __ 3xTI* XTI IXT  5x5 3x3 oxs  IX]]
La Follette, TN 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5°  3x3
Norton, VA 4x4 3x3 4x4 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5~~-3x3
Boone, NC 4x4 3x3 4x4 3x3 5x5 3x3 4x4 - 3x3  5x5 3x3
~ 'Cumberland, MD 5x5 3x3 ng 3x3 .5x5° 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3
~. McHenry, MD 5x5 3x3 5x 3x3 ~ 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3  5x5 3x3.
Fredonia, NY 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5  3x3 5x5  .3x3 | .
+ Olean, NY 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 8x5 3x3 |
Edinboro, PA 4x4 3x3 4x4 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3 5x5 3x3

-

Vidgp Signal Rating Scale

Distortion and/or Noise Perceptibiiity " Distortion and/or Noise Objectionableness
1. Picture contént impossible to ascertain 1. Extremely annoying
2. Very perceptible distortion and/or noise 2. Very annoying _
but picture content ascertainable 3. Definitely annoying
3. Definite1y perceptible distortion and/ 4, Sightly annoying
or noise 5. Not annoying ' ;
4 Bare]y perceptible d1stortxon and/or %j -
noise <
5. Imperceptible- : ] ’ c/)
N . Audio Signal Rating Scale - . ,
Readability : " signal Strength "
1. Unreadable . : 1. Faint signals or very weak
- 2. Readable with d1ff1cu1ty . signals
.3. Readaple with practically no 2. Fair signals y
, difficulty, or no difficulty 3. Good signals or very¢good s1gna1s
) "% »
*E: indicates an unacceptable signal ' ‘ . ‘.

°

: L4z
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_TABLE 14 . -

PARTICIPANTS' REACTIONS TO TBLEVISION RECEPTION
Item Content o - Frequency Percentage
11. In general, the clarity of\the picture on the
JV set was: ‘ . T
a) excellent |, . . . 40 16%
b) very good ‘ : 86 34%
c) good < 72 . 29% -
d) fair 36 14%
e). poor , 7 7%
12. In general, the quality of the sound receéived
- fromthe TV set was: i ] o
a) excellent . ~ . 43 . 17%
b) . very good . Y 69 27%
c good 90 36%
d) fair - ’ 31 12%
e) poor \ 18 7%

The equipment worked at an-acceptable level.for 45 of the 50 possible
occasions (10.sites by 5 de1iver1es), or with a relfability of 90%: Three of

the -occasions when an unacceptab1e signal was recejved occurred in Alabama.
The Alabama sites make up the southern fringe of the satellite broadcast

. areas and they do not receive a stable signal. The poor signal received

during the fifth session in Fredonia, NY resulted from an attempt to re-
position the sate]]ite for better southern reception. This resu1ted 1n a -’
deterioration of the Fredonia site‘s,signa1 such that‘tﬁey did not receigé\
an ecceotab1e‘s§gné1 for the second half-of the fifth broadcast.

AESP wi11 make tWo deliveries of each broadcast in the future, one:

to the northern sites and one to southern.sites, in order to reach the

A3
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fringe areas moré*effectiveTy. 01ean, NY did not receive the fifth program
because the HP recelver at that site was ma]functioning..
) The site monitors average rating of the distortion and/or\\bise
‘ perceptibi]ity of the video signal received _was 4n58 meaning that the noise
was' between bare]y and 1mpercept1b1e.. The average rat1ng of the distortion -
\rand/or noise obJect1onab1eness was 4.56, meaning that it was between s11ght1y
and not annoying. The part1c1pants rated the video signal réceived between \
"very good” and "good." : - -

The site monitors® average rat1ng of the readab11ity of the audio
rece1ved was 2.86, mean1ng the _signal was readable wfth practica11y no
d1ff1cu1ty or very 11tt1e d1ff1cu1ty The average rating for the aud1f>)
signa1 strength was 2.76, mean1ng the“signal strength was good The parti-

- cipants rated the audio'sxgna1 between "very good" and "good."
Six of the s1tes were equigped to transmit two-way aud1o v1a ATS-3
" ‘These ratings are presented 1n-3g2fe 15. This- capability was used during
the seminars for the partﬁcipants to re1ay questions to the panelists in the '

-~

Lexington, KY studio. The re11ab11ity of the, functioning e;,the VHF equip-

. ment was only 50%." Half the sites were unable to transmit questnons via

ATS-3 during the two semindrs. Eive of the sites were equipped with ke1etype

and all of the sites had access to a te1ephone in order to submit questions

. to the Lexington studie. . - ~ ) Lo

o5



sl | -
Ly
.. TABLE 15

SITE MONITORS' RATINGS OF VHF FUNCTIONING

Location * oo ‘ . 'Seminar One . " Seminar Two
: Hdntsvﬂfe( - B Clix1 |® : 11 x]
LaFo'I'Iqtté ’ ' 1x1 a . 1x 1]
Norton S o 11 x2 ! | 1x2)
CunberTand N  3x3 \ | 3x3
Fredonia 2 3x3 SR . 3x3
Lexington . . 3x3 _ 3x3 ‘

* :] indicates an unaccepta




v ‘- .- CHAPTER IV

A .. SOMMRY <

"
In the Spring of 1977, the Appa]achian Education Satfiiite Proaect

:
deiivered a one hour graduate level course entitled -Visual Learning to
"55 participants in 10 sites in Appa]achia The course was designed to
a551st teachers in applying te1evision 1n the1r classrooms, inciuding the-
proper use of the equipment knowiedge‘of the availability of local and
nationa1 prodramming resources, and examination-of attitudes and motivations
with regard to the use of te1ev151on in the c1assroom

The course_oonsisted of 5 videotapes and printed guides_produced by
the New YOrk_State'Education Department's Bureau of Educational Communications‘
in cooperation with the New York State Appaiachian BOEES Consortium and
funded by the Appalachian Regiona1 Commission. These'5 tapes and 2 live,*
interactive seminars were broadcast via the ATS 6 satellite system from
the Univer51ty of Kentucky te1evision studio. _In adéition, ancillary -ma-
teriais were developed at.the University of Kentucky to supplement the’ ‘ .
_ audio-video portion of the*courset These consisted of pre-program activities,
in-ciass anciiiary activities, follow-up activities, and supplementary re-

L

ference materiais

A mu]tivariate ana]ysis of variance for pre- to posttest gains on the

L

cognitive and attitude tests indicated site and site by administration dif-

(SR

. ) ) .
ferences for the cognitive test only. This means that some of the sites gained

- more than others on the cognitdve test from the pre- to posttest adminis-

trations The ana]ysis a]so indicated that the participants made a sig-

nificant gain on the cognitive test for pre~ to posttest administrations,

[

. ‘ ‘ v k;’//ﬂ
' "~-3§b ‘ . ’ -

therefore they were ab1e to 1earn the desired content.




“may have led the participants to express a more negative attitude toward the

_ seminars, pre-program preparations, and ancifiary~activities weré s1ightly
“activities and the on-site reference Qateriais. - T L {

major probiem arose from the*instability of the signal for the sites on the

.The equipment functioned at a satisfactory Tevel, ahd plans have been made to~

.were negatively affected, possibiy because of their inabiiity to appiy the

\ 39

~The anaiysis‘aiso.indicated t'at'the participants' attitudes were
negatively affected from pre- to postitest administrations of the'attitude
questionnaire .While the participants' reactions-to the instructionai
activities were genera11y positive, one factor may have adverseiy affected ;
their attitudes. Forty—six percent of the participants reported that they

would be unable to use the information presented in the course. This, factor '

“

[4
”

S

concepts presented in the course.

-

) s . .
The participants' attitudes were very positive toward the.site monitors
- @ 5 ! .

and the videotaped TV programs; Their attitudes -toward theointeractive

/

Tess positivet( iherleast popuiar aspects of the course were the foiiow-uprg
An acceptabie television signai was received 90% of the time. The.

southern fringe of the satellite's broadcast area. In the future, AESP pians

two deliveries - one to southern sites and one to northérn sites - to_alleyiate

)

this problem. L .

Iqtconciusion, the participants were able to iearn the cognitive content

at a satisfactory level. They responded, positively to the learning aptivities.

improve the technicai aspects of course delivery. The participants' attitudesi

. concepts in their classrooms. Future AESP deliveries should strive to

emphasize a broader appiicabiiity of course concepts, the identification of

Tocal resources to facilitate the appiication of course concepts, and a greater

sensitivity to content designed to attain attitudinai objectives.

. |
f _ 4 y - . | . i
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Appalachian Education Satellite Program
Resqurce Coordinating Center
Evaluation-Component ‘ ¥
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky ‘
Lexington, Kentucky 40506

N

»  EXTERNAL REVIEW.OF OBJECTIVES AND CONTENT OUTLINE (EROCO) #03

" Please respond to the following areas. " You may consider this as a guide in
reviewing each objective and its content outline. Sincé this material.is in
draft form, please make notes .throughout the document also. . .

Please return both the Objectives and the Outline.
Topic of Unit: '

Reviewer's Name: ° : A ?

'Instructions (

/

Place a check in the area above the number that ref1ects your attitude_toward
the statement directly above. Please comment in the Section below.

&

fA) ThevobJectives ref1ect the most ]mportant issues for coverage of th1s top1c

" ‘stétng?y L . , £;g e . ' strongﬂ
disagree 7 = L Y agree | .
.( r—.’ i o - *:%%ﬂ 1 3 k..l .
R B E A O S ERR - 6 -7
Comments: SN oow ¢ fﬂﬁlx ‘?r

B) The objectives are clear,

str"ong"ly ¢ ' . ] $strong'] y

s i
- disagree : N agree
Voo, y -\ ) " (N [ 11
1 2 3. 4 5 6 “7.
.o ‘R
) Comments . -
%‘ L3
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. . . Mo, Lo “
C) The objectives are appropriate for the target audience.
~ strongly ) ‘ \' , _ ™ strongly |
¢ disagree o agree :
* L - 1 L' . i 1 1 ‘1 2 {
1 2, 3 4 - 5 6 7 ‘ . -
Comments: :
ey _ L - :
N : ‘ - ; .-
L o - v .
D) The objectives and outline try to cover too much material.
- i ] ) .. _ » . o
strongly . ‘ - strongly
disagree. . ® agree
L 1 \ i 1 L] . lf 1
1 2 3 4 v 5 6 7

Comments: - (what might be omitted?) _

- ) R
«
- - .
: ¢
« "
.

4

E) The content dutline reflects. a sufficient coverage of the topic.

s'trongl y ' *  strongly
disagree N 7’ agree
[N 1 I 1 1 1 1L 1 _3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

'Comments: (what additional information might be included?)

- -

. ‘F) The outline conveys a logical order for content development.

strongly ) strongly
disagree agree — .
L I ] 1 1 { 1 | )
A ~ 2 3 -4 5 6 7 g .
. _ , g

Comments:
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g) - The objectives and out}'lne are relevant to the needs- of the Appalachian Region.

strbng'ly d . . R “strongly
~ «adisagree ' agree
t 1 1 i [} i . | - {
1 2 .3 4 5 6 7.
Comments: |
£ ] / ~

H) Do you have any suggestions for sources of information and supp‘iementar,y
materials which might be used for content development?

? m

I) Do you know of any exemplary media on the topic?

T .

L3

J) Are the approaches 1dent1fied for this course realistic in tenns of material-
: and economic support from the Tocal 'school.site?

. Feel free to make comments thF;ug\hout the document. Do you have any other general
_ feedback?

!

b ~ . .,
.

O ank you for your help. S o ,
‘ERIC P .52
— 1)} mt/ 11/ 9/ 76 , ;
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Appa1ach1an Education Sate1111e Program
Resource. Coordinatipg Center-
Evaluation Component
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky .-
Lexington, Kentucky 40506

RATING SCALE FQ§ ANCILLARY ACTIVITIES (RéAA) #19

s

Vg

InstructiOns

Ancillary Act1v1ty

P1ace a check in the area abgve the number or space that identifies
your attitute toward the statement directly above. Please feel free
to comment 1n the space below each item.

>

1.

2.

Enough 1nformat1on is prov1ded to comp1ete the ancillary activity.

Strongly e / - Strongly

Disagree » ’ . : Agree

The anciliary activity complements the unit objectives.

Strongly . - . Strongly

Disagree ) Agree

Commgnts:




¥
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.
-

3. The ancillary activity nee&& to be broadened so it -covers the. unit

materials more thoroughly.

L

N *

Strongly - ) lS\tr‘ong'!y- s

Disagree ) gree
? . | (. |

H ' [} - 1 i H ] !
1 2 3 - 4 5 . 6 7

. Comments: : 3
. /, | ' <’ T /"‘
. '

4.. The directions are difficult to understand. . .
Strongly Strogg1y
Disagree ) . Agre
! $ .1 1 ' i Pl . |

1 273 4 5 7 6 7 3
Comments:
, » . TN~

5. This particular type of activity.is the most effect
tp obtain the objectives.

.

Hye means by which .

Strongly - , Strongfy_
Disagree - “.e = Agree
.l_.- 1 1 1 [ N ‘ 1 ¥ )
1 2 3 4 ’ 5 6 / ;
- }N
Comments: ~
NN | °
\ 13

. i e =]

-
4 . - \ . a ,

04 ?

w~t

.

-
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. . 4 ]

The ancillary activity is top simplistic.

Strongly ‘ . \ o Strongly
Disagree ) . Agree
t ) o' ! [ ' [} ! |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
by :
Comments:

-

The student w111 gain 1mportant know]edge from, completing the
ancillary act1v1ty

R

Strongly- T~ - Strongly
Disagree \— .\\>\‘~—- - . Agree
»
] 1 l‘ ] . ] ° ‘ 1 !
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
’éonments:;
\ .
> vﬂ
~ The student will ga1n 1mportant experience from comp]eting the
' anc111ary act1v1ty
Strong1y : N Strongly -
Disagree . . . Agree
o ' 1 VL 1 o ¢ '
1 2 3 4 -5 6 7
Comments: | - )
] ’ N -
. . ‘ ‘ 5:3 . -
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9. The ancillary activities should be able to be completed in the time ‘
allotted. o , \ ‘ .
-~ ' Strongly \ . Strongly . .
- Disagree \ Agree .
[ i | | I \ 1 ’ t '
- 2 3 4 5 6 7

Comments:

B
- - .
M .
= - .
. . .
- .
. - v
. . >
- ~ .
. B .
' . - . L4
. .
- . - . .
£ - ¢
3 .
. «

10. The ancillary activity should appeal to the intended auqiénce.
Strongl \ : : CStrong'I_y )
Disagred \ o ( Agree
/‘< , * .
o ! ' ' 1 ‘ \ .t © 3 N .
’ 1 2% 3 4 5. 6 7
Comments: L .
’ ) B -
- .t )
Any othe:, comments or gmfg‘ﬁe?tions on the ancillary activity. v !
Ay . ‘_' , \ *
- . . ‘ P -
/ L. . . , s O
\
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- APPENDIX 2
Partici pants.1n Visual Lear;ﬁng‘ Seminars ¢
April 21 seminar : o ’

. Mrs. Dorothy Owen ~ . . . '
Radio & ITV Consultant
South Carolina Dept. ‘of Education

3 [

Mr. Harold Hill T
Professor of Communication -
University of Colorado : T

Mr. John L. Debes -~ . - _ .
> Educational -Consultant .
- " .TEastman Kodak Company

L l May 12 seminar

Mrs. Sandy Welch . .
5 Directdr of Programming )
Kentucky Educational Television % -
P ) . : Pad . I
: Dr. Charles Klasek ! .
Associate Professor of Media ) )
Soythern Illinois University

"Ms. Rebecca Mushko s T ¢
Junior High School teacher : g .
-Roanoke,. Virginia _ ", ,

Q 7 . . '\ b - .‘ 7
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Appalachian Education Satellite Program
Resource Coordinating Center
Evaluation Component

302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky B
Lexington, Kentucky 40506 '
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COMBIMED" ATTITUDE AND BACKGROUND QUESTIbNNAIRE‘FOk VISUAL LEARNING #33

-

This questionnaire is divided into 2 parts. The first part is concerned with your
attitudes towards television and the second part asks for some backgrourd information.
Please answer as truthfully as possible. " Your answers do not affect your grade in
the course, but also help .us to assess.the effectiveness of the course and suggest
improvements. ) ’
-Be¥sure you have an Op-Scan form titled "General Purpose Answer Sheet." lrite
your name on the upper left-hand corner on the back of the.form. Fill out the
'_EBzcia] Codes' and Student Number boxes as follows: ‘

| 123486 78310021218K

T nae TOL G G AVHE I DDA R ° \

(38 Al IRy S0 wheepn g s m—yem e o ..
St YR ) N
g @(@Kgqaﬁﬂéﬂﬁiﬁik)q l-] I l_J l !:}_. *in columns 1-6 fi11 in 330300
g1o 0l0 #10) 1oL X JDICINIOIOIOIGNS o o
DEOOOMHOOORWOMOOOERHOOQ +in columns 7-10 fi11 in your
" r’:?(ﬁl@@-'?(f‘)@(t")ﬁi“fifi‘)‘E’(’?)C‘rC‘)@G)O(; . four-digit student number
SLIODCe Qe COINROOMROON , ‘
EOCIONGET | QOO RIOO
. . "'_')"-_);(:')C"‘_}"\,:g‘f,_.-)\';f)('}.”\:.",'_j;"i‘_‘!@(j)(f-)z:\(:-)(S\(_s_\-;'.. i . ‘ \
@O DT MISTOLAT AN TG TOISLOTRIE
S RN ST DIOTIGLOIR GIOXOLeT R ol Ol
Y i GO IR GI GIRAROI G LY
[ BT Fdcn Hadmcneey
fua e ' R ETETR O ' THE!

TR RATAYH

) l‘C‘ e )
2 w0 ? l'."‘ A T G TR T . I b .
c(y A w0 s (O , o

|)(_) ;O LT bote an (“)‘

PR T gy e 50
—

-

——— o o e

ey . ’ . “ :

" Yse a s6ft-lcad.(#2) pencil to mark the answer sheet -- do not use a pen or
ball-point. If you change your mind or make a mistake, Le sure that you-erase
completely. Do not make any other marks on the answer sheet.

For each statement in the first part mark:
' | € & .
5 - If you strongly agree with the statement
4 - If you moderately agree, ‘ .
3 - If you feel neutral \
-2 - If you moderately disagree -
.1 - If you strongly disagree. ) y -

e

The second™part of the questionnaire asks for background information. The
information obtained is potentially very helpful in conducting the course and
in evaluating its usefulness. Please answer all questions on the form unless
a question«does not apply or if you cannot remember the information asked for.
This information is kept confidential. o

Q . ) ) - ' _
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b Combined’Attitgde and .Background Questionnaire for V?;ua] Learning page 2

i. Cable 'te1ev1's1'on can éenerate a sense of community. ” -
.'é. V{deotapes can be used to-promote se]f—awarenessﬂ ,
3. Videocassette p1ayers are difficult to use.
Television can teach values.

" Adults should watch certa1n TV shows with their. ch11dren

Students don't read well becguse they watch too much te1ev1s1on«

TeJev1s1on is forcing teachers to be more enterta1n1ng

-

4
5
6. _There is noth1ng on commercial TV that my students should watch
7
8
9.

\There are no programs broadcast dur1ng the school day that cou1d be used in my
c]assroom

10. Peop1e ought to stop cr1t1c1z1ng ch11dren s TV programs and comnerc1a\//’

Lt TV can be used'in reach1ng ‘students of- a11 ages and backgrounds

'f 12. Curriculum guides (teacher's quides) fon ITV- programs are helpful. S
' «13: TV and v1deo can help teachers to 1nd1v1dua11ze their classes. . v
u 14, People can 1earn some things more effectively from Ty than from a teacher.

|
15. After parents, TV 'has become perhaps the most potent influence on the beliefs,
attitudes, values, and behavior of young peop]e

16. FOr some ch11dren, TV may prov1de more 5ustenance/ﬂhan their home 11ves

17. Students watch so much television at home that they should not watch it
during school hours. .

18. Distrib tyng TV scripts in advance of programs to be broadcast for teaching
reading’ ¢an advance student's reading skills. ,

19.- A teacher shou]d be with students before and after v1ew1ng TV or v1deo
20. Teachers need not be in their c]assrooms while their students are - watchlng
a program,

‘21, Sex .

1. Male . . -
2. Fema]e - -

23.. Description .of commun1ty in wh1ch you teach (or work 1n some other area in
education) )
1. Rural
2. Suburban : : .
3. Urban -

Q X .
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Combined Attitude and Background Questionnaire for Visual Learning .

(]

page 3

\
30. Are you taking this course for.credit?

4
H

24.‘ Age‘in years as of last birthday

~

1. 21-30
2. 31-40
3. 41-50
4, 51-60
5. 61 or over

25 Score bn GRE Verbal (leave blank if you have not takén it or do not
¢ remember score)

-~

. 400 or below ’ ' _ L.

]

2. 401-450 . .

3. 451-500 ’ . ‘ .

4. 501-550 . q
5. 551 or above

26. Seore on GRE Quantitative'(leave b1ank if you have not taken it or do not
remember score) j
l
|
{

1. 400 or below
2. 401-450 _ ‘ o .
3. 451-500 "
4. 501-550 .
5. 551 or above L
& . .
27. Position during 1976-1977 academic year
1. Classroom teacher’ "
2 >~dedbrarian .

[

3. Hedia Specialist
4. School administrative position
5. Other

28. Choose the grade range that c1ose1y approximates the grades you work with

1. E1ementary - all grades
2. 1-3
3. 4-6
4, 7-9
| 5. 10-12
29. Work experience in teaching
| i
% 1. 1 year or less : . -
2. 2-4 years ) .
" 173, 5-8 years , :
4., 9-15 years

5. 16 years or more

1.v Yes . ? . ‘

2. No -

oe -
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. Combined Attitude and Background Questionng{re for Visual Learning page «

~

31.  If you have registered for credit .where would you 1ike to obtain creagt’ .

Y

(1eave b1ank if not registered for credit)

1.
2.

.

Un1Versity of Kentucky ", , an
Other Co]lege or University : N

\

32. What was your undergraduate grade-point aVerage? (convert to four-point
scale where A=24) - > .

1.
2
-3,
4
5.

1
3.
4.
5‘

34, Last degree completgg.

.
(3, JE- AR N N o
.

.- Baccalaureate degree

v

less than 2.50 . n .

33. Hhat was your graduate gradé-point average7 (convert for four-point
scale where A = 4) .

less than 3.00

-9 3.01-3.25 ) ’ . -

3.26-3.50 - ‘ '
3.51-3. 75 .
3.76-4.0

+

High School Diploma = . .
Baccalaureate -

Master's . :
Specialist -
Doctorate ‘

55. If you are currently enrolled 1n a cé]]ege program which of the following best
describes your purpose? .

& f.
Master's degree or Doctorate /"“:)
Enrolled in courses to maintain teaching certificate :
Other : .
Not enrolled

DMM/mt/3/29/77 B
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Appalachian Education Satellite Program

R ; - Resource Coordinating Center
o Evaluation Component
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky \
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P ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE FOR VISUAL’LEARNING #34

-

" This questionnéiré is concerned with your attitudés towards television. Please answer
as truthfully as possible. Your answers do not affect your grade in the course, but
help us to assess the effectiveness of the course and suggest improvements.

Op-Scan form titled !General Purpose Answer Sheet." -Write your

Be sure you have an v
Fill eut the Special

nae on the uppér left hand corner on the back of the form.
Codes and Student Number boxes as follows:

123456782100 1217 HIS

-ST"H 1AL COLY S T N NUAR R

lelo/Fol

LTI

an

LTH DATL
o t YR

HOOE

xmon

in columns 1-6 fi11 in 340305

DOON@
DOOOHOE
D020
L Jolo] 1olo:

DOOO
2002
20D
20O
OO

DO
- CROOO

A

O

HOODE

0O TOAC!
HOOTOe

DAODEOL

C 1z
DVODE

HHOOCOOO:
HODERODMD "
2ROERGEOQO.
DOVOEOGDC
DOGODDHD
HHOOEDED
CEOHEHOOOE

POOOEEO

in columns 7-10 fill in your'
four-digit student number

RARI

A
ALY R .
.

)

'C" . ‘ \
Q. c ) TR
3O RO GO0
Yo,

- cmea w—— -

AYAY YY) R N A I Y R LR N 4
B IR T Tt TS T A O IO R
T i G g D G YRR
e T

1t 1y oy e g .‘| !

-, Lo
1(( } Al N i

<O
Q

o)
rwo
caan (M)

cow = = cemmeme -

- D

-

Use a soft-lead (#2) pencil to m;rk the answer sheet -- dpo not use a pen or
ball-point. If you change your mind or make a mistake; be sure that you erase
completely. Do not make any .other marks on the answer sheet. ~ e .

-

»

- X

For.each statement mark:

5 - If you
4 - If you
3 - If you
2.~ If you
1 - If you

strongly agree with the statement * . ‘ .
moderately agree- Coa B
feel*neutral . s
moderately disagnee ’
strongly di’sagreé ,

s

The information obTained is potentially very helpful in c0nauctfng'the course

. - and in evaluating its usefulness. Please answer all questions on the form. :
This information is kept confidential. ‘ .

>0




Attitude‘Questionnaire for Visual Learning N ) pag;“c .

- N

o

1. Cable television can generate a sense of community.

2. Videptapes’ can be used to premote self-avareness.

&

3, Videocassette players are difficult to use.™ ' . )
‘ A *

4. Television can teach values. v
o - [y : . N /
5. _Adults 'should watch certain TV shows with their children.

There- is nothing on commercial TV that my-students should ‘watch.

Students don't read well because they watch too much television.

f?

There are no programs broadcast during the schoo] day that cou]d be used 1n my
classroom.

v -

6
7
8. Television is forcing teachers to be more enterta1n1ng
9

- /
10. People ought to stop cr1t1c1z1ng ch11dreq s TV programs and commercials.
/ N

»

11. TV can be used in reacplng students of aﬂ] ages and backgrounds /

; 12. Curriculum guides (teacher's du1des) for ITV programs, ‘are he1p7 1.

13. TV and vfdeo can help teachers to. 1nd1v1dua11ze their c1asses¢
14. Peodﬁe can learn some things more effectively from a TV than/from a teacher.

15. After parents, TV "has become perhaps the most potent 1nf1ue ce on the belief§,
__attitudes, values, and behavior of young people. '

16. For some children, TVLmay provide more sustenance than th ir home 11ves

17. Students watch so much television:at home that they should not watch it

~ during. school hours. . . j '
N . ;

18. ‘Distributing TV scripts in advaﬂfe of programs to be broadcast for teac ing
reading can advance student s reading skills. / .

19. A teacher should be w1th students before and after v1ey1ng TV or vided.
20. Teachers need not be ‘in their classrooms while their students are watch;ng-
. {

!

a program. : , o
' 'Y N I

i
|
i
- - 2 ,,.;E‘;\ - N
A -
E
]
3
|
{
§

4

oMW/mt/3/29/77 ' t
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. .. - ° . Appalachian Edlcation Satellite Program .
Resource Coordinating Center
302 Bradley HaTll, University o:déé;tucky
\ ‘ Lexington, Keptucky' 40506 -

INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES RATING FORM FOR VISUAL LEARNING -#35

This questionnaire is composed of four parts. Part I-rates the taped TV programs,

Part Il rates the TV seminars, Part III rates the ancillary activities, and Part IV

asks for an.overall rating of the amount of useful information you received from each
type of instructional medium. An additional blank piece of paper is provided for any
comments, criticism, or suggestions you may have for course revision. . \ a,

quts I, II, and [}I of this quesfionnaire déa}/with your reactioﬁs to today's ifstruc-

F1ona1 activities.” Only fill out the parts that correspond to today's activities, e.g. —

}f you sq¥va TV seminar and did the ancillary activities, you would complete Parts II,
II, and“IV.- . |

Please answer as truthfu]]& as possible. Your answers do not affect your grade in the
course, .but help us-to assess the effectiveness of the course and suggest improvements.

Mark your answers on the Op-Scan sheet provided. Turn your Op-Scan sheet so that the
special codes and student number boxes are on your lower left. Fill out the special
codes and %}udent number boxes as indicated below:

N 23456089l RIES

s BtRTH DATE | SPECIAL CLDLS | STUDLNT wuMutH _
gl Mot YR ] | | ‘] ! M .
JEY olojolo CINHLNT BEN in columns 1-4 £i11 in 3503
POOOEOEPOHROGOGADOE

@@@@@@@@@q9®®®®®@®q *in columns 5-6 i1l in the class
HECOOOEOORTDOOO®OO JC)} . session number
@@@@0@@0@0@@@@@@@@@ ) ) ) -
@@.@@r}@@@@@!@@@C-)@@@@@! in columns 7-10 f+11 in your four- . '

Oz.

510030 0], Jojoloe Ploleloletotblele; digit student number
OOOOPOOEOGOOVOHBEOE :
Bloj0lolotolotolalo ololololulUlololU e \ .= .
olalala ololeielold blololateloleloles :

Om

1E51 DGO GGG D E @M
FORM « DO RO1WRITE IRT IS
AQ) 10! . N THIS SPACE [wort D —
80O 200 2O rwowmn I i Q
cO 339 0 0OCOO saO | o
o) 4h T : (Giav ) « ) ~ ’
. 4

Y
Use a soft-lead (#2) pencil to-mark the answer sheet -- do not use a pen or ball-point.
Be sure your mark fills the entire block of the response you wish to make. Your mark -
should Be heavy, bladk and stay within the 1ines so that the machine can read your -
_replies. If you change your mind or make a mistake, be sure that you erase completely.
Do not make any other marks on the answer ipeet.

s . ~
- 7

Turn the sheet so that the words "General Purpose Answer Sheet" are on your upper left.
Begin answering at the_appropriate part for today's activities. Be careful that the item

number on.the questionnaire corresponds to the number on the Op-Scan sheet that you are
marking. ) -

-

I any of the questions are not applicable, please leave those jtems blank!

EJEg&;e‘site éoérdinator will provide you with these numbers. (;5; : . -

\
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Instructional Activities Rating Form-for Visual Learn%ng

' page 2. ?\

-

- Al

E

< _PART I: Visual Learning ngeotapeé

In questions 1-4, rate thesefcdmponents of the Visual Lea;ning videgtapes for their
value in helping understand the overall content of the program using the fo]]owing

scale: ‘ .
1 = excellent . ‘o o
2 = very gg?h - i : ’ : T
3 = good , : o
4 = fair’ - - . (ﬁi
5 = poor - . . .

1. The presenter's discussion of .material was:

2. The interviews of experts or practitioners were:

Rate the aspects of the program listed in questions 3-5 for the amount of time you
feel should have been spent on these subjects using the following scale:

. 1 .
? 4 x

1 = much more time
2 = somewhat more time -
) 3 = coverage was adequate ' . I
4 = somewhat less time
5 = much less time
3. Discussion of the thepreticaf aspects of each topic
, . _
4. Discussion of procedures for using the materials C ‘ ///
5. Examples of the actyal application of the techniques in~the classroom
. - s < . .
6. The program might have been more effective if they had covered: .
(If the program coverage was adequate, mark option five.) \
1) less material but in greater depth - \ - .
2) less material * , PO .
o -~ 3) more material in less depth . L , \
" 4) -more material relevant to the central issues of the topic e /J
5)‘ program coverage was adequate ’ . \
'7. MWhich of the following might have made the presenter more acceptable?
(If the presenter was acceptable, mark option, four.) - . ¢
o N ¢ :
1) if he spoke more clearly . | C
2) if he appeared more know]edgable about -the subject area
____3) if he spoke in a more natural, Wanner 4 / « “*
4) he was quite acceptable ‘ d ;
N PR . . - . - st - S - — —_— RS —_———
- i & -
8. The program might have beep edsier to follow Withi/// o )
1) less background noise ) ' .
2) more careful organization of content /4
3) gredter amplification of main points )
QO  4) more summary statements Co .
EMC - w * ¢ 6 j

. .
. + L
[}
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. Instructional Activities Ratino Form/for Visual Learning pige 3

. ) ‘ k) ‘ \0

9. What effect do ‘you think the information~contained in the program will have on
your teaching? L B ) -
1) has 11tt1e or no relevance for me 1n my teaching situation .
2) “would like to use but probab]y won't be able to L 4
3) would 1ike to use but don't understand enougn 7

) 4) ‘plan-to use
5) already know or am us1ng

~10. The pzje/9£~the program should be: : .. : ’
1) mdch slower X ) o~ )

2) “somewhat slower _— i
pace was satisfactory . .
4) somewhat faster (;'

) //// '5) much faster

11. In general, the clarity of the picture on the TV set was: $~"‘-

*

excellent . . .
.very good ' -
good . ' )
fair . .
_poor ' < .

/

[

o1 W N -
e S S S St

1%. In éeneral, the qua1iiy of the sound from the IV set was:
) excellent . . ° Lo ) . ’
) very good . . - :
)
)

1

2

3)- ) « P
4 fa1 : .

5 3

poor | e e .

. 13. There were annoying distractions in the room whiqg viewing T(i )
: : : q

* . 1) very often . : ‘e .
2) often .° ; - -
3) occasionally - o o
4) rarely . , ‘
5) never . - - X N

+14. What is your 9vera1? evaluation.of the TV program:
1) excellent .. . o o <
W;Z very good ’ .
3) good o . ) N
4)*- *fﬁjr [arliag o) PP . .o ’ ¢ N e
5) poor ( < | . .

15. Do you have specific comments or suggestions regarding the TV, prograr? - -
. . B ¢ . .
‘ T) yes St .
©  2).no e >

If your answer'is yes, write your eomments on the blank paper(S?’

y n'o
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Instructiona] Activities Rating Form for Visual Learning page-4 . _

.

& ' .

~ -

PART I1I: Semfinars

X s
16. Which one of the following would have made today's seminar more effective?
‘}f the seminar participants were fine, mark option four)

1) the moderator answering the quest1ons himself without quests
2) use more teachers as guests
) use more professors or other experts as guests
4) the seminar part1c1pants were fine .
17. Which one of the following seminar formats m1ght he]p you think of
/ . more meaningful questions to ask? 4 -

1) have at the‘beg1nn1ng of the seminar a 10 minute Summary of course ) .
content covered since the last seminar

Nt

2), &how a 10 minute film with short.segnehts from prcvious programs

- - . at the beginning of the seminar @ . .
~ 3) show at the beginning of the seminar a short’ fidmwi1lustrating -
several new classroom demonstrations of material covered- )

4) have the opportunity use the whole seminar for quest1on»answer1ng ) ~
and g1scussﬁon rathefj%!igsisend1ng part of the program for question ‘.
stimulation

5) other [please specify by writing on the blank paper prOV1ded)

18: The answers to the quest1ons could have been more va]uab]e if there had

. been*. . . - ?‘\
/ 1) less discussion of theoretical aspects of the question -
- 2) "more frequent use of specific clasSroom examples . )
3) more'direct answers to the questlons : ‘ ' .
4) 1less repetitior in the guests' answers »
5) 1 was very sati<fied with the ahswers«{ heard - )
e ~.\
19. The senﬁhar moderator ‘could have been more effective if he had i
J) kept the guests on.the top1c better . - » o —
© "~ 2) provided summary statements occasionally o , R
. 3) a11owed each guest equa1 time to respond to questions -
) 4) "kept the seminar moving at a faster pace4sm more questions could be answered
5) the seminar moierator was f1ne = -
20. If there was not’time to answer your questions on lhe seminar do you fee] that L
the answer, you will receive via te]etype or VHF w111 be useful? .
. ~
1) yes. - S : ' _
2) no S \ . L
"21. Do you feel that answering questions via teletype or VHF is a service that B
needs to be cont1nued7 o
1) yes ‘: N : ) . % ‘ ) _
2) no ) : 4
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Instructionai Activities Rating Form for Visual Learning L page 5

‘e

‘22. _What Js your overall evaluation of today's seminar?-

1) excellent } , ' ’
, 2) very good : ,
3).

.good . ' o
&) e . ) _ ' '«
5) “poor e ' o
> L LT ' . ’ \ n
, 23. Do you have specific comments on/suggestig;s about the seminar? i
1) yes ot L -
2) no 7 ) X -~
:
If your answer was yes, write your comments on the blank paper
- provided.

PART III: Aﬁci]]ary'Activities . . \

A

24. How often did you use materials from tHe reference shelf during class time?

¢

1) very often

. 2) often :

'3) occasionally L

4) rarely ' "/
5) newver

25, How much_ time did you usually spend working on the ancillary act1v1t1es
during class?

14 B

1) 30 minutes or less e
2) 45 minutes ’
3) 60 minutes ' ’ R
4). 90 minutes ¥ ‘ ' :
Y 5) two hours or more - ®
" ¢ .

- -
LA 4

. p PR
26. The ancillary activities should.have cqvered: -

) much more®material . _
) somewhat more material N .
) material covered was adequate

4) somewhat less material

5) much less material

1
2
3

2

_ Rate questions 27-34 according to the following ;ca]e:

stronqgly agree . i .. ,
moderately agree . . . . ) ..
no opinion or neutral , . ¢
moderately disaqree T . * o
strorgly diasgree ' :

S
; Vd
.
LB wWwn) —
e e St S S
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X )

L] ) L

\

N ::,,,.;-& —,

. - . A “
T - |
27. Instructions for the ancillary activities were clear.

28. Ancillary activities were relevant to tHe TV program.
29, Time allowed for completion of anc#11&ry activities'was adequate.
20. Ancillary activities were practical and app]iéab]e to the classroom.

271. Tno much ragding material was assigned for class preparation.

32. Drenaratory readings should have been more relevant to ¢he.anci11ary activities.

33, The materials on the reference shelf were not relevant to the ancillary
activities.

34, fhe assigned homework was quite useful.

35. “hat_is your overall evaluation of today's ancillary activities?

1) exceHer\fa7 | '
2) very good~ . '
3) good . .
4) fair )
5) poor R
26. Nid you fee1/there were any activities that were especially innovative
: ur creatwvef1n today s session? . .
1). ye; ) , .
. i 2) nO ' ’ A ° '

f
If yes,please identify those activities on the blank paper provided.

37." Do you have specific comments or suggestions about the-class session?
- hd 3

1) yes -
2) no
[¥ your answer was yes, write your comments on the blank paper provided.
y .
{
. z 3 . ~\'
. N ',,,% a
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s

w

Part IV: Feedback Questionnaire

« Rate the fo]]ow1ngseven1nstruct1ona1 activities according to the quant1ty of
uéeful information you received from each as compared with a trad1t1ona1
instructor-taught course.

<) T = outstanding - rece1ved a lot more from the, activity than you
L usually obtain from similar act1v1t1es in a teacher
v preparation course ..
2 = good - received a 1ittle more from the activity
3= average - received about the ‘same amount from the activity
4 = poor . - received somewhat less
5 = unacceptale - received a 10t 1ess information from the activity"

38. Pre-program preparation compared to work usually assigned
- in otheér classes prior to covering material in class.

39. " Televised, Interactive -Seminars compared ‘to othe: seminars .
and class discussiors.

40. Ancillary activities compared to class activities assoc1ated w1th . .
" other courses. ) ;o D

41. The videotaped TV programs compared to lectures usually associated_
with other courses. - . .7

42. Follow-up activities and homewqrk assignments compared to similar
activities in other courses. .

- 43, On-site. reference materials compared to nater1a1s placed on reserve by
other instructors. :

T
44, The site monitor as an effect1ve course leader.
<
.45. Do you have any specific comments or suggest1ons concern1ng these -
comparison? o , . . ‘
;g "o ! ) B . \ . o
1f your answer was yes, write your comments on the blank paper provided \ o
. A . . o -
. : \
. N . )
P) ;,, ' ) j ) \\
4 ] e \
-~ \

ECMWmt/3/30/77 | : v o ' ,




' . Appalachian Education Satellite Programs : .
x Resource Coordinating Center - ! - -
. Evaluation Component -
302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky
Lexington, Kentucky 40506

Py

EQUIPMENT REPORT AND STUDENT SATISFACTION FORM (ERSS) #09

Program # __ " Site # ~* . Date

Local Time: starting . ending

If you have had any equipment problems during this program, please describe the
problem as specifically as possible and’'note any action taken. . Y ’

s

s

If the problem involves any of the following piecés of equipment please complete
the Equipment Trouble Log: television set, video tape recorder, teletype, DAA
interface, telephone line, or cable system. - -

>

Did the .above-mentioned problem result in an impairment of service during th
program? Yes __ No ___ . If yes, please explain: T

e e T
B 3

P g

The following items refer to the above program number (corpp1et'e all that apply) SR

4 - i~
HP Receiver signal strength Azimuth reading oo ‘%
Elevation reading‘ ‘ , ' T : ) 4
' ’ R \ s h " . ' . R ’ e M 7 3
Please circle the appropriate response using the criteria outtined in the Site :fﬁ

Coordinator's Manual: Remember to-use the correct sequence in colums

one and two as described in the manual. ' ‘
Audio Signal 4-Charinel Audio Signal. " Video Signal

TV Audio Channel 1 | Charnel 2 | Channel 3 | Channel 4| - TV Video - .

1 T R U A A ORI B A 1 1, A ’
2., 2" . 2 .2 2 2| 2 2 2., 2 2 2

3 3 .33 3 3 |3 3773 3 3 3
___go R __go ___ 9o ____go -4 4
___no go __nogo| ___nogo i __ no go | ___no go 5 5-
ATS-6 System o , . ____.g:. o
____operative ’ — 39
___inoperative s '

) ¥ o * .
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ERSS - page 2 -
N 5
Audio Signal TemBerature . i
VHF . ' . ‘
1 1 3 Weather . Clouds Wind Snow Ice .
, 2L 2 " Little/none ' \ T
3 3 ‘Moderate - -
g0 - o . Heavy
____no go
,{ )
~ . \]
M1sce11aneous Prob1ems (Check all that app]y)
There was a de]ay in program broadcast .

'Low attendance. - State prohable reason \
Cance]Jation or postponement of class. State probable reason

Missing ancillary materidls s
Missing evaluation materials . . N

Student Satisfaction: , .

Taped Program .- Live Seminar v Ancillary Activities
— excellent __ excellent ___ excelient
___ very good/' ___ Vvery good ‘ ____suery good
e___'good / ____ good ‘ ___ good e
—_ fair ____ fair ___ fair
« __ poor . poor . : —__ “poor
For Seminar Days only R . ‘ o

) 5 . ,
1. 'How many questions were sent in from your site?

* 2. Did YouL transmit questions.individually as they were generated “or in
( groups ~? (Check appropr1ate cateqory) If questions were grouped, what
' was the—“sua1 number of questions in a group?

-

For Anci]]ary Sttes:

3. How man§ ‘times were you 1nterrupted By a busy signal when attempting to
transmit:questions to the main site? \

4. How long did it take .to transmit the questions to the main site?

Y .
~

In the space be]ow and on the back write the reactions and suggestions made by
the-studerits about today!s activities. Include any suggestions, special prob1ems,
. or requests that you m1ght have Also, write student numbers of absent students ‘e

Aromback. , _
73 _“o. ' \ , . ~ o

.
-
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ducation Satellite Programs

-

Appalacﬁigg E

Resource Coordinating Center - ' - :
Evaluation Component , :
> : 302 Bradley Hall, University of Kentucky v
Lexington, Kentucky 40506 e

A

: EQUIPMENT TROUBLE LOG (ETL) #10

For the weaek ofs

Site:

Person Filling Lﬂ 1o0g: ) . . *

Instyuctions: Pill in this form as breakdowns occur and repairs are made, Send the form to tha'ncc Evaluation Componené
at the end of each week, If there are no breakdowns during a week, write NONE across the form. Record all breakdowns and £111
in all columns when work has been completed, Carry incomplete repairs.over to the top of the log of the following week.

> N 4 -
Y ' < - . )
BREAKDOWN . :\M\/n K REPAIR REQUEST . - SERVICE CALL , REPAIR .
Date and Time of ] Date and Time Repair Request Date and Time of Initial Service Date and Time Repair Completed and
- Breakdown and Name| Made and Name and Company of Call and Description of Trouble Comments on the Effectiveness of the
- " of Malfunctioning Person Trouble Reported,to ° : . - ‘Equipment and Repair Procedures ' 8}
Equipment - ) . )

~ « .
v

e

A FuliText provided by ERIC
[N

-




"The~ ork upon which this pubhcatwn is based- was performed pursuant to-
Contrgct #76-100C0- 3009A=76-C2-0E-0226 with the Appalachian Regiofal Commission
under a prime cantract-between the ARC and” the Technical Applications Division
of {he National Institute of Education, Department of Health, Education and
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