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OVERVIEW

°

;Natibnal Assessment of Educational Progrj7s (NAEP) *, Denver, Colorado,

conducted a study frem April l-Augyst 31, 1977, oquelected research -efforts -
. . -, . \\ . . . !

in the fields of agricultureg economics, health and'education.

The study was dope with the\hope of discovering strategies that have be
\ ‘

successful in the d1s3emination and\adoption of reseamch information

~—~—

Iiterviews were conducted with peop&e familiar with the Agriculture Ex-

.

" tension Mqvement, Health Examination'Inte\ iew Surveys and the, Consumer Ex-
) A i L4 ) > : ® -
penditure:Survey. Interviews were also conducted with people who have experiJ,"

ence with disseminatio? of educational research ‘idformation.
In order to reach a varietzy of audiences, the study waspyritten in

°

jourmalistic style with an attempt to minimize the uéé{of tecﬁnical terminology.

The study was not designed to be a technical document but‘rather a general

description of research techniques effectively used .in agri\ulture, health and

economics fields: ’ v, o .
[ ' i N .:‘0 . 3 Y
. Background information for the -report was/collected by a studx group in~v
E ﬁ° v
" cluding: Gloria Frazier, applications specialist Dick Hulsart; area de%eiopw

jlh ment coordinator; and Sara Chocran, research, assistant Based on inforna%?dn‘
provided by the study group, Linda Stahl journalist, wrote the reporﬁx- The.

study was financed by a grant from the Ford Foundation.
hd 1) . »

4
I

3

*NAEP is funded by and under contract with the National Center for Educafgon !
Statistics (NCES), U,S. Office of Health, Education and Welfare,fWashington,.
D.C. It is a project of the Educatdion Commission.g% the ‘States .(ECS)," Denver,
Colorado. This study does not necessarily represen the views of VCES ar. ECS

:
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~ SUMMARY OF FINDINGS .
H’ -

Key findings that emerged from the study, and the major strategies for

dealing effectively with the findings, .are pdrlined below. Further elaboration |

of the findings are included in one, or more, chapters within the report.
- \ )

/

L4

Careful planning of directions for research includes:
Development of an overall research planning system
Development of special studies to identify needs and investigate new

approaches ,

“Thorough examination of past and current research.
] ’

Review of, ex;sting and planned-for, federal and state projects/programs

e

V4
Surveys of impact of curreéent rese rch on users and ?ttitudes of users,
' about future research. .
fi- ) \

Review of requestb for information about research. \ v

. v \\
Consultation with various technical and administrative experts from.
outside organizations as well as wiahin the system

. 1
*

Participation in national, regional and local conferences where researchers
can share ideas with potential users of the data, as well as with other
researchers

]

Contact with private:organizations and other government agencies conducting
similar or related .research. .

S : .
Communication with federal and state legislators through personal contact
and dttendance at héarings. L ,

Examination of legislative records and reports.

—




Thoroughgplanning and development of methodology for data collection includes:

Involvement of experts with a wide range of experiences in development
and review of instruments to be used.in data collection.

, -
LI

Examination of data\collection methodology of other research organizations.
" R . K . - .
Extensive pilot testing of instruments and data colléction techniques..

Revision of instruments and data collection techniques based on oilot
" testing. . - . e

.

Thorough ‘training of pexrsonnel involved in collection of research*data.
» . v

>

hDevelopment of positivexstaff morale includes: . .

Providing staff with opportunity for a tariety of job positions and exper-
iences.” ~°

r. : .
’ Budgeting time and funds to develop research methodology. T

4

. §
Encouraging aff contact with other resaarchers both withzn and extern
to organization. .

Informing,qgjif of how the results of the research are utilized.

-l

ﬁﬁeveloping ways to keep staff informed about each others work’with
3 organization. 2, '«w .- BN /

4 - 5 -
. . *

* Increasing knowledge about procesaes necésshry to insure utility 0

Considering staff contributions as important as that of outside ¢

-
.
, &
’
. .

-

.
.t

.
L3

Efficient.overalb dissemination’of research findings includes:’

"
research ) _ . . v
i . e
Development of an eagily accessible computer information retrie
; ’ .. /
Publjcation of reports that emphasize. key findings and imp rtant trends in
language appropfiate for target audience e N

i\ - »
N

s,

_Use'of a variety of communication devices ~= staff‘pﬁblica ions, popular
magazines ‘and newspapers, professIonal journals, T.V.._4and radio.




(4

Cooperative d semination’ activities with other researchers in private

and public o ganizations.

Regular co tact with med a people.

»'/ /

Providin testimonykbefore legislators.

14

S

Frovi

g policy-relevant data for federal, state and local advisorv

councdls and task forces.

~

>

‘

velopmentadf agents or organizations that link researchers with users

f research results. Q

Effective commnnication of research results to key decision makers includes:

. Maintenance of continuous personal contact with key decision makers

through seminars, telephone contact; individual meetings and attendance
at hearingd. / £

Aésignment of personnel within research organihatlons to determine needs
decision makers and to prov1de ‘research results in format that decision
makers can use. . . . . \

LN : :

¢

Development of teports of research results that summarize significant
,findings, outline alternative solutions and/or directions. and nrcvide
information, on other studies that have supporting or conflicting rindings.

. -
~ .

Release of selected _researth results to key decision ‘makers before- .
‘releasing to ‘the media and public?

‘\

'Making clear :to key de!ﬁsion,makers the importance of propgsed or
conduct ed research. . ( .

v

Development of a journal that describes implications of major- research
studies in a particular field.

-t
d )
B !

Eseablishment of panel of noted researchers to judge the validitv of the

,findings of major research studies,
. < .

s
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THE PROBLEMS-OF EARLY ADOLESCENCE ,°

In the United States,/educationai research-and development is at an

' awkward stage -- gangling, unCoordinated and often appearing uncertain in both

N

purpose and directien. « . .

No wonder.

only twenty years. Compared with American research efforts in other fields,

such as medicine and agriculture, it is in early adolescence.

°

f
It is not only a fledgling system facing the normal problems of growing up,

Py
*  but it is a system that suffers from an image problem, too. It might be de-

- scribed as the image of a child who did not live up t& .the unrealistic expecta-~

tions of ambitious parents. ‘ o ) T«

> L4

"Educational research and development'will continue to be regarded with

_'a dim view for what idcamnot do. The sixties oversold it,and’now we are get-

. tingtthe reaction...," said Corrine Rieder, an associaté director at -the

. . » v,

A

It has existed as an organized ehterprise in this country for -

National Institute of Education (NIE)

[

h

She and others in her field expréised that view at a Washington conference

eld in the §pring of 1977 by the Institute for Educational Leadefship in co-

N 4
. operation with the American Educational Research Association. ' )

1( In the sixties, when the educational research field grew most rapidly,

P

there were several major soullces of impetus. The 1963-Vocational Education -

< x;

Act included substantial money for research

The Elementary and Secondary

Education Act, passed in 1965, and its subsequent_amendments, provided: funds

.
- A S .-
- ,’ 'S - " < .

J .
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for the research development and demog;;ration of various approaches to sdiv-

N 7 * ’?&47' ¢ . N

ing the educational problems of disadvantaged and impoverished students.;§ -

In a two-year period, 1965 to 1967,_Egenty-one research and deﬁeiopment. MR

%

centers{ twenty regional educational laboratories and more than one hundred -

. . s 2
v Pl PN -

research training gxograms blossomed. ﬁduoational Resources Information

Center (ERIC), .the national information storage and retrieval system of " ed- . “{.

ucation, hummed into operation. - < A *

¥ ~
-
r

Finally, in 1972, the- federal government took the leadership in funding!
. ’ 7
educational research by cyeating NIE. Hopes ran high,’

However, the NIE budget plynged from $110 million in 1973 to.$70 million

in 1976. The great hopes for continuing and enthusiastic support for the - -

educational research field began to wane. Today the NIE budget, $89.2 million, 9

.

still below the original funding level, is awaiting congressional approval.

‘ The National Council on Educational Research points out that only one~
half of one percent of the total national expenditure for education is ‘spent
on research. }n the agricultural field, it is five percent. -

| Pait of the problem has been that some observerscanticipated "instant"

~ e

results from educational research -—- a-miraculous panacea for the schools'

problems in two or three years. They did not stop to think that in other

fields major breakthroughs came only after many, many years of research and ﬁ
- 3 ° - i . " "
development. ' . . .

Besides this impatience on the part of various groups, ‘another problem

has plagued'educational regearch. Some school systems of the nation seemed to

lack incentive for adoption of n;; techniques resulting from research efforts. a
g.s. Senator Claiborne Pell, chairman of the Senate subcommittee on ‘; . -7
Education, Arts and\\:nanities, explains it: Co : . -

I . - . f : - -

‘ - . . 2‘ i ’ - N - . -
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"...Under ;the National Institute ' bf Health, if a new life~ " Ce e
- saving device or.medical treatment ig discovered, there is’ a strong
> move- to adopt it in every hospital throughout the country, for, it PN
. saves lives. Should research and development in the space or *
defense field create’a new technique, there 'is a very $trong -
redson to-adopt it because of the cost-saving factor and the profit- -
nntivation " o o C
"Such is not the case with education research and development..
It is not a simple matter -for a local educational agency to adopt .
-3 new method of instruction or a new type of teaching machine. - P
v Machines cost.money. Teachers have to be retrafned. This, too, . o
. costs money. ¥et the corollary with industry and cost savings and e
profits does ot apply« Education budgets are tight and are not . .
. ’ prone to. swift,adjustments.... In, other words, there is. a clear- .
y cut lack of incentive to adopt that ‘which-has been created," *

o
’

s . 3 .
. Ihere also have been serious problems with the gbility of educational re- *

.

searchers to express their findings in terms readily understindable and usable ® .. ——
to educational practitioners or.key decision makers molding. the course of ed-'

ucation activities in the nation. - o

. .
. - . .
- s ’

\" « In a receat interview,'Chester'Finn, legislative assistant to U.S. Semator

S

> Daniel Patrick.uoyni?an,‘bited the missing ingredients in the utilization of e
. , _ _ ' -
\ ! educational'research data: the absence of short, concisereports in sinple

N
language, the frequent failure to supply key data supported by evide ce, and -
che almost totaI'Eailure of educational researchers to- fdcus on'ihe policy I

impl%gations of their work. y . S

- i . ”

vf‘ George Kaplan o{ the Insoitute for Educational Leadership, Washington,

7

D. C., said educational research reports are too 1engthy, technical and steeped
in jgrgon and focus more on individual’ facts than process to a fault.
‘These men, as well as others interested‘in the'problens of educatioual

research, effectiveness, said that researchexs should suggest possible uses for

\ x v

- their data and provide alternative avenues to seeking solutions for educational

- . . B

problems. )

-

g 8
et
.
~
.

[
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, N\finn said the educational research system might be aided in sevqral ways.
Among \his chief suggestions was the develod:, of a journal dedicated- to
educationﬂl research, that describesdhmﬂjcations of major research studies in

language understandable to key decision makérs and that proyides for possible
1 . )3
alternatives and/or directions to solving problems.
J \
He suggested that educational researchers in reporting their data to -

legislators need to not only indicate possiBle implications of the dafa but

also, describe.other studies which either support oﬁ‘contradict their results.
”’ ' - .

Finn strongly supports the development of a panel or academy of recognized
"« .experts who would have as their task the examination and review of major
. résearch results with ﬁhe ultimate goal of prgviding assurance of the validity

: "y
of ' the data. i . ) N

L]

" U.S.rRepresentativL John Brademus, House majority whip and member of the’

House subcommittee on, Elementary, Secondary and Vocational Education, has .

. e

written about another_factpr that has weakened educational research effcrts.

i » ..
\\Rv He cites the frequent failure of professional groups in the field of education,

cluding those of teachers, chief state schoolhofficers and even rhsearchers

themselves to speak out strongly for educational research as a critical area

- - 1

of activity in the education field. e
lhe group that did this study enﬁountered the'phenomupon‘of educ;tibnal’

researchers‘who‘are not being sufficiently supported by pther .educational- groups',

or, for that matter, by each other. “The study group also detected the existence
of a weak, profe$sional self-image among some éducational researchers.
R 7 "

; An informalisurvey of educational reséarchers at therﬁational Assessment

ﬂof Educational Progress (NAEP) Denver, Colorado, r§vealed some interesting o

b

indications of how educational researchers might be viewing themselves in ,,}

« _' - | ' = . : .

- . - -
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" the.context of the wider research’community in- this nation.’

7 The survey participants also listed conditions or problems that they felt

4

) flicb in results from. various

?
.

On one survey item, nineteen participants were asked: "In terms of*recogv”

«f
nition of the importance of research within the profession, do you feel that

educational\researchers receive less, about the same or more recognition than ,
the foflowing types of researchers?" The 1ist included agriéhltural aero-

space, biological> economic, industrial, medical and sociological researchers.

A}

A‘majority of the educational research professionals responding to the -

survey indicated that within their°profession they receivé’LESS recognition .

Y oo

Titheir work than do researchers.in all of the othet fields listed except

o

soc ology . ) / '

1

might impede the use of educational research data by legislators, local school

district personnel and state departmefits of education. The major reasons
\ hat )
cited were a lack of funding to do adequate research, a failure to‘interpret

/

. ‘results, a failure to put research re3ults in a form that can be used, a con-

\ k . [ )

arch.projects, a 1ack o research‘experience

by potential users, a lack of time to- do‘adequaZe‘researchland a Iack-of s
people to catry through on the results of research’ :'i: v )
h . During the *cqurse‘of this study, one of the NAﬁP'nese'. ers revealed« ' -
' that she had carefully‘reviewed the educational research knowledge of thirty
teachers at seven public schools in'a major city She wanted to.know what A
- ~

research they were aware of and what research findings they were putting to “
¥ .

~

use ia their teaching o, .

Only one of she thirty elementary and secondary teachers intervie&éd\\
4\

LY

read an educational research publication regulawly, five out of}the thirty did

so periodiually, and six, who happened to be members of educational professional
,“s




S~
> 3
—_——

.

e | :

-associations, read -~ on the avérage -- only one research article or book on

the aVerage per‘year. ) ' . ’ 3 :
Twenty-nine of the thirty did not know the name of any educational re~

Lt searcher. Almost all of the teachers were concerned aboux what researchers

h '

had to _8ay . aboutvthe relationship between class size and teacher effective-
. ness, but none knew of any research on the topicff

v o to

This has by no means been an in-depth review of the problems facing the‘

fledgling educational research community. _The study h;ghlightg_some of .the

L4

~ major problems. This is a summarization of evidence that indicated the ado-

v . ’

. lescent ‘educational reseatrch enterprise is troubled and?searching for direction

and maturity. v . ) 2
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CHAPTER 2

T - % APPROACH TO MISSION .

¢ o

In its_third.annual_report, the National Council om Educational Research,

which provides policy guidance to‘NlE,.noted some of the fair ‘and unfair com-

parisonshthat have_been made gith educational research and'other‘research -;?
efforts: . ‘ ] ‘ .
{ The report sais'in part:
\ , "Because science-has provided answers in such diffusevfields as’

space exploratien, military hardware, agriculture production and
'medicine, people -often assume that science also can provide answers

for education. - Sometimes it cam. But systematic efforts to build

‘an educational resedrch enterprise are barely twenty years.old.

The accomplishments of space, ‘medical, agricultutal and military

science result from long ‘and concentrated periods of research .

system building. And all of these systems have produced their o
share of failures and unfulfilled hopés~ " ‘

v

The report goes on to say that major research_systems, such as agriculture,

have certain important features that the’ educational research system still is

*

lacking. These features are a "solid core of high qualitf" researchers and

developers, a "solid base" of scientific knowleage and technology and a systen
for linking research and practice. ‘ < )
The NAEP study‘chose to examine selected research efforts‘in health,

agriculture and economics.’

These seIections were based on several factors, but

' one very important factor was that each of these systems shows evidence of using

research data to influence policy decisions -—a skill the group found sorely ..
lacking in . the educational research community’, Thus, paramount in the group's
examination was an effort to learn how"these diverse disciplines succeed. in

~ M ’

ot

v
4 .
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influencing decision makers, as well as practitioners, in the fleld.

S Segehtions were™also based on evidence that the research data were used
S gi N S , \ '
— tionwide and translated into practice in the field. . .-

In the fie d of economics, the group studied the Consumer Price Index. (CPI),

a monthly stat tical measire of the average change in prices of goods and ser=-

) b

- vices purchas by urban wagé earnmers and clerical workers for day—to-day

living. The examination of the CPI }ed to a look at the Consumer’ Expenditure
Survey (CES) Both CES and CPI are conducted by the U.S. Bureay of Labor Sta- -

‘ tistics. is a survey .of consumer expenditures, savings and income that B

. has been cofiducted periodically since 1888. It is the only comprehensive

source o such detailed information about American families.

'
[y

In the health field, the stddy group focused on two major health surveys
conducted by the National Center for Health Statistics (VCHS) in its effort to
meet .the requirements of the National Health Survey Act of 1956.

The two surveys are: (1) the Health and Nutrition Examination Survey

(HANES), which involves medical and dental exams and tésts and measurements. of

certain age segments of the population with an emphssis on learninglanswers to

specific, health questions, and (2) the Health Interview Survey (HIS), a weekly,

continuing, nationwide survey of illness pa.terns in U.S. households.,

-

- In the agriculture field, the study group interviewed people who were

JON

~ , ]
familiar with the public-supported system of research. It includes research
done/by six agencies in the U. S Department of Agriculture, fifty-five state

agriculture experiment stations, nineteen schools of fordstry, sixteen land-

L

grant colleges of 1890 and the Tuskegee Institute. These organizations con=

o ;-:\, L8

duct about ninety-five percent of the,nation s public-supported agricultural
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X . research. The study group paid particular attention to the agriculture exten- ’

' . * »
-3 sion s stem. '
| N 4 .

. ~ «

\-It‘was impossible to~investigate every phase of the syStem° therefore, ;

- . .1}’

. the study group decided to pay par;icular 7ttention to the agriculture exten- .
sion system. Interviews were conducted pq&marily with personnel with the USDA
Extension Service in Washington, D.C., the Cooperative\Extension Service at

Colorado State University and Jefferson County (Colo.) Extension Service

Off1ce. oL L o -

The study group from VAEP did not attempt to compare the educational re-

-

search system with the research systems ‘of the other fields, nor did the study

]

group attempt to devise a model for the future develjpmegs-of the educational N

LIS

PN resea;ch enterprise.

Rather members of the group\did attempt to give'a‘view of what vari-

ous agriculture, health and eco o' research methods are like in the hope
. ?

_that those involved with ' education t investigate further the possible
use of similar methodologies to improve educational research. The descrip~

tion of the three fields was limited by the time allotted to the study and the

Yo funds available to consult with people familar with the various research

L3

systems. - ‘ N o :
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. IT'S A MATTER OF LIFE OR DEATH \ .

~ . [ ‘, / .o “ .

Almost every, farmer fn the nation and most processers and distributors of

9

v

food products have used or have been affected by the results of research con=

ducted by federal, state and local agricultural agencies.

.

-

~

a r

" Price Ainformation collected and published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics

. has been used as a yardstick in updating and revising wage and salary con->
traéts, social security benefits, retirement, welfare and other income éhy—
ments for millions of Americans. - ‘ | - . ’

The?;indings.of the health gurveys, cobducted}by’the Vational Center for )

Health Statistics, have been used extensively as the basis for further medical )

research and in the development of major health legislation. The information

-

*vis reported in both technical ‘and popular publicatiPns concerned wiih,health

)

=

W

v

problems. T ' R : s

~ - . )
4 . N ‘ ?
' {

For those who worked ‘6n the NAEP study, it was apparent that matters of
.food mo\ey and medicine hit at the heart of what many people perceive as their
immediate suivival needs. - . Vo

The” NAEP stuiy group feel that, as unfortunate as it may be, education
ranks lower. on the list of priorities of the general public. They feel that -

-

this may have been an important factor influencing the.support that the :7

-of agriculture, health and economics have received for their researﬁjﬁw?l
- ] *

',as‘the.attention that they continue to command?‘

' » ~ -
o~ .

4
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The fact that educational research gets only one percent of thé>$21 billion

spent by the federal govyfhment n ,research and development activities indi=~

- <

{

cates that those q\o make decisions about feaeral appropriations mav not feell

“
0 a RN % S

that educational research is a critical area. ‘ S

It is.apparent that the educational community needs to\do ‘a far better .
job of‘conv&gcing key legislators and policy makers that proéiding‘&p-toedate
bl :
information about educational needs and the outcomes of schooling cannot be

They must be impressed'with the idea that-supporting research that

-

delayed.

will lead‘to improvements in education is as important as funding research

13

seeking a cure for cancer, finding a better method of fighting crop diseases,

or determining a formula for calculating wages. . ;
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. ‘ ' DOES THE RIGHT HAND KNOW WHAI THE LEFT HAND DOING?

4

P ' a

A concern among agriculture, economics .aand health research organizations

Yo

is that research findings should be synthesized, placed in the context of other

' research and whenever possible, not duplicate research done in the past or '

. v -
. Y- . . .

currently under way.
A " - - . [N A ¢ v ) .
" In each of thevthree fields,athe process ‘for identifying research needs

v

and determining new directions for research involves many difrﬁrent,ayenues

of activity.

2

¢ - ’

The process includes, but is not limited to. N

-

-

' == A thorough examination of,past and current researchnprovided'through
various data and information systems. '
R .
== A review of existing and planned federal and’ state projects and pro-
grams. -

=~  Consultation with various_technical and administrative ‘experts from

outside agencies and organizations, as well as from within the sys- -
tenr,x . > .

. Y . <

- ,Participapion in and organization of national, regional and local’
confe;ences where resedrchers can share ideas with users of the data
as well as with other researchers. :

_ PR ‘
- Close contact with private organizations and other gove ent agencies
’ conducting similar or rélated research. ol : )

[ - CommunicatiOn with fedgral-and state legislators through personal
eontaet, attendance at earings and examination/of legislative records

' angrreports.

-~  Devélopment of special studies to identify needs’ana“invsstigate new
~ approaches . . ¢ .

~
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¢

‘-

. }‘ : ~— S /
,;’ - B , . J
< '+ Subveys of- impact of cutrent research on users and attitud of
’ * users about future research.,, L
L . o S > .
T Review of requests for informatdon abOu; research.
. Activities for idenqifying research needs amd determining new_ directions

0,

for research ‘alsg can{be bolstered by the existBnce of a structure that assures ,

A

",

"

R .
communication between and among researchers and research users at various "

o
ry 0

levels

:4\ -

-structuré,, 5, }‘7'

Cow

]

L

-
Iy

The g. S‘ Department of Agriculture (USDA) has built such an intricate

P
MY

Each of the major USDA research agencies and. the National Association of

State Univer;ities and Land Grant Colleges (NASULGC) , whose members represent

;university and- college departments of agriculture and extension services,

- -

(report directly to, the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture.

— +

Members~of these drganizations and representatives of regional and state
research agencies form'the Agricultural Research and Policy Advisor§ Committee
(ARPAC), which makes policy recommendations to both federal and state, agencies.

ARPAC makes its policy recommendation on such matters as the planning, evalua-

tion and coordination of long-range, unified agricultural research programs

1)

\he ARPAC determines which work should be done by federal agencies® and by .

State agencies in order. for the national programs to be carried out. Both

regional “and national agricultural meetings, involving USDA and state agency -

N

administrators, are sponsored by the USDA and NASULGG through ARPAC.
Vational agricultural research planning committees develop national needs
N
« and- priorities‘for régional research programs. vRegional needs and priorities

Y

are set by the regional planning committees that usée information from regional

' research‘programs,&federal and state research administrators, industry groups,
state and f%geral legislators. Within regions, regional'progran‘task,forces
¥ . ‘ R ) ’ / - .
\ . - j\_ -

3 . - R

L)

Ny

'

-




plan for research on specially selected topics.

‘}1' Another feature that appears ‘to increase the effectiveness of agricgltural

.

research efforts is the willingness o{_an organization to amalgamate research

efnprts to avoid duplication~of effort. s . .‘f SRR

] /
. . \"T . ‘—'

; Whenathefthird cycle Health Examination Survey (HES) whichgconcentrated
on physical examinations, was- being ronducted additional studies - incluqéng
!National Nutrition Survey authorized by Congress -— revealed ‘that, th ce:tain

‘ areas of the nation and with certain age and income groups, malnutrition.fnd ,*'

1

=uhdernutrition were glaring problems ~j‘ o s T

< o

> ] Te

When it came time’to develop a: fourth phase, or "cyclem" for HES surveys, °

the Vational Center for Health,Statistics (NCHS) decided it made sgnse to, join
\

“;HES and the Vational Nutrition Survey system into one "dual-purpo e" %urvey

3

combining the two, rather than building 2 new system for a continuing nutrition
survey, made sense because both tasks couldnutilize highly trained field and

headquarters personnel whose skills ‘are unique and difficult £o duplicate.

~

Wﬁeu it comes to the responsiveness of researchers to the suggestions

~ w -

of. outsiders, ‘another good example can be found in the HANES exberience.

ring the planning for the fi?st HANES, conduCted‘in l97l-72, Carl

4

icated an interqpt in
" \

. P
of ;spec fic eye’ diseases and related conditions in the United States. He said

programs : e -

- . “ *

HANES reséarchers encouraged two National Eye Institute opthalmologi'%s

"to develop an examination form and standardized protocol for opthamalic ex-

aminations that were used in the 1971-72 HANES study.

s . %

renamed the Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (HANES) “ They thought that .

~
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o In generat the NAEP study group discoverfd a spirit of cooperation Jather
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Ca than competitiveness axhong researc@ in the fields of (a.gricultuxe, ecbnomics o
R ]
and health - cooperation that encompassed both private and public institutions
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IS METHOD IN THE MADNESS OF RESEARCH

-d

g % It was the observation'of the NAEP study group that =~ in those areas:in'

I‘a‘gr:icultux'el‘Aeconmn:{.cs and health where research studies were conducted and e

LN

survey data were collected —— that considerable time was provided for the
development of both instruments and methodelogy.’ ) ' R 5,7
: n Su

»

In the case of the Health Examinatio ey, development of instruments_

v

for the survey involves a series of activities over a period of several years. .4

During this period there is - %xtensive involvement”éf experts from concerned
4 ° ~ ¢ &

pgovernment health agencies, university health and science departments and other

) public and private health organizations and associations in the developmenf

...../—-—"'"*\ i

. and’ :eviéwsof the instruments.

‘use the" data. Ak
-

These experts are not only specialists in the

e

\'""'i...

~

o

: fieldigeiﬁg tested SEE—Ere—also repvesentative of the people most likely to

-~

19
Yembers of the National’ Center for Health Statistics (VCHS) staff care-

fully examine the experience of other health surveyﬁh‘both natiQnal and\inter-

national. They also visit specific institutions and individuals a&ross the

.

country in order to discuss prog%ems regarding the proposed examination.

Following 333:1opment and review of ins:vuments for the examination, NCHS )

N
-~
-~

s

. conducts extensive Yilot’ testing to check on the feasibility and acceptability

of new examination proceduresg? This includes ef’luation of questdionnaires,

. RN

.Z interviewing techniques and administrative procedures. More than one pretest ) L
7. 3s c0nducted so that there is opportunigy for redeveloping instruments or’ -
* » M & N
v L ) o 16 .

. v" i’Q - ' i 4
2 R ' " d a
, .23
as..’\‘:‘ e -
.




Sy
BOET

D
</

o . ’
h

LR i...
5

Fed

EE

revising dyinistrative procedures and then testing those changes again.
'{l *

The result of this careful planning, &evelopment and field testing has

a

been the creation of extremely creatiVe and complex instiuments that" provide

v

4 : ~

a

- - )
the data most needed ?9 the users. : - ¥

°

L 3

The Successes of " the Consumer Expenditure Survey (CES) in collecting
’ ¢

minute and extensive data regarding family expenditures can be attributed to

~

2 f
its intensive planning in the area of data collection. " A o

Data collection for CES is under the direction of-the U S. Census Bureau s

permanent professional field staff, which operates through twelve“%iza collece

2

-

tion_ centers thrq\ghout thé United States. ) . 'Z T -

Additional local program offices are established\to assist in the collece

Y2 .
tion of data. Each of these local offices is dinected bv-a Census Bureau super=-’

)

visor, who hires a staff of approximately six interviewers. The supervisors .
e . )
make a point to hire interviewers who have’ already iemonstrated ability in .

-

previous’surveys conducted by the bureau. ) ' T

Staff members are thoroughly trained prior to beginning their work on tg;.

survey Interviewers receive seven days of classroom training plus self-study

training materials. Additional home study and classroom training are provided

prior to the beginning of each phase of the survey.,

Formal training‘is.supplemented by on—thefjob training .to insure job

performance at a level of* establighed standards.,unafity control measures,

-

such as editing replies, observing idterviews and reinterviewing selected ..

sample family units, re used throug?out the Survey.

“In an earlier consumer expendit re Survey, some testing of collection

;

methods was performed by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics and by the Survey

Research Laboratory of the University of lllinois. ‘These tests;and. the



M

r

°

7"\ \Alcs ~:‘v‘
\ L. .,
experience‘of other countries, indicated~that hi h-qua ty data could be .
/ 8

‘- .
obtained if the survey design was: tailored so that information on larger and ,

i

' more easilx recalled expenditures was collected by periodic reoall. Interviews ;‘

and day-t o-day record keeping on small less expensive items was o’btained by

\..
- - - . SR

using methods such .as diaries. T "%: L R ‘»35 © e

As a result of’thig testing of coég:ction methods, quarterly and diary

collection techniques were introduced into\the Iatest consumer expenditure

survey.‘ 'The quarterly collection of data involved the larger and more: easil&

$

N
remembered bxpenses, while the diary involved a daily record-of all expenditures

— . . )

. ‘ +

for.two one-week periods. |, . ' . ;2h\\\

Due to the tremendous number-3f research studies conducted by the agri-

cultural system it is difficult to detail the extent of planning for instru-

mentation and methodology. However, it became clear during interviews with
" -
agricultural personnel that most agricultural research is carefully planned.

As_already pointed out, agriculture has a very elaborate system for re-

£

seagch planning in which most major research is reviewed at several different

, levels. Professionals from both public and private areas are involved. ‘%any
. R
of the research studies inVolve cgoperative efforts among'personnel at the

N
!

land=-grant universities and colleges and: other agricultural agencies. .

- N -

Before research studies ¢an be included in. agriculture s Current Research

’:

‘Information System (CRIS), th§t%;Jearch staff of the Cooperarive State Research

’t 3

Service (CSRS) must review and approve the research. Thiswstaff contains

<

research specialists experienced in ma;or areas of concern to the people ‘
served b the USDA system who

fully designed and analyzed research. -

“




on critical issueg? This would mE.'an adequate funds »and time to conduct . -
extensiye planning ahd ?bld testing of botH instruments and data collection. -

. * " 4 ' —-~Y ’- '
~. methods. o . . * o
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Prégress, the requ{r;ﬁents for, infomatiop 3.7 so vast that it is difficult )
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Xfrhe members of .the 'NAEP study group have had. considerable experience with
i . . \}. * B o . . . . . v -
survey a.nd< other ?esearch studies \conduc’ted in’the field of education. T{ei

group feels that educational researchérs are-seldom given the funds or time to ST
X - !
develop tHe instruments or data collectioc methods of*the complexity or quality'

found in- the Healt{x"‘ﬁxamination or Gonsumz: Exp;nditure surveys., When such /'J T

funds are providgd Qas\ in the case of the National Assessment of ‘Educational { ! ;"?; s

. : i

for the organization to do 'in-de,gth research/of sp&o%ﬁqpics..‘ R /

- s 4
On the basis of the. experience of‘ the study group with research cotiducted®

s se

2 -
fa DN

in other fields, alqnajor recommenda ion, or hope,,\}br educa?ﬁbnal research‘ ' :&. ' o

would be that sufficient money "and ¢ime bé wvided to do in-depth research . 'E;

. : . oo ¢« .5
) | : ' - &&' ot




CHAPTER 6 ~ bl ~

PUTTTNG YOUR BEST FOOT FORWARD , o

' . : e
‘

What creates high morale among research staff members and induces them \

to give their "all" to their work? . o-' v T L

Members of ,the health, agriculture and economics researchﬂsystems.described

4

a number of conditions that they believe positively influence performance oﬁ-i

b4

research staff members

4

1

.
o~

They think it is important for staff<members to resea;ch organizations to

~

have diverse professional experiences that allow them to understand all, ov -5

most, aspects of their research system, not just ‘the sector in which they are - 'l.;

working e ‘ \ . ' - SRR ; ) ”’
s For instance, if a research scientist formerly has held an administrative

post in the research organization, or if an administrator fotmerly has been a

researcher, then greater understanding can exist between the two, making coop= et
eration easier and their working relationship more satisfying. ‘ .

The'NAEP‘study group also was told that it is important for research prgr- B

. fessiohals to'haye’a personal stake in the outcome of their, work. People inter-

viewed in the agriculturaI* economic and health research fields sald this can
\ N o

be accomplished in a\humber of ways. p Yoo '

These include all

]

ing researchers to co-author popular articles about .
their figgings along with a professiqnal writer, giving researchers ‘the time
and\money to' develop new research methods,and improve old ones,“and locatipg
\\ reseaéche:s wheye they can see their findings turned into prectice <= and even.

assist in that process

~ais.

- + ~ .
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The study group also was told that staff motale is improved when employees
know exactly how ideas .and information flow within their research organization. ;4
Another cond .ion described as aiding stafé morale and performance was

ii. gl g employees an oppartunity to travel and take leave time to discuss -their -

work with people outside their own- research organizatio A
N Several people interviewed said that if research s know how to and can . T

influence decision makers and policy makers with/their research g;ndings, then
S "_ ot . “ . [

* they will get more satisfaction out of their work.

Finally, it appeared important that research organizations make a special

", effort to use their own staff members whenever possible rather than to rely onq

- +
outside consultants who often have little at stake in outcomes of the research.

' . . - ~ . A2

. ' ~ .
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- Once reaearch data are gathered, they are of little value if they sit on

a shelf gnthetin dust, An important step in the research and development pro-
5

cess’ is widely distrrButing, or disseminating, research findings. - o

‘
Loy

. e Later in this report, there will be an examination of the crucial step

Y,

beyond dissemination, that of getting research adopted into practice.

’

now, the focus is on the technology of distributing the results of research in

But for-

LY

the agriculture, economics and health fields. . .

L ! -

Generally, it was discovered tﬁat-these disseminationvtools are used:

=TT - Easilycaccessible computer infotmation and retrieval systems that
’ people are trained to use. ) . .

f
(I .

Easily understood flyers, single-concept publications, short.semi&
technical articles, dewsletters and fdqt sheets.

Key reports indicating trends over a limited time span on vital issues.

-y

—-——

Comprehensive reports confined to a particular study or survey.

Special publications of research produced in cooperation with private.
industry or other government agencies. X .
. Articles in popular magazires and professional Journals, sometimes

' co~authored by researchers and professional writers.

Regular contact with media people.

‘s - -
. . -

: Personal contacts between researchers and potential users of research.

‘Testimony hefore legislators and task £orces.

I3
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2

an overall descripqion of a large study, the majority of the repotts deal with

- §

- Micrdfiche, microfilm and microdata tape transcripts providing .
technical data. o - . 2

) - Lowrcost‘spots.on television and\radio“(often public sexvice programs).

' ‘ 7 ‘ '
== Exhibits in public areas and displays and presentations at profes- ¢
) sional peetings. ' . Y o, <

-_— Films slides and videotapes providing visual gontact with research- ;
* , ers and their work. . i ‘ L

To offer further details on dissemiﬁﬁtion processes, heré is a look.at o :

two approaches to distributing research data, one used by the National Center

for Health Statistics (VCHS) and the other by the Consumer Price Index (CPI) )

/ -

: . ) Q ‘
office.- - . .

There were two technihues utilized by NCHS ia reporting findings of both

the Health Examination and Health Interview Surveys that particularly impressed "

N [

: : S .
the NAEP study group. e S : - o
Jean Roberts in the Division of" Health Examination Statistics indicated

X

that in preparing reports of 'survey results, the division often contracted with ' \\

individuals outside the center to assist divisibn staff in planning for the ° -

analysis of data and the writing of the reports. These individﬁals were

3

experts in the area being analyzed and qsually represented - the type of person . .
a .
who would most likel utilize the results whEn they were published. By having -~ *

these experts involved in the analysis'as well as the writing, the division
P - . ® , b
was assured that the data would .be summarized and reported=in a form that would T

be appealing to some of the major users of the data.

NCHS also publishes the major research ‘indings in a series of reports’

entitled Vital and Health StatiStics Series. While certain teports deal with e

" the description.pf a particular phase of a study or a well defined topic. Each e

" -~ . - o
1] ' . °

s




-wﬁxh a summary of the findings in the beginning of the report, a reader without

~
a,sophisticated kno

\ Toem -
.
~ . i : . Gape

of the reports is numbered and color-coded according to major areas or studies.

. ¢

« Mbst of the reports. present a. summary of the informatiuﬂJEr findings provided

b -~

" in the report in the beginning and then proceed to more detailed descriptions

'of the data or information. By presenting reports on clearly defined subjects,

‘..

dge\of health information can quickly locate information

| : e R
on a.particular area of in erest. ' _ LR .

-

o r—

The CPI'is. released once a month. The day before the release; pec 1 5

@ PN

-reports tailored to specific interests are sent to the chairman of the Counc L h

$

of Economic Advisors who passes it ou to the President and other council
members . The CPI reports also go to the Secretary of Labor who passes>informaé : A
tiocn on to the Commissioner of Labor Statistics, who is respoumsible for testify--,

ing on thé_C?I before congressional committees and the Council of ﬁgpnomic

AdVisorsr-"' - -

¢ * -

On the day the monthly CPI report comes out, press releases™go out on/’

oy

rigid schedule =~ 8¢30 a. m., Treasury Departmenta Office of Management and 55\1

L4

Budget, Federal(Reserve Board 9:15 a.m.,.concerned congressmen and selecf}d

. mhmbers of the medi§5 and 10: 00 a. m., the public an%’people on a mailing list,

-

The monthly QPI report provides the telephone numbers of Bureau of*Labor

Statistics staff who can answer qustions about the report. Questions from

. 1egislators, government agencies, business officials and the press are usually SR :

handled by the direétor in charge of the department responsibfh for the CPI L o f

report or selected members of the CP1 staff. . 1 ' -

What is important about.the CPI data release process is that it is

designed so that people and 5geqcies who will make major'legislative and politi— '-éf
iy S JE

- N ) . T . -‘ A

cal decisions based on the CPI receive the data before the press and general

o ’,
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. - . -
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pubiic. In'this/way, 1f there are particularly unusual findings, these key
. n .

people and agchies can

)
~ > R .

answers to questions from the press or the public. o
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explore the data. further before they have to provide
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information'among scientists.
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)

The NAEP study group feels ‘that among the many researeh dissemination tools
\

it examined, éﬁb computerized information and retrievai':;}mem of the'public

agricultural research community is worthy of special mention. 1It. is called the

Current Research Information System, or CRIS for short, and became operational

-
!

in*1969 It is a research projéct system providing for the intercnange of

) - (
N -The USDA views CRIS as an essential element" for effective research

Q

planning and goordination. . 7 . ' ’

! )

CRIS includes informati n on projects for all research conducted Qy the

mammoth, publicly-supported a ricultural research system. '’ This information is

- »

- updated annually.. All resear h p:ojects are reviewed at least every five years.

The NAEP study group fo{pd/a;pie evidence ia interviews,that CRIS is well
N ‘
understood‘by professionals a every‘level in the enormous agricultural research

&

community and is heavily used. The group further determined that by its heavy -

%

use, the professionals deem it a Highly effective tool., . - 5 N

-

'"Agriculture .people really know their data system,'” one of the YAEP Te-

»
\ - ~ l k!

}‘ searchers reported. "They kn it\through use -~ censtant use. The norm‘is

\ 2 ¥
&

to use it and’ it works," he added.h ‘ " Y
I'd 1; ‘. . .
The NAEP study group also found it significant that. CRIS proéiﬁes alf its
" data to another*information system,\the Smithsdhian Science Information Exchange,

thus“further :§panding the availabiﬂity of the da%a. . \ ) ) A

e

.

‘s

Tt -
e L .




Information searches through CRIS are provided free of charge o employees

A,
of "USDA agencies, the state agricultural experiment stations, state extension .
services and to cooperating institutions. CRIS encourages thesetprofeSsionals
& . L -
to use :he easiest method of requesting information possible. . _ v

<

Vormally, CRIS completes a search and returns requested information&within',

4

N -

two waeks. e,

\

‘CRIS tells the user the location of the research projectaand the oéganiza-
tion responsible for the research, identifies the investigators, :j@es dates - .

.for the beginning and ending of the research P oject, described .tHe research oo

“y

- PP

approach and provides details of annual progress reports on the/research pro=-

. - -
N . ¢ 4 . .
jEcto . . d - o7 "

-

As alluded to earlier, the USDA actiVely promotes CRIS among tential

scientisteusers. yefEZ;;-::e sent out periodically to state and federal agri- /

. L]

cultural. scientists encoyraging them to use CRIS.. Among other things, usna -

2

tries to persuade them that by using CRIS, they can more readily identify other

scientists that they would want to talk with at professional meégs?gs.
Thus, CRIS not only provides information, but alsoc encourages further. com-\

munication between researchers. _ ) .

CRIS is also available‘now, for a fee, to researcherstzn the United States,
Canada,.Australia, Meaico and Western ‘Europe, who are not ;mong the?participat-‘
ing federal and state research organizations that get the service fnee, \ h

An interested sgientist outside~the state/federal agricultural research

tem can gain access to CRIS through any make or model computer terminal that

can be used for what is known as "dial=-up” service.

E3
- -

‘The easy access to CRIS data, the encouragement of its use, the merger of

"

CRIS with another inEormation and retrieval syste (the Smithsonian s), the 0 .
’ ‘ 27 :
® 3 4 ‘ » he " - .
- ' v ’
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‘ annual updating of CRIS data and-the review of research projects ’desérilie‘d in

i:",( ‘. i / \ - v
: ' CRIS at least every fi

C ‘ ' years, all appeared to contribute to.its 'effec‘.;ive-

. s ‘ . . v .
ness and its positive image in the agricyltural resédarch community. "
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CHAPTER 9

DID YOU REALLY SAY

3

"INSTALLING AND MONITORING CLUSTERED PRODUCTS IN DEMONSTRATION SITES?"

. .

e

Y

K
~ >

' Every resedrch organization should\have ad least one gdviin 'Newnanl on-board, . °

-
someone to turn gobbledygook into understandable prose. -

. i

institutions, researchers and policy makegs, often fail to'k comnﬁ‘gnicate' we.ll,;.g_

-From their respectiv_e .

' \ Wwith one another because they speak different languages. The problém 'also

ts between researchers and people. trying to put research -into practice ‘in.-

5
Y

* the fieldo . b ¢ i .' . ". L

>

o -~

-
. -

_..Of cpncern to tlp NAEP study gtoup is how.researchers in education ca.n )
I ] oot

bridge the communication gap. so that tﬁe/y can influence ithortant policy makers .

as well as have an impact on teachers and the public they serve.

'R .

-
v oty

>
|

Al

, The effect}ve use of.language is a key to suocess in any organizational

research and development enterprise. :

.
-

- TN
L

-

4

3

' reserved complicated tables f b attached indices.

In the field of agriculture, particularly, the NAEP study group sgv the

+

importance of a variety of communication devices - brisk fact sheets, tersé

Id W

newsletters; typographically pleasing, easy-to-read pamphlets often concentrat-
- .

ing on a single concgpt, an/d bright- condensations of research results that -

4

H
<

p( . l'
All appeared to pay off in getting (results from research.,

-

.
P
_.

The USDA publications studied range from as few as two to as _many as ‘twenty
7 -~
Page-,

pages in %ﬂ' and all used/helpful illustrations, sometimes og every




. ! . ¥

L Numeroﬁs ﬁootnotes and other notations'guide the reader;to'more technical, de- .

j4 | tailed inforﬁatipn as needed. o o . ”:t
;: . ° While publications of-ch,ani NCHS were often heavily statistical by com~ -
;‘) " perison aqc need aichabulary'at the high school level or above, researchers , JA;
s . ‘ R _ ) .

R in tbose two fields 3y well as those in agriculturecproved'capable of transiating.“\'

N

research results for legislators and other policy mhkers{

> - “ Tbey produced statements, perhaps as brief as one or two pages, that de=

| scribed the significance of research findings, provided key st;tistics, sug-
gested several alternatives for actien based on the research results, inditated
both the p83itive andinegative implications of the'data and mentioued other

_ _research that would‘potentially suppprt or conflict with their latest findings. o

3
“

The NAEP research group concluded that from ‘the standpoint of communicat-

ing with both policy makers' and practitioners in the field, the agricultural

~

é\ii_ research community has the most‘gell:gevéloped qggel of the three disciplines °

’

studied and might have the most to teach the educational research community in

¢

- . » o 8 “~
" " .light of the variety of potential users each system shouyld be reaching.

3 [ ) [ %
) .-
.
.
.

.

.
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. L . CHAPTRR 10 . .
- * ) 'f! M
J : ‘ . WHO'S-YOUR NEIGHBOR? o T

- s . o

f, t\‘ 3 . ) '1.
Question: If you were a leader in ®#ducational research, would it be a % =

’ - t

.

" good idea to buy a house next door to a congressman’ Answer. Yes, provided
v > ]

~  'you knew how to interpret your research- results ‘and size up ,their policy . N

i Al bt

'i.mplications. N . Y

ooy < SRS

Of course, one does mot have to’'literally live mext door to the powers ;
U ‘ . ~

that be, but in, talking’to-researchers in the agriculture; econgmics and

health fields, the NAEP ‘study group often fognd a significant relationsh \>

tween th! geegriphic location of their offices and those of key policy maker

~
K3

in thelir fields. -
The group found it helped for researchers or their representatives t5

work near key decision maker34 Their close proximity led resear&hers into,

o Ll

‘

regular contact between the twd groups. .

For influence at the federal level, maintaining offices in the Washington,
N . - .' . - ”‘ “‘ 1.
D.C. area seemed practically essential, ‘the closer to the Capitol, the better,

- The EAEP/study grdup foﬁndi for example, that key people with-the Consumer

[

Price.- Index are in constant contact with what ghey call "critical 'staff mem-
b * ©

_ bers" in the U s. Congres§ The- CPI director is called by the: head of the -

Federal Reserve Board when he is- faced with an important decision that could. be




© ally, USDA keeps a steady stream of ‘research experts flowing into Congress to ,

providing needed research information to Congressmen and their aides. Addition; ,‘,\4'-

; ) t

<
> .

-~ e

. testify-at importhnt hearings. oot - b - e 5. A
In the educational research community there appears to be some growing N" -
awareness of the need to bolster effores to influence policy makers -~ ‘to bé LTy

. ‘&q

in the right pygce at the right time and more particularly to make regular D
o - K% . .

appearances at Congressional hearings. R e

Roy Porbes, director of the National Assessment of- Educational Progrelsyaal ‘

7

- one of the major[;ducational research efforts in the United - Statesm recently

3y

said that he realizes more and more how important it,is to have educational

research interests actively represented in‘Washington by key experts, articulate

constituents or liaison officers who maintain close ties with kKey decision L

- -'*‘ ¢

makers. - ) I ’ g

. . k - > N ’ b .
- 31m11;.!£, Peggy Campeau, a’ representative of -the American Institutes for .

Research in behavidral sciences (AIR), after participating in a sem¥nar on o
"\\

Washington policy making this spring, came to realize that it is important for ®
éi

the highest-ranking coxporate off;cer to speak on behalf of AIR at any Congres-~

'sionaMhearing where AIR might vant to make an impact. L .-

)
%, - v‘ A

"Anything short of that...will not carry eight with decision, makers on

~t . A

the Hill." she concludedQ:? e - o

‘\

1 3

‘The Institute for Educational Leadership, a program of the Geor

and potential leadership in American education at'the policy. level £ state and

federal gouernment. IEL 8 programs are designed to assist poliéé makers in Ty e .

.\ \,1

"improving communications with educators by creating new forums fot the, inter-

et l

&

change of ideas amOng federal, state -and local education policy makersx"

. .,
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£ ! T . ‘ B ’ P ¢
.f Jacob J. Feldwan holds a- pos:btion in the health, field which the NAEP study .

S group believes helps influence policy based on research. - " : '\_ e ° -«
RO Feldman s title is associa.te "director ofJanalysis, division of analysis

National Centerﬂfor Health Statistics. Among hisg® reSponsibilities are running

a clearinghouse for healthgstatistics, stimlating development of measuremente
PR » - z
= concepts,” preparing an overall plan for the analysis and presentation of e~ ' '

o . _T‘\' “

. search data and preparing atinual reports.

But .vhat the ‘IAEP study gro\a found rﬂiost interesting ‘among Feldman ‘s’ myriad

b
, tasks is. t'he preparation of reports to Be used in Congressional stimony or

c

for .Study by azppropriate subcommittees and other key decision-making bodies. .
RS oThese. reports’ are a synthesis of studies dome by a numb\er of .health re_,searcheifs.

. - His work estahlishes a strong l,iknk between research% and m making. N

N " “Alsé worth special note is the. keen political savvy ‘of USDA researchers. Lo

»

USDA officials will draft legislation uéon request for c6ngressional zides -0

L _ whether or not the Vggislation s intent is supported by USDM However, later {- +
-\ ' , - “ay
they are careful to”avail themselves of opportunities to express thefr feelings B

)
»

*; e about the proposed legislation during the’ regular l“ﬁslative review procedures.

L*

. ' A rather. unique model "of how to influence policgy decisions with, research

S

T " was found in the Health Policy Program, Schoc}l of- Medieine, University pf e ‘ -

at ifornia San Francisco. ,
. R

«

Established in 1972, the Health Policy Program s objectist are to improve

-

the quality and flow of information to those who make health pgicy decisions o
T8

S
-at. the local state and national 1evels. s . - TR
’ ' , 4 ¥ -~ . . . :, A ;

. ] Duroing the regulat academicu year jeminars on pold.’cy ispues are _held and .«

’

include representatives of the faoulty of. other mrsities, the regearch -

staffs of state and federal legis'lators, staffs of professional ass ciations




~—— . ’ e = .2 ' ) - - ’ . = '”"*':'“ .
like the American Society of Internal Medicine, and members of such organiza— , 2
tions as; the Rand Corporation. ' 3 “; ~ ‘ ' s

v - D=

The Health Policy Program also has a "Washington Study Group" which works

e

-to_enhance communication with federal health policy makers and' their assistants. °

. &Y

, The program engages in analysis of data that felates.to health policy.

3, ’

issues and of the current policy-making process. When information is not avail- _ A

~

B

. able to'shed light on a current policy problem, then the program initiates

L academic research studles to.fill the gap. S

- .

'
L BES,

-

Members of the program attempt to give assistance in both formal and

’ Y

. ) " informal ways to policy makers in Congress, the Officevof Management and . .
' Budget, NEW, the Veterans Administration, the California State Senate s Office *

of Resea;;h,and other organizations. ’ &\ﬁf
B ° N * .

. ~ This section has attempted to show procedures for maintaining close ties

- between researchers and decision makers. Working within close proximity Qf\\ L

f " one another or establishing a=formal. network for reguli%ly getting togetﬁggﬁ

g R

'

wege the primary methods encountered. - N . .f/'

- N /// ‘
- N B > .
- - « 7 i
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‘ ' o ) CHAPTER 11 .

. ' " SHALL WE CONSIDER ADOPTION? .

, .
. ) ~ R . ~ - vs -
EN

Al
’

~ Irv Lehmann, a Michigan State University professor, suffered a coronary -
- / .
. in May 1913.' Before the attack he exercised infrequently and ate "as he

~ . . i

_damned well pleased.” - h

XY
-

v But the heart attack brought Lehmann “to grips with reality He knew he

LR
a Ed

-

.

had to change his diet and exercise reghlarly.
‘. -
In the course of trying to find out exactly what to do, Lehmann eneountered
=~ ~
data based on research done by the National Center for Health Statistics.

-

..The research findings were contained in a-popular‘magazine article he read . ;
. on how to prevent heart attacks. The data also‘was the basis‘for-pamphle%s >
. >supplied to him by the American Heart Associationm. J ) . o \ )

; ’ﬁ%\ **The research findings —— translated into layman's Yanguage — suﬁported

bS Y

e, whatwLehmann\s physician had told him: He was persuaded. He was impressed. /Z. W
J
|
|
|
4

- The information has helped to shape his habits since that day in May two years

ago. Now he jogs four miles a day‘at the,fite.gf‘ll.s minutes per milehand

~ - ’ <

-eats a low—cgglesﬁerol, lowfat diet, A ' X

4 . - B -
. Shirley ﬁeddle of Jefferson County, Cblora&o, a home ecbnomist by train-
* ing, because of membership in a professionai organization, recently found an?

opportunity to learn about food preservation techniques through the agricultural

”" extension service in Jefférson Counry ) L ) "n - : °-
.. She agreed to give fifteen hours of service:* in exchange for fifteen hours % ' f;%
ﬁ“ pof training. The training, based on USDA resedrch, included reading handouts, o k\ﬁ
;;;293 N 4 35 ' _ é
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watching video tapes and attending, workshops run by agriculture specialists. .

_ . ‘ﬁeddle~came.away with a good impression -= the information was clear, not co
- ¢ . f -
S . too technical .and she had an opportunity to suggest some things herself. e

- Now she s able to train others in food preserv/tion Aand get continuing educar
tion credit for\her efforts. And as a sidé//enefit, her children have become

interested in nutrition and preserving food, Y Tl S '\\

In short, the USDA research findfngs on food preservation have touched ‘ .

‘

Weddle's life and that of her family. ' ;

v

John, Smith (not his veal name) is getting ajdivorce. Smith, of New York, . "

is facing a large alimony settlement. He desperately wants to kno vt a—
— tion and cost—of-living factors are going to affect his payments, which in turn

.

gt will affect’ the quality_o\f his life. B L

A

N
L}

;ecently/he,dalled Pat Uackman at the Cohsumer Price IndexVoffice in~
Washington, D.C. Smith wanted some information based on sound researcﬁ "As
it turms out, CPI”data will be introduced in the divorce/cdurt procéédings and

will help shape the, financial future for John Smith and the ex-Hrs. Smith. o

- hd <
A

. These examples illustrate how .data from the agricultural economics and L

'health research organizations are affecting the everyday lives of everyday %%%é

- -

L

folks. The. research results act'ally touch people. .

/ In the jargon onthe research world, ' 'adoption” 1is the process'by which ; .
- the results of research changes’ the habits or practices of"people. SR "
In the case of Lehmann, the adoption was ‘accomplished through popularé L >;;‘
.f' magazine writing, non-technidal pamphlets and talks with his physician. . For o .
’ Weddle, adoption occurred bécause of publications, video tapes and personal S -

~

contact with USDA workers. For Smith, the CPI data vas of)essential use because .

. .

1 has over a period of time been built into manyié%qggmic\formulas; even into -

.

" alimony payment formulas. - -

. )
y . 4 - - : : ‘
: N . ! . J/
PO ~ . > . . ! “* . Vv 36 ' . P .
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CHAPTER 12! , ‘ / -

ADOFTION THRQUGH LINKING - ... oy

g The.adoption of new practices based on research does not just happeén. -auto-

3

matically. The research findings should be distributed in an. easy to use,

»»

e

uhderstandable form and often there has to be an agent Working to link the re-
search td the potential user. Many times without this linking agent, research

_data remains just so much verbiage stacked in a pile on somebody s Qesk or’

)
~

. . ~ ’ ..
stored in a computer. S - . .

~

In the publiclyesupported agricultz;al research system there is 3 strong
N 4

”
L]

link between research and practice that

v T

as successfullp bounn‘together the

- -

.two, for many/years. - . - ' : 2
) ) . . S ,

S ///It is the Cooperative Extension Service of ‘the. United States, whtch has

L been operating for more than a century asan educational agency of the USDA.

- ’ v

L - ,Itginvolves interaction among land-grant cblleges, universities~and countyaand

[y

,cityagovernments..' ! ’

»
¢
.

[} ‘

It is a formal system for getting the results of USDA research into

. practice. ' - .7 - : ' -7

~ . e
t . d

¥ The scope of the- program is- overwhelming. The Cooperative Extension Ser—

ERAIE D

vice involves about sixteen thousand professionals, ten thousand support-staff ..

‘ v
. s S

‘members, eleven thousand para-professional aides and over a million volunteers. - f:

4
a

Funding for the program is diverse and hinges an no single soupcéf Total- ‘ . o

~ -
. . R . oo
- .

" ing more than $300 million annually, Cooperative, Extension Service funds come

-~ e

from’ federaI“astate, local and private sources. ' .
2 ) , : o ’ . e

. -
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‘,fxtenaion services are far-flung. They are offered through all fifty—two . ‘l

)

land-grant universities and colleges with offices in nearly every coun}y and '

’

Iarge metropolitan area in the United States.

.
13

The programs of the extemsion service are educational in«cgntent and-method
" rather than regulatory or fiscal. fThey are a vehicle for transferring a broad = '
spectrum of agricultural research findings to clientele in all counties..

The Federal Extension Service (FES) serves as a central office represent-

¢

ing the Codperative Extension Service. Itkprovides national leadership in f
extension programs to insure their coordinated support of significant national

goals growing out of USDA research. FES approves the appointment of each state

L2

direétor of the Cooperative Extension Service, who is selected by the governing

LY

body of the land-grant college of that state. . . ' *

While mﬁjor goals for the extension activities are set at the federal s

-

- . level, th\ere is wide latitude to permit the states tJ adapt their programs to
varying needs : ! - - . T . \
' The extension services are administered by the land-grant universities

through an extension airector and provide informal, non-credit education for .

all ages. In the dperatidn’ of the extension servicghﬂshere/isfiffree flow of

e communication among USDA researchers, extension’professionals,uresident-teachers

' in the state university systems and researchers of other private and public " o ~;
agencies. | \ v ' -

;%f ’ This. communication is achieved at téé~nniversity level by having research~

- ers from UsDA and other agencies\sharing teaching responsibilities and working

- cooperatively on federal,.state and local research projects with resident . ({ﬂ

9

researchers.

. i
. -
RN ¥ - ., 5
. .
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from the university or college and researchers-from the state- agricultural

-~

experiment stations, work directly with farmers and other community people on

. a county leVel.. These agents provide advice .to their clientele on a vast array

. -

- of poth urban and rural problems. The. agents also aid their clientele by

* giving demonstratlogs, workshops and short courses to introduce new and proposed:
-

practices developed by research at federal, state and local levels.“ “

H
a “y

-

Local community residents and organizations have considerable influence

» on the work of thege ‘agents and the local semi-autonomous extension offices L

from ,which they- operate. Local -governments ‘as well as. federal and state gov- -
/ <
ernments provide funds for various extension p/9dects, local Farm Bureaus,

schools, service clubs and other private and public organizations work coopera- S
tively with agents on various projects_ and local residents are often represented

. .’0

on committees and boards that advise local extenmsion offices regarding community

needsz N ' - ) T B
k. ) . - -
It is this federal/state/lécal network that ultimately links the prac~

titioner, the farmer or the urban‘resident, with an agent knowledgeable'about

@

/ .
research findiqgs!hnd capabie of teaching their application.

Cooperative extensianagents,~in cooperation with extension specialists - cl

[
¥ .3
- e

The NAEP stud‘ group found the linking processes between practitioners :/f‘\;.'

' and researchers in the other research systems examined, far less developed or
extensive than the processes utilized in agriculture. Howedzr, the other

research organizations did attempt to provide some direct s rces for their
P P

‘elientele. .- ‘-, o §

Within the Bureau of Labor Statistics there is an office that provides s

>

technical assistance in developing Consumer Price Indexes for state and 'local

governments. The decision concerning which states or local governments would
v 3

R4 K 39 |

/

e
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receive such ass{stance/are based on some of the follcwing criteria.

.

L How politically or economically dritical is the situation; for N .o
‘ example, the Bureau of Labor Statistics provided assistance to the. . | %7
. city of Fairbanks, Alaska, .in developing price indexes when the con= ;
. struction of a major oil pipeline radically affected the éhonomy in
@that area of Alaska. , . ; .
7

—  How useful will the data be; i.e., will .the assistance result in a - = 3

\ major use of the data by the state or local go?ernment impact on- - i

. a substantial mumber of people. . . | - L
— * How much staff time will be: required, with a iimited stafs anda . " {
primary responsibility for producing the CPI every month, the Bureau I
i \ of Labor Statistics must carefully consider any expenditure of staff ‘ L
. time . . T -
4 )
~ v—  What additional 'COSts - are entailed in providing assistance, in many
cases the BLS would expect-the ontsidelagency to cover or share in o
the costs of producing any special tabulations. .- ! g 2

The Consumer Expenditure Survey, (CES) departmentxwas also willing to pro-

vide special tabulations for state and local agencies as.well as private industry

, - ' : £
following criteria similar:to those of the CPI peoplen . S o wh s

f Im response to the need for more adequate health-related data to meet

s
.

national, state and lécal needs, NCHS in 1970 beganlthe developmhnt of a R
' Cooperative Health Statistics System (CHSS) This gysten was.designed to pro=

vide a wide range. ‘of usgrs of health information with comparable data. in various . ‘7

~ health areas and to provide the analytical.and technical assistance to make this

data useful. The system would.also establish a coalition among Pational

f , /\
state and local data systems for purposes of coordinating the.collection of__ :
health data. - o K 4 . y

‘In persnit of these objective33 contracts are presently being awarded by | j

¢

the Division of Cooperative Health Statistics System to state and local agencies o

permitting these agencies to determine the most feasibye organizational struc~

tures and, content in the collection of health data and to develop training

. [}

4
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-fmatErials that demonstrate current data systems add provide ifformation on

how to: modify current systems to meet local needs. .
¢ As of September 1976, £orty-five states were involved in some component
stem and fourteen of the forty-five states had considerable coordina- '
“activity usually in the form of a state heaith Statistics centerewhere
direct responsibility'could be taken for- the coflecting of the data for one.or

‘more of the cooperative systen components and providing consultation_to‘local

. s,

-
%

_datd users. ' } : . - ¥

The educational research community is aware of the successes of the agri-

H 4

' f;w,cultural research planhing system and the cooperative extension model. .
\ Richard K. Helrig, director of the National Dissemination Leadership Pro—

ject, a former teacher with a background *{n the field,of agriculture, told the

.8

NAEP study group of his belief that an educational professional counterpart of

the agricultural extenefon agent can make a difference in gseeing that educa-'lN
- . x
tional research results are used. - . ’ v -

-
7 -

From his Zgberience,’ﬂelrié believes that-to be successful such an educa-
tional.facilitator program must indlude: 'money for program'development, fuiid~-

ing from various sources,Jinv vement by state departments of education, ’ /(<T\'

.

system for measuring the eff tiveness ofmfacilitators, and a focus on - ,.

-

working with that sinall percentage of school personnel,who are most prone to

accept change and adopt new techniques, called "early adopters.” P=

.

While small in scope, there have been recent attempts to link educational

research with the practitioner. < ' I
Currently the Kansas Educational Dissemination/Diffusion System (KEDDS)
‘provides a trained retrieval staff of thirty in regional centers who submit

. information searches to the_natiopal and local data basis, plus a gtaff at the

«
.
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Kansas State Department of Education who ‘search the consultant, practices, ' )

programs and processes files. The KEDDS regional centers ‘are located in eight-

-

R Y O
Y e ;
P .

R

. Kansas colleges ‘and universities and in one educational cooperative.f KEDDS

g‘{f’":r' also provides a staff of six professional facilitatgors who .serve, as helpers to . i
f:( . local school districts in developing a process that’will/helptthem i implement— :
4‘5. "ing new educagional programs. ' ) . ’, . S . j
X Among the services offered by~these facilitators to)any school digtricts |
1 in'the,state_of Kansas are: local needs ‘clarification,, organizational,con- ‘
N ”

sulting; diffusion nlanning with Title IIl/IV projects, workshops*on dedihion *

making,. and assistance in training, finding resgurces,\planning‘for change,

and developing community support. T . D . ya
‘. . >
The\National Institute for ggucatioﬁ (NIE) has within the past fewoyears

"

greatly extended its strategies for improving dissemination-of educatio -

5 -
(/ formation between federal, state and local agencies. Included in these strate: - 5

<
<L o‘ . . ‘3_.
_ - gles are the following activities: ' SN <‘ T 7
. ° = Awarding of grants to state education agencies to develop. cogprehen-
’ sive dissemination capacities. ‘N R
. --  Improvement of Educational Resources Information Service Cﬂ:.a / .
. " 'clearinghouse responsible for acquiring and processing féf data base |/
input significant educational information. ' - i
* /
v~ Fostering of communication’ among state .education 2gencies and NIE /
through regional and national conferences. L /
. b4 B - - 4/
-  Linking 6f resources of state education agencies, regional labora-'
. tories and centers, and institutions of higher: education tb local - .
L education agencies and.school sites to work cooperatively on educa- _ T
j tiona] problems. - . B ' -
-~ Developmept of systems by which educational research,and develoﬁment

nd -laboratories can eommunicate yesults of ‘R&D ,to educational -
practitfoners and can obtain input from local education agencies
.regarding .needed research.
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7 b Encourage development of papers. and studies that will further aid

s .a understanding of processes and systems for using and producing -
‘. * : \l knWledge. - , ' 3 H

-

- : At a March ‘1977 conference in Columbia South Carolina, sponsorqd by the
National Dissgmination Leadership Project, Herbert Lionberger, a tuyral - o f
sociologist from the University of Missouri and well-known expert on agri-‘
;' cultural dissemination, spotlighted a, key difference between the agricultural
| ‘ and educational research systems and their link to praptitioner§ in the field.
* He said that in agriculture as well as: medicine, innovations came from the ’

scientific community. Thus, the agricultural extension agents link the scird'
T - * 5

entific c‘omunity with the farmer.,' . , ﬁl C /“/

\ ”
Y

d more’

But- he said that in education, innovations are developed more
;"\\ . 2 . Al -
© ~ locally and the U.S. Officé of Education s diffusiqn network was set- up, to , *
1 fea . A . e
. - N

help spread locally developed innovations. Lionbergen suggested that educa-
tional dissemination should make more use of researchers and university enperts. L.
* £ T

Some debate did emerge at the conferemge from participants who' contended. \ .

4

. that innovations developed locally are not' inferior to those developed at_the s-e?/T‘”‘\

oniversity level. In fact, they argued that s locally developed inn Vations

) . \ Es,. 3 ".t
. gain greater credibility amons thoge WhO miﬁht adbpt them because they' are
viewed as workable. . - o 2 ;i;'p%;’% .
- . - ® & D Y 'o, .

The dissemination experts at the conference suggested that the important

. thing is that state departments of educaﬁion gqx something started to lidk . S

¢
»

FEEN ' . ok o ‘ - ?
research and practice. , . :jf)of; v . . 8
‘s * . : ¢ ¢ . " . /'
The conference- participants concluded that cggmuni ation between and among
oty \ -

the states is vital to establishing wideSpread educati nal linking mechanisma.
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Economic Pregrams.

N

CONSUMER EXPENDITURE SURVEY (CES)

Periodically, since 1888,. the Bureau of Lahor Statistics has conducted surveys
of conqumer expenditures, savings,  and income These surveys haye been the
" only comprehensive sources of detailed information on expenditures, income, and
changes in assets andfdiabilitiesqrelated ta the socioeconomic and demographic
characteristics of families in the United States.
L \ v

The 1972-73 Consumer.Expenditure Survey is the eighth major survey of this type,
and the first since 1960-61. The 1972-73 survey consisted of two separate.’
surveys, 'each with a different data collection tecHﬁique and sample: (1) a~
quar?erly panel survey in which each consumer unit in the sample was visited by
an interviewer every three months over a 15-month period, and (2) a diary or
Tecord-xeeping survey completed at home by the respondent family for two l-week
periods. The survey was conducted over a ,2-year period. The sample .of 23,000
units was divided into two representative’ subsamples of approximately 11,500
units for each syrvey year. . . .

Y . * ‘

CONSUMER PRICE INDEX

The Consumer Price Index ks a monthly statistical measure of the average chang%ag
in prices of goods and services purchased by urban wage earners and clerical
workers for day-to-day living: It is based on prices of about 400 "marketbasket™
items selected to represent all consumption goods and services purchased by

these yorkers. The quantity and quality of these items is kept,essentially
unchanged between major revisions so that only price changes will b measured
Prices are collected in a ConSumer Expenditure Survey . from about 40,000 tenants
and 18,000 retail establishments in 56 urban areas across the country. All

taxes directly associated with the purchase and use of the 400 items are in-.

" Jcluded in the index.. Since the- ‘TPI 1is based on the expenditures of a specific
population group, it may not accurately reflect the experience of other families
and individuals w1th different buying habits. Though the CPI 1s often called

the "Cost—of-Living Index," it measures only price change, which is just orde of
several important factors affecting living costs.- Area indexes do not measure

. differences-in the level of prices among cities. They only.measure differences.
in the level of prices among cities. They only measure the average change in
prices for each.area since the base period.
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Health Programs o .

- ’
~t .

NATIONAL HEALTH SURVEY ,..°

The National Health Survey Act of 1956 provides for “the establishment and
continuation of a National Health ‘Survey to ohtain information-about the
health status of the population in the United States, including the services
received for or because of health conditions. .The responsibility for the
development and conduct of that program is placed with the National Center | !
for Health Statistics (NCHS), a research~oriented statistical organization

within the Health Services and Mental Health Administration (HSMHA) of the :

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. Three separate™and distinct °
programs are-employed bw NCHS in meeting thelobjectives of the Act——a house-
hoid health interview survey, a family of surveys of,health resources, and ‘
a health examination survey. / . *

a

THE KEALTH EXAMINATION SURVEY (HES) .

The Healtn.cxamination Survey (HES) is one of the three different prograis
employed by NCHS to accomplish the ob;ectives of the National Health Survey.

A collects data by drawing samples of the civilian, noninstitutionalized

population of the United States and, by means of medical and dental exam-
inations and, variousﬂtests\and measuremerits, usdertakes to characterize the
populationrunder study. This is the most accurate way to obtain definite
diagnostic data on the prevalence of certain medically defiped illnesses.

.

It is the only way to obtain information on unrecognized undiagnosed
conditions--in some cas#s, even nonsymptomatic conditious. t is also the -
only way to obtdin distributions of the population by a vari ty of physical,
physiological, and psychological measurements.

* - q
The overall plan of the Health Examination Survey has been to cpnduct successive,
separate programs in specific age -segmentscof the ‘civilian, no titutionalizaa

U.S. population by means of medical and dental examinations, tests, and msasure-
ments. These successive programs, referred to as "cycles," have had a 'specific
age segment for the target population and have .been concerned®with certain

specified health aspects of that subpopulation, ) ‘H’ ‘ . —_
"During the period from 1959 - 1970 three separate survey programs were ‘conducted:
. 9 .

Cycle‘I Nov 1959 - December 1962 -~ Ages. 18-79

4
The examinacion was focused on certain chronic diseases, cardiovascular diseases.

arthritls'and rheumatiém‘ atid diabetes. Also-included were a dental examination;
tests for ,visual and‘auditory acwity, X~-rays, electroardiographic tracings, -

‘blood chemistry tests, and numerous body measurements. The sample size of Cycle I

was 7,710 persons, of which 6,672 (86.5 percent) were examined.’ .
cgéle IT a July 1963 - December 1965 Ages  6-11

‘The examination was focused primarily on various parameters of rowth and devel-

opment, but it also screened for heart diseasé, congenital abnormalitiés, ENT

.

L3
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abnormalitles, and neuromus.culoskeletal abnormalities. |The size of the sample
was 7,417,. of which 7,119 (96.0 percent) were examined.

Y

Cycle ITI - . March 1966 - March 1970° . Ages 12-17

For Cycle II, the focds was on growth and development. A unique feature ®f the
survey was that the ssme sample areas and hou51ng units of Cycle II were used.
again.’ Thus, many of the Cycle II sample children were also examined in

Cycle III, providing valuable longitudinal data. Of the total gample size of
7,518 youths, 6,773 (9Q0.1 percent) were examined. Of those examined, 2,271
were examined in both cycles. ’

czéle iy e ' 1971 - 1973 ' Ages 1-T4
Fbllowing the Health Examination Survey among youths in 1966-1970 this survey

program also was requested to undertake. the responsibility of -nutrition sur-
veillance. The first Health and Nutritjon Examination Survey program started

in 1971 was designed to measure and monitor nutritional status of the population °°

1 - 74 years and to collect other d‘ta needed on health of tﬁe adult population,
25 = 74 years. Measures of nutritional status include clinical evaluations,
with special attention to conditions indicative of nutritional problems,
hematological and biochemeial determinations, and special skin, eye, and dental’
éxaminations. A subsample of the adults 25 ~ 74 years of age also received

a detailefl examination designed to provide data on current and’ unpet health °
needs in this adult population. Persons were questioned abOut their health
care needs as they see them and ‘about the medical care they have sought and
obtained for these needs. The examination was designed to provide informatipn
on health problems found and some ipdications of health care needed. These
data will be interrelated to obtain assessments of how well the medical.care
system is working. . :

- .. » . .
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.The Health“Interview Survey, one pof the programs condugted by the Natiomal c ter
for Health Statistics to gather informatiod on .the heal iﬁﬂ of the American pegple,
has been in operjtion since July 1957. From information filtered in interviews,
an attempt is made.to describe the social demographic, and economic aspects o
illness,‘disabil :y, and the use of medical serviceg.

-

The health interview questionnaire coqgists of a core of questions concerning
items about whick »jnformation has been colldcted each year. These basigyitens
vinclude acute conditions and injnries, chronic conditions,-days of disability,
due to acute or chronic conditions, limitatidn of activity caused by chronic
cduditions or imp;}&ment, hospitalization, and the social, economic, and
demographic charagteristics of the 'interviewed sample persons. ®uring recent

years, medical care provided by physicians and dental cate have become core
items.

Information on certain other health-related items has been collected in tae sur-
very periodically, usually at intervals from. two ‘to five years. In the early

years of the survey, these topics were described as rotating iteis and consistad

of measures such as mobility limitation due to chronic illness, dental care, and .
the proportion of hospitdl 'bills paid by insurance. As the survey developed, )
there was an -increasing demand for more detailed information about -some of the

core items, such as detailed data on types of injuries, the duration of

activity limitation, the. accessibility of physicians' services, and-conva=

lesence following hospitalization. The need for this information le to the
expansion of certain areas of the basic questionnaire to provide for he

collection of these data at periodic intervals, introducing a slightl different

g .zategory of rotating items. ° \

.

In additiou, the questionnaire for a given year has usually included one or more
special supplements. While most of the snpplements were originally planned for

a l-year collection period, 'some .of them: nedeal with topice for which trend
information is needed. °Since the interview is the:most efficient method of
collecting this type of ‘data, certain items are added to the basic questionnaire
on a planned schedule. These items, which mignt be described as rotating
“supplements include such topics as smoking habits, health insurance ocverage, X-ray
exposure,, home care, the use of special aids, and personal health expenses.
Other supplements, particularly those dealing with specific chronic conditions -
or impairments, have been added to the questionnaire on a less regular basis.
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APPENDIX D

'EVALUAIION OF SELECTED U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE . . '
NATIONAL CENTER FOR HEALTH STATISTICS AND CONSUMER
PRICE' INDEX PUBLICATIONS
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- a v N N
‘ N -#Frequency of-Publication (FR) .
' - ) EVALUATION OF USDA, NCHS and CPI )
, \ . ; 2 .
. ' . Concepts or . Apprax. Vocabulary ., N . Referral
’ N Title Type Arcas Covered FR_ PGS Type .Grade - Illustrations for Info -
i - . ] .
. Také the Quiz . Foldout Single (e.g. fodd 1 2 « NT 6th Symbols, 2 color Check-off list Extension Serv.
A . buying) 4 o ¢ N . (Ceneral)
. Living with Change . , Booklet  Single (e.g. money 1 7 NT 6th Cartoon drawings » , + Major questions Extension Serv.
, P . ) . ‘~ 2 color ) (General)
. Picture Story Fact Sheet Booklet Single (e.g. energy . - I 3 . NT 6ch Photographs on each page Human interest Bibliography
. o . ~ saying) : , - ,
§ Extension Service Review ° Booklet 2-pg. Stories BM  20-30 NT 9ch Chart of photo on each Human interest Address of
, 0 % \ ¢ page - (Personalized) Others
- 5 JJournal of Extension 5 Booklet *. 2-5 Afticles and BM  25-40 ST "12¢h she'-charta‘. few Practical ap- Footnotes !
@ special- features. illustracions N plications.
- - . -~ . J ~Concepts in * .
. R - margm,. Summary
. : . . o : , and footnotes -
Fars lndex (ERS) ... _ - __Boaklet .. 2=5 pg. Deacriptions. M 15420 ST + T 12ch+ Illustration each page Practical °_ Research cited
1 - ~ .o of Research . . . *  applications List of Pub.
Agricultural Research (ARS) Bboklet  2-5 pg. Descriptions M * 15-20 ST - 12c¢h - Photographs each page Practical * Source cited in
. N of research : g ’ . . . applications  articles
~ Jdewsletter (CUSS) Booklet ., Short notes BM ¢ 5-10 , NT: 12¢h * Few i{llusctrations Intormation Clted i{n notes
~ . ) ‘ . . . about system )
- Special Repoft Booklet , Specigl report on 1 5-10 © ST ~ 12th+ Charts, po illustractions .. Trelid data NCHS address _
~ - v v . luportant issue . S . - -
Advance bara Report \ Booklet  Special report on I 10-15 ° T A2th+ cCnarts, no illustrations Trend data - NCHS address-
= L . | *vital issue ~ : e . i .
-4 Monthly Vital Scatistics .* * Booklet Vital statistice and Y M 5-10 T .12¢h+  Charts, no illustrations NClIS address
% 3 freports . " . bricf analysis . Lo .
< ® 1A Chare Book B Booklet Dimensional charts of A _1.0-50' 8T ~ 12th Charts on esch page. NCHS address
©° ' = Rescarch. ., . . : No narrative :
2 7 {vigal and Healch Statiscic lets Results of speciffc I 25-100 ST~-T 12eh+  Some chargs, ofew o
“{publication studles, Descrip- N 1}luscrations
2 . l tions of Methodology R . ) \
- News Relgase \7 i Stapled . Monthly report of M 10-15 ST 12¢th No {llustrations, sowe Tel of = ¢
. e pages - . CPI changes- oot . ,charts researcher
x CPI Detailed Report - Booklet Report on CPI changes " M 15.-'30 > T ‘° 12chi+  No {llustrations, chsrte Footnotes
[ . . BLS offices
3 Specidl Reports - Booklet Reports of importance A 5-10 ST - T 12¢ch+  No illustrations, charts Footnotes »
.0 g ", of CPI - ) ) .
§ BLS Reports - Booklet  Reports on .special 1 10+ §T -T | 12¢th+ No fllustrations, charts Footnotes
34 ¢ , studies, methods, .. -
A ' . .o ' utilizacion N -~ . g . .
Statietical Reporter ’ Baoklet Current developmenta M- 25-50 ST * 12c¢ch+ No illustrations, some ‘umun
, - : in labor statistics T . chares articles -
» ’ : ‘
- . . - Ixexy \ w -
. oo 1 Frequency of Publication (FR) .- ¢ - . Vocabulary Type ’ 3
) N " I - trregular & ¢ NT - nonrtiéchnical PO
. :.7 8 » . BM - bi-nontily ’ - - ' ST - semi-technical .- . ,79
/ Q . .. . M - wonthly - ' T - techinical .
. F - ~ A - annual T : . N .
ERIC . . Sl > -
N N . T -
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~X. How much Impact do you think educational reseazch has had ‘on educational policy -
decisions made at the .following levels? : 4

I

-

~ ’ » . . .

— . ) ' A ' ¢
) ‘ Level. .
. . L " Federal tate " Local "No Régonse .
2 < A X , .
CGensiderable. Impact 2 . Nl . S
y Moderate Impacty . 7 \4 1 5 -
Some Impact ' 6 2 LN T i
Very Little fmpaqt 4 .. _10 i
No Impact 1, % . 1 .

LN

.2. HOW much impact do you'think the type of educatzona\k research you have been involved: in
at National Assessment has on educatlonal policy. decisions made at the followmg levels?

C . - - ' ‘ Level S
N . . Nt . . ’

, w ‘ .- Fé¥eral State Local # , No Response
‘Consideralfle Impact - . e N
Moderate Impact 6 7 -1, x g™

. Some Impact ‘6 & 9 3
. V\:y Little Impact 8 5 10 L.
. ' No Impact 5 ) b .
. . <
3. How mhch\ utilization do y eel the f‘dllowing, groups make of educational research data?
e T Utilization ) )
. - PR Very . No. ~
" . ) . Considerable Moderate Some Little None Response
- ~ -
Teachers L L ‘ 3 5 10 1
School Board Members °~ - . @+ 4 . 13 3
«  Schqol Administrators 3 9 S -3

.~ .Students . RN : - - : ~ 9 11

- Parents ’ : . 1’ 1 13 5
State Education Personnel ' 3 77— 10

Federal Educational .. ]
\ Agenty Personnel 2 : 38 7 1 1 1
Edicational Researchers ' 13 6 1 : .
College of Edygation ’ .
Professors 3. 11 S ‘1 -
© Statt Legislators . ‘¢ 2 8 . 9
' Federal Legislators : 4 9 7 ’ .
. ~ ! o
W - v 73' d w . ’
i} /__? ¢ ‘ ’ &
q i o
- » [4 o e
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4. How much utilization,do ’yoﬁ feel i'he/foll’ov‘:ling,‘éroups make of zNag‘.ional Assessment data?:,,

- . \
. . . - . .
R St )\,ﬂ. L - Y~ . . [ ‘ ¢ . - ° ‘ k
> ' * s~ ‘ ) - . - * N ) ' t
L. o . L Utilization : " o

- T : Lo T Very No
R N . Considerable Moderate - Some Little None Response
T e LA s . ’ . ) + i ,,'—";.
‘ Teachers ‘ , : ) ) 10 8 .2
School Board:Members. . . ° , N 11 - 3
, School Admlnlstrators N 3 -3 14 K
' Students . - ¢ . ‘ - 6. - .14
T Parents . ! ) R ) ) - 4. " T )
. - State Education Personnel . 1 <« 8 gy - Z/ p;
i Federal Educational . \ S .. : N
Agency Personnel" : L ' 7 7 6 ., ’ -1
Educational Researchers - ° S 2 S 10 3 N -
. ' College of Education T ~ . ’
. Professors . 1 ¢ 4 ‘9 oS 1
L State Legislators 1 . 9 10 )
- Federal- Legislator. o 2 6, 11 t o

s 5

5. Rank from one to eight the followmg types of research in terms- of the impact of ﬁ?ch

>

on the general public, (i.e., the Tamount of attentlon paid by the public to the res

- -

one for the most att’entlon to eight for_ the least : A -~ '
- . T, : 6 -Agricultural research - )
) o 2__ Aerospace research »
. 7 Biological research @‘" -
3 Economic research (e.g., ma@tlng\ research)
N
. 8 [Educational Fesearch .
X .t - 5 Industrial research (e.g., product development) . L.
: 1__ Medical research - .
7 9 Sociological researqh .. s
. t . \ b ] N 1
" 6. Which one of the followmg statements bes{ déscribes how you feel abdut the future ¥
impact of educational research? i o : ' ST N
¢ J e ’y * ‘
. 11  Educational researétg will haVe.‘L‘ increasing impact on educational o C oA,
Lo \ policy in the next five yearsas ) . . : .
Pl . 3 - v v, . N
, ? , . . - Y n‘ . .t N . A <
- -7 __ Educational research will have about the same iﬂ{hact it does now™
- > oﬁ@éducazldnal policy in next five years. . . . o

- '_ L} v

"Educational research will have a decreaimg \@McatiomL
policy in the next l-ijwe years.
. 7. Which one of the followmg ‘statements best descrgbes"-f?ow\_you feel about ;ﬁe future -
impact of NAEP data. | ' -~ - - B T - .

, , . . ¥ ) . M ) ® s M

’ o 15 NAEP data will have an-increasing’impaet ‘on educational, policyein \ .
- the next five years. S c. oL -\

R . . (o e .- i . . *
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) 2 ) ‘JAEP data will have about the same 1mpact it does now -on educatlont{
. polzcy in the next ﬁlve years. . - -

. . ) . B
~ . - ¢ -
. . - * [y
. . . . " 3 ‘ ) . /\ .
» . L s . L . P N - .
$

In terms of recqgnltmn. of the importance of research within the professiok,
do you feel that edugational researchers-receive les&™about the same or more

. -
<
¢ »

recognltldn thanthe followmg types of researchers?’,

PR

N

‘s

Name two conditions or. problems th?t you feel may' impede the ut111‘zat10n of educat:.onal

. . R AR A ' Amount of Becognition . .  t i )
¢ ~ . . a 7 - , N )
R Less About the' Same More I.don't"Know  Response -
. o . S , . e . .
Agricultural 'researchers 4 w3 - - - 1.°
Aerospace researchers . A ! I
Biological researchers . g3 1 1
.- Economic reseafehers o M < 4 1«
" Industrial Researchers -~ .* 6 - -1 . 1
Medical reseaychers -. . - . !
,P’Sociological resedrchers . - 5 1 .~ 1

research data by the followmg groups. ¢ . . ) ! - N
s . - A . ;
. ~ ° f - -
State and/or Natle'na} leglslatqrs . L . oy \ A -
: 3 . . . ) { P N - . s
b3 > - . e * ® . .
1. (s€e pp.  33-34) . . . . - -
- o, - > S’ R "
R ) - et . Y A P :
. ‘ , . [ " - - 3 B ) . . z
‘State Departments oﬁ educ:athlo_nq : . - ) : . .
s 1. x(see pp "5—36) Ll o . . SR L
: . Lo - e o .
2. \J ! \‘ o i KN , ‘)
. ( e Al "‘.\ K T, ‘
w Localv school dlstrict (personne'-l schqol board meinbers, othe)s) - ) ,
. ;." .. . ~ ~' . ..
- - LI L ] .
} ; (see‘pn. 36-37) s e s . Vo R «
v . R . R - : H
2' ”y “ . [ R « . NI ™ . . -
Yy . ¢ - T ({, - - .'_-\ “ k . lo‘q
h e 2 - " . N \ ¢ - ' \ 4
; e E S C . .
) 2 . , R R TN > \ * ! . ot ,
" ) ’ . - h , 1/: . * LA . . . v * ' v
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- ‘Name twg conditions or probléms that you’ feel may impede the utilization of
educati nal research data by the’following groups: . .
. \ . /
R , ° . s . - . i <
' J/:\“State andfor National Legislatprs ™ ( . -
S eI Wt
- BT Lack of: readable summaries of educational reseadtch. Lo e,
e ' ® . \,,. ) . \\L-
. 'Complexity of information in description. : . c
W ) N - ) o '
- Research data not written in concise, clear form. (
P 2N ') }
. Researcl\(is o.ften incomprehensible. NOOR A N
. ) ’
Too .bureaucratic -—= political power groups/since taking 4research into N
" L, consideration means reallocation of *funds. . , .
"Funds ot ?l e for implementation. : . ) ,
- ’ S . . . , 1
Y 4, ‘ ‘Y .
Latk of prédedures ("what to do") ‘when problems are doted? .
PRNEN ' Mumber of sta f capable of understanding results im 51ications of resear,ch.
- .. ¢ ot . ’ o
( PoliticaI cénsiderations are mare impontant than use of data in decision )
L ,making. °‘(Their assumption may he that money solves problems/inqreases -\ 2
- . v+ quality. of education.) * ’a _ . Ve
~s . - g N : I L
;o . The need for mote definitive data. ) S PP
< : ! ' S . . , - X ' ) I3
s «® . The long "production time" of gsfhering research data, whén most policy ’

« ., 1issues need to be resolved immed ately, (or so ik is thought)

] .
. - e . .

. N Illiteracy. . ] . ' PR 4 :
_ Poor communicatidn by researchers. - A ,
' . - . .- R . P A ) T ¥ L]
- ?olitics. ‘ -t L Ty ’ -
. ") - v G .
’ * v LY ) Lo
- . i Lack of time to give priority attention to education issues. . :
. v . . l)‘( > ““ . . As ‘ o . .
o © Ldck- of commudication with educators.‘.> 2 . 'tt .o .
L 4 . L3 - . N
oo ©  Lack of time to deal with the data properly or too bulky -- not condensed -
- \ ) to useable 'form.. Just toa much:” Too many studies doing sdme thing. WNot °*
. h , cdordinatdd. N . i ' ) g . \ '
- a ‘; . y - . .
~ ~ N . - v : . .y ‘ -

' . :
. -
. - . "
» ) 4 I ‘ . / ¢ T )
- - o~ " -
" ' -
e . ' . -
v .
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‘Name tw;o conditions or problems that you feel y impede the utilization of
educational research data by the fo.lldwing groups:,

- - P’
Statefa.nd/or Nationa.l\ LeLlators . r X o '@ -’6",;‘ et
2. ‘Lack of well defined(general theory g e . :'o ? - . ;"

.+ Conflicring infonnation“:“ L ' S .
Poor. contact with legislative iféff§', FN e ‘ o ty
Qontradictoqy od not prescriptive results._’ SN ) - _

‘ Piogramméé&c{ lications~fron'§es§érch unclear. ‘ 'a\ *

~ : ° 7

< . 3

“ \
. <., Slowness of‘ data. ¢ . I
e Data from sufficient studies’ do not create an intégrated pfcture of the
K state of education or, problem.s that need attention. ,
- * -+ The need to make data understandable such _that conclusions yay be drawn
.. L fronz dit. NN . S . s
e, - Obsecure and 1rre]gant reports. a ’ s e
b hS . t - ‘ R
Lack of understanding by legislators ("t{:ust" - "credibility")
- . ‘\/ . KIS
. - The unwillingness to take time to read the research . “ !
L N - e,
Mistrust of educators. - P 2t .
. a * : i - '. N
- Lack of interest, i. e, edycation is not in the’ pub‘lic eye ‘a politically
N « 7t "hot™ issue 'to. concentrate om. o
S ‘\ .- et -
s . . . = T B
. ) .‘rhe wanning quality of éducation research. . - o -‘;"‘s .
K S . L7 v
~ : h" ) ‘ N , - T S ) -3-.) .
/’) .\w . ’ ! 4 :, ) al
~ . [N * e Y
Je v Lo Y , . .,
% 4 oY A ! °
- ~ # .
+ . , : .
~ {
) . . R
. .- /
» g R . A N / 4 v, LR
~NOTE: Four no responses. . S _
- ] 4 ‘ ' . "f-. /\/ . .
! . - P 7 A .
R - - ~ . : 3 v e
NV co) . - : ; L S
. R N V ’. . 0 r ) ‘8 ~ - R
N PO 5~ * >
P ¢t v . . . ', .
E MC ) ‘ . ' s B ;e 4 ) LI ~ ’ ) ’ s
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o
Name two condit:ig.qs or problems- that: you feel‘inay impede t:he utilizat i_ of
educational research data by ‘the fcﬁlowlng groups.: ", "

t:at:e Departments of _Edycation . S N e :

The need for more def:Ln:Lt:ive daﬁa . . o ‘ . T ) .
Lack of readable s&arles of educat:lotial research . T oz
Complexity of informatibn’ in d%scr'ipt:ion._ E L o
chk og ::ime and.\ funds to make ,practical, usiof resear.ch dat:a. 6 / .

N v . e ‘ . v

R.esearch not: conclus:we - can divide :Ln'iTJ }facclon§ g T
ot \] [

» ' For.mast part too bureaucraclc.- ( - s N - :
- "o ) ) 14 ' A R £, ]
.. Funds. > . . ® g - )
B AT . R ° R 1o

-, Lack. df'.piocednres ("what: to do'') wh

\

\Iumber of st:aff capable of unde

. . u/‘,“\ .
Lag t:imé between curreo.t: fads and fesearch. ) ) o, ‘,,-' <. %
' . ¢ r ’ 4 ‘ . 4.’ T ' .
-Budget problems. \ .' - I
.Lack” of funds to' adequ!tely imgieﬁeqt: new educat:ion programs ’ "} \ ' - ‘\
P | L — <3 -y .,
Polit:ics, lack of st:aff expert:Lse, moneys ot s 1‘9 : !
<t - - % ’ 3 \\ .- ' ‘ " -
" Poor communicat;ion systems to L;A S. Y Lo . e, e "' -7
o " ’ \ . . /:,\ : v % :.:.. . .
’  Budget pi'oblems.‘ L . : e ' B . v

Growth of COllectiVe bargaming\may well "back out:" certain educac&onal R '
-options that Tesearch may suggest are not, effective (e'g., t:eaqher/yupil -
ratio limits are "bargained" increasingly.  Even ‘if eresearch concluded. N /
~that effective teaching could take place wit:hin raties as high as 1*30

&

bargam ng agreemer;t:s would preclude- suc;’an optionj. e .
° ‘ 1 Yool
( ’ B y o ‘ ) . h . N - \ A T , L) N ' N
s : . . ’ ) ¢’ ’
. ] . ,} - » ; Y e
- . - . .
- | . ~f 3 >
- J . t . * . v . . .
& i ' N . . 5 v xt . - X
LA a N . ..‘ oot = } . 0 C ’ " e b . N
NOTE:  Three no responses. . e g . S
- 1t . .

' YL e B e T ey ‘ "
. . ,"’ ?8 . - . - .




Name two conditioms or problems that you feel may impede the utilizatigp of"

educational research data by. the following groyps: ',

) » ’
N .

LN

'State Departments‘of Education* i .

)

.2. .The need to Bake data understandable such that conclusions may be drawn

. from it. . .

X . . )

.
o ¢

' Lack of sophisticanion needed to understand research.

Conflicting informatron. \~j&\ v -

.
.

Data not in fotm that ﬁan be practically utilized by state departmenns.

Not well enough organized - no way of getting hola of all data.
Too unihvolved An actual education.. ./;' - . .

: i “{ v/ N ¥. * ¥ s
Funds. There aré‘nore pressxng socidl’ zssues to be‘dealt w1th unrelateé
to or‘unaffectﬁi‘:; existing research .

-
v @

4

Laziness . C

. ' .

. : ¢
Lack of*staff to amplement program ohangesras a\\esulb of research.
¢ 7 e L e
Dfssemination prqblens > ,L I ot R i

- Budget. Each department‘within state department-doing their own thing
No qoofdination’ oo . SN . .

- /Lack of specialist or trained personnel to. be -the coordipator between
state ‘and local school: districts. ‘ . - '

- o * _,\ A . . \

«Emotional turmoél caused by - some researsh and teé/ing programs ‘t.
- A SR T RPN

Weak position of gesearch g p within state departments.,

Y
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~"Naine two conditions or problems that” you feel may impede the utilization of

<educatignal research data by the following groups: : '

. .
v, /
. N

L -t \
. - .

v

Local School Districtv(Personnel; Sthool Board Members, Others)

4

1.~ The need for more definitive data.

’
& ‘ v ‘

Research needs tq'be interpreted VEES tlassroom implicationgap

[
AR
<.

] rd ° g . 7
. Lack of good readable summaries of educational research.

A ' »

Complexity‘of infbrmation‘in description. : ‘i

N N
. ‘. ’
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