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. . 3 - . .. [ e
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-'production,“and utilization of complete‘systems of 3

-+

) Lo
A _ INTROPUCTION ¢ 7 -
. - D* -/-.' s . . . ”J&-) . B ) ) B . R ‘v . c

. " ,
_ Instractlonal deveronnewt is a sy tematlc approrrh pte) the de51gn,

o o . P ; . Ty

- -

1on (Assoqﬁ—t

v

o ~

a;gon for Eduratlonal Communlcgtlone and.mechnolown, TR ‘72) ‘W khi, %’
. : L : . . - . - ; /\,_/
this realm of 1nstruct10nal teve/gpment, six sub- fn c;: ,¢ are delTneafed.

These 1ncLude Research-Theory, Design, Productlon Evalu“?‘

B ' “ S
Loglstacs, and Utlllzatﬁon D1ssem1nat10n 6AECT 1977ﬁ 64) ) R

.-

’

LN ’ 3

Tne ro%ﬁ of the A—lZ level medla Dlofess10nal as :nstructlonal dever—

“ , . - R

-

oper has - been expllcated in, +eytbooks for potentlal mndlﬁ 0rofess1onals

P \ 2 [N

(Brown, Norberg' and Srygley 197?- 1 ErlCRCOW, 1968 LO-';rostano and

| - § ' S
fProstano; 197] 214 44 Davies, 1969 41 58) o A Delphl Study by Jetter

N
b - .2 B
o ' ot

(1972) predlcted the assumptlon of the‘rolc of 1nstrucfronal devel?pers.

A .. = @
as the major trend 1n the future for . medla profess1onals. Flna11y4 the
ki ] . ) "xw . v
role of the Krl“ med1a profess1onal as 1nstructJona1 developer was 'for-
. Y . R Y . . .

®

" mallzed in Medwa_Programs- D1strrct and School (ﬁmerlcan L;brary Assoc1—'

e

‘atfon/AECT, 1 975) A ';fv e

LN

- of several variables’ analogOLs to ;nstructlonal developnent and a w1de

t
range of 1ndependtnt Varlables. These 1nclude bchulzeteﬂberge (1970)

. currhpulum development act1v1t1ea w1th undergraduate major, 51m11ar1ty of

dg*lternsts between medra spec1allsts ‘and teacher, and extrovers: on-fMaudUS'

R
by

.‘j1975) curricu. .am 1nvolvement with teaching structures, Larsen (1971)

- S e’ > ’ . i

‘role assiénments with tiﬁe,'budget, and printipal's perception:iLeeper L

.~(i92$ : quallty of medla program W1th both the attrtude of pr1nc1pal and

-

4 0
s oo

) media profe§s1onal; Daniel’ (1974)w allocat101 of 1espons1b111ty to medla

fﬁﬁSelectlon,

v -

Stué es have been undertaken attemptlng Lo determlne the relatlonghlp '

.
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profe551onal w1th subm1551vpness and accomodhtlon on thc part Ny
Lﬂ- : o v . e

»\.i v Of the medla profc551onal~ and - Kerr (1977) . acceptance of the role of"

. 1nstruct10nal developer with roJe—taklng ablllty. oL _" 1<-: _;//)2’/7/i;f

R Lo e
s

‘The'fole of the media’profesSional as instructional. developer is a’
s - . B : . FR - . - .

b relatlvely recent phenomenon While'the'rolecof instructional'developer

- -
B rd

o _ is‘promulgatedfbyfq?tional rganlzatlonsy the recency of a standard R
. definition dnd descriptiog of act1v1t)es 1nvolved in lnstructlonal devel-

- . i : - ‘_: '. . . i ,_‘_.-_7 _ . ; . sy N ‘.
oo opment has precluded in-depth studies... _ S ' : . .

- - : . . - N e . -

e & THE PROBLEM e

‘ -

- - . g o : - DR

The literature of l rary educatlon ‘and cducational technology is

\Al

. - \ . .
replete with e*hortatlons for the megla profes onal to become lnvolved in
e -
oo lnstructlonal development at the school level. A survey of the llterature

. ylelds a serles of personal and env1ronmental factors *hat wouid logically .

. . ; . .
. L2 . - . Y

N ) be l'nked to lnsfructhnal development. No study was located however,

P , o o S o

whlch attempted to establlsh a relatlonshlp between persdhal and env1ron—-
mental datﬁ?and the performance by the med1a profe551onal at the K—l2 level’ i

1 Lo d 1

of the 1nstruct10nal development act1v1+1es as dellneated by. the AhCT . o

el . Vo . . ; N a .,

hdefinitien. . . ‘ S R

N . . , ’ ;
s B . . Lo

Purposes of the Study R S
’ ! ) v M L)
‘The purposes of the study were: . . _ o : « gy
N . N . y . . 'lJ ’ -‘.‘

1. to determlne the relat onsh1p 5etween personal and env1ronmental

H * .

ce varlables and the anount of reported 1nstruct10nal development'

4 . . 4

3. to determine the effect of the varlables°nn the reported Derfor—

PO .

mance of lnstructlonal development act1v1t1es W1th1n each of the domalns
. \ , - . - - L.

2 .
-,

q/ delineated by the AECT_definition;' P -

. E ' . . . ! . T
. v - s . {-:: A . .‘ s ° . : S - e ,‘ . 7_(.;\‘ O _Jr:, C T
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o 3. to 1dent1fy the factors hhlch may lead to. lncrea ed anounts .

f'j;pf instructional deyelopment~by Kfl;:meﬁla profess1cnals.‘ ) )
a3 ‘L‘lmltatlons 4 / T . . g . .:‘°‘f;' . ) " .."‘~, \)\\ .f.
ThlS study was restr1cted in the follow1ng areasv - o ?‘ ‘ C ‘
:f' j"i {lh 1. ‘the pcpulation-mas restricted tovmedla proﬁessienals emplcjed' )
e : e ° s ~ ' R .
. "\at,the K-12- leuelfln the State of Alabama.. - z‘ ¥ )
2 l: . ' 2. . the pzzsonai Fnd enV1ronmental factcrs were restrlcted to those
B cov;e,r‘ééf..on .the.'iﬁ:str;mentS--' Lot T ) : - .
. ‘ - s . . R N . "./_ ‘1 ./v.,
- o "' nééﬂonom\s? \ . ’ T,
. This research utlllzed questlonnalres as the.data collectlon 1nstrur . .
.jments. lhls methcd was chosen in order to collect a. w1de range of data . ;,,L
. on a'large popqlation. 'v-v _ ‘. . : : ) "H‘;i. T .._-.. ;,’T
-'?. hf Independent Varlables ' o . ' . \
. There were 38/1ndependent varlables drawn from the.enmlrcnmental
and personal factors aﬁd;comblnatlons of thesg factors."" ] B ‘ 3
> ‘—. Dgpendent Varlanle ":' "~._'>~qjs . ';f ;' i | ‘ . /
o o ‘The dependent varLable was - ‘the amount of renorted 1nstruct10nal p I
) e _ de;elopment undertaken by the media.professlonal. b ' ;é B . , ! pfh
L - cts . o v._li.‘ _ o —f: 'i -Qfm. a'j ' "‘ L r“ S
‘HI ‘The sabjects were a sample of'300 ‘drawn from, KrlZ medla profess:onals
) in the State of Alabama as 1dent1f1ed byﬂthe State Department of Edu at10n.j
’ -The: oubjects were- chosen ‘through a random number process ahd‘represented
m?,a cross-section oflarades se ved_f‘* I . td,, = o
B '.Instrumentatlon' , ‘ ; - . e -~ ‘ \
- , : ‘ , - . ’ . . l

R M, ‘s s .
Five instruments were used’including:



. ~ H ‘ .- . - - -~ N
. o . ‘ . > .
'/' \0 - % < N l‘ ° X M "_ Y l . . ‘ ) . ‘< )
- L. Medla Professlonal Backnround Data Questlonnalre._ This is an .t
. 3 :: i ; RS e | )
- investlgator—des1gned 1nstrument whlch gathcred'personal Lnfo whtion o

5L- from the med1a profess:LonaI‘A Variables measured by th1s ins nent'a "\ﬁp

included:: . s L B ' T - {,:w
" a. .age o B . I _ ‘:5
;1 . o . . . S N S .
ioT C. number of years of classroom experlence ", .
* » - e - . . . ) . ‘ )
'd." numker of years of_school library experience a -
\ . e@ . . . [y
N : 4 e . a .
P + ?e. number of years ‘at present position . e R
. R o .7 . A - . .
. £ ' possession of bachelors; masterss and/or sixth-year degree -
. g. years_since last_coursevork w0 , ; T
. * oy - ° v ' " o . e
- h\\ nunber of design courses taken 4 -".; Co L :
. . - v e - 7 ° L S .
oL i number of tradltlonal llbrary courses taken ) -
t - o . . ! -
4 O ) B e Tan '. '?
' ' Jv «numbex of educationvcourses'taken. [ S
' .. A - 1Y ) . ’ .
o -k; number of productlon courses taken' : . T . .
4 l. \total number of above gourses ! N < P
. 4
) © m. self—rated competency‘in design of -instruction - ... .7 o
©. . N - self-rated .competency in traditional library skills/). Vo ]
< C .t . " PN r . . -
v:ﬁp o, ,self-rated competency ip- education area' - \
_‘ . . ) " . . . . . '. 4 o . ‘ ,
-, ¥ 'p,' self—rated competency .in '‘production | S .
-« . Y ’ ' \_ . )
L ’ o q.; total self—rated competency . S . ' : .
°
2. EnVironmental Data Questionnaire. Thls 1nvestlgator—de51gncd
'1nstrument gathered 1nformatrUn relatlng +o factors 1n the worklng enviz - 1
- . . R N - - . v -
‘ ronmentYwhiEh could affect instructioxaL development act1V1ty Varlables
- ’ >
DR . .o L . : - .
;‘ a7 measured by th1s instrument 1ncluded. L _ _ o SR
s ' grade level served - f o SN\X'. B T
. . R _ . . ’ ot . .
, N ) NE . . ‘.b . ’ :4.‘ o ) - . oo . - . '
- v ’ h/ ‘ N ""’ ) [ Cn
Y . . - ‘ | ; : 3 B
¥ \ : * . ’ ; Tom )
4 b - ) R R . . . . o ‘
\}'_: e ) ot . { . ;S e Y
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. ‘ o - X ) . .. ..‘ X ER ;‘. - ..
-~ .bf number of hours assié;ed to library . ] E . _ ‘ -
' c.. -amount of time each day not involved in the supervision of = - . - L e
ST .
L} ’ . ’ - N ) ~ - ‘ ! ' . ) . -— . B
. ] o students. - oo
S e T ) o i .
- : - ratio of library media professionals to students ‘
\ : - _ ‘ S
e e lloeation of AV services o _' ‘_ Lo T ; .
. £ fpresence'of~a production area ' .
/ . - ’ f{; PP
9. pr1nt budget -
s o “ho productlon supply budget IR ;,‘ o ) : .
SR i, commercial non-print budget e L ' C Al e
=L T . R e - S
SR j. total’budget - i T N AN
. ‘I - ] . . . ‘ / ) .‘ L ) .- . . ¢ ‘ P
k. number of services provided by district central office. . . - .-
: . . ’ . . . i
oo . - ‘ , § - !
" " 1. .number of production equipment items available - P .
. "_‘ . e * . ’ - : ' o .v ' i
m.. number of professionalvjournals read. oo o : '\
. : 1 ' : a . Voo
» . . " C . . P . . Y \ . . . \.‘ . o
- . - n. amount of teacher planning time/day . : e \‘ .
0. teacher released time during year for course planning- o
. . . . . ) i . : k- . ) L y \
¢+, . -p. number of.paid aides R e B L y.:
¢ ’ ‘ ‘. . R . . . E ' . - .;. : . - ’
®* i g. number of student assistants S A - e X‘~
i . : . c : . : - 3 ‘ R
. ’ . . . - L . i
v r. number of parent voluntkers - ' = - o " P
- - 3 . . - !
.0 ) . - - T ‘ ] ] -y .. . i
) S.. number oﬁ innovative teaching structures (team teaching, ) _ l
. - .-. ' e - . . . e .
‘ modular schedullng, open space classrooms, etc. ) ' J
. . - : "."';'I
3. Empathy Scale.j The respondent S empathy state was quantlfled -
. - .
N using the Empathy Scale developed by Robert Hogan (1969). .The 1ong form )
: D .-
\ - 1 d
of thls 1nstrument cons1sts of 31 1tems from the Callfornla Psychologlcal :
. Inventory, 25 “from the Mlnnesota Multlphas1c Personallty Inventhy, and
A : ) * - \ . .
' .EIOht xtpms from experlmental test1ng forms. ‘A test—retest rilrablllty . 'y
} ; coeffic1ent of - 84 has been found and anternal cons1stency eqtlmates of - :
o ! ! £ ' - - . . " P . . ! . L ) \'; . e
.\e ) ) . ) . v. . . . . . , ‘
. . o - R v HE
LI ' - (U o o [ ‘ Sl a
‘.’,:"“ ¢ l . 8 " ,/ 't% ~ g
&) T 1 _ oo Lo

. . .-, . . " . -
! ; . N g . . . . N Ce
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. T ~.7l have beeq reported 4Grief and Hogan, l973) The conceptual validity

_ - N S
e Av'of the scale has been demonstrated in- several studies (Hogan and Mankin,ri_mi_--__
\. -

o l970 Hogan, l973 Kurtines ‘and Hogan, l972 Hogan +and Dickstein, l972)
: i

ﬁ—w-—--\_

.. The short form of . the Empathy Scale, which consists of only those

.- - e e e .- - -~ \/

- 31 items from the California Psychological Inventory, has routinely S E o
. - . e

. . PN

L
~w‘correlated above .90 with the ‘64 item vérsion (Grief and Hogan, 1973

T ! ."‘ s} - .o \

_281) The short ‘orm was used for this study ' The author felt that the

. Iz .

. Lo use of the simpler form would significantly increase return rate. -

L e g__‘MQdia ProfeSSional ActiVities Checklist.~ This instrument was

. s
“ developed by the investigator and contained 28 actiVities-drawn from the’

)

- »

- Task AnalySis Survey Instrument (ALA, 1969), from other literature, and :

N . L /
from correspondence with- profeSSionals in the field The respondent

. N <™

:checked a Likert type scale ranging from 0 to-4-for each of the 28 activ—
"ities ‘Anchors for: these were'"never" and “freguently. ' Total pOSSlble

“scores ranged/from 0 to 112. -Hging the same instrument the media profes—l"

'

sional was also requested to check a Likert—type scale to lndicate the

' i perceived importance of each task Anchors for. this scale were "little C ‘f

v

‘or no importance" and "very important. ' ' . . . r .o
w ¢ [N . . ‘ . : “
The actiVities were selected to provide ‘a continuum of actiVities « T

e r . , °
R [
K S within instructional development. " In Educational Technology Definition
' . R - ' . o

ahd Glossary of Terms, instr cfional development“is divided into six

i - :

& vfunctions including Reseafcthheory,lDeSign, Production, Evaluation— Ve
1 . W " . .
s Selection, Logistics, and Utilization-Disseﬁination (AECT l977- 164)

] Each ‘of ‘the 28 activities is subsumed by at least one of the instructional

A * - A ~

development functions,.With all six fénctions being represented_by.at

least one activity. oo ' . m L

EMC L e );'=‘,» . o . . v ) e

. . "
Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Zof 94 was establlshed us1ng the spllt—half method.

?manalysis of.the 28 activities.

'_cf 1nstructlonal development dellneated in the AECT deflnltlon.

7Loglst1cs-
. Act1v1t1es Checkllst mlrrored to a large ‘extent, the theoretlcal group—

ings proposed'in the AECT'definltlon of 1nstructlonal development.
: ' : K 'l

;each'task pelng performed by the media profess1onal ‘insthe school.

o was from the~State'Department of Educatior explaining the importance of

o A C . ) . . .

.~ The instrument was sent to several media professionals for their

_comment, utlllzed in a pllot study (Tprner anc Martln, l978), and rev1sed

P . . e N RO

"on the bas1s of responses and data recelved - A rellablllty coeff1c1ent

o

v -

Constrﬁct valldlty was 1nvestlgated Lhrough the use of the factor ,“ ‘

‘six factors were formed; quF,Of,Wh}Ch-

. accounted for 91.3 percent of the variance_and included‘25.of the 28 ° .

. é - ". L]
activities.f

. . L - ]
]

~_ . -
mltted\the ass1gnment as factor constructs of four of the s1x functlons

These-n
‘\

,factor constructs included Evaluatlon Selectlon, Des1gn, Productlon, and

'The grouping.of activities within the Media'Profess1onal .

L

Y -

. . ; .<~ : _,./ —

<
. e i

5.° Pr1nc1pal 's Perceptlon Checklist. This insfrument conSisted of

\ .- Lo - /..- \. . ..

the 28 act1V1t1es found on the Medla Profes51onal Act1v1t1es Chechllst.

s ,-’ "
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/-_ ‘ ) Constructs taken from the sub functlons of 1nstructlona1 developmtnt ‘
o ' ‘ ' L g - 43
‘if.ﬁ' ‘as def1ned in Educatlonal Tecrnology Def1n1t10nan1Glossary of Terms R
N .
i

(ADCT, 1977 164) were ass1gned to these four factors. These 1nc1udedi'

- . . - ‘
H

Evaluatmoanelnctlon, Des1gn, Prod tlon, and Loglstlts. 'Eactorfscores“

e g samemamaene

based on the four factor wexe generated for eath subjtct.

~“' . -
B

.
v

7)€;Multiple RegresSion ' ,f St N S e

T - . . ) : &, I B

Y .

Four stepwlse regress1ons were run Wlth eafh factor utlllzed as a- ;. Ve
5 , ,

. Sy ;
dependent varlable assoclated w1th the 1ndependent varlables.' These runs

R -
1 L . ¢ - . -

) ; R
were set to 11m1t the 1ndependent varlables ut1112ed to those that contr1— ;;-;f
sbuted at‘least two percent addlcronal rar}ance. '555 . BRI S

LR

S o .
\ L .

“The first factor was aSSmgned the construct Evaluatlon—aelectlon.- .

3

o

The 1ndependent varlabres utlllzed Ain, the equatlon, in order eﬁtered, were

‘.°~ A \(

: ; . total competenqy, hours as51gned, number of des?gn courses, pr1nc1pal s,
e ol .

o - § . ~ L Ty e
At . P 2

attltude,rnumbel of’ educatlon courses, classroom experlence, amount of

. . Ty
W -

tlme not ass1gned superv1sory tasks, and competency 1n tradltlonal llbrary .lfQ

¥ N : ) ( } R :
é R skllls (see Table 5) TWo of the varlables, number of des1gn nourses Qnd R

..,:, > . °. o . _f
T _’f" amount of classroom experlence, related negatlvely to the - Factor 1ﬂvar1~ L

P2 a - '-'- . N . id . "‘

' able; The elght varlables utilized accounted fork44 percent .of - the varl-
.o . ‘\ b N .. o

i v R . . /' . . . P - B e . L S R
L. i ance-‘ ) B ’ ; S : o oo CL e [E - e ) v ‘
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L : . The second factor was. ass1gned the construct of Des1gn. :The‘indepen-
o .. X 1”
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CRE / e
s
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5 BR - . . AR
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dent varlables utlllzed 1n the multlple regress1on equatlon were total Co

)
s Vom . " "-\ . . ’v. 5

/ ‘
competencv, 1 1pc1pal S . att1tude, total budget, amount of t1me not ass1gned

L . ey . "o RN
)

superv1sory tasks, competency 1n des1gn area, number of educatlon courses,
‘ : ; t * C
’ att1tuoe of med1a profess1onal and competency 1n educatlon courses (see et
‘ - P N o " . S B
o 'Table 6) .. All of the'relationships between the’1ndependent_var1ables;-- ST

.' . .\ - .

J
¢ ) o

/utlllzed ;and the factor-scére\were pos1t1v?. The resulting equatian -

0

’N .c:,:.. .- . . . . .
accounted for 68 percent offthe:varlance.,: L - o ,
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TABLE 5 . Lo
‘ MULTIPLE REGRESSION SUMMARY TABLE ‘
M;MFUR FPCTOR 1 (EVALUATION SELECTION)
X t
\ . . B . ] R I . .. ]
. IndependentAVaxiable;A ,iMu;tiple R R Square RSQ Change Simple R
é \ o ] ] ] P -T !.: . ‘ 5 ' -. l
To*al competency .5176 .2697 .2697 .5167
F'\;. Number of "hours a551gned ’“ [ Qf o K
to medla center = . - .5665 . . .3209 .0530 .1792

a AR R PR L ' L _ . » '
S . P X . “ . . . i - . R T \ A ) .
Total competency- N .6274 . - .3936- .3936 ~.6274 -
. “.\/’/""‘ e . e - .t ‘ L > ‘. )
»Principal's attitude . .6884 - .4739 .0803 .4190 -
% Total budget ., © 7222 .5216° . - .0476°. ) *.3024
D o . . ‘_ s . u‘ . L, . Lo
' -Amount of time not.a551gned L ) D ' ;
superv1sory dutles ) .7482 <3599 ©.0383 - 1664
- : o ¥ -t N ~ . : .
. -Comoetency in de51gn .7757 .608L .0419 .5290
. Number‘of educatlon cogrses-';:7956' .6329* 'Eq311 _ {0937‘
Medix professional's attitudé. .8142 6629 © 0299 . .1959
o e S C H - : : N e - . . B
" .Competency in education area .8276:- :  .6849 - . ,.0220 T .5432
e — - o7 ;’ ‘ ‘ . N ‘ _“l:‘;’" g '.
. : ) S Y \ :
=z i I A i o

av ’ N "‘./

,Number(of‘design courses--

.6194

~.0268

¢ principal's ‘attitude, .6627 774392 .0555 22972
*Number of education’ courses . .6861:  ..4707 ;0314 *.1352 -
o - R R ‘ ] o ‘ S
Classroom experierce: 7033 .4947 .0239 -.0632
. Yo : v : ; R ' . :
° S Amount of time not a551gned i : ) : : -
. superV1sory duties . g .7183 .5160 - .0213° .0710 +
.-_' .Competency 1ﬁbtrad1t10nal {_ . - i, ) o
S llbrary skllls" ...1387 .5456, .0295 4456
- . L . ] A “:":
B . TABLE'G ‘ . 4
T MULTIPLE 'REGRESSION TABLE - y :
>£3 : - FOR. FACTOR 2 (DESIGN) . w
& - / .

" Independent Variables.
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w:?“%f e Thexdonstructiof Production was'ass{gned to the third factorf_ §ix'J
O ) “ ] e
| ~I,l N k . - / .

ﬁ-”_ 1ndependent varlables.wore utlllzed in- thu multlple regression equatlon

to explain 46 percent of the’ variance. The var1ab1es 1néluded to*aI ». -
4

. 9[ T ) e ‘

G competency, number of parent vo]unteers, enrollment, amount of tlme not

ass;gned‘supery1sory»casks, competencf/in traditional library skllls, and o

. . <
.{ .‘ . . ‘ ' o e ' N N
g ‘competency in production~ (see Table 7. _Two.of.the variables,“number.of
- S CIC & L - - T . LT
-~ parent volunteers.and enrollment, were assocjated negatively with the - ¥
 factor- core:‘nﬁ I ' . - S ’1 e {‘E
ract § _ L D o b | a e ',\
| N | | ¢ -“ » : | ) . B
' Seosc e L wMBLE 7 0 eyl .
, =~ . HULTIPLE REGRESSION SUMMARY TABLE . 4 3
E . FOR FACTOR 3 (PRODUCTION). =~ . - .- o L
Y S
lndependentgvariabré:.'- . Multiple R R Square’ 'RSQ Change _Slmple.g\ f
. - Ccompetency ‘total “ . . f, .4852 ", .2354 - -i2354 14852
o L ‘c - E ’ - . . o . Q'»gf oo . /,.. . l L
 Parent volunteers = . < | .5930° 3516 - '.1162 ., £.3052-
o _Enpollment o .6274 . ~ -, .3937 - - .0420 . . '%—.0134.
. L . . . ' T o RS A M A
n' Amiount ofutlme not ass1gned ) SN S T @- ' B

- » supervlsory tasks .. - 6447f . .4157. - . [0219 D ﬁ 1709

Competency 1n‘trad1t12nal B R ;t.:lw e ".__‘

) library :skills " ; ~ L6613 . ... .4372 . .0214 ) 43046
. :Competency in production ‘ .6591 "f“k .4655: .':‘..0283‘ C;”v.if;ééﬁi j‘ g:}
' o - - - i} K
- P 2 e i ' S V i
| . T;e foulth and f1nal factor was ass1gned the conftruct of Loglstics. “;
. - _ . : EN . / A :
Ten 1ndependent varlables were entered into the equatlon result1ng 1n the

o

fexplanatlon of 62 percent of the.varlance. These 1ncludedfcompetency in - T

KR S \ L3 . / Lo

the educatlon area, number of. productlon equlpmemt ;tems,/years of class~'

-

room experlence, productlon budget, amount of student help, amount of pa1d

. IS /
Fd . ® ’

: help, number of tradltlonal llbrary courses, hours ass1gned to the medla oot
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center, age, and years sxnce last course woxk ~Four of ‘the variables - .
. o y ‘.
. . ' c'

R e :
. e S

4 ' . B ‘ ) - E ' EEEE
were'relapedfnegatlvely'to~the factor variable. ;Th§§§ included years of ... ..

oo classrocp eﬁperience, amount of student help, age, and years since last : S
N . e . D. . . ' ' - I . : < ' > / '
} ' coursework. - : - ‘ " h
e ¢ . . .. . ' " . ) . S ; ’ P
v.. ... e .l' p- . .. v\/' .. ’ ) . ;C. A‘. B (1Lf v. “‘ ' '.l .' ,-A;"-(f‘:.. ) : L .
S " - o . ' .“ . i } \ . c T . -

, S S SN MULTIPLE REGRESSION SUMMKRY TABLE . . : ) N T
ST FOR FACTOR 4 (LOGISTICS) PR L R

s X R . . . v X . ." . .. . . ‘:'* . .;‘ o . . o, I ..

' Independent Variable Lo Multiple R.. R SquareﬂT’ﬁSQ-Change - Simple R

- ' < - . 7 ; n "
R L BT Lo . : ) ; v C e \ -
' Competency in education “ .4385 ©.1923- A;--.1923 .4385
2E;ﬂrNumber'of"roduction'; S L l.'>j- o "{ - A
_equipment items - . 5734 .3288°: © '.1365 T © .3781

- L v : i =
» r Years of classroom

' experience - ... .e248  .3904°. . " .0615 .. 5I1504,
: Productlon budget % 6528 4332 L0428 . 3343
Student help -'-f', . les22 ", .Jae53 . % . .0321L . - -.2449
. N . . . :;:., .- ’ . ’\4-- . R
Number of tradltlonal T T e - . :
coursés . Poo- 7317 .5379° L0254 -;#197;*:

?"1.1 'G':) S " an e T L C ' _7'"_ .. : \0‘ R _
Number of "hours’ asslgned o« S e T L
to medla center Yoo L1474, .5615 .~ . ..0236 : T .2773 . .~

.,Agei LT B 27326 "~ .5858 . .0243 . =.0571 o
. : . r ) "‘ .' o s n' - - ) R ‘ .‘l - \ ] i ".. Lt ‘~_ ' .
* Years since last coursework ~ :7872° -7 .6237 .. . .03%9 = = -.0424 . - .
T e v . N - . ) o . i - . Lo o a. o
o N -*;\3- " R ';f
. - ' = . . : ! ’ ._
. e . CONCLUSIONS ~* - '+ _ . g
. [ ’ N - ' .' . ', S . : . . .‘. ( - ¥ PR
P The leap from rélationship:to cauSality'is a critical‘one and-can » i}
T “‘“~~on1y~be juStlfled when the methodology is valld and the 1nstrumentat10n . ‘#;
. . ! e - "*——-\.. S R . B [ '
7 is accurate.. ﬁecause th1s study enters terra 1ncogn1ta, the leap requlres

T ) large as51st from ﬁalth as well as from log1c. Some'dlstlnct patterns,

) . . ‘ . . % . R 'Y Fiad . l
S however, have evolved out of thls study, and these warrant elaboratlon._
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T e The varlables that.stand out fj?ﬁ/% e others_in conSistency and’ in
R . o - : i e
._? - strength of pos1t1ve relatlonshlp to the\enount of reoorted 1nstructlonal "-’;@~
T N . ' __,’_V t M .
. I

LT v .

develOpment are- four competency components taken singly: deS1gn, tradl—,"' ‘>,

e tlonal llbrarv skllls, educatlon, productlon, as well” as the sum ;otal d//
) these components.j In 1mmed1ate tendency ex1sts to be skeptlcal about a ; 2
A ' h1gh degree of correlatlon between two measurements when the. raw data

o >

-t

P f LR | . L]
- o

. v 'were self—reported. There‘is.ev1dence) however, that. 1nd1cates that use
: ,‘_- . \.‘ " -~ “ B N X e _.' . ~, .
of the report1ng form for" competenc1es is'not necessarlly subject to a R
i,

‘i_ : '. .'L . e C‘
CoE d1stortlon .caused- by an 1nord1nately favorable report1ng of competency and

T
=, [
Ce v . ,’ . [ A

:\ pérformance.' In a pllot study (Turner and Mart1n, l978),\utlllzlng a.

-’.b...

. " . .
[NEEEN . %

T populatlon w1th relat1vely homogeneous competenc1es, the competency vari-

. .

f ables d1d not prove to be s1gn1f1cantly related to’ the amount of reported

s instruqtional development. @ =~ . L N S Do
, . . . . - ) N B - . r . o ) - .t

. SR S , ) . A Sy - -
'Z.The first conclusion,'therefore,‘is thatfthe reported competencles of s
Oy s W ’ < o s : ‘ ’.-f'
R the med1a professlonal 1n the areas of’ Hes1gn,“trad1tlonal llbrary skllls,'.; St

educatlon, and productlon have the strongest relatlonshlp w1th reported

b T y 3 ,
'dominantly~elect1ve B

e ‘_instructional development.. ThlS‘anClUSIOH 15,Viigcourse, not surpr1s1ng
P

- .
' \as one's- competency 1n.an area, espec1ally 1n a

sector such as 1nstructlonal development, should certa1nly havé a strong

- . -. . . '4‘..\' R . N

: bear1ng on whether act1v1t1es are undertaken or not._ Itfwould be d1ff1cult

/ - e o . 3

wto env1s1on a strong 1nstruct10nal development c0mponent Wlthln a K—lz

.

[ C - . i

med1a program 1f the med1a profess1onal lacked competency 1n any‘of the

~

e , A S R . I L
above four areas. " L s e T A A

- K .
- X - - N . I . : . ta e

i{i — The,readlng_of,prgfess1onal journals, certalnly a method of 1ncreas1ng
”competence,,ls als0/pos1t1vely\related.to 1nstructlonal development .This -

N ,.._; variable was’ also 51gn1f1cant in the pilot study where’ cont1nu1ng 1ndepen—=f
»“ﬁ_m' dent study was the’main method'of d1fferentlatlon of competency for the s

® . populatlon utlllzed. e . S~ ‘ '

:J",_
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. vLThe second'conclus1dn is ‘thet a pos1t1ve aﬁtitude by both the §
. ‘ /- . . B ..
' 'prlnClpal and the medra profes51ona1 toward the, 1ncluslon of 1nstruct;onal
{
~ ’ . g “ .
.o development in the role of the medla professlonal 1ncreares the amount of

. ¢ 3 .
P . oo - .w . - .
"y . .

_1nstructional'deVelopment undertaken. Once agaln, th1s lS not a start‘lng

.Canluslon,cbelng conslstent with the flndlngs of several prev1ous studles

R .
(Larsen, l97l Leeper, l975) Slncg the performance of 1nstrucﬁlonal"'

”developﬁent is so often electlve, done beyond the normal routlne, and P T

-

. often requlres a change in admlnlstratlve faCtOISp a. pos1t1ve attltﬁde by _ !
- i . “ N . o
'1 the'medla professlbnal as: well as the pr1nc1pal would obv1o sly be bene— L

R R .
. H . hd

. ; N \

éf'icial.l- _ e o e o ‘ S

Thé third conclusion is based ‘on the lpwbutslgnlflcant relatlonshlps'

I of allffour bgdget'variables,aas well‘as the\moderate relatlonshlp evldencedjv“
with the number of production”equipment <items present. This conclusion is ...
e T . - e ».' \_. o .-

_ o e . e ) . R R
.- . that the performance of-lnstrucéﬁonal developmentnrequlres a mlnlmum_fl—. L Ee

" nancial suppo:!ft:.‘-bas_e‘.:_~ Slnce 1nstructlonal development usnally‘requ1res' : v'. Sp

»3. ::' alternati;e matérials and_delivery'systems, as well as the production ofh .
materlals, tnls mln&mum .base - reoulrement 1s>to be expected. \-- “{ S _..”

- _“ “ The fourth conclus1on concerhs the empathy varlable:.‘while the ré;".\ “

N "~
. " . - Ld . N

latlonshlp between the empathy score and reported 1nstruc*10nal develop—

a -
5 . - - . ‘A -

“ment 1s low, 1t 1s s1gn1f1cant and pro 1des the bas1s for the conclus1on
. /

- E R

;ﬁ‘“'.'"“*.that empathy is a posltlve attrlbute of the personallty of’ the 1nstruc- -t

- .- ) LA
o & .. h
- .

tlonal developer at tne LrlZ level., k e _,:(' : B f‘f

-‘ L oo v .
) The ava11ab llty of’ released*;ame for teachers to engaqe in extended
e plannlng, ‘a’variable S which could also be influencdd by the prlnclpal s

" “attitude, resuited in.a s1gn1f1can difference in the ch1—square analys1s
Fand lends welght to this rcncluslcn

.
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n found 1n th1s study and in the p1lot study of the parent volunteLr and

i Th1s conclus1on 1s that volunteer ass1stance in the form of e1ther students ;"

",or parents does notfappear'to-oontribute'toithe amount ofiinstruotionalu“

"'Rather than_freelng the medla profess1onal to perform 1nstru0tlonal deye‘ffk“:”"u

AR

.
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e
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"
I
*
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\
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

e The\frfth,co#cluslonﬂls actually .a corollary of the secondzin that =~ .7 .

’ S S S
the:principal usually makes the,genersl-sch%dule,'andgthe_media profes- ,

3sional generatesfthe speoific details.  Thig conclusion is that in order-_ Lo

to pexr form lnstructlonal development act1v1t1es, the medla profess1onal

must&be’assigned to the center with‘sufficient‘timeato perform lbgistioal#m[_

:support?activities;; Mcre 1mportantly, the med1a profess1onal must be

! -

allowed t1me where he/she is- not 1nvolved in. d1rect superv1sory act1v1t1es

.0.' . . . .

v

~ . Lo L . v :
in order,to perform evaluatlon, selectlon, des1gn, and;productlonJact1v1t1eé.t'

w

. rhe s1xth and:finalj conclusion is based on\the negatiVe.relationship'Q‘

‘A

student help varlables to the reported amount of 1nstructlonal development N

o . e

N

- . 2 -
- . . o . . ,v : . . i L

'developmentiundertaken; Th1s rather surprlslng conclu51on~may be explalned

. e - . l' .
by the amount of. tlme that Jis requlred to organlze and adm1n1ster volunteers. .

e e 4

S o . . o . . o .

lopment-activities, €énergies. appear to be channeled into supervisory Ll .
o ; . C v oo . . L T '
-activities. g . L .
t
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I3 B . \ _.f_- - . B :\' . AT B
- 1. ' The graduates of programs preparing media professionals for = 4/
L. » .. ) . .' L .' -_'. . -_- .‘. \.—\ K . : . .
o . ST . ) ;

‘;therK—lZ leveI,must-be provided a reasonable level of competency in—the /

.

¥ 'u__areaS'dfvtraditional librariansHip, .traditional education; design
3(learner*ana1ysis; specification oﬁ,objectives, systems'design, valida-

o tlon,'etc ), and’ productlon. The_decision as to whether a graduate has -

E . - . -
= . . ¥ i

ﬁa§>_ such competencles should not be based solely on the number of courses

' . \_..‘-

.. . ,—#\ - - . . o
N T completed but should be based on competency test1ng.l T o
. R ="

. o 2=
f/ - .

B = 2. U.The facultyvof-the programs that prepare K—12~media'profesSionals
e 2 . ; Q-
should 1n1t1ate programs of in- serv1ce tra1n1ng to upgrade the competencles
. of medla;prgfess1onals currently 1n the field. v_-: f ﬁjﬁ; . V, _..' ‘:
T,,, n J_,3; Eéﬁorts must be‘made to foster a pos1t1ve att1tude in the
R ° Y i .. \ .
bu11d1ng prlnclpal.*”Thls’can be ‘done through sem1nars at the meetlvgs of

e

<+

. ' L school adm1n1strators 'assoc1atlons and through publlshlng in the lltera-
o . . . / e R - Loe N )

‘ture that reaches these admfnistrators.‘ . i -
Lo /- . . . . s . ] - .

. - . 4. - Local, "state, and national organizations must .Continue searching-

. . . - - .
¢ Voo . ’ n . -

_ fér'funds'tb provide an adequate budget on which to base an instructional

development program. ,A B L : ‘ -

kg .

‘SJ' Further research should take place 1nto the 1mportance of an '-’ﬂf

[} : - .

empathetlc personallty for the performance of 1nstruct10nal development __“

.f;_ ‘hf- and the eff;cacy of empathy tra1n1ng 1n affectlng personallty. Cont1nued2f

-

research should also take place in the area of empathy tra1n1ng.- . .

- .

6. The_media professional should be?provided w1th at leastyone S
perlod a day in wh1ch no superv1sory tasks are requlred ‘ Such-a-periodvﬂ: .

.
a.

would be analogous ‘to the teachers ‘"plannlhg" perlod

’

- " lIt w1ll be remembered that the number of courses ‘had a- much weaker’ R
S relatlonshlp with 1nstruct10nal development than the competency varlables.{ Q

"

-
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x{ B , ‘ N ‘ _ . S .
- .. "7.. Finally, K-12 media professionals. should be provided training- = . -
¢, in persénhei-management to allow them to manage.volun;eers_mofe effec- P
.;iively. ) - ,'-/f ) C - S
. T . . L :
; Continﬁed work on.the developmént of instrﬁmqnts to measure the » : .
f»?mopnp and quality of instructional éeveldpmeﬁt pe;forMed at the, K~12

.

“level neé@s to be undertaken. further studieé'sbould be performed which'

. .. . . Fy ~ - - . ‘ . . ""
N . utilize observational as well as ‘quéstionnaire methodologies. With the - -
. I ' ' . ) S ? CTe
S “emergence of information pertaining to-the charasteristics of the success- '
5 < L AT B . o .
- . . . - . . B ° » . - ) “ N Vo . :
¢ 'ful instructional developef, perhaps.the future will provide us with the
‘ , ) ) - . .‘ -» ‘: . o . )
. N . :: . - . i ' . ’ . ' ) : ) V
realization of the promise held.forth.in dhe literature--each media profes- S
Los sional working-alongside other educators toward the facilitation of the
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