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PREFACE

" sI * . »

In the summer of 1980, the ITV Division of the Maryland Statge
Department of Education asked us to conduct a study of the nature and
extent Yof television use in the state's public schools, We gladly
undertook the study because ‘we felt thair goals were commendable and
the results would provide a springboard for decisSion and action ag
well as fulfill some of our longstanding research. interests. -

As with any major study of this typ@, many jindividuals -are
called on for assistance. At the onset, we' were fortunate tq receive
permission from Ron, Pedone of the MNational Center for Education
Statistics to use their newly revised ITV questionnaires, These .we
adapted and expandéd to fit our own' needs. The most potable
.contributor t Harly efforts- was Dr., Susan Clabaugh of ‘the
University~ ~FMaryland. She helped formulate ‘and write the

questionnaires ahd provided other insights on the study, particularly .

in the area of local prodhca}on._

L4

+ The sample design depended on several individuals.” Dr. Morris

Rosenberg of ‘the University of Mar§land graciously advised us on the -

most appropriate design for our needs and Dr. ,Thomas Shipley of _the
Maryland State Department of Education was most generous in providing
us with demographic-dapa files on the state's schools, ‘

. . .

During the data analysis stage we called on Dr. william Schafer
of tiae University of Maryland.. He made some useful recommendations
on statistical interpretations, greatly reducing\our workload.

. The Computer Science Genter *of 'the University of Maryland
provided generous support in the form of computer time~and the use of
a "prettyprinter" terminal to produce this report. £

. Throughéut the project \re ‘were bleSsed with hardworking,
creative staff assistant’s whe did everything from the most mundane to
highly analytical tasKs. Genevieve Kelley and Debra_Nelson
monitored, coded arnd, at times, interpreted data. They were the
backbone of the staff. Tootie , McGowan maintairied the -budget and
managed ‘agarinistrative detail. Helen Tegnell designed the cover an
quite short notice,. The rest of the Instruaetional Bevelopment and
Support Center staff at the College of Library and Information
Services provided assistance ih the Countless details, large ands
small, that continually arise in a 1grge-écale research prdject.

We would like to thank Dr. Martha Cammarath of the ITV Division,
Maryland State Department of Education, for her assistance throughout
the project. She ©coordinated effortsy communicatéd the . ITV

LY

Division's priorities and conderpq, and, in general, helped the

project run smoothly.
' > .

We would also like to thank. the,organizations who endorsed = this

study:  Maryland Public School Superintehdents Association (MPSSA),
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Maryland Secondary School Principals’ Association (MSSPA), Mafylandv-
Elementary School Principals Association (MESPA), Maryland
E§ucational Media Organization "(MEMO), and Maryland State . Teachers
Association (MSTA). Without their 'endorsement we are sure the
response to our, request for ' information 'would not have been as.
‘optstanding as it was. o ' o

Most 1mporbant1y, we want to express our appreciation to the

approximately 1, 100 Mar‘'yland educators
hectic day to provide us wWith thoughtful’
Without them therq&yould have been no reporft.

{ R o . 3
R ' N k A

pN ] erry
’/, . . ) ‘ gaul

who'took time out of their
comme?fs and opinions.

Johnson
Kellpr
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PROJECT SUMMARY

*

BACKGROUND

For a number of yéars the Instructional Television Division of
the Mariyland State Department of'Education has been in need of broad,
far, reaching da&a on which %6 base policy and programming decisions.
Although they had;‘systematicallyv collectéd data about equipment,
usage, and other ‘issues of immediate importance in the past, they did
not have available to them the much more %enerie, statewide databassz
necessary for long.range planning. 1In 1976~ 1977 the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting (CPB) and the HNational Center for Educational
Statistics (NEES), under the direction of Peter Dirr and Ron Pedone,
conducted a comprehensive national study of thé nature and extent of
ITV use ip’'the schools (Dirr & Pedone, 1979). While the study was of
limited use § ‘a state level.decision making tool due to 'sampling ~
considerationS, it nonetheless represented a‘model -‘of’ the type of
inquiry Maryland ITV felt they needed. ®ith ‘that background in mind
and  with the cooperation of CPB and. NCES,. the Maryland ITV
Utilization Study was initiated. . A t '

The goal of the, study w#s similar to that of the Dirr and Pedone
effort, namely - to find out as much as possible about the wuse of
television in the ' schools. What factors affect use? Is there
commitment, financial or otherwiSe, "to the use of instructional
té%evi§rdn? How much administrative support and advice attends the
ITV enterprise?  Answers to these questions, among others, are
expected . to form a knowledge base for the ITV Division, to allow for
comprehensive planning, and to provide ®a benchmark for measuring .
progress, toward long term goals. | A

Like-the national stud?, the Maryland ITV Utilization ‘Study.
emphasized four major areas of investigation: )

1. Availability

This aspect of the ITV inquiry foeused both oh the
availabilit\ ~of a broadcast signal .or other programming source,
and the " availability of equipment with .which to receive -
programming; the oJbvious notion being that you can't use what
you ecan't get. ’ ‘ )

. /

[
~

+
*

" Commitment viewed  in  two ways: (a)  financial
commitment at . the .district and at the school level; and (b)
resource, and service “commitment in terms of. building 1level .

[ » ¥
" . . N »
[ . ‘ , *

<

5 ) ,
, . .
N ) - L 4 -

2. Commitment \, S, .o l e

&

+




{

|

-

~ -

v oo /

o
—

adﬁ%ﬁiéﬁrative support, in-service training, and supplementary
suppo?@ supplies such as schedule books and program guides.

3. Actual Use-: )
This area of inquiry focused both on the extent of use and
on the mode of use of instruc¢tdional television. . -

4, Attitudes ’

< The opinions and values of Maryland's educators in, relation

to ITV are considered to be fundamental factors ih their

v potential wuse of the medium. Respondents were asked to comment

on both positive and negative factors which might influence ITV
use, .

‘

METHOD .
. S .. N
"Data were gathered uéing mailed questionhaires adapted with
permission from a newly, redesigned set of CPB/NCES instruments, which
they are planning to wuse 1in a replication of their original ITV

_study. A sample of 200 Maryland schools was drawn using a technique

referred to as sampling with probability proportionate to size, which
is a variation of. stratified random¥sampling. One concern of the
investigators was that diff&rential use of ITV between schools might
be heavily influenced by -either schpol 1level (i.e,, elementary,.
junior high/middle, or senior high school), or school or county size.

This samplings teciinique guaranteed . -adequate ~ proportionzl
represéntation, At ‘each 'school the prificipal, the media specialist,
and five randomly . selected teachers were asked to complete' the
questionnaires. In addition, the structure of the state school

+ system suggested that the universe of districts, represented by all

24 superintendents, be sent district-level 'questionnaires. The
survey instruments and sampling design were subjeeted to the scrutiny
of a state-level . monitoring committee and were approved with very
minor rev151ons. ‘ '
_ \ ~ :
Questionnaires were mailed in late winter, timed " to correspond,
to a donvenient period in the busy school dchedule. Response rates

-were excellent. At the district 1level, 23 valid quesh;onnaines

+(95.8%) were returned. At the building level the rates of valid .

responses were as follows:
*

~
.

*

-

[y
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EXPECTED * : :
FREQUENCY ACTUAL RESPONSE FREQUENCY -
L CHOOLS ., TEACHERS . MEDIA SPEC. PRINCIPALS
' £ o IS o JEDIA gREC. PRDNCIPMS
ELEMENTARY 95 47.5 .334  48.0 78 46.2 81 48.2
JR HIGH/4IDDLE 50 . 25.0 167 24.0 -47 .27.8 40 23.8
SR HIGH 55  27.5  195- 28.0 44  26.0 47  27.9

Y

TOTALS: 200 -109.0 696 100.0 169 100.0 168 100.0

. : ‘ . ~ ’ T
In other words:”-168 principals (84.0%), 169 media specialists

(84.5%), ,and 696 teachers (69.6%) provided valid responses to the
questionnaires.

. N
o~ - X -

FRESULTS « _
AVAILABILITY OF INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION

[ -

Instructional television (ITV) is defined in this study as any
television programming, either broadcast’ or recorded, which-is Aised
in the school for purposes of instruction. ITV seems readily
available 'in Maryland's public schools. Ninety-seven percent of the.
media specialists report it is available either through direct
broadcast or _on videotape. The principals (95.8%) concur with that
assessment, but the teachers (84.8%) are not as sure.  Still,. U42.4%
of the teachers wused -ITV in 1980-81. This is consistent with ‘the
national estimate in which #1.5% of the teachers used ITV in the year
covered by the nationmal study. Teachers,seem to either be . users of
ITV. or not. About one-third of them report zero years of use while'

“44,1% say they've used ITV for three or more years. For the most
part, elementary teachers are bigger ITV users. This year, for
instance, 56.8% of elementary teachers used ITV compared with 33.6%
of ' junior high or middle school teachers, and 24.0% of ‘senior high
sghool teachers. . '

AS Y .

Reported sources of programming also differed by school 1level.
Elemgntary teachers <{79.1%) appear more likely to use direct on-air
televisiof compared to junior high/middle scho6ol teachars (58.4%) or

“senior high teachers (54.0%). As expected, then, groportionately :
more senior high (58.4%) and jgnior high/middle school (63.0%) ' -
teachiers report using cassettge or videotape sources for ITV
programming. Ohly one in four agementary °teachers report having
videotape or cassette equipment available to them. Estimates of the
medium used (i.e. broadcast, videotape, etc.) have a similar pattern
but are higher for media specialists and principals.  These two
groups, . 1in general, rated availability, commitment, wuse, and
attitudes in a slightly more positive light than did the teachers.

Most teachers find that it is easy, or at L%aSt "pretty easy,"

4
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to get a TY set when they need one.l At the elementary level 42.4% of
tne teachers, report that a set is already in the‘tlassroom‘ 28.8%
said tHe TV sets are. brought to the cldssrodom from a central

location. ' At the Junloro and senior high level ‘however, the most
frequently mentioned arrangement \‘for use (56 4% and 68.8%
respecjyively) 1s that the sets are in the media center. y

levels] that the' sets are well maintained (they go to a cental repair
shop wheh necessary), and that reception is at least fair to good.
possible exception to that generally p031t1ve summation is that
52.7% of high school teachers consider television receptlon in
i class good, while 34.0% conside® it fair and 13.3 % feel it's
poor. Given the tendency toward an‘-upward bias it is possible that a
significantly %arger percentdge of senior high teachers get poor
reception tha the data indicatz. In any event, it is a situation
which warrants further thought. : v {
% [
Most junior high school (87.2%) and senior high sechool teachers

Jiere seefis to be consensus among groups and across school

L 3

-{75.5%) have record/playba&k”equipment available to them so that, they

can play back a TV program at'a convenient time. Approximately 5641%
of elementary teachers have suah equlpment available. At all levels,
, what seems in" shorter supply, or at least what fewer people report
having access to, are tape libraries ang someone.to do the recording.
A concern voiced by some media specialists in comments on the’
questiomnaires is that many requests for videotaping come for after
school hours programming. = (The most often mentiened ‘program is
NOVA.) wWhen asked how often they used prerecorded programs, the
response "always" was reported by 37.6% of the senior high teachers,
29.2% of the junior high/middle school teachers, and 12.2% of the
elementary teachers. The majority of* teachers who try to obtalq
videotape equipment seem to be able to get 1t without much trouble Qr
already have it available.

o
L 4

Program scheduling 1is .the most frequently cited difficulty
affe&tlng ITV use (55.5% of teacher respondents). Advance program
notice (32.0%) and enough planning time (33 0%) are the next most
frequently mentioned problems. ‘ ’

UTI.LIZATION OF ITV AND OTHER MEDIA ' \/

< .
Teachers typically have their entite class—vfew television as a
single groups, without other classes. TV is used to a lesser degree

With small groups or with individual students. On the average,

teachers use ITV about one-half hour a week..

When asked what media agcount for most of their classtoom wuse
teathers cite sound slide/filmstrips.” (68.0%), films (55.0%),
transparencies (47.7%), silent slide/filmstrips (34.2%) and TITV
(30.7%). Audio recordings’, games and simulatjons, computers a
other media are also used, but to a 1lesser extent. Instructional
television still falls far behind films as a frequently used medium.
More than one-half the teacher,s use media for two hours or less per
week. . 9 / C— N

i -

.
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ITV, it seems; might be used more than it pfeseﬁtly is--consider
the distribution of responses to the it2m which. asks the amount of
- time teachers would use ITV under optimium conditions. In that case
only 6.7% of the teachers said they would not use ITV, ‘while 71.2% .
said,_ they "would use anywhere up to two hounrs of ITV pPer week. The
modal response is one hour /per week, -which 1is twice- the modal
estimate of current use. Relatively few teachers (12.4%) feel that
they pe;soﬁally are aware of a colleague who overuses ITv., -
Instructional television .-is considered useful in initiating
I'deas which students can follow up. Teachers also give it credit for
expanding the breadth of, student knowledge on a subject.” To a
slightly lesser degree it is attributed wi'th having a calming effect
on the studengs: o " - \
\ Among ITV 'series users theére-seems to be a reasonable” reliance
on the teacher guides, both to preview programs (72.2%> and to find
specific suggestions ‘for lesson planning (63.5%). In most cases
(72.5%), teachers had used a series before and ténd to use it as a
supplement tqQ -regular curriculum rather than as stand-alone.
instruction (86.7%). They typically spend up to 10 minutes prior to |
viewing and 15 minutes or less after viewing, engaged ' in classroom
discussion about .the program. g B

;;SUPRDRF FOR INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION

¥

: Principals and medid specialists see themselves as encograging*
-~ ITV use but’ also as leaving to the discretion of the teachers both
the nature and extent of that use. Teachers, on.the other hand, seem
to see principals anfl media specialists a&s being more neutral, léss

encouraging. This - is particularly the case’ with regard to
principals. The buglding level administrator's attitude seems to
reflect the distri’t's view of ITV. : a Y -

Among elementary school ITV users, guides seem to be readily
available, being distributed on reqlest for the most part, -and are
helpful in planning. The media specialist 'is most frequently ' the

.person repdrted to be responsible for their distribution. Senior
high teachers appear to have more difficulty getting guides, howevyer,

. -

since only 41.1% report them readily ‘available.

. Schedules, at least in elementary’ schools, tend . to  be.
distributed to all teachers (53.6%). Again, high school teachers are
less likety to get schedules; in fact, more than half don!t even know
how they're distributed. That's not to say they don't get them, but
certainly (if they did) they're ndt aware of how they got them:

L o

. ‘ContaquWith outside ITV personnel such as district coordinators
.or M3DE ITV Division staff is clearly aimed more at principals and
media specialists than teachers. Only 4.4% of the teachers reported
‘any communication with such ITV personnel while almost 40% of the

~ principals and 30% of the media speciaglists did. It is also clear
that such eontact. with media Specialists -is "aimed more at upper
school media spe¢ialists than at other groups. :

5 W . —_— Vg ) .
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- teachers say the media specialist” provides specific ideas either *
‘"sometimes" (25.8%) or "often" (8.7%). The ITV coordinator, where

» by from any source. Even the ITV guides, which are among -the most“

" the respondents as "never" providing spec1f1c suggestions for ITV

"also share ‘the opinion that teachers could use too much TV, and, if

(76.0%). .

Is ITL a frill in the time of back-tq-basics% Most -media
-specialists apnd principals think not. Fewer teachers are sure,
though, since only 26.3% think it's a frill, ~ 29.7% have no

sconcerned with basic skills. It would appear that many teachers are

b
[N

When teachers are asked how often they get specific 'ideas
regarding ITV use from each of a serids of sources, the'media
specialist receives most of the credit. About one-third of -the

one ekiste, accounts for about the same regponse (24.0% sometimes,
6.9% often). " It is clear, however, that for most teachers’, ‘specific,
insights on ITV programming or utlllzatlon are not too easy to come

(
v * .
/(I PN EBEE N NE N e .

frequently cited sources of information, are considered by 48.2% df

Fl

use.

-

Q.

Proportlonately (and not surprisingly), mont . media speclallsts
(51.2%). have had training in ITV use than either teachers (12.9%) or
principals (22.1%).~ Training for media 'specialists consisted
primarily ©of college coursework (47.9%) workshops at professional
meetings (46.6%), and dietrict in-servige workshops (45.5%). For
pridncipals, the sources’ of training were the same, but the order was
different: workshops$ at -professional meeting’s accounted for 44.4% of
the } responses, district in-service for 38.9%, and college coursework
27 8% Teachers' primary sources of ITV training are reported to be .
workshops at’ professional meetjings (46.Q%), followed by college.
coursework (38.9%), a workshops sponsored by the ITV Division of

the MSDE (20%.2%). A relatively small, percentage of, respondents
reported having had an ITV training experience within the past three
years:

- \ . A ~ v,
REACTIONS TO USE OF ITV o . '

. \ ’ N
. About half .of. the teachers and principals agree ‘that teachers do
not make enough use of‘ITV Media speclalists appear in general to
be more ‘favorable to ITV than the other two groups, and lso,
consistent with ‘that stance, 64. 1% of them- feel that teachers  ¢&an

make more use of the medium.
1

]

- e - > .
. ,
P I S N B B O 2

3 . . £
To an alarming degree, teachers (50.7%) and principals (59.2%3

they did, their peers would comment . To a lesser extent media
specialists (37.0%) concur. Given the.uncertainty regarding how much
use 1is too much, this could act as a strong deterrent to use, even .
though TV is regaméed as a useful teaching tool by the vast majority
of media - specialists (93.1%), principals (93.1%),and teachers

opinion on the issue, and 39.4% do indeed consider it a.frill.
Numerdus efforts have been made recentl® to introduce programming

not aware of these programs, or, perhaps, are convyinced that

televsion as an instructlonal method 1s not approprijite for such
subjects. In either case,: slnce two in every five teach view " ITY

' 11 ) ‘
.
> * - - >
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ag a frill’ because of the “presspre to achieve basic educational
goals, some aiteﬁatibneof attitudes might Be necessary; in whigqh: case
media specialists and pq}ncipals should prove to be worthy advocates.’

-
»~

~ : - Lo . - ’a
* " Teachers-use ITV in a variety, of ways.p Mos% t&achers (74.2%)
report’ using. it B¢, a §upplgmeﬁtary teaching tool, although some

. (42.1%) also suggest that many programs meet curricular needs. There
. rare-short blocks of time in the day when many teacher €54.3%) fing
v- . ITV helpful, particularly in the elementary "scho3l \ where 68.2% of .
- the teachers find it fits ni Yoin the less structured schedule. -

L &
l‘
2 \
l‘
.
1]
v

<! . Compared with ‘others dionatmaterials, it is harder to

. maintain ‘a ~budget -for, " About wne-half of the principals and °

- media specialists say it's hardey of much harder to maintain the ITV
= budget, while ¢nly a scattered Tew find it easier) But, at the same

} time that 22.2% ofsthe principals and-27.9% of the media specialists

55 ~agree that -IT¥ is the . first 'to go in,a rof@H budgetary climage.

_ Slightly more than that in each. group difgree, with such an
assessment. The conflicting signals, although they point toward
ITV's budget vulnerability, suggest that incfeasing support for the
‘medium is possible. This is particularly true.when one considers the'
renthusiastic m4nner in_ which xtzy is credited with meeting so many ~ - .

educational goals. ) .
“Qonsider, for example, thélfq lowng fist of uses of ITV and the
proportion -of principals - and media specialists who 'rate each as N

importaqt:“--
, - - < - .
- . . < LY , ,
: | o PRINCIPALS MEDIA SPEC.’ .
( A* To extend the rangé ' 7 .
of experiences available ' *f -
) to students - * 96.8% 93.3% °
B. To.provide different ) S . .
* -approaches to , ; . N
" “ presenting material . 91.0% - ° 92.5% .
- C. To bring new resources 2 . ) K .
O TN and/or persons into . : .
, the classrodm : T 92.9% 93.2% 3 .
" -D. To motivate students' ,
- interest in the subject . 87.6% 90.4% C
s - . . ‘ ) N . -
CONCLUSION .
- ‘ A ) -
The Maryland IJTV Utilizag?on Study génerated a vast amount of
~valid, potentially useful ta. This report.summarizes those data
and, perhaps more importantiy, prowides some indication of the mahy
Airections , further analysis of it ‘ecanm take. Strict summary . .

~ statistics are of interest to policy.and decision-makers. There 1is
little doubt of that. However, many mes specific decisions need to.
-be based on more detailed and specific” analysis-~-ahalysis aimed at .
single questions. To this end, it is récommended that administrators  °

N . i .
/ T L. ¢ -
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or reseachers-who are interested in this study, and at the: same time:
’ would 1like .to see the work expaned or continued, should contact the . .
authors.(, . . i .
. ) Several follow-up studies based on the Maryland ITV, Utl}lzatlont

Study data will be forthcoming in the months to follow. These will
be presented at professiomal meetings .and will appear in- sundry
* Jjournals. The” investigators. will .be happiest when the resulting
flndlngs begin- to address the many concerns and 1ssues ralsed 1n thls
" brief: éummary . A "

\‘1‘ . - ‘ ;
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'QUESTIONNAIRE DESIGN. ' ’ ' '
Design of the ques%ionngires was undertaken'in two stages: (1
a series of mMeetings was held with personnel from the Division of
. Instructional Television® to reach a reasonable compromise® betweeh

what ‘informatiqon might be useful in getting an understanding of the
* nature, extent, and future trends inwITV use on the one hand, and the
~ ‘type of 1nformation that could be obtained reliably through mailed
questionnaires on the ., other, The authors'! experience in
questionnaire research had showh that response rate was strongly
<’jdetermined by the respondents' being able to fill out the
questionnaire in a si™gle, brief, uninterrupted session with no need
to track down additional 1nformation filed away here and there. The
prototypes, espeeially the critical teacher questionnaire, underwent
*informal field testing ‘to identify any particularly difficult 1items
that .were missed in the editorial sessions. 1In contrast to previous
ITV wutilization studies, the present study also included a
questiondaire for school ..library med4a specialists, who are often
catalysts for 1nstruct10na1 media utilizétion Maryland is fortunate
in having well developed school library programs with 2 media
profess1onal in most schools. (2) The second stage of the design
1nciuded the format and physical appearance of the questionnaires.
Again, the authors' experience has shown that "slick," professiormally-
.printed, color coded questionnaires were viewed with more respect and
returned more rea®ily than "half-fininsheéd" products don§ with a

-

typewriter and reproduced by mimeograph or copier. Samples )of the
" instruments are inclufed in Appendix A. The process of questipnnaire
design was greatly simplified becduse the authors were able to build
on the instruments used in thé CPB/NCES study as well as prototype
instruments to be used in a second national follow-up survey.

, " Like many other states, Maryland his_taken measures'to insfilate
teachers and school administrators from excessive or questionable
"requests for information. These instruments in their prototype for
. underwent . scrutiny by the CSPEIS but for some school districts,
dpproval by CSPEIS wa§ not sufficient in itself, " so approval by a
.research director or  assistant superintendent also needed to. be
secured. Finally, to 1lend maximum credibility to the study,
endorsements were obtained from the major professional organizations
in the state: the Maryland Secondary School Principals Association,‘
the Maryland Elemgntary Brincipals Association, the Maryland Public
School Superintendents Asscciation, the . Maryland Educational Media
Organization, eyd the Maryland State Teachers Assaciation.

lag . .
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SAMPLING DESIGN Lo
4 . - ¢ .
From the point of. view of administrative structure, public
ucation in Maryland is, comparatively speaking, well organized. In
econtrast to ‘the Balkanization evident-in other st&atps, Maryland's
school di-8tricts are congruent with individuél_gguntie , and the city
of _Baltimore. The . state does, however, ‘have a variety Tdof
geographical regions, each with variations in population denSity, pewr
capita wealth, political ‘'climate,  and educational priorities.

‘Clearly, this first comprehensive study of instructional television

1

in Maryland§ would have to take some of these variations intg account
in,ordgr to be a useéful management information product as well as a
sound contribution to’instructional media research.- A primary goal
thro%%hout theé course of the project was to achieve a balance between
the mited financial resources available and the generalizability of
the data. . .

¥

It was detévmined that a sample of 200 schools woudld be the
minimum number, given a reasonably good response rate,”necessary to

. provide acceptable sampling errors.. ‘The individual school was
regarded as the basic samplgng unit from whi¢h the following;

\

individual wunits would be drawn: the principal, the media
specialist, and five teachers, randomly selected by the principal
using an algorithm- provided with the questiofinaire packet (See
Appgndix A). Superintendents would also participate. Because there
are only’24 school distriects in Maryland, the universe could be
polled economically. The sample can be characterized as a stratified
probabilistic cluster sample, which for the prevailing situation is®
highly representative. It would also offer great economy, provided
that control data needed to draw the sample were available in
machine-readable form. It was "originally hoped - that a school's

selection - for the sample ' ormr the basis of
probability-proportionate-to-size could be based. on the number of
teachers 1in that school. Unfortunately, the available data were
neither current nor captured in machine-readable form. Making the

assumption that teacher:pupil ratios were relatively stable across
the state, it was decided to use pupil enrollment statistiecs instead.
Computer tapes were obtained from the State Department of, Education
Division of Management Systems containing separate files of student
enrqllment data and school ‘names and addresses., ~These files were.
edited fbr relevant information, sorted, and merged. It was found
that there were schools- for which enrollment statistics but no
machine-r&adable name or address existed. This problem was corrected
by obtaining the information from other published sources and
inserting the missing data. The file was listed and examined by hand
to cull schools not appropriate to the study. These were for the
most part 8chools serving special populations such as homé and
hospital schools or special education centers. Using a combination
of original programming. and utility routines, the revised file was
sorted by county and by schools within a county on the basis of
student. enrollment. An interag¢tive FORTRAN program was written to
solicit a random starting point and then step through the file,
writing the sample of 200 s£hools to a new file (See Appendix B).
Principals' names and telephone nu_mber‘j} fjrs the 200 schools were

.

-
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obtained’ .from published soupces and apprehended in machine-readable
form. This fAle was merged with the sample file and sorted in ZIP
code order tg generate mailing labels for questionnaire ckets. The
number of sghools and their enrollments as of fall, 1980, comprising
the sample, /as well as 'the universé from which the sample was drawn
are displayed in Table 1, A breakdown of the sample and universe by
school type is shown in ‘Fabke 2. School type is based -on codes used
by the,Divisieqigg,Management Systems..

- < : N ’ ’
- g .
Table 1 - . L, i
Number of Schools &nd Enrollments by County

I
'

§KM§%§ N UNIVERSE
: /
‘ NO. OF . - é/ . “NO. OF o
COUNTY | ) SCHOOLS ENROLLMENT SCHOOLS ENROLLMENT
» R - g
- v b ¢ B “
Allegany 3 . 21,938 26 11,832
Anne Arundel 19 9,667 26 69,754
Baltimore. 26, 23,459 146 94,974
Calvert 2 t 1,315 a2 7,822
Caroline 1 " 583 ‘8 4,051
Carroll 6 6,055 28 20,105
Cecil i 3 2,243 - 25 12,828
Charles 5 5,012 . - 26 17,482
Dorchester 2 1,418 . 13 . 5,202
Frederick 6 - 6,163 = 35 23,129,
Garrett 2 ' . 1,180 17 5,421
Hay ford 8 T, ™ 7,492 'Y 30,010
Howard 7 - 5,001 7 46 25,144
Kent 1 - 458 8 - 2,849
Mont@Bmery 6. -+ 21,028 173 97,739
Prince Georges 33 28,309 205 121,071
Queen Aanes 1 ~ 615 , 9 4,732 .
St . Marys y 3,299 _ 24 12,148
Somerset ° 1 s 61 - 12 . 3,749
- Talbot. 1 6uR 9 3,998
" Washington 5 ° 3,599 41 19,993
Wicomico . 3 2,176 . 22 11,891
Worcester . T 516 11 5,351
-Baltimore City = 34 - - 34,264 176 123,698
TOTALS: 200- « 177,644 . ) 1,218 . 734,972
N R §
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‘ Typés of Schools

\‘\i*j/ - : . %

~ SCHOOL

. TYPE * SAMPLE - UNIVERSE.
+ : ’ﬁ i .
- ' =¥ s -
2 92 .. 8§15 .«
-3 91 %91 i
o) Y t85 -
: 5 -3 - 27
| ‘ TOTALS: 200 1,218
A ‘ N >~ : >
* LEGEND: - o
TYPE 2: Elementary ,
« TYPE 3: Secondary
’ TYPE 4: Middle i R
\ , TYPE 5: Others" s
o ! ‘ ’
AQMINISTRATION « - ) ’
Because the study gambled on g% high response rate \from CRE

small sample and because the role of the school prinicpal
communications was

» r'elatively
was éritical, a schedule of careful, unambiguous

devised as follows: ’

-

Introdhctory letter

Mar%h 18 ‘ ‘to principals including_ teacher
’ selection algorithm ’ s ’
. March 19 | Introductory letter tb'superintendents '
March 23 Questionnaires to superintendents
March 24 Questionnaire packets to prineipals
April 3 ~ ° Reminder/Thank-you postcards sent tg/rall
. April 23 Follow-up letters gnd second questionnaire sent to all
nonresponding superintendents - .
April 27 Begin . follow-up. phone calls to principals in
] . .- schools- wiﬁh ‘huestionnaires outstanding; begin
' follow-up calls to nonresponding superintendents
May 1 . Follow-up letters sent to all nonrespondepts
June 1 " Final deadline fop receiving all questionnaires

In addition, free use was made af .the telephone to mgintain friendly
relationships with the school principals in the sample and other
school district .personnel, to resolve .ambiguities - and answer
_questions where necessé;y.

" Logging "'in dquestionnaires, Keeping traék of noen-respondents, and
other management tasks were accomplished by means of a manual system.
It was originally hoped to process all management %nformation\ o?t an

&
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Apple II microcomputer and do data -énalysis'oh the university's "’
mainframe machine. Programming specifications were indee drawn, but
,the venture was abandoned because there were no, readil available

meanS'for thetgyo computers to communicate with one another.:

AN
~

DATA ANALYSIS
All data analysis. was done using the Statistical Package for the
Social Sciences (SPSS). Because many data from ' the qdestionnaires
" were nominal scales, the task of transcribing them to séparite coding
sheets for MWubsequent keypunching would have been error-prone and .
prohibitively expensive, so programs were written in XBASIC to 2
solicit item-by-item information from a terminal and dé\minimal_error
and logic checking, .making it possible to enter data directly from
the questionnaires (See Appendix B). Once captured, electronically,
data. from individual questionnaire items were concatenated into card _
images and written to an fntermediate file, which the user could
append to the main, data. file at the and of the session. 1In this
manner, separate data files were created for teachers, principals,
media .specialists, and superintendents. The only manual intervention
“that was- necessary was to add to these files a variable that would
unamhiguously categorize the school' as being of type -elementary,
Junior high/middle school, or high school, ssince the school pe
codes already in the file grouped schools on a different critekion.

. . ¢ « 1 LY
. Virtually all of the.datd appearimg in 4he reporf were generated

via'the SPSS subprognams frequencies and crosstabs. The standard
. errors reported were computed as though a simple random sample design &

"had . been wused and are therefore conservative estimateg. However,
since schools in the sample were selected with a  probability
proportionate. to county and school enrollment, some counties are
represented much less freguently than others. The findings of -the
study are generalizeable te- “the state. of Maryland, but not to
individual counties within the state.

This reporty was encoded, edited, and printed using’ the
University of "Mary}and Document Protessing System (DPS). It would
not have been possible to' mahage and massage the vast amounts of
information associated with the project without a generous allocation
of. computer time from the Univer$ity of Maryland Computer Science
Center. - ' o .

>
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TEACHERS

A #

INTRODUCTION ‘

.
' .
g

This, and the next three sections 6f the report, describe in
detail “the responses to each item on the questionnaires from each
group. Section organization is based.on the order .of items 1in  each
questionnaire, In gﬂneral, for the sake of uniformity and impact,
respornses to each item ‘are first summarized in a table and then
discussed in text. The narrative is terse, much of the interpretation
is left to the reader. .

. 3

A comment about the tables is in order. ﬁlb facilitdte
comparison and-generalizability; percentages or relative frequencies
are used to describe distributions of teacher, media specialist, and
principal data. ‘' Superintendents, as explained later, represent a
special case. Distributions are displayed by school 1level ‘and for
the total sample. In the "total" column a number (or-numbers)
preceded by an asterisk will often appear in parentheses. These, are

the sampling errors and. should be read as plus or minus the amount -

shown. They can be interpreted as a confidence interval, or an
interval of one standard deviation an either side of the value, given
in the "total" columns. Each sfated value has a two out. of three
chance\ of being -within the given interval. For example, in item #7
the first value in the "total" column is 33.6%. It' has a two out of
tnrek chapce of really being between 28.5% (33.6-5.1) and ¥B.7%
(33.645.1). The need_for such a range of values arises directly fragm
problems associated with asking question® of only a sample out of a
larger population, If all Mari%gnd teachers, for -example, had been
asked about instructional television, there would, have béen ng

" sampling error. 1In some tables, there will be only a single sampling

error- given. For those cases the -samg value applies to all items in
the table. s R ) '
BACKGROUND INFORMATION - , .

. - ST p
#1 GRADE LEVEL | - . ' a

, - \ ' 4 ’

Fredquencies in type 2 and type.» 3 sehools (middle/JunioR’ and
senior high are inflated because tedchersgin those grades were apt to
declare “more than one grade level taught. Numbers of teachérs by
Ypes of school are as follows: . J

\ S .o - .
19 . -
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y TYPE 1: E ementary "u8% ) l
. . _ TYPE 2: 'Middle/Junior, 24%
] TYPE 3% * Senior High .. 28% '
' ’ ~ . - - " o ' , a » I
#2 SETTING ¢ . . o .
] Teachers by and large . described their classroom setting ‘as l

self-contained _although almost one in five ansider themselves ds
working: Er é nan-tradiftional- settlng

5 -« i

#3 NUMBER OF STUDENTS TAUGHT ‘ /
/ s’ [3 .

Numbér of studénts ranged from 5 to 180, wlth a few cases of
larger teaching loads. The mean. class, size is 82.2; the mode is 30.
Tne number -0f classes a551gned to each teacher ranged from, 1 to T, c?g
with a mean of U and a mode of 5. .

-

#’u [
#4 SUBJECTS TAUGHT - - ’ .

While approximately 48% of the teachers in the 'sample are-
classified as elementary, only 40% of the teachers teach all !
elementary subjects. Sprinkled throughout the elementary teacher
group are reading specialists, art teachers, physical. educators and !
others. However, the largest single sdbject specialty by far remains
multi-disciplinary elementary The rather even dls&rlbutlon across

_secondary school subject specialtles (math, lang age arts, social,
" science and science) is consisteat with tradition Special educators . )
could be expected to account for \a' relatively small group since
+ special “schools for students ' .with haﬂdicapped condltions were not
ineluded in this survey. . <N
#5 FUNDED PROGRAMS . \ .
- The majority of teachers (66%) report that theywer?® £
involved ip any specially funded programs. or projects. One-fourth o
the respondents were (invokved in one funded program. A

.

ES

% . . [
#6 EXPERIENCE ;,' . . 3'
This ﬁaacher group (teachers in Maryland) -appear to have
, considerable yeaks teaching ek¥perience, given that 56% have ten or
\\ more years in a ,8chool other thani:their present hool, and 27% have
that much time 1in at the same school. A breéakdown by school level - °
shows that senior high teachers have the most experience with
. two-thirds having ten or more years experience at schools other than
. their present school and approximately one third stating that they
ha&e been at the’ present school for at least ten years.
\

’ ‘ o : 1 2() ‘ -
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-
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" AVAILABILITY O INSTRUCTTONAL TELEVISION |
. £ ’
#7 YEARS USED INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION -
. ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL *
NONé» 13.43 * 4279 59.9 ©  33.4 (*5.1)
ONE ). B.5 12.3 10.4. 9.9 -
TWO 3.3 17.2 ¢ 6.8 12.4 :
THREE OR MORE * 64 .8 27.6 22.9 4y, 2 .

# B . ]

It appears that teachers either use ITV consistently or they
don"t use it at all. Note the bimodal distﬁipution of responses to
this item. Forty-four percent of the teachess "~ indicate they have
used ITV for three or more years while 33% indicate they have used it
virtually not - at all. In addition, comparing the cumulative
frequency of one, &wo, three or more years of use (66.4%) to the
present use level (42.4%), a declin® in use appears evident. " This is
an observation which can't be definitely demonstrated here, but
certainly one which, warrants further study.

Broken down by school 1level, the distributions reveal that
elementary teachers are the most active users of ITV. Seventy-one
- percent of those who use ITV for three or morge years are elementary
teachers, while the remaining long term users are evenly divided-
between junior high and senior high teachers. .In addition, 64.7% of
the elementary teachers are big users. This compares with 51.9% of
the sepior high and 42.9% of the junior/middle school teachers who
reported, no use of ITV. .

Similar results were found when comparing those who currently
view ITV in elementary, junior/middle school and ﬁigh school. If the
trend toward 1less viewing 1is real, it is elementary tmachers who
account for the drop, because each of the other two groups shows a
higher percent;ge of current use than they show for long-term use

(three OR more years). , .
‘ : €
. - A | .
#8 ITV PROGRAMMING 'AVAILABLE < : -
- ; ELEM ,  JR/MIDBLE SR HIGH TOTAL
: YES  91.0 86.2 72.8 84.9
\ ’ .
. ~ 1 ~

Program availability does not seem to be a real problem in

Maryland since approximately 85% of the teachers reported that they
Tecglved either direct, on-air broadcasts or videotaped programs for
'use in their classes. This compares to 72% program availability in
the national sample (CPB/NC§S). Clearly, ITV programming is more
readily available 1in .elementary schools and to.- a lesser extent, in
Junior/middle schools than it is in high schools: (perhaps a probtem
of perception on the part of high school teachers, but that is not

; i
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clear from these data). ~
#9 TV SETS AVAILABLE J
ELEM JR7MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL :
NONE S B0 1041 15.5 8.6 (*3.u)
B& W Do37.2 36:7 . 28.9 34.8 ;.
COLOR, 4y, 2 32.9 32.1 38.2 L
BOTH 14,6 20.3 23.5 18.4
N ’ ¥ , a
¢ . . ~

Here,lin~comparison with the national sample, theére are .twor
distinctions to be made. First, more Maryland teachers (8.6%) report
that 4ith2y have no television sets available in their classrooms than
the 2% in the national sample. Second the Maryland data demonstrate
tie¢ rapid changeover to color sets in recent years, as 382 of the
Maryland sets are color' compared to only 15% in the national study.

Again, the high school teachers ar¢ more likely to ngve no’
television sets available than weither of the other two groups.
Elementary teachegs also tend tdé have more color sets available (44%)
thah their junior/middle school (32.5%) _or senior high (32.1%)
c&l}eagues. . ' (\

’

#10 TELEVISION MEDIA "AVAILABLE \\>}

]

. ' ELEM - JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL -

ON-AIR *78.9 59.7 - 54,0  67.7 (*1.8)
CASSETTE/VIDEOTAPE 25..8 63.3 ,58.4 - 43.3 (*2.0)
CABLE TV 8.1 7.2 ' 7.5 7.7 (¥1.3)
VIDEODISC 1.3 2.9 3.1 2.2 (*0.6)
CLOSED CIRCUIT =~ 16.8 -25.2 27.3 21.6 (%1.7)
DON'T KNOW 10.7, ‘16.5 , 19.3 1.4 (%)

The majority _of teachers (67.7%) reported that they were able to
get direct on-air broadcasts from public television. Relatively few
teachers (43.3%) said they had oassette. or videotape available,
however, ﬁo;sidering the avallability' of VTR -equipment in  the
marketplace 'and the 1length'of time it"has been available, it sfems
reasonable to éxpect a greater proportion of teachers to report hey
have access to such equipment in their "ckassrooms. :

One impressive finding, when the mode of reception is considered
by sghool type, is the relatively low percentage (25.8) of elementary
school teachers reportimg the availability of videotape or cassette

. equipment. It 1is reasotnable to assume that a greater need for such

equipment is present in junior/middle and senior high 8chools since
their classroom schedules are typically more rigid relative to ITV
scheduling, but the flexibility provided by such equipment"would
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doubtless aid . * the elementary teacx;r as well. - Senior and ~
Junior/middle schools, being generally larger than elementary;
schools, can usually justify the equipment expense more readily, but
it is likely to. have some effect on ITV wuse in elementary schools
since a major factor contributing’ to non use is scheduling ‘problems.

4 - A - . v ”
.7 )
v > " (‘
#11 ACCESS TO TV SET 4 _ N
v . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL _
EASYv ' 6809 5007 u2.9 5709 (*307)
PRETTY EASY 20.2 33.3 31.7 . 26.3 ;
” SOMETIMES CAN'T, 6.7 8.3 < 12.4 8.6
OFTEN CAN'T gy,2 7.6 : 13.0 7.3
In the main, teéchers found it-at least "pretty easy" to get TV
’.equipment; they could. get it most of the tyme they negded it. As’ ]
with .other items, egse in access appears to be related to level of
school with 89.1%/ of the elementary teachers able to get equipment
most of the time and fairly easily. Alfost 70% of them reported that
it was easy to get equipment. ‘Senior high teachers, , in ‘contrast,
appear to have a more difficult time getting T equipment. Thirteen 4
percent report that they often can't, while angther 12.4% . say th%yJ
sometimes can't Let equipment. It is™difffcult to judge where the'
critical point lies in the ease/difficulty continuum, but it seems
safe to say that it would be advantageous to have larger numbers of
teachers believe that there is no problem in getting equipment and
that equipment is readily available given enough lead time.- e
) \ )
. ) e , . s
#12 LOCATION OF TELEVISION SETS _
: ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
IN MY CLASS | 42.6 19.3 10.6 28.:6 (*1.8)
- q / -
MEDIA CENTER 24.0 \\\\f6.0 68.8 [ 43.5 (*2.0)
BROUGHT FROM - ) '
NEARBY CLASS 16.1 -13.3 7.6 13.2 (*1.3)
s e ’ \
GO TO NE@%BY CLASS 8.2 . 6.7 1.8 6.1 (*0.9)
BROUGHT FROM o i L —
CENTRBAL LOCATION 28.7 27.3 . 21.2 26.4 (*1.7)
GO TO .CENTRAL : .
- EOCATION o 3.8 6.0 7.1 5.2 (*0.-9)
f"_‘\‘ N ] . «;"/'

{ ! !

Elementamy teachers tend to use ITV in their own classrooms, as.
N » -
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demonstrﬁied by the f4ct that 42.6% report that sets are alréady '

available in, their class-while an additional 44.8% either have a set
brought from another class, brought from some central location, or
both. Use 0of the media center as a viewing, place appears to_ be .more
typical for junior/middle (56.0%) and senior high teachers*(68.8%), -
although many also report that they haye.sets brought from a central

s

location: - ‘ .

1 ’ - ) AA
& i ‘ . ) 3
#13 GOOD' REPAIR _ . &
ELEM ~  JR/MIDDLE SR ALGH TOTAL . "

ALWAYS o 35.7 36.2 ' 28.7 34.2 (*2.9)
MOST OF THE TIME 54,8 53.4 58.1 55.3

SOME OF THE TIME 5.1 5.8 8.1 6.8

SELDOM 4.5 0.7 : 5.0 3.7

Set repair .does not seem to be much of a factor in ITV |use.
Teachers at all -school levels consistently report that séts are in

good repair most of.the time or all of the time. Fewer than %% ofe°

all teachers report that sets are seldom in good repair.

‘e

#14 TELEVISION RECEPTION QUALITY

b ’

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL . :

GOOoD 63.4 " 70.3 52.7 62.3. (*2.7)
. FAIR . 29.4 - 22.5 " 34,0 29.0
_ POOR 7.1 7.2 13.3 8.7

v t _

Only +62.3% oft all teachers survéyed report getting good
television reception. Among high school feachers the figure drops to
52.7%. Roughly half of the high school teachers report they have
only fair or poor%reception. At the same time they claim 1&ss ITV
use. It seems reasdnable 0 wonder about the degree to which
reception quality influences utiilization,

)
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#15 TV RELATED SERVICES' AVAILABLE - s {

: o ELEM - JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH .TOTAL .
RECORD/PLAYBACK * 55,9 86.6 85.5 - 73.1 (*2.0) -
EARPHONES ' w1 13.4 13,8 13.8  (*1.%)
EASY (DIAL){ACCESS 39.0 30.6 D343 32,3 (¥2.1)
TV STUDIO 6.6, - 20,1 27.0 16,4 (*1.7)
TAPE LIBRARY ' ' ’ ‘

IN SCHOOL 17.4 31.3 36.8 27.1 . (#2.0)
TAPE LIBRARY’ ‘ R ' o
IN DISTRICT 19.7 '18.7 27.0 21.6 (*1.8)
SOMEONE TO RECORD 38,0 59.0 48.7 © 46.9 (%2.3)

! : . ,

The vast majority of junior/middle and senior - high school
teachers (86.6% and 85.5% respectively) report having videdtape
equipment available. Elementary teachers report VTR equipment is
available to a lesser extent--56.1% report availability. Although
the "equipment is available in Junior and senior highs, it is 1less
likely that, these schools have a person available to do the
recording.. This may or may not ingluence use, .

i
. . .
Y ) . . L ~

#16 HOW OFTEN ARE PROGRAMS PRE-RECORDED
© ELEM  JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
ALWAYS ' 5.5 16.7 . "19.9  11.9 (*5.9)
MOST OF TIME 6.2 20.1, .9 11.8
SOME OF TIME ‘g~ 10.7 14.6 7.5 10.8
SELDOM L, 22.5 5.6 10.6  15.4
NOT APPLIZABLE ¥ 55.0 + 437 47.2  50.2

N /

Teacher responses regarding frequency of u'se of prerecorded
material 1is consistent with their observation on VTR equipment
availability; junior and senior high teachers depend on* it to a large
\gegree, elementary teachers only to a very modest degree, Elementary

eachers, as indicated by the 1large number of ‘'not applicable"”
responses, demonstrate that it is not really an issue. When looking
at thig item in relation to similar items it can be shown that the
"not applicable” response is generally either a result of the Jack of
equipment or the absence of personnel to run the equipment. -The
irony here is that program scheduling (question #18) is indicated
emphatically’ (65.1% of elementary teachers) as a factor affecting ITV

use. 25 (
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,serious problem in the disseminatjon system.

24 . (,~ i
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#17 £ASE .OF ARRANGING VTR . $
* 2 o / . : .
: , ELEM JR/MIDDLE ", SR HIGH
EASY : 1.7 21.2 7 271.0
PRETY EASY . 13.3 29.3 . 20.1
SOMETIMES CAN'T 2.0 6.1 "11.9
"NOT EASY 7.7 8.2 * 10.1
NEVER -TRIED . 30.7 21.8 , . 22.0
NO FACILITIES . 31,7 ) 7.5 -, 8.8
‘ X ’ o i .
When they try, it appears'ﬁb\be relatively easy for teachers to
get programs taped. However, a surprising number (26.2%) report

never trying. Junior/middle schools. have a slightly easier time
getting programs taped or played back than their senior high
colleagues and each of those groups is considerably ahead of the
elementary teachers. Again, the paucity of playback/recording

equipnment is obvious in elementary. schools. © Sixty-two perceant of '

elementary teachers reported either never trylng to get equlpment or
that ther® are no fapcilities available.

[

#18 DIFFICULTIES THAT AFFECT. ITV USE

S . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL ,
SET AVAILABILITY: 16.2 © . 12.9 23.4 17.3 (%1.6)
SET QUALITY 14,4 . 11.5 14.5 13.7 (*1.4)
SET IN CLASS 7.4 14.. 4 /15.9 11.3 “(*¥1.3)
SET MAINTENANCE 5.6 10.1 9.0 7056 (*1.1)
_PROGRAM SCHEDULING 65:1 46 .8 uy.8 55.5. (*2.1)

DV- PROGRAM NOTICE 17.6 46 .0 86.9 32.0 (%*2.0)
OGRAM QUALITY 5.3 14,4 15.9 10.2  (%*1.3)
AVAIL* ASSISTANCE 1.8 12.2 8.3 6.0 (*1.0)
ENOUGH PLANNING TM 29.9 31.7 40.7 ©33.1 (*2.0)°
SCH/GUIDES AVAIL =~ 13.4 27 .3 31.0 c14.6  (*1.5)
OTHER 13.0 18.7 J3.8 14,6 (*1.5)
. h

-

Aniong elementég§¥3chool teaﬁ%ﬁrs, the single most significant
factor ‘affecting .ITV use appears to *be program scheduling. Upper
grade teachers also ihdicate schedulirg is a problem, as well as the
difficulty of getting adequate advance program information, and/or
time to plan ho est to use available programming. Set availabillty
was,.also reported as a problem by almost one-fourth of the senior
hlgh school tefchers. This response is consistent with question #11,
which. asked, how easy it was to get a TV set when it is needed. \
P
. Since 46.0% and 46.9% of the junior/middle and senior high
teachers respectively indicate that lack of advance program notice

.affects use, and since both public and _network television produce

large 'volumes of advance materills, it “would appear that there is a

*
*
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UTILIZATION OF ITV

.

- t ,
#19 VIEWING ARRANGEMENTS* - p

1]

ELEM ~ JR/MIDDLE . SR HIGH TOTAL .

JITH ANOTHER CLASS 38.8 - 25.5 ¥ 9.6 27.9_ (*1.8)
~ WHOLE CLASS.ALONE  65.4 51.7 39.2 55.2° .(*2.0)
/" SMALL GROUPS 13.5 10.1 1.4 12,1 (*1.3)

INDIVID. STUDENTS 3.5 - 3.4 . 5.4 4.0 (*0.8)

_ NEVER USE ITV 16.7 36.9 52.4 30.9 (*1.8)

P : ‘% \f (l ‘e N

thie entire ylass watch ITV alone (55.2%). 1In elementary schools and,
to a 1 r degree, in junior/middle gchools, arrangements are made
to combine classes for viewing. Very INttle use is made of ITV ,in
indigidual viewing assignments. )

Amohgsgeachérs who use ITV ghe principal arrangement i$to have
es

‘ oo R :
. r . ' e L AN *
i #20 AVERAGE AMOUNT OF 'ITV USED PER WEEK '
L e ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
NONE # 37.9 . 59.4 69.2-~ 51.3 (*g.0o» ™
1/4 HOUR. ~ 12.4 15.5 C11.0 12.8
1/2 HOYR = = - 22.0 . 9.0 « 2.9 13.9
1 HOUR . 14.0 5.8 5.8 9.9
1 .1/2 *HOURS - 4.3 ' 1.9 1.2 2.9 -
. 2vHOURS . =~ 4.0 1.9 1.2 2.8
"3 HOURS " 2.5 2.6 " 0.6 2.0
% HOURS 0.0 0.0 . 1.7 0.5
2.8 3.9 6.4 4.0

5 OR MORE HOURS'ﬁﬁgﬁ\ 8 . : , A -

. - .,

On the average, teachers in this ;t‘EV reported using ITV  less
than one-half an hour per week. Approx mately three-fourths of the
‘sample who report using ITV use it one hour 'or 1less. ~Again, the’
question yielded a clear indication.that elementary teachers are the
"heaviest ITV users. More will be said abdbut this item in relation to

tem #2&. o
s BN
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#21 MEDIA FORMATS. USED ‘
/- . . ELEM  JR/MIDDLE . SR-HIGH' TOTAL
AUDIO . ~ 0 18.2. 20.7 17.5 * 18.6 (*1.6) '~
COMPUTER 0.6 . 5.3 5.3 . 3.0 (*0.7)
GAMES' & SIMUL. « . 16.9 18.0 7.0 - 14.5 (*1.4)
ITV - 41.4 23.3 17.5 30.7 (*1.8)
FILM 57.3 48.0 56.7 55.0 . (%2,0)
SILENT SLIDE/FSTRIP 38.2, 28.e] 31.6 34,2 (*1.9)
y SOUND SLIDE/FSTRIP 7279 593 ° 66.7 68.0 (*1.9)
TRANSPARENCIES, 38.9 56.0 56.7 47.7 (%*2.0)
OTHER _ . 3.5 6.7 6.4 J5+0 (*0.9)
#22 TIME USING MEDIA (PER WEEK) .
<R
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
(HoURS) . ) Do, . .
) 0 . 5. % 10.8 13.7 9.1 ,
. 1 . 30.7 . 20.4 .-~  28.6 27.5
- 2 2.7 S 17.2 14,8 20.0
3 14.0 10.8 8.8 11.7
3 5.0 7.0 2.2 4.7 .
5 . 11.0 15.3 A 18.1 4.1 .
6 CT.7 3.2, 2.2 2.2
P 7 . 0.7 1.3 0.0 0.6
.. 8 1.0 1.9 0.5 .1
' 9 0.3 0.0 0.5 3
. [k1o_ 3.3 5.1 ' 4.97) y.
ab 10+ 2.3 7.0 5.4 4.4
‘#2u TELEVﬁSION A§ HOME AS§IGNMENT _ *
' 4 P ELEN JRfMIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
, OFTEN 1 9" 6.4 11.1 4.7 9.9 (*3.4)
L5  SOMETIMES) ‘44.3 39.5 - 33,7 40.2 -
ot RARELY - 30,3 29.0 33.2 32.7
NEVER 15.0 20.4 ' 18.4 17.2

[y

There is a relatively consistent ‘pattern across school levels of
th frequency TV is used as part of a homework assignmepnt. That is,
T assignments tend to range between "sometimes" and "rarely used",
One possible contradiction to this pattern is that in Rhe upper
grades, especially senior high, where more use seems td be made of TV
fg oytside assignments. . A 1likely explanation 48 that evening

levigion is more apt to be aimed at the older audience, and even
* though| after school viewing hours are very popular with' 'younger.
o 1tuden 8, muéh of the programming 1is uns%étable as instructional

-
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#25 OPTIMUM AMOUNT.OF ITV TIME (HOURS)

" : ELEM - JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
NONE 3T 10.0 =~ . 10.2 6.7 (%*8.0)
ONE QUARTER ’ 2.2 3.8 3.2 ' 2.8
ONE HALF ‘ 9.9 13,7 12.3 11.5
ONE - 36.4 21.2 -« 29.9 31.0 .
ONE & ONE HALF . ' 13.6 7.5 3.7 9:4
THO : S 17.6 16.2 15.0 16.5 !
THREE : 1.7 . 10.6 8.0 10.4
FOUR 2.5 5.6 4.8, 3.9
FEVE OR MORE 3.1 11.2 12.8 7

7.

x

The response to this item was bimodal (one\and two hours) with

3. .an overall mean equal to one and one-half hours per week. This was

relatively consistent across school levels with a couple of notable
exceptions: one in ten senior high and junior/middle school teachers
indicate that theygwould not use. LTV at all, while, at the other end
of the spectrum, a_ slightly larger percentage (12.8% and 11.2%
respectively) report that they would use ITV heavily--five or more
hours. Given the class structure at _these upper levels such
estimates are reasonable, At each upper school level, classes change
every peripd and teachers encounter different %sets of students
throughout/the day. This suggests that it is shighly appropriate to
use the same progam more than once in a given day. It would be
interesting to explore the affect of class period length (typically
45-50 minutes) on the use of ITV programming, since some programs are
as long as one hour. . - . t :

When comparing the distribution of this item and item #20,
estimates of current wuse, it ‘is clear that teachers might possibly
use ITV more than they currently do given a change in some factors
related to scheduling, program qualit¥, ‘or equipment availability.
In response to item #20, 75% of the teachers who report using ITV use
it for one hour or less per week while in this item, the same number
report they would use ITV one hour or more.

¢ L4

Fal

#26 ANYBODY USED ITV TOO MUCH?

»

ELEM, JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL -

YES  16.6 8.6 8.5  12.4 (*5.7)
NO  83.4 91.4 ~  91.5 87.6 &

/ N \ . ” =.
Apparently one in six elementary teachers Know ' someone

personally, a teacher in their " school, who abuses, instructional
television by wusing it too much. . This 1s 1less apparent in

. — . 29
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junior/middle schools’or high schools.

“ 5

#27.MAXIMUM APPROPRIATE TIME FOR ITV/WEEK (HOURS)

. ‘ ~ ELEM JR/MINDLE SR HIGH TOTA
) ONE QUARTER 0.9 3.2 4.3 2.4 *5.0)
ONE HALF - :9.5 .. 21.0 1.4 12.7
-+ ONE > 86.8 31.2 - 40.5 | 31.7 ¥
- ONE & ONE HALF = 27.4 13.4 .10, 8 19.4.
TWO TO FOUR =27.4 17.8 16.8 22.2
(FIVE OR MORE > 3.2 2.5 2.2 2.7
NO SET LIMIT 4.7 10.8 14.1 ‘8.8

k4
.

Two~-thirds of“the teachers responding to this sé%vey would 1like
to see <¢hildren's in-school television viewing kept to one and one
half hours per we&k or less, Elementary teachers ‘appear more
favorably disposed - to ITV. Their responses cluster in a range from
one to four hours per week, while junior/middle and senior high
teachers point toward a one hour per week limit. It should also be
noted, however, fthat a larger percentage of upper ievel teachers than

. elementary teachers recommended no set limit on ITV viewing.

s
-3

§28 ITV OYTCOMES '~

- "« . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL ~
EXPANDED KNOWLEDGE¢. 51.1 41.7 52.2 49.2 (*2.3)
EXPANDED VOCAB  * 46.6 21,4 22.8 36.1 (*2.2)
FOLLOW-UP IDEAS - * 57.6 - 47.6 40.2 51.9 (*2.3)

§HORE ENTHUSIASTIC  22.9 21,4 26.1 23.2, (*2.0)
" USE LIBRARY MORE ~ *22.9 9.7 8.7 7.1 (*1.8)
MORE ITV AT HOME 28.6 24.3 . 26.1 27.1 (*2.1)
CALMING EFFECT ™y 45.8 . 52.4 42,4 46.6 (*2.3)
OTHER 1.1 9)

4.9 ] 10.9 3.9 (*0.

)
>
” R

' §29 TYPE OF STUDENT FOR WHOM ITV IS USEFUL
T ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

“ALL C81.7. + 65.6 66 .1 73.6 (%*5.5)

.BELOW AVERAGE n.6.1 9.9 - 8.8 7.7

AVERAGE ’ i 8.0 7.3 6.4 7.4

ABOVE AVERAGE , 1.6 6.6 7.0 4,3

SPECIAL . . 0.0 6.0 p 5.8 3.0

NOT USEFUL FOR ANY 1.6 2.6 4,1 ‘2.5

OTHER ) SR Y I 2.0 : 1.8 1.4 7
. ", z JU . /

S . ff/
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The majority of teacners (73.6%), particularly at the elementary
level (81.7%), eel ITV is appropriate for all °‘studénts. A few
(1.4%) feel it is not appropriate for anyone, regardless of level of
academic ability. .

#31 DECIDE WITH CbASg WHETHER TO WATCH

#32 DECIDE WITH CLASS WHAT TO WATCH '
" ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
WHETHER TO WATCH 24.0 15.2 12.2 18.7 (*1.5)

WHAT TO>WATCH 14.9 8.2 6.7 11.1 (*1.2)

s

Thnese questlons were de31gned to probe the extent to which
critical viewing skills are being taught in the schools. It,apﬁéars
that more of this adtivity is being conducted at ‘elementary . school
level than where it might ©be appropriate. Given the attention

ocused on critical viewing skills by various television and federal

agencies during the last few years the degree of positive response to
these items seems somewhat low. This is especially true since this
type of ©benavior 1is basic to the whole notion of developing
intelligent, thoughtful, discriminating video consumers at an early
age. 5 . . ~

v 4 i
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#33 NUMBER-OF SERIES USED THIS YEAR

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL

NONE 49.2 ©79.4 86.0 66. 3w (¥4.8)
ONE . © 18.0 1.6 ° . 10,1 14.3 -
TWO - 13.3 5.2 2.8— 8.5
THREE 9.6 3.2 0.6 5.6
FOUR * 5.9 0.6 0.6 3.2
fVFIVE OR MORE 4.0 0.0 + 0.0 2.0
N r ‘\

TYPICAL USE OF 1TV SERIES

. All responses to items 35-37 are , based ‘on a . named series.
Percentages are relative to the 281 (190 elementary, 47 jJunior
high/middle, 44 high school) teachers who named a series. //

-
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: ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL '
USED BEFORE . 17.8  .69.2 57.9 . 72.5 (*2.8)
PREVEEWED 33.5 63.9 71.1 444 (#3.3) .
"READ GUIDE 75.7 64 .1 64.9 72.2  (*2.9) ;
USED SERIES AS KEY 29.5 24.2 29.4 28.7 (*3:1)
. USED AS SUPPLEMENT 89.5 _  86.0 78.5 86.7 (*2.2)
. RS . .
#36 DISCUSSION BEFORE VIEWING ' )
) " ELEM  ® JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL '
NO TIME 17.3 6.4 15.9 15.2  (#5.1)
UP TO 10 MIN - 56.8 53.2 25.0 51.1
10 TO 15 MIN 22.7 o234 - 273 23.6 {

" . MORE THAN“15= 3.2 . 17.0 31.8 10.1

viewing. .
#37 DISCUSSION AFTER VIEWING * .
., ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL .
NO' TIME \ 1.7 2.1 1.4 3.3 (%*5.0)
UP TO 10 MIN 46.4 29.8 15.9 38.6
10 TO.15 MIN 38.1 4o.y 25.0 36.4 [
.MORE THAN 15 MI 13.8 27.T 41.7 21.7 L
i T : . )
Teachers arly spend more time discussing ITV programs after

O . - [ , .
3 < } : "

#35 METHODS OF USE

Length of discussions prior to telé&ision viewing tend, on the
average, to be short--up to 'ten minutes. High school teachers are
sq@ewhat an exception to that rule, however, since almost 60% of them
sy that they allow ten minutes or more ﬂbr class discussion before

they ar®e viewed than before. There is a distinct shift in discussion
time as evidenced by the distribution.
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~#38 TEACHER GUIDES . , , g ‘
. ELEM ’ JR/M&DDLE , SR HIGH7 TOTAL -
ARE, AVAILABLE . 70.3 57.9 Tu1.1 60.0 (*2.1)
ARE USEFUL v 86.6 @ - 76.7 63.3 80.4 (*2.2)

. t
o~ 7 : -
Gu1dé//appea o} be generally avairabl;\fo teachers, from . their

perspective, b t would seem that additional. inquiries need to be
made at the senior high level, singe/ only 41.1% of the teachers
report availability. Among teachers who have access t gu1des,

reaction seems favorable. That'is, teachers tend to use th guides*
in planning. Again, the group 1least ©positively disposed to the
guides is the senior high teachers. -

.
' )

#39 HOW OFTEN DO EPUJUSE THE- GUIDES?

: ELEM JR/MEDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL ’
ALWAYS 18.5 ~A3.4 8.9 14.7 <(%6.3)
<. USUALLY .. 245 15.7 161 18.5
SOMETIMES 19.2 10.4 7.6 _14.0 —
A FEW TIMES 5.0 12.7 - . 7.0 12.3
NOT AT ALL /_J/33.7 47.8 -~ " 65.8 40.3
/i

Among guide users frequenay of use is rather high, ranging from
53.3% for elementary teachers to 56.6% for senior high respondeénts.
On the other end of the continuum, however, is the rather obvious
fact that fully 40% of the teachers overall report "never" using th
s guides. The-lowest level of wuse 1is among. senior high teachers
(65.8%). In most cases this might be (elated to lack of planning
time which many teachers (38.0%) report as a sighificant factor
inhibiting ITV use. Amonf senior high teachers, adequacy of planning
time is a concern ‘of %0.7% of the respondents. * )

~

#40 TEACHER GUIDE DISTRIBhT;?N \
"ELEM JR/MIDDLE ~ SR-HIGH TOTAL

- GIVEN TO ALL 19.1 10.7 . 9.7 14.6  (%*6.19)
GIVEN ON REQUEST 38.2 20.1 13.7 27.3
NOT PROVIDED 3.2 4.0 . 8.0 4.7
COPIES IN SCHOOL 19.1 17 .4 1429 17.6 -
DON'T KNOW 20 M4 © BT T . 53.1 35.7

v
A ‘rather surprising percentage of teachers do not know -how,
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guides are distributed. That is not to sax_that they don't get them;

"only U4.7% suggest they're not provided: This might call into’

question the, degree to which teachers are aware of ITV coordination
within the school. Again, from the junior/middle" schook» level up,
the degree of awareness seems to diminish. In most cases where

copies are made available they are either distributed 'upon request or -

multiple copies are made available in the building.

Y
b

#41 ITV SCHEDULE DISTRIBUTION ~
- , L

) . ELEM . JR/MIébLE * SR HIGH TOTAL
GIVEN TO ALL 53.6 19.3 19.3: 36.3- (%6.9)
GIVEN ON REQUEST ' 13.8 4.7 9.1 12.7 -
_NOT PROVIDED - 3.8 2.7 7.4 4.5
COPIES IN SCHOOL 11.6 16.0 11.9 . 12.7
DON'T KNOW - i7.2 47.3 51.7 33.6

As with guides, ITV schedule distribution appears to be a
mystery’ for many teachers .(33.6%), and the highest rate of mystery
again falls with teagchers of older children contrast to guide

istribution, howeveér, schedules are indlvidua ly distributed to the

Jority of elementary teachers and to about one in five of the

.remaining teachers. A very small, almost insignificant percentage of
teachers report that schedules are not provided

1

#

#42 BUILDING ITV COORDINATOR -
. ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
FULL TIME 27.1 26 .5 24 .5 26.3 (*4,9)
PART TIME. 5.6 12,9 14.8 9.8
. INFORMAL 31.4 gglg S P 256

NONE 36.0 T '46.5 38.3

—

More than one-fourth of the schools' are reported to -have a
full-time ITV coordinator. However, 38.3% of the schools), from a low
of 34.7% (junior/middle schools schools) to a high of 46.5% (senior
" high) have no ITV coordinator. Not surprisingly, very few of the
teachers surveyed (4.1%) were themselves the ITV coordinator. .

r
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#43 ITV COORDINATOR SERVICES ) i

' v ELEM  JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
DIST. GUIDES/SCH.  94.4 1:58.9 . 50.6 - 75.0 (*2.3)
PROVIDES NEWSLETTER 20.3 15.6 , 16.0 18.1 (*2.1) ‘
CALLS ATTENTION \TO . : ‘ Y
SPECIAL PROGRAMS = 35.0 40.0 .. 35.8 36.5 (*2.6)
PROVIDES EQUIPMENT
ASSISTANCE . 53.1 8141 . 86.5 68.1 (*2.5)
PROVIDES. TRAINING/ ' -
CONSULTATION 9.6 26.7 32.1, 19.3  (*2.1)

WORKS WITH STUDENTS 14.7 24,4 21.0 “18.7 (¥2.1)

" Where one exists, a primary function of the ®ITV .coordinator,
particularly at junior and senior high level, seems to be to provide
equipment assistamce. Overall, more than two«thirds of the teachers
see equipment a$sistance as a service provided by the coordinator.
Elementary teachers overwhelmingly see the coordinator as being
reponsible for guides and schedules (94.4%); junior and senior high
teachers indicate distribution service 1less frequently (58.9% and
50.6% respectively). Another interesting point of departure between -
elementary and other levels is that about three times the number . of
junior and senior high teachers see the ITV coordinator performing a
training function than elementary teachers.

v

Y44 CONTACT WITH OUTSIDE ITV PERSONNEL . 5
~ _ELEM " JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH , TOTAL
CONTACTED 4.y ©3.2 5.5 4.4 (*1.8)
" IF YES--DISTRICT S X
VISITED SCHOOL, 28.5 . 66.7 20.0 33.3,
PROVIDE IN-SERVICE 42.9 33,3 60.0 46.7.
PROVIDED MATERIALS 42.9 6.7 0.0 33.3
|

Only 4% of the teachers had téntact with persons outside the -
school ‘dbout ITV. Of those roughly.one-third were visited in thefr
school by the district coordinator who it appears, focused attention
‘on conducting in-service experiences. No committee participation was
solicted by the district from teachers; teachers were not asked to
serve in-an advisory, eyaluation or curriculum role. )

N P

State level contact with the school wéglperceived similarly by
teachers. Twenty=-two percent of the relatively small number
reporting gontact with the ITV division a%so reperted that visits

, * , 30 f. P
—— = -
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were made _to the schooi, uu%'reported having id-gervice experiences’
. * conducted by the ITV division. One person noted that:, he/she’, served
on an advisory committ to the ITV division.

L4

’
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#45 PRINCIPALS PRACTICE TOWARDS ITV o ' S
. ™ ELEM ' JR/MIDDLE . SR HIGH TOTAL '
~STRONGLY ENCOURAGE 4.4 b1 1.8 3.6 (%2.0)
ENC. BUT LEAVE TO - N
TEACHER DISCRETION 36.0 30.3 - 24.0 31.4
NEITHER ENC. NOR . .
DISCOURAGE *15502 63.“ - 71-9 61.6
DISC. BUT LEAVE TO .
TEACHER DISCRETION 3.2_{ 2.1 1.8 2.5
STRONGLY DISC. , 1.3 0.0 - 0.6 .- 9.8

4

There is a perceived, tendency for .the principal 'to either .
‘maintain a neutral stance or a sllghtly positive stance toward ITV =~ ~
.use by teachers. Where encouragement is given, type of use is left
~to the discretion of the teacher, The implication is that specific
direction for use is not provided by the principal. This impréssion

is consistent across levels, alfhough elementary teachers tend to be
more likely to be encouraged to use ITV.

-~
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#46 GENERAL ATTITUDE TOWARD ITV

" ELEM °  JR/MIDDLE '~ SR HIGH ‘TOTAL ~
SUBJECT SPECIALISTS . ..
] FAVOR -+ 40.8 39.7 40,3 40.3 (*3.0).
NEUTRAL 57.8 56.5 58.3 57.6
AGAINST 1.4 ° 3.8 1.4 2.1
OTHER TEACHERS- : ‘.
FAVOR_ 52.6 . 32.1 ™ 33.3 T42.7 (*2.0)
NEUTRAL 47.1 62.7 © 66.0 55.8 -
AGAINST _ 0.3 5.2 0.6 1.5
MEDIA SPECIALISTS - .
FAVOR 65.9 63.5 ., 58.4 63.4 (%2.,0) .
NEUTRAL - 33.8 35.5 40.3 36.1
- AGAINST 0.3 0.0 *™ 1.3 0.5 .
- OTHER SPECIALISTS
FAVOR 32,7 27.5 .27 29.9 (*2.0)
NEUTRAL 66.5 71.0 . 11.5 69.0 )
~ AGAINST 0.8 1.5 1.4 1.1
PARENTS
. FAVOR . 30%6 18.0 - 17.2 24.2 (*2.0)
NEUTRAL 65.5 78.2 80.7 72.5
g AGAINST 3.9 ¥ 3.8 2.1 3.4
STUDENTS - .
FAVOR 73.8 53.1 47.7 62.3 (%2.0)
NEUTRAL 26.2 46 .9 50.3 37.2
AGAINST 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.5
DISTRICT OFFICE - -
FAVOR 39.3 ~£6.0 30.6 33.6 (%2.0)
NEUTRAL 59.5 73.2 66.7 64,9
AGAINST 1.2 0.8 1.5

2.7

*
)

Not surprisingly, teachers perceive parents as 1least favora ly
disposed to the use of ITV. Media specialists are perceived as st
positive to its use. Even so, 37% of the media specialists are
perceived by teachers as not favoring ITV use: being either neutral
or negative. Differences dcross levels seem most significant when
teachers consider -their peer group, other teachers, and when they
" consider parent attitudes., 1In both instances, junior and senior high
teachers think .that iﬁe attitudes of these groups are less favorable.

5 .

Students are 189~ considered by teachers to be favorably

disposed toward ITV, -although junior and senior level teachers are

less inclined t% think so then their elementary sehool collegues.
7 ’
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#47 ;DEAS FROM DIFFERENT PERSONNEL ABOUT ITV

. PRINCIPAL

OFTEN -
SOMETINES -
RARELY

NEVER

DEPARTMENT CHAIR

o

OTHER

OFTEN
SOMETIMES
RARELY
NEVER

SPECIALISTS

.OFTEN

SOMETIMES
RARELY
NEVER

TEACHERS

OFTEN
SOMETIMES,
RARELY
NEVER

ITV COORDINATOR

" OFTEN

SOMETIMES
RARELY '
NEVER

ELEM

1.7
20.2

25.6
52.5

ELEM

2.7
20.3
21.2
55.9

NN E m
~NFoot

ELEM
6.1

31.3°
25,3 "
,37.4

£ 00w X

JR/MIDDLE
0. 8

\O\O\D
\OU\(D

1
6

JR/MIDDLE
4.8
21.8
16.1
57.3

JR/MIDDLE
5.6
8.8
4.4
T1.2

JR/MIDDLE
2.3
- 26.3
« 21.8
49.6

JR/MIDDLE
9.1
20.0
10.9
%000
rd

~——
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SR HIGH
0.6

i

\Ow\l
OOJ:

1
7

]

SR HIGH
2.6
19.9
12.6
64.9

SR HIGH
7.3
9.4

14.8
T4.5

SR HIGH

2.5
24,5
13.2°

5.1

TOTAL

T+ (*4,2)

19.2

18.1.

60.0

TOTAL

3.0
’\1“.1

17.5
65.3

TOTAL
4.6
32.9
20.9
41.7

TOTAL
6.9
24.0
17.3
51,7

(*3.8)

(*4.0)

(*4,8)




PARENTS

OFTEN
SOMETIMES.
RARELY
‘NEVER

s

MEDIA SPECIALISTS
OFTEN
SOMETIMES
RARELY
NEVER

STUDENTS

- OFTEN
SOMETIMES
BARELY -
NEVER

TEACHER GUIDES

OFTEN

SOMETIMES
, RARELY

NEVER

PREVIEWS

OFTEN
SOMETIMES
RARELY
NEVER

23.8

ELEM

0.0
5.3

"19.6

75.1

10.1
28.3
25.5
36.0

yoo-

ELEM

4.5
23.3
21.1

51.1

ETEM
17.0
30-7
17.8
34.4

ELEM
7.4

22.1
46.7

" ELEM

-

JR/MIDDLE

JR/MIDDLE

9.0
27.1
12.0
51.9

JR/MIDDLE
2.4
11.1
15.9
+70.6

1

JR/MIDDLE
6.3
20.6
19.0
54,0

JR/MIDDLE

SR HIGH
000
y
7
88

L3

Y

SR HIGH
5'7
20.3
13.9
60.1

SR HIGH
1.9

10.4

—~ 13.6
' 4.0

~ SR HIGH
5.3

1
9
8

—
YV

(o)

/

W= =N o

]

.0
9 .
1

TOTAL
0.2
4.1

14.0-
81.7

(%2.2)

TOTAL ; )
8.7 p(*4.3
25. 8~;

19.2

46.3 \

/

TOTAL

5 ‘:3.3
16.8
17.8 -
62.1

(*3.8)

TOTAL
1.3
24,6
‘15-9
48.2

(*4.6)

TOTAL
5.1
19'.0
17.0 .
59.0 .
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) S . ELEM- - JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL .
OFTEN 3.2 0.0 2.5 2.0 (%*7,0)

. SOMETIMES 12.9 3.3 7.5 . 7.9 -

" RARE 12.9 3.3 7.5 7.9 -
NEVER 7T1.0 .)93.3 82.5 82.2 '

" Teachers indicate that they get specific 4ideas about ‘ITV use
from & variety of sources. Elementary teachers cite other teachers
(47.7%) and teachers guides (47.7%) as sometimes or  often
contributing ideas. The next most frequently cited source is the
media specialist (38.4%). At the upper school levels’, however, the
*Source of ITV ideas is more " likely to be the media specialists,
rather than other teachers or guides. Teachers at upper school
levels are less likely to get advice then elementacy school teachers.

B | : [
"PREPARATION FOR USE OF ITV

»

' N '
#48-51 ITV TRAINING - !
' . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
HAD ITV TRAINING 11.5 13.0 - . 15.0 12,9  (*1.3)
IF YES- .
COLLEGE COURSE " 37.7 37.5 41.5 38.9 (*4.4)
DISTRICT IN-SERVICE 17.6 8.8 - 14,6 16.9 - (*3.4)
TV IN-SERVICE 908 603 908 809 (*2..'6),
WKSHOP~TV STATION 7.8 12.5 0.0 6.5 (%*2.2)
WKSHOP-STATE ITV  21.6 _~2m9. T 20.2 (*3.6) .,
WKSHOP-PROF MEETIN 41.2 43.8 _B3.7 4§.0 (¥5.3)
] . ] .. . ‘
WITHIN THREE YEARS 16.5 16.2 17-.8 6.8 €%2.2)
REQUIRED?. 8.0 _ouT 5.1 6.1 (*1.6)
!».—
CONDITIONS AFFECTING THE USE OF ITV ' ' r
: , 0 SEER
,' “ ’
#52 PERCEPTIONS OF ITV
TEAGHERS DON'T USE Enoucn v, A ' ~
" ELEM  « JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
- AGREE - ~— 45.4 49.7 " 53.8 - 48,7 (*3.2)
NEITHER. 43.4 39.6 " 32.9 39.6
DISAGKEE 9.6 4.0 : 3.3‘ 7.1

HA 1-7 607 u-”6

s\
~
.-
——
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ITV IS A FRILL WITH THE CURRENT EMPHASLS ON BACK TO BASICS.
T ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
" AGREE Y 37.3" 32.6 39.4  (*3.3)
NEITHER  ©  28.5 - 31,7 - 30.3 29.7
NA j 2. 0 . 7.0 6.9 4.5
- o K n
IF TEACHERS USED ITV TOO MUCH, THERE WOULD BE COMMENTS.
! ELEM . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL .
"AGREE -57.2 44,5 44.3 50.7 (*3.7)
NEITHER 27.9 . 35.0 .°30.5 30.3 7, .
* DISAGREE 11.0 © 11,7 15.6° 12.5
© o UNA 3.8 - 8.8 9:6° . 6.6
6 .\ . - -
P ‘ o . - _‘ . - ! -
THERE ARE SHORT BLOCKS F TIME WHEN ITV IS REALLY ‘USEFUL.. .,
ELCEM,  JR/MIDDLE = SR HIGH -,@QTAL
AGREE 68 72— 45.3 © o 37.3 *3 (#4.2)
NEETHER ° 17.2 30,90 - 32,0 5
K DISAGREE "~ 9.5 10.8 10. 1 9.9 . -
, TURE 5. 129 20.7 = 11 3
' L]
7 ITV IS L (KE ANY OTHER SUPPLEMENTARY TEACHING TOOL. . = ° .
ELEM.: . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL -
80.3 66.9 " 69.8 4.2 (*3.1)
13.1 18.7 14,2 4.7 —
55 « 10.§ = 9.5 - T,
1.0° 3.5 - 6.5 3.
. - s . . . -
‘% AN ﬂ . . v ! [ S— 1’.
MANY ITV PROGRAMS MEET MY ®URRICULUM NEEDS. _dxj '
«  _ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
,AGREE . 58.4 28.1 . 4.4, uz.n (*3.1)  °
" DISAGREE 1004 - 274 38.7 5201
A TUR 2.7 9-.6 1.y 6%

‘. .
. , s
s . .




o - ‘4 . ’ ) ‘ ).».A
, uo P - ) ’ * . . . \" ~
- o . Vyﬂé . .
ITV IS A USEFUL TEACHING TOQL. I s
_ _ ELEM = JR/MIDDLE . SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE 82.7 ' 68.1 70.7.  T76.0 (*2.8)
# NEITHER 14,1 25.7 _-2%.3 . 18.8
DISAGREE ~ * 2.3 *© .04 ST 1.6
NA . 1.0 5.6 - 6.9 3.7
L :

SOME PARENTS EXPRESS CONCERN ABOUT THE AMOUNT OF ITV USE.
ELEM* JR/MIDDLE . SR HIGH ' TOT L
(#3.8)

‘AGREE 101 77 . 5.8 :

NEITHER 36.4 45,8 37.4 38Y9
DISAGREE 33.7 P 19,0 - 292 . 29.0
NA - 19.9 26.8 27.5 3.6

. *- Three-fourths of Maryland's teachers consider ITV a useful
teaching tool; the rest tend to be ambivalent, While half of the
teachers consider that ITV -is not wused enoughy an equal number
indicate that- there would be comments made if it was used too much.
Coupled with item #27, this implies that, in the opinion ‘of the
teachers, one to two hours per week is an appropriate amount of
viewing time. It is diffjicult to know, without folloW-up, 1if upper
school teachers consider one to- two hour,s angappropriate estimate of
viewing time per class, or whether they see ne to two hours as the

. approprlate amount per .teacher. ) . -

.. . ' . ’
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- ‘ /  MEDTIA SPP ECIALIST
INTRODUCTION - ‘ . P )

One hundred sixty-nine media specialists (84.5%) responded to
the Maryland ITV Utilization Study Questionnaire. Data on media
-Specialist's use and support of ITV was not gathered in the national

é%} study for a. number of reasons so comparisons cannot be made. But,
because most Maryland schools have a media specialist, And Dbecause
they generally play such a central role in the school's instructional

-, program, it was felt that any study of ITV use would be incomplete
without considering their. input.

Q'
(’h
L % .
Note: the same report format is used for this seption of the
report as was used in describing teacher responses.

&
BACKGRJUND INFORMATION

f #2 AIDES/V@LUNTEERS . ' \ -

A little less than half of the media specialists (45.3%) report
having no aides or volunteers. Most schools, if they have any in the
me centéx, have one - (27.7%). The largest number of
q}des/voluntee S reported by any.mg‘Ha specialist is ten.

’

#3 SETTING

L4

o

.

'

., The media specialists confirm teacher assessment of classroom™
setting., That 1is, most of* the schools (72.7%).are traditional and
about 20% have open spaaqe or otfler non-traditional design.

e
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24 EXPERIENCE
ELEM  JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH . TOTAL .

MS AT PRESENT SCHOOL : ' :

1 YEAR 171 10.6 -. 9.3 13.3  (*10.5)
2-3 YEARS 22.4 377 16.3 22.3

. 4-6 YEARS . 23.7 .21.3 - 30.2 o4 .7

" 7-9 YEARS. - 18.4 . 17.0 11.6 16.3

10+ "'YEARS 18.14 23.1 32.6 23.5
EDUCATOR S
1 YEAR 1.6 0:0 0.0 0.7 (*7.6)
~2"3 YEARS ' ) 709 o.o 0.0 500
u-6 YEARS' . 9'5 705 801 806
7-9 YEARS 12,7, 17.5 10.8 13.6
10+ YEARS ™ 68.3, ix& 70.0 81.1 72 1

) éﬂ;ﬁ 5;\

One outstandlng ohéﬁacterlstlc of media specialist is their
overall experlence as educators. They have much less experience as-

media specialists in\their own sghool. But, even then, about 40%
report hon1ng thet gr%sent mgd;a spec1alist job for seven or more -

years, o,
N . o \i f.:g%g .
. R . %{6 s . L3
#5 MARYLAND CERTIFICATION srkgus O .
. ‘ ELEM. . JR/@;DDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
ASSOCIATE | 2 "13.51 2.4 4.5 8.1 (¥%2.2)
GENERALIST , 270 - 42,9 45,5 - 36.2 (%3.8) '
SPECIALIST. 45.9 © 52.4 - 332 46.9 (*4.0) -
ADMINISTRATOR [T A 4.8 4.5 4.4 (%*1,6)
© OTHER CERTIFICATION 33.8' % 5.5 . 40.9 37.5 (¥*3.8)
NOT CERTIFIED sgu : 0.0 0.0 Q?.S (*1.2)

B
» ¢ ; 3

ﬁ?l but a very small percentage of elementary media specialists -
have some type ‘of Maryland certification. However, the most )
appropriate certif&gation for ;them to have 1is the generalist
certificate and only 3552% report having i't. There may be a semantic
problem dwe to the use of the words "specialist" and "generalsist"
but even that would not account totally for 'the fact that a rather
large percentage of media specialists may not be sufficiently
CertifiEd ._*:; v 5 AN

) .
- . - N A \
€
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AVAILABILI{Y OF INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION - ..

#6 AVAILABILITY OF PROGRAMMING
: ELEM. 'JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH - TOTAL
AVAILABLE  98.7 95.7 95.5 97.0 (*1.3)
' b3 . ) .

With very few‘exceptiohs, ITV is w{dely available in Maryland's
schools. That, at least, is the opifrion of the media specialists,

) ¥
\\ . S

#7 TYPE OF TELEVISION SETS AVAILABLE ) I .

On the average, each school has four or five black and white

&
“television sets and about six color sets. However, some schools
report having no television sets.at all.
#8 ESTIMATE OF TEACHERS REGULARLY USING ITV -
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
0 12.0 20.0 26.8. 17.9 (*0.6)
» 1 { 5.3 5.0 7.3« 5.8 A
2 \ 6.7 * 15.§ 2.4 7.7
- 3 13.3 20.0 7.3 . 13.5
4 9.3 10.0 9.8 9.6
- 5 9.3 10.0 2.4 7.7 -
b 6.7 0.0 2.4 3.8 '
- T // 4.0 0.0 0.0 1.9
8 6.7 " 5.0 2.4 5.1
.9 1.3 0.0 2.4 1.3
v , 10 9.3 7.5 ( 9.8 9.0
: 10+ 15.9 - 7.5 ) 279 16.7

»

Overall, 62.2% of the media specialists estimate that five .
teachers or less are regular ITV users. At the senior high level, a
bimodal distribution exists: slightly over one-fourth of the media
specialists estimate no teachers in their school use ITV while about
the same.percentage estimate that more than ten use it. The 1large
upper 1limit estimate may simply be an aberrant condition resulting
Trom the'sheer size of the schgols involved, At% the lower levels,
elementary and junior/middlef¥chools, 55.9% and 80.0% respectively,
calculate thdt five teachers or less use ITV. According to most
media specialists, though, thére are at least a few ITV -us in each
school,
LN

-
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#9 TV FORMATS AVAILABLE

e . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL'
DIRECT ON<AIR 88.5 89.1 88.6 88.7/ (*2.,5)
CASSETTE/VIDEOTAPE 46.2 2765 88.6 65.5 (¥3.7)
CABLE TV 7.7 . 1Q.9 9.1 8.9 (%*2.,2)
-VIDEODISC - 0.0. 0.0 4.5 1.2 (%0.8)
CLOSED CIRCUIT 28:2 - = 39,1 45.5 35.7 "T*3:7)
DON'T KNOW . 3.8 0.0 0.0 . 1.8 (*1,0)

Predictably, media specialists gave higher estimates than
teachers of available television/vigeo reception formats. This was
true in.all format'categories, except of* course, the "Don't know"

. category, Here, surprisingly en&%ghz three elementary media
specialists were not sure what they had available fo them. For the
most part programming 1is available broadcast direectly over the air
(88.7%). There is consistency with regard to video
recording/playback capability, however. Here less than half (46.2%)
of elementary school media specialists report having VTR equipment in J
comparison to 76.1% of junior/middle school people and 88.7% of the
high school media specialists. It is interesting to note the

iscrepancy between those estimates of VTR equipment availability and .
estimates made by teachers.. At all levels there appear to be many
teachers. who are simply unaware of.the fact that such resources are
available to them. A similar pattern 1is apparent in the direct
broadcast and closed circuit_categories.

#10 QUALITY OF TELEVISION RECEPTIQN . ‘ -

ELEM ' JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL °
GOOD . 67.5 60.9 52.3 61.7 (*5.14)
POOR 6.5

FAIR 26.0 23,9 31.8 26.9
- ,1%?2 ’ 15.9 1.4

& . !
Reception quality was rated very much the same: - by media
?fspecialists as by teachers. Agdin, only about one-half of.the high
. Schools surveyed reported having "good" reception. This' would seem
to be a rather ominous indica®or since use of ITV is often affected
- by such factors. - ‘ - '
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11 LOCATION OF TELEVISION SETS .

: ‘ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL

IN CLASSROOM 46.8 30.4 , 11.4 32.9 (*13.0)
IN CENTRAL LOC. - 20.8 30.4, - 18.2 .22.8
AUDITORIUM 2.6 0.0 2.3 1.8

MEDIA CENTER . 7.8 17.4 43,2 19.8 -
MORE THAN OMNE 20.8 "15.2 20.5 19.2

OTHER . 1.3 6.5 4.5 3.6

Location of TV sets appears to be, related to school
level--elementary "scheols " ar more likely to have TV setsS¥in the
classrooms while in high schools the sets are typically found in -the
media center or other central ‘- location. Junior high schools or
middle schools do not havé as clear cut a-pattern--with 30.4% of the
respondents indicating that sets are in classrooms, 30.4% mentioning
a ,central location and .another 17.4% suggesting the media center as
the best descriptor of TV set -location.

~° .
#12 ARRANGEMENTS FOR TV USE

, 4 ELEM - ., JR/MIDDLE . SR HIGH TOTAL '
STUDENTS TO TV 9.2 8.7 - 7.0 8.5 (*7.4)"
SETS TO STUDENTS  36.8 23.9 41.9 34.5

SONE OR OTHER 19.7 47.8 39.5 32.7

SETS' IN CLASSROOM -31.6 19.6 11.6 23.0

;
. o s

It is interesting that at all levels teachers are more likely to
indicate that they use the televifion in the media center than is
suggested by. the media speciglist. - Some teachers prefer to take
their classes to a location outside the classroom to watch TV.
Although 46.8% of elementary classrooms have their own TV, only 31.6%
of the media specialists consider use of the classroom TV as a best
description gg reality..,(See item #11) . oL

L4

- —

. . /
#13 HOW OFTEN ARE SETS IN GOOD REPAIR?  —
. . " ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
MOST OF THE TIME  63.6 60.0 f

. , 68.2  63.9 -
SOME OF THE TIME 3.9 11.1 ~ 6.8 6.6
SELDOM v « 2.6 4.y ) 4.5 3.6 ‘

~.

Like the teachers, media specialists cong!az?‘tﬁe' available TV-
sets to be in good repair either most of the time or always.

. .
D 4 . .
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#14 USE OF LOCAL OR STATE VIDEOTAPE LIBRARY

Approxis%tely 40% (plus-or-minus 3.9%) of the medla specialists
e

acquire _ prefecorded programmlng from local or state sources. High
school media specialists are much more likely to do so ‘than either
their junior high or elementary colleagues. (61.4% vs. 45,2%.vs.
23.7%). . - «
#15 VIEWING ARRANGBMENTS !
ELEM JR/MIDDLE < SR HIGH TOTAL

WITH ANOTHER CLASS 64.0 87,8 53.5 56.7 (¥*¥3.9)
WHOLE CLASS ALONE 86.7 T 86.0 89.0 (*2.4)
SMALL GROUPS 24.0 5.7 37.2 33.5 (*3.7)
INDIV. STUDENTS 4.0 17.0 137.2 16.5 (%*2.9)
NEVER USE 2.7 6.5 11.6 6.1 (*1.9)

Across all school levels, media specialists have a considerably
higher estimate of _ITV use than teachers. 1In high schools, for
example, 26.8% of media specialists report that teathers never use

ITV, (see item
never use it.

#16 REPAIR POLICY

#8) while 52.4% of high school

ELEM

teachers report they

SR HIGH® TOTAL

. JR/MIDDLE
REPAIRED IN BLDG - 1.4 2.3 0.0 1.3 (*6.1)
CENTRAL REP. SHOP 60.0 77.3 81.8 70.9
HIRE REPAIRMAN 25.7 18.2. 13.6 20.3
NO POLICY 5.7 0.0 2.3 3.2
OTHER 7.1 - 2.3 2.3 4.4
Television and video equipment are generally repaired in the

school system's central repair shop,«although about one-fifth of the
schools use a local repair service.
. Lo
#17. TV RELATED SERVICES
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

EARPHONES 34,0 32.5 41.2 35.5 (*4.,4)
EASY (DIAE) ACCESS 3%1.9 25.0 17.6 25.6 (*4.0)
®V STUDIO 14.9 20.0 32.4 21.5 (*3.7)
TAPE*LIB/SCHOOL - 19.1 7.5 - 61:8 40.5 (*4.5):
TAPE LIB/DISTRICT 55.3 47.5 58.8 53.T (*4.6)

. 0.0 2.9 2.5 (M1.4)

OTHER T
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"A higher percentage of media specialisfs . reported Jhe
availability of service in each category than the corresponding
teacher perceptage. There appears to be a number of -teachers who are

.unaware of ~the availability of 'thesg- services. Libraries of

videotapes  are reported to be available in 40.5% of the school -
buildings and 53.7% of the school districts. Senior. highr schools
have the greatest access to .these services.

L ' .

L4
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#18 USE OF VIDEOTAPE RECORDERS -
- ELEM  JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
| USE 36.2 80.0 75.0 - 59.4 (¥3.8)
£19 1S SOMEONE AVAILABLE TQ VIDEOTAPE?
™~ . ELEM ° JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
PERSON -AVAILABLE  37.7 80.5 86.5 64.9 (¥i.2)

A distinctly different respgnse to the 1issue of+ the use of
videotape manifested itself ® between elementary school media
specialists, on the one hand, gnd junior and senior high mediga
specialists on the other. Approximately twice as many upper level
media specialists record ITV lessons than elementary media
specialists. -This finding is consistent with the information about
equipment availaRility}'but is-more dramatic in the difference. “

) )
s
B

#20 ARE PRQGRAMS PRODUCED IN THE SCHOOL?

7
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH \TOIAf/, A %

PROGRAMS PRODUCED ., 44.3 ~70.5 80.0 61.0 (*3.9)

TO WHAT' END:

INSTRUCTIONAL USE. 57.6 . 71.0 - 78.1 68.8 (*4.8)
ADMINISYRATIVE USE  15.2- 9.7 ) " 18.8 14.6 (%*3.6)
IN-SERVICE 12.1 16.1% - 34.4 20.8 (*u.2)
STUDENT EXPERIENCE 72.7 _T7.4 81.3 T7.1  (*4.3)
TEACHER FEEDBACK 27.3 " 25.8 . 50.0 34.4  (*4.9)
STUDENT FEEDBACK 66.7 80.6 87.5 78.1 (*4.2)
OTHER .. 18.2 9.7 . *35.6 14,6 (*3.6)
ol b

According to the media specialists,Tﬁa) large percentage of
schools produce their own video programs. e main uses they asee for
these programs are 3student feedback, sStudent production experience
and instructional use. More use 1is apparently made of in-school”
productions at the Jjunior and senior high school level.

-
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#21. PRODUCTION RESPONSIBILITY
o | ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
_MEDIA SPECIALIST ' 87.5 69.7 73.5 7.6 (*4.1)
CLASSROOM TEACHER  37.5 24.2 . . H1.2 34.6  (*4.6)
STUDENTS - 7.5 6.1  °  20.6 11.2 - (¥3.1)
. ITV COORDINATOR 20.0 y 121 1.8 15.0 (*3.5)
OTHER- 10.0 121 20.6 4.0 (43.4)
Y ' ‘
| #22_HOW MANY TEACHERS ARE INVOLVED IN PRODUCTION?

7

Five teachers or less are typically involved in productions 1in
each school, One notable exception occurs at the elementary school
level, however, ‘where 30,0% of the respondents indicated that no
peachers Wwere involved. This suggests that the media specialist took

the task of praduction in the context of some media or library
. orlented activity or that she/he was  simply left alone in a different
- instructional contexk to develop and produce a video program ~

»~

SUPPORT OF ITV

hd "
#23 MEDIA SPECIALISTS' ATTITUDES TOWARDS ITV USE
ELEM  ~ JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
STRONGLY ENCOURAGE 22.7 7.4 16.3 19.5 (*4.6)
ENC. BUT LEAVE TO - 2
TEACHER DISCRETION 64.0 < 73.9 65 .1 67.1
NEITHER-ENC. NOR ' , '
DISCOURAGE 13.3 8.7 16.3 12.8
DISC. BUT LEAVE TO ‘ ‘
TEACHER DISCRETION 0.Q° 0.0 2. 0.6
STRONGLY DISC. 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
P Most media specialists (67.1%) see themselves as' encouraging the

use of ITV but leaving that use to the gdiscretion of the teacher. A
smaller percentage of media specialists (19.5%) report that they
strongly encourage use. .

Y




#24 DISTRICT ATTITUDES TOWARD ITV USE -

L ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
STRONGLY ENCOURAGE 18.9 13.0 - 7.0 1.1 (*4.5)

1 .
ENC. BUT LEAVE TO ' ,
TEACHER DISCRETION 71.6 69.6 . . 83.7 4,2
NEITHER ENC. NOR - N - d
DESCOURAGE 6.8 _15.2 . 1.0 9.2
, £on

DISC. BUT LEAVE TO o : : -
TE%EyER DISCRETION 1.4 2.2 . 0.0 / 1.2
STRONGLY DISC. 0.0 ' 0.0 0.0 0.0

District attitudes toward ITV use were viewed by media
specialists as consistent with their own attutudes. A modest
exception existed among high school media spegialists, who seem to
think the district is less favorably disposed than they are.

#25 ITV COORDINATOR ' 2 ,/’4 .
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH &ToTaL
FULL TIME 8.0 13.0 20.9 12.8 (*8.4)
PART TIME 1.3 = 13.0 11.6 7.3 :
INFORMAL 16.0 13.0 . . 4T 12.2
NONE 4.7 60.9 62.8 67.7
PERSON SPECIALLY : - :
TRAINED , 33.3 38.9 62.5 43,6 (*10.1) \
. ~lE

ITV COORD. CONSULTS

WITH TEACHERS 90.0 - 100.0 100.0 96.2 (%*5.,9) ~

12

About one-third of the schools report having éflhar a full- or
part-time ITV coordinator or an informal coordinator. It appears
that in most cases the ;;arz specialist assumes that role. Only
43.6% of the designateg/ ITV coordinators have had training. But,.in
the majority of schools (96.2%), either the ITV coordinator or the
media specialist. are available for consultation with teachers
regarding the use of ITV~-somehow the job gets done.

kY
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#26 CONTACT WITH OUTSIDE ITV PERSONNEL . ’
ELEM JR/MIDDLE - - SR HIGH ~ TOTAL
CONTACTED 26.7 43.2- 56.8  39.3 (%3.8)
IF "YES-
STAFF VISITED SCHOOL . - . s
, “DISTRICT 6.3 - 1.1 . 39.1 21.1  (¥*5.,4)
€ "STATE .  12.5 0.0 18.8 1.8 (%5,6)
PROVIDE IN-SERVICE ' _
) DISTRICT 18.8 11.1 26.1 19.3 (%*5,3)
STATE 62.5 20.0 18.8 29.4 . (*7.9)
PROVIDED MATERIALS -
DISTRICT  81.3 83.3 87.0 84.2 (%4.9)
STATE 62.5 - 70.0 87 .5 76.5 (*7.4)
PHONE CONTACT : v
DISTRICT 31.3 88.9 '69.6 64.9 (*6.4)
: STATE 12.5 10.0 . 6.3 8.8 (*u4.9) ~—
SERVED ON COMM. '
DISTRICT 0.0 0.0 13.0 5.3 (%3,0)
: STATE 0.0 0.0 6.3 2.9 (%2.9)
* OTHER , v .
DISTRICT 12.5 11.1 13.0 12.3  (*4.4)
STATE 37.5 10.0 0.0 11.8 (%5.6)

Responses to this item can Be misleading if not reyiewed
carefully. At the elementary level, for instance,_glmosft three times
as many people did not have contact as did with @ither district or
state ITV people. The data on the nature of the ocontact appears
positive. But-it should be considered that in many cases only one or
two respondents indicated they had a particular contact. This occurs

’ as a vresult of wusing percent as a measure and having only a few
respondents eligible for a.particular item. A case in point: only:
twelve média specialists reported that their school whs visited by a
district ITV representative and only four sald they had had a visit
from state ITV personnel. ' .

For the most part (excluding newslettefs, guides,. etc.) more
contact was made at the high school level. Only high school .media
[’ Specialists, and then only four, at that, reported serving on an ITV,
committee at the district (3) or state (1) level.
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#27 ITV SCHEDULE BOOK DISTRIBUTION

R \ - ELEM . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL

GIVEN To ALL ®F - 584~  27.7 32.6 43,1 (*12,8) :

GIVEN'ON REQUEST  11.7 \lg;) 20.9 16.2 '

NOT PROVIDED 2.6 1 : 0.0 1.8° ‘

COPIES IN SCHOOL  15.6 42.6 37.27 , 28.7 . L

DON'T KNOW 3.9 2.1 2.3 3.0 ‘

MORE THAN ONE WAY 7.8 6.1 7.0 7.2

The distribution pattern of schedulés reported by media
\\fSpecialists is consistent with the one teachers expressed except that
media specialists are more confident ese items get to the teachers
than the teachers.are. Again, the p%ﬂmary form of distribution,
particularly in the elementary schools appears to Dbe that all
teachers receive the schedules. The secon&\most likely occufrance is
that multiple coples are kept in some central location like the media

center.
., . - b
#28 TEACHER GUIDE DISTRSifTION‘ y + A
EﬁEM JR/MIDDLE ‘SR HIGHh TOTAL
GIVEN TO ALL 22.1 ) 6.4 4.8 13.3 (*¥11.6)
GIVEN ON REQUEST 49.4 42.6 38.1 4y .6
. NOT PROVIDED 1.3 2.1 4.8 2.4
COPIES IN SCHOOL 18.2 29.8 35.7 25.9
, DON'T KNOW . 7 ,3.9 . 6.4 4.8 4.8
MORE THAN ONE WAY 5.2 12.8 - 11.9 8.0

In contras thei sche'dules, ITV program guides seem to be
either Q&gz;ibu d to teachers on request or kept in multiple cqp{es '
in some ce al lpcation. Elementary school teachers, according to
their media chalists, are the most likely to receive copies of
guides whether thgy request them or not.
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UTILIZATION OF ITV

~ ) v o, N
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.. #29 WHO INFORMS TEACHERS ABOUT ITV? .o :
/ ELEM "JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL -
MEDIA SPECIALIST 83.3 87.2 " 86.4  85.2 (%*2.7)
ITV COORDINQTOR 15.4 o 12.8 . 20.5 16.0 (%*2.8)
ANOTHER TEACHER 15.4 © T 10.6 18,2 . 14.8 - (*2.7) -~
PRINCIPAL 12.8 ©+ 10,6, 2.3 9.5 (*2.3) 5
ITV--STATE RN 4,3 15.9 . 11.8 (*2.,5)
LOCAL TV STATION " 0.0 4.3 2.3 1.8 (*¥1,0)
NO ONE . 12.8 e 6. 2.3 8.3 (*2.1)

believe that they are the ones who usually inform the teachers gbout

.Thére is no question about the fact that' media specialists
.ITV programs or about how to make use of those programs -- ;éS.Z%

" .think so. This contrasts markedly with teacher perceptions.®

v

N

-

-

Teachers-give much of the credit for keeping informed to other
teachers. ®hree in eight teachers »5ay that they "sometimes™or

> "often" get ideas from other teachers. No other source of ITV

information, including the guides, was consulted. as frequently.

1]

~

#30 MEDIA SPECIALIST'S SUGGESfIONS,ABOUT ITV

\
: ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL '
“ OFTEN ( ©17.9 42.6 34,1 29.0 (*6.4)
SOMETIMES " 50.0 46.8 . 47.7 | u8.s
RARELY . - ~» +21.8 10.6 ' 13.6 /L 16.6
NEVER 10.3 , 0.0 | oo, 5.9
. & .

pe PR

In terms of the frequency of advice given to teachers, 29.0% of
the media spedialisdts say they "often," either formally or
informally, tell teachers about programs worth watching or ways- to
use’ ITV. Another U8.5% say they "sometimes" provide advice. This
observation on their part %s consistent with their other observation
that, in the main, thex encourage ITV use but leave that use up to
the discretion of the teacher. It 1is difficult without further
inquiry to imply more than ;hae media specialists are generally more
reactive than proactive. regarding ITV. The fact that one in five
estimates " that he/she rarely, if ever, provides ITV suggestions -to
teachers is reason enough to suggest the need for further inquiry.

., -~
:
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C%A,j§31 GENERAL ATTITUDE TOWARDS ITV -
. ] . ,
N4 ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL *
SUBJECT SPECIALISTS - o ' .
. - FAVOR ° “63.3 < .51.3 48.8 53.6 (%*5.0) .
NEUTRAL 33.3 48 .77 - 5t1.2 45.5- -
. AGAINST ‘3.3 0.0 o 0.0 0.9 Cp
TEACHERS . .
~ FAVOR . T13.6 47.7 51.2 ‘60.4  (*4.1)
~77° . NEUTRAL  23.6 52.3 Y . 148.8 38.4 ~
* AGAINST =~ 2.8 ® 0.0 0.0 1.3
PRINCIPAL ° . _—
i T FAVOR - 68.6 - 70.5 57.1 66.0 (*u4.4)
‘ NEUTRAL . 27.1 27.3 40.5 30.8
AGAINST 4,3 - 2.3 2.4 3.2
OTHEgéSP@CIALISTS‘ o .
“%. FAVOR | 63.8 4025 4y 7 50.8° (*4.8)
‘ NEUTRAL,  34.0 56.8 55.3 47.5
: AGAINST!@ 2.1° 2.7 0.0 1.6
© PAREHTS < ; ’
_FAYOR 34.4 2373 23.1 28.0
' NEUTRAL 63.9 76.7 76.9  71.3
T , AGAINST 1.6 0.0 9.0 . 0.7
STUDENTS . L . ) ~
" FAYOR 81.8" « 74,4 & ° 57.5 73.2
NE®TRAL 18.2 . 25.6 42.5 '26.8
AGAINST 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
TEACHFR ORGANIZATION Cae . \
FAVOR .55.6 31.7 "+35.9 42,5 (%*4.8)
NEUTRAL 42 6 ,68.3 61.5 56.0
AGAINST - ) 1.9 7 "70.0 € 2.6 1.5
'*. . - ) . vos

Although media specialists con Aider teachefs to be m@re-or-less
favorable,toward ITV, they tgink. thay teacher's organizations tend to

- be neu&E?l, an observatién which “Seems to be more negative than
-, positive®™ It is

' coasjderéd g most positively disposed toward ITV of, all groups\and
Yet overa use ITV seems to relatively modest. Do the opinions
constitu

also 1interesfting to note that students are

of other . cies, parents or teacher organizatiomns, for
examjfle, play a'more important role in inflyencing use°
¥ ) ‘
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P #32 INAPPROPRIATE USE OF ITV - ( o
L - \d N ¢ » *
C ‘ . ELEM JRMMIDDLE - SR HIGH TOTAL — ..
USED ITV TOO MUCH ’ . e
- . YES . 15.1, 4.4 7.1 10.0 (*3.0)
4 . No ¢ *7801 88-9 22-9 85-0 .
80T SURE 6.8 6.7 70,0 , . 5.0
- YSED' INAPPROPRIATELY
. YES 11.3 13.0 T 11.9. 11.9 (*3.7)-
" - NO 77.5. 73.9 83.3 78.0
. NOT SURE  “311.3. 13.0 4.8 10.1
. , N

. The majority of media, spec1allsts gonsider teacher dse of "ITV to
be moderate and apprbprlate At ‘thes elementary school leve; the
largest incidence of over-use is rgported (15.1%). Inappropriate
program selection is rated consistentlyWacross levels. Only - about
12% of the schoo@%, according to the media specialists, had at least
one teacher yho selected pngrams inappropriately. ) e

'j » . AN Lt . .

’

, #33. MAXIMUM APPROPRIATE KMOUNT OF{ITV PER WEEK o . '?
. - ELEM JR/MIDDLE <« SR HIGﬁ, TOTAL :
o FIFTEEN MIN. 0.0 - 4.3 0.9 - 1.2 (x1ul
THIRTY -MIN. ’ 17-3 23-9 S 9-5 17-2 -
ONE HOUR - "32.0 - 21.7 . 33.3 29.4
£ ONE & ONE HALF HR. 21.3 10.9 16,7, 17.2 =
. TWO TO FOUR HRS. - 12.0 6.5 4.8° 8.6.
' FIVE OR- MORE:HRS. . 0.0 0.0 - . 0.0 0.0. -
&*% NO'SET.LIMIT 17.3 32.6 35.79 — 26477
s | | e i :

- Eleﬁen%ary school media gpecialists appear'more inclined.to set
maximum viewing ~limits than their uppér level colleagues. Their
percgived limit clusters in the one hour range. . At the upper levels,
if 1limits are 8et, ‘the limit is most-likely  to be one hour. The
preference for Junlor or Senior high people is more likely to leave
time limiﬁg to the teacter. .
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YOUR PREPARATION FOR THE USE OF ITV

N4

1
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I

#35 GENERAL OR SPECIFIC TRAINING . 4
‘. ELEM. . f%;MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL -
HAD ITV TRAINING  42.1  55.3 62.8 51.2 (%*3.9)
IF YES- , :
.~ COLLEGE COURSE 45.7 u6:2 - 55.6 48.9 (%*5.4)
DISTRICT IN-SERVICE 42.9 42:3 . 51.9 45.5 (*5,3)
A3 TV IN-SERVICE 11.4 1.5 7.4 0.2 (%*3.2)
WKSHOP-TV STATION 0.0 3.8 " 0.0 EEDERENE TREY
WKSHOP-STATE ITV  28.6 - 23,1 18.5 ° * 23.9\ (*4.6)
WKSHOP=PROF MEETING 45.7 57.7 N 37.0 0 46.6  (¥5.3)

P

As Qithiteachers, tife most likely ITV training expérience for
media specialists is  reported to be a college course (48+9%).
- However, far more media specialists (45.5% vs. 16.9%) have had the

~

experience. The media specialists whe . have had training do not seem
to be using ., their experience to- implement and conduct training
sessions for the teachers. "

- » R
#36 RECENT TRAINING // ‘ ' :
« ELEM _  JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL :
WITHIN THREE YEARS 42.5 29.0 43.8 . °38.8 (*4.8)

’

LeSs than half of the media specialists have had recent training
experience in ITV. - In 'addition, the Junior high/middle school group
appears to be the most neglected. Since there are a large number of
new and appropriate programs aimed at junior frigh school . studgafs,
this 1la of recent training would seem to be a problem. .

3

Ot

opportunity %to participate in a digtrict level ITV in-service’

r
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. REACTIONS o INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION ,
#37 REACTIONS TO\USE OF ITV , R 4

A. @’Teachers in my school are using momeé ITV than they have
In the past 3 years. -

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL - ' .
" AGREE 29.2 . 38.6 v 45,0 , 35,9 (¥*7.9) _
NEITHER 31.9, ~18.2 - 25.0 26.3
DISAGREE 29.2 - +36.4 22,5 .- 29.5 4
‘NA 9.7 _ 6.8 1.5 .'8.3 .
Q \ 8 | , :/
B. ITV éauses many scheduling and aidministrative problems. .- - -t
ELEM JR/MIDDLE " SR HIGH TQTAL T '
AGREE . 28.4 26.7 26.8 27.5 (*¥7.5)
NEITHER *27.0 ~ C 222 . 17.1 23.1 ’
DISAGREE . 39.2e .. 46.7- 43.9 42.5 - )

4

NA ' 5.4 4.4 L1202 6.9 L.

C. ITV is a useful teaching! tool. ' .-
. " ELEM - JR/MIDD SR HIGH TOTAL

5
<

AGREE 2 91.8. 93.2 ' 95.2 93.1 " (%3.5)
NEITHER 6.8 2.3 : 2.4 4.4

. DISAGREE 1.4 2.3 0.0 1.3

. NA . 0.0 ¢« ,2.3° 2.4 1.3

« . \t‘ .' 1“ 2"
: \ “ -

Teachers don't make enough use of ITV. o
ELEM | JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

A e 61.1 © 73,8 ~ 59.5 64.1 (¥*6.1)
e 1THER 27.8" 18.7 31.0 25.6
| _DISAGREE 1.1 -2 4.8 7.1
- NA 0.0 7. 4.8 3.2 ,
. ) ' . \ ' ~ %E
\ 553
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E. If" teachers in my school
be comments.

ELEM
AGREE 31,0
NEITHER =~ * 35.2
‘DISAGREE 19.7

NA L

\S -

used ITV too much there would

F. Some parents express concerns about the amount of ITV

watched in the classroom.

ELEM
AGREE .5
NEITHER 4,2
DISAGREE 43,8
16.4

NA ’

2

G, Our emphasis on basic education goals makes

o ELEM
AGREE 8.5
NEITHER 75.4
DISAGREE 60.6
NA . 5.6

. ~

P

H. .I have inquired about .ITV opinions of parents in a

needs assessment. survey.

. ELEM
AGREE © 0.0
NEITHER . 8.7
DISAGREE 31.9
NA ' 59.4

.~ - . -

' iI. One of the first things to go in a

environment is ITV. ¢

ELEM

AGREE 24.3-

’ NEITHER * 50.0
* DISAGREE 15.7
NA 10.0

JR/MIDDLE ‘ SR HIGH TOTAL
0.0 2.7 © 0.7
* 9.8 18.9 11.6
41.5 16.2 30.6
48.8 62.2 57.1
2
< s

tight budgetary

JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
293 © 330 27.9
38. . - 42.2
27 . 20.0 20, 1

6.8 9.7

12.5

-JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
48.8 35.0 37.0 (*8.3)
23.3 . 37.5 32.5
14.0 2 20.0 18.2 .
14.0 7.5 12.3
4
E)
JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL "
4.7 5.0 5.1 (%6.3)
18.6 20.0 26.3
60.5 50.0 50.0
16.3 f} 25.0 18.6
ITV a frirl.
JR/MIDDLE SR "HIGH TOTAL
8.9 5.0 : 7. (*5.7)
13.3. 27.5 22.4
73.3 57.5 63.5
4.y 1%.0 6.4
}

"(%6.0)

-

(*7.5)

57




do not make

enough use of ITV. More than one third

(35.9%)

.‘F . ~
g \ P‘
58 , . “
J.. It has become easier over the past 3 years to justify
~ - funds for supporting ITV. .
ELEM * JR/ZMIDDLE . SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE 6.9 24.4 + 10.0 12.7 (*7.0)
NEITHER ‘52 -8 "31.1 62.5 49.0 ~ ¢
_ DISAGREE +23.6 33.3 15.0 24.2
~.NA 16,7 11.1 12.5* 14.0
IYV is considered a useful teachingﬁtool by 93.1% .0f the media
specialists surveyed. "The majority (64.1%) also feel™that teachers

would

,agrde that there is a trend toward more use of ITV in the schools
even though ITV services are felt tq be threatened by a *tight
'  budgetary environment. "
¢ = ) ‘-. h
"' #38 USEGOF ITV. - . -
A. to emtend the range of experiences available to students
. ELEH JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL .
IMPORTANT O4.7 o 91.3 93.0 93.3 . (*3.1)
NEITHER 349 .3 4,7 4,2
UNIMPORTANT 1.3 2.2 2.3 1.8
NA : 0.0 ’ - 2. 2 0.0 0.6
B. to present new materia1§ . .
ELEM - JRAMTDDLE SR HIGH .TOTA .
IMPORTANT 83.1 75.6 76.7 79. (*4.7)
NEITHER 1.3 20.0 . 18,6 15.7 .
UNIMPORTANT y,2 » 2.2, : T 3.8 -
NA 1.4 2.2 - 0.0 1.3
- .
C. ’to provide different approaches for presenting material
. ELEM JR/M;DDLE ) SR HIGH TQTAL
IMPORTANT 93.3 ©90.9 . 92.7 92.5 (%*3.1) g
NEITHER 5.3 -6.8 4.9 5.6
UNIMPORTANT 1.3 0.0 2.4 1.3
NA - 0.0 « 2-3 0.0 0.6
1] ‘.
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D. to reinforce material taught in 'other lessons

’ ELEM J§/MIDDLE - SR HIGH  TOTAL
' IMPORTANT -  86.3 79.1 82.9 83.4 . (*3.9)
NEITHER 13.7 14.0 14.6 14.0
UNIMPORTANT 0.0 4.7 2.4 1.9 |
NA 0.0 . 2.3 : 0.0 0.6

[

E. to bring new resources and/or persons into the classroonm

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL :
IMPORTANT 95.9 . 95.6 86.0 93.2 (*2.8)
NEITHER 2.7 ' 2.2 4.0 5.6 :
UNIMPORTANT 114 0.0 . 0.0 "0.6
NA 0.0 2.2 0.0 0.6

. ~ » ar -~
Mt ol ’ - - .o . g

“ F. to motivate students' interest in a sub ject

. ELEM JR/MIDDLE * SR HIGH  TOTAL
IMPORTANT 94.5 85.4 88.1 * 90.4 (*3.,1)
NEITHER RN . 2.2 11.9 8.3
UNIMPORTANT 1.4 ~ 0.0 0.0 - 0.6
( NA 0.0 2.4 0.0 0.6 "
i ¥ N g
. o
. G. to lighten the teaching load
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
X IMPORTANT -+  13.7 4,5 - 9.8 10.1 (%6.5)
. NEITHER 30.1 29.5 \ &34, 1 31.0
UNIMPORTANT 45,2 50.0 48.8 47.5

A 11,0 15.9 7.3 1.4

Yo @

=~ H. to allow teacher to observe students

: ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
IMPORTANT % 29.2 15.9 (21,4 23.4  (%*7.2)
_ NEITHER 25.0 45,5 - WT.6 36.7 .
. UNIMPORTANT _  37.5 31.8 . .23.8 32.3 *
NA 8.3 . 6.8 7.1 7.6
&
] 61
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I. to allow teacher and/or students a brief time to relax

) ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL <
IMPORTANT . 9.1 2.3 7.1 6.6 (%*¥5.9)
NEITHER o22.7T . 25.0 38.1 27.6
UNIMPORTANT" : 54.5 65.9 ~50.0 56.6
~ NA ‘ 13:6 . 6.8 4.8 9.2
A “ : *
- ‘ (N .
. J. to permit individualization of instruction
) . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
% IMPORTANT-. 48.6 = 48.8 T4.4 55.8 (*8.0)
NEITHER 27.1 . 25.6 ° 18 /6 4.y
UNIMPORTANT 11.4 11.6 47 . 9.6
NA 12.9 14.0 . 2.3 10.3
% M i

K. to present subjesct matter where there is not a
special teacher (e.g. foreign language), :
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

" IMPORTANT 67.1 41.9 - . 45.2 51.6 (*9.3)
NEITHER . 19.4 9.3 19.0 16.6
UNIMPORTANT 8.3 + , 30.2 9.5 14,6

1.1

NA - 1 18.6 26.2 17.2

- L. g serve as a suitable teaching alternative in
mergencyrsituations

ELEM ' JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
IMPORTANT 10.0 13.6 1.3 12.2 (*T.2) -
NEITHER 21.4 © . 20.5 . 26.2 22. 4.
UNIMPORTANT 51.4 47.7 42.9 48.1 ‘
NA 17.1-  18.2. 116.7 17.3

d -
. LS
Al »
A
. *
-
N .

M. to cover essential leérning 3kills

, ELEM JR/ZMIDDLE ~ SR HIGH  TOTAL -
IMPORTANT 38.9" 46.5 © O 57.1 45.9 (*7.5)
v NEITHER 34,7 . 27.9 < 28.6 31.2
UNIMPORTANT 218.1 18.6 9.5 15.9
NA 8.3 , 7.0 ysg 7.0 .
. . 62 [

The most 1mportadt.functions served by ITV, according to mgaia
specialists, are likely fto be that it extends the range of
o °xperiences available to students and brings new resources or people

the classroom. Most media specialists_ (92.5%) also feel that
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ITV provides different approaches ' fér presenting material in the
classroom. It 1is also viewed by 90.4% of respondents as capable of
motivating student 1nterest

Al . > ‘/
#39 VARIOUS ASPECTS OF ITV

A. ITV shows great possibilities for stimulating teacher

creativity., ° . .
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE 65.8 63.6 56.1 62.7 (*5.9)
NEITHER 23.3 - 27.3 - 39.0 - 28.5
DISAGREE 6.8 6.8 ° 2.4 5.7 . “

. NA 4.1 2.3 2.4 3.2

. B. Teachers, when- using instructional telev151og, lose some
of thelr importance in the classroom setting.

. ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR H¥SH  TOTAL
‘AGREE 2.8 2.3 43 4.4 (*,2) .
NEITHER 13.9 11,4 © 7 23.3 15.7
DISAGREE 83.3 841 67.5 . T79.2
NA= . 0.0 2.3 0.0 0.6

’ .
C. The pergonal relationship between student and teacher
is lost when instructional television -is used. :

ELEM JR/MIBDLE . .SR HIGH TOTAL ’
AGREE 12.54 4,5 9.3 9.4 (*5.4)
NEITHER 1.1 13.6 23.3 15, 1 '
DISAGREE 7336 77.3 ' 65.1 72.3

NA 2.8 .5 2.3 3.1

* N *
D. Tﬁi development of more new instructional television programs
is a waste of time.

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE 2.8" 2.3 0.0 1.9 (¥3.3) p
NEITHER . 1.1 6.8 1.9 10.1 : §
DISAGREE 86.1 " 88.6 88.1 87.3 .
NA 0.0 © 2.3 0.0 0.6
] 63
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E. Wider use of instruc }onal television is needed.

ELEM* JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
‘ AGREE 53. u 58.1- 61.9 57.0 (*5.4)
. , NEITHER 32.9 . 37.2 33.3 °  34.2
DISAGREE 13.7 . 2.3 4.8 8.2
NA 0.0 '

2.3 0.0 0.6
|

. F. The use of instructional telev151on makes any subJect
matter more interesting.

P p ‘ ELEM 4 JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
AGREE 52.7 4y.2 . 53.5 50.6 (%*5.8)
NEITHER 37.8 32.6 32.6 35.0
DISAGREE 9.5 20% 14.0 13.7

NA- 0.0 2.3 0.0 0.6

&

~ .
G. Instructional television should inspire students to
greater curiosity and learning. . ‘ -

‘ ELEM - JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

S AGREE 82.2 81.8 83.7 82.5 (%*3.6)
NEITHER 17.8 13.6 16.3 16.2
DISAGREE 0.0 " 2.3 0.0 0.6
NA 0.0 - # 2.3 0.0 " 0.6 A

. - , , 7
” o0 / p
H. Instructional television is all right but I ‘feel it has
been overemphasized.
» _ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL :
AGREE 2.7 6.8 2.3 3.8 (*1.,6) ‘
NEITHER 39.7 9.5 37.2 36.2
DISAGREE 57 5 1.4 .« 60.5 59.4
NA 0.0 2.3 0.0 . 0.6
I. Children watch enough television at home; they don't
need’ to watch more in school. ~
ELEM JR/MIDDLE °~ SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE . 4.1 2.3 0.0 2.5 (*4.3)
NEITHER 18.9 27.3 23.:3- 22.4 .
DISAGREE . 7350 63.9 76.3 7%.?
NA . . 0. .
1 5 64 e
Q Over 80% of the media specialists think instructional television

]:R\ﬂ:nspires student curiosity. Fewer (62.7%) agree that - ITV also has
z ’ '
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the power ta stimulate teacher creativity. Fifty-seven .percent would
liké to see wider use made of the television medium.

-

"

LONCLUSION
——

Media specialists tend to be supportive of ITV. They see
themselves -as encgdraging ITV use, as informing teachers of its
potential, and as disseminating schedules, guides and suggestions
about ITV offerings. All of this is done in the context of their
overall funetion. They see a slight rise in ITV use although they
also predict continued or increased pressure ‘on suppbrting%funds.

1
~
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PRINCIPALS®

o]

“
- INTRODUCTION
& . .
One hundred sixty-eight’. principals (84%) returned valid
questionnaires. As the major contributor to school climate, the
principal's opinions on the use of instructional television is
- "extremely important. The high response rate is-gratifying. ° ;

#2 GHADES TAUGHT

’

Eighty-one elementary principals, fo}ty junior high. or middle
school principals, and forty-seven senior high school principals
requgded to this survey. . - ) -

#9 EXPERIENCE ) ) . .o

r -ELEM . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
PRINCIPAL ‘ ‘ ,
AT PRESENT SCHOOL ' - .
1 YEAR 21.0 12.5 12.8 16.7 (*9.14)
2-3 YEARS 30.9 ©35.0 27.7 31.0
4-6 YEARS 22.2 32.5 31.9 " 27.4
7-9 YEARS 18.5 7.5 12.8 ~ 14.3
10+ YEARS 7.4 12.5 14.9 10:7
FDUCATOR -

1 YEAR 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 + 0.0 (%*0.6)
2-3 YEARS 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

 U4-6 YEARS 0.0 0.0 O.Q\l 0.0 )
7-9 YEARS - 1.3 0.0° 0.0N___ 0.6-
10+ YEARS 98.7- 100.0 100.0 99.4

Principals in Maryland have a considerable amount of experience
in_ schools. Only‘*one elementary principal reported having less than .
ten® years experience (he/she had 7-9 years in the schools) as an
educator. However, they have mich less experience as principals.
About half of the respondents report having three or less years, the
others report having four or more years. Only one in ten have ten or
more years. ) ‘»
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AVAILABILITY OF INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION

#10 AVAILABILITY OF. PROGRAMMING )
3 .

ELEM //’Tﬁ?MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

AVARLABLE 98 .7 89.7 95.7 95.8 (*1.6)

- 4

Some form of ITV programming, either broadcast or videotape, is
available in 95.5% of the schools, according to principals. Their
corroborate those of media speciallsts, 1leaving teachers
with the\ lowest estimate of availabilty. This is particularly the
case at th¥ senior high level, where about 96% of principals and
media spec\alists report_ program availability, compared ﬁo‘£3% of
teachers. : : o .

A

L

#12 NUMBER OF CLASSROOM TEACHERS USING ITV

The number of teachers regularly using ITV in ‘[helr school is
estimated by pr1nc1pa1s as being anywhere from zero (27.3 percent) to
forty (0.6 percent), Most principals (60 percent) believe that five’
of fewer teachers in their school ane/?egular ITV users.,

#13 TV MEDIA AVAILABLE

ELEM ., JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH. TOTAL .
 DIRECT ON-AIR 90.7 86.5 83,3 87.7 (*2.7)
CASSETTE/VIDEOTAPE 44.0 83.8 92.9. 66.9 (%*3.8)
* CABLE TV 8.0 16.2 9.5 10.4 (%2.8)
VIDEODISC ° 1.3 2.7 0.0 . 1.3 (%0.9)
CLOSED CIRCUIT 28.0 24.3 52.4 33,8 (%3.8)
DON'T KNOW 1.3 0.0 © 0.0 0.6 (%*0.6)
F
#14 QUALITY OF TELEVISION RECERTION
, . N
. ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOZFAL
Goop -  66.2 - 76.9 S$7.1 66.5 (*4.9)
FAIR - 28.6 . 15.4 « 33.3 26.6
POOR 5.2\ 7.7 - 9.5 * 7.0
- ‘ .

The printipals' assessment of format availability and reception
quality is consistent‘with media specialists' assessment.

,,/”) , - 67 "‘ .
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#15 LOCATION OF TELEVISION' SETS ' - '
. ) R - #
: . ELEM " JR/MIDDLE . SR HIGH TOTAL .
B CLassroon 56.6 23.7 19.0 38.5- (*12.1)
AN CENTRAL LOC. . 26.3" 26.3 . . . 16.7 23.7
AUDITORIUM -2k 0.0 4.8 - 2.6
# MEDIA CENTER . 7.9 77 263 42.9 . 21.8
MORE THAN ONE 6.6 23.7 16.7 13.5

OR OTHER -

~

. Elementary prinéipals reinforce the notion that TV sets are
generally kept in the classroom at the elementary school level. They
seem to be more inclined to the opinion that the classroom. has,
rather than doesn't have, a TV set than the media specialists or’
teachers. A reversevdiscrpeancy is apparent at tfe junior or senior
high Ievel. The principals tend to underestimate (compared to, .the
teachers) the use made of the media center as a T¥ location.

+

#16° ARRANGEMENTS FOR TV USE
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

DENTS TO TV 2.6 - . 2.6 . 7.1° 3.8 (*6.8). .
SETS. TQ STUDENTS  37.7 526 42.9 42.7 L
ONE OR OTHER 23.4 . 34,2 42.9 31.2

.SETS IN CLASSROOM 35.4 10.5 - 7.1 22.3

Some across-the-board incomsistency oceurs in response to. this
item. On the one hand, 38.5% of the principals report that sets are
in the classrooms, on the other, only 22.3% report that the classroom
sets are used.  More then 40% of the principals figure that the _most
likely arrangement for viewing is that sets are brought to the
classroom., When comparing this dtem, it is clear that slightly
different perceptions exist across groups. This may ‘indicate that
the latter two groups aren't.really aware of how teachers use ITV,
At the junior nigh/middle 'school level this difference in perception
Seems even more marked and will be funther discussed in related
sections of this report.

N ) B} f )
17 HOW OFTEN ARE SETS IN GOOD REPAIR?
. ELEM  JR/MIDDLE . . SR HIGH TOThL
ALWAYS _ 34,2 30.8 C 7 26,2 31.2  (*5.3)
MOST OF ,THE TIME . 57.9 - 61.5 66.7  :61.1 .
SOME OF ‘THE JIME 5.3 2.6 4.8 . u.s5
SELDOM . 5.6 . 5,165 2.4 3.2

-

~Over 90% of the principals consider that their ighool's TV sets

¥
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are keéept in go%d repair most of. the tlme or always. Media

speblalists and teachers in'this-survey would concur. It would seem,
atherefore, that set repair is not a major problem. That is not to
" suggest that set condition won't become a problem, as equipment gets
#peplacement equipment gets harder to 'purchase, nor‘does it
sp€ak % the conditiof of related equipment such as videq recorders,
are essential *Tor -broader ITV use. TV, ‘set condition and repair
'tely something .which must be addressed regularly and must be

considete "Tong range contingency planning. . s
. v @ - s
. . . .' . \ ‘ »
#18 USE OF LOCAL OR STATE VIDEOTAPE LIBRARY - ) R
o " ELEW . JR/MIDDME SR HIGH - TOT;L .
- 7 YES 31.8 . 42.1 66.7 ¢ 43.3. (*R 3)

A-) -

Pr1nc1pals abpear.'to be aware, of the u$e of district, rgg;fnal~
or ‘state wvideotape 1libraries. Af“least their estfﬁ es of~ys are
(consistent-with media specialists’ .estimates. .

- g‘
. . . E » T -4 »
#19 REPAIR POLICY SR S . - .
> g ELEM JB/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL °
* REPAIRED IN BLDG 3.9 5.1 2.l 3.8 (%5.6)
CENTRAL REP. SHOP  60.5 64.1 88.1  »68.8 ]
HIRE REPAIRMAN ~ 30.3 ~  28.2 7.1 23.6
NO POLICY. - 0.0 . 2.6 0.0 0.6
OTHER C 5.3 0.0 - 2.4 3.2

. Again, at’ the junior high/middle school level “there g4is a
disagreemept, albéit modest, between the_principals' perceptions of«
" repAir policy and the media specialists" perceptions More than 70%
of he media specialists report they sSend equipment to a central
repair shop of thexdistrict. . That - figure compares with 64% for
‘principdls. More prlncipais ‘think a lbcal repair person in ysed.

. » @U .. v R
‘#30‘,TV“RELATED:SERVICES ‘ : ' . -
i R ELEM JR/MIDDLE . SR HiGHv TOTAL
EARPHONES , 29.4 - 26.7 -~ 34,2 7 30.3  (*4.2)
EAS! (DIAL) ACCESS 39.2 .0 21.2 ©36.1  (*4.4)
érqpxo . 2.8 3¢ 28.9 18.5 (*3.6)
LIB/SCHOOL 19.6 56.7 + 57.9 41.2 " (%4,5) “
? FE LIB/DISTRICT 62.7 .60.0 . 78.9 67.2 (*4.3) -
3.9 6.7 0 (*2.0)

o 5.3 5.
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- Principals, for the most part, are  either better informed or
have highef®¥ and unju;tified expectations regarding the availability
of videotape collections. than either media specialists or teachers.
This 1is especjally true when cemparing principals and teachers with
regard to the district.videotape library, For "@xample, _more than
three times as many principals report one exists. The possible lack
of awareness on the part of the teachers suggests the likelihood that.

resoyrces suth as the videotape library and the TV studio ~are being
.under-utilized. . -

s

%

" Another .example, at least at the elementary level, involves the
, television studio. .Teachers (6.6%), principals (7.8%) and media
specialists®§14.9%) have substantially different ~impressions as to
the availability of a TV studio. There is the possibility that these
differences are the result .of different interpretations of the term
.M"studio." Even ifs so, media specialists are more likely to consider
that television programs can be'produced with the 'school!s equipment.

N \ , . . . » \
. * ) . ' ) \ . ‘\ o
" #21 USE OF VIDEOTAPE RECORDERS -

' ‘ ELEM - JR/MIDDLE, SR HIGH = TOTAL .
» <USE  ~  36.4 S T71.8 80,0 56.4 (*4.0)

. #19 IS SOMEONE AVAILABLE TO VIDEOTAPE? _ ¢

| - ELEM JR/MIDDLE = SR HIGH .TOTAL

PERSQN AVAILABLE  39.6 82.4, 78.4 62.9 (¥4.4)

Principals ‘agree with media ‘specialists about* the degree to
which ITV lessons are recorded off-air and played back. Again, it is
interesting to note the rathef modest use of vid otaped programming
at the .elementary schoo! level. Upper "level schools report about
twid® as mych use. - - T

. ”
» -

]
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q23gﬁé§ PROGRAMS. PRODUCED IN-THE $CHOOL?'
] _ BLEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH . TOTAL
PROGRAMS PRODUCED  H#4.0 57.9 " 61.5 | 52.0 (*4.1)
TO WHAT END: ' ' : . ‘
INSTRUCTIONAL USE  57.6 L 82.6 80.0 71.6°" (#5.0)

" ADMINISTRATIVE USE 18.2 8.7 « 8.0 12.3 .(*5.7) —
IN-SERVICE 18.2 52.2. 28.0 30.9 (%*5.2)
STUDENT EXPERIENCE 72.7 - 78.3 72.0 T4 1 (%.9)/~
TEACHER FEEDBACK 27.3 -+ 43.5 40.0 35.8 &#5.4)
STUDENT FERDBACK 72.2 . 78.3 96.0 < 81.5 (*4.3)
OTHER . N 9.1 ' 0.0 > 8.0 6.2 (*2.9

N v
M . ' N s .
‘1 4 - - hd -
*
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It is pos%1ble that more original programmlng is occurring in
junior and ' senior high schools . than the principals are aware of.
Fewer principals (57.9% and 61.5%) at these levels report programming
than media specialists (70.5% and 80.0%). Since media «specialist,
are more likely to be directly involved in such programming, and, as
a result, be more accurate in'their assessments of this activity,
their impressions *~-can be more heavily relied upon than the
principals’'. .
However, with one notable exceptioa, perceptlons of the  nature
of these programs are very- con51stenﬂ£'%tween media specialists and
I principals. The one exception occurs at the junior high/middle
‘school  level. Heré, more than jalf of the principals feel that
original ‘programming is being produced for in-service tralning
purposes., The media specialists do. pot agree Only 16.1% of junior
hlgh/ﬁ&ddle school media specialists see in-s®phice as an actual use
of locally produced yideo. One wonders if this is a unique example  ,~—
of differing perceptions regardlng in-service training qor does it
represent a pattern? Data in this study are not sufficient to

provide an answer to this questlon ) T
Py : -

SUPPORT QF ITV ) //’
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#24 PRINCIPAL'S ATTITUDES TOWARDS ITV USE 4 SIS ¥ . .
- ¥ . » ‘\ ’

, , ELEM JR/MIDDLE/// SR HIGH -TOTAL™ *
STRONGLY ENCOURAGE 11.1 ©10.3 “11.4 1.0 (*4.2)
ENC. BUT LEAVE-TO- - ™~ * . S C
TEACHER DISCRETION., 69.1 " 76.9 » 65.9 | 70 Lot
NEITHER ENC._NOR C : . L e
DISCOURAGE 19.8 - 12,8 22.7 1829 g

DISC. BUT LEAVE TO L
TEACHER- DISCBETION - 0.0 0.0~ . °

o
(]

" 0.0 .

o

o
o
o

STRONGLY DIS&:s 0.0 , 0.0 | ) )
& : . . .,
. Generally speaking, principa®s see themselves as encouraging the'
use of ITV but leaving. that use up to the discretion of the
individual teachers.- The neutral attitude of about one tn five
principals does call into question, however, the potential effect of
advocacy. When combined with the question of how' "encourage but
leave to the ‘discretion of the teacher" should be interpreted. there
is room to speculate that strong or regular encouragement to use ITV -
.is not +the mdrm o> principals'/ behavior. Not that it should ~
' lnecessarily be, but such advocaaﬂjgertaidly could be hypothesized to
EKC *fect ITV use " . AR / ) . ' ) L ‘

A SR o« .7
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Teachers see principals' attitudes regarding ITV as muth. mor

negative, especially at the high school level. AImost two-thirds of
the teachers say that the principal is neutral (61.1%) or inclined

- toward discouraging ust (3.3%). This is a pojentially signifiqant
‘difference of opinion.

. -~
#25 DISTRICT ATTITUDE TOWARD ITV USE ' ‘\\' -
> .
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL

STRONGLY ENCOQ?AGE 1.1 10.3 8.9 .  10.3  (*4.3) -

ENC. BUT LEAVE-TO R

TEACHER DISCRETION 63.0 TR 71.1 67.9 .
- NEITHER ENC, NOR . ' *

DISCOURAGE™ b 25,9 15.4 . 2040 21.8 °

DISC. BUT LEAVE TO | ,

TEACHER DISCRETION 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

STRONGLY DISC. * 0.0 "~ 0.0 ' 0.0 0.0

District attitudgs toward ITV are perceived by principalgxzﬁﬁgbe
very similar to their ‘own attitudes. . )

7

- o = ‘ e
"#26 ITV COORDINATOR - ) '
5 . e .
: : © ELEM JR/ZMIDDLES® SR HIGH  TOTAL
FULL TIME 33.3 35.0 17.8 . 29.5 (*9\o)
. PART TIME 13.6 . 12.5 22.2 15.7", ,
INFORMAL 32.1 30.04 - 28.9 30.7.
NONE . 21.0 22.5 31.1 24 .1
PERSON ,SPECIALLY . - -
TRAINED_, . ,78.3 80.6 . 83.9 80.3 (*3.6)
T~ . ' ~ ) . .
IT RD. CONSULTS ‘ : - :
WI ACHERS 89.7 100.0 89.7 92.4 (2.5)

Principals, in- 'general ag}eement Wwith teachers, say there is an
BTV coordinator 1in their ,seahool. Only 24.1% report otherwise. The
media specialists, on the other hand, are not nearly as: likely to
recognize a school ITV qodrdinator, ABout 68% sa)there is no such
person. What accounts for the -difference of* opinion? In- all
likelinood 1if. may relate more directly to the.way media specialists
"perceive theifr own roles; they may 'be less 1likely tp associate
themselves ' with the ' ITVW- coordinator function than teachers and
O _ “principals are 'to aseribe it %o them. o ) .
) ) ' o v ) £




' » - ?\" .
72 A ‘ - 3‘,;

Where there is an ITV coordinator the principalsu. obviously
consider him/her well trained. They also sée these coordinators 4as
bging readily available for consultation with teachers.. |

#27 CONTACT WITH OUTSIDE ITV PERSONNEL

- ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH - TOTAL . \
c&k%gggso 27.8 24.3 "23.9 25.9 (¥3.5)
IF YES- )
STAFF-VISITED SCHOQL
Y DLSTRICT 58.8 s 42.9 ~ . 66.7 57.6 - (*8.8)
STATE 13.3 50.0 50.0 28.0 (%*9.2)
PROVIDE IN-SERVICE , ) «
«» « DISTRICT 35.3 14.3 4y 4 33.3 (%¥8.3)
STATE ©33.3 25.0 50.0 36.0 (*9.8)
PROVIDED MATERIALS ' ps
DISTRICT 70.5 71.4 N 55.6 65.7 (%*8.3)
STATE 73.3 75.0 50.90 - 68.0 (%*9.5)
PHONE CONTACT. . N 1 , .
\\ DISTRICT 29.4° 57.1 . ~55.6 4y2.4 (*8.7)
STATE 13.3 25.0 0.0 12.0 (%6.5)
SERVED-ON COMM. .
DISTRICT 1.8 - 14,3 0.0, 9.1 (%*5.1)
STATE 6.7 0.0 0.0 4.0 (*4,0)
OTHER * | : . a o
, ° DISTRICT 5%9 0.0 : 0.0 3,00 (%3.0)
STATE 6.7 0.0 . 0.0 4.0 (*4.0)
Only abo one in four principals. had, any contact ‘durin
1980-1981 . & either district or state ITV personnel. Distric
contact amou to 17 elementary, 7 junior/middle school and 9 senior

from ITV division is slightly ~less: 15 -elementary, 4

. high scgéql principals, or a -total of 33 principals. State contact .

junior/m le and 6 high "~ schoag principals, or 25 principals in
total, Consequently, -the percentages reported in the table with
regard to the nature of that contact, represent small absolute
frgquencies. Ninetgen’ rincipals, for . example, reported that
distrigt ITV personhel isited- their schools while. only seven
principals hadga schwol visit from the state ITV staff.

The gost likely contact with the schools was in the form of
newsletters, ' guides, or other publicity. The low numbers here are

- probably not reflective of reality since many people might not

Q

readily perceive that as "contact." Certainly the pumber of educators
who responded to items about the guides and schedule books reflects
this contradiction. ‘o ]
Nevertheless, c¢ontact between the district’ and -state ITV
‘personnel du%%ng 1980~1981.. does not appear to have been regular,
nput from pr¥hcipals through mgchanisms such as advisory committees

73 . -
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also does not appear to be widespread, in fact only four principals
Said they served on such commlgsees ) L
» (/ .
#28 TEACHER GUIDE DISTRIBUTION !
s ELEM JR/MIDDLE @ ° SR HIGH TOTAL
] GIVEN TO ALL 41.8 20.5 10.9 28.0 (*10.9)
GIVEN ON REQUEST 25.3 12.8 30.4 23.8
NOT PROVIDED 1.3 5.1 ! 6.5 3.7
COPIES IN SCHOOL 29.1 53.8 47.8 4o .2
DON'T KNOW 0.0 5.1 4,3 2.4 ,
MORE THAN ONE WAY_ 2.5 2.6 - 0.0 1.8 .

Prlncipals are more likely to think that guides are distributed
to all teaghers than media specialists are. In most cases, media
specialists " distribute the guides, and they -report ‘guides are
typically given on request. 1t appears, then, that in many cases
when principals think all teachers are gettlng guides this is not, in
faet, the case. This is moresapt to happen in elementary schools
becau$e at that.level a higher percentage of teachers are typically
expected to receive guides. At. Junlor and senior leveds keeping
multiple copies and/or glving copies to teachers-on request seems to
be the normal pattern.

[ T
_#29 ITV SCHEDULE §QOA DISTRIBUTION '
. ELEM . qggﬂR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
GIVEN TO ALL 53.7 25.6 15.6 36.6 (*11.2)
GIVEN ON REQUEST 12.5 17.9 : 26.7 17.7
NOT PROVIDED . 2.5 - 2.6 Y 4.y 3.0
COPIES IN _SCHOOL 28.7 48.7 by, y 37.8 )
DON'T KNOW 1.3 © 5.1 8.9 . 4.3 ¥
MORE THAN ONE WAY 1.3 ¥ 0.0 0.0 d 0.6
Schedule books are distributed about the same w guides are

according to the principals. The only difference may ®e a slightly
greater tendency to provide persohal copies to all tieachers
regardless of whether they request them or not.

~
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‘430 HOW OFTEN DOES PRINCIPAL OFFER SUGGESTIONS? “ .
. ’ ELEM -  JR/MIDDLE - SR HIGH TOTAL
OFTEN 8.8 2.5 7.0 6.7 (%*5.4)
SOMETIMES 51.2° 55.0 53.5 . 52.8 .
RARELY 37.5 . 32.5 34.9 " 35.6
NEVER 2.5 10.0 y7 4.9

About one-half of the principals surveyed say that they
sometimes suggest programs to _watch, or ways to use ITV, to thejir
teachers. Suggestions are made either formally or informally. OnYy
a few (6.7%) see themselvesmaking suggestions frequently. At the
other end of the scale, 4.9% report never doing so. The most
interesting group, from the ITV service development viewpoint, is the’
remaining group, the , 35.6% who consider that they do make
.suggestions, but only rarely. PFhat suggests that about three ;g
every eight principals seldom make recommendations to teachers abou
ITV and yet, it seems an important component of "encoyraging use."
81% of the principals say- that they do, in fact, encourage use.

i

- /
#31 WHO INFORMS TEACHERS ABOUT ITV? i
‘ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL

DESERICT ITV coons 15.2 18.4 17.4 16.6 (*2.,9)
ITVW-STATE 17.7 15.8 21.7 18.4  (*3.0)
LOGAL Tv STATION . 3.8 13.2 _19.6 10.4 (*2.4)
PRINCIPAL 32.9 - 21.1 34.8 30.7 (%*3.6)
MEDIA SPECIALIST ' 69.6 86.8 - 1.7 4.2 (¥3.4)
ANOTHER TEACHER 24 .1 23.7 23.9 23.9 (*3.4)
NO PNE )‘ 7.6 7.9 4.3 6.7 (%¥2.0)

Principals concur with media specialists' assessment; the media
-speciallst is the one who is most apt te inform teachers about ITV
praograms -or series which might be particularly useful. Teachers, it
may bBe recalled, tend to attribute their ITV information to other
teachérs. The differences .are not great, but they shquld be
tonsidered. .. Subtle differences _in question phraseology might
attribute to the different assessments. The media specialists would
seem 0 be in an ideal position to convey information about the
",usefulness of ITV. Media Specialists report that they do convey this
information. Principalss seem to expec%—%his from media specialists
as part'of the&r role. i ‘a
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#32 GENERAL ATTITUDE TOWARDS ITV
< ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL-
SUBJECT SPECIALISTS ' .
FAVOR 54,1 60.0 53.8 55.9 (*4.9)
NEUTRAN 45.9 37.1 46,2 43,2 -
AGAINST ., 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.9
TEACHERS - ) -
. FAVOR % 74.0 57.9 37.2 60.1 (*4,0)
NEUTRAL 26.0 39.5 62.8 39.2
AGAINST 0.0 2.6 0.0 - 0.6 ot
MEDIA SPECIALIST ‘ A .«
FAVOR 86.3 78.9 71.4 80.4 (¥3.2)
NEUTRAL 13.7 21.1 28.6 * 19.6
AGAINST 0.0 0.0 ° 0.0 ~° 0.0
OTHER SPECIALISTS
FAVOR 43,1 51,4 38.5 44.0 (*4.7)
NEUTRAL 56.9 42.9 61.5 54,4
AGAINST 0.0 5.7 0.0 1.6
PARENTS : . .
FAVOR 37.1% 30.3 . 26.8 32,6 (*4.0) 9
NEUTRAL 62.9 66.7 73.2 .  '66.7
AGAINST 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.7
STUDENTS %
FAVOR 66,2 57.1 45.5 58.0 (*4.0)
NEUTRAL 33.8 42.9 54,5 42.0
: AGAINST 2.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0
TEACHER GRGANIZATION e
FAVOK 39.3 31.3 31.7 35.1  (*4.1)
NEUTRAL 60.7 68.8 68.3 64.9
AGAINST 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

In the principals' view the educators, parentg and students
associated with their schools have a faVvorable, or at the least
neutral, attitude toward ITV use. Fewer high school principals seem
to consider the various groups cited as favoring va then do the#r
eleméntary and junior/middle school counterparts.

#33 INAPPROPRIATE USE OF ITV

. . . . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SX HIGH TOTAL )
USED ITV TOO MUCH 19.5 = - 12.8 0.0 2.4 (%3.2)
INAPPROPRIATE-USQ‘ 22.4 10.3 2.3 “13.8  (%*3.8)

About one in five elementary principals surveyed reported having
a teacher in their school who used ITV too frequently. Approximately
the, same percerntage of principals reported they knoV a teacher at
their school who selected programs inappropriately. .

» i
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#34 MAXIMUM APPROPRIATE AMOUNT OF ITV PER WEEK - g

_ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
. FIFTEEN MIN. 0:0 2.6 0.0 0.6 (*14.6)
THIRTY MIN. 7.7 10.3 15.2 0.4 :
ONE HOUR . 32.1 - 41.0 28.% 33.17
~ONE & ONE \HALF HR. 26.9 . 7.7 6.5 166
TWO TO FOUR HRS. 10.3 5.1 . 6.5, 8.0 ™
FIVE OR MORE HRS. 1.3 0.0 ' 0.0 0.6
NO SET LIMIT 21.8 33.3 43.5 30.7 .

N

If principals 'set a limit on ITV use, andgglmost 70% did, they
tend to think one hour.1ls an appropriate amodnt of viewing time per.
week. mong high school principals, however,i%here appears to be a
feeling™that 1limits’' shouldn't be set; 43.5% of the high school
principals . report that there should be no set 1limit for the *
4 ~appropriate amount of ITV per week. - . !

#35 YOUR PREPARATION FOR THE USE OF ITV

ELEM . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL

HAD ITV TRAINING 31.6 13.2 13.0 °  22.1 (*3.3)
- IF YES~ Y - .

’ COLLEGE COURSE 28.0 20.6 33.3 27.8 (*7.6)

"DISTRICT INR-SERVICE 40.0 40.0 33.3 38.9 (%8.1)-

TV IN-SERVILE 12.0 0.0 33.3 13.9 (*5.8)

WKSHOP-TV STATION . 8.0 20.0 16.7 11.17 (%5.3)
WKSHQP-STATE ITV 8.0 20.0 16.7 11.17 (%5.3) .

: .uKSHOPhPROE MEETING 44.0 80.0 ©16.7 4y.y  (*8.4)

-

A relatively smal) perfcentage of the principals (22.1%) surveyed
said they had had training in the use of ITV. Of those, most (69.4%)
‘)were at the elementary level. The most typical kind of training 1is
either wor ps at professional meetings (44.4%) or district level
in-service training (38.9%); these account for about three-fifths- of,.
all training experiences reported.

[ 44

#36, RECENT TRAINING -
' féi ' ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL .
WITHIN THREE YEARS 12.5 23.5 4.0 12.2" (*3.5)

S

Few princibals (12.2%) have héa a training experience within, the
_ last three years. . -
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REACT&QNS TO USE OF ITV

#37 PERCEPTIONS OF ITV

o
i

»” N . «
A: Teachers in my school are using more ITV now
than .they have in the past 3 years.

ELEM
AGREE 23.3
NEITHER 39.7
DISAGREE 30.1
NA 6.8

JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH

. 50.0 — 37.8
28.9 26.7
15.8 31. 1
5.3 4.4

-

.TOTAL
34.0
33.3
26.9

5.8

- * ’
B. ITV causes many scheduling and administrative problems.

ELEM

AGREE . 6.7

*  NEITHER 33.3
DISAGREE 57.3

NA 2.7

v
5
v

‘a

C. ITV is a useful teaching toal.

.. 7 ELEM-

s AGREE 93.5°
NEITHER 5.2
DISAGREE 1.3

NA . 0.0

P .

«

D. Tedchers don't make enodgh use of YTV.

ELEM
AGREE 42.5
NEITHER | 47.9
DISAGREE . 8.2
NA 1.4

.

JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH
5.3 6.7
21..1 22.2
65.8 66.7
a15.8 T

.-

JR/MIDDLE 'SR HIGH,
94,7 90.9
5.3 ... 9.1
© 0.0 .. 0.0
0.0 0.0

JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH
~ 54,3 54.5

25.7 45,5
17 .1 - 0.0
2.9 0.0

75

!

TOTAL

6.3

27.

2
« 62,0 .
y

Wy,

‘TOTAL
93.1

6.3 -
0.6
0.0

TOTAL

48.7 - (*¥5.6)

42,1

v
.

7.9
1.3
/

\

e

(*2.3)

-
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, E. 1If teachers in my®*school used ITV too much
there would .be comments.

_ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL ST
AGREE 31,0 48.8 35.0 37.0  (%8.3)
NEITHER 35.2 23.3, . 37.5 32.5
DISAGREE 19.7, 14.0 20.0 18.2

NA S L D I/ 7.5,  12.3

&

F. ., Some parents express concerns about the amount of’ ITV

watched in the classroom. / !
~ ELEM JR/MIDDLE - SR HIGH TOTAL *» ‘
AGREE £ 6.8 13.2 4.5 7.7 (%*5.9)
NEITHER 17.6 - 10.5 25.0 17.9
DISAGREE - 68 .9 . 57.9 . 61.4 64.1 .
+ NA 6.8 18.4 9.1 10.3
b
G. Our emphaéls on basic education goals makes ITV a frill.
ELEM -\ JR/MIDRAE SR HIGH  TOTAL
AGREE 2.7 9.0 .94 3.8 (*4.6)
NEITHER - 20.0 5.3 25.0 17.8
DISAGREE 4.7 84.2 - 63.6 73.9
NA 2.7 10.5 2.3 4.5 .

»

H. I have inquired about ITV opinions of parents in a
neTs assessment survey. B
: 4

. , ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  ,TOTAL
AGREE 1.4 " 0.0 0.0 0.7 (%*5.6
NEITHER 9.9 10.8 . 11.6 10.6
“ DISAGREE 36.6 54.71 53.5 48.7
NA 52.1 - 35.1 . 34.9 43.0
L v .
1. One of the first things to go in a tight budgetary
environment is ITV.
, rﬁ%EM . JRLYIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE 19.2 °© 11.1 * 36.4 22.2 (*7.2)
NEITHER \37.0 . 1.7 6.4 37.9 .
DISAGREE, 37.0 38.9 18.2 + 32.0
7 NA 6.8 8.3 9.1 7.8
“ C .. - . . -
79 - \
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J. It has Bgcpme:easier over the past 3 years to. justify ‘
funds for supporting ITV. C '
‘ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH ., TOTAL .
‘.AGREE 905 . ’ /.1904 ' . 608 11)0 (*608)
NEITHER 48.6 4.4 61.4 51.3
*. DISAGREE 32.4 ©16.7 20.5 . 25.3
. NA 9.5 19.4 11.4 12.3
‘ ¥ £
1T . @
. : )

#38° USES OF ITV.

A. °to extend t‘i\ii;zé of experiences available to studé%%s

X ELEM JR/MIDDLE - SR HIGH TOTAL
.. IMPORTANT 7 97.3 93.2 96.8 (*1.4)
| NEITHER 1.3 2.7 6.8 3.2 ,
UNIMPORTANT 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .
NA .« 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
. \
B. to present new materials B N
\ ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH. TOTAL
. IMPORTANT . 72.4 73.0 o 74.4 “73.1 (*4.9)
NEITHER 23.7 . 27.0 14.0 - 21.8
UNIMPORTANT 1.3 , 0.0 ~11.6 3.8
NA 2.6 . 0.0 . 0.0 1.3
SN .
’ J— :

C. tﬁ_provide different approaches for presénting material "*
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL

IMPORTANT 92.0 91.9 88.6 . 91.0 (*2.5)
NEITHER - 6.7 8.1 . 11.4 8.3
UNIMPORTAN T 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.6
NA 0.0 0.0 0.0 > 0.0

~ o\

D, to reinforce material taught in other lessons . .

ELEM ~ JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL. :

‘ * ¢ IMPORTANT . 86.8 - -88.9 81.4 85.8 « (¥3.4)
.. NEITHER . 10.5 1.1 6.3 12.3
* UNIMPORTANT 2.6 . 0.0, 2.3 1.9
* NA - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

L)
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E. to bring new resources aaéﬂsr persons into the classroom ’ -
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
IMPORTANT 94.7 91.9 90.7 . 92.5 (*2.9y
NEITHER 4.0 5.49 9.3 5.8
UNIMPORTANT 1.3 0.0 * 0.0 ‘0.6
NA 0.0 2.7 9.0 0.6

F. to'motivate students' interest in a,subject

ELEM . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL .
IMPORTANT 89,2 Q4.6 ., 18.6 87.6 (%*3.9)
NEITHER " g 5.4 14.3 9.2
¥ UNIMPORTANT v 0.0 4.8 2.6.
NA - 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.7

-

G. é‘o lighten thé teaching load

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
IMPORTANT ) 5.5 . 2.7 4.8 4,6 (%5.9)
R NEITHER . 27.4 ©29.7., 42.9° 32.2 ' -
UNIMPORTANT - 54.8 51.4 47.6 52.0
NA £/~. 12.3 16.2 4.86 1.2,
* ﬁ )
H. to allow-+teacher to observe students -

i . ELEM ~JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL
IMPORTANT 15.3 . 18.9 26.2 19.2 (*7.2)
NEITHER 33.3 35.1 42.9 . 36.4 .
UNIMPORTANT B N 35.1 . 26.2 d
NA ) 9.7 10.8 4.8

I. to allow teacﬁer andﬂzr students a brief time to relax

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL )
- IMPORTANT 2.7 8.3 7.0 5.2 (*5:8)
NEITHER 13.3 16.7 14,0 14.3 :
UNIMPORTANT 69.3 55.6 62.8 64.3
NA - 14.7 9.4 . 16.3 16.3 -
</ .
. N
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ITV they consider important.

to permit individualizgklon of instruction

ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL'

. IMPORTANT 47.2 57.1 . 57.1 52.3

NEITHER 26.4 . 34.3¢ 28.6 2879

UNIMPORTANT 16.7 2.9 9.5 . 1.4

NA ' 9.7 - 5.7 4.8 - 7.4
\ , ' - /’" 4

*

to present subJect matter where there is not a spec1a1

teacher (e.g. foreign ‘language) ¢
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH _ TOTAL
IMPORTANT 58.7 30.6 62.8 53.2
NEITHER 8.0 22.2 11.6 12.3
UNIMPORTANT 9.3 17.9 0. 9.7
NA ) 24,0 - 33.3 18.6 . 24,7
g,

to serve as a suitable teaching alternative in
emergency situations,

. ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH  TOTAL
IMPORTANT 19.4 11.1 < 03841 22.7
NEITHER = - 19.4 30.6 .o 21.4 22.7
UNIMPORTANT 41.7° - 36.1 - 19.0 . 34.0
NA - 19.4 21.4 20.7 17.3

o
to cover essential learning skills

; . ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TQTAL
“IMPORTANT %9.3 63.9 55.8 54.5
NEITHER 267 ©27.8 32.6 28,6
UNIMPORTANT 14,7 2.8 11.6 1.

NA 9.3 © 5.6 0.0 5.8

81

(*7.2)

(*7.6)

Principals and media specialists are in agreement on the uses of

the range of student experience, brings new resources and
the classroom, and does so with a variety of presentation methods.

- W

people

These are, primarily, that ITV broadens

to.




.+ also +difficult.
. elementafy
to the high school $ett1ng

»
’ .

I3

‘pattern of response is confirmed by item #37.

L 4

| - . oo
;" #40 TIME SPENT ON ITV ' c o, .

g . . i ‘
' CELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH .TOTAL
- " A FAIR AMQUNT 1.3 2.2-. 1.8
; A MODERATE AMOUNT 3.8 1 7 © 0.0 3.7
g ALITRE » . 29.1° .6 ! .3 28.0
NONE - 5.8+ 64°.M 69.6 66.5

- e -
For all of their 'Support of-the concept of ITV, most

»

- W Y s
P82 ' ‘ §
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‘#59 DIi?'BULTY IN MAINTAINING ITV BUDGET Ve '
. ELEM * JR/ZMIDDLE SR HTGH TOTAL .
MUCH HARDER ; 23+9 8.8 # 17.1 18.3 (*7.1)
HARDER T 22.4 : 32.4 41.5 3083
NO DIFFERENCE 46.3 2+ . 58.8 . 39.0  #7.2
EASIER ™~ | " TS 0.0 0.0 3.5
o PHUQH: EASIER 0,0% 0.0 -~ . 2. 0.7
- - - , . ' N
o .w*; In general, the budget for I;§\ in comparlson with other
ingtructional materlals appears "harder for, principals to maintain.
This seems to be’ pantlcularly the case at 'the higs school level
where 58.6%  of the principals rate the ITV budget much harder or
" harder .to maintain, than for other Mstructional materials. This

Althougb the budget-is
to keep at present levels in jfinior hlgh schools and
'schools, "the situation. is slightly lgés stralned

compared

(%¥5.1)

-

@

pr1nc1pals *

//(94 .5%) Bpeand very little time or no time at ald thinking about ITV -
related 1sspeé .This 1nc1udes both meebing time and -non-meeting .
. time. o _ . JRRR - K .,
- ) ’ - ' * ’ ) - = ‘-;
: #ugvm%;xspsc v IR z ‘
' © oA
* Ag~ITV shows great poss,lbllxties for stimulating teacher/ >
L g?eat1v1ty . e ,
g . R EL M JR/MIDDLE SR, HIGH «TO?AE‘ R
. . %, AGREE " - Tugn. ¥ .5 65.8 .y 51.9° (%5.3)
P NEITHER. ™ 4].6 28197 BN, U390
: © * , DISAGREE’ 9%, H.30 L, 8.9 - 8.1
SEEERER JNA - ~2..0.0 .,‘o.em‘_ \iz/ 0.6\
v '( ' ’ -
. i » \ .
,4- "}\- & \8 ‘ - A
N ¥ = . .83 . ) . o
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B. Teachers Wwhen using in8tructional teleV151on,Jlose‘@
some of theln importance 'in.the classroom setting.

. ELEM JR/ZMIDDLE. SR HIGH  TOTAL
. AGREE 2.6« 0.0 4.5 2.5,
NEITHER 21.1 15.8 £ 25.0 20.9
. DESAGREE.. 75.0 78.9 68.2 . . Th.1
e MR 1.8 5.3 2.3 2.9
*

A

C. The personal relationship'Between student and teacher
is lost-when instructional television is used.

. " ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL"
~ * AGREE ‘2.6 0. o 13.3 5.0
\ NEITHER 20.8 21, 2y . P 21.9
' DISAGREE ,  76.6 78.. 9 ~ 6040 ,72.5
_ N& g.0 0.0 2.2 0.6
¢ ; ‘o

-.D. .The development of more new‘ﬁnstructlonal telev151on
’ programs is a waste of time.

) : ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR. HIGH TOTAL
o AGREE 1.3 0.0 - 4.5 ‘| 1.9
. . NEITHER 11.8 8.1, 20.5 13.4
LY DISAGREE 86 -8 9l 9" . 2.7 84.1-
NA. :,0.0 0.0 2.3 0.6
' . ’
S
: .
E¢ Wider use of 1nstruct16ﬁ31 television is needed
ELEM  JR/HIDDLE SR HIGH ' MoTAL,
AGREE 41,0 ML B " 57.8 45.9
NEITHER . 52.6 4y.4 ‘3546 45.9..
T DISAGREE 6.4 - 13.9 4.4 7.5
R NA 0.0.° 0.0 2.2, 0.6
r 4 l . - - " 3"’
é; . b ) - v * \( -
« F The use ofwinstruetional television makes any sub jeett
matter more interesting.
-« -ELEM - ‘JR/MIDDLE .SR HIGH -TOTAL
. AGREE 38.2 CL 47,4 28.9 . 37.7
+ - NEITHER 4g.7: 36.8 57.8~ ug.y
DISAGREE 13.2 -35.8 111 1 La8.2
NA E. 0.0 © 0.0 0 C 2.2 0.6 .
g

(*4.2)

~

(*4.59)
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§. Instructional television should 1nsp1re students to
greater curiosity and learning.

ELEM | JR/MIDDﬁE ) SR HIGH TOTAL
AGREE’ 73.7 ° 70.3 . * 57.8 68.4 (*4.3)
NEITHER - 26.3 79.7. 35.6 + 29¢
.DISAGREE 0.0 0.0 4.4 1.3 !
NA . T 0.0 r 0.0 . -2.2 0.6
. .. k

A
b

H. Instrucg}ongi television is all right t I feel it
has been overemphashzed. ‘

, ELEM . JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL, .~ .
AGREE 5.3 2.7 6.7 5.1 (*¥4.9)
NEITHER ., . 50.0, '~  40.5 46.7 46.8 .
DISAGREE . 43,4 ~ 56uBm, siy e 4.8 -
NA - ©1.3, v \sz o 2.2. 1.3
P . i — - v e~ e ‘ - LT - - - e e i c— - —
T ) -
’ a;' « 3 .t s . .
‘Children watch enough. television at home; they don't
need to watch more in school. \ . p ‘
ELEM JR/MIDDLE SR HIGH TOTAL - .
AGREE 1.3° 2.8 TN 607 - 3.2 (*4,5)
. NEITHER 28.0 19 y 31.1 25.9 '
DISAGREE. 69.3 77.8" T 60.0 68.6
, p- 7. S 1.37. - 0.0 . 2.2 1.3
+  According to 68.4% of the . principals ITV inspires student
curiosity. Even ~ though ‘ﬁewer -prineipalg (45.9%) than media -
specialists (57.0%) consider that mwore Use¢  should be made of ITV
théte 1is still an obviously large §EB},Q£\people who.would #gupport
increased ITV efiforts. o - . y-
‘ . ,‘ 1
» . R - " Lot ‘
smnsncsé ON STUDENTS . S : %

v » ) : 3

42 Efouoazc LEVEL -

. ELEM .JR/MIDDLE . SR HﬁEﬁ TOTAL
LOW INCO . " 3501 . - 33.% 26.1 32.3 T (*3.7)
LOW-MIDD E'Incggﬁ 59, . 61.5 63.0 61.0 (*3.8)
HIGH~-MIDDLE INCHHE 358 i 3845 . 52,2 uo 9« E:g ?;'

HIGH INCOME R 1.7 13.0 1.9
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#43-44 NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING STUDENTS. ° - =~

: Approximately 80% of the principals ne&%ﬁt having- 2% or fewer
non-English ) . ! K . 1 Y
speaking students in their schodl population. 90% r port 5% or fewer.
students from houges where’the primary or dominant 1 nguage is* other
, than: English. ' _On the averag y there are about/four. Korean, one
» Spanish-speaking,, and. two Vietnaﬁ%se children in eadh of the schools.
in the sample. - ’ -

L4
»

Y, - : . @ ' ) . . . - 4
. R o . . v . y . s
#45 HANDICAPPE UDENTS. X
' -T.Spt_acial, efucation sSchools were spegifical}y kept from the- sample

since they . ’
represent unigye learning -environments.. Therefore,. the percentages
reported in regponse to this question are of *mainstreamed youngsters.
The average ercentage of handicapped students in each school 1is
' 5.9%, with a mode of zero percent and a median of 4,6%9. ° ) .
) ~z . " . ¢
’. b ’ ) ¢ >

#46 ETHNIC BREAKDOWN o "
‘The average percentage of American Indians . in* the sample .was
less- than ' : . Yy :
one (.32%). Only 20% of the principals reported having any American
'+, Indians in -their school and of> those ' 80% reparted "1% of the’
population was American JIndian. There were slightly rmore Asian
studgnts reported - in the . sample (1.3% mean). Half of the schools
‘Wwere estimated to- have less than 0.74% Asians. Hispanic st@denbs, on
" th® average, account for about 0:78%.0of ¢t student population in the 3
. 5ols sampled. " Half of *thé, principals reported _having less. °than
. . 4-2T% Hispanie  students. Thirty, one percemt of the student .’
e popwlations’in the scholls responding to <This survey -are, .on_‘the
average, black and not' of Hispanic surname# Half' of the.schools have
lessy than 18.5% black .students “while only seven schools, or U4.6%
reported having.0% black. S ‘ ) - )

- f' S\ *The mean percentage of white students in the schools in _this
- sample: 1% 65.6%,  the ,median -is T74.5% and the mode is 'zero-
: percent{--there are eight principals in.this sample who estimate that
their” populiation i's totally hon-whjite, .

- - : S &
- ‘ N * ' ’
2 - a‘ F) * b T4 . N
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SUPERINTENDENTS ,
! c )

INTRODUCTION
N % - N . a *

Because of the structure eof Maryland's school districts, which
eorrespond to counties, it was possible to request information on ITV
use, and support from .each district, polling the universe, so to
speak, Tne result was that 23 of the 24 districts (95.8%) responded
to the study. This 1included the~ largest districts; the smallest
districts, the most affluent'districts, the least-affluent districts,.
rural, urban and suburban districts, and districts from each of the
rather " distinctive regions of the state. In other words, the one
missing ¢ounty can be roughly accounted for by the valid returns
received since it did not represént an extreme or unique set of

conditions. . . .o .
In most 'cases (56.5%), the superintendent himself respogLed. to

" the questionnaire. The remaining responses generally came from an

individualpthe superintendent designated as being in charge of ITV
seryices 1in the dis‘;ict. These included people such as assistant
supérintendents, teacher specialists, dirgctors of '‘elementary
~~education, and instructional supervisers., ~§or the purposes of this

. study it was appropriate to have any of the above mentioned respond

since, in all likelihood, they accifately reflect the attitudes ‘and
policies of the district. . o+ . )

. - v - .

" Given the fact that this set of data relates conditions in _rthe
universe, it is not necessary to provide standard error estimates
when reporting distributions. ‘The .narrative which follows seeks
S8imply to outline the geéneral approach and practices followed at the
district Yevel. Maryland is an extremely diverse state with disténct

regions. There are two major mgtropolitan areas, including one of .

the natlon‘g, largest city centers--Baltimore. The confrasts aré
dramatic and should be given close scrutiny in subsequent analysis of
the daga, where summary statistics alope might be misléading. In
deference to . these factprs, K the description. of district-level
conditions is, diff®ent frouw teacher, media specialist, of principal.
data. A naﬁ’ative approach is used and more puse is made of absolute

.

frequenciefxas opposed to relative frequencies (percentages). <

BACKGROUND INFORMATION / { o s
: ‘ /Y e A . )
- " A surprisingly large. number of superintendents (or eir
surrogates) (15, or 65.2%) have had specific training in ITV. ost.
have been either trained at professional meetings (12) or state
sponsored ITV workshops £11), although only . five have had recent
Qrainini. o s :
) .
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BUDGETARY SUPPORT ' . . v

-

\' \r'
During the last three years fiscal sﬁpport for ITV has varied

across stricts. Five districts report an increase in support, .
. thirteend%3§ggt support has remajped the same, while four districts
. report & décregse in support. One .respondent didn't know. In
projecting the next three years' support the, picture is not as clear.
Nine district- level respendents don't know and one $id not respond.
Only one felt - that’ support would increase. The majoritw (11) predict
tQat support will remain constant ‘ ’
* <
¢J Superintendents were asked to describe the budgetary environment
“for ITV in relation to several param¥ters. In that regard, no one ., °
felt that "~ it will be easier to.get federal or state funding for ITV.
than for other educational projects or programs Nine respondents,
in fact, felt it was more difffcult - : -

Fol

-

In the presemt fiscal ‘climate, it appears that 1tg1s tougher to
justify funds for supporting ITV. This is true agcording to ten
districts. ‘That is.not to say that ITV is the finst td go, however.

. Only five distriét-level persons . agree that ITV is vulperdble
compared to ten with neutral views and eight who d1sagree

when compared with other instructional materials, ITV ..is
reported to be ‘much harder to jystify by eleven respondents. Another
eleven "ffeel there.is no difference between justifying, ITV and other
1nstruotional .materidl funding. .

N e#

Mo'st distrigt -Tevel respondents (15) do not see ITV as a way to
Save ifstructio ¢costs when teachers are not availaple. Thirteen
respondents disagree with th® comment that maintaining equipment and
managlng ITV tends to use up more than itgs, share of the.budget. As a
matter of fact, o;é* oPe person agreed with this gssessment.

oo Funds for ITV support tend to come from one of the following
sources: federal government, state government, district budget, and
school budget. The superirntendents were asked to rate .the percentage
of funds coming from each source. The principal source, considering
the stiate- as’ a whole, is the schools. Their budgets provide 30.1
percent of the necessary funds, The next ‘highest contributor is the
‘federal government' (23.9%), folloged closely by the districdt (19.7)

° .and the state (19.4%). Other miscellaneous sources account for: the

'\’ remaining 6LE% of the available funds.

?

-
Total operating. . expenditures for_}ITV . :iéfioﬁgty averaged
$53,000. Thiks average expenditure 1§ stron nfiuenced by the,
proportignately higher budget.of a few coupties. For instance, th&
- upper limit- the highest quoted \ekpenditure per dounty= is $300,000,
but the mode (3) is zero. Seven\)counties (36.8%) report . spending
$5,000 or 1less on total operating expenditures for'ITV including
salaries, econtractual arrangements and materials .and equipment. With .
a median figure of '$24,000, ‘however, it seems that, statewide, #pereg
is substantial district levei support fOr ‘ITV.

A\.l ‘ ) ; ] . A . 88 \ .
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AVAILABILITY OF ITV

All distriets report having either broadcast or videotaped
programming available. Nineteen counties _report broadcasts from
public, non-cédmmercial television and eighteen citte videotape as the °_
mdin description of the, ways TV is used in the district ‘

The percen:\te of teachers using ITV is estimated at anywhere
from 0% to 80%. The mean is estimated‘§§ superintendenbs to be
32 71 . - X

Twelve "Maryland school  districts, according to  their
superintendents, ‘prqduce their own °ITV programs. That can Dbe
interpreted as nything from programs done in the district ITV
studio, 1if orfe exists, to classroom produstions done at the smallest
elementary school. One elementary school not in the Sample, for

. example,, is  known to invest much time, energy, and commitment in
video productaon to the point of dping daily "news" programs with the

students’. '0f those producing video, the most frequently cited wuses
are for. in-service training (11 districts) and instruction (10)

When designing new school buildings all but one district always 1
include plans for -ITV service; the other one usually does. Most
districts (20) increased the number of television sSets 1in .their
schools during the past threg years, but, it appears, the. trend may
be slowing since a more modestQumber (7) plan to de so in the nex
three Yyears. Eighteen districts continued, during the last three o
years, to replace black and white E%levision;, with colar sets. .
Again, fewer “districts (6) ' see sueh replacement purchasing.
continuing. Also, eighteen counties purchased videotaping equipment .
in the .last thee years. VTR equipment seems to be a slightly more .

. important item in. the short-term future sinte eleven districts feel

they will purchase more in the next three years. Eleven counties,

» 847,.8% of those responding to the survey, stated they had added cable

TV or internal d{fstribution systems in the past three years while
another eight plan tohin thé nekt ‘three years. .

Ten counties 'réport that they are systematically  gathering
research data op ITV: TN . ) N

v,

Al - . -
. B @

two are conducting a pilot program in ITV use

- four are studying e

. quipmient or facilities
\ S o £y - .
o six are'evaluating"efgrams - . .

. four ard doi'pg impact-utiiization 'studie’, and d .

! oo
three are engaged in other types of ITV research —

» Twenty district 87.0% of those reSponding, report~ that they
« partiecipate - in /ééiate ITV ries development, . selection, or

y - evaluation., They dre also much mgie likely to have been contacted by
sohe ITV Division of MSDE. Seventeen of the superintendents or their

[ - ¢ \
39 :
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assigns said that they had been contacted during the year. The most

’ frequentky mentioned type of contact was through newsletters and

* other publicity (14). The next most frequently meptioned-was a visit

from . the ITV Division staff (10). Eight spoke with an ITV
represéntative on the phone.:

SUPPORT FOR ITV
g ’ " © .

Generally speaking, Maryland's school superintendents encourage
the wuse of ITV but leave that use to the discretion of individual
schools and tepchers. All districts have: an individual who is
assigned district-wide responsibility for ITV. Ih about one-fifth of
the districts that person is designated as the ITV Coordinator, 1in
another third it is the Media Coordinator, and in "the rest of the
districts it isY the Curriculum Coordinator or some other
instructional staff person. On the average, 24.0% of-the’ des1gnated

”person S time is devoted to ITV and each has two staff members. -

‘%ost courties (20) make ITV in-service workshops availablé to

. teachers, The workshops are most likely conducted by ITV Division
~‘*4ﬂﬁ$ersonhel aceording to superintendents. Eleven counties also report
that district-level staff conduct some workshops. ~ -

OVERALL REACTIONS TOWARD ITV-
LS
Superlntendents were asked to rate on a 5-point scale of very
important “to very unimportant, each of several uses-of ITV (see -
.Superintendent's questionnaire, Appendix A). Tney feel, apparently,
that ITV is a very important instructional tool for extending the
range of student experiences and bringing  new resources - and/or
pegsons into the classroom. [t is viewed as moderately important for
preseriting new' materials, providing new instructional approaches,
reinforcing other lessons, and motivating interest. Superintendents.
are sure that ITV is not designed or should not be used to allow for
perlods of relaxation.” ~They also report, although less emphatically,
) that it is unimportant as a tool to llghten teaching loads. ITV 1is
al considered unimportant as a way to cover:for teachers n- an
. ' oem rgency~situation, such as schoel closings, or long-term cher
absences. The two ,remdining wuses on the 1list, "to peﬁmét/
individualized instruction" and "to present subject matter whan there
« is no. subject gpecialist available (e.g., music, forwign language),"
' received mixed rafﬁngs. Some felt they were more important, others
did not. Ia-part. this-distribution of scores could .be due to either
a difference in interpretation of the concept, partigularly relative
to iniividualized instruction, or to the abseﬁce of a need, as _.in the
case where subject specialists are still available. ’ '
Principals and district staff " are most often considered by
superintendents as” favoring ITV use., Parents and teachers’
rorganizations are*viewed as being neutral. N -
“ M . ‘e . . . ’
erintendents were also presented a list of statements aboutk
given tRBe response’ options strongly agree, agree, neither.
dlsagrce, disagree, or_strongly disagree for e#4ch.. Most

v o - . *




, y
agree that ITV ,shows great possibilities for stimulating teacher
creatlvity and student curiosity and learning. They / also suggest
that wider use of ITV is needed and that "their distri t is, in fact,
using it more this year than’ it has in the wast thre years. They

_ dbn t believe IR 1limits teacher importance o the teacher's
' = Yrelationship with students. Instructional televisign -is not being
overemphasized "in the opinion of most superintendents. In fact, they
most emphatically disagree with-the cbomment that the.development of
more new instructional television programs is a waste of time.

A ¢

GONCLUSION

-

Superintendents seem to be positively disposed toward
instructional television. They are struggling with numerous budget
pressures, but do not tend to single*ITV out for major cuts; flnding
support is projected, to be steady.

-

L2}
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APPENDIX A

This appendix contains copies .
of the correspondence and the °
questicnhnaires sent to<each
respdndent group. In order
to faciliatate data manage-
ment and to increase the visual
appeal of the questionnaires
each was printed on a different
color paper -- teacher (yellow),
media specialist ($lue). prin-

" cipal (green), and superintendent

-

(gray) » -

‘T"\
. i

¢
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B UNIVERSITY OF MARYEAND

|| | T CoLLEsE PARK 20742 :
’ . (301) 4%4.3441

COLLEGE OF LIBRARY AND INFORMATION SZRVICES PHONE:
UNDERGRADUATE LIBRARY BUILDING, ROOM 1101 y : .- ,

~ March 21, 1981
(TEACHER LETTER)

. _rDear Teacher: ) \5 ¢
) Television has been used in Maryland's. public sc.h,ools for uany years, yet
information concerning its use has never been gathered statewide. This is a
concern both to members of the education community and to state policymakers.
In response to a request from the legislature, the Division of
Instructional Television of the land State Department of Education, has -
asked us to undertake this study. We are interested in the extent and nature
of television use in the schools so that the ITV Division can better serve the
people of Maryland. The professional organizations listed on this lette: have :
recognized the importance of this study and have given it their endorsement.

Your-school has been randomly selected to participate. In addition, you

personally have been randonly selected from among the teachers in your school

to participate. Since only a few schools have been selected we must rely on a
high level of cooperation from Maryland's teachers in order to be able to

provide useful information to decision makers. Your cooperation is essential

™ to the success of this project. o .

*

Along with this letter yoy have received an ITV Utilization Study Teacher
Questionnaire and a return envelope. ‘Because of the careful design of the
questionnaire it should take you only 15-20 minutes to complete. We ask you to
complete it within a week of receipt and return it to us in the envelope

p;'oviided .

All data will be held in the strictest confidence. Data will be reported
in aggregate only so that no individual teacher or school can be identified.
The code number which appears on each questionnaire is essential to the study;
its sole purpose is to enable us to _cross-tabulate data by school type and

" geographic region. An executive sumnary will be available to all respondents
who request 1:. : . .

If you have any questions after you have received the naterials, please do
not hesitate to call us at 454-2590 or 454-2558.

We appreciate your cooperation. Thank you.
’ . Sincerely,

CL : Kerry A. Johnson, Ph.D.
T Project Director

* s

. 3 ‘ . tnd Educationa)
$and Seoundary Sl Fermntany Shool ~ Mantand Public School . Man Mantand & 4¢
ipals Amcntasion ’;L"l Awatakn | Supcrioiondits Asoiation  Medi2 Onanbation g peny Asaiatio

(MSPA). . (MESPA) T qMrssA) 9 - (MEMO) (MSTA)
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UTILIZATION STUDY - ' .
1980 - 1981 Tedcher Questionnaire

3 f " .
- ) R 4 (‘A N - o .
| o .
. ) ! . .
7 .

. t .
™~ . MARYLAND STATE DEPAR’I'MENT OF EDUCATION . )
g Divnsxon of Instructional ﬁ!evisan & -
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 . ‘
i ;‘ )
L - ‘ - ~ “ e
. ) ~
- 4 . .

[ -
':
[ " » ) k
. o~ >
. Please Return W athin- One W ek Of Receipiylo - .
o The Miland 1TV Study ) : '

College of Lbrary & Information Senaces | - a

‘ ;g; . (O Room 3114, Hornbake LibMry o
© Unjversity of Maryland -7 / e

College Park, Maryland 20742 A L2
. B N . - -

Your compleged questionnaire will be sen unl\ h\ the immeghiafe rescarch staﬂ“ and will be us d for smmnul pUrpos s
only. 1 ¢ data gathening. processing, and dnahysis Confidentsalin wilibe prosened No personally ndmumng‘ mfurmamm

will be refeased to anmm . oL . . )
Whilc you are nut rcqumd tu respund, yon um/xmlmu 1> newded to make the results of the suncy uxmprghmsm /
L
accurate, and nmchs ‘ . . ‘ N
-~ L3

[Kc' /- L 96, . .

ATV 16.100—01—12/80  © . . ) T ‘ .




7/ DEFINITION

. .
-Throughout this instrument the term “Instructivnal Television™ (ur ITV) refers to any, in-s huol uses of television for
instructional purposes. »

v

1980-81 TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE ’

A. Background Information ‘ .
1 Gircle all grades which you teach ths year (Ifungraded. crcle nearest PeK-K 1-2-4 4-5-6
gride equnalents ) V8.9 10-11 12
<

W e e e T e e e e e e e e e e e e — — . —— . — — e — — ———— — ——y— — —— e — e = — v —_

2 Which best describes the setting in which vou teache 1 Self-contaned dassroom
(Circle one ) 2 Non-traditonal sctting open space, ¢t
3 Other (please specify )

v , .
————— r————-—-_———_————_——————.—_.._J__—_—___——_-——-—_——-—b'——_—n—————
] 7
3 How many students do you teach? (If you teach more than one ¢ lass a Towal No of students
indicate 1n ¢ the number of students you teach i all classes and 1nb the b Mo of dasses ___
number of glasses you teach) 1
___________ ———

All elementan subgcts (go to next question)

4 Which subject(s) do you teach? a
(Circle all that apply ) b Art
. ) o Career/Vocational Education
.. d Foreign Language
. ¢ Home Economucs: ¥
* A f Industnal Education
« g language Arts otherhan Reading
) h Math )
- g £ .1 Music
. P 1 Physical Education ‘Health Educatuon
- : ' k Reading
. 4 1" Saience .
. . # M Soual )iences
2 - \ * n Specal Educaton
- o Other (please specify )
: - ' / b .
-7
\ { - ®
5 How many speaally funded Programs are vou of vour dlasses inyolved t
i this year’ (¢ g. Yocatonal Educaton programs funded by the state
of fcdcél government. Tule 1),
(Circle one ) T L 0L 2 %+ Sormore
——— e ————— e g —————
- 4 Overall -
6 How mam years (including this year ) have you‘taught’ ’ e Present school (excluding this school)
(Check unemﬁch column)‘ ' ) ’ I O 1vear 10 1 year
TN 20 23 vdars 20 T3 veans
e 30 106 vears 30 46 war
y 130 T 9ears + 0 79 wan
- * 5 0 10 or gigre v 5 0 10 or more v
e N i S
* B. Availability of Instructional Television 3
A a How many years (ncluding thes year) have vou used Instructional 1 0 Nont
Television (ITV) wath your dasses? ., 2 0 Oneyear
( Cheelone ) R 3 0 Two years " )
. - i . "3 O Three ot more vears i
b Are you using ITV this var’ | 3 */ 1 0O Yes .2 0O.No
o - '

. . ‘
y




7/ DEFINITION

. .
-Throughout this instrument the term “Instructivnal Television™ (ur ITV) refers tu any, in-schuvul uses of television for
instructional purposes. »

N

1980-81 TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE ’

A. Background lnformation ‘ .
1 Circle alf geades which y vouteach this year (If ungraded. arcle nearest PreK-K-1-2-3-34-5 6-
gride equrvalents ) Tv8-9-10-11- 12
-

o T T T e T T T T e e e e e e e e e e —— ——— e e e e = —— — — — —— —— —— — — —— — — — — —— — — — —

2 Which best describes the setung in which vou teach 1 Self-contained classroom
(Circle one ) 2 Non-traditonal scting open space, €t
3 Other (please spectfy ) -

¥ / !
b ‘ 7
3 How manv students do you teach? (If you teach more than one ¢ lass a Total No of students
indicate 1n o the numbser of students you teach mall (laswes and inb the b No of asses
number of glasses vou teach:) 1
______ .

4 Which subgect(s) do you teach?
(Carcle all that apply 3

All elementary subjects (g0 10 next question)
Art
Career/Vocational Educaton
Foreign Language
Home Economucs: ¥
Industnal Education
Language Arts otherthan Reading
Math
Music
Physical Education ‘Health Educauon
Reading
Saience
Socaal Scrences
*n Specaal Education
o Other (please spectfy )

- - BN - )

-

4,
3!_1

{
5 How many specally funded programs are vou of vour classes inyohed
n this year’ (¢ g. Vocational Education pro@,mms funded by the state
of fededal, government Titde 1),

(Circle one ) o N 0 W 2 3 1 5ormore
——— e S -
- ,oa Overall "
6 How mam years (ancluding this year ) have you*taught’ / Presant school (excluding this school)
(Check rmemﬁch column. ) : 4 O 1ear 101 sear

I
20 23 vdars 2 0 T3vean
— 30 +0vears 30 46 wans
1 O T9veurs + O 79 wan
5 O 10 or gigre vrs 5 O 10 or more v

. B. Availability of Instructional Television ' 3

7, a How many years (inciuding this year) have vou used Instructional 1 O Nont
Television (ITV) with your classes? o 2 O Oneyear
((thcl/mm ) N . 3 O Two vears ~ )
. "1 O Three of more vears {
~ -
b Are you using ITV this vear? | q '7 I 0 Yes 2 0.No
- . \ ¥
Q - '

(ST . . :




. l
8 IsITv pmgrammihg gvailzble (ckhcr directly on-air or by videotape)

b’ryoutohscwithmofmchsscs’ 10 Yes 20 No
9.  What kind of’IVsctscpyouhzvczvailable to use with your classes? 1 O None
(Chegk one.) i 20 Blad(ax}dW\l.itc i %
. AN . * 30 Color “ -
Y - 4 O Both B/W and color . §
(Ummwm.wwaam&édptoqucsdmn) «
——————————— A s s e — i — — ——— —— — —— . — — _—— — (- ——— e s St e s e Sl
$ * ~
10 Whih of the followingarcawilable in your (lassroom? a Direct un-air bruadea$ from public television (i.c., nonr
(Clrdealldm%y) commercial ) What ¢ P
, b Cassette/Videotape
¢ Cable television
. d Videodisc ‘
v A - e Closed circuit or Master antenna system
- f& Don't kngw
_______ ———— e

11 HowéesyisittogctaWsctwhenyoumtom’ .
(Circle ore.) :

12.  Where is a TV set if you want one for use of your class?
(Circle all that 2pply.) b

13.  How much of the time would you say the television sets in )’bur school
are kq)t in good repair?
(arcicms) ‘

14. How s television receéption in your classroom (or where you use it)?
(Circle ore.)

-t

1 Easy. no problem

2 Pretty easy most of the time
3 Someumes can't get a set

4 Ofren can't get a set )

a It 15 already 1n my classcoom ) :
b Media Center ’

¢ It 1s.1n a nearby classroom and is brou;ght to my class-
room by me or séimeone else

d 1t 15 1n a2 ne¢arby classroom to which I take my students

¢ It1sin a central location and is brought to my claseroom
by me or someone else

f It is located in an auditerium orsome other room to
which my students go for viewing_—'

—— — — — — ——— — — —————— —— i {— .

1 Always . -~ %
2 Most of the time

3 Some of the time ' ,
4 Seldom

O s T s —— .t — —— — ——— — —— — —— — —————— —— ————— — ——— ————— S — —————— p— —— — —

15.  Which of the following are available?
(Grcle o tnt 2pply.)

16.  When you use ITV programs, how often are theypre-recorded, whether
by you or by someonc else?

(Crcle one.) - !

a Equipment to record and/or play lgck aTv pmg,mm for
presentation at a convenient time . -

b Earphones for the TV scts ‘

¢ Easy access to requestéd TV programs (e.g., did-own-
access TV systems)

d TV studio in the school

¢ Videotape library in the school

f Videotape library in the district

g Somebody to record or play back videotape for your use

L

1 Always

2 Most of the time

3 Some of the time
* 4 Seldom

-~ 5 Not applicable

€




- N

. N\ '
: . ,
17.  When you wish to arrange for videotape recordmg or play back, how ° i .
casy is it? 1 Easy, no problem
(Cirgle one ) , ’ 2 Pretty easy most of the ume
3 Sometimes I can’t make the arrangements I svant :
4 Not easy ,

5 Never attempted to arrange such a thing
6 No such facdities . .

————————————-——-———————————————————' —————————————————— —_—
\ 18.  Oyerall, tmnkmg about what affects your use of ITV, which of the fol-
lowing are difficulties for you? . 2 a Set availability .

(Check all that apply ) ‘, b Set quality

’ . ¢ Set mstallation 1n your class
. . d Set miaintenance . !
' € Program scheduling
. f Finding out about programs fn advance

( ) g Program quahry or charactenstics
! ‘ - h Availability of someone to help show 1t

1 Enough planning time -~
j Availability of program schedules and/or guides

- * , k Other (pléase specify)
v . V4
C. Utjlization of ITV , 3 .
19 Varous arrangements can be made to use ITV Which descnbt:(s) the -
arrangement(s) you use? a Class niews program vt ther class or classes
(Gircle all that apph ) . B Entire class views prog without other class(es)

¢ Small group(s) ffom the clagrview program
d Indmdual students are asslgncd 10 view programs
e Never use ITV

20  Estimate the average amount of tirhe you used ITV with your class(cs)' ’ &
each five-d tus vear 1 O Norke )
(f you teach mor¢ @x one group of students, answer for the total 2 O % hour A . ¢
amount of ume ) . 3 0 % hour . T
( Check nne ) 40 1 hour -
. 5 0 1% hour
./ . 6 O 2 hours
. \ / ; 8 ;\:ours s
. ours
\“/ 9 O 5 or motr hours
21 Circle the meda formats (up to three) Whach account for most of your
classn)om use . a Audio recording -
' b Computers .
¢ Games and simulations *

d ITV (broadcast, videotape. videodisc. etc )

: .. ¢ ¢ Mouon picture films (16 & 8 mm ) RN

. c - f Ride and filmstnp (silent) )

) . g Side and filmstnp (sound) 3
h Transparencies
N . : 1 Other (please specify)
' - ‘
s
le Estimate the average amount of tme you use non-print media with your N

class(es) each five-day week’ ’
(If-you teach more than one group of students. answer for the total
‘amount of time' ) — - hours

ERIC - . | -

<




23.  Please indicate below the subjects for which you used ITV school i 4 . .
year.nndhowl'Wﬁtswimyourcumculumforﬂm : TTV is used. s it .
! ™ isu , 1S 1L
« (Oredkon it appy Have used ITV A supplement A cemrgpan
< in this to the on-going  of the on-going -
’ sxb;ect “curriculum curriculum,
. N Yes No ’
a An a O ‘o o o
. b. Career/Vocational Education ,b O (m] (m] o
¢ Foreign Language/ESL . c ‘O ~O O o
d. ‘Guidanice . d O~ O ] ; ]
€. Health/Nutrition  ° ¢ O .o o -’ o
£ Home Economics f o o o . o
. 8 Industrial Education ¢ O ., O o - o !
- h. lzxgua.gc.‘\nsodlcrt}nnﬁading ) h o . o o o
i Math . ar 1O o o, o
j Music ! j 0O o o ‘ o
k. Physical Education k O o O a (m]
L Reading 1 O ja] o s
m. Science m O o | ‘0 \ u]
n. Social Sciences ) \ n O o r o, o
0 Special Education . o DO O O O
p. Other (please specify) A ' p O ] ] ]
—————————————————————————————————— e e . — ————— e ———
. 24 Thissd (1980-8! ). how often have you assigned or strongly
" suggested ®atching 2 TV program at home? 1 Qften ’
¢ {urcle ond ) — t 2’ Sometimes
. ‘ 3 Rarcly
. . ' ¢ 4 Never
———————————————————————————— -—/_-—_—_————_—-—_—_—“——_—-—-——-
25  If you had 2 wide variety of programs to choose from and excellent re- ) ' . é )
ception and equipment, about how much time per week would y:;; . !
usc ITV? T . 1 O None .
{ Check ore ) 2 0 % hour
. 30 % hour
' 40 1 hour’
, ) ,5 O 1% hours ,
‘ 6 0 2 hours I ’
\ 70 3hours -
: . 8 O 4 hours
\ = ¢ : ' 9 O 5 or more hours
B e e P,
26 Do you personally know of anyteacher during the kst two years 1979/ .
80, 1980/81) whom you hzve thought used ITV too much? - 1 O Yes ' 20 Nd
_____________________ — — ____..___.__f._.______.__._..___._____g_____
. f;_{
27 How much’would you consxder tobe a maximum a,ppmpnate amount ‘
of ITV to be watched in class dunng a week by typical students? 1 O % hour
(Check one ) ‘ 20 % hour )
s N -y ) . - 30 1 hour
o 4 0 1% hours
’ " 50 2to4 hours
. 6 O S hours or more .
, ¥ 7 0 No set Ii{nn .~
—— e ——— e ————— e
R ' L% '
28,  Have you personally cver seg any of the fouowmg outtqmes among ¢ '
students in your class(es) ch you wwld attribute to mn 2 Students demonstrate expanded breadth of knowledge
(G " alt thae apph . . ., b Students use éxpanded vocabulary
. . v ¢ Students have followed- up' ideas mentioned in !TV
d Students are more enthusiastic abodt school work in
L & general . -
” 1( U ¢ Sudents use library more :
Ty f Students watch more educational TV a home
N ? , g Students calmdown at times when, otherwise, it would
’ R ‘ be difiicult tu keep thetr attention
Q ' ' - ) Hh Other(ple{;se speeify) | —t

.
" - L. L
B lC » . N - .
\ . ‘s . N . . .

e — = — e ee——




s * , . F N . ! -
29 For which types of students do you feel ITV is most useful? 1 All students “ ot
. (chk vne ) ' . 2 Students with below average academic ability
i . 3 Students with average academic ability
* N4 Students with above average academic ability .
. Judents with special problems, such as handicapped, -
. . : . ESL, speech problems, etc. .
. . . L 6 Not very useful for any student
. g 7 Other (please specify) ‘ .
-~ v .
e e e e ¢
30. Indicate your use of an ITV series or programkunng the 1980-81 ] 1 7 2
school year, regardless of whether on -air op v:dcotape * e mnv ITv R
Y (uarcle one i ea b column) - - ’ Series  Program
— ’ . @ Inthe past week 2
‘ ) : ) b In the past month - 1 ° 2
' : ’ <. In the past year 1 2
;o0 - o \ 'd. Have used ITV, but not dur- ,
. ing this school year
‘ ] (1980-81) , 12
. : . ’ ¢ Have never used ITV, 1 2
o0 . : f Wil use this school year 1 2
. T .
31 Do you cver have your, classes deqide ubethber to watch ITV in class? % Yes 2 0 No
__________________________________________ ———————————
32 Do you ever have your classes decide ushich program to watch in class? 1 0 Yes 2 0O . No '
- \ -

33.  How many different ITV senes are you using regularly (i.e., 75% or

more of all lessons in the series) in this school year (1980-81)? » 1 O None T
t Chedk one s 2 0O 1 series
3 0O 2 series . -
4 O 3 series
. , 5 0O 4 series
) 6 O 5 or more scries
34 Jndicate the ITV series you are using this school year Rate the serieson
overall quality in felation to your derhands on it by circling the zppro-
priate number [fyou have used the accompanying teacher guide, please \
also rate the guide by circling the appropriate number . -
Series Title T, ) Senies Rating Tt?cher Guide Rating
Excellent Poor, Excellent Poor
. v : 5.4 3 2 1 5 4 3 2 1 i
; an - A\ f
" Ant Cart (The) ) s 4 3 2 1 s art3 2 1
~ Art of Seeing (The) - S 4 3 271 5 4 3 2 1
Primary Art . . 5 4 3 2 1 s 4 3 -2 1
Career Education/Au areess * o . , (
Freestyle : 5 4 3 2 1 S "4 3 2 1
Jobs Seeking. Finding. Keeping ‘ 5 4 3 2.1 S 4+ 3 2 1
When You Grow Up < . . 5 3 32 1 5 31 3 2 I -
Consumer Education . . .
Consumers in 2 Changing World - . 5 4 3 2 1 FLS o4 3 201 o
Economic Education . =
Trade-Offs ) 5 4 3 2.1 5 4 3 21
Emironmental Ediscation . ’ v .
Terra. Our World ‘ . 5 4 3 2 I 5 3 3 2 1
. Uncle Smiley ; ) S ‘4 3 2 1 5 32
. Health i . .
All About You 5 4 1 s 4 3 2 1
Dial A-L-C-O-H-O-L 5 4 1 5 4 3- 2 1
Inside/Gut ' : 5 4 1 5 4 4,3 2 1 \\\
Jackson Junlor High i 5 4 1 5 4 3 2 1
© Mulligan Stew ‘ 1 0 1 5 4 1 5 4 3 2 1 ‘
ER] C!fnsorporated . s 4 ! s 4 3 2 1

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: . 2
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‘ . ' Series Rating Guide Rating

- y Excellent ' Poor Excellent
5 4 3 2
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’l'ypical Use of ITV Series

‘ . /

We'd like to un.dcrs:and how ITV series are typically used in the classtoom thnk about a panu.ular SETIES YUu have uscd rc-.emly with'
your class. Write the name of that series here: (If you used 7o series go o guestion 38 ) 2 s

~— ) \ ~ > Series Title
35. Peag indicate if the following statements describe your use of the d
seties (Circle one n each row) ) Yes No
a.lhmmcdmescna/promm(s)befom - agd 1 a0 2 .
. .» b. I previewed the program(s) before using it (them) bOl i bO 2
c. I read a teacher guide description before using it cO1 cO 2 »
d I used suggestions from the teacher guide in prepanng for. or }
*  following up, the program(s) doi d0 2
¢ 1used the ITV series as a key teaching tool in my class eO 1 eO 2,
f I used the ITV seriés mainly as a supplement to my teaching fae fO?2
«
36. How long did you spend discussing (or otherwise preparing for) ' .
kessons in the serics in class before the class viewed them? 1 No time
(CGircle one ) . 2 Up to 10 min "
. 3 10to 15 min

4 More than 15 min,
Howlong? __ min

—— — — — — o —— — — — ——— —— ——— — —— — —— —

37 How longdid you spend discussing (or otherwise following up on) .

lessons after the class viewed them?
(Circle ane )

E. Support of ITV ‘

v
38  Arcteacher guides for every ITV segies you use avatlable atyour school?

(If Yo go to question 39
If Yes please continue ) ) .

2. Are the guides useful in your planning?

39 How often do you use guides to plan your instruction (i ¢, which pro-

grams to watch and/or how ;o prepare for them)?
(Urdeonk )y -

_._—.—.__.__.____—.z-.-.__.__—._—_‘..._..—_—_-._—_——._ﬁ—.__—.__a___._-—.___—_—_q-—

s

40 Hovw a&: teacher guides for ITV senes distributed m your schoot?

(Garcle one )

£1 How is the ITV schedule book distfibuted tn your school?
A Circde m'w.) - N

ERIC : ¥

) . .

]

- 5 Don't know

1 No time .

2 Up to 10 min

3 10t0 15 min. - .
4 More than 15 min *
Howlong? " min

2 Usyally : '
3 Sometimes

‘4 A few times
5. Not at all

1 Individual coptes provided to all teachers

2 Individual copies provided only to teachers ‘who re-
quest thcm

3 Not pfm’ldf:d tp any teach

4 Muluple copies’ op hand in the school .

5 Don't know .

1 Indvidual copies provided to aII t:a.ghers

+ 2 Individual copies provid
quest them .

’6 Not provided to any {e:uhu(

4 Mulupie copics on Handein the school o

.

onl) to teachets who re-




| S ) h! ) '

42 Is there a building ITV coordinator or other person with n:s;wnbibilit)

for ITV in your building? , . I Yes, full time -
) COircde one : V4 2 Yes, part time , o
. a ) "3 Yes, informal (i.c. a teacher who .’b&o distributes ITV
. IR mtormauon) i
. . . a . ? No A N - .
(B Ny go b Lostien i - '
If Yes Arevouthe [TV coordinator?) . . 1 0 Yes 2 0 No ‘
e e — T T T e e g S D S o G e —— —— ——— — ——— o — —— — — g W e — — — ———
43 I there 15 a coordmator indicaie all services proviied by that person. - a Disinbutes weacher guides and ITV schedules ]
te ek all ghat soph . . b Pravides newsletters or other information -
¢ . ¢ Calls attention to special prggrams -
, ' d Provides assistance with equipment !
. . ¢ Provides yaining/consultation
- f Works with gropps of students from my class(es)
—————— —4-—————-——————-—-——-———-————-—-—-———-—_.——r.———————-——-———-—-‘—————

44 Duting the current school year ( 1980-1981 ) have you had any contact

- with ITV personnel from outside the school? : 1 O Yes 20 No
[ S <o (R VIS I X y )
If Yes, please check all items below which describe your experience ) *District ITV Division of State
¢ ) * , e Coordinator Dept. of Education
. ‘ Yes No Yes No
L + a Ther staff visited my school (m] (m] o O
b They provided 1n-service . o o O O
C Ih;:ynpwvxded newsletters, guides, or other publicity \ o O o o
d 1talked with them on the phone - O o a o
A el ha)'e served on their Advifsory Evaluauon or Curriculum com- . '
mitieey a - ] B ]
f Other communication ( please’specify) - n] (=] (=] (m]
45  Generally speaking, which, best describes the practice of building ' ) ,
. administrator(s) regarding the use of ITV? _ 1 Strongly encourage(s) use .
(Cudde me 1 . 2 Encourage(s) use but leave(s) to discretion of in-

., dividual teacher
. 3 Neither encourage(s) nor discourage(s) usc
, 4 Discourage(s) use but leave(s) to discretion of in-
. - dividual teacher
. S Strongly discourage(s) use -

46 What do you think s the general attitude of each of the following'

groups of people toward the use of [TV? . Favor Against
N (Otrcie e for v tam R Its Use Neuwtral s Use
a2 Department Chair or Subject Matter Specialist ) !
((heck here if not applicable O ) a* 1 2 3
b Other teachers . : . b 1 2 3
, ¢ Mcdia specialist ' ) c 1 2 3
d Specialists in school (¢ g, Counselors, do not include the Nurse) d 1 2. 3
¢ Parents . ¢ 1 2 3
f Students 'a f 1 2 3
g District Office g 1 2 3
§ Ve

e

X

) - R
ERIC - ' -




47.  How often do you get specific ideas for ITV uses from any of the follow- ,
ing le? ? . Oftcr; Sometimes . Rarely Never
(Circle one for each item.) N
z Principal . a 1 2 3
b. Department Chair or Subject Specialist C . .
(Check here f not applicable O) b 1 2 3
¢. Specialist in the school (e.g., Counselors, do notinclude the Nurse) . .
(Check here if not applicable O) . 3
d. Other teachers s d L1 =2 3
" e. ITV coordinator . ‘ o 5
(Check here if not appllcab!e 0) ’ N
f Media specialist
g Parents o )
h Studcnts * i e
i Detiled program guldes
§- Pr’ew:m
k. Other ( please specify)

(o]
—
L8]

—— ey ey

k 1 o2 3 -4 v
———— e e -
L ¢ . s )
F. Preparation for Use of ITV i . ’
48 . Have you ever had training on the use of specific ITV senes or 1n the //
use in general” 10 Yes 20 No
(If Vo, go to Section G, Question 52 ) ,
. L
- I TTT T TR T T T S LT T Tt T T e, T -
49.  Which type(s) of training have you had7 a O College coursework .
(Check all that apply ) . b D District in-service ,
i ¢ D Televised ITV series
» — . « O Workshop by local TV station
. s , Which channel
W ¢ O ITV Division of State Department of Education in-
/ : . service
f O Workshops at professional meetings
% -
50. Have you had any such training within the past three years? 1 0 Yes 2 0 No
51.  Wad that training required by state or local regulations/policies? 1 0 Yes 2 U\No
’ . s -
G. Conditions Affecting the Use of ITV
] L
52 How do the following statements describe your perceptions of ITV?
) ) . Neither .
Please circle the appropriate number for each Agree Nor Not
: . ' Agree Disagree . Disagree  Applicable
a Teachers don’t make enough use of ITV 2 1 2 3 4,
b Pressure to achieve basic educational goals makes ITV a frill ™~ b 1 - 2 3 4
<. If teachers in my school used ITV too much there would be com- /
ments "ec 1 2 3 4
d. There are short blocks of time in the day when ITV is really uscfni—/ d 1 2 3 4
- e Using [TV is much like using other supplementary teaching materials ¢ 1 2 3 4 '
f. There are a good many programs on ITV that meet my curriculum
needs . f 1. 2 3 4
g ITV is a useful teaching tool ) g 1 2 3 4
h. Some parents express concern about the amount of ITV watched in .
classrooms » h 1 ’ 2 3 4

L B £17; SR

» " -
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. . A
H, Statistics on Students oo ’
53.  Which is the best estimate of the economic level of familes whose - '
children are served by your class(es)? ° % . 1 Lowincome . Lt
- 7 (Circle more than one if it is impossible to generalize.) - 2 Low-middle income . .
. ) -~ 3 High-middle.income \ *
> 4 High income '
____________________ ———— e e -
. .
54  How many students in your class are from homes where the primary or N -~ ‘
' dominant language is other than English? R j
————————— T T T T T T T T T T T e e e e =
. ‘ 3
55 How many students in your class are frorp homes where these lan- . ‘ \I/\
' guages are spoken? ' “ Korean ' v
. : . : . Spanish
Vie —_—
. , :

1 Amencan Indian or Alaskan Natne
.2 —_ Asian or Pacific Islarider
N . 3 —_ Hispanic
) R 4. Black (not of Hispanic origin)
5 —_ White (not of Hispanic origin)

v
I. Program Needs ’ - . . . o
'As we.indicated in our cover letter, we are interested in giving you an ' )
. opportunity to influence programming’ Please use the area below to . :

. Indicate what you see as your greatest program needs during the next ’ .

\ three years )
Subject’Area(s) - . Grade Level(s) Suggested Topics/Skill Areas to be Included

- a. OArt. ... . .. B oo o i oo e e e QL
b O Career Vocational Education - .......... ' . L _
c O Foreign Language ........coouvnn o0 Lo L2 —
d 0 Home ELONOMICS + ... i o e iineeecneenan N
e O Industrial Education ... .......... U i : L ,
f O lLanguage Arts other than Reading ..7...... : i
gOMathg.............. oot Lo DU : '
. hOoMuif.. ...l : — .
1 O Phyflcal Educavon ‘Health Educauon. .. . ’ il - 5
j OReading™...z. ... . . .....o0. cov ool .- v
kOSaence. ... ... .00 Ll ol e -
| O Social Sciences .......... ....... .... . : .
m0O Special Education .. ... oo oL Ll .
‘ ¢ n 0O Other (please spectfy) v g v vvv o™ cannns
¢ T
~ . 4 \‘
-~ . . N
. , \ (
[ *
k ’

RICY - . - |
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Comments on ITV )

. -
> 1 ve

We are especiully interested in knowing about any updque uses of 1TV programaung ur technuloy. and any vutcomies of 1 use nm\)uu Mt
noticed If you feel that we have omatted an important question, of you can provide us with some addingnal infurnmton, plase us” this
+ space for that purpose.
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Thank you very much for taking the time to fill out thig questionnaire . .

If you would like tG recelve a Summary Report of thCﬁEdﬁgf(of this study, check here O and supply us with your

Name .

Address __ . A

, Cty State Zip _1_9 7 . ‘
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;- ’ o eUNﬂIERSIT’I OF MARYLAND .
i - .o ) : cwuu%a:kfax 20742 ’ v .

4 . ’ ¢

*m’mz, (S01) 4%4.3441

-

COoLLEQL OF UM\’ AND tmnon sIRVICES
WUATI LIBRARY wu..amc ROGWM “9! . T . J

} ’ -t - N - .
et ‘ ‘ . March 21, 1981° ' - Co

- . ‘ (MEDIA SPECIALIST LETTER). .

_Dear Hedia 8pec7a1ist‘ ’ ’ - . o
Television has been used in Haryland'a public echools for pany years, yet

information concerning its use has never been gathered statewide. This is a -

concern both to member# of the education community and to state policynakers.

‘ LY
¢ fﬁ/response to a request from the legislature, the Division of ,
Instructional Television of the Maryland State Pepartment of Education, has
asked us to undertake this study. We are interested in the extent and nature
of television use in the schools so that the ITV Division cen better serve thé
people of Maryland. ,-The professional orgspizations listed on this letter have
recognized the_ihporten of this study and have given it their endorsement.
* Your school. has been randomly sef%cted to participate. As media
spetialist your insights are particularly important to the study. Since only
a few schools have been selected, we must. rely on a high level.of cooperation
from Haryland's educators in order to be able to provide useful mmation to .
’ decision pakers. Your cooperation is essential to the guccess of is project.

”

Along with this letter ;ou hevc received an ITV Utilization Study Media
Specialist "Questionnaire and a return envelope. Because of the careful design
,of the questiopnaire it should take you only 15-20 minutes to complete. We ask
you to complete.it within a veek of receipt lnd return it to us in the envelope
provided.c . ~

.
. =
. “ .

+ > > I ]
Y All data-will be held in the strictest confidence. " Dats will be reported '
in aggregate only go that.no individual teacher or echool can be identified.
The code number whith appears on each questionnaire is essential to the study;
its sole purpose is to enable us to cross-tabulate data by echool type and
geographic region. An executive summary will be available to all respondents
who request it. - T

»

“ %

. If you have any questiona after you have received the eaterials. please.
do not hesitate to call us at 454-2590 or 454-2558. -

_We appreciate your cooperation. Thank you.

Sincerely,

S B Ké‘r}a-ckﬂq&m\

R Kerry A. Johason, Ph.D.

-, -4 . : Project Director
Endoned by " ! ‘ o .
Sexmdary ot Manind Brrm.ma) ey Mantond Publk School . Mantnd Eduations)  g.ong g ac
Pinipah Amaimion  ~  Primipab Assatabs Bucrinicndints Asocithn Medb Oanation  yoahen Avwatatlor
(MSSPA) (MEPA) (MPSA) ©  (MENO) . (MSTA)

109 0 - ms
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%ARYLAND §TATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION |

D%vis!on of Instructional Telévision
& Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

» .} ‘Piease Retum Within One Week Of Receipt To:

The Marytand TV Study “
College of Library & Information Services

* Room 3114, Hombske Library

. University of Maryland
College Park, Maryland 20742 . .

€

You: complaisd quemtionnzine will be swen onl) by the immedizie rescarch sl and will be used for Balistival PUTpUcs
only, ic., daa guidwring, provessng, and analyss. Confidentiahey nﬁ.}xm.‘wmnmiy wenuifying infurmatun
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_B. Availability of Instructional Television (ITV)

6 Bmmﬁgaﬁk(cﬁndm&mﬂmwm) -
in your school? , 10 Yes 20D No o

’ ) : " DEFINITIGN
mert the term ostrualonal Telovizion™ (azm)rc{e;'awmy inoudond oo of televbiva fut
A -
. ' - \‘ ) '
A T ) . :
. 1980-1981 MEDIA SPECIALIST QUESTIONNAIRE -
1 ' -
- ’ 1. * ’ r -
- A..Background Information !
. 3 ¢
i 1 dee—aﬂmdts‘ﬁﬂchmmgmmﬁmrsdxx;l. - PeK-K-1:.2:3-4.5.6- . '
! . (I ungraded, circle nearest grade equivakents.) oL ~7-8-910- 1112 ) -
Y 2. Howmanysjdewor)r marm(%hmrsprrdzyormr)doywhaw - “ .
in your media cent - . . - Aides/Volunieers o
L' 5.‘ How do you describe your school? . 1 Self-conizined dassroom
M . (Circle one.) , N 2 Non-traditional, open space. etc.
i - %Oﬁm(ﬁ@e@xﬁy)
o M - %
\ U
Y . p
4.  How lohg have you been . + Indicate the number of years below
) lyr.” 23y 4-6 yrs. 74 yrs. 10+
a.mdxz!p:czzllsa!ﬁussd\ool/ - 0 8] s} o . Jﬁ
b. s educator (inchuting present and zll previous positions) ] ] ’ 8] ' ] . sk
—-—.—-——t— ——————— -ﬁ— ——————————————— Y ——— —— —— — ——— e m ———— — ——
L5 S, What is yuur Maryland certification status? . 2 Assodiate ; "
! (Circle alf that apply ¥ _ ) b Generalist \
. . ¢ Specialist
.. : d Administrator
. ¢ Centified irf another area
! - - ‘ :
» “f’.
¢ - f Not certified —
: - G P . T S T ——— —— ———— — e e —— — - A . Y L. I G A . —— ——— — g gy g g — — — — —

7.  How mam television sets for instructional purposes 2re in your school? a Number of black/white
) b Number of color”
€ ——3—— Total >
d——— None Co-
Y (¥ you answered Mo or None to both lmbuﬂ’skfpm()\mkmh . N
: If Yes, please contifue ) . N - )
8 Muulumnﬁmdmxmtcadmmmfgmmawmu
this year? : Teachers ,
9. Whihoftix ix%%mﬁr? arc available #n your achool? 2 Direct on-alr roadeast from public stations.
o ( Circle all that spply. : Channel(x)
- , ) i b Cacetie oF videntape
. o . L U ¢ Videodie
d Cable erlevision
¢ ¢ Closed clrouit or Maser antenna system
y f Don't know
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10. Dexcribe the quality of tek'u‘-zdm recepion in your bwuding - 1 Good v
(Circte ane) , - 2Fir ! .
’ N 3 Poor
P I S G— T S— . S— L G — . S——— ?-;\,"' ———————————— e . — — Y —— A Gy S —— ———— — —
11, Which bemt égsa%xa the kxa@km o TV st in your schoul? 1 Kepi in clasnuoms, cAuTpt fixr maintcnance and repait
) (Circic one.) o ‘ 2 Kept in central storagt location
7 . ‘ ‘ 4 Kept in large rooms o auditoriums
Lt 4 Media center
¢ 5 Other (piease specify)
. '1‘,8‘5 ’ ' !
12 Which hest describes the amrangemenss for use of TV st n yinsr school? 1 Sudents brought to the TV sets
(Cirédagine:. ) , 2 TV sets brought 10 the students
PN 3 Sometimes onk. sometimes the other
’ ~ 4 Neither, exts are in classrooms
""'_-_"-_"-"-------‘,:—-----T-_T'---_"'_-_--_-_--—‘?"'-"7—"'—""
13 mmdwmaeﬁxmmmmmgmmﬂ N ! Always
(Gircle one) . 2 Hox dof the ime '
a ! . 3 Some of ghe time
4 4 Szidom ,
e — —— e ———— e —— -P—q-— ————————— ¥ ——————————’ ————— e En e S S — —— —— — .
4. mma@énm«mdgmﬁomabcﬂdaﬁar@nﬂ : . .
aﬁuﬂm@eﬁnn’ 1D Yeos 2D No

18. maal:smdmamydmn% amm.,mu
rangemenis used in yout school? - n
(Circie ol that 2pphy ) ¥ .

i6. thhksma%ﬁz heppera when one ol yuasg setd aceds repaur’
(Circke one)

~ N .

e
3 -
R N -

--------—cn-—‘—-k———_—;——— ————— — —— ane a— —

17, Duex your achool have any of the following
(Circle alf that spph.)
é -

.

P s . .
' —-————‘—-——‘—p-—-—u.n%——-—————————

18 Doysuusey mmkvsh,msncmdwremrdmd/ap&ay
hack TV lewons? .
" \n.gun%&mﬁ)) ! .

O Sy W S — A T M G— N S e———— G G SN AERy SR SRR TR S SR Gy G S——

[y

. lm)marémmm h}wﬁuth prozrams of the £lr?

d Videotzpe libeary in the school

ewm&aﬁwé&m

f Onher (please spectlhy )™ ~—>

10 Yes 20 No

10 Vs 20 No
¥

a Cass vicws progrem with enother s or (lasses |
b Entire class views other class(es)
¢ Small groun(s) from the class view program
dhdhimalmmm&gmdm\tnpmgmn
€ Never use ITV ’

1 One of ca badlding ez membens repauts

2 We gend it 1o & central repair shop for the district

3 It is repaired by 2 local repairnan hired out of the
school builcing’s budaxt

4 We have no sepair policy ~

$ Other (picase epeciiy)

a Earphones for the TV 25

b%mtowﬁdﬂm(ﬁdmn«gxw
TV)

¢ TV studio in the school
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2. mmmmmawpugmnmdw 10 Yes .20 No
i No. quxnkmn : 7. . a Instructionz! we :
tf)es.g&cmkuﬁcac . b Adminbrative uw (¢.8. POUNCCIENRS )
;mmmmmmqmmw o T ¢ lnenice training 1
(Circk el lf&m ) - d Production experience for sudents . *

) . ¢ Teacher feedback (eg. allowing the twacher to.skew
o own performance )
f Student fredhack (R ékmﬁ‘s sudent 1 view own

o ) : _ ' performance) :
‘ * ' & Other (please specify) - l

-

H . . P

. - -

————————*

s.ll,.‘ Who has primany w«%ﬂﬁyﬁrmﬁ&om&w 2 Media 'mpecialix !

((.m-ka!lﬁmgpb) b Chesroom tzacher . .
c ¢ Studenis
+ . : d TV coordinztor
oy { € Other (please specily)

.
. -
.—‘——-———.————-———_—————t-—’-——q.—.—————.—————-p—--—T-_..——— — —— a— — ——

zz mmmwﬂamammammm

¢ yreshodeschye? - — e ebem . ,
————-—'f-o—————-————-‘-—-——————————-————q— ——————— _,——.—r—-—.——-————: '
« > R
C. Support of TV L : oo
23 mwmmmmmcmmwg@g 1m ume
we of TV? mgmmm%&wdw
(Corcke one ) teacher
: .. 3 Neither encoutage of dacoursge use . l
- / 4%&&%»%&%@
. rd '
: & S%@%g .
G R S Y ——— . —— ;-—-——' —————————— ——“a——a— ———————— —7-d- ———————————— I"
- M mmmmwmwmmm 1 Ues is strongly encouseged - .
. ac ol [TV 2&&@:@@@:9@@@&%@
(cm"m) N éﬁmm ) - ‘I
’ : 3 Use is neither encouraged nor discouraped
4&wa@mmdw
. $ Usc is srocgly discoursend
2 B&mamhmb&%m&am%rwﬁy 1 Yes full time ) .
’ for ITV? . 2 Yos, patt e ! ; ,
; (Cizcie one.) 3 Yes, informsl (e, 2 teachet of who digtribut
o - TV informstion) .
. A 4 No ‘ . )
(¥ Mo, go-to Question 26. Ty , . . ) oo
i Ye3. please indicate:) . . ) 2N
mmmwzmmm’ _ 10 Yo ' 20No
b. Are> you of that ueudlly svallshle for comuliaion with - . '
Soachens? - 10 Yes - 20N
. E 8
z 4 l
4 .
@ 1
t 11 |
. | | 1
i}
’ \ ¢ 1
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26. Duﬂaaﬁwmmdmdyea(lm!)hswpubdmmu S . :

- with ITV persoene] from outside the school? \ . 10Yes oo .20 No
(If No, go t Question 27. . Digtrtet ITV ITV Division of Sate
» EYa.pieaec&cktﬂkcmwwwﬁcbdaaﬁemw) % Dept. of Education
’ Yes No ' Yes * -No-
* & Their staf visited my school o - o o 0.
b mwh—m ' 0 o] .o
cts.g.ﬁdcs‘aroﬂaap@acay ! D R - M = o
uutcdwasuhmmaz . o o D .g
‘ ¢ | have served on their Advisory, Bvaluztion, or Qusriculum com- %2 o] o] e O .
’ L. Gger comimunication (plesse specity) o * o | o o
———————————————————— —-—--——-————l—-—‘—--—l-——-—-———-———r—&-——
. ﬁwsmmwmaﬁmamw S 1%@%:@1%
(Circe one) 2%@&%0@:0&:@&:@%
. e 13 Nbt provided to &y teachers LA y
- {%ﬂ:m«nwh&em ,
v R S Don'tknow - y
—\--—-—d:- —————— ...__._.___.. ————— -——————--————*—-——-?q—----—-—
28 How e seacher puddes for ITV scries distrbused in yors schoo?? :%c@gwmém
. (Cck ome) 2%@%%&%@%%:’:
a B ] 2Hapmv%ﬁm &y teachers
N - Multinle conies on hand in the school
. $ Deon't know
e e e e e e L e ———— —— e e e . i p——
l D. Utlization of TV~ .. , (
. s
29. mwaﬁ;hmmwmmamm 8 Meda specialint,
I. . might be perticularty wseful b ITV coordintor
(Cercle eall thas 2pply ) cé-?ﬁheﬂaéa(?
. P d
. ’ o A ¢ ITV Division of Steze Department of Education
l . % { Local TV ssztion. Which chennel
' s g No o e !
® ......-..:}.‘. ________ T " —— " —e® e w— - — e = e — e ey S G o T — — o ——— = —— —— e —
l 30. mmwammm%ma@m - l%é
; programs to weich of wxys to wee ITV? 2 Soeetiznes
. (Ch'ckom) - 3 Barely
. ) 4 Kever
: l —-—’.—u—--——————-‘;i——-———-‘.-—-—-———--—c—-—-—-—-— ————— e G w—— A —
3. “thbmﬁbmem:ﬁmd@d&m T
proups & people 4n your school toward the wee of ITV? ¥
: (Ckckdwq:pmesmahﬁdL) Pavor i23 Use Kezral Aot g Une |
: s Dewmeaﬁsa&mmm ] s 1 2 3
(c&dkﬁl&@%@sﬁeﬂ 2D . 4
I - b. Teachers : b 1 2 3
< vy c Priccipals ’ ¢ ] -2 3
, d%(w@ﬁm@w%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ) d 1 2 - 3
. . (Mmiﬁwn
I . ¢. Parenis ¢ 1 2 5
.- LA A m ' f 1 2 3
¥ 8, Teachers’ organizstion s 1 2 3
i --—~-~_*—---——-h——------——------—-‘--———_-—n---_-----—
N o~ - . ¥
32 Haeyw tﬁ:tﬁmhm%éﬁgﬁk@m%(t?ﬁ/ Yo Ko Not Sure
80-1980/81) whom you thought . _
& Used ITV 100 frequently - : . o1 2 sw
l hﬁmﬁm%&y - , 3 2 a
’ : -
F - ' 11(1 ) {
o . _ ___
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33.  How much would you consider to be s sppropriate smount of [TV 10
wwmagmawm .
( one.) : ,

- / -

34. indicate the TTV scrics which teachers in Joir bullding we using or
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. beve uacd: .
. (Check cach) Series Tide

~
]

An
Ant Cant (The)
Ant of Sesing (The)
Primary An

Duo
0o

Career Edugstion/Avarones -

Freestyle . '
Jobe: Secking, Finding, Keeping ‘
When You Grow Up

‘looo
0o

Conssnter Education —

Conszmers In A Qhenging World r

[n}
o

Ecomomic BEicsom

o
0

Extérommienial

oo
0o

OooooOo0o
000000

Here & Trerein Md Beld Trigs - ’
Media Machine (The) - - '

Young Filmmatan (The)

(s Rajolo)
0000

)

Aris
Do You Get The Mesasas? ¢
Manter of Fact (A)
Sories Without Words
Write Channzl (The)

pooo
1

Aiatbemcrics
Gemes of Crance . . ’
Mathematical Relstionshind e
Matiwzys -
Mezaure ©0 Measuse
Numbers Game I

of
ooooo foooo

goeooo

Music rT )
Music ’ .
Music And Me ’
Sorg Bag (The)

Song Sempler -

oooo
onoo

Beading i
Book, Lock, And Listen, -
\

% (Tee) ‘

Once Upon A Town . *

L §
oo
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. Dimensions In Sclence: Ghemistry . o . o
Dimensions In Science: ‘ ] o
. Exploring The World Of Science 7 o] =]
*_kroduction To Concepts In Nature v o . o b
Itroduction To Physical Sclente ) » 0 a]
y qus!.l\sae& AN Seasons 0D o
Many Worlds of | (The) o 0
Real World-of-insects (The) o] (]
Scierice Skills’ 0 s]
Universe Apd I . , O 0
Spclal Studses , \ o .
American N (o]
By The People - D o]
.Comparative Geographty - 0 o
Fnding Our Way . g . IDJ
T Maryland... 0 ! D
A Ripples o ‘ 0
Truly American ) o 0
Twb Cents’ Worth ' s (o] 0
-+ Under The Biue Uzbreila ¢ . .0 . o]
: Under the Yellow EaZoon 5 . o] =]
Iééb Eqduency .
Gsaa:l%;nﬁoﬁlmmm R ; 0 ' 0
Film Festivals ' ~ ' o ., 0
. 1t Happened In Maryland | . . 0 /D
it Happened In Maryland It . ' C a] ] o
Puensce Education ‘
Gifted znd Talented Ecucation . v 0 s]
interaction: Human, Concerns In The Schools =] ., 0
. Teaching Children With Special Needs 0 0
' Teaching In Md — Enter Metrics s - o o -
— i —— S s S S 4——-4———-L—-———--——,———a'———P--——d———- -l-—'-—"-i———_—--f———
b % P
EYWWF@I&&H’V o t ' o
3. Hﬂemmtﬁdmh&:mdn@c&mmm&g )
* of 1TV in general? * , _ 10 Yo %0 No L
(¥ No, g0 to Question 37. s . \ ' ’
' a I Yes, which type(s) of treining have you bad?) - s 3 Qollege coursemoni 7N
. (Grele o that &pply.) ' :Twmmm
: 7 d Workshop by local TV gation
’ . Which chansiel(s)
» :mwumm
Wi s
g No formal training (GO to Question 37)
" — G G G S— - S— —q,-———-————-— —————— s GAR DU st e ane G aun s FOh v G E— T S G CEE G G T GE S = S S S
“36.  Have you had sy such training within the pest theee years? ‘. 10Ye 20N
] “ ] ) 1;"‘ R !
Lﬁ'l ’
)
r - . ¢ \{ ) \-‘ v
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Mmtovsecﬂﬁ’ - : s

37.. maﬁmmmmmdm . Nelther
this year? . L. © Agree Not 4+ Not
(mwammmm) ., MAgres  Disagtee % Dimgree  Applicable

7'y Tmhwmdm&smmﬂm&ymaﬁzﬁa ’

3 yeans o a
anmmwmm - b
C. JIV is a uscfil teaching tool - c
! d Teachers don't make enough wse of ITV d S
erwuwmamaMmmmmum S

mefts

s ot up e

e
! memmm&mdmﬁm .
in the classroom . f 1
g Our emphasis on besic educstion goals makes ITVa fslll . g 1 -
ulmwmmmdw@mamm .
h 1
i

t mdé@d@tophamhﬁmmbm
} hhmcﬁum&tpﬁSmmhﬂy&maw

.

~ NN NN ~ NN
. ~

w W W W W w W W W0 b

33 PBeowbabxofusesofITV. -

mmwmw%aﬁ&h@@ﬁagﬁ; ‘
Foe kmport=nt Uniemportens

&@M&%d@%t@%w% a
b. t0 present new matericls b
cwmmmamm ¢
éwmmwho&m d
€. to bring new resources and/or pereons indo the ciassroom | e
f
]
h
i
}

i
wo 4

»

NN NN NN NN
L S N S T S Y S

f. o mativate students’ inserest in a sublect

§ o lighten the teaching load

h. to sllow teacher 10 chesrve students

k nmowtacwgﬁ/orm.bﬁddgmﬁn

b to permit individualization of instruction

kwmaﬁmmm&rehwawta@t(eg.

L aszﬁemwn ssuscions *
toserve ssa emerpency _

- (eg. school closings, long-term teacher sheences) ) | 1

2 10 cover eaential learning sidlls T m

ut us ut Sus bwb Db Sus Pt Sub bub
»
LV RS AV RV RV RV RV R

o

4

"R 3

W W

* 39, Lsed below s some siatmoents sbout various.aspects of Netther
mmmmmmmﬂ&w Agree Not
sumber: : Azes Mot Dissgree

- & IV shows grest possiblities for stimulating teacher crestivily | 2 1
. armmmmmmmdag ‘
Whﬁedﬂmm b 1
persocal relationshin between student and teacher §s lost when T
television is weed c 1
4mmdmmmmms .
a wate of time d 1 .
€ Wider xe of instructionat television is meeded ¢ 1
£ The we of instructional television makes a7y subject macter more

imcresting .
' & Instructional teievision should inspire students W greajpr curiosity
and leaming ] 1
? _ammammmléﬂngmm

i mmwm-mmw@nm & .
more in schood i 1 2

S o S e G S S Y S —— T — A ——— =V G Y ——— SV —— . ——— — . — . - n-nm—-——'-.--————-?-—

40. mma&wm:h@h@WWm:m 1 Much herder for ITV
' pered with other 2 Harder
(Cliscle ome.) : 3 No difierence.
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4 * .
ﬂ”mm:ﬁﬁesa:esmwlﬁdnywapendmmsmod- 1 A fair smount - ¢ -\\-
ministrator, both in mectings and outside of mectings, how much of 2 A moderatc amount s
your time is spent on ITV {sues? 3.A Hle .
(Circic one.) : 4 None, or gimoet no time L
42 kwﬁéﬂhmm%wmﬁmﬂhmmaﬂv ) -
wmmmrdthemﬂﬁswbebWw o
M&Mywaesmgﬁteammdmd!m .
three years.
. ) &gcaed’r@ks/%mm -
Subject Area (s) Grade Level(s) to be lncindg! ) v
N = I T . S S feovomennansse
b O Carcer/Vocationa! Education ....... AN
c D Forelgn Language .....oovvvvnnnnns Ceees
dD Home ECOnOmiCs .o ovovvivirvnnnansnsnes b :
Y D Industrial BAUCIHON ..o ovorniiiiiiaanns
g D Language Arts other than Reading ».......
BD Math....ccootviinienineararnrassonnans ;
F D MUSIC..ooovvverrrrsvronasosnsasssosans i
. {BM@WM .......
D RBeading ...cocvrvanerarenratrosansassns
BEL = AN
B30 SOCIR] SCIPA0ES ..ovveercvnronrsorncnaass 4
2 0 Secial Educatioh ............. beeeraeses .
o O Other (epecily)
F
Comments oa ITV .

%nm@mﬁmmmnmwmdmmmm wmyo\smdm@rmmm
poticed. im&clmmmmﬁmmmammmaﬂmma@w trs‘onnwonp%ese\srd%s
miarﬁapnpoe .
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'} . .THE MARYLAND ITV UTILIZATION. STUDY
UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND .

. - - A}

c:us:ozev:;.unnvAxn:aroiuanNImumc:s -
UNDERGRADUATE LIBRARY BUILDING, ROOM 1101
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) PHONE: (301) 484.3441

% . . .
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(INTRODUCTORY LETTER TO PRINCIPALS)

! Al
Television has been used in @arylihd'é.public'schools for many years, yet
information concerning its use has never been gathered statewide. This is a
concern both to members of the education community and to state policymakers.

M ’
R I
-
. :

~

-

N
»

2

In response to a request from the legislature, the Division of Instructional
Television, MDSE, has asked us to undertake this study of television use in
schools so that they can better serve the people of the state. In addition, the -
professional organizations listed in this letter have recognized the importance
of this study and given it their endorsement.

. As Superintendent of your county's sthool system, you play a central role

in defining instructional direction. It is essential, in planning ITV gervices,
for the ITV Divisfon to understand your present and projected®policies toward

the use of television in your schools. To aid in our understanding we are
sending you a short questionnaire which we would ask you to take 15 minutes or
so.to. complete. ‘ The. questionnaire will be arriving at your office within the -

Veek. . . . .
H 4

In addition, we have randomly selected a small sample of schools across the
- gtate and are asking the Principal, the Media Specialist, and five Teachers
‘about the ways they do or do not use ITV. Any assistance and support you might
provide in ensuring a high response rate to our questionnaire would be appreciated.

All data will be held ih the strictest confidence: All of the respondents
will return their completed kuestionnaires directly to us;.only immediate
project staff will see them. Data will be reported* in aggregate ‘only so that
no individual educator or school can be identified. .

Y

» .
An executive summary of the study will be available to all respondents who °
Tequest it. ) .

-

1f you have any questions after you have received the materials, please do

‘ ~not hesitate to call us at 301/454-2590 or 454-2558.

.
‘.
»

We appreciate your cooperation. Th?nk you.

/:) . ' Sincerely,

‘e , . Kerry A. Johnson, Ph.D. -

Endoned by: o o~ Project Director
tand Educational
Maniand Sccondary Schoot  Mantand Elemeontany School | Manftand Public School ~Mary Manytand S ¢
Prinipals Amaclation  * Principab Amactation Supctiniendonts Asoctation  Medh Organization — Teachers Avex

(MSSP/.) MESPA) 12 durssn ‘ (MEMO) T (MSTA)




THE MARYLAND ITV UTILIZATION STUDY

~ UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND -
CoiiEnzr PARk 20742 1
s c»_; & . ’ ’
MI or umm ARD INVDRMATION SEZRVICES Jmcnz: (30%) 4!4o8‘l
WUA"I LIBRARY SUILDING, ROOM 1101 . March 23’ 1981
Deaf Prihci!’ah (L*ETTER ACCOMPANYING QUESTIONNAIRES)

. ‘ .
A short time ago I wrote to you about the Maryland ITV Utilization Study. Here is
thq complete package of materials for your school. Again, I want to empahsize that
your ‘help is essential to our getting adequate and accurate information.

(. ‘Your school's package should contain tﬁe"lelowing: .
]

¢ . 1) A boff principal's questionnaire for you F 4

ot o 2) A blue questionnaire and cover letter to give to your media

_specialist if your school has one
. 3) 'Five yellow teacher questionnatres and cover letters :
- 4) Stamped, self-addressed return enveloves for each questionnaire.

A word about the teacher selection process might be in order. “For us to draw an
accurate picture of opinions about and uses of ingtructional television in Maryland,
it is crucial that our teacher sample be drawn randomly. The sampling algorjithm
describ;ﬁ on the instruction sheet enclosed with my first letter to you insures
that. not be alarmed if the teachers selected do not use instructional tele-
vision or even have strong negative attitudes toward it. Their responses are. just
as important as those from enthusiastic consumers. You may, however, wish to-cull
from your list specialists and helping teachers who are not full-time faculty.

~

As you doubtless know, a survey ‘that provides useful information depends on a .
. reasonable response rate. If the résponse rate is low, we always have the nagging

feeling that those who did not respond would have given different information.

'That response rate depends in part on reminding people to send in thelr )
_questionnaires. Because the Maryland ITV Utilization Study insures high anonymity,

we must depend on your help im reminding teachana who have not responded. To aid I

you in keeping track of who has which questionnaire, there is a code- number on page

one of each form. The first teacher selected should receive the questionnaire

whose code number has a "1" as the last digit, etc., Please keep a record of this l

s0 that if after a reasonable interval we find that, say, teacher "3" from your

school has not returned a questionnaire and ask you to remind her or him, the job

of matching the name to the number will be simple.

-

' Finally, I am sensitive to the fact that some school districts have a written

. agreement with their teachers whereby some type of compensation must be made if a

! teacher 1s requested to fill ot a form. If that is the, case in your district, I
any accommodation would be deeply ‘appreciated. Our questionnaires were designed

to take up a minimum of time by asking only for information a teacher wduld have in
memory. Most teachers in the field test required 15-20 minytes to comolete the form

I know that there are bound to be questions and uncertainties. If you have any, do
not heai:aee to call me personally at (301) 454-2590 or 454-2558.

. . ' Sincerely, ) ' ‘
* , » .
" | |
Endorved by Kerry A. Johnson, Ph.D.
Project Director
Manytand Seoundary School Mandand Ekramay School — Mantend Public School Manytind Educations)  andand 814
Principals Amoctaion Prinipab Awizkn . Supcrintondonw Asoclition Med Oranization Jgchens A
. (MSSPA) (MESPA) (MPSSA) . (MEMO) . (MSTA) I '
(S - ' . ) .

- - 121 )




. (DIRECTIONS ‘PR TEACRER sELECTION - A ‘RANDOMLY
g snmcmn AME APPEARED IN THE BLANK SPACE)

]

l - ) m HA!YIAHD IV MIZAII@ STIDY
' Yo e . ) . A
ol ‘ . \ ;'mgoa:l._ng dfu'-roos Teacheis

. fhese proceduru 911,1 dctenim the livc cluoroos teachers in your echool
%o ahoulé be tncluded in the; ltudy. .

! Buns 8 curum dphabetun st o! full-time ehi;:ga- zucben, odect
l, thc first five names 'u.ch nphabetmﬁx louev thff’:ﬂﬁ ¥

»
If Live teacherp lz‘ﬂ ﬁnt obu&gd bcfote mching the ad of your
. e.lphabeuul uu. cen:tnn f,o t.hs bqiming of the list until five are cbfa

‘\."

lv. ‘ . .
htcn. V. ' ) ey '

. Neston, V. Y
~ Varzen,:.P. -
o mm. Jo 7 (}'j *3 -
the questiomnatzes would be aiptributed to SVarraa, iﬁnhi.ngten, faltesn, Adams,

. and u’d ) * o™ 1&5; 1:-.,‘4: )

- After you have chosen thl five panes uing ‘this proco&un, please uvc a
" cower letter, a Teacher Questinnairve, and & returs envelope to sach of the five
' teachars. You may assure the teachers that this {s a completely snonymous
. process; their responses afe §o bi'returned directly to us and ¥ill only be
l . Zeported in the aggregate of all iﬁ land mcbeu ,y‘pnuntod in the study.

Thank you for belping us with tbls salection process, We look forvard to
zeceiving your response and thou of your teachers. .

Manfand Riete

Feachens Amactation (MSTA)
Mantnd Educationa!

Media Organkation (MENO) -
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.. (FOLLOW-UP POGf CARD TO PRINCIPALS)

.

\ <\ _ ‘.Q; ’ .

g ™

"™

THE ‘MARYLAKD ITV UTILIZATION STUDY ‘ © oy l
- Dear Principal: R :
. ) . . About’a week ago we( t you & ‘pcckg‘.t‘_éf survey materials. .
: If you have had the :ﬁortm:lty to distribute’ thea to de- l
' Tectedstaff end to complete and return your &wn, ve really
. appreciate it. ﬁa‘ag you. -

4

1f not, we ‘would very zuch am;rec:ute it if you would take
the few aminutes to help us out. This project is very worth-

e

F " whilé for the entire educatignal community of Maryland and
. . Yyour assistance is central .to its success. . o " : I ,
. ’ . Again, thank you for your help; we appreciate your pro- o o
1 - ) fessionalism. If you have any questions or problems with l
h Lo any part of this project please call me-at 301-456:%590, .
! T . . N \\ um A, Jahn‘on. th.D. '
o - : _ . Project Director ' l P
1 T
" o . l
ﬁ ) qt- . Vs I '
. " . 0 . ' CL
~ -y ~\ P “®
v . l
s . ri .
. 6 ‘ - 3 ) - ‘
2




“THE MARYLAND ITV UTILIZATION STUDY

' UNIVERSITY OF MARYLA}!D
- .' ‘ Coues Parx 30742

.- @
colLxoe oF AND INFPORMATION STRVICES
Mﬂm!mmmue: -

‘ ) PHONE: (301) 484.8441

, 2
< 7 (FINAL FOLLOW-UP LETTER TO PRINCIPALS) e y

-

l . ' - T y . April 28, 1981 o /
l.‘

Dear Pri 1: ’
N jeipa =

Recently we sent you a packet of questionnaires relating to the
nature and extent of instructional television nu in your school. The
information we are asking you and some of your l'taff to provide will be {
used to plan poljcyfor the ITV Division of the HDSE. Even if you do not .
use ITV in your echool it is very 1=portant to uc to detcmine yout —

l thoughts on the issues involved. : \

By

As of today we have not received responses from the followiugj . {;
individuals in your school‘ . .
J‘ . . & — v ) L -
. . .1. you, the principal
. ' 2. the media specialist
-3. teacher 1 .
4. teacher 2 ' .
5. teacher-3 -
6. tesbher 4 : s
. ) . +7. teacher 5 : ’

Ne

3

there are any problems we would apprec either you or your
staff need another copy of the ques plen\call us at 454-2558
and we will rush one to you. .

If you would take a’few minutes ‘to chyh each of them to see if

-
\r, X

Again, thank you for your cooperation.

v

e . Yours truly,

»

~

. Project Director .

' ) . S
'124 . ,
Elcruntary School Public School MWWW Mantind & ¢
Wanytand Secundary School  Manand Elementary mﬂmm Meda Organbeathn  Tpchers Amctatior
/ _ (MSTA)

' - ' - ~ Xerry A. Johnson, Ph.D.

 Amocistion Principab Ascociation
ovdswA) (MEPA) - QMPSSA) ! (mxo‘ )

. 3 N
-
- . - 2
» . . -




. maryland Ity

o~

UTH.IZATIOI% STUDY \
1% - 1%%1 pﬁﬂdﬁl =—f=£3 DRpsire -

MARYLANDSTATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Division of Instructional Television

' Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
= .:A‘J, -
- -
AN
) .
¢ g
" Please Retum Within One Week Of Receipt To: i
The Marytand IV Study -
College of Library & Information Senices
Room 3114, Hombake Libeary
«  University of Marytand
Cq%&egg?ﬁi.ﬁsﬁﬁﬁwﬂz

Y

»

Your completed questionnaire will be seen only by the immedizte rcs::zf;.’h add and will be us:dﬁxaatgtcajpmpogs
enly Le daa gathering, processing, and analysis, Confidentiality will be presenved. No personally identifying information
will be released to anyone. . ’

While you 2re not reguired to respond, sonr cnrdion B nevded to make the results of the suney comprehensive,
sccurate, and timely,

|C MDErv16160—01—12/80 - ‘

fﬂﬂm




et (he t2em “losroctions] Televizion” (o2 ITV) reioni o exy [nccod
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1980-1981 PRINCIPAL QUESFIONNAIRE

&

el

ez aupply the infrmesion in Section A using school ez 1920 1831 fizures. Thisinformation will be used for our rec0:
%@@%mmﬁsﬁ@a@%ma%ﬁ%d@%ﬁmm@ Names end other =
Wsﬁ&aﬂ&%@ywﬁ@@aﬁﬂm@ﬁxmwm

~_

e
(I (D
" I o i h

. L]

2 Circie € gradzs wiach £ it Iy yous school

(W ungradisd, cirgle nesrest piade equivaions ) .y PRE-K-1.2:3.4:3-6:7:8.9.10-11-12
---—-:-—-—-——--—---,---A--——‘--E:-Q ————— —-——-_--—*--——---—i
1 ©hxt wis e we! Averzse Dally Anendance (ADA) shudent 22255 <
%Eﬁ&mm@sm& 150 ADA £
-————-q:—————————-—--———-—c—g——'—————-——.———-————————-———'————l E
4 fareiion 1o lex e, hes your eowolment 1 0 Incre=sed 2 O Decressed ;
a0 _ 3 O Remsined ghonst Gie g2 =
5 [ow meny ciesroom teschens sre there in your school? Fisee repont 8 Number of teachens '\ b’Number of full z
%&ﬁd%@eﬁﬁ@ﬁad&é@g&@ time equivelent g
%wmﬁﬁaﬁmﬁwbmﬁg%a techen
ft.eime equivalent. DO NOT INCLUDE specizlins such & Liwasian,

Becuree toscher or Naves [n youir ceinimions.

€ B ey peckiiss are ther bn your schooD Ficsee repont both the
pumifer of the epecialisns
et exhtstah
ediers DO NOT INQLUDE

2 Principel &t s, echool ‘
. B Aa educmor (Including peesent and £l podvious positions.) e o -g - o




. Eo A?é%%ugy é P ESSTR{S O] T%%a mv) :
10. IV programming svailzble (either directly ba gl or by videotpe
yoax echool? o

~ ~ -
= === i e ettt :
= 12 MM@%@W&%@W@:@%@ : 20 .
— s year? te=chers - B
= (prumhbahbmmb@muadn‘%;w@% N hd =
= ﬁﬁ'l’g.p%s;e@@m) : . . E
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— . Qennel(s) —— i
= (Cirse o2 thst eppiy.) _ b *) =
: ¢ Videodisc ) !
d Coble lovizion # =
| ¢ Cloesd cisoult or Mooy eomma pezem B
{ Doa't know .
- S L e G e e — T —————————— T —— —— — Yy — . —— . — —— —— —— — —— — — S — A — . — —
— -
14. Dezcribe the quality of tzizvicion reception in your Saddlding . . 1 Good
= (Circiz ome) 2 Eir
3 Poor
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1y

18, Vixh bem Gmrbe fw kxmmon o TV oo & poa schood? |
(Cicle one) :

- <

5

14, %%mﬁmh%d‘l\lw’
(Cizcie one) -

17. Eow euch of the time are the 222 in your school in good repeir?
(Cizcie one)

18 Do you scguire pre fecorded programs from a local distict, egtonsl or
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ﬁe%@%
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4 We have po repair policy :
- som»(/%e@ﬁy) -
\
¥ . .
—————— S = T ———
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l { o &s@%ﬁgwmﬁu%oengwm@aym
‘ with ITV personnel from quzside the school? 10 Yo . 20No .
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y Yes, No Yes No
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S 129 o .




| 24 %%@a@%me&%ﬁawg-w’%dme 10 % b
%%@E%%ﬁuﬁaﬁ!mﬁ? 20 Vb ’
(Geckome) 30 1bour '
L 40 1% bou
’ SO 2w 4o
. 6 O 3 hous or mose i
70 Noestbmt
[ e 4
D. Your Frepasatioa For Uss of TV, R ' ’
35. Haeymcwrladtsninginte wseofsgecicTVeesimsorthewseef | 10 Yo 20 No
IV s ezl . !
(i%@ﬁﬁmn) : . .
: ¥Ya which 3) of t2ining have you had? I College commswork \
. (Circle & that 2opy) b Disiet imservice _—
: © Telovized [TV ifecrvice e2vics
d Woskshops g profesionsl mec N
¢ S22 Deperement of Education nrservice
f Westhiop by loczl TV exion Which channel
S G W S VIS S S S e G G G S G S e S e Ghe S G e SR G S T G G G Ay A G G e GBS G G S SR R I GEL SN SR S . . S p—
25 Eswe you hed £y such peindes wrishin the I e poorn? 18 Yo ~ 20M
—-—-—r ..................... -—------—_--_—-_T ----------
'
E Beactiomsto Usz o NIV /
57.  Which of the following stsemenss deacribes your pesccptions of ITV . Retther ]i z
. = Az o Mot £
; cis e epproprize rmmmber for exch) Ast=  Dimsree  Dissgrer  Applicshe o &
, ;Ta%a%mg%ﬁem%égyswaég é £
, B I | 2 3
b.mf%s%&%%’%gé b 1 2 3
¢ 1TV b 8 ==l e=ciing tool ) c 1 2 . | .
arﬁa@w%@%%eﬁv é 1 2 3 é
gie%aé%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ@;ﬁ%&eeﬁg .
- e .1 2 3
t.%gps@%%e:a@s%ﬁ%%%ama—éﬁa s
: fa the ci==rpom f 1 2 3 é
i g&%sﬁ%@%%%rﬂuﬁ g ! 2 3
| .e.:e%e%aéﬁm@%sapﬁs@m%@%a . .
| 1 2 -
' L O of the 75t ténes 10 g0 b atisht budsstry environment s FIV + 1 2 3 é
’ } B%Eﬁ%m%%S%a%ﬁ%%
. L gt TV , i 2 3
%&Ba%a%dm
= %&%%@’
' A peesslterez ém%‘é‘%s s 1 2 3
b égﬁs"%ﬂéﬁ b 1 2 3
€ o provids ESorent mproaches £ prosenting pemeril c1 — 2 3
4 © reindrce musial teaiyt b Gty o éd 1 - 2 3
€ bring now resossess gid/or perions fa G cla=roon e 1 2 3
L aﬁ%%ﬁﬁaaa% . o1 2 3
8 e load g ! 2 3
B %@%%ﬁ:ﬁé%%ﬂ%“ : h 1 2 3
L %%ﬁ%‘%ﬁ%@%l%&%% it 2 3
} %gﬁ%ﬁ%&%%&d%ﬁﬁea j 1 2 3
[ 1 %%%%B%;%ﬁ%{% f
= %g .2 —F= t ‘ z 5
L %esﬁeét%ﬁ.%% & %ﬁﬁe&ag&y%&
(eg. shool dosins, Torg 120 tescher £e2n0es) 11 2 3
8, o owvey eseniisl eeming 250 al 2‘ 3
. 1 .
4 WUlo




7
g * i . ' -

l \ - =
diffcult is i to mainzin 8 budget for TV s compered with other ’ -1 Much herder for [TV -
Mtﬁa&%’ %, 2 Harder =
(Circiz one.) - 3 No &erence =
i o
" S Much easler fx ITV - =
A S — — S T Smm. AN S V. S SE. S S — e s G ——— — —— —— — > G et — Y i S— — S— > S — G G — = G S G G G S j:

- ’ .

! © &0, Thinkng Sout & tie ksues on which you ond yousr tme & &0 1 A Rir emount =
scbrinistraior, both in meetinss ind outside of meetinos, how mych 2 A modzreie prount . =
gmﬁmsw@m%zs’ 3 Alme =
(Ciscie ome.) 4 Nooe, or £most 00 time + =

41.  Listed below 2re some msiements shout various @f/

%%g!eeé&%wvesc”nwwby &zmﬁac

Nzither Agree

. Aztee  Nor Diz=srec Diz=zres @éﬁ@k
& TV £hows prezt possdilales for teacher crestivity s 1 3
b. Teschers, when uslng instructions! televizion, boer eome of thelr
fe=portance in the ciz=zroom eoiting b1
¢ The perstasl relsionsiep between sudent end tzacher b lost when

television i wed - c 1
4 Tz éovlopment of more rew Estnugsions] televizlon prostams
Bawste of time E a1
e Wicer e of inszructional television i3 meedzd €

f The =2 of i=structions] television makes gy midiect mater more
Jeresting .
., @& kestructional teiovision should inmire students © grester auviosity

b
NOONONRN NN NNN
S A s & sa & & &

W W W W W W W

* &d leaming : . - og 1
b f=structionz] television is &l rizht but [ fes] it hes been overem: -
phesized h o1
L %mmwamm@\mmm . :
, gore i echool i1 E
F. &=tistics on Students ) =
kd - =
42 Stich is the be=t eximete of the economic level of fanilies whose chil: 1 Low iacome .
&en ere e2rved by your school? 1 lowrsEdEe booese =
(&émﬁmﬁl%@ﬁemm) 3 Fish-middle income - £
¢« 4 ¥E=h income . £
----—.-----T ——————————————— R Sy SV S I G D G TEY S S G W G R E—— T W A —— ——
32 Agproximaely what percentist of sudents (n your hiodd sre from =
Bomes where the primary of Gominant languase is other than Easlis N
(B2se cstimate on ADA student mempbersiEp ) %

(O DI . (U0 Om0 00 O &O§D &0 &@oo

44, %wmmm@mmmmm@a
Eaz=c Ested below zre epoken? ,

2
-

. (Base cstimases on ADA stwdent membepship ) %
€5 Approximacly what porcentsze of suderss in
l your % Amnerican Indian o Alzslon Native
% AsEnor Pacifc klnder -
—————— % Hispanic
) : . . _-. % Black (rot of Hispanic origin)
I ) A s e % White (2ot of Hispanic origin)
ERIC . ,




§7. Aogmes =y eeoisly ,
’ %%%%%%ﬂgmaﬁa ting ,

mﬁ%ﬁiﬂﬂ ese é@ﬂma .
—L(‘lgel) b = 0 .1 2 3 4 %5 6 7 cxmowe

o Mmoo es v @.mmmnﬁgmawwmm?@ o e Tt Wl
eticar vhat you £ £3 your gresest progem ooeds dusing e next Swec yeans

L4

s \

€2 e epeEin iy (ieTesEd (n TR o eTy s = d TV mmaaﬁaéﬁgy = my mscormes of i usry e Y
%!emiy@faaﬁammmﬁawm@m@gﬁ‘géwﬁhmmmg@nﬁ%

gach%gﬁ?.

s

M

WMWWW“W‘WWW

%ﬁ%%&%ﬁﬁ%&%@%gﬁﬁz
iﬁm%wma&mmdﬁzéﬁ%@d%m check here O 20 RDRRY &8 with your

Cry e zp

-

»




o
~
i

133

’ £
L%
*

:
:
:
] .
:
P
:
<

-y




P THE MARYLAND ITV UTILIZATION STUDY

UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND
Y . Colreaz PAfK 20742

#

€5LLEGE OF LISRARY AND RMATION EZRVL PHONE: (301) 434.3447

+ UADZRCRADUATE LISRARY BULLDING, ROOM 1104

(INTRODUCTORY SUPERINTENDENT LETTER)ES

\\ ! N

Television has been used in Maryland's public schools for many years, yet
information concerning its use has never been gathered statewide. This is a
concern both to members of the education community and to state policymakers.

5 ’?

In response to a request from the legislature, the Division of Instructional
Television, MDSE, has asked us to undertake this study of television use in
schools so that they can better serve the people of the state. 1In addition, the

_profeéssional organizations listed in this letter have recognized the importance
-of this study and given it their endorsement, <

o ——

in defining instructional~direction. It is essential, in planning ITV services,
for the ITV Division to understand your present and projected policies toward
the use of television in your schools. To aid in our understanding we are
sending you a short questionnaire which we would ask you to take 15 minutes or
s0 to complete. The questionnaire will be arriving at your office within the

veek,

~ >

In addition, we have randomly selected a gmall sample of schools across the
state and are asking the Principal, the Media Specialist, and five Teachers
about the ways they do or do not use ITV. Any assistance and support you might
provide in ensuring a high response rate to our questionnaire would be appreciated.

/

All data will be held in the strictest confidence. All of the respondents
will return their completed questionnaires directI? to us; only ifmmediate
project staff will see them. Data will be reported in aggregate only so that
no individual educator or school can be identified.

An executive summary of the study will be avauable to all respondents
request it.. ,

If you have any questions after you-have received the materials, please do’
nof hesitcte to call us at 301/454-2590 or 454-2558.

¥e appreciate your cooperation. Thank you. . / .
' Sincerely,

+

l As Superi‘nteﬁdent of your county's school system, you play a central role

Kerry A. Johmson, Ph.D.
Endoned by: . : Project Director
, N
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COLLEGE OF LIBRARY AND INFORMATION EZRVICES
UNDERGRADUATE LIBRARY BUILDING, BROM 1101

THE MARYLAND ITV UTILIZATION S1UUY

UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND
CoLLEcz PARK 20742

{LETTER ACCOMPANYING SUPERINTENDENT QQESTIONNAIRES)

March 23, 1981

A few days ago I wrote you-.about the Maryland ITV Utilizatioen
Study. Here is the questionnaire I asked you to fill out.
It should take about fifteen minutes of your time. As I mén-

tioned, your personal assistance is critical to the success of
this project.

In addition, I informed you that we would be sending question-
naires to principals, media specialists and teachers in randomly
selected schools in your district. ‘I am sensitive to the fact
thag some school districtsfbavg a written agreement with their
teachers whereby some type of compensation must be made if a
teacher is requested to fill out a form. If that is the case in
your district, any accommodation would be deeply appreciated.
Our questionnaires ar¢ designed to take a minimm of time by
asking only for information your educators have in memory. Most
individuals in-the field test required 15-20 minutes to cemplete
the - form.

/ .ol
If you have any questions or uncertainties about this study, -

please do not hesitate to call &2 personally at (301) 454-2590 -
or 454-2558, ) '

Again, thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely, N

Kerry A. Johnson, Ph,D.'/ . .
Project Director A '
KAJ/g=h ' f
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THE MARYLAND ITV UTILIZATION $1UDY
l S U}x\i\?éﬁs“iﬁ OF %aQRYLAND -
o . ¢ Cowuecr Pamx 20742 .

,,,,,,,

““
esu.ges ©F LIS2ARY AND IXFORRATION EZRVICES PHONE: (301) 4343441
LSSDERCRABUATE LISRARY BUILDING, ROOM 1101 o

. (FOLLOW-UP LETTER TO SUPERINTENDENT)

st
w g

L. * April 23, 1981

-' Ve
“

s

About one month ago I- sent you a questionnaire about your district's policies
toward the use of instructional television in the schools. The return rate
has. been extemely high; as a result we are only a few counties shy of having
all questionnaires returned. Since we have nqt heard from your office with
regard to the survey I am taking the liberty gending you another copy of
the questionnaire in*the hope that you will take the 15-20 minutes to complete
it and return it to me., :

3

»
4

»
4!
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¥
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As 1 mentioned before, we z;eally appreciate the time, thought and effort you
: vil]s{ making to supply us with thig important ihformation. If you have any
questions or concerns about the study please do not hesitate to call be pers

sondlly a 301-45/4.-2590 or 2558. . ' '

Again.’f;éé‘gih to thank you ¥6r your cooperation. .
Yours truly, .

-

‘ ,) ( Kerry A. Johnson, Ph.D. E
| ‘ Project Director - * . . _ , - .
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DEFINITION, ' .

) | . i " ]
Ficase sUppjyine tnformation M Secton A using school year 1920 1931 Bgures. This information will be used for our recond keep .
13 and da1a knalysis purposes only and fur sending you a Sumunzry Repon of the study, if you request one Names and other identi ?
%ﬁﬁmﬁnhﬁé@%cﬁymﬁa%mw@mwmmm )
. A Y : .
) | i
-
Teleohone Number A — : 4 . ‘ é
—-—--——-'——-1—-———-‘.—- ——————— D Gt S S — —————————————Q————-—
2 Have you ever hed training in e use efagpeciic [V esriss ordieuse. )
o 1TV in general? v < % 10 Yes - 20.No i
(X Ao, go to quzszion 3) - -
§Ves: - _ i - . . )
8. Fiess indicste which s) of tzeiniag you have had . <
(Circle aff tet 2pply.) et i . a Collese coursework l
s " ’ : " b Digrict in-service

1)

3 mﬁﬁgﬂegf)@@m‘é%ﬁmdﬁ%”‘
& Duding the pest 3 years . )
b. Dazing the next 3 yeans . .

A G — G A A S U G S— T —— g

S A o S e A S i S S S S

‘4 ?@ﬁ%&rﬁ”"gﬁhﬁﬂff'm?a“ oIV

S—

7. .
& K iseasier to et specialfédera of state funding for ITV ihen for ather




Lt =, : . i
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3., FRowé&Sicultbitto maimainabudast for
. esructions] maserials?
(Clxcle one.) .

s2plies, contractual
mm(&wmm)&éwm%dm@
port the production, soquisition and we of ITV)
-.——-————————,——-- ——————  —————— - -‘ —————— . — R e S = —— Y —————— S~ — —
8 Dwmﬁdgmﬁa&a@cmh@@@ -
IV, equipment (eg. smortization formula)? 10 Yes . 20 No.
-—-‘—————l———*-—-———-—————-—.————.————_—_—_—_—_? _______
B. Availability. of FTV ~ PE
% .
9. BM@W@%(%MM@WM)M ;
£ leext some of the buildinss i your school system? 10 Yes ' 20 No
(¥ Mo, go to question 12)
10. Wiich Gescribes the method(s) of receptitn/trensmission in your
Esatrict? a Direct on-ir brosdcast from public eelevizion (i.e, son
o (Circle ol tiiat 2pply.) commercial gaton(s)
Channel(s)
N b Cedle televizion
“ <
d Ciosed\circuit or Master encenna gystem
: \ ¢ Videodisc
1»\ E ol f Doa know
Ay T — A0t Svn t— ————— v ——— s =l e —— . ——— A S — Y PO —— ——— -— — “—g—
11 ¢ in column @ the number of clazsroom teschefs there sre in
. your dzrict znd in column b etimate the of those teachers
wao use [TV reguariy (Le., spproaimately 7% of a lessons in ot least
e TV eories). : & Teachens in b Teachens
District o EngTTV
' .
“—--———_--T-—Lﬂ_—i ——————————— —-——'————b ——————————— e S e — S i ——
12, Dgsms%ﬁmgdmmmp@a@ . .
(F Mo, go ©o question 14) . 10 Yes ’ 20 Mo




13 %mmmaww N & E=tructioe=! we %.' t
(Circle &l tast 2ppRy) - b Adminigrztive =2 (0£, ERNOUNCEIENIS)
: . ¢ lrsxvicetgining 0
4 Production expericnce for shudenis
: ¢ Teacher feedback (e.g, tlowing him/her to view his/
s ket own perfocmance)
‘ f Sudent Eodback (e.g, slowing him/her to view his/
. % ] ' ber own perfotiance)
14. 'Then pew bulidines sre designed for your district; sre they planned to . '
fachude tie e of ITV? N 1 Always
* (Check one.) : , 2 Uaally |
. s 2" 3, Usmnally not
. ' 4 Never
S Does not 2pply
1S, -Have you done (or do you plan 10 do) ey of the following? Dorz during the ~ Plsaned for the  Have not and
* 7 (Qecle the sppropeizte mumber for each.) ‘ tst 3 yens pext 3years  don't pin to
& Increzsing the mumber of TV s2ts. ’ 1 2 3
. b. Replacing black end white sets by coloe 1 2 3
€. Adiding vidoolape eqepment 1 .2 g
1 2
1 2 . 3
1 2 3
1 2 3
3, .
= 2 1 2 3
—_——————-— Ry e - —_—————— e =, -
16 m%&m"m@(:%osx)gmmmmg r
mﬁmm@mw 10 Yes - 20 No
(X No, peagecd to-guestion 17
2 ¥ Y, plime indicate in which aress:) . .
(Circle &ll thit 2pfy ) B 2 Piot proarem in the use of ITV
) M b Equipment or facilities
, ﬁefé‘ ) . ¢ Evahetion of programs *
. G . d Dmpact (utitizztion ) sudy
_ \ € Other (plesse specify) :
--—__—.---‘——-”.f_? ——————— O — — ——— T T———— -j ————— - — — — — Y S S S——— A —
17. Doss your dirict pertiéipes by mste IV eeries development, eefec:
T4 ton, oricvlsion? : .
—---—_—q——-‘f“-.d-————v————-—"—————s-c——-q—
. .“,l: ;- ,‘4 . ‘f(i- " .
18. During the cusrent 100! yeaz (198081 ) bve you e3 Superintendent \
faad srmy coract with 24 from the ITV Division of the Sizte Depenment Q .
of Educstion? . ’ . 10 Yes . 20 No
- (Efé.pﬁc@dtbﬁmlé , % ; . i
8 ¥ Ye, plemse circlz kems wiich descrie e=perience.) - 2 visied me P
~ = vms b I met st=ff = inservice .
N . o . ¢ They provided newslctters, guides, or other publicky
LA : , d 1 tafked with them on the phonc
) ‘ : ) ¢ | have sesved on thelr Curriculum cogenitioss
] : f 12ppeared in a local g )
g Other communication (piesse specily) _—
o & N 5
A

\”rf\v\;"
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- 19 @s‘%g&@mﬂm@%mmm )
\ nmw 1 Srongly encoursge use
(€Cucle ond.) ’ ' 2 Encoursge “use but leave to digeretion of individual
o v . sﬁwgaa&ﬁm
: g Netther encouress of ¢iacourese u=e
At » , 4 Discourses wse buf lesve to discretion of individual
— . .o <hool end teachers
. o : S Sronsly discourss? us
‘—--———-——--—;————L ———————— .‘-—_.—;—-— ----------- r~x X K N X X X J
. 10 Yes 20N |
) (FNg potogesion2l i - .
H Y, please indicate.)
& Wit i the title of that person? * 1 [V Coordinstor '
(Cizcle ome.) ' . 2 Medh coondinator .
> . 3 Coosdinzzor of Learning Resources
) 4 Cumriculum Coordinstor .
‘ $ Onher (please epectly)
~ " i é
, ooeyimanly whet percenze=e of that person's tipe B dowoled ™
‘«“ . —%
c%@ymﬁaé&@w%mm@aﬁm
(ITV) =
. g . S Ga AN S S G T G— — ——— A — S S S U S— 4 —————— e — — s —— - G e G S U R e M SR GE s
21, %w%ﬁ%mmm@gdmeﬁl . .
thiz to your teachers? o 10 Yes .. 20 No ,
(E&pmg&sﬂmﬁ) ’
2 &mmeﬁymmmmm
widdh s=ency? :mmﬁwdw
(Cucie alf timt £pRRY ) b School darict

butlding
dlocal TVRation Wichchanned -
' . ¢ Unlveresty or college
) P { Cuher (plesse peciy)

+g Don't know

-q—-—-——d——-——-———-—————-n—-—-————_—-‘-_-————-—-—-—--—-—-—————

2. Belowisakstof @ of TTV. Circle the spproprize pumber 1o fase
esch e for 13 importance

' .« <.

s ﬁm&%dmtﬁemm
b. To preesnt new matericls
¢. To provide &Serent spproaches for presenting materials
d To reforce msterial tasht fn other lessons
¢. To bring new resources. and/or persons into the clsseroom
£ Tomotivete pudenty’ sret s et ~
To Eahien Gz seaching oad
To sllow teacher to cbecrve e edenzs
Lfoéwmeﬁ/w@éeﬁsu&ﬂarﬁewﬁa &
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26 What do you think {5 the general sinude of each of the following :
4 groups of people bn your district toward ITV? ) . Favor its Agalna
 (Circle the epproprisic nusber for each.) . Us Neutral us Use
& The School Bosid '
b. Pavents in general . TN
@ Deperment chalr or Sublect Maiter Specialists
of Subi -
{ 3 (Check here i not spplicable D) > d
I e Ocher teachers ’ - -
| £ Speciatisss in schools (e.g, Counstlors, Media Specizlisis; do not ' 3
include the Nuree) - ‘ 4 £
g Sudents 8
h
i

L4

)
NNV N [ SN N NN
W W e WY W W W W e

D. geaansmm%aﬁm

25, Lized below sre sme gatements sbout various aspects of ITV.  Please
fadicate your reaction to each by circiing the appropriate pumber

L 5 4

. a. ITV shows great possdilities for simubiting teacher creativity ] 1
' b.Tmmn@%MEk@ngmdw
Ezportance in the dassroom s21ting .
¢ The personal relztionship between student end teacher is lost when
instructional television {5 used
T d. The development of mose new instructional television programs
" B 2 waste of time.

n
)

i
|
i
%
:

inssrestdng 3 oy
gwmmwmmgﬁam
snd lesming
h jnetructional television is gll rigit but [ fzel it hes been overem-
phasized h 1
i AChildren wsich enough television 2t home: they don't needto watch
gore in school . . .
} m@qg%mm%ﬁﬁ@kl@m&gm
years . . j 1
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LY \Y ] W N \h AN » w ww
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25 Thar was the tota] Avereae Dally Atendance (ADA ) in your Estrict on
er showe October 30, 15597 (Half-day rasrsery school of kixicrganen
mmﬁdb‘emssﬁmammm

27. 'Whst percentags d&mdm&ﬁu%ém
estimste 10 be: (Base estimste on A\ gudent membership and answer
£ pasts 9o that total equsls 100%.)
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a W%dewﬁ%ﬁnmm
mmmm«m%smmg&?
(Bese estimstes on ADA student membership.)  « *
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! 30, st perventzse of shdents In your disrict are. (\ 1 —— % Asfrican Indian or Aliskan Native
gé%f_%aorl’adéctéﬁ:m &
v . -__—.%H%Iﬂc
’ . " & % Black (not of Hispanic origin)
E g . . S % White (not of Hispanic ongin) hall
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APPEHRDTI X B (Part 1) ‘ '

SSAHPLER:, Gets a random starting®point from the user and picks
a sample of schools from UNIVERSE and writes it in SAMPLE. In-
addition, a brief report is printed at the terminal.

P.Fig. Keller, February, 1981

-/ . - .
*Rﬁhstream needed to activate the process:
@ASG,A UNIVERSE. ,5
@USE 10.,UNIVERSE.
@ASG,A SAMPLE. *
@USE 20.,SAMPLE. -
€XQT PROGRAMS.ASAMPLER

IHTEGEﬁQTYPE,HCODE,COCODE,SCHHUH,TOTEHR,SIGHA,ZIP,INTVAL
INTEGER STEP,RNDSP,UNICT,UNIEN,SAHCT, SAMEN

INTEGER UNITYP(31,5),SAMTYP(31,5),UNIROL(31,5),SAMROL(31,5)
CHARACTER®34 HADDR(3)

4

100 FORMAT (I1,2J2,J4,16,3A34,J5)

200 FORMAT (11,2J2,J4,1I4,3A34,J5) ‘

300 FORMAT (' Enter a random starting point ‘between 1.& 3675«>"')
320 FORMAT (14)
322 FORMAT (' Random starting point=z',I4/)

* 400 FORMAT (//' Number of Schools by County Code by School Type'/)

402 FORMAT (9X,'=~>SAMPLEC-=',20X,'==>UNIVERSE<-="'7)

. 403 FORMAT (2X,'Cnty Typ2 Typ3 Typl4 Typ5 Tot!,

1! Typ2 Typ3 Typld TypS Tot'/)
404 FORMAT (4X,J2,515,4X,515)
406 FORMAT (/! Total',515,4X,515)
408 FORMAT (///' Schaol Enrollment by County Code by School Type'/)

410 FORMAT (14!,‘-->SAHPLE<--',30X,'-->UHIVERSE<--'/) %%%3%3\
811 FORMAT (2X,'Cnty Typ2 . Typ3 Typ4  Typs Tot!', -
1 Typ2 Typ3 Typ4 TypS Ter' /)

. 812 FORMAT (4X,J2,517,4X,517)

814 FORMAT (/' Total’,517,4X,5I7)
816 FORMAT (/77! R T ++...End of processing')

Initialize

SIGHA=0
INTVAL=z3675
UHICT=0
URIEH=0
SAMCT=0
SAHEE:O C e
DO 3 Iz1,5 -
DO 2 J=1,31 -
N URITYP(J,I)=07
SAKTYP(J,1)=0
UNIROL(J,I)=0
SAMROL(J,I)=0




3

12
c- ~

C Write Report ' —
c .

92

2

CONTINUE . -
CONTINUE - * . .

PRINT 300 . :

READ 320,RHDSP , _
PRINT 322, RHDSP _ : >
STEP=RNDSP c

IGHMA= SIGHA+TOTE§R : —

UNICT=UNICT+1

UNIEN=UNIEN+TOTENR )
UHITYP(COCODE,TYPE=-1)= UHITYP§COCODE YPE-1)+1
UHIROL(COCODE,TYPE~-1)=UNIROL(COCODE,TYPE-1)+TOTENR
IF(SIGMA.LT. STEP)GOTO 8
WRITE(20,200)TYPE,NCODE, COCODE SCHHUH TOTENR,NADDR, Z
STEP= STEP+IHTVAL

SAMCT=SAMCT+1
SAHEH=SAMEN+TOTENR

SAMTYP(COCODE, TYPE~1)=SAMTYP(COCODE, TYRE~1) +1
gg?gOé(COCG@E » TYPE~1)=SAHROL (CQCODE ,TYPE~1)+TOTENR
END FILE 20

7/

DO 94 I=1,30
DO 92 J=1,4 -~
UNITYP(I,5)=UNIBYP(I,5)+UNITYP(I,J)
UNITYP(31,J)=UNITYP(31,d)+UNITYP(I,J)
UNIROL(I,5)=UNIROL(J,5)+UNIROL(I,Jd) ’
UNIROL(31,J)=UNIROL(31,J)+UNIROL(I,J)
SAMTYP (I,5)=SAMTYP(I,5)+SAMTYP(I,J)
AMTYP€31,J) sSAMTYP(31,J)+SAMTYP(I,J) -
. BAMROL(I,5)=SAMROL (T,5)+SAMROL (I,J)
SAMROL (31, J)=SAMROL(31,J)+SAHROL(I,J)
CONTIMNUE ~

4 COHTINUE

PRINT 400 .
PRINT 402- \\ﬁ,///
PRINT 403 °
DO 20 I=1,23 ' .
PRINT 4041, (SEMTYP(1,4),J=1,5), (UNITYP(L,Jd),J=1,5)
CONTINUE
1230
PRINT 404, 1 (SAMTYP(I,J),J=1,5), (UNITYP(I,J),J=1,5)
Iz31
PRINT 406, (SAHTY® (I, J) J=1,4),SAMCT, (UNITYP(I,Jd),Jd=1,4) ,UNICT
PRINT 408
PRINT 410 :
PRINT 411 LN
DO 22 Iz1,23
PRINT 412,I, (SAHROL(I J) J=1,5) (UNIROL(I,J),d=1,5)
CONTIKUE _ , N
I=30 : -




%\
163

PRINT MZIVI,(SAHROL(I,J),J=1,5),(UHIROL(I,J),J:1,5)
I=31 : , .
PRINT UM,(SAHROL(I,J),J=1,13),SAHEH,(UHIROL(I,J),J:‘I,M,UNIEN
PRINT 416

STOP
END
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- ‘ " APPENDI X B ' (Part 2)

'Solicits i?put from the terminal %o enter Adata from the Teacher
‘Questionnaire, does some error and logic <heckings concatehates the
tdata into character strings, and writes them to an intermediate file,
'which the user must append onto the main teacher data file before
:reactivating the program for anothéer session at the terminal.

'P,F.G., Keller, May, 1981
1]

100 STRINGS 3

120 DIM G$(20),C$(20),A%(20),A(20), ss(7o 2),B$ ‘ ,

140 B$-CHR$(7) ' ol

160 FOR I=1 TO 14 ! READ G$(I) xsxr 1

180 DATA P, x 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12

200 FOR I=1 TO 16 1 READ cs( ) 1 NEXT I

220 DATA A,B,C,D,E,F,G, H I,J,x,;,n,u,o,P
222 FOR I=1 TO 6

224 READ W(I)

226 HEXT I , S

228 DATA 78,70,80,79,79,73

240 LINES 80 . .

260 STRINGS 90

280 GOSUB 5300

300

320 ' ENTRY POINT FOR NEW QUESTIONNAIRE

320 PRINT ! PRINT ! PRINT

360

380 'CARD IMAGE 1 I 1

300 2 i?// P

520 X=1 '

827 PRINT CHR$(T); :

440 "SEVEN-DIGIT ID#"; ! INPUT I$ ! R$=CAT$(I$,"1 ") ! L$(X)=R$ -

860 "#1:GRADES TAUGHT" ! MAT INPUT A$ 7/

580 IF A$(1)="X" THEN R$:"99999999959999" 1 GOTO 620 &

500 R§="22222222222222" ,

520 FOR I=1 TO NUM

540 FOR J=1 TO 14

WO~V Iz v

560 - IF A$(I)=G$(J) THEN GOSUB 4400 AN
580 HEXT J
600 HEXT I

620 GOSUB 4320

640 GOSUB 5020

660 "$2:"; ! GOSUB 4260

680 '33.8TUDEHTS"'B$, ! INPUT R$ ! IF LEH(R$)<3 THEN R$=CAT$("0",R$)
700 GOSUB 4320 .

T20 "3b:CLASSES"{ ! GOSUB 4260

740 "#4:LETTER CODES FOR SUBJECTS"; ! Y=15 ! GOSUB 4520

760 GOSpB 5020

T80 “#y:"; 1 GOSUB 4260

800 "#6:YRS HERE,YRS OVERALL"; ! HAT INPUT" A$

820 IF HUMC2 LHEH PRINT BS$; "Two values, stupid!" { GOTO 800 '
B4o FOR I=1 TO 2 ! L$(X) CAT$(L$(X) A$(I)) ! HEXT I

147
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860 GOSUB 5020 Lo -
88Q "#7aTb:";- | GOSUB 4260
920 "#8:"; 1 GOSUB 4260 .
Q40 "#9:"; 1 GOSUB 4260 -
960 "#10:TYPES PROG AVAIL"; | Y=6 1 GOSUB 4520
980 "#11:"; | GOSUB 4260 \° ' : \
1000 "#12:LOCATIONS"; ! Y=6 %\ GOSUB 4520 . :
1020 GOSUB 5020 o - J
1040 "#13:"; | GOSUB 4260 /
1060 "#1U43"; 1 GOSUB 4260 . ,
1080 "#15:TYPES HARDWARE"; 1 Y=7-1 GOSUB 4520
1100 "#16 "; 1 GOSUB 4260 S P
1120 "#17:"; | GOSUB 4260 S *
1140 GOSUB 5100 : -
1160 IF U=0 THEN 380 '
1180 °
1200 'CARD IMAGE 2

1240 x 2 . 2

1260 R$=CAT$(I$,"2 ") 1 L$(X)=R$ ’

1280 "#18:USE FACTORS"; ! Y=11 I GOSUB 4520 |

1300 GOSUB 5020.

1320 "#19:ARRANGEMENTS"; | Y=5 ! GOSUB 4520

1340 "#20:"; { GOSUB 4260 ;

1360 "#21:MEDIA USED"; ! Y=9 ! GOSUB 4520 -

1380 "#22:"; -

1500 INPUT R$ ! IF LEN(R$)<2 THEN R$: CAT$("0™,R$)

1420 GOSUB 4320 _ :
1440 "#23(LEFT):ITV THIS SUBJ" ! Y=16 ! GOSUB 4520 ) 9
1460 "#23(RIGHT):SUPPLEMENT"; | Y=16 ! GOSUB 4520 -

1480 GOSUB 5100 :

1500 IF Uz0 THEN 1200 -

1540 'CARD IMAGE 3 .
1560 * - . |
1580 X=3 ‘

1600 R$=CAT$(I$,"3 ") | L$(X)=Rs$

1620 "#23(RIGHT):CENTRAL"™; ! Y=16 ! GOSUB 4520 °

1640 GOSUB_5020 '

1660 "#24:"; 1' GOSUB 4260 . .

1680 "#25:"; | GOSUB 4260 .- S .

1700 "#26:"; | GOSUB 4260 '

1720 "#27:"; 1 GOSUB 4260

1740 "#28: OUTCOMES"; ! Y=8 ! GOSUB 4520 :

1760 "$29:"; | GOSUB 4260 T -

1780 "#30:USE SERIES,USE PROGS"; ! GOSUB 4860

1800 IF U=0 THEN 1780 ‘.

1820 "#31-#33:"; t GOSUB 4260 .

1880 "pre~#35:Was a series named <Y,Non : .

1900 INPUT R$ ! R$= CAPS(R$) ! IF HID$(R§’1 1)-"H" THEN 2120
1920 R$="1" | GOSUB 4320

1940 "#35-#37"; 1 GOSUB 4260

2100 GOTO' 2140

”#é§;20*3$'"999999999" ! GOsuB "320

L




‘"$U4(TOP)sCONTAGT"; ! GOSUB 4260

* /
[

-

"#§¢—GUID£S AVAIL,GUIDES USEFUL"; ! GOSUB 4860
IF U=0 THEN 2140

"#39-#41:"; | GOSUB 4260

"#42:BLDG COOR,IS IT YOU?"; ! GOSUB 4860
IF U=0 THEN 2240

"#43:SERVICES"; ! Y=6 ! GOSUB 4520

(LEFT):DISTR SVCS™;. 1 Y=6 ! GOSUB 4520
4(RIGHT):ST SVCS"; ! Y=6 ! GOSUB 4520
mgu5:n: | GOSUB 4260
cosus 5100 - .
IF U=0 THER "1540 .

:CARD IMAGES 4 & 5

L$(U4)=CATS$(I$,"y n) s,
L8$(5)=CAT$(1$,"5 ™) N T .
FOR I= 1 TO 70
FOR J=1 TO 2 ! S$(I,J)="g} | NEXT J
NEXT I !
PRINT B$
"#34 #%THE BIG ONE##v ) ‘
"Which Series got responses"; ! MAT INPUT A
IF A(1)=0 THEN 2760
FOR K=1 TO NUM
PRINT _
"Series rating,Guide rating [for series";A(K); "]"'
INPUT 3$(ACK),1),S$(A(K),2)
NEXT K

-

_PRINT
FOR I=1 TO 70

FOR J=1 TO 2
-L$(J+3)=CAT$(L$(J+3),58(1,J))
HEXT J
NEXT I
X=4 1 GOSUB 5100

$,"6 ") 1t L$(X)=R$
! GOSUB 4260 .

"y7n: 1 GOSUB 4260

PRINT

"§48:"; | GOSUB 4260

"$49:TYPES OF TRAINING"; ! Y=6 ! GOSUB 4520
"§50"; | GOSUB 4260 -
"§517; | GOSUB" 4260

PRINT ‘

"52"; | GOSUB 4260 .

¢




3720
3740
3760
3780
3800
3820
3840
3860
3880
3900
3920
3930
3940
3960
3980
. -4000
4020
4040
4060
4080
4100
4120
4140
4160
4180
4200
4220
4240
4260

4287
4300
4320
4340
4360
© 4380
4300
4420

4480
4500
4520
4540
4547
: 4560

. 4580
; 4600
4620
4640
4660
4680
4700
4720

PEINT | : .

"'53ﬂ' ! Y=4"} GOSUB. u520

PRIN

"#54;2 DIGITS MAX"™, ! IHPUT RS ! IF LEN(R$)<2 THEN R$ CAT$("O" R$)
GOSUB 4320 -
"#55:KOR,SPAN,VIET"; ! MAT. INPUT A$

FOR I=1 TO NUM
QXLEH(As(I))<2 THEN

Asg;) CAT$("O" A$(1))
A$(I) ! GOSUB 4320

A,

HEXT .

"#56 :HANDICAPPED"; | INPUT R$ ! IF LEN(R$)<2 THEN R$=CAT$("0",R$)
GOSUB 4320

"#57:AM IND, ASIAN HISP,BLK, HHITE"' ! MAT INPUT A$

FOR I=1 TO HUM

IF A$(I)="X"™ THEN A$(I)="999" | GOTO 4040 -
IF LEN(A$(I))>=3 THEN 4040
A$(I)=CAT$("0",A$(I)) ! GOTO 4000
R$=A$(I) ! GOSUB 4320

NEXT I -

GOSUB 5100 _

IF U=0 THEN 2980 . &

GOSUB 5580 )

IF U=0 THEN 320

GOSUB 5760 ' . “ -

IF Uzl THEN 320 i

coro 5860 ¥

t

'SCALA§ INPUT ENTRY POINT

4280

PRINT CHR$(7);

INPUT R$

'CONCATENATE SCALAR -INPUT WITH CARD IMAGE LINE
L$(X)=CATS$(L$(X),RS)

RETURH o

'SELECTIVE CONVERSION OF 235 TO

¥

1'5

4440 R$=EXTS(RS,J, 1) ,
4460 RS-ADD$(R$,"1" J=1) -

RETURN . o >
'vzcron INPUT ENTRY POINT FOR CHARACTER-CODED ITEMS

PRINT cuns(7), . : ; -
MAT INPUT AS$ « ,
R$=""
IF Asgz)sﬂxm'ruzu 4760
FOR Is%”fb Y ! R$2CAT$(R$,"2") | NEXT I
FOR I=1 TO NUM

FOR Jz1 T0 Y .

IF A$(I)=C$(J) THEN .GOSUB 4400

HEXT J , '

NEXT I _ -

1510)




168 °

- - ?L,; % » <

- ' <& | L C e
B740° GOTO 4800 :
/~§760 'HINES FILL FOR MISSING DATA (CODE X) -

4780 FOR I=1'TO Y !- R$ Eﬂ}é&ﬂ$ "gn) t NEXT I & " o
4800 GOSUB 4320° ~ . ’

- 4820 RETURN 5 ’ - ”
4840 ! ! ’ ’
4860 'COHCATEHATE THO SCALAR INPUTS . o
4880 ' v~ .

- 4887 PRIHx,CHR$(7), §oN ;

- 4900 MAT INPUT AS$ - -

84920 U=1 v -

4940 IF HUM<>2 THEN PRINT BS$; "Must be two numbersi" ! U=0 ! +RETURN

8960 FOR I=1 T0.2 ! L$(X) CATS(Ls(X) A$(I)) ! NEXT I

4980 RETURH

-5000 ‘ M
* 5020, 'ADD A° BLANK TO CARD®IMAGE LINE
5040
5060 L$(X)=CAT$(L$(X) non)
5080 RETURN o
5100 ' .
g§51' 'VERIFY A CARD IMAGE ' . )
<5140 s e {,
' 5160 PRIHT 1" PRINT S £
* 5180 ."CARDH$X;"FOR- CASE ";I$ ! PRINT _ . &,

€ 5200~PRINT L$(X) ! PRINT '
5202 IF LEN (L$(X))>W(X) 'THEN U=0 ! PRINT "TOO LONG" LfRET i
. 5204 /TFSLEN (L$(X))<W(X) THEN U=0 I PRINT "TOO. SHORT* ! RETUR
5220 "OK- TO MOVE ON <Y,N>%; ! INPUT U$ 1 U$=CAP$(US$) Y
5240 U=1 ! IF MID$(U$,1,1)="N" THEN U20
5260 PRINT ! RETURN ey S A
- 528008 . " .
5300 'OPEN FILES . : -
.1532Q ' ' . -

5340 FILES ITVDATAY .. :
5360 SCRATCH #1 ' .
gzao PRINT ! :PRINT "511 Sét with ITVﬁhTA?" ! PRIBT ! RETURH ,

00 !
5420 ‘LOGOFF - ' :
s5440 i o ' <

5460 PRINT ! PRIHT "Tgﬁt's it for ITVDATA1I"™ ! PRINT . . ‘59
5 CLOSE #1 . s /
. 5800 EXEC. "@FREE ITVDATA1 n o .
5520 srop L. , \ .
554 , . . ' ’ .
5560 ' .
Y 2230 'HRITE CURKENT CASE TO FILE .
0 )
5620 U=1 ! PRINT ! PRINT "O0K to write record "'Is," to file <Y,Hon,
5640 INP@F R$ ! R$=CAPS$(RS) -
660 IF (R$,1,1)="N" THEN U=0 ! RETURN . )

80 FOR I=1 TO 6 "! PRINT #1 L$(I) ! NEXT I . // ) ,
700 PRINT ! PRINT "D o.n e !"'B$ . . = -~
720 RETURN ;

T40 ) - <
5 ldl b w-» \\




5760
5780
5790
5800
5820
5840
5860

'TO CONTINUE OR NOT TO"CONTINUE ?

’

"WANNA CONTINUE THIS BIZ, TOOTS <Y,N>"; =
INPUT RS ! 'R$=CAP$(RS).

U=1 1 IF MID$(R$,1,1)="N" THEN GOSUB® 5420
RETURN , -
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