ED 043 952

AUTHOR
TITLE

INSTITUTION
SPONS AGENCY

BUREAU NO
PUB DATE
CONTRACT
NOTE

EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

ABSTRACT

DOCUMENT RESUNME
24 EA 003 075

dustin, Gilbert BR.

Report on HEW Summer Institute: Researching and
Evaluating OQutcomes of Educational Innovations in
New England.

New Hampshire Univ., Durhame.

Office of Education (DHEW), Washington, D.C. Bureau
of Research.

ER-8-0528

€8

OEC-0-8-080528-4478

109p.

EDRS Price MF-$0.50 HC-$5.55

*Communication (Thought Transfer), *Data Processing,
Decision Making, *Educational Innovation,
Educational Research, Evaluation, *Institutes
(Training Programs), *Research Methodology, Summer
Institutes

This report discusses the goals, procedural format,

and outcomes of a summer research training institute conducted by the
Bureau of Educational Research and Testing Services at the University
of New Hampshire. Trainees at the institute studied (1) the problems
inherent in evaluating the particular educational problem with which
the trainee was concerned, (2) major alternatives of educational
research methcdologies, and (3) communications techniques applicable
to educational decision making. Each trainee also used pmodern data
processing equipment for encoding and utilizing research data, and
read current educational literature related to his own research
projects. The report contains institute time schedules, course
offerings, bcok lists, samples of various materials prepared for the
institute, and a table depicting participants' progress. (LLR)




T oe—

r

EDO 43952

REPORT ON HEW SUMMER INSTITUTE

Researching and Evaluating Outcomes of
Educational Innovations in New England

Contract Number: 80528
Amount of Grant: $36,124.,00
Gilbert R. Austin, Ph.D., Director

Bureau of Educational Research
and Testing Services

University of New Hampshire

1968

U.S. DEFARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION & WELFARE
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

THIS DOCUMEHT HAS BEEN REPRODUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM THE

PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGINATIHG 1T. POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EDUCATION
POSITION OR POLICY. '

B8 §-0528
75 -3 4



REPORT ON THE HEW SUMMER INSTITUIE -~ 1968

The Bureau of Educational Research and Testing Services, a sub-unit of the Department

of Education, University of New Hampshire, conducted a six week research training

Institute during the period July lst to August 9th, 1968. The grant permitted the

training of thirty participants from any of the six New England states.

This research training institute was funded by the Department of Health, Education

and Welfare Research Training Division. The Institute had as its major purposes

the five following goals:

1.

3.

4.

The first major theme was the study of the problems inherent in
evaluating the particular educational problem with which the trainee

is concerned. |

The second major theme was the study of the major alternatives open

to the educator in terms of educational research methodologies; for
instence, the experimental approach as typified by.the work .of

Campbell and Stanley, or the context, input, procées and production
model (CIPP)_as.presented by Daniel L. Stufflebeam. In either model
appreoach, the program review and evaluation technique (PERT), presently
being developed for education by Desmond Cook, will be advocated as the
method of crganizing.

The third major theme was the study of communications techniques
applicable to proper 1mpiementation of the decision making process

at various levels of the educational system.

The fourtn major theme was the use.of modern data processing equipment
to facilitate the encoding and utilization of research data.

The fifth major theme was the reading of current educaﬁional literature



.,
with emphasis cn the application of literature relevant to the research

project with which the trainee is involved.

Because of the lateness of the funding of this research imstitute, it was not possible

to obtain thirty applicants. Twenty-seven were originally accepted; one withdrew

subsequent to the first week.

The participants from the New England states were as follows: Maine - six, Vermont -
two, New Hampshire - fourteen, Rhode Island ~ none, Connecticut - one, and

Massachusetts - three.

The Inmstitute's daily instructional schedule went from 8:30 in the morning until

4:00 P. M. and was often augmented by evening sessions and consultation meetings with

the principal instructors in the late afternoon. Two faculty members of the

University of New Hampshire Bureau of Educational Research and Testing Services were

principally responsible for the operation of this institute - Dr. Gilbert R. Austin,

Director, and Dr. Albert R. Elweil, Assistant Director. Dr. Austin is a member of

the Department of Education and Director of the Bureau of Educational Research

and Testing Serwvices at the University of New Hampshire. Dr. Elwell is a member

of the Department of Education and Director of Research and Development at the

Bureau. Mr. James Estes, an instructor in the Department of Mathematics, conducted

the afternoon course in computer programming. The Institute was conducted on a

day to day basis in the following manner:

8:30 - 10:00 A.M. Dr. Austin and Dr. Elwell jointly presented material

relative to educational research. This involved
instruction in statistics, experimental design and

research methodologies.
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10:00 -~ 10:30 A.M.  Participants given a morning break

10:30 - 11:45 A.M. Dr. Austin and Dr. Elwell continued the morning's
presentation and encouraged group discussion with the
participants with special reference to the application of
this material to their projects.

12:00 - 1:00 P.M. Lunch

1:00 - 2:30 P.M. Library research, talk with major professors, or Mr.
Estes, or work on own projects.

2:30 ~ 4:00 P.M. Met with Mr. Estes and were concerned with how to run
a computer and how to write computer programs. This
included hands—on operation on both the IBM 1620 and
the IEM 360, as well as 2 remote terminal system for

the 360.

Each institutez received ¢ix graduate credits for his participation in this six-

weeks institute. The course numbers were Education 881: Methods and Wechniques of

Educationnl Research. This course was a critical study of the principal methods
employed in the investigation of educational problems and an evaluation of the

procedures and standards used for reportings and findings; and Education 882:

Research Problems in Education. This course was to orient the trainees to the
variety of educational research. In the latter portion, each trainee was expected
to develop a research proposal which would have practical importance and relevance to

his home school district, or to evaluate a project presently being studied.

In all of the above, the instructional staff was involved on a full time basis.
Because we were particularly concerned that the program should meet the needs and
. 2xpectations of the trainees, the program segments were evaluated bi-weekly by the

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI



-

trainees. It became apparent as a result of these evaluations that certain changes
needed to be made in the subject-content and instructional sequence of the Institute,
and the methods by which they were to be implemented. A copy of these evaluation
forms will be found in the appendix of this report. One of the basic statements in
the original proposal for this institute was that it should be team taught. The
staff attempted to do this, to the degree that it was possible, and to interact among
themselves and with the enrollees. It is the opinion of the. author that this was

more successfully done this year than in the 1967 Summer Institute.

In addition to the questionnaire handed out each two wecks, the institutees were
given a pre-test and a pogt-test based upon conceptual knowledge of statistics,
experimental design, and research methodology held by the trainees at the beginning
of the Institute. This pre-test - post-test consisted of a series of questions for
which the semantic differential technique was used to estimate the degree of
applicable knowledge on a2 bi-polar scale range from 'unfamiliar' to ‘competent’.

In this instance the word 'competent' meant not only that they had acquired knowledge
-but they could use it in a working situation. The degree of knowledge of the
institutees in the pre~test was very low; the mean for that was 36.66 with a2 minimum
possibility of 22 points. The firal (post-test) mean was 98. On an individual basis
an average gain of 60.08 was computed, which is very statistically significant at
greater than .0l level. A chart found in the appendix of this report will present
these data for further clarification. The pre-test responses indicated that the
institutees had some knowledge of the group of statistics which are concerned with
measures of central tendency. They had almost no knowledge of such things as
evaluation models, parametric or non-parametric statistics, multivariate statistics,
computer analyeis, analysis of variance or co-variance and program and evaluation
review technique (PERT). It was in these latter areas that the most apparent gains

Q
TERJ!:ade by the trainees.

IToxt Provided by ERI
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The major requirement of the six-week Institute for each participant was the creation
of a research proposal that was educationally relevant to the problems in his school
district, or educational agency. In the appendix of this report will be found a copy
of the title 6f each of the proposals that the institutees created. It was apparent
from reading these proposals that the trainees had made a very significant amount of

growth, particularly in the use of program evaluation and review technique (PERT)

and the use of the evaluation models.

The participants apparently came to this program expecting merely to be taught
statistics and the: be asked to apply them to their research models. The approach
taken by the instructional staff was to stress the development and implementation of
a model first and then to explore the appropriate types of statistics against these
models, We found that the institutees experienced some difficulty in adjusting to
these expectations. To restate this another way, they came to the Institute with

the preconceived notion that they would focus aimost totally on statistics while the
major professors were concerned with the ability of the institutees to first describe
and to document what it was that they wanted to research, and to examine and specify
alternate design strategies and, finally, to employ appropriate statistical analyses

and facilitate their judgment of project results.

In addition in the appendix will be found the titles of each of the institutees
several computer programs with an indication of what kind of output they create in
addition to this in the appendix one will find a variation of mimeographed documents

that were passed ocut to the institute: trainees.

Three major texts were used in this institute:

1. Statistical Analysis in Psychology and Education -~ George A. Ferguson
2. An Introduction to Educational Research - Robert M. W. Travers

3. Digital Computer Programming - Thatcher and Capato.
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In addition, extensive use was made of N. E. Gage's Handbook of Research on

Teaching, and each participant was provided a copy of the Campbell and Stanley

chapter from that text, which is now available under separate cover.

During the six weeks of this Institute the facilities at the Bureau of Educational
Research and Testing Services were extensively used. A formal field trip was made

to the Bureau where its staff made a presentation on the use of a variety of forms

and the use of optical scanning equipment. This was an attempt to update the people
factually and also their abilities to think about how information might be collected
and processed. In addition to the daily instructional format the participantc were
presented 10 guest lecturers - six of whom were included in the original proposal -

and four guest speakers - two from the New Hampshire State Department of Education, one
from a public school system in the state of New Hampshire, and the Director of the

Computation Center of the University of New Hampshire.

The first lecturer of the Institute was Dr. Daniel Stufflebeam, who presented material

on July 9th and 10th, relative to his CIPP model, (Context, Input, Process and

Product Evaluation). This seemed to be a very meaningful presentation to the institutees?
since it was not statistical in nature, but was oriented toward helping them ask |
appropriate questions and the planning: of strategieé for seeking the answers. It was
particularly well received because its applications to everyday schcol people and

problems were easy to follow.

Dr. Desmond Cook, on July 11th and 12th, discussed the use of PERT (Program Evaluation
and Review Technique) as it is applied to educational research. Again, Dr. Cook was
extremely well received. Very few of the institutees had any prior knowledge of

PERT or its aéplications to educational research. Dr. Stufflebeam's and Dr. Cook's
material was extensively used by the institutees, both in their subseqqegt discussions,

O a their final proposals.
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On July 17th the institutees came to the Bureau of Educational Research and Testing
Services, where Robert Hart made ~ as a supplement to the ten scheduled lecturers -

a presentation concerning the use of optical scanning equipment.

On July 23rd, Dr. John Finger of Rhode Island College discuesed problems of data
analysis as a result of statewide testing. He assessed three major points in his
presentation: the first was a review of the problems in making definitive statements
about a state school system as a result of statewide testing; second, the importance
of stating clear program objectives prior to the start of a testing program; and third,

the question of statistical, as opposed to educational, significance of test data.

The next scheduled speaker was to be Dr. Victor Taber of the State Department of
Education of New York to discuss the evaluation of Title I and Title III programs in
the State of New York Department of Education. Becuase of personal problems, Dr.
Taber could not attend. He did send in his stead Miss Priscilla Hayward, his

. assistant director and the coordinator of assessment of Title I. Miss Hayward
covered very thoroughly how New York is attempting to evaluate its Title I projects.
The institutees were particularly concerned and impressed with the state's attempt
to establish base line data and a cutoff point which would be used as an indiecator

of problem areas, and where Title I was, or was not, belng successful in its attempts

to improve education.

On July 29th, Dr. Richard Neville spoke on the role cf the supervisor and his
responsibilities in the area of educational research. He focused on three major
points that the institutees reacted to most positively. The first was the role of
the principal in the elementary school - does he make a differeace? The second
was the role of the elementary school principal as a producer of change, and the
role of the school as a mass production versus unit production oriented system.

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI
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Finally, he discussed the question of purpose and product or efficiency and

effectiveness. The abcve points were made very cogently and were well received. W

On July 30th,.-Dr. John Cawley spoke on the question of the interpretation of test data
and from what perspective one might look at these results. Dr. Cawley's two major
points were that there are many ways of looking at data, and it being particularly
crucial as to which set of data you use as your reference, and second, the question

of alternative methods of recording teacher-pupil interaction using basic waterials

and evaluation techniques.

On August 1lst, Mr. James Carr and Mr. Joseph Cannistraro spoke to the Institute. Mr.
Carr is Consultant (Guidance, Counseling and Testing), New Hampshire State Department
of Education. His discussion focused first on an historicai perspective to the
statewide testing program in New Hampshire. The second issue was a question of "where
do we go from here?", centering on the discussion of the broadening of the statewide
program. The third area of concern was the role of leadership that the State
Department of Education will play in the use of test results, particularly as these
results are used to help school personnel make guidance, instructional and

administrative judgments about their schools.

Mr. Joseph Cannistraro, Guidance Counselor at the Rundlett Junior High School in

Concord, New Hampshire, reviewed his use of test results at Rundlett, and elaborated

on their wide use of stanines both for grading and for other systems of reporting

student ability or achievement. He also discussed uses of the data for grouping childreq

by ability.

On August 6th, Mr. Stuart Pickard (Director, Planning, Development and Evaluation),
Division of Instruction, New Hampshire State Department of Education, made four
m~ﬂ3* points of interest to the institutees. The first was an overview of the wide

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI



-9
variety of excellent sources of information about education research, such as the

Educational Index and the Review of Educational Research. His information about the

ERIC materials was particularly relevant, and the institutees should be able to make
gocd use of the materials in the future. His third point was a discussion of the
continuing concern that State Departments cf Education have for the evaluation of
Title I and Title III projects, which is very relevant at this time. His fourth major
point was the concern expressed in terms of the reasons proposals are rejected and

the need for stating educational objectives in behavorial terms.

On August 7th, Mr. Richard Burrows, Acting Director of UNH Computation Center, spoke
to the Imstitute on the updating of the status of the University's Computation
Center, and particularly the use of remote terminals. Secondly, he reviewed present
cost factors, and discussed the future of computer science and its applications to

educational problems.

In all of the above, with the exception of the four external speakers, the day
presentation schedule was modified. The speakers in general made a presentation
from 8:30 to 10:00 AM, and in the case of Stufflebeam and Cook, they again made a
presentation in the second half of the morning. Then the Instiltute met from 1:00
to 2:30 PM for a discussion and answer period with the speakers. ' With the other
four speakers the morning session was used for making a presentation, and from
1:00 to 2:30 in the afternoon, the lecturers served as a resource person to answer

questions that were of particular interest to the Institute.

In summary then, it seems fair to state that the institute achieved many of its
goals and objectives. The final judgement, however, of the effort of the institute
will have to wait on the activities and research efforts made by the trainees them-
selves to facilitate this. The director and associate director of the institute are
planning a vigorous follow up effort to continue the relationships developed during

Q
El{l(}ix week institute itself.

IToxt Provided by ERI
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As noted earlier in this report in the appendix will be found a table

titled Statistical Data and Tests for Significant Gain in Perceived

Knowledge. It would seem to the writer that this table deserved care-
ful studying for it sezms to substantiate markedly the opinion that the
traineces did in fact aquire a considerable amount of valuable knowledge.
0f the twenty-two areas of kncwledge measured only five did not show a
statistically significant gain over the six weeks at the institute. It
is further encouraging that those areas which are most statistically
significant fall into the areas most stresced in the original five

objectives of the institute.

Tn addition, in the appendix of this report will be found a sample of a

variety of types of materials that wore prepared for this institute.
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Richard Cardner: Evaluation of proposal''A PROGRAM FOR EVALUATION OF A
SCHOOL READINESS PROGRAM"

A) Strengths

1. Title reasonably good

2. General introduction to the problem ~ very good

3. Reference to literature - very good

4, Criteria for evaluation - very good

5. Use of 'PERT' is very impressive

6. Awareness of the difficulty of the research - excellent

Fernand Prevost: Evaluation of proposal "AN E¥PERIMENTAL APPROACH TO
TO THE TEACHING OF PRIMARY SCHOOL MATHEMATICS"

A) Overall Evaluation
Excellent, well documented and carefully thought out
B) Strengths

1. Good title

2. Excellent introduction

3. Design seems to be well thought out

4, Very interesting and clearly and candidly stated

5. Results or expected results based on James Lucas's study
6. Use of "PERT" excellent

7. Proposed use of statistics appropriate

David Mann: Evaluation of Proposal "EVALUATION OF PRESENT SYSTEM OF
STUDENT SCHEDULING AT EXETER HIGH SCHOOL IN ORDER TO
RECOMMEND DESIRABLE CHANGES"
A) Overall Evaluation
A well thought out project

B) Weaknesses

1. No reference to what others have learned in this same area,
Should propose some study of the literature.

c) Strengths
1. Statement of areas of examination ~ very good

2. Title quite clear
3. Time schedule seems quite realistic




Hugh Holt: Evaluation of proposal PEXPERMENTAL EVALUATION RESEARCH
PROPOSAL AND DESIGN"

A) Overall Evaluation:

An exccllent proposal, but I still don't know where and on what population
this is going to be tried.

B) Weaknesses

1. Title is unclear. I don’'t know what the study is about.
2. The second section called proposal outline and terms does not give
a setting of the study.

C) Strengths

1. The first section called problem context is exceptionally well dome.
2. The thrce statements of premises are particularly excellent

3. The section on selrzction is quite good

4. Hypothesis are well stated and clear

Donald E1lis: Evaluation of proposal ''NON-GRADING MY ELEMENTARY DISTRICT"

A) Overall Evaluation

The objectives are stated adequately but no indications are given as to
how they will be achieved, what evzluation proceedures will be used,
and there are no limitations stated for the study.

B) Weaknecses

1. I don't know what "my elermentary district" means

2. tatement of the problem very general - no definition of the term
non-graded

3. I do act understand the inclusion of the statement of the high
school principal in a report that is concerned with non-gradirng
of elementary school primary grades.

C) Strengths

Under the heading "setting" the location of the school is quite adequately
stated.

D) Again all things cannot be done in one study for all children




Ray Breanick: Evaluation of proposal "OPERATION BOOTSTRAP"

A)

B)

9

A)

B)

o)

D)

Overall Evaluation:

Quite a good project
Introduction good, statement of problem is reasonably clear

Weaknesses:

1, Does not define terms such as

Comprehensive, exceptional students, etc....
2, Deals in too general a way in how he is going to evaluate the study
3. Sets up few limitations for himself and his proceedures are too

general

4, There is no actual information given on how the project will be
evaluated

5. Does not cite wio will be responsible for building these evaluative
instruments

6. Does not cite any literature which is related to this study

Recommendations: :

That Mr. Brennick zero in on just one of the many areas he has indicated
here and work on it much more intensively. This I think is best related
to his concern for all of the students and yet we all know that nobody
can do everything for all students.

Bailey: Evaluation of proposal '"A COMPARISON OF CONVEYED AND NON--
CONVEYED STUDENTS AND THEIR SCHOLASTIC ACHIEVEMENT"

Overall Evaluation

Rather a good proposal

Weaknesses

1. The limitations of the study are a bit fuzzy

Strengths

1. Terms seem to be adequately defined

2, Reasonably adequate introduction

3. Statement of the problem is reasonably clear

4. Justification of the study is good

5. Setting of the study is clearly defined

6. The proceedures methods that he is going to employ to proceed with
the study seem quite clearly stated.

Recommendations

1, The word conveyed probably ought to be changed to transported or
bus transported



John C. Emerson; Evaluation of proposal "A PILOT STUDY: THE EFFECTS OF

A)

B)

o)

PROGRAM SEQUENCE ON SUCCESS IN SECONDARY SCHOOL MATHEMATICS"

Overall Evaluation

In general - very good. The proposal is basically sound
Streagths

1, Title - interesting and well stated

2, Statement of problem - quite adequate

3. Reference to literature on the subject - good

Recommendations

It seems to be rather sketchily presented, and needs a great deal more
detail, than is presently offered.

Donald MacLean: Evaluation of proposal "DESIGN FOR THE EVALUATION OF A

A)

B)

©)

PUBLIC SCHOOL"

Overall Evaluation

Report is not specific enough. I know the general areas and categories
that work will be done in but no information is given to me on the
limitations of the study, defining the proceedures, no review of the
literature or reference to literature is made.

Weaknesses

1, How and by what means the research will proceed, is not ciearly
stated.

2. Title - very broad - does not state what is to be evaluated
3. Area of standards are broad categories, need to be more specifically
stated

Strengths

1. Use of "PERT" technique - very interesting



George Putz: Evaluatioa of Proposal "A SCEHARIO FOR HIGHER FEDUCATION"

A)

B)

Overall Evaluation

Excellent
Ability to implement it or evaluate it, unknown
Realistic rating - let's take a small part of it, and try working it out

Strengths

1. General introduction - very good
2. Statement of the problem ~ fascinating

3. A very provocative paper; its implications are far reaching
4, Title - intriguing

Stanley Hall: Evaluation of proposal "AN INTERMEDIATE CRITICAL THINKING

a)

B)

c)

David

A)

B)

c)

EVALUATION"

Cverall Evaluation
Very good, a very comprehensive job
Weaknesses

1. Title not clear. I think he means the development of an instrument
to test critical thinking.

Strengths
1. Statement of the problem - quite good

2. Familiarity with the research and related literature - excellent
3. Proceedures - quite adequate

Beisel: Evaluation of proposal "not given"

Overall Evaluation

Needs careful work on the limitations of the study, and proceedures to
be used

Weaknesses

1, Proposal is not adequately stated, although interesting

2. Ts7o questions asked at the end of the report are very pertinent
but very difficult to assess.

Strengths

1. Introduction adequate - his own philoscphy. Clarification of his
own mcdel for cirriculum development through group dynamics. .

2. Use of "PERI" work breakdown structures - interesting.



Leland Churchill: Evaluation of proposal "GRADE TEN READING PROJECT"

A)

B)

©)

Overall Evaluation
Good
Weaknesses

1. Title too gemeral
First question posed is not clear, there is no obvious comparison
with ancother group being made, It is not clear just what treatment
will be given to Group 2 and Group 3 that may be compared with the
treatment given to Group 1l.

Strengths

1. Statement of the problem, quite general, but reasonably clear.
2. Use of the factorial design very interesting if it is appropriate

Anne K, Lee: Evaluation of proposal "DEVELOPMENT OF A MATHEMATICS PLACEMENT

A)

B)

c)

TEST FOR THE WOODSTOCK COUNTRY SCHOOL'

Weaknesses

1. There does not seem to be any amount of limitation

2. The proceedures for actually persuing the study are not too
clearly spelled out

Strengths

1. Title iz appropriate

2, Introduction is adequate

3. Statement of the problem is reasonably clear

4, Sequence of the operation proposed seems to be adequate

Recommandations

The proposal seems rather broad and perhaps should be broken down into
smaller pieces, to be researched, each individusaliy

Charles St. Paul and John Kelleher: "WORK--STUDY PLAN, LAWRENCE HIGH SCHOOL"

A)

B)

Overall Evaluation

It is not very specific
Weaknesses

1. Title ~ quite vague

The term work-study program is not particularly well defined for
this local Lawrence High School situation



continued Charles St. Paul and Sohn Kelleher

¢)

D)

2. The specific goal of this project are not well stated

3. The methods of assessment are not really stated at all

4, There are few limitations stated and the proceedures for
evaluation are inadequately stated

Strengths

1. The introduction to the problem is reasomably straightforward
2. The reference to related literature is adequate

3. Attempt at task diagram - very good

Recommendations

Define goals more clearly ie., is it good only for potential drop-outs
to have work-study programs or is it good for cthers

William C. Lary: Evaluation of proposal "TO SYSTEMATICALLY REGENERATE

A)

B8)

o

A HUMANISTIC SCHOOL PHILOSOPHY AT HOLLIS HIGH"

Overall Evaluation

The general format of the proposal is quite good, and shows a great
deal of time and thought and energy

Strengths

1, Breaking it down into phase 1 and phase 11 seems reasonable
2, General introduction is quite adequate
3. The attempt at using a work breakdown structure is excellent

Recommendations

1. The purpose which states ''to study human nature in the context of
a public schuol” is a very broad, even though laudable idea; it
needs to be narrowed and tightly defined

2. The development of an instrument to say what is the present
philosophy and how perhaps it should be changed -0 become more
humanistic will be very difficult



Roger L. Marchand: Evaluation of proposal “PILOT STUDY OF THE EFFECTS OF
REMEDIAL READING AND COUNSELING IN COMPARISON TO JUST
REMEDIAL READING IN RELATIONSHIP TO THE IMPROVEMENT OF
READING SKILLS AHMD COMPREHENSION OF CHILDREN, TWO OR
MORE YEARS BELOW CAPACITY LEVEL IN READING"

A) Overall Evalunation
Very good

B) Strengths

1. Reading disability well defined
2, Cood clarification «f problems asscciated with reading difficulties
3. Good review of the literature on this subject
4,  Proceedures and problems well documented
C) Recommendations

1, Title ouzht to be abbreviated somewhat

Alvord Graham: ILvaluation of proposal "TEACHER ASSIGNMENT FOR PRE-DROPOUTS"

A) Overall Evaluation

Title not clear, don't knowv what the study is about as a result of
reading it.

B) Weaknesses

1. Statement of problem is a bit hazy

2. Definitions of teachers are more encouraging to pre-dropouts than
others, and the word staying power of teachers

3. It is not really clear as to how the teacher variable here is going
to be assessed

4. The proposal is very general

5. There is no justification of the study, no setting of the study,
no limitations

6. roceedures are very sketchy

7. No indication of any review of literature

Eleanor Terreson: Evalvation of proposal "EDUCATTONAL INNOVATIONS SUMMER 1968

A) Overall Evaluation

It is difficult to understand what is unique about this project, as
opposed to what in general most teachers would hope to be doing.




continued Eleanor Terreson

B) Weaknesses

1. It is not clear why one finds the series of dittoed sheets in.the
front of the proposal

2. Unclear about what Miss Terreson means by "I am a believer in the
whole child"

3. No stated introduction

4. Ticre is no statement of a problem other than a very broad and
very general concern for a great variety of things.

5. Slight hint of the setting of the study

6. There are no limitations

7. There are no set of proceedures by which any evaluation of what's

going ¢n is going to be made
No reference to a review of any kind

Bruce J. Kinney: Evaluation of proposal "AN APPROACH TO INSTRUCTION AT
THE KINDERGARTEN LEVEL"

A) Overall Evaluations

Basic ideas hehind the proposal are sound but there is a great deal of
detail lacking -~ really quite general

B) Weaknesses

1. I quastion the statement cutting down the number of slow learners"
I don't think any study cuts down the number of slow learnmers. It
may identify them more adequately and thereby make it possible to
prescribe aid for them

2., There are no limitations stated

3. The person or persons responsible for this project are in no way
indicated nor is thelr position in the line staff indicated

Gordon Flight: Evaluation of proposal "AN ORGANIZATIONAL PLAN TO PROMOTE
INDIVIDUALTZED INSTRUCTION IN GRADES 4 THROUGH 6 IN SOCIAL
STUDIES IN THE GROVEION, N. H. SCHOOLS"

A) Overall Evlauation
Excellent
B) Strengths
1. Title reasonably good
2., Origin of Problem - good
3. Clarification of proposed research project, page 1, very good

4., Impressive documentation in the beginning of the proposal
5. Introduction - very good




Richard E. LeClaire: Evaluation of proposal "TESTING PROGRAM"

&)

B)

c)

Weaknesses

1, Title too broad. It doesn’t give any real information about the
subject of the proposal

2. Reason for the inclusion of the letter to Mr. Francis Wilson about
Alden Lovell's HBW (Harcourt, Brace & World) proposal is not really
clear to me.

3. There are no proceedures specifically alluded to

Strengths

1. The statement of the problem is reasonably good, except that it is
extremely broad and not narrowed down to a really researchable
problem,

2. There is a series of objectives which are well stated, but no real
method of attainment of those objectives is offered.

Recommendations

Perhaps the proposal should have involved just the question that is
offered last and that is "can the administration, faculty and

guidancc department of Sanborn Regional High develop a testing program"
and then pose questions about how one would persue this.

Lioncl DeLacey: Evaluation of proposal "EVALUATION OF A PRIMARY NON-GRADED SCHOOL"

A)

B)

©)

Overall Evaluation
In general, pretty good
Weaknesses

1. Title -~ very broad and very general

2, The terms are not clarified nor defined ie., non-graded, student
success suggestions

3. Evaluation in terms of statistics where comparisons are being
made between groups is not very clear (this is called the second
phase of the evaluation)

4. Few limiting factors in the study, limitations need to be more
clearly spelled out

5. Proceedures are somewhat vague

Strengths
1. Good introduction to the problem

2. Tliree evaluation questions posed quite good
3. Evaluation in terms of using PERT and CIPP models appropriate



Sister Jacqueline Eebert: Evaluation of proposal "A RESEARCH PAPFR ON THE

A)

B)

c)

D)

5 YEAR PROJECTION OF CATHOLIC SCHOOL SYSTEMS IN
THE DIOCESE OF MANCHESTER, N. H."

Overall Evaluation

Very good

Weaknesses

1. The paper seems to raise more questions than answers. It does not
pose a method of attack . These need to be stated.

Strengths

1. Good title

2. Statement of the problem — quite direct and adequate. The statement
'we must identify our aims in Catholic Education"” it seems to me
is one of the most crucial statements in this whole paper.

3. Statistics and drawings at the end of the paper are interesting and
quite factual.

Recommendations

A set of research proceedures is what probably should be the first step
in attempting to move on this problem.
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| Aufe and offen your constructive suggestions and crniticiams of our activities to date.
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Zowand each product area Lisied fo the right of ihe objective. Apply a four-point scale
of 1=Poon, 2=Fair, 3=Good, 4=Excellent, on NA=Not ApplicabLe. Additionally, List in
narnnative form the perceived strengfhs and weaknesses of each presentation and your sug-
gestions fon improvement in pursuing the objective. Finally, use the neverse of the
jonm fon necording additional neactions to the Institute, and especially nofe yowr Ldeas
concerning plausible objectives fon the nemaining week(s) of the Institute.
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HEW IUSTITUIE 68

FINAL PROGRESS CRITIQUES 8/09/68

‘Mame

sDinections: Hle would Like you fo evaluate, as you see it, the phoghess of the H.E.M. Insti-
‘Xufe and offern your constructive suggestions and criticisms of your erperdience to fwither

. assist us An planning 4future Instifutes.

“Listed befow ane some of the activities, materials, and personnel with whom you have had
ceontact, Please hespond £o each objective by cheching youn feelings fowand each product
Taqiea. Again, apply a four-point scale of 1=Poorn, 2=Fair, 3=Good, 4=Excellent, on MNA=Noi
Applicable. Use the revernse of this page for any additional comments or neactions. Finally,
. a category fon your ToXal Reaction Lo the 1968 Tmstitute is presented in this cnitique fomm.
- Hlere we would Like you fo nofe your fotal impression of the Institute Experience.
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TABLE —~ Statistical Data and Tests for Significant
Cain in Perceived Knowledge — Summer Institute 1968

ﬂ‘cr*ficance (all one-tail): .05=1.71, .025=2.07,D.01=2.50, and .005=2,81)

Content Area i—Pre ;—Post 5 s3 tﬁ P

a. Evaluation Models 1.58 4.83 | 3.25 1.26] +2.58 >.01
b. Program Evaluation and Review 1.71 5.04 |} 3.33 1.46] +2.28 >.025
c. DParametric Statistics 2,00 4.17 | 2.38 1.44} +1.65 n. s.
d. Nonparametric Statistics 1.50 4.17 2.67 1.27] +2.10 >.025
e. Multivariate Analysis 1.17 3.50 | 2.33 1.40] +1.66 n. s.
f. Measures of Central Tendency 2.42 5,38 | 2.96 1.73) +1.71 >.05
g. Measures of Variation & Symmetry 1.83 4.54 § 2,71 1,57} +1.73 >.05
h. Probability Theory 2.25 4.50 | 2.21 1.8 +1.17 n. s
i. Sampling & Sampling Distributions 2.42 4,92 | 2.50 1.47} +1.70 n. s.
i. Hypothesis Testing 1.88 4.67 | 2.79 1.56f +1.79 >.05
k. Linear Relationships 1.38 4.08 | 2.71 1.17] +2.32 >.025
1. Correlation of Quantitative Data 1.67 4.79 | 3.12 1.15} +2.71 >.01
m. Correlation of Qualititative Data 1.58 4.62 | 3.04 1.33] +2.29 >.025
n. Internal and External Validity 1.46 5.04 | 3.58 1.56] +2.29 >.025
o. Comparative Experiments 1.50 4.38 2.88 1.48] +1.95 >.05
P Analysis of Variance 1.38 4,21 2.96 1.27} 4+2.33 >.025
q. Analysis of Covariance 1.25 3.88 | 2.62 1.41} +1.86 >.05
T. Optical Scanning Document Design 1.12 3.00 § 1.88 1.42f +1.32 n. s
sS. Data Processikng Configurations 1.12 3.96 2.83 1.401 +2.02 >.05
t. Computer Programming 1.50 4,58 ] 3.2F% 1.14} +2.81 >.005
u. Instrument Design and Evaluation 1.25 4.46 | 3.46 1.09] +3.17 >.005
v. Research Proposal Requirements 1.83 5.12 ] 3.29 1.33F +2.47 >.025

TOTAL INSTITUTE CONTENT - 36.67 98.00 {60.08 25.76] +2.33 >.025

(average scale score) (1.67) €4.45)) (2.73) =——nrf —=—u-

N=24 (complete pre-post evaluation data); 4f=23; t- required at selected levels of
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HEW PROGRAM TITIES

Terreson, Eleanor Grade Scores, Average (Mean)
1. List of scores, esach list labeled
2. Meaz of each lict (labeled)
3. Standard deviation of ezach list (Labeled)
4. Coxrelaticn Coefiicien

Lab Assignment: Pencils, 3¢ each over 5, 5¢ each up to §
and 53 for any number of pencils

Lab Assigrment: Exam 8rades - how many failed, how many
passed, how mzny scored 95 or above

Marchand, Roger Readability Formula for books for Grades 1-8, giving
grade and interest level.

Program chowing how many students passed, how many failed

e

and how many received S5 o above.

Program giving the means, standax»d deviations and correlations
of two sets of scores

Churchill, Leland Lab Assignmert - list labeled scores, compute mean, standard
deviation, correlation coefficient. Label each.

Final Program - Compute mean, median, mode, X and standard
scores.

Holt, Hugh X, Y variables w/lists, means, standard deviations, correla-
tion coefficients.

Program - sort carls (grade), fail/pass/pass high

°  Lary, Bill Lab: Raw score, standard ecore, mean, median, mode
Final Project: Mezn, standard deviation, Correlation

St. Paul and Kelleher Sorting Program

Cardner, Richard Final Program: Program to calculate the mean, standard dev-
iation, skswness, kurtosis, and standard scores. (revised)

Program for 2 sets of eszores ++ lists of scores, means and
standzxd deviztions, correlation coefficients

Beisel, David Determining number of grade scores below 70 and above 90
Bailey, Ronald Pencil Problem
Emerson, John Final Projoct: Mean, median, mode, standard deviation,
standard scores, skewness and kurtosis
_ Graham, Geoffrey Lab Assigremnt: Mean, standard deviation, correlation coeff.
) Lée, Anne K. Prograhm to compare mean,,standard deviation, correlation”

coeflicien
- o
ERIC
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Lee, Anne K, {con't)

Page 2.
Program: mean standard deviation, skewness, kurtosis, stand-
ard score

Hebert, Sister Jacraeline Program for obtaining mean, standard deviation, correlation

Hall, Stanley

Prevost, Fernand

Kinney, Bruce

Alvord, Graham

Putz, Geoxrge

LeClaire, Richard

DeLacgy, Lionel

coeffioients for 2 grades lists

Project for obtaining scores, means, standard deviation, mode,
median

Sort {ascendency)

Scores, means, standard deviation, + correlation, standard
scores, kurtosis and skewness

Count 2 sets of data (could be averaged) and the highest
score tabulated

Given 2 sets of scores, program computes mean, standard
deviation, standard score and correlation coefficients.
Printout includes raw scores and standard scores.

Mean, standard deviation, kurtosis, skewness, standard scores

2 sets of data, mean, standard deviation, correlation coeff.

Final Project: Kurtosis, standard scores, mean, standard
deviation, skewness

For two groups of gscores compute the

1. means
2. medians
3, modes

4., standard deviation

Indicate negative or posttive skewness, also shape of curve
print out raw scores and standard scores.

Multiple means, multiple standard de\uat:.ons and multiple
correlations

Computes a ranking for grades

Ranking of students by range of scores

Multiple means and standard deviations + correlation
coefficients

Multiple means and standard deviations

Computes means, standard deviations, medians, and modes



H.E.W. PROJECT TITLES

John Emerson:

The effect of course sequence on student success in mathematics. The
study will be aimed at determining if the placement of mathematics
content courses at different places in the high school sequence has a
bearing on the success of students studying mathematics.

Gordon Flight:

Project Abstract:
An Organizational Plan to promote individualized instruction of social
studies in grades IV, V, and VI in the Groveton, N. H. School.

( The purpose is to develop an appropriate plan for organization and
initiation )

Donald Ellis:

Abstract:
I am in the process of non-grading an elementary school district as a

result of merging six small schools into a body of approximately 550
students.,

Maybe we should stert by just non-grading the primary? Maybe we can't

non-grade at all. We have over a year to research and we are certainly
going to try!

Geoffrey Graham:

Proposal:
To study primary grade children with learning difficulties, especially
in the motor-perceptial areas.

A team of qualified people in medicine, speech, psychology, psychiatry,
and physical education will help us assess pupils' individual problems.
Instruments to measure problems and progress are being developed.

The goal is to move from separating these youngsters from the normal

classroom to better meeting their needs within the classroom and total
school environment.




H.E.W. PROJECT TITLES

bick LeClair:

Testing program- Evaluation of curriculum, methods of instruction-
modification of the instructional system.

Marking system - simplification of determiring ciass rank with weighted
grades.

Leland Chwuurchill:

A project which allows two types of educational treatments of reading and
basic English to be tested for its educatlonal and statistical significance
using a pre-test - post-test control group experimental design.

Sister Jaqueline Hebert:

Hugh

iy project was to give as perfectly a s possible a projection of the Catholic
education problem facing the 'anchester Diocese of Education. In the next
five years there will be inevitably a decreasc in pupil enrollment, a rise

in education cost triple if not more what is known today and the danger of

of closing many small schools, elementary or higher. This latter step will
definitely affect your pocketbooks. We want to prevent a major catastrophy
affecting you.

Holt:

Out of motivation to realiy enable teachers to individualize instuction
the proposal encompassed a grouping based upon reading ability and
uniquely structured and for a small (2 classes at each grade level) school,
That is, the tcp and bottom 1/4 were grouped with one teacher for cert-
ain instruction and the middle 1/2 were the others. Homogeneous grouping
was provided in other instructional areas etc..... Testing was proposed
for achievement growth, social/emotional effects and actual individual-

"ization resulting from the grouping.



H.E.W. PROJECT TITLES

Charles St. Paul and John Kelleher:

WORK STUDY PLAN
OBJECTIVES:
1) To decrease the drop-out rate and dicipline problems in Lawrence
High School
2) To atternt to make education meaningful to this type of student.
3) Te plac: these students in job areas which will provide them with
the opp rtunity for permanent employment.

PLAN;
The students will spend the A.M. session, 8 to 12, in school and
be released for wcrk at 12:00.

Fernand J. Prevost:

An Experimental Approach to The Teaching of Primary School Mathematics.

Donald MacLane:

I "PERT" ed a general evaluation of what we in my school will be involved
with this year. I also took an area and made a "PERT" design for that
area giving target dates and showing the way we planned to go.

David Mann:

Evaluation of computer scheduling of a high school - what should we be
looking for in terms of parameters.

Grahan Alvord:

Pre-dropout 5 will be identified (out of step with classmates), their
experience with teachers rewarded, teachers will be identified who
encourage the pre-dropout to remain in school, with the purpose of in-
spiring future assignments of pre-dropvouts.




H.E.W. PROJECT TITLES

Lional Delacey:

Evaluation of a Non-graded Elementary School, K-6

The three major areas to be evaluated:

1) Curriculun

2) Student progress and reaction

3) Teacher influences and reaction

Tools - PERT, CIPP - test and survey tools

Raymond Brennick:

Operation Bootstrap

A Curriculum development project - grades 7-12 including a regional
Vocational Center as part of the comprehensive program.

George Putz:

A Scenario for Higher Education: A Prolegomena to a Proposal for reform.

Anne Lee:

A proposal dealing with plans for devising a comprehensive test in numerous
sections, to be used in placing students from a wide variety of backgrounds
in secondary lavel math courses at the Woodstock Country School.

(I will not be at the lfayland address most of the coming year, but at
Woodstock Country School, South Woodstock, Vermont. I will however, be
reachable indirectly and during vacations directly at Wayland.)

David Beisel:

Can School Communications Be Improved So That Teachers Can/Will Develop
Positive Affects Within That School?

AFFECTS VEHICLES
1) School Philosophy By dept. head and teachers
2) Public Relations - By specific persons and/or
3) Team Work teacher-parent home talks
a. team planning § teaching Human relations specialists
b. integrate communication Sensitivity training
c. teacher fellow program Intergrated course

4) Evaluation
a. within department

b. resident observer ( see pg. 10 of proposal )




d.E.%W. PROJECT TITLES

David Beisel (cont.):

. pre/post student and teacher questionaire
. attendance

cafeteria use

. open lab use

. failures and dicipline

Qo0

Stanley Hall:

I have going a three phase project which creates, pilot studies, and
more risorously evaluates an ‘' INTERMEDIATE CRITICAL THINKING APPRAISAL"
for grades 7 nnd 8 of public schools in New Hampshire. It is like the
Watson-Glaser Critical Thinking Appraisal in Base, theory, and form, but
more elementary.

Richard Cardner:

We have established a readiness room ( Ilg § Ames - School Readiness )
which consists of children we feel unready (maturationally) for grade
one activities. They are selected by a combination of:

1) Metropolitan School Readiness Examination

2} Gesell Developmental Examination

3) Parental and Staff observation

We hope to evaluate their progress ( compared to a matched group ) in

terms of:
1) dicipline 3) achievement 5) desire to learn
2) adjustment 4) self concept 6) school readiness

Ronald Bailey:

A Comparison of Conveyed and Mon-Conveyed Students and Their Scholastic
achievement.

This proposal is a pilot study of a transportation problem in a large
school district in iaine. The probiem is time being spent on the bus

and does this extended time affect the learning of the students involved
as compared to walking students.

Eleanor Terreson:

The project of Title I in reading in Terryville, Conn. is what I will

be working on, in effect, all year. I am solely responsible for the
execution of the job of helping Title I students to improve in reading
ability, and also become better adjusted in the social and physical aspects.




H.E.W., PROJECT TITLES

Roger Llarchand:

Pilot study comparing reading differences between children who have
remedial reading and counseling and those who have just remedial reading.
The purpose is to see if those who have both services show significant
differences from those that only have the reading.

Bruce Kinney:

Proposal:
“¢ institute a new program of instuction for the pre-first grade level

The present program was a downward extension of grade 1 - both teachers
and materials in to kindergarten. This needs niore rethinking and piloy
programs to change it into a program for five year olds.

Bill Lary:

Problem:
To regenerate the present school philosophy at Hollis High.

Two phases:
1) Build instuments to evaluate staff and student opinion about human-
ities program - administer them.
2) Process evaluation to increase; communication
cooperation
effectiveness
efficiency of the school.




Here is the evaluation of your summer proposal. Both Dr. Elwell and I have
read them and these are general comments.

By way of review the things we looked for in the proposals essentially were
the following:

I. STATEMENT AND DEFIWITION OF THE PROBLEM

Introduction

Statement of the Probiem
Justification of the Study
Setting of the Study
Limitations of the Study
Procedures

Definition of Terms

II. REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
II1I. AuUSEARCH PROCEDURES
Research Design
Orientation of Teachers
Experimental Procedures
Factors Jeopardizing Internal and External Validity

Iv. INTERPRETATION OF KESULTS

V. SUMMARY Alis CONCLUSIONS




H.E.W. Institute '68

Problem Illustrations of Sources of Internal Invalidity - B

Illustration 1:

An evaluator had to make a choice between SMSG and UICSM mathematics curficula for all
ninth grades in the state of New Hampshire. An experiment was run in which the achieve-
ment of classes studying under both curricula was compared. A sample of 200 ninth-grade
teachers was drawn at random from the population of nint¥h-grade teachers in the state.
One-hundred volunteers were taken to teach SMSG mathematics; the remaining 100 teachers
were assigned to teach the UICSM course. The 200 experimental teachers were trained
during the summer on their new curricula and then spent two semesters instructing their
students. At the end of the second semester, the achievement of the 100 classes taught
by SMSG teachers was superior in almost every respect to that of classes taught by UICSM
teachers.

What is probably the greatest source(s) of internal invalidity in this experiment?

Illustration 2:

The value of supplemental calisthenics to the physical education curricuzum is being
evaluated. Of the 500 students enrolled in an elective physical education course in a
large high school, 50 were randomly sampled to participate in an experiment as a single
class. A randomly chosen 25 of these 50 students were held for 10 minutes after each
class and put through a strenuous regimem of calisthenics. The other half of the class
was excused. At the end of the semester the two groups (supplemental calisthenics versus
no calisthenics) were compared on several measures of strength, agility, balance, etc.

. On on= measure of Stmength thez average score of the 23 students in the no-calisthenics
group who completed the course was 104.79, and the average score of the 18 students in
the supplemental calisthenics group who completed the course.was 128.54. Statistical
analysis showed the supplemental calisthenics group to be unquestionably superior.

What.is possibly the most important source of internal invalidity in this experiment?

Jllustration 3:

An evperiment was performed to evaluate the effects of glutamic acid on the intelligence!'
of mentally defective children. A sample of 100 congenital mental defectives was randomly
split into an experimental and control group of 50 subjects each. Pretesting with the
Stanford-Binet was performed on all 100 subjects. For six months the experimental subjects
received doses of glutamic acid each day. The medication tended to make the experimental
subjects hyperactive, distractible, and uncooperative. At the end of the experimental
period, all subjects were tested again with the Stanford-Binet. The same researcher gave
the pre-test, administered the medication, and gave the posttest. The following data

were obtained:

Experimental Group Contronl Group +
Pretest Average IQ = 74.3 Average IQ = 73.9
Posttest Average IQ = 82.6 Average IQ = 75.1

Statistical analysis revealed that the experimental subjects made significant gains in IQ
scores and the control subjects did not. What is probably the most important source of
inva%idity in this experiment, if such internal invalidity does exist?

ERIC
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HEYW - Illustrations Internal Invalidity -2-

Illustration 4 (a real case):

An evaluation of the effectivemess of a public versus parochial school education was
undertaken. From a populatlon of 60,000 Catholic school eighth-graders, 1,000 pupils
were selected -at’randém. A sample of 1,000 from a public school population of 80,000
was chosén in such a way that they were matched with the Catholic pupils exactly on a
test of non-verbal reasoning. The two matched samples were then measured on arithmetic
achievement. '

The average grade-equlvalent score in arighmetic achlevement for the 1,000 Catholic pupils
was 10.02; the comparable average for the publlc-school ‘pupils was 9.04. This difference
was highly statlstlcally significant, indicating that .the parochial schools did a better
job of instruction in arithmetic that the public schools.

Is there a possible source of invalidity in this experiment?

Illustration 5:(also a real case):

A study was undertaken of the pattern of attitude change among student teachers. The
attitudes toward teaching of 50 student teachers and the supervisory teachers were
measured with the Minnesota Teacher Attitude Inventory before and after a semester of
student teaching. After considerable rummaging around in the data, the researcher
discovered that student teachers whose attitudes were initially poorer than those of théir
supervising teacher had positive attitude gains from the beginning to the end of the
semester. The group of student teachers as a whole did not show an improvement in
attitude. 'The ‘researcher concluded that, if a student teacher is under the influence

of a superv1sor who holds a better attitude toward education, the student teacher's
attitude will improve.

Can you ideﬁtifyjan influence in this experiment which might make this conclusion invalid?
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H.E.W. INSTITUTE '68

Correlation
Mastery Test:Qualitative

Problem 1:

Przoblem 2:

Low
Average

High

Data (A)
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As most of you struggled through another section of Campbell
and Stanley during the twilight hours, your instructional stzZff
was hard at work collecting data at the outdoor swimming pocl
for input into the next mastery test. The sample data which we
humbly submit consists of the observation of 100 Summer School
coeds among whom were 7 very well controlled blonds, 32
were blonds with average self-control, and 14 were (at this
point of the summer session) very impulsive blonds. We also
casually observed 47 brunettes in our sample of which 9 were
very self-controlled, 26 were classified as average self-control
and 12 were checked out to be very impulsive. Since our only
purpose was to save you the time of screening a sample for

your statistical problem (we don't have time to compute it

for you), decide con the basis of this hard-core information
given above whether there exists a correlation between our
sample's hair color and their level of self-control as observed
by your hard-working instructional staff (use a significance
level of .013%).

Decide on the basis of the information given in the following
table whether there exists a correlation between a student's
ability and interest in extra-curricular activities at School A.

(Use .05 level of significance).
Ability
Low Average High
28 17 15
20 40 20
12 28 40




Problem 3:

Problem 4:

Problem 5:

Mastery Test (2)

Describe in detail some considerations which might alter the
level of significance employed in testing hypotheses? Alsco,

what do you understand to be the meaning of "ve#el of signifi-
cance?

Our sample has a mean of 67.47 and a standard deviaticn of 3.42
and we wich to generate a 95 per cent confidence interval. We
may assume that our distribution is symmetrical for our sample

of 30 cases. Can we claim that this interval contains the
true mean of the population?

Using the same statistical data as in (4) above, but assuming
that we have a skewed distribution in which we wish to place

4 per cent to the left and 1 per cent to the right, compute the
confidence interval and determine if this interval contains

the true mean of the population.
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H.E.W. INSTITUTE '6B

Mastery Test - Basic Correlation

What is a correlation coefficient?

The correlation coefficient (r) is the most commonly used measure of relationship betwecn
paired facts, or the tendency for two or more variables (or attributes) to go hand in hand.
The quantity r, defined in Formula 1 below, is called the coefficient of linear correlatir-
because of its theoretical relationship to a "straight line." This coefficient is often
called the '"product moment" coefficient or the "Pearson »" statistic.

Yhen do we use correlation?

In some problems our interest centers on the estimation of scores by means of a regression
equation; other problems are concerned chiefly with the mutual interrelationship between
two variables as measured by the coefficient of correlation. In the first case there
would be practical value in predicting college achievement potential from a prognostic
t2st -~ the relationship is known (from known scores or data) and forms the basis for
estimating unknown scores. In the latter case - in correlation - the relationship between
the variables is intuitively "known" but can also be readily expressed in quantitative
Forn {e.g., r & .79).

Problem #1 - Calculation of Pearson "r' from ungrouped data:

Te fird the coefficient of correlation on ungrouped data, we apply Formula 1 and calculate
¢in sa2ts of component data -- £¥%;, £Y,, £x2 s £Y%, £X3Y;, and N, and substitute the
numerical values of these components into the formula. Although it is easier to employ

~a calculator or a computer when handling large number of cases, the coefficient can be

computed manually. In order that you may gain a "feel" of the statistical operations
accrued during the compytation of "»", the following problem should be hand-calculatdd.

Lat us suppose that the values of X; and Y; which are given in the following table repre-
zsent the scores which 10 students obtained in two successive short quizzes in arithmetic
znd that we are interested in determining the relationship between the quizzes. Apply
Formula 1 below to these data and compute the product-moment coefficient. (You will note
that summstion data for the necessary components are included at the base of the Table --
check your computations against these data.)

NEXY; - (£X(£Yy)

Formula 1 ri=

MNEx?; - (237 VNEYE - (27,7

POOR ORIGINAL COPY -BEST
AVAILABLE AT TIME FILMED



H.E.W. Correlation -2-

TABLE 1 - DATA

Student X Y x2 ¥2 XY

Mary 8
Bill 6
John 10
Sue L
Carol 8
Jack 9 1
Irene 3
Donald 10
Bobby Jo 6
Neil 7

Xy

The computed correlation coefficient (r = ) described the strength of the association
_betveen the scores which students obtained on the two qd@izzes. A further interpretation
of these data might indicate that

You might find it helpful to plot the relationship between Test X and Test Y scores. The
"p!" computed above hz3 a range limited to -1.00 (perfect negative relationship) through
#0.00 (no relationship or chance) to +1.00 (perfect positive relationship.

The four figures below illustrate the relationship between theoretical X and Y scores.
Geometrically speaking a correlation is positive if the regression line slopes upward, and
it is negative if the regression line slopes downward (left-justified).

4
P N, NL
../" » N\ ) *
_? Ve Y L. T Y .};\ Y . }\.‘
’Z' » ~‘--- n.' * ’ [
'l‘ .:."‘", ‘\‘ ) l’\‘\ L]
lo | 7 lof- « lo - lo .\
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Q X
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A rough plot of Table 1 data is as follows: H.E.W. Correlation -3~
(also plot a rough regression line)

-

10
9
8 On the basis of the computed coefficient and its plot,
7 we can conclude that:
- 6 -
- ¥Ys
4
3
2
1
0

0123456789 10
X

The Eank-Order "r': At times it is convenient to describe the correlation between paired
observations by calculating r on the basis of their ranks instead of their actual numerical
values. The advantage of this modification lies in the fact that it is much less laborgcus
that the calculations by Pearson's formula. To compute the correlation by ranks the fol-
lowing formula may be applied:

6 £.4%

n(n? - 1)

Formula 2;: r, = 1

If we take, for example, the same data as presented in Table 1, we can replace each value
of X and Y by its corresponding rank within each test sample (administration). It does
not matter whether we rank the Xs and Ys in ascending or decending order as long as we are

consistent. If we choose to rank the Xs from high-to-low, then we must also rank the Ys
- from high-to-low. (For this problem, let us rank the ¥Xs first, and in decending order)

Student (X) Rank of Xs (Y) Rank of Ys d (difference) a“
John (10) (8)
Donald {10) (9)
Jack (9) (10)
Mary (8) (6)
Carol (8) (9)
Neil (7) (&)
Bill (6) (7
- Bobby Jo  (6) (7)
Sue (u) (5)
Irene (3) : {5)
£g2 =
£d° .= 48.00

Substituting the component data into Formula 2 above, we have:

r = =

r

Compare the coefficients computed by the Pearson and rank-order methods. What can you
say about these two statistics and, especially, when would you apply each method. What
“might you be “giving up" by applying rank-order methodology rather than Pearson's method?




SECTION IV: SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHIC REFERENCES

This list of bibliographic references is not intended to be a com-
plete listing of all of the possible sgources pertaining to school program
evaluation. Those references considered to be meit helpful to evaluation
personnel have been selected for inclusion. The more basic discussions
are preceded by asterisks.

The references discuss some of the broad topic areas listed below.
The letters "A' through "M'" at the upper righf-hand corncer of each
reference indicate the areas with which the works are primarily concerned.

(For example, Bloom's work Stability and Change in Human Characteristics

contains some valuable comments about evaluétion design and statistical
analysis of data.) Although the letters indicate the primary foci of the
references, the categories should not be thought of as completely
independent. The cléssifications are as follows:

A. Evaluation Desisn

B. Evaluative Prdcedures

C. Standardized Instrumants

D. Informal Tests ‘

E. Preparing Objectives

F. Statistical Analysis of Data

G. Anecdotal Records

H. Interviews

J. Observation

K; Ratings and Rankings

L. Self-Report Techniques (Attitudes, Interests, Personality)

M. Sociometric Techniques
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Selected Bibliographic References

. B,D,G,H,J,K,L M
*Ahmann, J. Stanley, and Glock, Marvin D., Evaluating Pupil Crowth
(3d Ed.), Allyn (Bostoa), 1967.

General textbook for elementary and secondary sgchool
teachers expiaining the basic mcthods of evaluation
and giving some basic definitions and statistical
terms.

A,C
Barrett, Thomas (ld.), Perspectives in Reading No. 8: The
kvaluation of Children's Reading Achievement, International
Reading Association (Delaware), 1967,

Careful analysis of the design and evaluation of reading
programs. 1lncludes much information about standardized
tests. '

F
*Bernstein, Allen L., A Handbook of Statistics Solutions for the
Behavioral Sciences, Hol:t (New York), 1964. Paperback.

: A,F
Bloom, Benjamin S., Stability and Change in Human Characteristics,
Wiley (New York), 1964.

Detailed and involved analysis of the development of
human characteristics and how limitations such as
environment produce a variation in the development.
An attempt to understand how human characteristics
may be identified, explained,and sventually modified.

A
*Borg, Walter, Educational Research: An Introduction,
McKay (New York), 1963,

Simple and practical presentation of educational
regsearch. Book presented in the order that
researcher would use in developing and carrying
out research.

B,C,D,G,L

Bradfield, James M., and Moredock, Steward H., Measurement and
kvaluation in lducation, Macmillan (New York), 1957.

Introductory text for educators dealing with the basic
concept of measurement and evaluation with some defini-
tion of technical terminology. Also explained are the
standards appropriate for evaluating pupil achievement
and the most efficent way of reporting evaluation to:
pupils and parents.



D
7. *Bureau of Elementary and Secondary Educational Testing, Improving
the Classroom Test, State Educatior Department (Albany), 1967.
Pamphlet.

C
8. Buros, Oscar (Ed.), The 1940 Mental Measurements Yearbook, Mental
Measurements Yearbook (New Jersey), 1941,

9. » The Third Mental Measurements Yearbook, Rutgers University
Press (New Jersey), 1949.

10. » The Fourth Mental Measurements Yearbook, Gryphon Press
(New Jersrey), 1953.

11. » The Fifth Mental Mearurements Yearbook, Gryphon Press
(New Jersey), 1959.

12. , The Sixth Mental Measurements Yearbook, Gryphon Press
(New Jersey), 1965.

Listings and critical analvses of standardized instruments.
Instruments discussed in one edition do not necessarily
reappear in later editions unless further data or critical
reviews have become available.

A
13. 'Cochran, William G., and Cox, Gertrude M., lKxperimental Designs
(2d Ed.), Wiley (New York), 1957.

c,D
14. Cronbach, Lee J., Essentials of Psychological Testing, Harper (New
York), 1960.

Textbook explaining the basic principles of testing so that
educators can select tests wisely, be aware of weaknesses in
tests, and judge the merit of new tests emerging. Includes a
discussion of some of the wmore important and widely used tests.

A
15. Davitz, Joel Robert, Fvaluating Research Plans in Psychology and
Education, Teachers College Press (New York}), 1967.

Guide to the establishment and evaluat'on of educationally
orientec programs.
D

16. Dunn, S8.S., Moagurement and Evaluaticon in the Secondavy School,
Australian Council for lducatjonal Research (Australia), 1967,

Explanation of the basic principlos of testing with particular
emphasis on the development of instruments suitable for
testing on the secondary level.
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Cc,b
17. *burost, Walter N., and ’rescott, George A., Kssentials of Measurw:-
ment for Teachers, Harcourt (New York), 1962,

Presents the fundamentals of selecting, using,and interpreting
standardized tests. This is a8 practical presentation of issues
that arise in connection with tests and evaluation.

c,D
18. Ebel, Robert L., Measuring Fducational Achievement, Prentice-Hall
(New Jersey), 1965.

Guide to the correct use of standardj=zed instruments and the
development of informal tests at the ocal level.

F
19, *Edwards, Allen L., Statistical Methods in Behavioral Sciences,
Holt (New York), 1954, .

Excellert text for research workers in behavioral science.
Includes excellent treatment of two and three condition
analyses of variance.

20. Engelhart, Max D., "Tmproving Classroom Testing," National Education
Association, What Research Says- to the Teacher.

A
21. Federer, Walter T., Experimental Design, Macmillan (New York), 1955.

F,H,J
22, Festinger, Leon, and Katz, Leon, Research Methods in Behaviorsl
Science~, Dryden (New York), 1953. '

Early work that codified research techniques. Includes
excellent chapter on he collection of research data bv
interviewing and the metl.cd of sampling and analysis of
data that can be useful :o the individual pianning an
interview study.

A
23, Fisher, K.A., The Design of Experiments (2d £d.), Oliver & Boyd
(Edinburgh), 1942,

o . F
2¢., Fisher, R.A., Statistical Methods for Research Workers (6th Ed.),
Oliver & Boyd (Edinburgh), 1936.

: _ C,F
25. *Freeman, Frank S., Thaory and Practice of Psychological Testing
(3d Ed.), Holt (New York), 1Y62.

Emphasis on the psychologicei foundations of tests and
psychological interpretatic:. and evaluaticn> of test findings.
Includes a chapter on the historical background of jsychological
testing and cne on elementary statistical concepts.
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26,

27.

-28.

30.

31.

32.

A,B,E,F
Gage, Nathaniel L., Handbook of Researc.a on Teaching, Rand McNally
(New York), 1963.

Many-authored handbook with the aim of summarizing, analyzing
and integrating research on teaching into closer contact with
the behavioral s¢iences. Intended as an afid ir the training
of workers in ecducational research. Excellent as a source
reference for research in curriculum and classroom methodology
and relevant variables.

F
*Garrett, Henry E., Statistics in Psvchology and Education, Longmans
(New York), 1958.

D
Gerberich, J. Raymond, Speciman Objective Test Items, Longmans
(New York), 1956.

Guide for teachers explaining a wide variety of testing,
measuring, and evaluating devices.

) c.p
Gerberich, J. Raymond, et al., Measurement and Evaluation in the
Modern School, McKay (New York), 1962.

Supplementary volume presenting a short and nontechnical
discugsion of the application of measurement and evaluation
to the problems of instruction in today s schools. Emphasis
on improving homemade tests. :

e e .. . T
*Good, Cartex V., Introduction to Educational Research, Appleton
(New York), 1963.

Basic text giving a good description of the process of
historical research and the major steps in carrying it out,
including collection of data and the preparation of the report.
Extensive updeting has taken place in this edition.

A,H,J,K
Good, Carter V., et al., Methods of Research, Appicton (New Yeok),
1954,

Excell:nt book developing educational :esearch methods and
tectniques with a discussion of the concepts, principles, and
procedures in educational, psychological, and sociological
investigations. Organization of the book fsllows the steps
taken in problem solving.

: B,G,J,K,L,M
*Gronlund, Norman E., Measurement and Evaluation in Teaching,
Macmillan (New York), 1965.
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¥
33. Guilford, J.P., Fundamental Statisczics in Psychology and Tducation
€3d Ed.), McCraw (New York), 1956.

Fundamentals of descriptive and sampling statistics. This
revised edition has materials on hypothesis testing, statisti-
cal reference, and additional analysis of variance.

34. Harris, Chester W. (Ed.), Encyclopedia of Educational Research
"(3d Fd.), Macmillen (New York), 1960.

Includes writings appropriate to all aspects of evaluation
and assessment.

C,D,J,K,L,M
35. Horrocks, John E., Assessment of Behavior, Merrill (Columbus) 1964.

Textbook designed for a course in psychological measurement..
Includes application, background,and underlying assumptions
of measucvement; materials on measurement of personality,
maturation and readiness, intelligence, achievement, aptitude
and special abilities, social behavior,and interests and
attitudes.

B,K
36. Jahoda, Marle, et al., Research Methods in Social Relations, Dryden
(New York), 1951.

Textbook dealing with all the steps in the research process
ugsed in the study of social relations. Book is divided into
two parts: one deals consecutively with major steps of
scientific inquiry; the other deals in more technical detail
wtih methodological problems.

. M
37. Jonnings, Helen H., Sociometry in Group Relations (2d Ed.), American
Council on Fducation (Washington}, 1959.

Revised and expanded volume on the meaning of sociometric

structured and choices. ;

‘ A,B,F.,H,J ,K,L,M

38. Kerlinger, Fred N., Foundations of Behavioral Research, Holt
(New York), 1965.

A thorough treatmuent cof techniques of educe:zional and
‘psychological inquiry, with special sttention to the relation-
ship between the problem and the design and methodology of its
solution. Many p?acticcl applications are presented.

39, "™oenker, Robert H., Simplified Statisitics, McKnight (Illinios),
196L. Paperback.
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A
40, *Kowitz, Gerald T., Research for Educational Improvement, State
Education Department (Albany), 1960. Pamphlet,

_ C,D,E,F,G,K
41. *Lien, Arnold J., Measurement and Evaluation of Learning: A Handbook
for Teachers, Brown (lowa), 1967.

A thorough presentation of types of measurement and
evaluation as they apply in the classroom setting.

B,C,D,E
42. Lindquist, E.F. (Ed.), Educational Measurement, American Council on
Education (Washington, D.C.), 1963,

An Iindispensible reference work and handbook to measurcment
specialists, test constructors, research workers in cducation
and psychology, and school administrators in charge of local
test programs.

E
43. *Mager, Robert F., Preparing Objectives for Programmed Instruction,
Fearon (California), 1962. Paperback.

Refreshing book for teachers, describing how to specify
educational objectives. Provides both a valuable approach
to the task of poal specification and. an oricntation which
views goal specifications as an unavoidable, practical
problem requiring hardheaded solutions.

A’B
44, *McAshan, Hildreth H., Elements of Educational Research, McGraw
(New York), 1963.

Easily readable, introductory work on research techniques
for use by teacher and cducation administrator. Practical
book rather than theoretical.

M
45. ‘*Northway, Mary, A Primer of Sociometry, University of Toronto
: (Canada), 1952.

Introductory work giving the basic principles and practices
of sociometry for the study of social relationships. A
basic bibliography is given to guide the rcader in this
intricate and complex €icld.

D,E
45, *0dell, Charles W.; How to Improve Classroom Testing, Brown (lowa),
1953.

Practical, nontechnical puide for tcachers in the construction
and adminlstration of informal or homemade tests, Work based
on the author's four decades of teaching experlence.
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47.

49,

50.

51.

52.

53.

S4.

C,D,E
Payne, David A., and McMorris, Robert F. (Eds.), Educational and’
Psycholopgical Measurement: Contributions to Theory and
Practice, Ginn (Boston), 1967. Paperback.

Bouk of readings presenting a broad perspective of
theoretical and practical considerations in measuremcnt.

Rothney, John W.M., "Evaluating and Reporting Pupil Progress,"
National Education Association, What Rescarch Savs to the
Teacher.

A’F
*Sicpel, Sidncy, Nonparametric Statistics for Behavioral Sci: nccs,
McGraw (New York), 1956.

Presents nonparametric techniques inm a form that can be
understood by the average behavioral scientist sho lacks
advanced mathematical training. Emphasis on rescarch
application of techniques with many interesting examples
taken from the behavioral sciences.

E
Smith, Eugene R., and Tyler, Ralph W., Appraising and Recording
Student Progress, Harper (New York), 1942,

Detailed report on the steps to be taken to help schools
discover, record, and report the progress of students
toward the whole range of goals.

F
*Smith, G. Milton, A Simplified Guide to Statistics, Holt (New York),
1962. Paperback.

B,C,D
Stanley, Julian C., Measurement in Today's School {(4th Ed.), Prentice
(New York), 1964.

General reference book concerned with the theory and practice
of measurcment. Emphasis on the many problems relating to the
intelligent use and interpretation of measurement by the class-
room tecacher and school administrator.

F
Tate, M., Statistics in Education, Macmillan (New York), 1955.

i . t

i D,E
Taxonomy of Educational Objectives, Bloom, B.S., et al., Longmans
(New -York).
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Handbook I: Cognitive Domain, 1956.

Describes the nature of the cognitive domain and its relation-
ship to educational goals. Includes a description of the stages

of the hierarchical structure and relates educational objectives
to testing.

Handbook I1: Affective Domain, 1964.

Describes the nature of the affective domain and the classifica-
tion structure preparcd for it. Describes the cevaluation of a
affective objectives at each level of the structure.
_ C,0,E,F
55. Thorndike, Robert L., and Hagen, Elizabeth, Measurcment and Evalua-
tion in Psychology and Education .{(2d _1.), Wiley (New York),

1962.

Textbook with express aim to provide a foundation for persons
who will use and intcrpret tests) defines the objectives of
measurement and the value of teache:.-made tests. 1Includes a
discussion of new tests. Easy-to-read coverage of educational
and psychological measurcment. ‘

56, Torrance, E. Paul, 'Crecativity," National Education Association,
What Rescarch Says to the Teacher.

AZH,J,K
57. *Travers, Rohert M.W., An Introduction to Educational Rescarch,
Macmillan (New York), 1958.

Basic text discussing the aims and methods of educational
rescarch. 1Includes an explanation of how research should be
conducted, tha content and selection of rescarch problem,
some points of cvaluation, -and the validity of measuremcent.

GC,G,H,J,K,L
58. Traxler, Arthur E., Techniques of Guidance, Harper (New York), 1945.

Practical guide piving the techniques and procedurces available
for the all-important job of counseling with cxplanation ef
tests and other instruments of evaluation.

P
59, Walker, Helen M., and Lev, Joseph, Stutistical Inference, Holt (New
York), 1953.

Good referenee book on statistical theory and methods for the
non=mathematically oriented student.
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F
60. Wandt. Edwin, A Cross-Scction of iduecational Rescarch, McKay (New
‘l’.‘].‘k) Y 1965- :

Collection of forty cducational rescarch articles published in
journals in 1960 to 1964. ‘The primary purpose is to acquaint
aduinistrators and teachers with recent rescarch findings of
practical application.

F
61. Wincer, B.J., Statistical Principles in Exporimental Desipn, MceGraw
(New York), 1962,

C,D,E,C,H,J,K,L,M

62. Wrightstone, J. Wayne, Justman, Joscph, and Robbins, Irving,
Evaluation in Modern Education, American Book Company
(New York), 1956,

Presents many of the problems which may arise in educational
¢valuation, suggests solutions. Includes samples of several
types of assessment devices.
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TOPIC:

SESSION

The Ingredients of the Research Proposal

NUMBER: 18

INSTRUCTOR: Robert L. Baker

OBJECTIVES:

CONTENT

I.

I1.

III.

Identify the basic components of a sound research proposal,
irrespective of variation in proposal format.

Describe the conditions that must be met for each component.

Distinguish between exemplars and non-exemplars of proposal
components based on conditions to be met.

Given a problem area, construct a proposal outline including the
operational specification of essential ingredients.

OUTLINE:
Proposal Formulation and Planning

Descripticr of Basic Components of a Sound Research Proposal

A, Differences in labels attached to components in varied
proposal formats.

L. Differences in ways of sequencing and/or organizing
components in overall proposal structure.

The Conditicns That Must Be Met for Each Basic Component
of n Sound Proposal



E
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OBJECTIVE 6: 1Identify the essential components of a sound research proposal
) and describe opérationally the specific conditions that each
component must meet.

The increased financial support of educational research activities by govern—
ment agencies and privately endowed foundations provides wider opportunity
for the conduct of sorely neecded educational research. The increase in
funding, however, has been outpaced by the number of research proposals
submitted for consideraticn by the funding sources. In a compatitive research
market, the weak, infirm, or poorly stated prcposal is quickly cast aside. Thus,
the educational researcher to work his trade must, in addition to his other
skills, acquire competency in the development of a sound and well-explicated
research proposal. Despite the vindications of the rejected researcher, most
propoaals are rejected not because of the researcher's lack of sophistication
regarding the complex subtleties of 'grantsmanship', but rather because

his proposal lacked one or more of the essential ingredients of a sound
research proposal.

The purpose of the sessions related to Ubjective 6 is to describe the
essential ingredients or components of a research proposal and to identify
the conditions that must be met for each component. The components can be
identified in any good research proposal regardless of the variations of
format. They can be easily identified in proposals which attach different
labels to the components or specify different ways of sequencing and/or
organizing the components in the overall proposal structure.

The basic ingredients described in this session should be regarded as a
necessary but not sufficient condition for the development of a sound and
well-explicated research proposal.

RIC
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THE BASIC COMPONENTS OF THE RESEARCH PROPOSAL

I. Proposal Formulation and Planning
A, Formulation of research problen

The first stage in the formulation of a research project is the
selection of a fruitful problem that is significant for education.
The range of potentizl problems or situations requiring change is as
broad as the range of behaviors related to educational activity.
The significance of a problem rests on its probable contribution
to knowledge. The followuing are some of the important criteria

. which should be carefully considered in the selection and/or
formulation <f a research problem.

Suggested Criteria for Selection of Research Problems*

1. A concern with basic concepts and relationships of concepts
as distinguishéd from local, particularized, or exclusively
applied research, to the end that the knowledge produced may
be cumulative with that from other studies.

2. The development, refinement, and testing of theorctical for
formulations.

3. Superior research design, including careful specification of
the variables involved and use of the most precise and
appropriate methods available.

4, A probable contribution to methodology by the discovery,
development, or refinement of practicable tools, techniques,
or methods.

5. Full utilization of relevant concepts, theories, evidence,
and techniques from related disciplines.

6. The integratic. . of any single study in a planned program of
related research to the end that the results become meaning-
ful in a2 broad context.

7. Adequate provision to train additicnal research scientists.
8. Provision, wherever feasible, to repeat or check related

research of other persons in order to provide a check on the
generality of conclusions.

#From Report of the Study for the Ford Foundation on Policy and
Program, Detroit, Michigan: Ford Foundation, November, 1949
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B. Planning the research proposal

Planning of the research proposal represents the next step in the
proposal-writing sequence.

Before such planning begins, it is assumed that the researcher (1)
has made the necessary canvass and review of relevant background
literature and (2) that he has formulated the research problem and
determined the sequence of operations and procedures for solving the
problem. He is now ready to desckibe his resesrch procedure and his
findings and to correlate them with the findings of other researchers
and with theory in his field.

1. First considerations in planning a research proposal

a. Determination of appropriate funding agencies for proposal
research.

b. Determination of selected funding agency's research proposal
format.

c. Consideration of length and detail of proposal.

d. Getting the overall problem clearly in mind (consideration
of the major aspects of the problem in light of the hypotheses
that will guide the research).

e. Consideration of what is directly and immediately pertinent
(i.e., what should be included in the proposal) and what is
of secondary concern and should be omitted or placed in an
appendix.

2. Outlining--The Organizational Plan
a. Outline form

The outline for the research proposal shows (1) the sequence
of topics as they will be covered and (2) relationships
between the various topics. A good logical outline aids both
the reading and the writing of the rasearch proposal.

In outlining, logical organization can usually be facilitated
by coding the divisions of the outline. The two most fre-
quently employed codes for sections or categories of the out-
lines are (1) the use of numbers and letters and (2) the use
of a decimal system. These are illuminated on the following
page.




Numbers and Letters System Decimal System

I. 1.0
II. 2.0
A. 2.1
B. 2.2
ITI. 3.0
A. 3.1
1. 3.11
2. 3.12
B. 3.2
1. 3.21
d. 3.211
b. 3.212
2. 3.22
c. 3.3
1. 3.31
a. 3.311
168 3.3111
(2) 3.3112
b. 3.312
2. 3.32
Iv. 4.0

Fither a topic outline or a sentence outline may be employed,
but in either case it is impcrtant to remember that labels or
headings for each section must be clear and meaningful.

b. Logical division

Principles of logical division should be followed in outlining.
Chief points to remember are:

(1) _Each class or topic included _in the outline.shodld be
based on a single principle of differentiation.

(2) Each division in the outline should be mutually exclusive.
(3) Bach class or division in the outline should be exhaustive.
(4) Each class should be well defined.

(5) There should be no further division of a class unless
there are at least two subclasses.

c. A suggestion for outlining a research report

Educational researchers frequently find that the use of a topic

card system facilitates the organization and integration of material
for the research proposal. Each topic or item that seems suitable
for inclusion in the proposal is written down on a separate card.




A topic-card should be prepared for each point that is rele-
vant, regardless of whether it is of major or mincr impor-
tance. Following the preparatian of the topic card, =ach
card should be checked against the criteria for the basic
components of the proposal to eliminate cards that are not
pertinent and to prepare new cards for topics that may have
been omitted or overlooked.

Then, the topic cards may be classified and organized, follow-
ing the rules of logical division--putting topics together
that belong together, arranging the topics that are coordinate
and those that are subordinate, and so on. In this process

it may be convenient to spread the cards out on the floor and
arrange the cards in outiine form. New cards may be inserted
where they seem to be necessary, or cards may be eliminated if
they are not pertinent in the total picture.

After an effective order has been arrived at, the cards may be
coded (using either the number and letter code or the decimal code
noted before) and the material copied to provide the working outline.

The procedure is a very flexible one, making it convenient ‘to
add cards, subtract them, combine topics, revise the order, etc.

II. Basic Components of a Research Propcsal
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Introduction

A well-explicated and technically sound xasearch proposal contains a
number of basic components that can be easily identified independent
of variations in proposal formats. Different funding sources may
require that different labels be attached to these components or
they may specify different ways of sequencing and/or organizing the
components in the overall proposal structure. The following
constitutes a listing of the basic components of sound proposals:

1. Project Identification (Title)

2. Statement of the problem to be solved or situation to be improved.
3. Justification for proposal approach
4. Operational research objectives, hypotheses and/or questions

5. Sequence of operations and procedures to be used in soliving
problem.

6. Evaluation of data.



B. Description of the basic components of a research proposal

The elements or conditicans to be met for each component includes
the following:

1. Project Tdentification (Title)

A good project title consists of a short concise statement
containing the following elements:

a. Identification of variables
(L prerimental study
ta) Independent varisble
(b) Dependent variable
(2) Correlational/status study
{(a) Related variable
(b) Outcome
b, Identifiwvation of target population
c. Specification of type of relationship between variables
(1)} Functional = “'the effects of"
(2) Non-functional = 'the relationship of"

2. Statement of the problem to be solved or the situation to be
improved

This component of a sound research proposal contains the following
elements:

a. Specification of the problem

(1) Clear, brief statement of the problem with concepts
defined where necessary, including:

(a) Identification of manipulable instructional variables
for determination of their differential effects.
(All relevant variables should be considered. The
failure to consider relevant variables is a common
and serious ervor in development of a research
proposal.)

(b) Identification of dependent variable




{c) Identification of target population.

(2) Problem is delimited to bounds amenable to treatment
or test.

(3) Description of the signifiasance of the problem for education
with reference to one or more of the following criteria:

(a) 1Is timely.

{b) Relates to a practical problem.

(c) Relates to a wide population

(d) Relates to an influential or critical population.
(e) Fills a research gap.

(f) Permits generalization to broader instructional
principles or general theory.

(g} Sharpens the definition of an important concept /,r
relationship.

(h) Has many implications for a wide range o practical
educational problems.

(1) May create or improve an instrument for observing and
analyzing data.

(j) Provides opportunity for gathering data that is restricted
by the limited time available for gathering particular
data.

(k) Provides possibility for a fruitful exploration with
known techniques.

As pointed out by Smith (1965), it is apparent from the Research
Advisory Committee's reaction to proposals, that it views some

problems as central to the field of education and others as peripheral.
Studies which explore the learning process, or which seek to identify
factors associated with the retention of students in schools and colleges
are regarded as having greater significance than, for example, studies

of adjustment problems of young adults. The latter topic may be a
valuable one for research in another context such as mental health.

The committee, however, must make judgements only about the signif-
icance of each problem to the fiecld of education.




b, Speciiication of relationship to theoretical framework (if
pertinent)

(1) Describe the relationship of the problem to a theoretical
framework.

(2) Demonstrate the relationship of the problem to previous
research.

(3) Present alternate hypotheses considered feasible within
the framework of the theory (strong inference).

Justification for proposed approach

An impottant erfterion in the evaluation of submitted proposals

by funding agencies is the potential cost-~effectiveness of a par-
ticular proposed research project. Cost-effectiveness indicates

that there is a relationship between the cost of the proposed

project and the results that are likely to be produced by the study
{i.e., the effectiveness of the project). The proposal will be compet-
etive with other proposals to the extent that the results which are
likely to be produced are sufficient to justify the cost.

Opefational research objectives, hypotheses and/or questions

The cbjectives, questions and/or hypotheses presented in the research
proposal represent the researcher's attempt to focus his attention
on specific aspects of a problem. As Smith (1963) points out, the
sharper the focus, the greater the probability that the experimenter
will succeed in his task. A statement of the ohjectives, hypotheses,
or research question which is broad and ambiguous will ultimately
lead to conclusions which are also broad and ambiguous.

The following is an example of a statement of a hypothesis included.
in a proposal submitted to the Cooperative Research Program. ''The
broad hypothesis is that a procedure can be followed which will
lead to the initial formulation, revision, and final development

of a broadly conceived theory of education based upon psychological
and other relevant research findings." It is apparent that, stated
this way, a research objective, question, or hypothesis will have
little or no meaning. To assure that the proposal is presented in
sharp forms, it is necessary to state the hypothesis, objectives or
questions in operational terms--that is, the procedures and/or
behavioral outcomes must be clearly specified and observable.

a. Operational definition

The necessity for operational definitions in the formulation
of the research objectives, hypotheses and/or questions has
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been long emphasized in the literature. An operational definition
requires that the observable conditions necessary for a concept's
application be stated. The concept is thus defined by the set of
operations linking it to the conditions of observation. One should

be cauticned, however, against assuvming that an operational definition
can be taken as final. Willower (1963) points out that, although

most psychologists agree that IQ provides un operatioral definition
of intelligence, this argument should not result in a failure to
devise newer and better measures of intelligence, not in a moritorium
on development of new theories of intelligence.

The researcher must also carefully assess the sccpe of his

operational definitions since narrowness can often be the price of
precision in the formulation of a research objective. Without

question the property of objectivity, which is afforded by operational
definitions, is an essential requirement of scientific research.
Howaver, operational measures which omit too much or perhaps something
crucial, have limited value. Operational definitions, as pointed out
by Finan (1962), wvhen properly used are a tool of theorefical
research. Their purpose is to make concepts unambiguous, not to make
it possible to theorize without concepts.

Objectives

The objectives component of a proposal provides a frame of reference
for the evaluation of the remainder of the proposal. In this section
the research objectives must be specified in terms of observable
behaviors to be performed by the learner.

The objectives statement should include: (1) an operational specifi-
cation of what individuals in the target population will be able to

do upon attainment of the objectives; (2) a description of the condit~
ions or situations in which the presence or absence of the behaviors
can be observed and recorded; and (3) specification of the antici-
pated or acceptable level of performance for the target group. To
minimize a broad ambiguity and conceptual confusion, a non-overlapping,
simple taxonomy of behavioral objectives should be used.

Hypotheses
(1) Form of hypotheses

Hypotheses are relevant to theoretical research. Thus, when a
hypothesis is stated, it is essential to provide a thorough explanation
of the theoretical framework or basis that leads to the hypothesis.

If the theoretical framework cannot be stated, it is not appropriate
to propose hypotheses but rather to pose research questions. This is
particularly true in the event that the inquiry is directed in an
area in which the experimenter is relatively unsophisticated.



Research hypctheses take either one of two forms: (1) the null or
statistical hypothesis- (2) the alternative or experimental hypothe-
sis. The hypotihieses can be presented as Guba (1963) points out,in
four different kinds of statement including:

(2) Literary null: a "no~difference’ or '‘mo-effect" of the
hypothesis expressed in terms of theoretical constructs.

(b) Operational null: a ‘‘no-difference” form of the hynothesis
expressed in terms of the operations required to test the
hypothesis.

(c) Literary alternative: a form expressed in terms of theoretical
constructs that state the hypothesis that will be accepted if
the null hypothesis is rejected.

(d) Operational alternative:r a form expressed in terms of operatiomns
that state the hypothesis that will be accepted if the null
hypothesis is rejected.

The null hypothesis (or the statement of the hypothesis in a
"no-difference' form) is the most commonly used mode of phrasing the
hypothesis. This form of the hypothesis is semantically difficult,
particularly if more than one independent variable is included in the
study. Statisticians, however, prefer this form of the hypothesis
because it accurately reflects the probablistic models underlying

the statistical techniques. The alternative or experimental hypothesis
is simply a atatement of the hypothesis the researcher propcses to
accept if the statistical hypothesis is rejected. The alternative
hypothesis specifies the anticipated outcome, i.e., a non-chance
occurrence. Either the null or alternative form may be uced alone at
the experimenter's discretion. However, as a matter of convention,
the null hypothesis is customarily given with the accompanying
alternative hypothesis.

Whenever there is a basis for prediction in the study, hypotheses
should be stated as succinct predictions of the anticipated outcomes
and/or findings rather than in the aull form.

Both the null and the alternative hypotheses can be expressed in
either of two language forms, i.e., literary or operational. If the
language is in the literary form, the hypothesis will be expressed
in terms of specific theoretical constructs. On the other hand, if
the operational form is used, the hypothesis will be defined by the
instruments used to measure the variables implied by a theoretical
construct. In educational research, the operational form of the
null and alternative hypothesis is preferable on two accounts:

(1) it exposes the logic of operational techniques and measurement
devices used in the study, (2) it minimizes ambiguicy and conceptual
confusion that frequently results in using the literary form alone
without translation into operational terms.




(2) Criteria for evaluation of hypotheses

To assure the formulation of testable and significant hypotheses,
the following criteria may be utilized:

(a) The hypotheses must be clearly stated in operational
terms.

The null and alternate hypotheses should be clearly
stated and include the operational specification of the
concepts, independent and dependent variables and
measuring devices employed in the study.

(b) The hypotheses must be specific and testable.

All the operations and predictions included in the
hypotheses must be thonoughly and unambiguously defined
in order to assess the testability of the hypotheses.

As indicated by Goode and Hatt (1952), hypotheses are
frequently stated in such general terms that they are
simply not testable. By operationally specifying the
hypotheses, the potential validity- of the experimental
results is increased. By using broad terms one is zble to
resort to selective evidence in the interpretation of
the results. Although astrologists and palm readers

make their living by stating predictions in such a form
that almost .any occurence can be construed as prophecy
fulfillment, such a strategy is not legitimate in
educational research. As Goode and Hatt (1952) point
out, the more specific the prediction, the smaller the
chance that the prediction will actually be borne out

as a result of a mere accident. It is imperative, then,
that the research hypotheses be as explicit and specific
as possible in order to aveid the trap of selective
evidence.

(c) The hypotheses should be related to a body of theory.

This criterion is one that is frequently overlooked in
educational research. In curriculum research it is wvalid
to select a research problem which does not relate
directly to previous curriculum research or theoretical
formulations. The researcher should remember, however,
that often with careful development, the same research
study may not only obtain the desired information related
to local needs, but may help to refute, qualify, or
support existing instructional theories.




(d) Questions

Questions are relevant to status and correlatiomal

studies (i.e., How many are there? Is there a rela-
ticaship between them?). The questions is also appropriate
when, as is often true in educational research, the re-
searcher cannot state the theoretical basis for the

study. In this case, it is approp:-iate to raise questions
rather than propose hypotheses. The same criteriz of
operational specificity apply to the starting of research
questions as were menticned in the discussion of ob-
jectives and hypotheses. The experimenter indicates by
the specificity of the researcn questions he raises, how
carefully he has thought through his problems. A research
question of the form, "What is the relatioushkip of in-
telligence to reading and arithmetic achievement?"” is

too broad and ambiguous. A better statement of the
question wculd be, "Jhat is the relationship of Otis

Quick Test Intelligence Scores to the SAT Arithmetic and
Reading subtest scores of seventh grade public school
students?"

5. Sequence of operations and procedures to be used in solving problems
a. Intrcduction

This component of a research proposal is variously labeled
method, procedure, or in one instance method of procedure.
The basic function of this component is to describe the
operations that will be performed to solve the provelm of
concern, including:

(1) Specification of the operational evaluation-revision
procedures that will be employed in the experiment. Often
this is dome by specifying sub-objectives of the overall
experiment and indicating the empirical criteria that will
be used to determine the attainment of each.

(2) Specify the sequence of steps to be taken toward the
solution of the problem and a list of products that will
be produced at the end of each step. A “product' may be
a new workbook or a film; it may be a method of pupil-
grouping, or the specifications of an instructional
procedure, or a vocabulary list.

(3) Describe the method and rationaie for sampling.
(4) Describe the method and rationale for treatment assignment.

(5) Specify the kinds of data to be collected, the method for
collecting, and the rationale for using it.
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(6) Describe the cxperimentol design and the rationale for
using it.

(7) Tell how the data will be analiy=zed.
Design

A common failing of many proposals is that they neglect or ignore
some of the posed research questions or hypotheses. Thus, the
first sta2p of the researcher in selzacting an appropriate design,
is fo check every proposed questionc or hypothesis to be sure that
it is covered by the design under cousideration.

The researcher should bec aware of all the possible threats to
validity and should dicclese in this section how and why the
design selected constitutes an optimal design under the part-
icular coastraints iuposed on the experiment (e.g., inability

to randemly assign subiects 2o treatment, limited size of sample,
etc.)

Although one shculd aveid expediency as a justification for a
weak design, <he researcher nust convincingly demoastzate that,
if a '"true" experimental design is rnot feasible, the alternative
design offered represents on optimal compromise based on (1)

the extreme difficulty and/or cost of using a true experimental
design for the proposed study; (2) the control of the variables
selected; and (3) the control of possible sources of error.

A well-explicated presentation and justification of an experi-
ment:al deisgn should include most of the following elements:

(1) Specification of how each research guestion or hypothesis
is covered by the proposed design.

(2) Specification of how specific anticipated confounding
variables and threats to validity are controlled by the
proposed design including:

(a) Identification of varizbles which design will control
and how specifically design will control them.

(b) If specifir sources of error cannot be completely
controlled by proposed design, submit rationale as
“0 why they are not anticipated to constitute major
“hreats to validity (e.g., if testing-treatment inter-
action remainc a2s a threat to validity, indicate why
such « threat is anticipated to havc negligible
effects. Cite supporting pilot study data if avail-
able. 1t is imperatiwve that the researcher
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demonstrate his awareness of all possible courses of
error by pointing them out. If the researcher does
not point them out, he can rest assured that very
likely the reviewer will do so.

Specification of design in statistical or logiczl terms.

The use of statistical or logical terms in describing
the selected design as Guba (1263) points out, will
facilitate communication and the identificatinn of
possible sources of error in the experiment.

Types of inferences that may be made using proposed
design

As pointed out in earlier sessions, the type of study
(i.e., experimental~-non-cxperimental) determines the
types of statements of casual inference that may be
made from the data. The researcher should verify that
the selected design will permit him to make the kinds
of statements that he would like to make from the
acquired data.

c. Target population and sampling

16 9)

Sampling nlan

The target population and sample must be carefully
described so that the reviewer can make an assignment of
the generalizability of the experimental findings.

The problem of external validity, as discussed previously
in the session on experimental design, relates to the
problem of knowing the population to whom the findings
are applicable. To validly generalize the experimentzl
results to the target population requires that the
sample have been drawn from that population using an
appropriate probability sampling plan.

As Guba (1963) points out, two discrete steps are
involved:

(a) Random selection of subjects from the target popula-
tion, 1.e., all subjects incorporated in the sample
must be selected at random from the same population,
This target population must be precisely defined.

(b) Random assignment of subjects to treatment.



The rationale for the selection of a given sampling plan
must be carefully specified. If stratefied, area or
cluster samples are used, the reason for sclecting any of
these plans must be made clear and reasonable to the
reviewer.

(2) Sample size

The problem of sample size cannot be adequately treated

here. It should be mentioned, however, that one can estimate
the sample size required to obtain a2 apecified level of

power if he has adequate pilot study data orv informatinn

from previous research using the same measurement devices.

(3) Specification of sampling procedures

It is necessary that the specification of the sampling
procedure include at least the following elements:

(a) Description of target population, experimental and
control samples

(i) Specification of target population to which the
research objectives, hypotheses, or questions are
relevant.

(ii) Specification of procedures or rationale for
determining size of sample to be used

(b) Specificatinn of method of drawing or selecting
sample

(i) Specification of relative costs of the various
sizes and types of samples allowed by the theory

(ii) Specification of relative importance of Tppe I
Error and Type II Errors

d. Data to be gathered and measurement devices to be employed
(1} Date to be gathered

At least the following Information should be provided
in this section:

(a) Specification of plans for collecfion of required
data, including an explicity statement describing
field controls to be employed. The major concern
here is generally that you will maintain equivalent
situations for all groups (Guba, 1963).



(b) Specification of the anticipated time schedule
(2) DlMeasurement devices to be employed

(2) Description of 21l measurement devices to be used
in stucy. If no adequate instrument currently
exists, then it is nec2ssary to specify in detail
the procedures that will be used to develop an
appropriate psychometric iastrument.

(b) Description of measures of gualitative variables
including citation of available reliability

and walidity data.

(c) Speuification of rationale for selectici of measure~
nent devices including:

i) Supporting evidence that the selected devices
have the opproprizte nsychometrie characteristics.

(ii} Defense of operational definitions used.

(d) Description of usa to bz made of pilot study or
test run.

5. Analysis and evaluation of the data

The description of the data analusis and evaluation precedures
should incluce the following elements:

a. Indication of consistency of method of analysis with research
objectives and decign.

b. Specification of method of analysis including:
(1) Use of special amalytical tools, computer, card-sorter, etc.
(2) Use of graphic techniques
{(3) Specification of typzs of tables to be constructed

(4) Specification of statistical and/or other analytical
procedurer to be utilized.

c. Indication of the type of statements that may be validly
made from anzlyzed data.
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THE INGREDIENTS OF A RESEARCH PRCOPOSAL
Exercise 1
A. Discrimination of Good Propnsal Titles
For cach of the following project titles, indicate whether:

(1) The variables are clearly specified. If so, identify the
variable (iadependent, dependent, =ztc.)

(2) The target population is identified,

(3) The type of relationship between the variables is
correctly specifuied.

Examples:

1. The effects of a specially planned mathematies program on pupil
anachievenent in eirnth grade mathematics.

2. Reading comprehension, abstract verbal reasoning, and computation
a4 facters in arithmetic problem solving.

3. An ornzlysis of the relationship of selected factors to the nature
of the voluntury reading of adolesceants.

4. The dynamics of two variants of classroom alienation.

5. The reclationship between achievement and verbal communication of
secondary school children,

6. The effects of anxiety and intelligence on concept formatiom.
7. A study of concept learning and generalization in children.

8. The effects of four instructional procedures on free operant
discrimination and discrimination reversal in retardates.

9. An investigatinn of the effects of two schedules of reading
instruction on mcnifest anxiety and behavior adjustment: A comp-
arisoiu of varied zmounts of time devoted to reading instruction and
their effects on ievel of manifest anxiety and school behavior ad-
justment among fifth and sixth grade children in a public school
setting.
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10.

11.

12.

The relationship of certain administrative factors to the number of
academic courses pursued by the academically talented students in
the 1960 graduating classes of the public secondary schools of
Delaware.

The relationship between socio-economic status and problem solving
ability: a study of the influence of experience.

The relationship between the perceived emotional climate of the home
of college students and certain variables in their functioning
related to self-concept and academic functioning.
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Construction of a Proposal Title

For each of the following examples, construct a project title that
satisfies the criteria for a good title.

1.

A decision regarding the adoption of the P8SC physics course of study
will be made from results of an cvaluation of the course. Four
schools czn be involved in the study but no manipulation of enrollment
into clasces will be allcwed. Each school will uave at least two
classes in Physics. Two of the four teachers can teach both PSSC and
traditional but the other two can teach only traditional physics.

A retention study is to be made with students who tock BSCS Biology.
About 750 sophoimores {(approximately 86 from each of 9 schools) took
BSCS and are still in attendance as juniors. Data are available on
these students and an equal number of sophomores who took traditional
biology.

An investigator wishes to determine the effect of reading 'My Six
Convicts" has upon freshmen Sociology majors at College X in terms
of attitudes toward prisoners. He is able to use all the sections
of Introductory Sociology offerad in the first semester. He has an
appropriate measure of attitudes toward prisoners.

A community committee wishes to discover what effects double sessions
have on the quality of education of children in one of the crowded
schools of their district. The bond issue has failed and they know
they must have the pupils on double session for at least a year, but
woulid like relevant information for publicity for future bond issue
elections. The district has regular achievement and I.Q. testing
programs in it's schools. What experimental design might be employed
to gather this information.



Exercise 2
Below vou will find three sections of a research proposal. Read it.

Froject Title

The effects of Use of Sequencing and lastery Principles in Film Pre—~
paration on the Concept of Formation and Procedural Performance of High
School Students.

Probiem.

The potential of 8um silent cartridged film has captured the imagination
of educators and film producers alike. The number of commercially available
cartridged films is increasing at an expoential rate, portending the in-
creased utilization of the motion picture as an instructional medium. Since
the low cost of 8mm eliminates the most serious obstacles to local production
of instructional films, greatly expanded activity in this area may also be
antici;ated.

To date this technology has developed almost completely independently
of previous and concurrent development in the psychology of learning and the
technology of instruction. Consider the terminology which has already become
standard in 8mm usage. Though nearly all commercially produced 8mm cartridged
films are called "single-concept films," the definition of the term concept
(as inferred from the characteristics of these films) lacks the precision
that the term has achieved in psychological experimentation. Just as film
producers might profit from a study of the meaning of the term concept as it
is employed by psychologists and educational researchers, so the burgeoning
8mm field can profit from an application of principles of learning and instruc-
tional technology to the production of its increasingly popular product.

The present proposal seeks to extend the applicability of two of the dom-
inant principles that have grown out of controlled experimentation in programmed
instruction to the production of 8mm silent cartridged films. These are the
principles of sequencing and mastery. (Silberman, H., Coulson, J., Melaragno,
R., and Newmark, G., 1964; Schutz, R.E., Baker, R.L., and Gerlach, V.S., 1964)

The principle of sequencing has two parts: (1) every skill and subskill
included in the program objectives should be explicitly covered by the program
unless it exists in the student's entry repertoire; and (2) any materlals that
do not contribute to the program objectives should be eliminated.

The principle of mastery states that the student should be required to
demonstrate mastery of each eomponent subskill before he is allowed to advance
to new topics based on the earlier material,

These two principles will be investigated using two distinctive types
of films as vehicles: (1) films designed to achieve concept fromation (the
development of a new concept as opposed to the use of a concept already with-
in the student's repertoire {Travers, 1963, p. 127}); (2) films designed to
develop procidural performance (motor behavior as opposed to cognitive be-
havior). It would appear that characteristics inherent in the motion picture
medium render it uniquely superior to the textual medium in accomplishing

@ hoth of these types of instructional objectives.
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Experimental studies have been inconclusive with respect
¢ the variables that influence the instructional
~frectiveness of motion pictures. The findings do
zuzgsst that certain general aspects may have import-
cnt implications when preparing film sequences. However,
a finc-greain analysis of the influencing variables is
+ill necessarv to provide the precisions required for
effective instructional control via the motion picture.

—
' v—u

i~rccoby and Sheffield (1958) studied the optimal

i 3tribution of demonstration and practice in learning
vrocadural skill. They found that practice immediately

461’ow¢na short segments of demcnstration os better than

Gaf@rnlng practice until a larger section of demon-
twvation has been completed. The general aspects of the

study are comDe1¢1ng, that is, there is some utility in

Unc*xlnb the seguence into segments and in providing per-
icdic practice cun route. However, specifications pro-
;idings for learner response are imprecise from an instruct-
on~1 technology point of view. When one considers that

e "cegments" of the demonstration film were 5 or
mninutes long, it is apparent that we are dealing

with ztimulus conditions which are extremely gross in

=ho light of current instructional technology. A much

finer-grain analysis of the skills and subskills

inzluded in the objective and the nature and sequence

»f Instcructional stimuli is regquired.

[

(Al

1."!

1)

Margoliius and Sheffield (1961) studied the effect of
ul_ferent lengths of filmed demonstrations of complex
beliarvior sequences before an active practice response

ras made. The treatments included: f1) short demonstration,
ihen practice; (2) longer demonstration, then practice;
{2) *ompletc demonstration, then practice; and (4) a
tronsition from short demonstration, then practice, to
long demonstration, then practice. Although inconclu-
sive with respect to establishing specifications of
demonstration length, the aspect of active responses

cnn rouie appears to warrant more extensive investigation.
[gajn, extending the principles of sequencing and
mnstery will contribute to the precision necesaary for
cpecifying optimal demonstration lengths and organization.

Onz method of breaking a lengthy serial mechanical-
Hasemb1j task into units has been suggested by Margolius,
14, cnd lMnccoBy (1961). Théy define a"natural'

5 being contextually similar, and Ffurther

.12 practice .on the "natural" units rather than
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on the whole. Although procedural cues for specifying contextual
homogeneity werc not ertablished, the general strategy warrants
further, more definitive investigation.

The results of thesz experiments, as well as other similar
studies (Micha~l and Maccoby, 1961), reflect the potential product-
ivity of greater cuperimentsl activity in this area. The general
findings of these studies suggest gross definitions of the instruct-
ional conditions which sccompany effective film instruction.

Such findings provide littlie in the way of generalizable proczdures.
Greater euxperimentel control in the systematic application of
empirically derived principles of learning should help us to get
beneath tha surcfacze descripiion of instructional conditions and
specifiy the proccdural cees for Gaveloping instructional strat-
egles related to the develicpunent of 8mm films.

n 2 .
Lbhjective o

To investigate tho application of the principles of sequencing
and mastery to the preporation of 8mm silent f£ilms designed to
achieve concept formati .- :nd procedural performance objectives,

Now answer tha2 questions below, using the following procedure.
If the answer is yes, stote your reason or else underline (in the
sections above) the words on which your answer is based and place
the number of the question in the left margin, next to the wotds
you hawzs uaderlined. If youv answer is mno, either state why or
reuwrite the pertinent partion of the proposal to meet the criteria
implied in the qu=stion.

1. Axz the wvarizbles and type of relationship between the
veriables described? If yes, identify the wvariables (e.g.,
independant, dependeat), type of relatiomship between the
verizsbles,

c
d

2. Indicate whether this would be a correlatiomal, status or
experimentzl study.

3. Is the situation requiring change described? If yes, specify
briefly.
%, Is Lhe target popnlation described? If yes, specify briefly.

5. Specify what, if any, observable criteria will be used to
dctermine when the desired change has taken place.

6., Is the problem relzted to a theoretical framework? If so,
speeify.

7. Are big definitions included?
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8. Is the objective in the example stated in operational terms?
If not, how specifically might it be modified so that it
does comprise an operational statement.

9. 1Is the problem of general, or opposed to local significance?




O
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Exercise 3

Conctruct Promosal Outline

Using one of the folloci7ing problem areas or a problem area of
specizl interest to you, construct a proposeal ocutline using all of
the criteria for a well-explicated proposal.

1. A doctoral candidate is interested in the Zuni Indican culture.
What he weuld like to do is to make a study of an Indian child of
elenzntary s hool age. 1n this study he specifically intends to
investigate thiz child's family background--habits, mores, education,
attitudes-=as it impinges upon this student. By studying the child
end ite background, this doctoral candidate hopes to learn a great
deal not only about the ways and means for the elementary school

to educztzs the Indian child.

2. Your school district has been using a team teaching approach

in pninth grede English for three years in cach of eight high schools.
The superintendent wished to know whethexr team teaching results

in any greater Izarning than a traditional approach. He makes the
recources of the Research Director avail-bHle to you to use ninth
grade ~"v ~nis5 din a noarby high schecel. Tuese students are being
taurht zninth grads English by the traditional approach. The exper-
iment is to run during the school year 1¢64-65.

3. An investigator wants to see if the development of personality
zirohlens in firat graders.A large school district with 10 elem-
eatary schools, each having the first four grades, is willing to

cocpzrate. Fra=school reading recadiness tests are administered
each yezr awnd first grade classes are made up heterogeneously

on the basis of these scores--Investigator free to work within
=1

nhin frauework.

4. The scnior students in high school were nct doing as well as
scme people thizught the students should be doing on their compo-
cinicn tests. It was decided to increase grammar content in the
Engiish curriculum. Someone questioned the reason fow doing this.
Thorefore a study was planned to find out if ircreasing the
grammnr content would have any effect on compesition grades. To
zid the tcachers enzaged in the study all the senior English
clasces will »e offered the same period next year. What design
would you use?
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TESTING HYPOTHESES: A PLEA FOR
ORDER IN EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH

Joe L. Saupe
Michigan State University

Recently, as I was making my first try at teaching a Sourse in educational
statistics, it became clear that in the process of confusing my students I had
suceeded in confusing myself regarding the proper roles of problems, research
hypotheses, and statistical hypotheses in educarioral research. My pet peeve
regarding research in education, cr is any other of the social sciences for that
matter, is that all too often, research reports make too much of the null
hypotheses. The epitomy of this glorification of the null hypothesis is its
statement in the first chapter of a doctoral dissertation. I suspect that this
over-emphasis of the null hypothesis results from the fact that either the student,
his major professor, or both, once took a course in statistics -- a course of
action which I cannot criticize in itself. Unfortunately, instructors of
statistics courses and authors of statistics textbooks are usually more concerned
with the logic of statistics, in which the null hypothesis is rightfully central,

than with the logic of using statistics in educational research.

This may be a minor point to some. Where the null hypothesis is stated may
not affect the data analysis or possibly even the conclusion of the research.
But it is a major point with me. The logic of the use of the techniques of

statistical inference is involved.

In my feal to differentiate between research and statistical hypptheses for my
-tudents and to point out that null hypotheses are only statistical devices

which permit the "proving" of research hypotheses, I emphasized that the research
hypothesis was the one to be stated in Chapter I. Eventually, a Thoughtful
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student asked, "But what if we don't have any basis for developing a research
hypothesis to state in Chapter I?" At this point I backed into a corner and
mumbled something about a problem as oppused to a hypothesis. It is from this
corner and the perspective it gave me that I attempted to think through the
issues involved in the relation of statistical inference to educational research.
I am sure that what I have to say has been said many times and many ways, but
I want to say it again in my way in hope that this way will contribute to an

orderliness in the logic involved in educational research and its reporting.

Hypotheses and Problems

I would like to suggest that basically there are two types of research for which
+he tools of statistical inference may be useful. The first I shall call Hypothesis
Rescarch, which, of course, invloves a problem in a larger sense of the word. If,
in ar. area of investigation, there is a backlog of knowledge or tested theory
which when slightly extended suggests a hypothesés for further investigation, or

if the researcher develops or borrows what is, to him at least, a reasonable theory
suggestive of one or more hypotheses, we have a basis for hypothesis research.

Note carefully that such hypotheses usually (I'll comment off the exception later)
take the form of some positive statement about the relationships among a set

of variables defined with regard to some populaticn of individuals, objects, or
events. Examples of research hypothesés are: "Students learn more under teaching
method A than under teaching method B, "Self-perception is related to school
achievement," "Authoritarian students are more likely to be school leaders than
non-auvthoritarian ones," "Schools with democratic administrations are more likely
to be adaptable than schools with authoritarian or laissez faire administrations."
While these hypotheses are not likely to be acceptable ones for thesis research
because they lack the necessary qualifications and operational definitions, they
should make the point. In hypotheis-type research, these are the hypotheses

which should guide the research and which, therefore, should be stated at the
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outset of the research report or dissertation in conjunction with the presentation
or review of the theory on which they are based.

i
Two characteristics of such research hypotheses are worthy of note. First,

the word "significant" does not appear in them. A research hypothesis that

states, "There is a significant difference...," is really beside the point. It
confountfls the actual research hypothesis with the statistical hypothesis and thereby
confuses the issue of using statistical inference as a tool of research. That
“there is a signaficant difference...."” is an acceptable, though not completely
articulate was of stating a conclusion, but it never provides a meaningful state-

ment of a hypothesis.

The second characteristic of research hypotheses is that they usually specify

a direction. If a body of theory or past research is the basis for a hypothesis,
then the specific nature of the difference or relationship involved may usually

be specified. Which of twol;eaching methods should prove superior is indicated
or the sign of a relevant correlation specified. Ordinarily, if the theory does
not suggest a direction for the hypothesis, the theory is incomplete regarding

the hypothesis and only a prcblem (see below) exists. For thoses who are familiar
with the terminology of statistics, I am saying that most research hypotheses

are directional and hence call for "one-sided" or "one-tailed" statistical tests,

but I am getting ahead of myself.

The second twype of research for which the methods of statistical inference are
apprpriate I will call problem research. If there is no theoretical scheme which
applies to an area of investigation or if the topic for study represents a sizable
jump from such a body of theory, the researcher may then have no specific hypothesis
concering the subject of his research. He has only a problem. He has no basis

for guessing that there is or is not a difference between treatments or groups or
relationship among the variables he chooses to study. It would then be out of place

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI



()
for him to attempt to formulate a hypothesis about the paticular piece of
nature with which he is concerned. It is proper, of course, for him to state
problems for investigation. Such problems may merely be declarations of what
he intends to do. For example, he may set out "To study the responses of high
ability students to personality measure X" or "To compare the behavior of males
and females on vatiables Y and Z." Problems may also be stated as questions:
Ywhat are the attitudes of the voters of school system W regarding the place of
vocational training in the school's curriculum?" or "What is the relationship
among certain socic-economic variables and students' self-concepts?" or "Which

is a better predictor of academic success, Test A or Test B?%

In problem-type research, the probiem is the thing that guides the research
effort. The problem, then, and not some artificial hypothesis should be
clearly stated at the outset of the research report or in Chapter I of the
dissertation. Research hypotheses have no logical place, no matter how they are

stated, '"null" or otherwise, in the formulatioa of this type of research.

Z am sayiqg, in other words, that hypotheses are not absolutely necessary for
research, even doctoral vesearch, to be respectable. VWhile it is possible to
argue that the significance (not statistical) of educauional research can be
measured by the extent to which it draws upon past research and a body of theory
and contributes to it, it is still true that there is much virgin territory to
be explored by educational researchers. The first study in an area cannot be
guided by research hypotheses for further research efforts and thereby stimulate
the development of a body of theory. Furthermore, some problem researchers may
happen &n to, by accident or design, relationships which suggest how some previously
unconsidered theoretical scheme applies to the problem area or which provide for
a basis of choice among possibly competing theories.

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI



(5)
On the other hand, it is truve that any hypothesis research is more likely
(a statistical concept) to produce dividends on the store of knowle?se than are
many researchers of the problem variety. Some problems studied by educational
researchers may have practical utility, but may lead nowhere in terms of & con-
tribution to knowledge. Others may lead nowhere in any sense, but this consideration
will not alter the proper role of statistical inference in their pursuance,

which is after all the topic I have chosen to discuss.

Statistical Hypothesis

Statistics is an applied branch of mathematics. It has provided a body of
knowledge and techniques which have been found quite useful in edicational research
in making inferences -- based on probability and random samples ~-- concerning

the populations from which the random samples were taken. The statistical
hypothesis is a central part of the techniques of this branch of knowledge.1

In essence, the method involves the positing of some hypothesis (statistical)

about the nature of the population from which a sample is to be drawn. (Clearly,
the word "signifiicant” does not belong in a hypothesis which is some positive
statement ahout the nature of a population.) The sample is then drawn and observed.
If it turns out to be quite atypical in terms of what sammles from this population
are expected to be like, the original hypothesis (statistical) may be subjected

To doubt. If it is atypical enough, say belongs to that group of samples which
are so unusual that we would expect them to be randomly drawn from the posited
population only five times in one hundred samples, then we may say that we will
veject the statistical hypothesis. If we play the game according to the rules,

of course, we will state before we actually draw the sample how atypical it must

be in order for us to reject the original statistical hypothesis. This is a priori

1

While I am talking about the statistical testing of hypotheses, I do not mean to
depreciate the value of statistical estimation which is an important statistical
method. t. The logic of estimation is very similar to the logic of hypothesis testing.
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definition of atypicalness is the matter of significance level and is expressed
as a proportion, .05, .01, or .00l. We say that our observed sample must be
among the fifty or ten or one most unusual that would be expected to occur
in drawing a thousand of them before we will reject the original hypothesis

about the nature of the population.

The rejection of a s atiétical hypothesis on the basis of an atypical random
sample means that we are willing to behave as though the logical opposite of
that hypothesis were true; that is, that the population is in fact of a nature
different from the one we originally posited. In other words, we choose to
believe that the sample is typical of, hence came from a population different
from that originally posited.2 e make this decision with a predetermined
statement of risk; we know that in using this logic for rejecting stati tical

hypothesis we will be wrong five or one times in one hundred, for even the

most atypical sample could conceivably come from the specified population.

Now, and this is important, the drawing of a '"typical" sample which leads to
the acceptance of the statistical hypothesis is not a logically sound basis
for concluding that the specific statistical hypothesis we choose to examine
is in fact true. The reason for this is that such a sample may actually be
even more typical for any of a number of different populations which are very
similiar to the one we elected to posit. In other words, the rejection of a

statistical hypothesis is a stronger action than its acceptance.

2

Modern statisticians have built their theories and technigues around
"glternative" as well as "statistical" hypotheses about populations. This
refinement is important in modern statistical theory but may be ignored for
the simple purpose of this paper.
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Now we can relate statistical and research hypotheses. If a researcher has
a research hypothesis which he wants to "prove} his best strategy is to frame
a statistical hypothesis which is its logical opposite and with all the
objectivity, caution, and scientific detatchment to "disprove" that statistical
hypothesis. (The words 'prove" and "disprove' are put in quotation marks to
indicate that they are used only in a probability sense.)} Thus, when it
comes time to analyze the results of his experiment, the researcher who
developed the research hypothesis that students learn more under teaching
method A than under teaching method B is wise to test the statistical
hypothesis that teaching method B produces the same or more learning than
teaching method A! If his results are sufficiently alien to this statistical
hypothesis, he may conclude with his predetermined level of risk that teaching
method A is superior to teaching method B. Q.E.D. That's what he wanted

to show in the first place.

In problem research. the use of the statistical hypothesis is slightly
different. Here the researcher merely selects a statistical hypothesis that
appears to be relevant to his problem. Fortunately, in most cases, if the
problem is defined with an adequate degree of specificity, he will find that
there is really only one statistical hypothesis which is relevant to it. The
teaching methods problem may be taken as an example. If there is no research
hypothesis, the problem is to see if there is any difference bctween the
effectiveness of methods A and B. The statistical hypothesis for this case
is the "null" one that the two methods are equally effective. If our results
are sufficiently inconsistent with this hypothesis, we reject it and conclude

that they differ in effectiveness.
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Under these circumstans:z. even though the average achievement score for method
A were 100 and for method B 20, we could, strictly speaking, conclude only
that the two methods differed in effectiveness. We should then adopt the
research hypothesis that method A is superior to method B and proceed to plan

another experiment.

Hypothesis research thus generally leads to somewhat more precise conclusions
than does problem research. In statistical terminology, one-tailed or
directional tests of hypotheses provide more precise information than do
two-tailed or non-directional testg. The choice between a one-tailed and a
two-tailed test of a hypothesis doés not depend upon the general level of
caution or scientific detatchment of the researcher, but rather upon whether
+he nature of his research permits him to develop a (one-tailed) research

hypothesis or a (two-tailed) problem.

The point of all this is that the statistical hypothesis comes into the

picture with the statistical methodology. It is an integral p;rt of this
methodology which permits research hypotheses or problems to bé examined in

the most efficient manner. Thus the statistical or null hypothesis should be
ralegated to the data analysis section of the research report or to Chapter 11l
or 1V, depending upon the form required by the advisor of the dissertation.

As a matter of fact, the precise statistical hypothesis can just about always be
inferred from the nature of the specific statistical procedures employed in

the data analysis. For this reason, I am not particularly disturbed if the
research report does not include a precise statement of the statistical hypothesis

being tested.
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Purists in educational research may, however, rightfully require that the
researcher demonstrate that he understands what he is doing in applying the
logic of hypothesis testing by including in the research report a precise

statecment of the statistical hypothesis.

SOME DIFFICULTIES

Unfortunately, the techniques of statistics permit only certain types of
statistical hypotheses to be examined or tested. Allowable statistical
hypotheses may be roughly classified in two categories. The first of these
includes the common "“null," no-difference, or no-relationship hypotheses.

The other includes the difference-or relationship-in-one-direction types.

It is clear from the foregoing section, then, that only two general types of
research hypotheses or problems may be efficiently subjected to statistical
examination. These logical opposites of the permissible statistical hypotheses
are the difference- or relationship-in-either-direction situations (commonly
the basis of problem research) and the difference- or relationship-in-the-
other-direction situation (usually the basis of hypothesis research.) (In
other words, statistical methods do not, as a rule, permit efficient examination

of research hypotheses which are of the no-difference or no-relationship type.)

But there are some situations in which the proper research hypothesis may
take the "null" form. The best example is the case of "testing assumptions"
as a prerequisite Jfor applying some other statistical technique. In the case
of the "t-test" of the null hypothesis that two population means are the same
or that one is the same or larger than the other, it is helpful if it is
reasonable to assume that the two (normal) population variances are the same.
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This research hypothesis is then a 'mull" hypothesis. Our only course of
action in this situation is to test this same statistical hypothesis. IFf our
sample data are sufficiently atypical--one sample variance sufficiently larger
than the other--we must certainly reject that statistical hypothesis and
behave, in applying the t-test, as though the population variances do in fact
differ. On the other hand, if our data lead us to accept the hypothesis of

no difference, we haven't really 'proven! much of anything. Recall that
accepting a statistical hypothesis is not a very strong decision. (The point
is that in this case we can't "prove" what we want to "prove", namely, the
null, research hypothesis. All we can say is that our data do not contradict

that hypothesis, but this is not the same as saying that it supports it.)

There are other types of assumptions of the no-difference or no-relationship
type which are required in the use of various statistical techniques. For none
of these assumptions is there a very conclusive statistical procedure available.
In practice, however, it may not matter, because in many situations it doesn't
make too much difference if the assumptions are violated a little. If the
population variances differ a iittle, the only effect of using the common
t-test is that the significance level will not really be what we assume it will
be. It may really be .06 lustead of .05 and in a practical situation this is

not a serious matter.

My advice then is that researchers continue to test assumptions in the usual,
and only available, manner but that they recognize that in accepting the
null hypothesis they are providing only a very crude conclusion. If the popu-
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lation differences are sufficiently large that the szmple data lead to a re-
jection of the null hypothesis, they should not, as a rule, apply any statis-
tical technique that is based on the assumption tested, because in this case
they can infer that the significance level adopted for that technique may vary

considerably frowu ths one they would assume for it.

Another difficulty in the use of statistical techniques in educational re-
search is that soma of the techniques are appropriate only for the testing of
null, statistical hypotheses. Directional hypotheses cannot, strictly speaking,
be studied with these techniques. While such techniques are usefvl for problem
research, their value for hypothesis research is limited. Two specific tech-
niques may be mentioned as examples. First, the chi-square test of independence
in contingancy tables is sensitive to any source of departure from independcnce
in the data, but cannot (except in the one degres of freedom case) appropriately
be used to "prove! any specific source of dependence or any specific directional
relationship. Similarly, the common amalysis of variance method enables us to
exanine the statistical hypothesis that a set of population mezas are the same,
but does not permit any very proper conclusions regarding which of the popula~
ticn means may be larger or smaller. To e sure, there are refinements and
modifications of the fundamental analysis of variance procedures that are de-
signed to permit directional inferenccs concerning population means, but these
methods are approximations at best and do not alter the Ffact that the analysis

of variance is hasically a tool of problem rese rch.
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Summary

The point of what I have been saying can be summarized as follows: Positively
stated research hypotheses or specific problems for investigation should be
developed and stated by researchers in the early sections of research reports
or theses. These hypotheses or problems are, after all, the things which
provide guidance to the research. Furthermore, there is no reason for the re-
searcher to try to state a hypothesis, if in fact he only has a problem to
study. Problems are perfectly respectable concerns for research. The statis-
tical hypothesis, if stated precisely at all, should be reserved for the data
analysis section or chapter of the report. It is an integral part of the
statistical tocl and should not be separated from this tool. Elevating the
"null" hypothesis te the outset of the report tends to place undue attention on
the statistical techniques of the study. These techniques are merely tools and

should not be allowed to overshadow the substance of the research.




COMPARISON CF EXPERIMENTAL AND EVALUATION STRATEGIES

EXPERIMENTATION

EVALUATION

To facilitate the continual improve-

PURPOSE To test resezrch hynotheses ment of a program
SUBJECTS Units to be measured are Subjects are assigned to a program
randomly assigned to treat- based upon their needs and the pur-
ment and control conditions pose of the program rather than the
reauirements of the data collection
and analysis designs
CONTROL Treataert and control condi- Evaluation aims to stimulate improve-
tions are held constant ment in on-going prigrams
throughout the expzrimont
INSTRUMENT L _ztruments are administered Instruments are administered to con-
DMINISTRA-  after a specified period of form witn information requirements of
TION time--usaally a year or some- decision makers throughout the pro-
times pre and post to the gram's existence
experiment
SZEDBACK Avoided during the experiment An essential means for stimnlating
S0 _as to avoid contamination change :
CRITERIA Information should be: valid, Information should be: valid, relictle
and reliable timely, credibie and pervasive
DEFINITION - 1
Definition of MEANS vary accoxrding to the EDS
to b2 served,
Evaluction is a means to several ends:
JUDGMENT
DSOISION-MAKING
KNOWLEDGE OF RESULTS
PUBLICITY
EOER B BN R T IR )
DEFINITION - 2
EVALUATION FOR DECISION-MAKING
THESIS: A wajor purpose of evaluation is to provide infoxwation
for meking decisions.
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RATIONALE:

1. Quality education demands continuning efrorts
to improve education;

2. Educational improvement requires an appropriate
balance of enlightened persistance and change;

3. Obtaining and maintaining this delicate balance
requires sound decision making;

4. Sound decision-making depends upon an appropri-
ate supply of evaluative information.

EE S S G R R R R O A

DEFINITION -~ 3

DECISION-MAKING IN EDUCATIONAL IMPROVEMENT

PROBLEM: To evaluate for decision-making, the relevant
decisions must be known.

POSTUIATE: Decisions in educational improvement activities
may be classified as:

Planning (focusing needed improvement activities)

Programming (specifying procedure, personnel, facil-
ities, budget, and time requirements for
implementing plamned activities)

Implementing (directing programed activities)

Recycling (terminating, continuing, evolving, or
drastically modifying activities)

PO B I I SR R R O )
DEFINITION - 4

KUDS OF EVALUATION FOR DECISION-MAKING

PROPOSITION: Each class of decisions in educational improvement
activities requires a relevant kind of evaluation.

Context evaluation is for plamning decisions and provides
information about '"what needs to be done?"

Input evaluation is for programming decisions and provides
information about "what can be done?"

Process evaluation is for implementing lecisions and provides
information about '"what is being done?"

Product evaluation is for recycling decisions and provides
information about "what has been done?"
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DEFINITION ~ &

FUNCTIONS I THE EVALUATIOH PROCESS

All kinds of evaluation include four functions:
Collection of information
Organization of infornation
Analysis of information
Reporting of information

TEFINITION -~ 6

CRITERIA FOR ASS:SSIHG THE ADEQUACY OF EVALUATIONS
FOR DECISION-MAXIMNG

Validity (Is the information what the decision-maker needs)
Reliability (Is the infoxiation reproducible)

Timeliness (Is the information available when the decision-
maker necds it?)

Pexvasiveness (Does the information reach all decision-makers
who need it?)

Credibility (Is the informztion trusted by the decision-maker
and those ne must serve?)

DEFINITION - 7

EVALUATION FOR CeECISION-MAKING DEFINED

EVALUATION FOR DECISION-MAKING is the process of:

collecting,
oxganizing,
analyzing, and
reporting information about
contexts, )
inputs,
processes, and
products for dccisions associated with
planning,
rogramming,
implementing, and
recycling activities.
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STAGES IN THE CIPP EVALUATION MODEL

1. Context Evaluation - defines and analyzes the environment, its
unmet needs, and underlying problems.

2. Input Evaluation - identifies and examines available resources,
strategies and designs to meet program goals and objectives.

3. Process Evaluation - identifies and monitors the potential sources
of failure in a project.

4. Product Evaluation - relates outcomes to objectives and to con~-
text, input, and process.




HEW INSTITUTE
ON
EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH INNOVATIONS

University of New Hampshire
Summer 1968

NAME : PRCPOSAL: Pre; Post

POSITION: INSTITUTION/AGENCY:

REPORT AND ANALYSIS OF AN EVALUATION STUDY

In your imstitute application you indicated triefly on a line or two
what your current evaluation activities or responsibilities were =-- such
as "responsible for evaluating Title III programs®, etc. We now want to
know a gcod deal more about what you are really doing, the evaluation
problems you face, and the ways in which you think about evaluation.

We are asking for this fuller description for several reasons. First,
it will give us a much better insight into the range and scope of your
evaluation activities, so that we can 2dapt our iustitute program in
various ways to deal mere directly with your problems. Second, we can
rrovide for ycu, shortly after our ocpening session, an informative pic-
ture of who your fellcw participentes are, arnd allow you to initiate
comnunication with other participants wko may be facing similar evalua-
tion problems. Third, it may help each of you to clarify some of your
thinking about evaluation and your purposes for attending the institute.
And finally, it wiil provide a useful haseline against which both you
and we can estimate changes ia ycur thinking ard plans which may have
been stimulated by your participation in the pregrem.

At the top cf each of the feollowing nages there is a question. The rest
of the page 1is blank. Pleaze "£111 up® as much of the page as you can
with your answer, and centinue on the back ¢f the page if you need to!
S50 as to avoid urrecesczxy duplication, we sugges% that you look at all
the questions before stzrting to write your a.swers.

Please complete and return this form as soon as possible. We expect
that you wiil get it to us nc later tkan Wednesday, July 3rd. Those of
us on the institute staff regard this project as your first "“assignment’
and we look forwzrd with great interest to the information and insight
which your reply will give us. Also, we hope that it will be a worth-
while and meaningful opening project for you and “gear you" to the
intent of the institute.

Finally, please work out this assignment on your own as we'd like to

know where you feel you are in the area of research and evaluatlion. Only
then can we attempt to structure the bsdy of the institute and also ‘
individualize our contributions to your evaluation activities.

POOR ORIGINAL COPY - BEST
AVAILABLE AT TIME FILMED




HEW Institute '68 ~ RAPES -2-

1. Describe in detail a program you are now evaluating or have some part
in evaluating (or a Program to be implemented this year). 1Iandicate
its nature, content, scope, purposes, etc.




2.

HEW Institute *68 - RAPE -3-

What sc—ts of data (information) are you collecting (have collected
or will collect) and how do they relate to the purposes of your
evaluation?




HEW Institute '68 - RAPE -~4-

3. What problems, difficulties, etc., (procedural, organizational, or
analytical) are you encountering and how are you dealing with them?




HEW Institute '68 - RAPE -5-

What sorts of research design(s), statistical techniques, and

data processing systems are you utilizing in your evaluation
project? What are your available resources for consultation and/orxr
analysis of your data? To what extext have you planned the "flow"
of your project to include the dimensions of time, resources,
personnel, processing requirements, etc.?



HEW Institute '68 - RAPE -6-

5. What skills, knowledge, or rzsource information and materials do
you now feel you must gain in order to more efficiently and
effectively pursue your research effort? How do you now see this
institute as a menns of constructively providing you with these
necessary skills, knowledge, or resource information and materials?




HEW INSTITUTE IN EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH

BUREAU OF EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH AND TESTING SERVICES

P. 0. BOX Q
DURHAM, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03824

UNIVERSITY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

Deportment of Education Telsphone: 868-5511, x574

or B&B.3322

Dear Applicant:

Your interest in the HEW Institute in Researching and Evaluating Outcomes of
Educational Innovations in New England is gratefully acknowledged.

A descriptive brochure and application forms are enclosed. Please pay particular
attention to the instructions listed below:
1. The following should be sent, in self-addressed envelope provided,
to the Director of the Institute.

a. Application for Admission
b. Background Data Sheet

The following should be given to-the applicant's immediate supervisor who
will complete it and send it to the Director of the Institute.

a. Confidential Evaluation Form
b. Self-addressed return envelope

It is important to note that completed applications must be postmarked ne later
than May 24, 1958. Applications will not be considered complete until all
pther items. have been-received.

We shall notify applicants of the decision of the Selection Committee before
May 31, 1968. Letters of acceptance from the selected applicants and alternates
must be postmarked no later than.June 7, 1968.

Please be certain your completed -application forms. and all accompanying items are
postmarked no later than May 24, 1968. You will be hearing from us during the
week of May 29, 1968.
All good wishes for success.

Lordially,

Gilbert R. Austin, Ph.D.

Institute Director




AR

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
OFFICE OF EDUCATION
WASHINGTGN, D,C. 13007

Letaiite, 3t

CONFIDENTIAL EVALUATION FORM
HEW INSTITUTE IN RESEARCHING AMND EVALUATING OUTCOMES OF EDUCATIONAL INNOVATIONS
IN NEW ENGLAND

. (Name of applicant): Name of sponsoring institution:

Univexrsity of New Hampshire

I am seeking admission to the HEW Institute in Researching
and Evaluating Owtcomes of Edticational inno.ations in New England.

The Selection Comnittee for the Institute named above has recuested that I forward this
Confidential Eva .ucticn Foxrm to my wrincipal, department chalrman, or immediate supervisor,
¥lezze compiete the form and return it to the Institute Director.

l. Neme of evaluvator: ‘ 2. How long have you known the applicant
and in what capacity?
Title of position:

School {ur =ystem):

3. Considering all the teachers (or specialists) you have worked with or supervised, how
would you rank the applicant on the following characteristics?

Above Below Canit

Excellent Average Average Average Poor Judée
a. Ability as a teacher (or snecialist) i

b. Knowledge of subject matter

c. Effectiveness in working with students

d. Effectiveness in working with colleagues

. Leadership potential

e

f. Scheolastic _ability; capacity for growth

4. Please provide any ccmments on the applicant’s ability, performance, character,
temperment etc., which you believe will aid the Selection Committee in determing his
or her suitability for this Institute.

5. In what ways do you believe that the applicant would benefit from attending this
Institute? (If the applicant has specific areas of need, please indicate them.)

6. Does the applicant have a contxact, or the offer of a contract, in your school or
school system for next year?

Yes No I don't know (Tf not, please explain.)

7. Please comment on ways in which your school or school system may utilize or benefit fiom

the training received by the applicant if he or she is selected for the Institute. ;“
8. %}gnature of evaluator: Date:
&
POOR-ORIGINALCSPY=—BEST

AVAILABLE AT TIME FILMED



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
OFFICE OF EDUCATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202

APPLICATION FOR ADMISSION
TO AN HEW INSTITUTE IN RESEARCHING AND EVALUATING OUTCOMES OF EDUCATIONAL INNOVATIONS
IN NEW ENGLAND

Type or print in block letters your answers to this form, and other forms supplied by the
instituticn to which you apply, to the Institute or Program Director, NOT to the U.S.
Office of Educationm.

1. Your name (Title, first, middle initial, 'u. Sex: 5. Age: 7. U.S.
last): __Male __Y¥rs. Citizen:
Female __Yes
i __Ne

2. Home address (Number, street, city, stafE:fs. Number of dependents (excluding your-
ZIP code): | self) who are claimable for Federal
i income tax purposes: (If you file a
]

joint return and are NOT the major earner
you may not claim any dependents.)

3. Home telephone:

Area Code: Institution:
Phone: University of New Pampshire
6 .. Your present employment (check one):
__I am employed in a school,system or __I am NOT employed in a school,system or
college and/or I am employed by Title college. Omit items 11 through 18 and

I or Title III.(Complete the remaining spenify your employment here.
items on this form)

7. Name and address of school: : 12. Name, tditle, and address cf your
immediate supervisor:

8. School trlephone: 13. Title of your position:
Area Code: Phone:

9. Level of school ( or system): 14, If you are preparing for employment at
__Pre-School __Elementary a different school or level, or for a
Junlor High __Senior High different assignment, specify here:
Jr.-Sr. High __Elementary & Secondary
Junlor College = Technical Imstitute

College or University i

WY

0. Type of school (or system): 15. List your present schedule of courses
Public Private, Church Related taught, professional assignments, etc.

" Private, not Church Related

11. Number of students enrolled (if you
serve a single school):




16. Summarize your years of experience in teaching or related work:

Level (Elem., Years of
Subjects or assignments Secondary, Etc.) Experience
17. Employment Record -- List your places of employment in teaching or related work dur-
ing the last five years.
Dates Name and Address of Employer Nature of your Work

18, What Colleges and Universities have you attended?

Name of Institution Dates Attended Degree Major Minor(s)

19. Describe any other significant academic experiences you have had in the subject
field of this institute or program (such as summer programs, workshops, or seminars)

20. What teaching certificates or other credentials do you hold? (Indicate type, level,
subjects, etc.)

21. Are you applying for Institutes or Fellowships in addition to this one?

Yes No (If yes, specify them)

22. I certify that the statements made by me in this application are true, complete,
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, and are made in good faith.

Date: Signature of applicant:




HEW INSTITUTE IN EDUCATIONAL RECZARCH
. University of New Hampshire

BACKGROUND DATA SHEET

_ Name

[Tast) T (Hret) — (middle)

Position

List all undergraduate and graduate courses in Evaluation and Measurement.

Course Title Institution Date Credits Level (Grad-
uate or Under
graduate)

- Will you pursue the Institute for Credit? Are you a degree candidate at the
present timer Institution Degree

List professional organizations in which you hold membership.

Applicant!s signature

Date

On the reverse side of this sheet please describe your professional aspirations and

indicate how this Institute might assist you to realize these goals,




BUREAU OF EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH AND TESTING SERVICES

P. O. BOX Q
DURHAM, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03824

UNIVERSITY OF jIEW HAMPSHIRE

Dopartment of Education Telsphane: B&8-5511, x574

or 868-5322

TO: Participants
—-——————FROM:___ Dxr. Gilbert R. Austin, Director

DATE: May, 1968

RE: Campus Housing

As you will recall, all participants are required to avail themselves

of University housing facilities. A few single rooms are available and will
be assigned in the order r8qQuests are received. When these rooms are no
longer available, the participant may choose to take a double room as a
single. If it is necessary to assign two persons to a room, we shall
utilize information you provide us on the accompanying data sheet to txy to
achieve compatibility.

2,

w

o

LR A I BRI I R A R EEEEEEEEEEEX]

Participant"s Name

Housing and Focod Service: Prices quoted below are the totals for six weeks.

Single room and 15 meals per week @ 182.00
20 meals per week @ 215.00

Double room and 15 mezls per week @ 164.00=
20 meals per week @ 197.00

Double room serving as a single and 15 meals per week @ 203,00
20 meals per week @ 236.00




BUREAU OF EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH AND TESTING SERVICES

P. O. BOX Q
DURHAM, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03824

UNIVERSITY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE Tolsphone: 868-5511, x574
Department of Education or 868-5322

May 1968
MEMORANDUM
TO: HEW Institute Applicants

FROM: Gilbert R. Austin, Director

It is my pleasure to inform you that you have been accepted as an alternate .
in the HEW Institute in Researching and Evaluating Outcomes of Educational
Innovations in New England. If a selected participant declines the invitation
to attend the institute, an alternate will be named to take his place. If
you wish to be considered eligible as an alternate the following must be
mailed and postmarked no later than June 7th.

Letter of acceptance
Housing form

We shall inform you of your status by the 1lith of June.

We are most grateful for your interest and cooperation.




BUREAU OF EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH AND TESTING SERVICES

P. O. BOX Q
DURHAM, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03824

UNIVERSITY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

Telephone; 868-5511, x574
.Depuriment of Education

or 868.5322

June 1968
MEMORANDUM
TO: HEW Institute Applicants
FROM: Gilbert R. Austin, Director

It has been a most difficult task to select 30 candidates for the HEW
Institute on Researching and Evaluating Outcomes of Educational Innova:ions
in New England. It is unfortunate that many highly qualified applicants
must be disappointed. I regret to inform you that it will not be possible
to invite you to participate in this Imstitute.

We thank you sincerely for your kind cooperation in completing application
forms and in sending the necessary materials to us. Your interest in
devoting a summer to professional growth is indeed commendable, and we hope
it will be possible for us to serve you at a future date.




