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FOREWORD

The Nineteenth Lake Okoboji Educational Media Leadership Conference
adjourned on August 17, 1973, with the delegates having a feeling of accom-
plishment, but also (rustration, in studying "The Future of Instructional
Technology.

This Summary Report does not(try to predict the future, say in the year
2000 A. D., but is the thinking of scventy delegates, in their estimation of what
we may expect in future ycars relating to Instructional Technology. The young
delegales may look back on the Summary Report of 1973, to sce if this con-
ference was a landmark in thinking, or a short-sighted look at an unrealistic
futurc, The older delegates may not live to see this future.

"Projections, Probes and Problems of Instructional Technology in the
I'uture' was the topic of keynoter Dr. Donald Ely, Syracuse University, who
gave inspiration to the delegates to try to find answers relating to the future.
In opening his talk, Ely indicated "A basic premise is that instructional tech-
nology does not exist as an entity, it draws life only as it rclates to the larger
context of which it is a part. The larger context is education and larger yet
our society. " /

é

For study purposes, the group divided into seven discussion groups,

attacking the following problems:

The Future of Society - 2002 A, D.
The Future Education and Curriculum Trends
Future Strategies for Improving Instructional Technology
The Future of Management and Funding of Media Programs i
Instructional Technologist: A Concept for A. D. 2000 i
Change Processes: An Exploration Into Strategies Moving
Into'the Future
The Future of Instructional Technology: A Mediated Package

It is interesting to note that besides keynoter Ely, four other persons
attending the 19th conference had helped set the stage at the first Okoboji in
1955, They were: Charles F. Schuller, Robert E. de Kieffer, John R.
Hedges and Lee W, Cochran of the Iowa Committee. Four of this group
have served as President of DAVI, now AECT,

In the mind of the author, the "Future of Instructional Technology"
is what we in this field make it. It will not be easy to accomplish, but if we
are to fulfill our cbjectives in life, we must work toward specific goals to
improve education. It will take designers of media, outstanding producers,
‘with media developed through a systems approach so there will be no guess
as to the students' progress. Not only good education will be needed in the
future, but re-education to meet the fast turnover of jobs in certain business




and industry. If the public schools and colleges do not meet this need, it has
been predicted industry will start their own programs of education.

The future is in the hands of the young graduate students of today. May
they accept the heritage of 50 years of DAVI/AECT, and build toward an out-

standing future.

Lee W. Cochran

Director Emepritus
Audiovisual Center

The University of Iqwa

Chairman: Iowa Committee for
Okoboji Conference

vi
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PLANNING COMMITTEE FOR THE 1973 OKOBOJI CONFERENCE

The 1973 Okoboji Planning Committee, -appointed by AECT President
Robert Jarecke prior to adjournment of the 1972 conference, first met prior
to leaving the 1972 conference and selected the theme '"The Future of Instruc-
tional Techn.ology. " They also worked oul a time schedule as to when certain
steps needed to take place before their next meeting. The second meeting of
the Planning Committee was during the AECT Convention in Las Vegas in
April, 1973. The third meeting was held on August 11, 1973, the day prior to
opening the conference this year. ' : .

At this final meeting the committee outlined the opening events, made
committee assignments, and appointed a nominating committee to nominate
persons for co-chairmen. The elected co-chairmen presided over all general
sessions, and visited the small discussion groups to prevent duplication of
reports, etc. The co-chairmen elected this year were Richard Hubbard,
Professor of Education, State University College, Oswego, New York, and
Robert Irvine, Highline School District #401, Seattle, Washington,

Committee Members:

" Roy B. Moss, Chairman
Arthur Suchesk

Charlie Roberts, Jr.
Wesley McJulica

Guy Von Schilling

Wilma Daniels

Pauline Rankin

Penny Richardson
Robert Irvine

Robert Jarecke

Richard Nibeck

William Oglesby (ex-officio)
Lee Cochran (ex-officio)

1973 Planning C ommittee

Guidelines for the conference were established within the framework
of an unstructured conference. Through experience over the years, it has
been found helpful and time saving to plan the first opening meetings follow-
ing the keynote address, then turn the meeting into an unstructured type
meeting. Every delegate had a responsibility to see that the purpose of the
meeting and end product, this report, were completed by the close of the
conference.
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THE IOWA COMMITTEE - 1973

The lTowa Committee, primarily from The University of Iowa, provided
the logistics of the conference arrangements and operation,

FRONT ROW: (l-r) Tuanya Benson,
Jerry Cooper, Lee Cochran, Lida
Cochran, David Hall, Dennis Nastav,
Janet Steenlage

BACK ROW: (l-r) Bob Benson, Loren
Forbes, Chuck Seemuth, Maria de Luca,
Ann Clark, Gene Clark, Dick Wilson,

; Bill Oglesby, and John Hedges

sk s Sk e ok

FIRST GENERAL SESSION

Date and Time: Sunday, August 12 - 7:30 p, m.

Chairman; Roy ‘Moss, Chairman, Planning Committee

Opéning prayer: William Oglesby

Welcome and Concerns Regarding the Future of Technology: Lee W. Cochran

A welcome to the Iowa Lakeside Laboratory, the Okoboji Conference,
and to Iowa was made by L.ee Cochran, Presenting his concerns regarding
the '""Future of Instructional Technology,"he further referenced several books
--the first, A Look at Business in 1990, the results of a summary of the
White House Conference on the Industrial World Ahead, held in February
1972; the second, Educational Futurism - 1985 - Challenges for Schools and
Their Administrators, the results of the 1985 Committee of the National Con-
ference of Professors of Educational Administration held in 1972.

The keynoter of the conference was Dr. Donald Ely, Syracusé Univer-
sity. His speech follows.



PROJECTIONS, PROBES AND PROBLEMS OF
INSTRUCTIONAL TECHNOLOGY IN THE FUTURE
Donald P. Ely

Prologue =

The future of Instructional Technology
is probably the most difficult assignment
you could have given me. Where does one
begin? I'd like to take you through the cog-
nitive map I explored as I prepared this
presentation in order that you will under-
stand the context from which I operate.

A basic premise is that instructional
technology does not exist as an entity; it
draws life only as it relates to the larger
context of which it is a part. The larger
context is education and larger yet our
society.

N

[} . '

Keynoter Donald Ely

The dilemmas faced in preparing this presentation were: (1) where to
begin? (2) how global the discussion should be? and (3) how to be relevant to
instructional technology without making it the focal point?

The alternatives were overwhelming:

1. Review the vast literature on futures in general of which Toffler's .
Future Shock, Kahn and Wiener's The Year 2000 and Bell's Toward
the Year 2000 are only three examples.

2. Select those future forecasts which impinge on education: genetic
manipulation, laser technology, man-machine symbiosis, increased
lifespan, chemical manipulation of the brain, extrasensory percep-
tion, etc.

3. Describe societal trends: in population growth, in economic develop-
ment, in governmental control, in technological developments.

4. Synthesize the various futures studies which emphasize Instructional
Technology, e.g., Hamreus' Media Guidelines, which used a Delphi
forecasting technique; Allen's Trends in Instructional Technology,
done for ERIC at Stanford and Bell of Canada's An Exploration of
the Future in Educational Technology.

5. Report the findings of several studies on the future of education,
such as publications of the EPRC's at Syracuse and Stanford,




(Ely's keynote address continued)

Morphet's Designing Education for the Future and Worth's A Choice
of Futures for the Province of Alberta's Commission on Educational
Planning.

Where do we begin to consider the future?

There is no escape from the society in which we find ourselves. To
consider the future of instructional technology without the broader perspective
is like wearing blinders. Therefore, we will briefly consider broad future
projections. )

But most of us will live our professional lives in the field of education.
Therefore, we will emphasize educational futures.

The individuals attending this meeting are from the field of instructional
technology. Therefore, we will begin with where we are (and where we have
been) and then return to a consideration of instructional technology in the future
in light of societal and educational futures.

My purpose is not to predict the future. No persun or group can do that.
My purpose is simply to help us all to recognize the changes that have occurred
and are occurring to help bring about the kind of understanding that may render
the changes less painful; to warn of hazards along the way; and to attempt a
few glimpses of what the future could be if we would but help to create it.

What Is Past Is Prologue - Or Is It?

We seemed to be preoccupied today with a concern for the future. There
has been a proliferation of publications dealing with the future over the past
few years. There are series of films dealing with the future. Centers for
the study of the future have been established. More and mcre prefessional
meetings follow the theme of the future. Books have been written. Study
commissions have been formed. Concern for the future is pervasive.

It's not so much that we haven't been concerned about the future in the
past. We have always looked ahead and tried to estimate what is around the
next corner, Future orientation has usually been based oa the next two to
five years. (How many 5-year plans were created for developing nations ?)
The new emphasis, however, looks at the future as ten or more years away.
The year 2000 is mentioned with socme frequency.

To consider the future of one discrete field, such as instructional
technology, is becoming increasingly difficult. There are too many societal
variables which impinge upon the field to look at it in isolation. On the sur-
face it might seem simple to estimate what new inventions appear to be on
the horizon, e.g., drugs to enhance learning, easy computer access, and
lasers. The simplistic application is to ask what implications each new
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development might have for instructional technology. This approach would be

a serious error in my opinion. We certainly should have learned that educa-
tional technologists over the decades have embraced each new technology and
have tried to create a relationship between that technology and education. Just
within this centvry we have heralded the motion picture, radio, television, pro-
grammed instruction, language laboratories, cable TV systems, computers,
and satellite communications as significant new developments which would
substantially alter the cducational environment. In every case, for those appli-
cations which have been around long e¢nough to be studied, the results have been
far from those predicted and the ~ffects on children's learning (which, after all,
ought to be the sine quo non of our =f{fo*'s) has been negligible.

The lack of significant results has probably stemmed from the disease
I call media myopia - the belief that a single medium will provide answers to
all educdticnal problems. Our projections have fallen far short of the mark
and our aspirations have been dashed only briefly enough to move on to a new
medium which is always appearing on the horizon. Today it's cable television
and satellite communications and tomorrow it will be laser transmission and
drugs for learning. Shouldn't we learn a few lessons from our past experience?
Those who don't are doomed to relive the past! Perhaps the tools we have
used to make our estimates were simply the wrong ones, Perhaps our focus
on one medium, or even on one field, has caused a type of tunnel vision which
excludes the resi of the world and also affects the field being considered. Per-
haps we have emphasized things first and diminished the importance of people
and processes. Perhaps we have been reactive rather than proactive. A re-
active person is one who sees something coming and does something about it
but a proactive person is ore who feels that something is coming and does
something before it appears. The reactive person adjusts to the situation in
which he finds himself while the proactive person helps to shape the situation
in which he wants to find himself,

The more I consider the futvre of instructional technology, the more I
believe that, if the goals of our fielc. are attained, the field as a discrete
entity will disappear. Consider our brief history. Our beginnings in the early
part of this century were marked with a primary concern for educational prod-
ucts. Saettler calls this the ''physical science'' approach to instructional tech-
nology. We were concerned about getting the right materials and equipment
to the right place at the right time and, hopefully, helping the teacher to use
them in the right way. Once the picture was on the screen, our job was done.
The functions performed by professionals, who were not trained in the field,
-were largely administration and public relations. Gradually there was a
shift to a concern for the communication of ideas and we borrowed heavily
from the communication theorists. At this point our materials and equip-
ment were considered to be the carriers of the messages, but we still had to
provide the support services to make the whole process work. It was natural
in our evolution that some of the behaviorism of communications would have
led to the consideration of operations research and systems. In fact, it was
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hore at Okoboji in 1956, that Charles F. Hoban, Jr., first articulated this
relationship in his keynote presentation and we were on the path of instruc-
tional systems design which is much more highly developed today. A note of
cruodit should go to the learning psychologists who pioneercd the programmed
instruction movement in the late 1950's, Michael Eraut of the University of
Sussex in England goes so far as to say that '...if programmed learning had
initially been developed with texts rather than machines the term educational
technology might never have been invented. Nobody would have seen the need
for an umbrella title to include both audiovisual specialisfs and learning
theorists. ' With each of these new dinensions the field began to forn: and to
become what it is today - an amalgam of several disciplines and ficlds in an
applied setting,

But another theme was emerging as well. As each new emphasis was
developed and adopted, media began to be part of the process, and lost some
of their uniqueness as vehicles for carrying information. Thus, in the com-
munication paradigm, media became the channels which encoded messages
for decoding by a receiver. The channels could not easily be separated from
the entire process of communication. As programmed instruction developed,
the medium was diminished as part of the process which structured learning .
based on behavioral objectives. It was usually quite an irrelevant matter
whether the information appeared in book format, on a roll of paper passed
through a machine, on a filmstrip or a motion picture, or in a computer
storage bank. And with the development of instructional systems, the medium
became one component of a series of ordered steps which assisted in the crea-
tion of an instructional system. The instructional system is not a medium or
seriecs of media, it is an ordered process of teaching which uses a variety of
formats in the presentation of information. What we have seen hsre is the
gradual fading of media as dominant concerns of the instructional technologist
and an emergence of media in context. Current innovative departures in edu-
cation today involve media in context, not media for the sake of mediz. For
example, individualized instruction in its various manifestations depends upon
media; alternative schools draw heavily upon community resources and the full
spectrum of media; and so-called open education requires an arsenal of
resourcez. The important thing to remember here is that media has assumed
a ronle among other variables in many contexts,

As media begin to be parts of the larger whole, the roles of the person-
nel who deal with media must necessarily change. We still need delivery sup-
port systems which get the right materials and equipment to the right place
at the right time but the professional s now able to delegate these responsibil-
ities to staff people who work under his direction and do not need extensive
professional preparation. The professional, at the same time, has to become
familiar with the broader context in which he must operate and therefore has
to have professional education and experience which will permit him to work
effectively in this new environment. Those who have grown up in the field
and have not done their homework are being relegated to more insignificant
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positions with less influence and consequent bitterness and paranoia. Those
who have done their homework and those who have just recently completed
professional education programs which emphasize systematic instructional
development from a largely behavioral point of view are the ones wlio seem
to be emerging as leaders and who are making a difference. Keep your eyes
on these people since they will chart the future of instructional technology.

So much for the past and the context. On to the future!

Ways of Looking at the Future |

'

There are a variety of appro :ches which are used to view the future,

1.

The Passive Observer, This individual sits back and lets the

future happen to him, The passive observer feels adaptable to

any situation in which he finds himself, His motto: ''Que serd,
< n

sera,

The Extrapolator. Thkis individual puts her finger to the wind
two or three times and on that basis draws the curve. Even
though the data are based on.discrete events she feels safe in
making the projections, The most frequent result is more of
the same, Her motto: "Bigger is better, "

The Crystal Ball Gazer., This individual is usually creative and
comes up with fantasies of the future. Science fiction writers fit
this category. The crysta‘ﬁball gazer is a future historian who
prepares scenarios for 1985 and 2001, There is just enough
truth to make his jprojections seem very plausible. His theme
song is '"Fly Me to the Moon, "

The Synthesizer of Indicators. This person carefully studies
related developments in science, technology and society and makes
estimates of future cultures. The fields of social psychology and
anthropology contribute to this category. Motto: ''The future

isn't what it used to be. "

The Scientific (or Pseudo-Scientific) Investigator. This person
uses accepted research methedologies to come up with her fore-
casts. The Delphi technique is the sine quo non for gathering
data but other '"accepted'' approaches are used. Her motto:
"When you don't know what to do, gather data."

The Proactive Participant. Is really quite different from the
previous types since any but the first type of individual could
possess this quality. The proactive participant is one who

11
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would help to make the future happen. This person is able to set
goals and deliberately move toward them. The proactive partici-
pant is the exact opposite of the passive observer, Motto: "I I
can't find a way, I'll make one, "

My hope is that each of you will embrace the approach of the proactive
participant, It is imperative that each of us remembers that the individual
is responcible for what happens in the future, no matter what has happened
in the past,

Methods for Studying the Future

Traditionally planners hawve relied upon quantitative projections of
past trends to establish the parameters of the future. This approach has
two problems:

1. In a world where the basic values of society secem tc be changing
at an accelerating pace nne might expect substantial discontinuities
which could make the future significantly different from the past.

2. Extrapolations from past trends do not help when one is Aforecasting
the adoption of new and unfamiliar systems.

For these reasons qualitative methods of forecasting are'necessary.
.Two such methods are available to the futurist today - these are scenario
writing, in which the forecaster, either individually or with the aid of a
group, interprets the results of the cross impacts of all the relevant known
variables and creates a scenario (or alternative scenarios) of the future
world. The second qualitative method is the Delphi technique. With the
Delphi method a panel of individuals, who are knowledgeable ‘in the area to
be explored, forecast likely developments in that field. The distinguishing
feature of the technique is that it relies upon several rounds of questionnaires
to explore the views of the panel with statistical data and summaries. of views
of the other punelists being fed back to individual participants after each
round, This procedure creates a modified form of group interaction and
exchange of views, At the same time, it removes many of the counter-
productive elements present in face-to-face meetings such as the effect of
status, group pressures to conform to majority opinion, the persuasive and
dominant personality whose views may be quite wrong, and many other inter-
personal variables. It replaces these influences with some distinctly dif-
ferent characteristics - notably anonymity, iteration and controlled feedback -
all of which tend to foster calm, contemplative consideration of the issues.
Reasonably comprehensive evaluations of the technique have found that it is
a significant improvement over normal group meetings both in terms of arriv-
ing at a group consensus and in improving the accuracy of group forecasts.

12
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Much of the information gathered for this presentation was generated by
these two methodologies.,

The Future Society

My personal synthesis of the futures literature indicates the following
projections, trends and forecasts:

1. There will be a 259% population increase in our nation by the end
of the century with a higher purcentage of people under 25 years
of age.

2. Eighty percent of the population will live in urban areas by 1980
(vs. 70% now) increasing to 90% by 2000.

3. Per capita income will increase but buying power will not increase
proportionately since inflation will reduce effective income. Gross
national product will increase by 50% by 2000,

4, The influence on our lives of religion, work, marriage and the
family will decline in the future. The decline will be balanced by
increasing sensitivity to human relationships and increasing individ-
ual involvement and participation in all aspects of society.

5. Mental illness, crime, drug abuse and alcoholism will increase.

6. Tensions between groups will increase: black-white; rich-poor;
faculty-student; and especially young-old. The greater proportion
of the young will question leadership centrol in the hands of the
older population.

7. Advances in technology will continue in nearly every arena of society
but will be more noticeable in developing nations where moderniza-
tion and industrialization will increase,

On Change ‘

One of the most frequently used words in all the futures literature is
change. Many futurists see the institutionalization of change. To me, the
understanding of the change process and the ability to cope with it and manage
it is so basic to our personal and professional future, that it is a hollow exer-
‘cise to go further without some consideration of this process.

When we pursue a new goal, the result is perceived as sufficient if we
succeed, When a similar goal is pursued later, we tend to repeat our

ERIC
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successful strategy. We develop habits on the basis of successful strategies.
As habits form, the actions we take are less and less open to change, As we
get older wa carry our habits with us into our future and we are less open to
alternative ways of behaving because we have an investment in our habits.

If we are to have a future qualitatively different from the past, we must
concern ourselves with discarding our once-sufficient habits. There can be
no alternative futures if the future is perceived as linked to the past. As new
ideas, products, processes and concepts confront us, our habit barriers
inhibit consideration of the innovations.

A central problem is - how much change the human can accept and
assimilate and the rate at which he can take it. Can he kecep pace with the
ever-increasing rate of technological change alone, or is there some point
at which the human organism goes to pieces? Can he leave the habits and
static guidelines which have dominated his past and embrace new ways -
which will be required for survival?

It always seems easy to identify those who are resisting change, but
difficult for us to see the barriers in ourselves., Don Williams, to whom I
owe much for my own professional development, often admonished me to
calm down when I observed the laggards. He said: '"Eventually they will
die off and then change can begin.'" But if they don't die - and genetic research
appears to be leading to this intriguing eventuality - how will old ideas and old
habits disappear? Will we be able to change if habits don't disappear with the
demise of the people who hold them?

Carl Rogers sees the hope for coping with change through therapy,
intensive encounter groups and in organizations. He says:

It is the magnetic attraction of the experience of change,
growth and fulfillment., Even though growth may involve
intense pain and suffering, once the individual or group
has tasted the excitement of this changingness, persons
are drawn to it as a magnet, Once a degree of actualiza-
tion has been savored, the individual or the group is will-
ing to take the frightening risk of launching out into a
world of process, with few fixed landmarks, where the
direction is guided from within.

This is one way of beginning to prepare ourselves for the future. There
are other ways, Consider them!

The Future of Education

Ti:o2# who have ventured to posit future developments in education
tend to retiect the societal changes of which education is but one dimension.

O
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A period of change in education is forecast during which concepts, curricula,
methods and the role of the teacher in the educational process will alter
steadily over the next twenty-five years.

l. There will be increasing access to educational opportunity.
Massive improvements in programs for the culturally deprived
will be instituted.

2. There will be greater diversity of post-secondary education
causing a restructuring of higher education. Demands for
continuing education to meet changes in industry and the
professions will create opportunities for individuals to acquire
new skills and competencies without classroom attendance and
constant teacher interface,

3. Educational coalitions will emerge, Community resources will
combine with schools to offer integrated work-related exper-
iences. Institutions and schools will develop more consortia
and regional service centers to offer resources that one insti-
tution alone could not offer. Multiple use of community facili-
ties for education, health, government and communications will
increase.

4, There will be greater participation in planning and operating
educational programs., Citizens and parents will demand more
direct influence on curricula, methodology and school expendi-
tures. Educational goals will be jointly developed by parents,
educators and learners, These goals will reflect the perceived
needs of individual learners.

5. Greater openness to change and experimentation will foster a
greater willingness to employ technology as it becomes more
integral to the process of teaching and learning. But, this
technology must meet certain design criteria. Specifically,
it will have to be capable of fostering self-expression, involve -
ment in the learning process, individualization of instruction, '
and it will have to ensure that school work is more rewarding.

These are only a few of the many trends which are on the horizon.
They appear to be the most salient trends, but others can and should be
added.

The Future of Instructional Technology

It would seem logical at this point to provide a list of trends for our
field, but isn't that the purpose of this leadership conference? I believe
that it is your job, and mine, to help create that future. We need to become
the proactive participants in this process. This conference should not start
by examining where we are now and then how much can realistically be
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achieved. Rather, it should first look for the ideal and then examine how we
can bridge th2 gap between the present actuality and the ideal.

Let me use as an agenda for this conference an outline developed by
Dr. Walter Worth for the Commission on Educational Planning of the Province
of Alberta. His report, A Choice of Futures, should go on your "must read"
list. The report calls for four ideals, ten principles and six goals.

"Four ideals. Education must always plan ahead, and look
ahead, and educate ahead (Futures Perspective). Our school
system must support the concept that education is a cradle-
to-grave process (Lifelong Learning). Any reshaping of

the educational system should involve all of our citizens
(Participatory Planning)., Each person should determine his
own goals and direct his own life - responsibly and with a
social conscience (Autonomous Individuals), Like all ideals,
says the report, these may not be totally attainable. But.
they need to be stated, remembered, and striven for."

"Ten principles. Our future educational system should obey
the following principles: the system, the programs, the
people - all should respond successfully to change (Adapt-
ability). Educational programs should demonstrate relevance
to today's realities and tomorrow's probabilities (Context).
Functional harmony should exist within the system, and
between the system and society (Coordination)., Broad
educational choice must be available to suit differing individ-
ual tastes (Diversity)., Maximum resuits must be obtained

at minimum effort - and cost (Efficiency). Equal educational
opportunity must be available to all (Equity). All of those
affected should have a voice in program policy (Participation),
Education should be related to the needs, aspirations and
rights of individuals (Personalization). Education should
strive for excellence in all it undertakes (Quality). Educa-
tion should develop those behaviors which cement our com-
mon humanity (Usnity). "

"Six g‘ oals.

*Personal Autonomy--growth towards self-hood and
individual freedom

*Social Competence - growth towards successful relation-
ships with others

*Ethical Discretion - growth towards personal values and
social conscience

16



(Ely's keynote address continued)

*¥Creative Capacity - growth towards broad leisure
interests and skills

*Career Proficiency - growth towards occupational
competence

*Intellectual Power - growth towards effective thinking,
feeling and knowing"

I close with a stutement of urgency. The time for change is now,

because the p~'entials are here. This is clearly a time for us to create a

design for th ture of instructional technology. If individuals and groups
within the fie Jo not move and use the resources available to them, we
may find that ers have done it for us. Tkhis field can close down, can

become unchangcable, and become - to put it bluntly - impotent, The choice
is ours. I hope that we will not say it is impossible, but instead will resolve
to make it possible.
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(First General Session continued)
The discussion of Dr. Ely's keynote was delayed until Monday morning.

Candidates for co-chairmen of the conference were announced by
Robert Jarecke, Chairman of the Nominating Committee: Richard Hubbard,
Robert Irvine, Wesley McJulien, Marie McMahan and Carolyn Skidmore.

It was announced that the election would be held Monday morning at the
Second General Session.

Delegates were divided into groups of two's with instructions for each
to ask the other, '""What makes you uniquely different?'" Then each interviewer

introduced his/her interviewee to the entire group.

First session was adjourned at 10:25 p. m.

skoodMe e sl e sk

SECOND GENERAL SESSION

Date and Time: Monday, August 13 - 8:00 a. m.

Chairman: Roy Moss
William Oglesby introduced the Iowa Committee,

Question and answer period on Dr. Ely's keynote address: Dr. Ely
fielded many questions from the delegates relating to his keynote presenta-
tion on Sunday evening. The discussion clarified some of the questions of
the delegates after they had time to think over the statements made the
previous night.

A ballot vote was taken for co-chairmen. The two elected to serve
in this position were Richard Hubbard and Robert Irvine. Recessed for
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coffee break and to give the
new co-chairmen an oppor-.
tunity to have a short meet-
ing with the Planning Com-

mittee regarding next steps.

Meeting reconvened
at 11:30 a. m., with Robert
Irvine presiding.

Announcements were
made of all committees who
would serve during the con-
ference:

Planning Committee Chairman Moss (center) presents gavel
to co-chairmen Hubbard and Irvine

Resolutions: Donald Rogers, Chairman; Marion Neil and Clement Chow
Press: Warren Boyd, Jr., Chairman, Rolland Billings and Sue Meador
Chairman of Rest and Nit-Picking: Wesley McJulien

Blabbermouth (Daily newsletter): Wilma Daniels and Pauline Rankin,
Co-Editors; Susan Storm, Kenneth King, Sue Meador, Penny Richard-
son, C. J. Hughes, Carolyn Skidmore, Warren Boyd, Jr., and
William Roberts, the Graphic Artist.

The resource delegates were introduced.

Delegates were divided into eight groups to tackle the problem of
combining the long