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ABSTRACT i . ) -
This report documents the second delivery of '

"Teaching the Young Handicapped Child: An Overview," an inservice

course on mainstreaming for teachers 6f children from .three to eight

-~ years of .age, which was developed by the Appalachian: cation - e ,

, Satellite Program (AESP) and Project PUSH (Parents Unflerstanding '

" Student Handicaps) “in response to the passage of the Education for: ’
All ﬂandlcapped Children Act (PL 94-142). Designed primarily- to reach
teachers in-the rural areas of Appalachia, the course consisted of -
five bagic components: »ideotaped prograams, live interactive
seminars, in-class activities, practicum, and printed ancillary .
materials. Some of  the activities and saterials were modified on the
basis of evaluation data from the first delivery of the course in the:
fall of 1977. The 270 participants in this revised courss were .
located an 3u Sites throughout the Appalachlan region. (RAO)
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The Technical Report Series of the Appalachian Education ‘Satellite
% Program 1s edited and published by the RCC Evaluation Component at the
University of Kentucky, Lexington, Kentuch

s
. >

The purpose of this series is to document and disseminate lnformation

e

about the design. implementation and results of the AESP experiment
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* CHAPTER |

\ Introduction
With the passagy of the Education for all Handicapped Chlldren JAct
-0f 1975 (P.L. 94-142), an in-service teacher training program was needed

ﬁ
to meet the goals of mainstreaming handicapped children. Meeting these

\ tratning nee “for Appa}ach|an teachers is difficult with the rural
nature and f:z economic conditions of many of these school systems. Due
to these restrictions, as well as C0ngress"time!1ne for 1mplementation;
the Appalachian Education Satellite Program (QEEP) ;oined Project PUSH
(Parents Understanding Student Hapdicaps) of Keyser, West Virg?nia._tn
developing a’course in "Teaching the Ypung Handicapped Child: An Overview.*®
The first delivery of "Teaching the Young Handvcapped Child: An Overview
was broadcast during the Fall semester of 1977 (see AESP Technlcal
Report #19). : o . -
The purpose of this.report is to document the Second defivefy
of the "Teaching the Young Handicapped Child: An Overdiew”. Thid
course was delivered to 270 partic{pants hocated throughout 34 sites in

Appalachia during the Spring of 1978 This lntroductory section

conswsts of a brief descr1ptaon gf the AESP and Project PUSH. This

sectlon a!so included an overview of the course as well as a description
d

cof the course format, content,-and objectives. The following ssetions

~consist 8'f the methodology. results of\Qe eva!uanqn and the sunlnary of

4

~

N the course dellvery.
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. Sggycture and History ' T,
The ALSP 15 funded promarily by the éational Inytitute of €ducation
(NIt) under the auspiies of the Appalachian Reqgronal Commission (ARC).
. The function of AESP ixh:o design and develop educational courses and
workshbps for the éitx:rna o! Appalachra. The ALSP network 14 capable
of del\véring programs to ds-ﬁﬁpdld(hldn sites via NASA's ATS-6 satellfte.
Local representqtives at each site serve as sité monitors for course.

-

e iveries. hlth0ugh the site monitors are not conteht elperi'. they
are trained~to function as learning facilitators in the classroom.
Project PUSH 15 funded by the Handicapped Childrens' Early
Educatron (HCEE) and *he Personne] Prepration Division of Lhé Bureau
of Education for the Handicapped. (BEH) and has been 1nvolved .in outrcach

programs providing -echn'-al assistance to regional programs and traxning

teachers and admini: rat1vp persornel in techniques for work1ng with

young handigcapped ch:ldren.  The delivery of the cburse "Teaching the

- Young Handicapped Child: An Overview" was funded by the Media Services

and Captioned Film Jivision of BEH. ’

-

5 .
Course Overview . ’

The. course is ‘rtended to be practically oriented by demonstratin§
Ieaching techriquey adaptable to the classroom. This survey course was '
also &esigned to instruct teachers of children 3-8 years of age on-

- methods and techAiQUes for working with handicapped children-in the
regula:\clqﬁsroom. AESP Adelivered the course Teachlng the Young-ﬂand1capped

! .
Child: An Overview (TYHC) through t ﬁo use of videotapes, live interactive

“seminars and related activities.

Course Format

- This course consisted of five basfc components: v1d€btaaed programs.

lTive 1nteract1ve seminars, 1n-c1ass act1v1tles. practicum, and printed




~N

ancillary material-.  Ihe videotaped portions consteted of two types of
programming:  tilge-video mic untts and preparpd media units. The film-video
mix units were especially produced for this eurce by AESP/PUSH in cooprration

with WWVU-TV of West Virginta Untvnrs1ty. and consisted of original on-site

f1iming ot classroom drmonutratrnns~thrOughOut the Appslachian area. The

prepared-media units constuted of Lommercially available media materinls

r- consisted of panel discussions and film clips as

t01lowed by a disgussion’ of the tmportant 1ssyes by content experts. The
interactive scmzéi

well as a question and arawer period for the students.
N, '
Ouring the interactive seminars, the course instructor chafred the

paqel discussions and used the discussions as an fntroduction to the film

. -

chips. Panel members had been selected for their expertise upon the issues
L Y . . ‘-

covered in preeious units and 1ngluded practicing teachers, administrators,

-

and other conten? experts,

The seminar format wa, revised to include a short break during the

‘ : -, <
seminar to stimulate questions and discussion on-site. Students‘were

.

strongly encouraged to send 1n .questions every week for the u om1ng -
seminar rather than walting until the even1ng of the seminar when contro- -
« versidl issyes of two weeks tefcre mignt have been forgotfén. hort ’ .

film clips and Tive phone 1§§esj;o sEJected sites were used to stimulate

questions amnd studerts’ semse of participation in the seminars.

P2y

Based -on evaluasinn da%y from the Fall 1977 delivery, in-class 3

Tactivities, the practrcur assignment and the printed aﬁci!?ary materialgg

» - i

were revised. The in-class activities were modified to focus more upon i,
D o o)

L] . . !

small group discussions witn guestions for dvscuss1ons geared to the 23
TN

videotapes and readings. Tne group discussions were designed to help 5;'??
i
participants review and synthesize content presented in- the videotapes 5;
» . -
and readings. The site monitor received a discussion guide sunru*lz1ng Zr.

‘ the objectives o‘ the discussion and relevant, content related issues. .

12 . . .
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Th1s gu1de 1s deS\gned to allow the sote mon1tor to act as an, effect1ve

Cets .

st1mu1ator of sma11 group d1scus510ns A written practlcum was turned

o -}.. ’ 1n to ‘the content specag;1st for review and grading. while weekly anc1llary

-

sact1v1t1es became opt1onaT Study guide 'and answer sheets were prepared

-

for student use. By reducrng the number of 1n—class read1ngs and wr1tten
, exerc1ses and. focus&ng on group d1scuss1on, khe length of time required

to complete on-site act1v1t1es was reduced.

Course Content and Ooiectives ., ) o o
. ‘ R y
Course deve]opment and content was based on the resu]ts of ‘the AESP

needs assessment, the PUSH educat1ona1 model, 1egislat1ve(requ1rements
< - of P.L. 94 142 and reviews by content experts. Behav1oral‘obqect1ves\
. weEe constructed and a content out11n% was developed.. f-‘
The course obJect1ves of the program were that the student would be

. .. .

ab]e to o B S : . .o
o . B ) Qe . - .. . v

1) Devise an Individual Educational Plan QIEP: which will meet the
needs-of children in the participant's c]assroom who have been .
1dent1f1ed as hand1capped | L

. 25. L1st,and explain ‘the procedural safeguards guaranteed to parents
s and children under "The Educat1on for: A1 Hand1capped Ch11dren
Act, P.L. 94-142." . s . oL
" 3) State severa1 reasons for . 1nvolv1ng parents in the1r hand1capped-'
chﬂd S program. . Ca , e
4) Construct a formahzed plan to 1nvo1ve parents of hand1capped chﬂdrere L.
%1% ‘who are enrolled in regular classrooms or a home-based progwam : Cent

selecting one or more of the sixteen--parent 1nvo]vement models . B -

- presented

5) Implement general procedures des1gned to reduce- the probab111ty t
of behavior problems occurring including techniques of physically
structuring the classroom, specifying appropr1ate behavio,r_4 positively
consequencing appropriate behavior, and assuring that positive A
consequer.ces are not provided for inappropriate secial’ pehav1or

6) Enumerate the basic steps involved in establishing a special program’
" designed to enhance the soc1a1 sk1lls development of. young ch11dren -3

2 7) ASe]ect the. most appropr1ate method for individualizing a given chi]d s .
‘ © program provided a sample schedule, description of the class schematic

. Q ‘ .
ERIC: - - of the classroom, and characterlst1cs of children in the class.

1‘1 R ‘ ' \ ,"'
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‘ . . : .
8) Determine the best grouping patterns for children in a hypothet1ca]
.§£lass, given the subject area to-be taught, a sample schedule, a . 7/

s schematic of the class, and character1st1cs of children in the class.
‘2

_ 9) Select the best p0551b1e phys1ca1 manaqement of a given child ina *

| /v

<

given classroom, g1ven the child's specific handicaps and a description
- of th2 child. ' ) LT

’

10) Write an instructional (behavioral) objective which contains an
aud1ence, behavior, condition, and degree.

1]) Write or ana]yze a task analysis by (a) writing a terminal performance
objective; (b) writing the related enabling objectives; (c) ordering the
enabling objectives according to hierarchy; (c) evaluate the relevance
of the enabling ObJeCt1veS in ach1ev1ng the terminal performance obJect1ves.

’

- 12) Select an appropriate techn1que to-use in teaching a child, given the

child's specific hand1cap and ,an obJect1ve for that child.

13) Design an error free 1earn1ng act1v1ty to develop a:specific skill in
-~ a young handicapped child.

oy . »
14) Ident1fy normal Speech and language behavior, and for given situations

pl

in either one or both categories write a referral statement for the

atyp1ca1 cas$ based on actua] observat?%n of the child. - . ¢
e g N : <
15)- Devise at least one activity to 1mp1ement each of -the nine steps of -

a- speech and Tanguage stimulation program.

»

i
These generaf objectives surround each one of fourteen units of study.

Each unit is described below: RS i >

Unit 1: Orientation and 0rgan1zat1on Sem1nar .
Registration and testing aétivities are-led by local site
coordinators. The format of ‘the course and a brief history
of AESP and Project PUSH are shown.

Unit 2: Early Ch1ldhood Spec1a1 Education Overview :
An overview of the major issues of ‘educating special ch11dren
at the early childhood level as well as a description of P.L. 94-142

are presented. -

Unit 3: Informal Observation and Assessment
. Practicgl considerations of education within the classroom are
related to theor1 s regarding developmental milestones, application -
.of techniques for dBservation and procedures for assessment. .

Unitj4: Live Seminar - The implications of P.L. 94 142 and young children.
; The need for "child fihd" efforts and early identification of :
f’ ‘ha?d1capped children are discussed.
Unit 5: Parent Involvement : ’
.1 .. This unit focuses on the common feeds of parents, and, in detail, :
TN gescribesxwhy'invdlving parents in the ch11d S program 15 1mportant . 0

1
<
- -~ A

. 4 - - . - . - .. . N
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Unit 6:° Develop1ng Soclal Sk l\s E ' o
o The' development. of < cxal skills and techn1ques for bu1ldﬁng
- positive social SkAM's-in the spec1a1,nh1]d ‘at home and in the

- c]assroom are . d;?pussed 1n this un1t. o = . ..
y . C

- oy by .
"«-*-_,.v- /

-

| Unit 7 L1ve Seminar - k' "“*}{ N G
' A variety of approaches§ﬁnn parent 1n~olvement and techn1ques to .
develop the "social skrlls of children are addressed.. -

- TR TaA \.’“
)

Unit 8 tlassroom Integré%hou. M%1nstream1ng \g

CT L Appropr1ate-pjacement of tpe hand1cappe ch1ld in the classroom,n

- - and techn1ques of groypﬂ5g¢ ~tnstruction and individualizing
L the 1nstruct1ona1 program g’ pnesented : o .

Unit 9: P]annlng for ihd1v1dua11zed Edytation -

R ‘This unit:focuses on competem: that enable the ‘teacher to

X G “individualize and sequence\the c 1}d s program through writing
o 1nstruct1ona1 obJecthes and task\analyz1ng #ach objective.

Un1t 10"Techn1ques for Meet1ng Spec1%ﬁ Ne S ‘
. s+ This unit. 111ustrates ‘how teachefs can deve]op and utilize .

L spec1f1c teach1ng techniques desagned for thé special ch11dren N
7 in ‘their class. rceptual andﬁacU1ty learning problems are ~
N discussed and ercg$ free 1earn1ng‘£ephn1ques are demonstrated.

v Wnit 11: Live Sem1nar R g < e
¥ The. integration of un1ts 8, 9, and’ 19 deai1ng with strategles and
techn1ques to .use in the c]assroom 1s add?essed

" Unit 12: Language and Speech Development i R

Y 5 ‘ Deve]opmental m1lestonQ% of speech and ]anguage, sequences\gf .
S - . Speech-sound development, and word and sentence development are Y-
o _ 1ntroduced 1n this un1% - . _ N

Unit 13- Language and- Speech Actvities -

. tanguage st1mu1at1on activities 1nc1yd1ng the presentation of
concepts, vocabulary development and discrimination activities e
that can be ut1]1zed w1th the ent1re class are presented ' -

Unit 14: ~Live Seminar
Topics of this un1t include the role of* the speech therap1st \Hd

the 1mportance of early identification as a pane] integrates the
material in units 12 amd.13. An overall summary and eva]uat1on

of the/enﬁlpe.course also occurs. . :
. - - : . A

S
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CHAPTER 11 o
f e

4 . . -

Method

. :
: _ - .
2 . B .
- Al .

Part1c1pants

- .
e

Two hundred and seventy persons aé 34 sites enrolled in the
'course. .Background information is ava1lab1e for 215 persons (80%),
- complete’ eva]uat1on data, 1nc1ud1ng pre- and’ posttest scores, are '
avallable for 158 persons (58 ) Table 1 presents the number of participants
by s1te and Table 2 dep1cts background character19t1cs. _" S ‘.':,i
The majority of participants were female (79%) and worked in a rural #
community. }he~ma30r1ty had a]so comp]eted their B A. degree, had 2-4 i
~ years-work experhence, and no courses in special education. While 59 per- h_ -~
cent of -the part1c1pa?ts work w1th children in the thlrd grade or below, ¢Pﬁ
the cher 41 percqpt work with older-ch1ldren, 1nc]ud1ng 23 percent who
work w1th secondary students Spec1a1 educators made up 19~percent of

: the aud1ence The d1ver51ty-of the audience reflects. ‘once again, the

need'for ﬁnformat1on and 1nterest in th]S topic.

gyaluation Design

3.

Nine different instruments.were used to evaluate different aspects

of the course. fhese er 'Cﬁﬁnitive Pre--and Posttests; Attitude
Questgqnnaire' BacKeound Questionnaire: Film-Video Mix Ancillary;

~ Prepared- Medla Anc111ary, Sem;nar cva]uat1dn, Summary Evaluatlom, Equvp-

- ment Report and Sunmative Report Form. The evaluation data was designed
c. Q .
to 1nvest1gate the efflcacy of the course rev1s1ons that were made

n‘ * - - 7
based on data from the Fall del1very Spec1f1c1a11y, the evaluatvon plan S

-

was designed to address the fallowing issues: TR

or &
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| TARLE 1 . 7
“DISTRIBUTION OF PARTICIPANTS BY SITE

Total Y Complete

-

Data Available
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Pittsburgh, PR - ;

Fredonia., NY ° .-
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- Smethport,- PA
- Alfred, HY :
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TABLE. 2
BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS OF PARTICIPANTS

-

7

ad

18

. | Characterfstic > - ) Frequency:‘ Percentage

1. Sex:. ' : ) DA # ’

‘Male S . a7 21%
Female 172 - 79%

2. Description of community teaching in: | ;)
 Rural R R T T 67%
Jrban RO , : 23 ‘114
_Suburban ‘ . o 47 - 22%

3. Position durinq 1977 78 academic year*. h
. Head Start teacher . g 1 45
. Other presthool teacher - 8 - 3%

- Kindergarten teacher \ 12 5%
Elementary teacher . o " 68. 27%
.Secondary teacher S . 30 12%

" Special education . . 48 19%
F'Resource room teacher . ' ; B 10 vy
Schooladministrator - . .- 10 Y

Student N ) 13 5%

" College professor = - .3 14
Other . e _ 47 . 19%

4. Grade‘]eve1 darticipant works with: .

Pre-school . . ’ 338 19
Kindergartens i ‘ 14 7%

" 1-3 . - . 69 34%
4-6 . . Co . Q&/ ‘ 37 18%
Secondary S _ a7 331

B . ) ’, . o =~ M L ]
5. Work experience in teachingt..
./ T . -
1 year or less ' | 46 22°%
2-4 years .. DL ) 69 33% -
5-8years_ - Ny - 49 235
9-15 years - : B 31 - 15% '
16 or more’ years : - R |- 8%
W.Q;%‘Lasf dégré@'compTeted:

i High schoo] degree - 37 V7
B.A. : : 128 60°%
M.A. , - 49 23%
Specialist - . ‘ 1 1%

v
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. TABLE 2-- CONTINUED- w
- . - Characteristic . Frequency’ <.' Percentage
S
" 7. Nimber of courses completed in Spec1aJ
_education: )
Ctone 7 T 137 63%
1 ' : - w25 - nz -
2 s 11 ' 5%
3 ) . . ',- . > 6 3%
4 or more ; L 40 - 18%
S. Registered for this course for: ' - -
Undeigraduate credit ' ' a oo - 19%
Graduate credit - o 150. ‘ 70%
Audit : 24 ny
9. Do you current]y have a child main- :
streamed in your c]assroom7 s * ,
Yes . ceoe . 66 ° 31%‘-
lNo ) . 71 : 33%
Am not currently teaching ) 28 . 13%
An not a regular ciassroom teacher 51 24%
. . 3. How did you hear. about this course: ‘
2 From.a friend R . 63 - 297~
: lotice or flyer at schoo] . 115 .53%
Radio or . : 1. 1%
w8 , tlewspaper ’ _ 16 s %
o * Other _ , . 2% \' . 17%
o — ;
*Multiple Response ' i )
.* < )
R -
\ K
- y
, \ .
. #

P

-
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/
i. Did the course part1c1pants demonstrate ga1ns 1n performance -

™~ ,.A

on tests keyed to the ,course obgectzves’

Ry

2. .Did the.attitudes of éhe part1c1pants toward hand1capped ch1ldren '

2rd ma1nstream1ng in part1cy1a;'become.more pos1t1ve upon C
- p) . = ) - Y
C

completion of the course? v ’ N
3. How did part1c1pants react. to the content and format of each
'seSS1on7 Nhat were the strengths and weaknesses of each session?

4. How did part1c1pants‘eva]uate the components of the coqrse.and

. ) ) L4 .
the course as a whote? ¥ B .

L)

5. How did Spec1f1c componentsﬁkf the course compare to analogous ;

activities in a trad1t;ona1 course?
"6. Did the techn1cal aspects of the system functjon adequate1y in l

delivering the course?

]
-

7. Did the imp]ementatibn of the course proceed as planned?

~The answers t6 these quest1ons are pcesented in the results section
) . .
of this report o *

>
.';

Procedures and Instrumentation

Y : : # *

A variety of instruments were used to answer the evaluation questions.

.’

Copies of all instruments except ‘the -cognitive tests are in the Appendix.

Descriptjons of each instrument and its purpose are presented below.

Achievement Tests. Participants were reqdared to complete a pretest,

midterm, and final examination. Itéms were in a multiple choice format

I TEY

and keyed to the course objectjbes.
The pretest consisted of two 40-item parallel forms administered

b

during the first class session. Based on - content covered during the

o

\vf/jgrst six sess1ons of the course, a 23-item m1dterm exam was adm1n1stered

A f1naf’exam1nat1on which covered the last six sess1ons of the course
~ . N 0 . .9 .
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was administered during the final sessian. This exam consisted of 57
items keyed to S unit objec-tives Posttest scores were computed for
as

on. the1r M1dterm and f1na1 exam scores.

-

* . the students b

. Attitude Questionnaire. Part1c1pants completed the attitude

-~

- port1nn of the romb1ned Background and Att1tude Quest1onna1re during the:

f1rst and last class sessions. It consisted of 29 affective items.
Participants responded to the items on a 5 point scale with 1 indieating

. . - strongly agree and 5'1ndicating strongly disagree. The items were

-

designed*to Measufe»participaﬁts' attitudes toward methods of teaching

hand1capped ch11dren. Factor ana]ys1s of the Fal] 1977 results 1nd1cated

a un1factor structure that accounted for 68.4 percent of the variance-

“\

» * (see .AESP Technical Report- #19). l(

r

Background Questionneire. During the first session.of the course a SR

10-item background questionnaire was administered with the attitude”

questionnaire. The background questionnaire was designed to determine e

Fs

the demographic characteristics of course participants.

L

Sessfon'EvaluatiOns. Three’ different instruments were useg to
| measure participant reactione to individual sessions. These were film- | | (El
vfdeo mix ancillary; prepared media aheillary and éeminar evalqations.
All sites were.categorized into three claséeé of 'sites as in the first
delivery. Th1s was done so that each site rotated comp]et1ng an eva]uat1on

instrument every th1rd session. The only exceptron was with the seminar e

- B

deliveries when data was collected from all the sites. ThiS'strate?y_

;o ”Qas used 1in brder to make the seminarSJnoFe responsive to the individual /k’“\~/
sites. ) »

- » X . . -‘\ )

" . The following-section presents a description of the three session

¢

evatuation-forms:

.

t\:’
H Ft
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The Film-Video Mi% Ancillary qufuation Instrument was designed to -
measure pargicipants' reactions to the video programs thcp'invo1Ve
origina]:ff1mihg cempleted on location in Appalachia aed the ancillary
. activ{ties assogiated with the session. -It con51sted of 27 items covering
such topics as pace of program, re]evancy to obJectlves, clarity of \.
1nstruc§1ons and adequacy of time a]]owed_for specified activities.

The Prepa}ed Media-Anci]];ry Eva#luation Instrument was administered
-'FolTowing video bregrams which dsed‘commertia]]y available ff]ms and the
il-ciass"aciivities associated with them; Thiﬁ_ihsfrumeq&_consisted‘of
24 1tems ees1gned to measure part1c1pants reactions to effectiveness of' Y
‘the panel dlscusswons f11m c11ps and the assoc1ated.anc111ary materials.

The Semlnar Eva]uat1on Instrument was designed to meagire participants'
reactions to the 1ive, intefactive seminars. This instrument consisted
of 10 items.dealing with participant reactiop to seminar fofmat and .
conieﬁf - - ~

‘ Data received from these three 1nstrements prov1ded deta11ed information

on each unit iy/#rev1510n purposes.

Summarx,;va]uat1on Instrument. At the conclusion of the course all

participants completed the Summary Evaluation Instrument. Assessment of

participéhts"reaction to the course was determinge through 33 items .
designed to measure overall course effectivene%}sas well as comparability

~with traditional course offerings.

Equipment Report'and Student Satisfaction Form. This form was

-

completed by the site monitor at the conclusion of each class session. &
It is designed to document the technical functidﬁ1ng of the equipment,

-3

procedure problems, and the site monitors' perceptIon of student react1on

\

Fad

40 the course components.
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‘o

'Summative Report Form. At the conclusion of the course, site

~ monitors Jere asked to rate the overall qual1ty of each course component.
S .
‘They used a five- po1nt L1kert scale (1 = exce]lent to S poor) to rate_
" the film-video mix, the pregared media, the interactive seminars and the

ancillary materials. - N

P
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CHAPTER I1i

Results ' -
The results of the course delivery a&,e presénted as answers to the
questions which were previously posed in the methodology section.

- . ¢ - ) ’ . : J
Did the Coursé Participants Demonstrate Gains im Performance on Tests

L]

Keyed to the Course Objectives?

Did the Attitudes of the Participants Toward Handicapped Childggn and-

Mainstreaming 4n Partiéblar é;;ome More Positive Upon Completion of the

=

Course?

~ .
-

Data from pre- and’ posttests was ana]yzed to determine the amount
partlcwpants had learned and thg amount of att1tude change exper1enced as
a result of th‘ceurse. A 2 x 25 multivariate analysis of variance design-
for administration (2) and for sites (25) was used. Both attitude and o
cogn1t1ve achievement were 1nc1uded as dependent measures in the ana1y51s
which made a multivariate an ys1s of variance (MANOVA) des}gn approprlate
p Mu1t1var1ate results revea]ed a significant difference for sites
(mu1t1yar1ate F =2.32, p <.009), for administrations (mu1t1varlgth/////”i
= 445.43, p <:l001) adg for the %nteraction of sites by administrations
(mu]tiya:iate F=2.15, p «.001) asﬂdepicted in Table 3. The univariate
resu]t§ijndicate a stgniﬁicant change for‘poth coghitive and\attitudine1
‘measures (see Table 4). The mean scores on the cognitive test increasedf—
from 45.16 to 70.85 from pre- to posttesting indicating an increase in
knowledge of wirking with handicapped children and mafhstreaming; The .
megn scores on the attitudinal-tests increased from 3.16 to 3.02 from_

- ” TN
s pre- to posttesting ibdicating a positiveIchange'in\attitudes toward
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S . TAYLE 3

MANCVA FOR PRE- AND POST-ACHIEVEMENT A'ID ATTITUDE VéASURES
- r 4 \4 .
. Source . d.f. . Multivariate F D<.

-

Between Subjects

. . , - S .
Sites ' ag, 264 ’ 233 .002
» ' Within Subjects ’ s '
Admin1_tratioﬁ ' 2,132 445.43 _ | .00
(Sites By Adninistration 48,268 2.15 3
\
TABLE 4 -
UNIVAPIATE ANALYSIS FOR ACHIEVENENTAND - ;Sag
ATTITUDE PRE AND POST MPASURES %
F— ——
Source ’ UInivariate F p< Steo-00wn’F P<

Sites 4" . B o '
Attitude \\\\\~1:94 .N0g 1.oa - .019

Achievement o 3.09 .0M 2.73; .002

Administration

Attitude W 5.74 .mea - 5.74 .018

Achievement 284.08 Nolol! © 848,55 Relots

Site by Administration

e Attitude . 1.76 .036 1.76 .N27
J . .
Achievement ° ’ 2.84 oo 2. 69 .N300
e -
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f
handicapped children and mainstreaming. Table 5 presents the means and

standard deviations for the pre- and posttests.

The sibnificant'differenceg for sites and sites by administration

>

indicate a differehtial pattern of changé ahong the.sites'from pre-
to postte%ting at the sites. The 4dttitudinal change ranged from 1.1

points to .01 points; the cognitive change ranged from 25 points to 6

points._‘

How Did Participants React to the Content and Format of Each Session?:

The Fi1m-Vide3‘Mix Evaluation Instrument, the Prepared Media

. Evaluation Instrument, and the Seminar Evaluation Instrument were used
to measure participant reactions. to the learning activities. The participants -
overall ratings of the videotaped programs, seminars,.and ancillary

activitiés are summarized below.

The Site monitors' ratings of participang Satisfattion wef'

by the Equipment Report and Student Satisfaction Form. These rafi
;are presentéd in Table 6. Ratings were ;enerally between “good" and

"very good" with the ;ideotaped programs rated highér than the seminars

and ancillary-activities. Ratings for all activities §Howed an.increase

in satisfaction from the Fall.deiivery (Ag;illary activities: Fall 2.52,

Spring 2.23; ¥ideotaped programs: Fall 2.15, Spring 2.10; Seminar:

Fall 2.59, Spring 2.52).

-

Videotaped-Proggms. Particiygnt reaétions to the vfdeotaped prog}ams
were between "very good" and "903ii; On a rating scale of 1 = excellent
“and 5 = poor, tﬁ? participants gave an average ratiﬁg of é.ﬁo. The site
monitors perceived participant-sétisfaction as being higher with én
average of 2.10 on.the same 5 pdint scale. (Tabie 7 presents participant

ratings.)

4]
C)
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JRE " TABLE 5

PARTICIPANTS® SCORES' ON ATTITUDE AND ACHIEVEMENT INSTRUMENTS

Pretes;_,"‘j . Posttest »
A S N X  s.D.
 Achievement 45.16 - 11.72 70. 85 13.21
Attitude - 316 252 - 3.02 .70
e S '
| _
&
.-
. o
. N _ -
‘t'v h} ’ >
e L
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TABLE 6

IS
SITE MONITORS' MEAN RATINGS OF PARTICIPANT
. - SATISFACTION WITH LEARNING ACTIVITIES,

. . ,\j{ideotaped ' ) " Ancil lary
Session . “'Programs SemYnars ; Activities
1 I _ 2438 N
2 2.26 . ' & 2.33
3 2.12 . . L 2.23
4 . : o= 2.4 _ -
] 5 N 2.44 2.07
6T . No Broadcast ' _ ' |
- 7 2.17 " y.2.88 . . - 2.36
o8 . : ' .- ' d
8 | 1.84 _ . - 2.5
C9 . 2.18 2.45
10 ggee 1.95 2.30
wo o
12 , 1.87 LT 215
‘13 2.06. 2.50 2.00
R As | No Broadcast.
/"’ ) ‘ . N - ) ' . K ;\—2
.Means gxt o 2.10 . 2.52 _ Z.fv
~ “Scale: [1_= Excellent . | C
o I ' . :
- B = Very good
g ="Good o
P 7 d
. = Fair : - . - - |
"5 = poor E SRR *
. T .. : ' - . - o i
S ey T, . : . ,
t
. X,
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= o TARLE 7 - | :
PARTICIPANT RATTNGSWOF-OVERALL QUALITY OF SESS}ONS
4 . . -l “ .
Videotaped . ’ ' Ancvllayy
-Session" —"  Programs’ " Seminars . Activities

- !

1 ‘ D 2.55

i : 2.6 . | S 204
‘265 o ' 2.41

S 2.8 | o

2.35 . ~ Lo .~ Co2.37

S WwWN

(4]

6 . ‘  No Broadcast B o s

7 2,93 1 2.85 © 4o
8. - T - R 2.42
9 € 555 L T 2.8
10 ’ 3.3 - T 2.28
noo ' R .. 2.89 - L
2o T 30 - | o 215
13 - 2600 T 7 .50 . - 2.30

14 B No Broadcast

Means - 2.50 “2.65 . 2.:m

]

" Scale: 1.= Excellent

Al

N
]

Very good

Good

Fair

Poor - - % . lv ; B

o
1]

. - “ . N «
~
hY
' . *+
- - -
23
4 .
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Participant responses to the videotapedfprograms are similar to the

.Fai] rating respcnses. No difference in reaction to the two different
media forms used was apparent. One aspect of note is,p higher percentage
of the audience p]anned to use the 1nformat1on presented in tgf prognam
Part1c1pants hgd expressed a desire for greater depth in program content
and rated those units w1th a pract1cal or1entatlon quite well. Part1c1pants f
‘expressed sat1sfact1on with such aSpects as theé pace of the program,: .

pnact1ca1]ty of the_1nformat1on for classroom use,-and adequacy of

discussion time for the units. A.frequent criticismwas the need for

., more in depth discussion and greater'relevancy to the ogdectfves. The

- contenthpec§a1ists were informed qf this-trend- Adjustmenss were made
to provide more supp]ementary anc11]ary materials faqr the programs.
Short f11m c11p§ were used in sess1on two to stimulate questions and

this appeared ‘to be effectuve. No broadcast dur1ng Session 6 was due to‘;

a schedu]1ng error and paPt1c1pants used Session 14 for comp]et1ng the1r.

.A‘
»

fana] exam1nat1ou, therefore .N0 broadcast was scheduled.-

w._,‘
. « — - -

Seminars. Partjcipants"ratiﬁgs of the 1iVe, interactive seminars

were between “Qbod" and "very goodJ. Theasecond seminar.received the.
highest rating of all five seminars. “The average.rating.was 2.657 This

| ratingfis different from the site;monitorsf ratings of student satisfac-
tion., The site monitors percedved the:ffrst seminar"as.thenhighest’
rat1ng and ‘reported an’ average mean rating of .2.52. "{; b- AR

v _ The«part1c1pants"rat1ngs of spec1f1c aspects’ of each seminar

.(&
indicated that they were general]y satqsf1ed with panel members, the

moderator, and the pace of the seminar: Due to weather conditions a
¢ y -~ 2ot 3 .

-live seminar was not produced for the first seminar? Instead a tape

-

of the first fa]] seminar was’ 'shown andk, cQ‘,ptent peop]e were ava.lable to 4

“answer quest1ons by phone. .ihe ratings.gbri%hzs sEm1nar were s1m11ar .

“

- Q0 to the rat1ngs of the f1rst seminar of the Fail 1977 de11very o
= - “.-ﬁ'- * > N . o o W

L 856 o -
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The third seminar was rated lowest' data and comments indicate that

.technical problems may have contributed to this low rating A change

4

'1n the\\fme of the broadcast resulted in some sites miss1ng the {;rst
portion of this seminar. In addition, technlcal problems with a phone

patch at the sem1na§ ,resulted in very poor reception and difficulty in

-understanding panelists. . ea -

_ For Seminar #4, the part1c1pants reported dfff%culty understandina
theEv01ces on the phone patch and 1nd1cated dissatisfaction with- the -aftwers
to the questlons This seminar received low rat1ngs also, compared to
Hther seminagz:, for the course.

In generaT,vstudents actively participated in~the live, ihteractiren
seminars. 'Ekcept for the reception difticultie;‘encountered usino the
phone patch each seminar foung the panel members, moderator, and pace of
the seminars quite sat1sfactory Once again, as_ in the Fal] dellvery,

' dlssatrsfactlon was indicated w1th the depth of panelists' answers}to ‘
questlons. A]though, revisions were made fon;each_semlnar, Shis reﬁaihed‘,
. : o : MY oy , R

i

a frequent criticism throughout the.course.

.Another révision’used during this delivery was the incTusion‘of a.

short break to stimulate quest1ens and dxscu5510n-on-s1te concern1ng the
semlnar- This' revision was found to be quite usefu] and appeaned_to

increase- the amount of active parficipatﬁon in the seminars.

t

Ancillary Activities The anc111ary materials con51sted of preparatory

readlngs, in- c]ass act1v1t1es, wr1tten practlcum, and fo]low-up activities.
. In addition, an on-51te l1brary of reference materials was available

for student use. Part1c1pants overall ratings of the ancillary a;t1v1t1es

v

* are- presented in Table 7. Act1v1t1es for each session rece1ved an

overall ratlng\of betWeen."good" and "very good". . .
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K’l)

f in’the Fall delivery: concern was.expressed about tne adequaey of
time allotted to complete the activities. Participants had beén gfven
‘two hours‘for comp]etion of in-class anciltlary activities during each

- session. Participants indicated that many more hours\were necessary in,.
order to complete their -work. Partic{pants genera]]y rated sessions
lower when more time was needed to complete thé»in-c]ass ancillary

activities. From this feedback, course revision of materials occurred

for use in the Spring delivery. ”
- ‘ . i ) - #
ncillary revision for-the.Spring delivery consisted of modifica-

tidn EP focus more upon small group discussions with questions for

: dfscussfons dealing with the Videotape and readingst The students .
1nd1cated satisfaction wrth these c]assroomed1scussxons and rated the
anc111ary act1v1t1es h1gh1y. The site monitor rece1ved a d1scuss1on

guide which summar1zed the obJect1ves of the d1scuss1on. A wr1tten .',

v
v

practicum was turned 1n to the content spec1a11st for review and gradxng,

U

wh11e weekIy ancw]]ary activities becan% opt1ona1 The students expressed

“t confus1on w1tn the practlcum ass1gnment.and ind1cated a- need for

-

4

v clar1f1cat1on early in the'BQurse Study guide and answer sheets were

prepared for student use. - .

-

R & .o :
Ancﬂ]ary rnean ratmgs for the- Spmhvery were higher. than

-

o
those of the Fall and 1nd1cate the ﬂéeded rev1swdhs were well received.

N A
-

. How.Did Participants Eva1uate,the-éompbnent& of the Caurse and;the

-~

Course as a Whole? ¢ 4 ‘ .
, . w

Participants were asked'to complete the summary eualuation instrument
during the last class sessioni fhé participants rated course components
in terms of the degree of information provided by each compéﬁent: The .

mean ratings of each are pggsented in Table 8.. The ratings indicate

-

‘c' . \\ -
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"TABLE 8
« ~ . : .
‘ RATINGS OF COURSE COMPONENTS
. _T . T
Component = °~ = - - X . o " s.D.
"Film-video mix . 2.40 : . e
Prepared media . 2.45 .91
Interactive seminars 3.11 1.1
Reading assignments ' 2.38 . .9
Study guides . s 2.36 o .91
"Group discussions Lo 2.41 . _ 1.07
Practigum activities 2.75 7 | .89
, . .
Scala: 1 = Excellent ' ‘
2 = Very good .
) 3 = Bood .
+4 = Fair : . . ‘
/-5 = Poor: & 5
Ed
i , . A .
> - i l'
\ A -.‘ h -
i

T
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that the videotapes; the redding assignments, and study guides were most
T positively received. The interactive seminars and the practicum activities (
received lower ratinps’ . /
| The rat1ngs of each component were hlgher than comparable ratings
received in the Fa]] de11very ‘The 1mprovement from the Fall 1s greater
for the practicum and the anci)lary act1v1t1es (readings, study guides,
and group discuss1qns) which indicates the revisions were successful.
Other items-on the summary ev&luation instrument'were concerned ' -
with overall ratings of .specific aspects of the course, such és iCs
/ practicality and usefuiness. Responses are summarized in Tébie 9.
The course appears successful in presenting interesting ideas which
coul% be praetica11y appiied in the c]aisroom. The majority of participents
(60%) planned to use the information contained in the.course in their ' .
teaching. - Seventy-eight percent of. the participants indicated that-the
course presented manlé?nterest1ng ideas for pract1ca1 app11caﬁ/on in ..
the cﬂassroom._.' /(’\1 . |
‘ Fhe d1ff1cu1ty of obta1n1ng rwx1nformat1on presented by other
meens was 1nd1cated by a maJor1ty of respondents. Fifty-three percent
- strongly to moderately agreed that obtaining this information in another
way would havzzbeen difficult thus indicating a need for this type of |
;cogrse delivery in their community. Fﬁfty-six-percent_of theé participants
%ndic;ted that they did not tee} the technology employed in the delivery
- made the course an impersonql'e%perience{: However, 20 percentidid fée].r‘
some degree ofdimpersonaT%ty due td the technology used®in this course. i

_ Most participant comments arid ratings indicate that the site monitor

¢ provided the necessary personéﬁ element.

~
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TARLE 9

o

‘ M » . .
- JOVERALL COURSE RATINGS BY PARTICIPANTS

-

. Item - i Frequency Percentage
1. 1 did not feel the technology used in .
_course delivery made it impersonal: .
" - T a ;grong1y agree’ . oo 45 19%
i b derately agree 8¢ , 37%
pN e ¢) neutral 57 24%
d) mcderately disagree | 35 15%
& e} strongly disagree : 12 4
P d
X = 2.50 ) ’ .
2. It would have been very difficult to get ;
the information provided in any other way:
- a) strongly agree 51 22%
é " b) moderately agree. ‘ 72 312
e _ c) neutral . . o 50 21%
' d) moderately disagree ‘ o 42 18%
: e) strongly\disagree _ 21 o
X = 2.61 .. . L
- ;3, The course presented mdny interesting ideas ; i
1y ) for practical applicatibn in the classrooms:,
h 4 ég'StrOng1y'agrée«° _— ' -7 ‘ 35%
b) moderately agree 100 . r"’j 43% .
c) neutratl ’ . ' 38 - 16% .
d) moderately disagree _ 12 - %
~ e) strongly disagree . . 3 12%
X =1.95 e
4. The study guides were useful to me in . )
reviewing the content and preparing for
e -exams. ‘ i
n".';'- | ' - i \ - -
- a) 'strongly agree . ‘85 36%
, b) moderately agree 77 33%
c) neutral ) : 43 18%
d) moderately disagree . 19 %
. - e) strongly disdgree _ 12, 5%
X=213 |
Q .( - - ~ % — -
ERIC e 35 ,
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TABLUE 9-- CONTIMUED

Item - : " Fréquency " Percentage

5. The practicum assignment was beneficial
in showing me how. to apply what 1 had
learned in the classrooni.

a) strongly ajree | 51 - 22%
b) moderately agree _ 108 : 46%
c) neutral ‘ 54 23%
d) moderately d1sagree 16 - 7%
e) strongly disagree . . 4 © 2%
o X =220 L.,
6. The group.d1scussmn< he]ped c]ar1fy content
issues and perm1tted me to hear other po1nts . «
of view. 9
a) strcngly agree - ' L | 62 \ : :26%
b) mdderately agree : . 101 . . 43%
c) neutra! . 38 C16%
d) moderately disagree o2 . .9
. e) strongly disagree , 4 o 6%
= 2.25 I X
~ 7. What effect do you think information e
contained in th1s course will have on your
) teaching? :
) (4
a) has very little cr-no relevance 16 7%
b) would like to use but probably won't be ‘ .
able to - - 23 . -10%
c) would like to use but don't understand : -
enough - .. 9 4%
d) p1ag_to use ~ 136 60%
e) already know or am vusing - 34 19%
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How Did the Course Compare to Analogous Activities in_a Traditional Course?’

Components of the coursg were compared to parallel activities in a
‘-
traditiona] coursé. The mean ratings are shown in Table 10. The participants’
ratings indicate that the different aspects are ‘perceived as being equal

to or better than comparable activities in a traditiona] course. The

exc ption to these rat1ngs was with the 1nteract1ve seminar component as
comp ed to the trad1t10na1 in-class QJscuss1ons All of these components
are ¢ parable to the ratings given during the Fall delivery, aTthough J
the site monitors' rat1ngsweres]1ghtly higher for the Spring delivery.

4 : Rev1sion in stte monitor training and guidelines may have contr1buted to
this effect. ) . '

Did the Technical Aspects of the System Function Adequately in
— - .

Delivering -the Course? ' . \ ',\ .

" The videotaped programs and the live, interactfve semina;s were
transmitted from the-University of Kentucky television stud1os via the
ITS 6 satellite system. Quest1ons received during the seminars were
transmitted from the sites by teTetype on te1epnone.’/The site nonitors'
rated the qdality.,p_'f the audio and video signal b_;' completing an'Eguipment

Report and Student Satisfaction Form after each broadcast. This information e

was used to determine the reliability of the equipment and the quality

[

of the reception. ' _ -
The site monitors'~ratings_of reception were summarized across all
sessions in order to measure the overall quality of the audio and video .
reception. These rat1ngs are presented in Table 11. .These rat}ngs are
p]aced in two Categories (one for video’ s1gna1 rat1ng and one for audio .
signal rating). ‘Table 12 1nd1cates that'the;yjdeo signal conta?ned very

Tittle or no distortion 85 percent of the time. Another category of

”~

L et
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PARTICIPANT COMPARISUNS OF COURSE WITH TRADITIONAL COURSE

7-——':""" - ——
Component g X* S.D.
Pre-program preparation - c2.36 .9
Seminars compared.to class discussions , 3.12 1.17
Ancillary activities compared to .
traditional in-class activities - £.68 T A.97
Video taped programs compared to | -
traditional lectures ’ o261 . 1.07
Lab‘assignments combared to homework .
assignments 2.64 - ) .89
< - v .
JSite monitor-compared to gnstrictor S 1.79 ‘ .98
*Compa}isons yere made ysing the foildwing scale: - l
1 = Excellent - Received a 1ot more from the activiéy than in a .
tradftionat course; i
N . _j:;( . -
2 = Very good - Recefved a little more;
: 3 = Good - Recefved about the same;
4 = Fair + - R@ceived a little less: - o7
5= Poar L Réceived d lot less.

[

€

y v

-
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SITE MONITORS® RATINGS OF EQUIPMENT. FUNCTIONING BY SESSION

30

TArE 1

g

Session pate‘. . Auqio Video
1 1/28778 2.50 x 2.47 . 3:82 x 3 88
2 1731778 2.37 x 2.32 4.1 x 4 26
3 /01778 2.77 x 2.83 4.50 x 4.59
8 . 214/78 2.77 x 2.86 4.7 x am
, 2/21/78 2.63 x 2.68 4.21'x .37
6 . ?/éé/?B fio broaacast .Nb broadcast
7 . 3/07/78 . 2.90 x 2.90 410 x 818
8 . 3/14/78 2.94 x 2.96 4.25 x 4.3) -
g: _ " 3/21/78 (/Tf—i\\‘ 2.76 x 2.76 - 4.83x 483 - -
10 328/718 - . 2.75x 2.80 4.50 x 4.50
n . 408778 2.86 x 2.95 "4.18 x 4.32
12 4/12/78 2.80 x 2.85 .. 6.25 x 4.35
13 - 4/25/78 2,81 x 2.76 4.19 x 8.19
“ 14 5/02/78 NO broadcast No broadcast

&

b ————— e . ot ® - om—— i

e — -

Y1de p‘glgnal Pa;ggg Scale

Distortion ard/cr Noise Ferceptibility .

1.° P1c ture con‘nnt imcossiblo tn ascertain - :

2. Very parceptible distortion and/or raise bt picture content ascertainable
3. an1n1to1/ perceptidle’ dictartion and/or noise ' '
g €arely perceptible distortion and/or nofse:
Di

12 . : R T

Imperceptible

stortion and/or lioise Cbjectionableness 4 o
1. Extresely arncyirn T 2. Very anrcying o ¥
3. Defiritely annnying 8. Slightly annoying '
5. ot anroying - . - ' ..
‘ e ;_ Audio. S13nal Ra~1ngﬁ$ca1e R
Reddability ‘ Signal Strength .
L] . .
- ~Urreadable . é;r~_‘, 1. Faipt sionals or very weak srgnals
.. Peadable with difficulty J 2. Fair sigrals '

Readable with practica]ly no diff1culty. 3.

Good signals or very good signals
nr no 4iffirulsy )
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TABLE 12 " _ »
M .
QUALITY OF RECEPTION SUMMED ACROSS SITES AND SESSIONS
A, - —— .
. o ' o Frequency . Percentage

Video Siqnal Rating

*

. Perceptibility T
X ol _
1. Picture not perceptible ‘{- . 3 %
2. Very perceptible distortion 9 5%
3. 'S tortion v 15 81
4. nggiih:tle distortion 46 - 25%
5. o &istortion ‘ 108 ' 60%

-Ob%gctiOnableness of Distortion

1. ~£xfremelv annoying : : ‘ 5 | %
‘2. Very annoying - 7 %
‘3. Definitely annoying . . 12 %
4.. Slightly annoying 38 21%
». Mot annoying - N9 66%
| Audio_Signal Rating
Signal Stroiqth o | o o !
-~ 1. Faint or very weak signals . 9 _ B -4
2. FRair signals ' 44 16%
3. Good or very good signals 223 81%
Readability o ‘ e
1. Unreadable | | 13 5% .
.. 2. Readable with difficulty - 33 13%
3. Readadble with little or no diff1cu1ty : 204 . ' - 82!
- . 4
[}

<N
L]
.

40_"‘/




: N
: aTT annoy1ng 87 percent of the. t1me.

' The aud1o s1gna1 strength. rat1ng was good or verygood 81 percent
- 'r*

e of the t1me._ The aud1o signal was rated as, readab]e with 11ttTe or no
d1ff1cu1ty 82 percent of ‘the time. = . L - .

- -~ -1

Data from tye Equ1pment Report Form wanaTso ana]yzed by session. 1n

-

order to determ1ne when 1nterf ence was encountered.' Table 12

i

presents site mon1tors mean rat1ggs,of the aud1o and v1deo s1gnals by

. L
2

g session. Sess1on 6 d1d not receive rat1ngs 51nce no- program was broadcast
N , N

-

at that t1me due to a schedu11ng error Sess1on 14 was the f1naT class '

sess1on and no broadcast was her because the” f1na1 exam1nat1on was

0

Sl adm1n1stered on’ that nlght. The ratings 1nd1cate hat recept1on from "-

P4

the ATS-6 satellite was acceptable dur1ng the maJor port1on of the de11very

N .
per1od~ . - T

D1d the Imp]ementat1on of the Course Proceed as PTanned? . R *

L The Site mon1tors reports‘of the act1v1tTes, the Equ1pment Report
L and Student Sat1sfact1on Form,kand»wrltten comments served as a pr1mary
_ data source. Few adm1n1strat1ve probTems were encountered The site
. monitor's manuaT the spec1a1 site mon1tor 1nstruct1on gu1de, and the
anstruct1ons to the prﬁnted anc111ary act1v1t1es answered most quest1ons."’
' Data coT]ected during the Sp}1ng deT1very was commun1cated to
- —-pr03ect personne] 1n order‘to 1mprove/rev1se the course 1mp1ementat10n. et
The information was coTTected to discover when and why prob]ems may |
have occurred during . delavery L.

A maJor prob]em occurred in sess1ons 6 and 7. §Ess1on 6 was not

broadcast due to a schedu]1ng error and not all sites were 1nformed

o . .
- -

B . . ; : .. 4-1 . . - L
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-

prior to the regular broadcast t1me. -Session 7's semﬁnar'waéﬁcut,fo’45
m1nutes SO tha the sess1on 6. v1deotape cou]d‘be v1ewed also. . ATi of
'_the s1tes d1d qot know of the time change and th1s presented d1ff1cu]t1es
~at the s1tes.a X _ _ ;',' - SR | -
In genera1~ ew adm1n1strat1ve prob]ems were epcountered Course
rev1s1ons had-béen implemented and sat1sfact1on was 1nd1cated by - |

participants and the site monitors., ‘The.site mon1tors had rece1ved more

information in terms of on-site activities and ancillary mater1a]?,

- :
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S CHAPTER 1V

Sl . samary
N ' - N .  ‘ B ,: el t .
"Teaching the Young Hand1capped Child: An"overviéw" W delivered -
ffor the second t1me in the Spr1ng of l978 ThiS'course'delivery wWas
viewed by 270 part1c4pants at 34 51tes 1n Appalach1a The'evaluatlon'

‘stuqy revealed that the course d1d succeed in its cognztlve object1ves N

;'of 1ncreas1ng part1c1pants knowledge of techn1ques for‘workIng W1th :"(;

- s

"handzcapped chﬂldren._ The part1C1pants att1tudes toward hand1capped

ch1ldren and ma1nstream1ng became more pos1t1ve upon complet1on of the'
courseﬁf"’:fgrf. | ' L | R

| The aud1ence for the course was dlverse ‘The: maJor1ty of partic1pants
3:5; were classroom teachers of preschool\and grades K-3 The next maJor f

-6
Y gr0up 1?5 secondary school teachers followed by spec1al educators or

resource room teachersf>

‘ ) - .

__Partjcipants reagtions were generally pos1t1ve to the var1ous
course componentsc The v1deotaped'§:rt10ns of the course, read1ng
assignments and study guides received the h1ghest-rat1ngs. The. 1nteract1ve
.semlnars and the practicum actlvity‘received"louer-ratings The low :

,sennnar rat1ngs may be due to recept1on d1ff1cultres exper1enced w1th

Y

.'the sem1nar phone patch. The pract1cum act1v1t1es were rated Tow 1n the

first three se5510ns due to a lack of undersi.nd1ng about the as51gnment.
This. confusaon was remed1ed by the fourth session. ' ’ -

.
H

| ‘1r The d1fferent components of the c0urse were found to be comparable

to or more favorable than analogous actnv1t1es 1n courses taught by - -

trad1t1onal means The technology employed in course del1very was not °

,—- - e . ) 'v_‘ .-

Rl
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»
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: _ > 3% . .

' conSidered“to be jmpersonal' by the’ﬁajority-of the participants. The‘
ry
site monitors' high ratings at each s1te 1ndicate the v1ta1 roie the .

- honitor'piays: This personai role may have counteracted agy’iﬁpersonainess
. “due to’ the use of technoIogy. The difficulty in obtaining this information
by any other means was a1so 1ndicated«by the: naaority of the participants.‘
. The course appears successful in presenting interesting ideas which
i | could practicai]y be appiied ih the ciassroom. The high ratings indicated
'fvthat the part1c1pants p1anned to 1mp1ement their knowiedge 1n the classroom.
V The technical functioning and reliabiiity of the equ1pment during N
TS fideiivery was reported Acceptabie audio and v1deo Signa]s were received

i iithe majority ‘of time. No great amount of variation was: found 1n signai

i

" strength throughout a11 sess1onff

L’

51x due to a Tack of SCheduied air time w1th NASA The program was

broadcas¢ a]ong w1th the seminar’ during sess10n seven. Sess10n 13 cons1sted

P of a v1deotape as well as a seminar which aiiowed session 14 to be used

' for the examination oniy.

‘ Other eva]uation questions were ‘iInvestigated by detailed session by
| session eva1uations of the impiementation of the course. This |
ini’rmation was reported.to the project personnei and the content
deveiopers to remediate any probiems. ' . |
Based on ‘the Fa11 delivery feedback the course’was rev1sed for
de]ivery 1n the Spring ‘The rev1s10ns appeared to be weli accepted and
successfu] in 1mp1ementation. These rev151ons had conSisted of .
modifying the anciliary mgtEFTH]S, site monitors gu1de and a written :
¢ praCticum-. "The seminar format~was revised to include a short break,
'fiiméciips and phone.patches to stinu]ate questions and'participation. .

Future course revision forgseminars indicate'that most participants

-~

would prefer the seminar sessions to address pontent re]ated issues.

[:R\()n'greater depth. Participants also indicated that the content and

ulToxtProvided by ERIC - - L. . . Y.
. -

~ 4.2 .
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. \ . N o .
‘interaction should complement the course content and nqt introduce new

-

points of vidw. _The participants indicated that a clearer explanation of

®, _course content during »Ehe seminars was preferabie to the assigﬁmept of

s

q@ditionaf reading maieria]s; fhe use_of more short film é]ips for:

stimulation of .questions and better technical dua]ity for 1ive phone

i

patches would incr€ase the student sense of, participation in the seminars.
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\ o Appalachian Fducation Satelliteg Program
. Resource Coordinating Center
: . Evaluation Component N
_ 302 Bradley liall, University of Kent
, _ : ’ Lexington; Kentucky 40506

)  COMBINED BACKGROUND AND ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE FOR TYHC #56  °
) - This' questionnaire is divided. into 2 parts. fThe ,fi,rét part-asks for some .‘
background information and the sccond part is. concerned with your- attitudes

ward teaching handicapped’ children. Please answer as truthfully as possible. °

Your, answers are con‘fidcnt,ial and ‘do not affect your grade.,in the course, but -
help}'us.‘ to assess &the effectiveness of the oourse and suggest improvements. .
. “ . - - . V\ . ‘\"

. "Be sure You have an Op-Scan form titled "Goneral i”ui‘pbsé Answer Sheet.™
Fill.out the Special Codes and Student Number boxes as followse )

] e - ‘
F‘S F18tw par( -LP:‘U:L-CCE’ESG{Jis'igb.g;;n;fﬁg-%?ﬁ ) - R . . )
13 L] . : 1 . ‘-
Xweoeaet ';,5-‘ C:[I [ ! - I T __
DOCPABEOPCEEPOOEEOE - -

JORCE NV DECDOTEE® A colums 1-6 £ill in 560501
VOV OOOREHINDOO@E v DEl I'n s ~ :
03940, BYOIGICIG IR T oI R o R Eh B In colums 7-10 £ill in your

VIO TR RE D R@E@E T DA four—digit“’student number

] QOB YOOV HCRODGE G5 G is : »
' 940 10F. JOJOIGIG IQIHTOIG IR IR B ’
POHT R RECE G507 55
O LD UD@EUB DD @@ v ey . . .
restT GG B GENE @ (18 (0w 60 3 .
F.  FORM a DO HNCT WRIE Yosn (]
¥¥e) ' «IN THIS SPACE FsorH) ' : .
YGRS Y\ A0 Ty hmow ’ R o , -
gy B0 OQ00 4 s . :
ey a0 » N A:_(:t’_.w( I : v . ,

Use 1 soft-lead (%2) . (v*n-cj.lf to mark the answer sheet - do not use a pen
or Lall-pcink. If you channe tour mind or make a mistale, be sure that you .
orase completely.” Do not make any other marks on the answer sheet. Begin with
item 1. -R2 careful that the item number you mark on the Op-Scan sheet corres-
ponds to the item on the questionnaire? :




Qﬂaincd Backgrmzvl and Attitude Quest i-nnaire for TNIC .' page 2

b
L a

. - l-.O_ se* < \ | ‘ ) . . - ' ‘_:_
. . . -7 . ) . ’ - X oo - . P
1. Male T C
2. Female

N 2. Descnptlon of comm.m:tty in which you teach (or work in same other area in
- education)
( .

1. Rural
2. Suburban- :
.3. Urbhan - --
N = |
$, Position iurmq 1977-1078 acaderu.c year. . (Select one Opt.lon from those listed -

in itcem 3-or 4. tlark the appropriate opt.lon on the Op-Scan Sheet and leave
the other item bklank.” Fxample: If you are a Head Start teacher you w:.ll
rrarP 3 (1) and leave 1ten 4 blank on your answer sheet).

1. Mead Start ‘.:cacher : . o -
2. Other preschool teacher . - ) : -
3. Kindergartgn teacher S : : : > &
4. - Tlerentary: sthool teacher ‘ ' :
" 5. Secordary school te_acher- a
- . - »
4. 1. Special extocation or resource roog teacher ) '
2. School administrator 4 « ' i
3. Student ' L ] ‘ e
4. Collegeé Professor : - : S ..
5. Other ’ T Le ) ;

5. * Choose the grade range that closely 'approx.i.xyateq the- grade§ you work with.
1.° pre-school : .
2. K~ ) . ’ ) ) ' L P

2. 1 -3 - ' N o o R
. s, é-e6cor;dary - oy g AR
6. tork exper.ieexee in téach.i.ng | ) " ‘ : ' | ' o
1.1 ydar or less ' o . . R |

2. 2 -4 years
3. 5 - 8 years

,7. 4. 9 - 15'years ' , . oLy
5. 16 years’'or more 7 . _ (
7. 'Last degree ccrpletwi ot RO S : T .
" 1l.. High School T)1ploma ’
,,2' Eaccalaureate - !
3. IlMas s -
, 4. Spezg?:!.st
5. Doctorate .
- ) v
\ ¢ .
Q R a

i/l.‘



‘_Cu'tbinjn'l I%ck"qround and Attitude Questionnaire. for 1YIC - page 3

N

-

[

.« N

- 8.

1

unbl of couwrses completed in special education

2. . - - _‘-A“A-'-
3./2 -
4./ 3 7
‘5 4 or rore '
- . ' C_‘ . .
am registered for this course for >
1. - Undergraduate credit o '
‘2. Graduate credit : ' . . ~ -
3. Audit .7
Do you cun:ently have a ch:.ld nmnstreazred in yéur classrocm- ,
) o _ - .
1. yes - : s
2. no .
3. I an mot currently teacking. .
4. I am not a regular classroom teacher . :
How did you hear about this course?
1. “From a friegd .. ' . T L
2. Metice cr flyer at_ schecl ' . ‘ 3y
;' . ; "z-j: '- . " . ) 7 ‘. : . b -
" ,1)3;1’.: ) Y
5. Other , .

‘12,

13

P

o

‘Please check the statement which rrost closely reflects your attltudes and/or
e~cpe.r1ence with hand.lcapped people. .

‘1;.
2.
3.

4.
S.

I am aware of t:hQJ.r needs-ﬁ-\ have worked actlvely to mprove edthat:Lon
‘of the handicapped

I.am aware of their needs, but have not had the opportum.ty to work. with
han.hcapped people

,This 1is a.topic which I have not had much opportunity to consider ‘

I am somewhat fearful and uncertain of working with handicapped people

I have great pity for the condition of most handicapped people

The level of publlc: awareness of the needs of hand:.capped ‘people in my -
commm.ty is:

'1.

2.
3.
4.

5..

[]

very high, an active effort isy‘nde to meet their needs in the publlc
schools -

high, an understanding of the'needs of the handicapped ‘is appare.nt
noutral, st are rot avare of ‘the. problem :

low, little effort is made to meet their needs through the public -

-schnol system

very low, there is active resistance to meeting the needs of the
handicaroed through the public schools :

-,

'49
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Corbinatl Backgrownrd and Attitude Onmsticrnaire for(1YHC paae 4

. T 3
14. rleas~ chech the statarent which most closely 1df_~n+1fleq your perceptlon of
~ the degree to which yoir local school ‘system will vork toward the mpl.erren
" ‘taticn of mainstreaming, providing specml children with a free and appro—
priate education with othor chlldren in’ the public schoo" s. .
. .
1) rmy comminity ~1'1 work tn :Lnltlatc ney innovative programs to fully
' meet the needs of handlcapped individuals 3 -

2) my' cormmnity will make chanqhs to mainstream handlcappcd children th.rough
\ Frriding somc instruction geared to their necds, ‘but will not be able

to implement very inndative types of programs ‘ : .

3) ry community will work. to mainstream handicapped children, but will °
probably not ke able to provide additional services- to teachers to
meet the SGOI needs of the handicapped

4) ry cormnity-wonild prefer not to work toward meetmg the needs of
' handlcapped pcople in the public schools

\ .

, . \

.15 PlﬁaSD chocl: thn statement which most closely reflects the cu.rre.nt level of
implementation of mmstreammg in your local schools. :

1) handicappad ':Pulch on are mmst;reamxl in regular classroams for academic
and non‘-acad@nic work ‘

2) 'harllcap.ﬂj children are miinstreamed for non—academlc act1v1tles
: (lunch choir, extracurricular activities)

- 3) ‘pla.ns are being made to mam.;tream handlcapped ch.l.ldren
4) no plans have been made for the mplcmantatlon of PL 94-142 )
5) I am unaware of the status of mainstreaming.in the'loca_l\sc.hools

Nrs o

For Cable Vievers only : : ’/

16. Uhat were ynur reasons for taking this course-via cable rather than in a
i aroup sett.mg" (yciu can mark more than one option) o

1) 'I‘ransmrtatlon ¢ ‘ : ' .
2) Child care
?) rarking X L, . f

'4) Cenveniarce of staving ‘at hare - ' ’ R
5) Other (pleasc spocify on a separate picce of paper)
- ' . - . ) . &

-
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Cambina] Background and Attitude Quostionnaire for 1Y1IC

.

F,or cach of the fallowing statonents mak:

2 - If you mhderately Rgree .
. 3 - ¥ you feel ncutral , . - ‘
4 - If you moderately disagree ’ - .

S - Tf ou stronglv dimm-ro .- . /

17.. Speech and» ]ancuaqn stunulabron actw:.t;es may be incorporated in nost
of :the curncular a'ac; T - -

1o. ‘laving a handlcappod child in the classroam takes too much time away fram
the other r'hl.]drpn \ s

'19.  The sywech thorapx st *;Mu]d hae ';c» respon51b1hty for 1dent.1fy1ng

’ _potential ccmnunlcatlon disorders.

3and'. ehild’ 1

20. Pescurce porsonnel are responsible for the icapped. child's main
~academic program. . - e .

21. The most offectlve way 4o carry out’ aplassrocm speech and language

- stimulation program is through a copoperative effort mvolvmg the class-="
_ rocom teacher and speech pathologist.
22. Mcst handicayped chlldrcn require too much 1nchv1duallzatlon to be placed
in the regular ¢lassroom. . - .
. . ..
23. The presence of parans in the classroom constitutes a disruption of
-~ the teacher's reqularly scheduled teaching activities. .
'5?
(24. Teachlnq techn:iques nrad o I selected on. the basis of the child's

. individual’ cha.racterlstlcs and needs. R -

25. Through use - of nvieoral <~ch<,t1‘ ‘es the teacher is assur'bd whether or not
the student has mastered ’E'_'hc material. . | .

26. Pngartlle:s of ~.-'! At 3 teacher might do o t?' to change the attitudes of
parents vhr are apathetic abcout their .child's educational program the-
teacher's efforts will have little or no affect on thé parent$.

27. Observation of spasach “and language (11’\:(3}0;:!\( nt is a technical skill which

©  is the sole responsibility of the speech pathologlst. :

28. 'I‘_ec?mj.qu-;-.~ uzed in. teaching the hondicayped child are so Qpec;allzed ’chat'
the. reqular classroom tcacher .cannot use them w13:_h the rest of the class. |

29.  To serue rosk affoctively as redels for r‘onmurur'atlons skill development,
‘teachers should use an ay proach lgf?bon developnental milestones.

30. Parent 1nvolvenent programs require too much t.une to plan and implement.

31. T&sk analysis roqpiires ton much time whon one considers the student S
resultant &ducational gains fram this approach

32. The resular clecsroem toachor slould cover only those curricular a.xjeas

Q

1 - 1f you strenyly"sgree with the statement :

not dealt \slth by the snec:al educator.

3EKCndlvwf1mll7aHon mrans that the teacher works one-to—one w1t.h a chlld.

page 'S




'vcrzbmcr} Background “arxl Att::.tude Questisrnaire for e

e

";—-

s paae 6

. - Ny

T:v'k aalysis has little or no a[INt on the qtudr‘nt s.ability to maste.r

3.
’ c.an cb;ef-n'o .. )

35. A hadizarped child is too spcc1al to have his educatxonal needs met in
the rcgular cla’sxo':m ' -
€36, T arrangcment of the physxcal viro:'um.nt has notlung to do with good

e cduention “
S : .-
37.  PResource pﬂrsonnel are not importafft in the educatl 1 programmning of
‘\a mainstreamed handicapped child. .. *
. v ‘
38. speech and language stimalation program is too technical in nature to
carried out by a classrq:m teacher.
39. The knowledye of lariquage and speech acqu151tmn is an area "of study wh.l.ch
should be reserved for speech pathologist only. ¢ ;
40. The parent can pronde valuable input into 'the developtrent of his child’s
' educational progran.
. s .
41. Some chlldre.n aré just borm "bad" and shouldn't be mcluded m a,re%ﬂar
) classroom. . . . B
82. A child who is hvperactive cannot learn to sit quietly, however t.he cl'u.ld
'__‘l may outgrow his hyperact1v1ty. ¢ _
43. It is irportant to determine whethegy or not a child is "errotxonally
. disturbed” before involving the child Im routine classroom act:.v:.tles.‘
44. During plavtime children shoul be left alone to allow them. to develop
socially at their own pace. _ o , .
45. For a child vho is overly aqgre551ve it s important to just help t.he
" child overcome his ag'g:.essmn before helpmg him to develop appropriate
social responses. B
- .‘* b
’ | - _ -
¢ .
' 4}
12/22/77 - | - . '
E o | S 02
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s - FILM-¥IDEO-MIX-ANCILLARY EVALUATION INSTRUMENT (TYHC) 61

~ This instrument is designed to assess your rcaction to today's class session.
Part I '1s corfcerned with the taped TV program; Part Il is concerned with the
~associated ancillary, activities. _ . ' : )
//:/'Please ansver agitruthfulTy as possible. ~ Your answers are confidential and
do mot affect your arade in the course, but help us to assess the effectiveness
of the cCourse and suggest improvements. - R : : .

Be sure yow have an 0p-Scaﬁ~form titled "General Purpoge Answer Sheet. ™. Fild
out the Special Codes and Student Humber boxes as follows: '

»
- r

_in columns 1-4 fill in 6105

- S - . "in columns 5-6 fi11 in the session’
) - . ! _ nhumber D

in columns 7-10 f111-in your four-
digit student number '

« , . .
. . - . . .
- - e .
. » . .
! ) - - ’ .
H C.
b .8 . . . .
- , )

-'l‘\! ‘ o
Us&*ﬁlscft-1ead (72) pencil to mark Lhe ansver sheet -- do not use a pen or
baTlnoint. If you chanqge your mind or make a mistake, te sure that you erase
comp!etely. Co not make any other marks on the answer sheet.

o

- . . -
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Film-Video Uix-Ancillary Fvaluation Ins: -puent (TYNC) #6) ' pase2 . i .
e ) . . . : LT . . s .
- .'Pai:t I: T" Program F‘\lm-\'ldno rhx . SR
. ; 3 Lt t -
1. Pa.t.e the amount of tire you “feel shouid have bf-en devoted to the discussion T
of 155ues and/or ratlonale of the un1t. _ - . ERS
1} much riore tire. . .
2} souweuhet wore tire . T o : T
3) coveraae was adequate ' . > S ‘o
4) sorevhat - less time , ' - L
. 5) -much less tiue : S .o . .
' 2._ Rate' the amount of time you feel should have teen deyoeed to the explanagion - . .
- of the ap.phcatlon of techmques in the proqram : c _ - N
"‘})"muc‘1 rore five R U -
2)  somem :lt more time .. e C coe T : _ o .
~3) . -covor.}qc (Fh 3N adwuatn '_ _ e 7/ ' "
4} Ssgrewnat less time ' . o ' . L. . L
5) ruch less time o ) B %
’_»3. Pate 'tho' sameunt of time you fan] should have hnen devotad to the examPles of
the actual. application of the techniques in the-classroom, : .
1) mucrrere tive . o T A R AR
<) sormevhat more titie . .. - ) g ) :
- : - [4 - FaE
3) coverage vas adwquate - . - o - L. .
2] somewthat less time - g . -
... 5) ruch Tess time ' = : ‘ ) .
. ; ;
4. The pace of the program should be'
1) ruch siover . . >
- 2) sowahat slower R T . . o _ -
7) pace vwas satist actovy Tt , . . S q\‘
3) “seoirowhat faster ) ' | // Sy
5 ruch faster . . : - ¢ . )
5. - ihat nf'rnct 40 vou Unnv the mformatwn contamcd in the proqram wﬂl have ) e
tn your tcachnu;’ o . . . » » :
1) has little or no rilevance for me m v tnachmg situation: \
“2) would like to use hut prohe.bly vuon't. be ‘able.to - . 3 . o
3) , would like Lo use but don’t understand enough ) .. St
. ) plan to use B , . ' ’
5) already kncw or an uSmg ' - ‘ :
. € : ’ T ’ g . )/:
6. FRreact to the Yol l- Sinp swtwnnt The material, presented in the program was- . T .
.. relevant to the objectives of this uynit._ = - T -
T : i T : ' ”- ' Tres Mmoo
o . N .8 .o '
stronqly agres . . 3 . : o o N U
r"or‘nra*e]y arjroe - L. - ' '. o A
neuytral oL - - : ,'
roderately disgrree : - :
stornaly disauree = ' . ' ‘ Lt



' M R . . ¢ : : . o o -,
- : : e - L : . S
-+, Film-Video Mix-Ancillary Eya1uatioqé§?slrument‘(TY”C) ¢ 61 ' page 3

J - ) Y e . ——— r- Py - : : '

7. In geﬁeFa\Kh:he\clarfty of the picture on the TV"'t was:

1) excelle | ' S . »

2) very good : : ' : o ] .
-3) good ] S P . . > 4
. fair ‘ . o _ :
. 5) poor o e : - . .
~. o g . " . - 3 ‘ N . - ‘
ﬁ?., In-genet91, the quality of -the sound from'the TV set was: - . . . .
1) excellent ' S ' . :
2) very.good v o - o : .
- 3) good; ' - o,
. 4) fair . : - Lo v :
5} poor ~ _ , o \ -
9. Mere there annoying distractions in the room while you were watching thé
television program? . . = & 7 . . g -

1) often :fi,iE%?~:*"‘-

2) sometimes : | o .
3) seldom - = - _ . Y
4)..never - T o . - /

-’

.Fcr items 10-13, rafe the aspe(;t_ of the m‘_og}am for ﬁs ,.'va-'i»ué'..'i'n fhelp’ihg you -
understand the overaill content of the course usigg“the ?o]lowi_ng -scale:

v -

.
. - [N - .
B K . R . ) . ?
. . ' . . .. v R L S
[y . - - . 4 :'

~- Y ST A

I . " -
. ‘, . . T . . . o
. - - . . N . > - " ° .
[ - L Tt - - 1 . T * -~ ' v -
. B . . e R . . e e e R A
! , TN . . i e . .
. . by TR . - . .3 v -
. : - Tt .
-

- . _ ) . -
i s ) L * s

2

oY B g ~
‘mowwonont

10, -'D."f.scu'\s'sio@n;of issugs and/or rationale for urﬁ't,, N N .
. . ] . R L. ' - 1% ‘.::- . . B .o _(‘_ » -. h - . .
or describing the application of “technique'

1.  Classroom scenes with narrat .
. . T ; - . t .. - L we ) . ] I . ",‘:

12.- Classroom scenes of teachey, vogkifig with students’ (no.voice ovew narration)

g"gr_nOn_strjating, t?i application.of stechniques. - . e e

- A R

s . . . -~ -

. R o T T he o -

- o .

13 QVerall evaluation ofy p‘fqgram#z.: e ‘. . FAREE e ié\

D 1f. you hav‘ésbecifﬁc-comm'erx_}ts;"d_r\surgg'egfidns'-_r'é'g'avr'di.ng;'the filmed pg‘tfﬁns L
o, todzy"s ‘session; please write your corments on the attadhed page. °~ - .
DU A R : : T

.
- Y

A

. - .
d L J !- )
* . e
R .
- ; .
. " - - K
- oo
- [
‘a ‘ tooe Lo -
\ . e ST
. | PO <
-» L4 : .
. . . ‘-”\ N
- K s
- ar A
’ ) Lo w /.', B
.o ¥ i -
3 _ T PR e 2
' ~ Y f e P ‘§ |
i : ) - & ot .
B % e 2 Yere
. - "_ - L ~ta
e - ~ e
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.- Film-Video Mix-Ancillary Evaluation Ins'rument (TYHC) i 61 page 4
_;- - - O U I vy
- . - -
R 11 Ancillary Activities =
14. How'mdgh.tiné did you spendtworkiﬁptnathe ancillary activities during.class?

15.

- .“..l.xr‘)—'

: ol ) <
1) 20 minutes or less A )
2) 45 minutes . o )
3) €0 minutes " _ .
d4) °0 minutes : 4 ’ . -
5) two hours or more - - , - : . .

The ancillary activities should have covered: ; :

) much mare material | : _ .
) somewnhat nore materiay @ ’ _ _ ; ,
) material coverad was adequate ' '

4) | sorewivat .less material . s . , .

5) .nuch less vaterial ’ ' L . . .

>

16. The \n-c1a s discussions wou]d have been more effect1ve if:
™ /.
S T) A pzrticipant was as'1gnnd to lead the discussior each cvpn1ng
-7 2) The abjectives of the d1<cu5510ns were more c]cérly def1ned in the ]
o . ancillary wraterials.. . ok . . ”
=% 3) ~The discyssions were wore: opnn endod and 7nas r1q1dﬂy defined.." eod
- #4) _Participants did not stray from the b1ect.mattor s0 much ' _—
' . 5) Other -- P1ease c.Ol-lNcnt on. attachcieet o : N
Rate QUPStlonS 17 25 aocord:n//to ‘the followiny sca]o R
S
. '.,17 stronqu 4qree . - - . D s
- 2 ‘moderately aqr{ o7 B = ' e -
3 no opinion or neutral. . : Lo
. @) roderately disamree - . _ T . & .ot
L 5) stfbnqu disaqree . - _ S _ Lo :

. o - - “ o ' : s

»~ ey " -

-17. Instruct1ons for‘}hp ancillary activities were clear. ) §
18. Anc11]ary act1v1t¥cs were relevant to the unit. ; ) .
19. Time. a]]oued for CQMp1Ft1on of anc111ary\art1v1t1es vas adequate,

e e \\A ‘e
-~ 20.. PeadIng material: ass1qned “for c]ass preparatnon wag'usefu1

L ¢ - 3 - . -

o 21.° The chl]lar, agt1v1t1es qave me many 1deas fo use 1n my aﬂassromn. e L
. -
- - X &

22. Group d1scuss1ons vere mean1ngfu1 and dealt w1th 1mportant 1ssues._ ;‘ S

-~ ’ '

23; The s1i§ monitor- igrved as.an effertwve d1scus;l€2—1eadbr Jn qroup dlscussions.;
P ‘ ' 'hk ST o e

¢ 24. The study gumdes in roday s unc1llary‘hater1als were . uBQFGI,- Sl {uvi¢~

- . . | ) ‘m . o- I s . a “ t B . . . . DR

BTt Ttes e ‘%e; , | R S \ _

T Q S RS A . R T e . 'f“’v.-;A

. - ’ ~ o - e __ - y - i LN\ A .

rd EMC : - ‘ 3 ‘-‘_*'_" "- ‘ 5 X ‘ : ? 2 ! - S
et . " s T -*} @ o E R T




Film-Video Mix-Ancillary Evaluation Instryment (TYIL) #°6)

[ " o *
- —— -~ . Y
25. I understand how | should proceed on -the practicum assignments. at tﬁis stage -
- of the course. ' ; , E
. . Q -
- 26. What 1s.youq;overali_evaTuqtion of -today's ancillary activities?
‘ 1) excellent' .
2) very gooq&* . '
2} qood. T - (
a) fair ' ' ' :
5) poor
27.. Vlhich of the anc111ary act1v1t1es associated with this unit was most beneficial
to you’ o ‘ . . . - . ,
1) Peadlnqs - ‘ o ' - .
' 2) Group discussion - . . . oL )
2) Study quides : - =
&)  Practicum assignment .
5) Other
, . -:.. '.‘ T /' ’~‘

CIf. you have additional, comments pleasc make them on the at;ac ga'page. v
Jear it off aad- hand itin to the s1te moni tor. S :

t

;hank you.-‘-c o 7 . -
- L o oo -
A ; ' - - » — " ‘ . «
~ . - D B E . r
. .ye ‘
. - __V-‘
D o !. ‘ - - )
- * - .
. s 7 )
- .
Lﬁ ) ~
il . . v
[ 9 . ‘ )
- . . “
5 N .v .’ ) . \ ..\_/.— .
s > . ) . ° - .
| o7 :
T : w ~
T ‘ - - ' B
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. : Resource Coordinating Center L .
. . 302 Bradley Hall, -University of Kentucky
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PREPARED MEDIA ANCILLARY EVALUATION IHSTRUMENT (TYHC) #62 -
2
This instrument is designed to assess your reaction to today s class session.
Part I.is concerned with the taped TV program; Part II 1s concerned with the
. associated ancil]ary activities. N
Please ansver as truthfu?ly as pos§1b1e. Your answers are confidential and
_ .do not affect your grade in the course, but help us to assess the effectiveness.
"of the course and suggest improvements.
- z
" Be sure you have an Op-Scan form titled "General Purpose Answer Sheet." Fill
out the Special ques and Student Number boxes as follows: R
.8 ’ ‘
: '“LiJJM{)”V/a___"_'}
T - -”-;_T-I .
2 ] : IS
H—T—-mfmf“fi"r'?ﬁ—:—1rff—— 1n1/p1umns 1-4 fi1Y 1n 6205 -, T~
.:_1 i e 1-.’..-‘:: ) > .,fi- ‘«‘/;--_ ;..".'.. \ .
P Ao T T AaadnT i column3 5 6 fi11 in the session qumbe »
Y -G Wt e f'3-';‘
CiAimaAai T ias 5, in columas 7-10 fi11 in your four-dlgft
R AT EAR R CRIL 7 EL;-7.studenttﬁumber
1T D@ TR TN .
H JesoNax NTOEE . C
MG o '
'E) :\(‘53%»4- = - - ¢ ' ’=
-';%2;,_: ,f;:".'(z\,-: - - . o )
. ne - s - ’ . ‘
i ,.,: o per peae ", ~ -
!. - s Ay R ! - 7 RN
i ) n (.) ‘ " l - - "
Loy ach .~ 2 ‘

X

.Use a soft 1ead (#2) pencil. to mark the answer sheet -- do not use a pen
LHOr batlpoint. If you change your mind or maPe a mistake, be sure that you
erase compTetely.. -Do notemake any other marks on the ‘answer: sheet.

‘. . e e b .
™~ . .

4

e ) L
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- - S e —— —— -

’ ¢

Part 1: TV Program: Prepared-tledia

. : : N o
1. The film clip portion of the program would have been more e>\ective if:

1) It had gone into greater depth on the issues.
< 2) It had addressed issues more relevant to the classroom.
The quality of the film had heen better. .
4; It was more relevant to the objectives of this course
5 The film clips were fine.
2. Nhich of the following m19ht have made the host/1nstructor‘more acceptable7
(If the presenter was acceptable, ‘mark opt1on four.') . ¢
1) if he/she spoke more clearly :
2) if he/she were concerned more with the content of the film.
2) if he/she spoke in a more natural manne ;
. §) he/she was qu1te acceptable

3. In the pane1 discussion 1 was most satigfied‘wiﬁh.the fact that:

4.
The J1SCUSSIOn g sting and éasy to follow
The issues they/dise d viere relevant to the course.

. The pane}/ﬁEﬁBe S prese

Y

4, The pane] d1scussaon wou Ty hcﬁk:fpen more effective 1f . »

d.a godd balgnce of views. . .
; relevant to/me as’'a teacher..

s> wn) —
T DTN T

?) The central issues of the d1scuss1on had bees_ clearer A

2 Their discussion had) better addressed the subJect of the fi]m clips.

3) Their discussion had gone. into greater depth. on the issues o :
- &) Their opinions had reflected more diverse v1eypoints.- R
. 5) I was satisfied w1th the’dtscuss1on ] ' S

. 5. The pa > of the progrant;

1) ruph slovwer ... 4 _
2) somewhat s T N - .
3} pace was sa*1sfactory . s . - -
4 sm*ewhap faster : - : . .
5) much ‘aster

- 6. In genera], the c1ar1ty of4the p1cture on the TV set was: I N

# '1)"e7cellent - N -
IR 2) very good - o T '
- §) good-. L T TL g T
g « ) fa,‘]" ~ -, - N g < ( ' . '. ’
5) poor - . 4 . <\ _ -

H
7. In oeneral, the qualaty of the sound from*the TV set was:.

o«

<

1) erce11enf I ;' L.

. *2) very good L e o S -l ,.;' Tt B
“ o 3) goed = - o o . _ P ;ff(
. EMC 4)' fa]r' : o e .5_!'\ . ce LT T
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8. Were there annoying distractions in the room while you were:-watching the
telev1sion program?

-~ ool
1) often | .
2} sometimes »
3) skldom o .
4) never -

-

.9." What effect do you think the information contained in thé program will have
on your teaching? ' ‘

‘1), has little or no re1evance for me 1n my teaching situation
2) would like to use but probably won't he able“to °

3) would like to use byt dom't understand encugh

4) plan to use " <

5) already know or am using

For items 10-12"rate the portion of the program’ for 1tg?>a1ue in helping you
-understand the overall content,of the course us:ng the o]lowing scale:

. 1 = excellent N -y
2 = very good i - .
3 = good ' -l
-~ 4 = fair . - - : : o/
-. 5 = poor ‘ .
10. ﬁiTm:;1inportioné of profram ) :
11. Panel discussions . L T
. . . . r > . . _ -
" 12. Overall eVa1ﬂat?gn'6T'pr09ram v L
- ' o . = \.
Part II: Ancillary Activities . ‘ T . -

. v

13. How much tﬁ;e'diquou Spend working on the'éqc?l]ary activities during class?

LR . . R ~
- ’ - L] . . .

3 1) - 20 minutes or less - . -
2) AS nmim®es . ' \ « ' A
3) €0 wiRutes . ‘ S ‘
1) 20 minutes ) - -
5) two hours or more . RS *
14. The anctilary activities siould have covered:
i 1)~ much rore nxter1al . d , L.
.7 2) somewhat rore material - ' S
— 2} ratemial. covered was adequate o o . L
B _%{ sorewhat less material o T, e - ‘
%] rmuch- less miterial. ‘ L. ' '
S , > . . LM
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.
[

\ ‘ /1‘
15. The in-class discussions would have been more coffective if: Py

s " . J -
| 1) A participant was -assignceyn-lead tho discussion”each cvening. '
2) The objectives nf the discussions w}re more clearly defined in the

ancillary materials.
The discussions wnre more open-ended and 1rss rigidix defined.
Fartictpants did not stray from the subject matter so\much.
-Other .<— Please c0nment on attached sheet

S P — — ——— - —— .. e - . -

S 4 = SN ¥
gt St e

Rate questions 16-24 according’to the following scale:

1) strongly aqree
2) modnratﬁly-aqrnn
3 no op1n1on or ncutral :
T ) rederately disanree - | ‘
5) stronqly disaqrean J ) :

16. Instructions for the ancillary activities were clear-

‘17. Ancillary activities were relevant to the unit.

A

18. Time allowed for comp!et1on of anc1]1ary activities v1as ad90uate T
19. 'Pnad1ng material assrqned for class preparation was useful - T~

20. the ancillary acttv1t1es gave me Qi?y ideas to use in my c]assrdon.
21.. freup discussibns Lerp meapingfuland dea]t with important issues.
J - .
P
°22. -Thﬁ site monitor served as an effectlve d1scu5540ﬁ’TEder in qroup dlscussions;

- -

a

' '23f"‘The-study guides in today's ancillary materials werp usefulj“ .

24. 1l u raﬁnnd in I shou]d proceed on the. practlcum assiqnments at’ this stage
of. course. L A ' S
. . N ' LY . e < B

25. "dhaf is your overall evaluation of today's ancillary activities?

.

1) ercallent ) . : .
2) ver} good o , - . B e .
3)} qodd . S . oA
v 4) Fair o . o ,
5) pcor : ) ‘ : : :
\ ~ o ' = : : L | -
26. ~lhich of the ancillary ap{1v1t1es associated. w1th is unit was most beneficial
to vou?’ . :
1} Feadinas : i ‘
2) Group discussion . )
?) < Study quudn(\_ ) , .
_d' £) Tracticum assignm , . v o
5) Ouu%:;>\~/ “E AR : ( .

, : -
If yQu have 1dd1t1ona1 cowment< n]eq§e make. them g the taqhed.hage.? o )
@ it off and hand it in to the site monitor. e - a5 - 4 P
[}{J:k you. : B 2 . 'L'i _Eh%;, , . R .




" Tear off this page _and turn in to yOp(‘instructor!

L
- PR - -
- ¢ . ‘ I3 .
Do voy have a majo= concern or’'prphlem concerning *tne course At this time?
Uhat §¢ 1+? : i ] ]
. . , v . . ,...
- - |
- . R .
. o .9
What aspects of the course are you finding most satisfying now?
4' ‘.
T
v , .
Least satisfying? ' Lo
. ¢
<
_— 7 )
e ‘\5 .
‘ - LS
0 .’ ,
. t;rs .
- . . ) & )
) . 'l . . . . .
’
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~Appalachian Lducation “atellite. Proqram
boe Resource Comdinating Cehter

302 Cradlev MalT, University cf Kentucky -
. ' Lexington, !'entucky 405Ce6,
" SEMINAR EVALUATION (TYIIC) ¥63 d I
The following questions are desinged to assess your reactions to todayv's
seriinar. Your responses are confidential and do not affect your grade in the
coursesbut they dg passists us in improving future seminar deliveries.
Bgfsurelyéu haJé an Op-Scan form titled "General Purpose Answer Sheet." Fill
U@pthe Special Codes and Student Number boxes as follows:
/2345678910 |
- i A : o
f - 6385 o fn columns 1-4 f111 in €305
. ' . ( . . ‘ . . n columns 5-6 fill in the session number:
R SO ; in columns 7-10 £111 in your four-digit
, oL . PRSI . ToL student number -
e Tetns |
T @ L TAIT TaT T T T Tyt

I .E.,':\'-" - " ! r ?,.:. - ~

I S LS Sh TR -

R R e

1 A - i-_ »
- ' ’\g" RN ) ,' ' ' -/ ‘E !
“ ‘JC:)_ C 0 o= ‘
. er vee o4 ’
’ - = - . {

Use a soft-lead (#2) rencil to mark ,t_He, answer sheet -- do not use a pen
or tallpoint. If you change your mind or make a mistake, te sore that you
erase corpletely. Do not make- any' other marks on the answer ‘sheet.

. N - ._'v' ‘\' . - —

.




Seminar - Ancillary gyaludtion Form (TYHC) #B3- ' !%gg 2

ot
Y
e

! e e o— — e ct— -

- . ’

1. "hich one of tﬁevfollowinq wou]d‘have nade today's seminar more effective?
(If the seminar .farticipants vere fine, mark option four) ' #

1) the mocerator answering the questions himseIf without guests

2) more diversity of view points i ,

3; more discussion among the panelists : .
the seminar participants were fine N\

2. The ansvers to the questions could have been rore valuable if there had been:
1) less discussion of  theoretical aspacts of the question
2) more frequent use of specific classroom examples
3) more direct answers to the questions
4) - less repetition in the cuests ansvers -
5) I was very satisfied with the answers 1 heard

3. The seminar moderator could’ have been- more effective {f he/she had:

[ )
1) played a rore active intervievwing role .
2) orovided sunrary staterents occasionally
3 kept the serinar moving at a faster pace so more questions could be ansvered -
4) encouraced more discussion concerning controvers1al jssues among panelists .
5) the moderator vas acceptable as is

4. The pace-of the seminar shou]d be: e  .. o

1) ruch. slower C e - W,
2) somewhat slower ‘ - o
3) the pace was satisfactOry
4) sonmewvhat faster
5) much faster

- . . N

8. PReact to the following statenent. The seminar provided me with_ 1nformation
- %1 could practicallv apply in the classroom; .

1) strongly aoree )

N 2) . moderately agree ' °
3) neutral '

}vd) roderately disagree _ - . S

5) strongly. disagree
6. ‘lere there annoying distract1ons 4n the room whi1eﬁyou vere watching the

television program? .
1) oftem -~~~ N 2. o
2) soretimes ‘ . . L )
3) seldom . : :
4) never o

7. Did the participants at:your site use the Break in the seminar to write question? .
T o, - ) Ay :
- 1) vyes
R |
Q L . oo . 64 : -/ .




___L_Semiaae_:_Anc411af;_Lvaiuatieaf£e¢m—§lxu€4—4“3 "" - —page—3

8. Feact to the followindg statenent: The break fn the seminar was usefm in
providirg time to consider the issuns addressed and discuss them with other
part1cipants

1) strongly agree = . N
2) moderately agree - '
;& neutral

moderately disagree.
§) stronqly~-disagree -

9. Have participants at your site submittdd qUestions at the completion of each
session for the coming seminar? . . -

1) vyes

2) no- . . . o
- 3) sonetineséfb/v ’ oo T
".10.; How many'questions have you personale submitted for this. seninar’ (This
dncludes questions sutmitted.at the completion of each session and during
the seminar)

-

.1 0
“2)
_f'3)23‘/
- 8) 4-5 :
5) Did not submit any for this seminar but have fcr others
11. Qa; a qUestibn from your site answered bf the panelltonight? N
1) yes | \
"2) no .
3) sometines L S

- 12. React to the following statementx The serinar fnput by . telephone hook-up
' _1ncreased the sense of personal- 1nteract10n at our site: - ,

™ . 1) strongly‘agree 1
' 2} moderately agree
3) -neutral
4)  moderately disagree _

.5) strongly disagree ' N o
Pate the follovtng aspects of the program for their acceptab1$+ty-clar+ty. and -
ut111ty using the following scale: - .

-1 = excellent s . =
2=veryqobd _ &‘ T . .
3.= oood - B '
4 = fair . . . C T 8 ‘

“ 5 = poor : L * ‘

13. First part of seminar (before break)

14. Last part of seminar,,LafEEKKEreak)

'15. Overall eva}qation of seminar

you. have any add4t1ona1 cormments or suogestions concq;n1ng the seminar. please

,fR$f;ite them on ‘the attached .Sheet of paper. t;:>
§h/21/12777 . , . & o
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Appalachian 1 duc ition Sntcllitc Program
Resource Coordinatng Center.

302 Bradley 11all,” University of antuclq' .
chlnguon. Kcntucky 40506 - .

\

SUMMARY LVALUATION AND ATTITUDE QULSTIONNAIRL
/ ) (TYHC) #64 -

L4

é
"The pumoee of tits lnqt rument is to assess your overall reaction to the course’

you have just complcted. Your respdnses are confidential and do not affect your.
gfade in the course but they do assist us in improving future seminar deliveries.

" Be sure you have an Op-Scan form titled - Gcncral Purmpose Answer Sheet.” I{ll
out the Special Codes and Student Number boxes as follows

T A N <

o Hestd T T incolumng 146 fril in 640514
DA TP - | - in columns 7-10 {11l in xour four-digit
.o S ' student numbcr

------

.&'&: : . . v

«Usc a qoft lead (#2) pencil to mark the an«;wer sheet -- donot use apenor - -
ballpoint. If you chang? your mind or mdke a-mistake, be sure that you erase

completely. - Do not .make any other marks on the answer sheet, . Y

R

-

Rate the following six 1tcm< according to thc quantity of usecful information you
.received fronr each as compared with a traditional instruk:tor taugiu course, g
Use the followrng ScalZ to rate these items: . "f, ’
l jexcellent - rccclvcd a lot more from the 1ctivit) than vou usuat!y obtain
" from similar wﬁwues in a teacher preparation course.
2 = very good received a litde more from the actvity T
3 =good - _ - recgjved about the saine amount from the activity

"4 =Afair = - reccived somewhat less . -
S=poor - reccived a lot less 'lnformauon from the activity
! L T < ' :
: 5

B |
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page (2

. apphcanon in the classroom.

. . ' . . . . . -
. IS - - K n ° . - N - .
v . ‘ ) ’ ) ; - ,
JArunr Provide Ic - -
.

Pracdcum assign

The site monitor as

I're- proumn preparation compared to work usu ﬂly m;sig,ncd in other classes
px1ot to covering material in class, . ¢

_ ‘Iclcviscd gtcracdve scmlnars compa,rcd tq other scminars and clnss discusslons

Ancillary actividcs comparcd to class wcdvitlcs assoclntcd with othcrc.ourscs.

The vidcompcd Y programs comparcd to lccturcs usually nssoclntcd '»qth
other coursces.

comparcd to similar activitics in other courses.,

fective course leader 89
" " - . P . '

.- ’ ‘ , o _ i} &
| P_lc:}sc react to itams 7-21 using the following scale: — v »' - - |
1= Strong,lv agree RN < - '
2 = NModerately agree . - - . .
’3 *Neutral .- T e
= Noderately disagree , /' .
S Strongly disagrcc X :
%

1.did not feel that the tcchnology cmp]oycd in the dchvcry of this course made

it an impersg:al expericnce,

It would have been very difficult for me to get thc informauon that was provided

' imr-this course {n any -other way.

The course prcef'ntcd many intercsting. 1dea5 and tcchmques for practical

<-

. The studv guxdcs were uscful to e in reviewmg the content and preparing

for exams. . . .
’lhc pracncum assignment was benegﬁal in showing me how to ap&y wha_t.l_ had
lcarned in the classroom. ' ' - ; o ”

3 -

lhe group discussions hclped clan(y-t:ontent issues and hear othér pomts of view

nllunc: with aitd listening to othcr students in the classroom is nccessary for
learmng to ctcur. - \

_ Class chscussmn takes too much time away from the instg:uctor. ' SN /

meing what or.her students in class are domg makes me want © try hardey, -

-



: page 3 %1,
, '17. ll*{vmz, a tcachcr'ou tdew sion IS l;kc haumg, a pI 1vat , t‘or'.- R

I8Wacher on telcvrsxon is too 1mpcrsonal to 'bc motWatmg S

. 19. - I feel that taking a class l1l;e thlS on telewsxon helyﬁ me understand the
imatenals betder. e L

20 The teacher spent teo much ume g1v1ng d1rect1ons. ; o
If'you took the course by cable in your home, pleqse aﬁswer the followmg questron ST

USmg the Strongly agree to Strongly dlsagree scale presented above. 7> P R

21 MV partner never seemcd to Want to discuss at ghe same time i did. 1 wocﬁ o

rather have the name and number of everybodyan the class 1nstead of one partner.
\ . - ) S \ e v ' e . . ' . -
Rate the aspects of the course hstcd in itéms.22-28 accordlng to the degree to. co
- which they w useful and 1nformat1ve to you. Use the followmg scale to, rate -
. these items: IR , o . . _— _
. { T e - T . ) ’ ;‘I‘/ '.\_..' o
1 = excellent - o o R |
2 =verygood .« - o -
3= good ' : | . '
4 = fair , , - o
SEpoor - :

R 2 ' | A . C T
22, F1lm v1deo TV programs . | -
- 23. Prepared medla TV programs : : S o oo TS

74, Interactrve sem.lnars . Lo :

jS. Reachng‘a531gnments- - L ' . IPE RIS BT

L . _'_.‘ T . T S o . S .:__.

26. Study gu1des o C T e e B R

27." Group dlscussmns o DT T Rty
".28. . Practicum activities outside of class . o L0 _- N - \‘ ST
: - R SR ' et : SR

29, Wlnchof the followmg stateménts best reflects your atutude toward the content

of seminaf 'S7. - - .

. 1) Procedural issues (grading, _etc. ) shou!d be addressed in the fll‘St semmar . '. _
' 2) Lach’seminar should take a short time at. the bcgmmng for the host 1nstructor

" toanswer procedural questions. oo
-3} Semiinars should address content- -related 1ssues wlnch are’ ausmg problems. .
"4) Semihars should address content-rélated ‘topics as they do Tow, the sne T
. ‘'monitor should handle procedural problems S L R

Q - : : , - : " : : o ;oo - , -

T PR U 9 t . S - s
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30, Which of the following “seminar formats would you find most beneficial?
1) -An informal discussion by the panel addressing issues ra;se&_m participants’ -
¥ _.questions.” o L L
., 2) The course instructos alone giving brief, dirCCt’anSWers to participants'
: - 3). The panel giving brief, “direct.answers to-participants’ questions. - S,
_» .-4) The panel giving éxpanded answers with examples of Reir experiences.

.y

3l. «Which of the following tipes of interaction b you:-prefer in the seminar?
.-~ -1) Panelists.clarifying- confent previously covered in the course. .
s .- 2). Panelists providing supplementary information building on previous content. : . -
~7-.3)- Combination of 1 and 2. - A . o ‘
- ) Panelists presenting different-points of view in a debate type format,

. 5) Combinatign of 1,. 2, and:4,  *~, .,
32., What effcct do you think:infonpa_tion containedq jn this course will haveon -

-

your teaching? R - :
1) has little or no relevance for me in my teaching situation

N .

.. 2) .would like to use but probably won't be able to .\

. 3) would like to use but don't understand enocugh -~ . :
*4) plan to use ) ' j S | | BN
. J)- already know or -am using

rd

~ Tor Cable.viewers only: * | ' -
Ez’a-llih_g\_into the Stu;_iio_c_l’urin_g the, -« :

33.. Please indicate your feclings concerning
'~ programs to ask-a question. © ' | | LT e
1)- Uging the phone to-call in’' qiiestions or respaepd to the teacher was hard | - .
o 'bécauéé"__mylplwne'anﬂ’-TV,sgt' are in different rooins. I SO
z 2) I.didn't callin be’cal%sggktcguldn't think of an important eneugh question. ~ ©.° - 7
-~ 3). I didn't call in becafise I elt ' we should be listening to'the teacher, -not to-
each other. . LT e
. _ 4) Icalledin several tisnes'because 1 felt tlie teacher wanted us to share ideas
. With each other. . o St L |

I

- : .
[ - .

On thé'.zit,tdéh?fl sheet of.'papc}",plea'se list the two activities that were most helpful =~
-to yotl and the two that were least helpful. Please be specific, i.e., list a particular’:

ancillary activity, assignment, reading, taped progiam,. or seminar. Tear-off -

this sheet and hand it in‘to your site monitor. -, . B
E R 2 s N . . s v - g - - .
. g -~- \ T “': v o ~.-//, _
[ . -
; Y al . R




- Summary ‘Lyaluation 'zm_cr At't.itudc Quc_stiorw.uai:c('}'x!l(_;‘) o4

S T RO

P

) I‘or each of thc followmg statc:ments mark ' | L e \ -

= Y you strongly agree with the statement B

B
g

3 4,
o the cu.rncular areas.

.36,

..._»37.

cn.ca'mm»--

. - [ o H - B . - .
LA - . . -

= 1f 'you. modgratcly agree . - - - L RS
If you feel neutral . - T J A
= If you moderately d1sagree R MR
lf you st:rongly dtsagree e B I S

Speech and language sumulauon actnuues rnay be 1ﬁsorporated m most of

* - o ‘ S

Havmg a hand1capped ch11d~1n the cla,sroom takes .t00 much time away from

other chlldren. : . | S

The speech, theraptst should havé sole respon51b1hty for 1dent1fy1ng potentlal

A .commumcauon d1sorder‘§. ’

Resource personnel are responsxble for the handlcappe.d ch1ld's mam acaderrucg' '

program

The most effcctwe Way to carry out a clissroom speech and language
stimulation program is through a cooper

‘_f teacher(and speech patholog1st. — T -

tive effort- 1nvolving the classtroom =

NMost handlcapped cluldren recru1re too much 1nd1v1duahzat1on to be placed in

<)

: the"regular classroom T S .

The@resence of parents in the classroom constttutes a d1srupt10n of the

_ teacher s regularly scheduled teachmg actwm.es.

characteristics and needs R o R

PIARE - (“ e '

42 Through use of behaworal obJecttves the teacher is assured whether or noé

43.

‘e stulent has mastered the matt’enal

~

Regardljéss of what a teacher mlght do to try to cha:nge the att1tudes of
parents who are apathetic about their child’s educational program the

teacher S efforts will have little or no affect on the parents."
. P N

"'Observatxon of speech and language development is a techmcal skill. -
" which is the. sole respons1b1hty of the speech pathologlst X

N Techmques used in teachmg the- hand1capped chlld are so spec1ahzed that

the}regular classroom teacher eannot use them Wlth the rest of the, class.

41, /’I'eachmar techmques need to be selected on t’he- basrs of the chrld's 1nd1yrdi1/al

To serve- most effecuvelv as models for commumcatlons slall deveIOpment,

teachers should use af approach based on developmental m1lestones.. _

vﬂ rza lv . (
L& -

771 |

'1rent mvolvement programs reqmre too much t1me to plan,and 1mplement..

u



‘ T AT S T ) 3 . - « =T

. ‘- -~

;ﬁSu-mmary, Livaluation and Attitude Questioninaire Gt Yyney#e64 page 6
- ;48 ask analysm'rcqun-es too much tamc 'vhen onc cons1dcrs the o T
.- student s rcsuLtant educanonal gams from this approach. ) '
* 49 The regular cIassroom tcacher* should cover only those curncular
areas not dealt W1th by the specml educator o w
50 Indtwduahzanon means that the teacher works one to»one W1th a child '
3L Task. analysrs has- l1ttle or no affect on the student s ablhty to master
objecdve. .. (Lt e
> .52 A hanchcab’i)ed ch1ld is too spec1a1 to have his educat1onal needs et in the
‘ ‘ regular classroom. - . ,
. T ) s o L ’ s - ’ ) = '
S3. ‘I‘he arrangement of the phys1cal env1ronmem has notlnng to do with good teachmg _
.54, Recource personnel aré€ not 1mportant in the educatlonal programmmg of
L A mamstneamed hanchcapped child. =~ ~ _ .
. S5. A speech and lang dge st1mulat1on ‘ffrogram is too’ techmcal in nature to be
Ces carried out by a cl sroom teaclier. R ._._ SRS - |
J 56.. The, knowledge of language and speech acqmsmon isan’ area of study Wthh -
' ‘. \should be reservcd for speech patholog15t onIy Tl
57 “The parent can prowde valuable mput mto the development of h1$ ehtld' _
educatlonal program. - _ . L | . R
-98.. .Some ch1ldren are Just born "bad" and shouldn t be 1nc1uded 1n a'regular
"-“..»..classroom. L S -
! 5.9‘.: A child who is hyperqctlve cannot learn to- s1t qmetly, however the child may
: outgrow lus hyperacnvny - - : :
60. -V-It is 1mpor;tant to determme whether or not a child is emouonally d1sturbed"
' before involving the cluld in routme classroom ac,asgmes. < e
6l. During playnmc cluldren Should be left alone to 'tllow them to develOp socmlly
- at their own pace, . ~ .
62. For a cluld who is overlv aggregsive it is 1mponant to Just lrelp the chlld ,
‘overcome his agression. before Rlp1ng lum to develop appropnate socml R
_responses.‘_-‘ T P T e ‘
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e e _ ‘ Appalachmn Educatlon Satnlht&Program T .
e T Resource Coorstinating Center . - ' .
\ : 302 had-ley Ila'l'l..Un'versrty of Kentucky ‘e
©E ’ R Lexfngton, Kentucky 40506 o <
- . ‘ 14 . ) - X . q.’ ". .
. ‘ EQUI‘P'IEI‘FK REPORT AND STUDENT SATISFACTION F‘ORH (TYHC) # -
Program # Site # Date VoLt
q.' .. 1 ] L ~ )
Local T1me, startmg e\lding '
LT . '. - . . 5 - "
'you have any eqmp(ment prob'lems, please descnbe them on the.bacR. If the |,
- problem, involves the TV;VIR, -tetTetype, phone hne. or cable system, p'lease -
-_'j.'; comp'lete the AESP Troub]e Log. - . .
" d e .‘ . - v e ~ - M -
- HP J!ecewer s1gna1 strength- o e Azimyth reading i
N ' £Tevat1on read’ng | ‘ .
. x/. . . -~
~ o Please circle the aggrinate reJ)onse using the criteria outlined in_the S1te
L j".'Coordmator s_tlanual: Remember to use the correct sequence in columns one and -
' - ’two as descr1bed ln the manua]. - I
Audio Signal ° - ‘Audio Stqna] Video Signal %
. TV Audio VHF " TV-Video .-
C 2 2 C 2 2 2 2
3 - 3 N3 3 3 3
-~ 5 5 ’
___go - & 90
~— O go . no go o ___hogo.
‘ .
e . N -
. PRate your perception of students' satisfacﬁonaith'the following activitias in
' today's ‘class: o - 3 e .
Taped Program " Live Seminar Ancillary Activities «
exg&Hent | ___excellent’ R .__-excenent_ : .
- very good E very gﬁd; ___very good = -
. ;_ 9°°d o _‘_ 9°Qd m N _— 'QOOd -
) N - ST ' BN
- & fair. 7 ‘ . fair | fair
, ] poor' o L poor. '7.;‘-_ poor
' ‘C ents:.t Lo e
N rs SR SRS 1
- \ h P
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".é‘;_gquibment Report aod Studen(<Satisfacti6n Form (TYHC) #66 . '_ page i\

. ¢ . - - " - N R N L . [
- - . - . . - - e

. . . . . . . .
- g A . . - - . . - - .
. . » o ) . . i - . - “ . -
o B I - < .J

: 1 here -the procedures for the anC111a:y' ct1v1t1es understandable to you aﬁ”’
: the studEnts7.

. deflnjigly'yes, no problems Qere eifountered f1<i;.a.:f".."2f i;i'”
’ somewhat, a few mfnor procedur probTems J[ E ": e ,
: . v& ’ IR S . .

illary act1vit1es s

:7..-f : P]ease comment on prob]ems enco ntered°

2. Yere the procedures for com‘1et%ng-erafuation'instruments clear to'&ou'ahd &
the students" : RS , K :

A - -\

def1n1te1y yes, no- prob]ems encoﬁntered , | ’ v
somewhat, a few minor procedural prob]ems N

def1n1te1y no‘twas confus1on over 1nstruments

part1c1pants were unable to conp]ete 1nstruments

L 4 ..

Please comment on prob]ems encougtered

;For‘Seminar Days only SRS N

<

1. How many questions were sent in from your site?

-

2. Did you transm1t questrons 1nd1V1dualTy as they were generated. ' 'or in .
groups - - ?  (Check ‘appropriate_ category) ;- If questions were grouped‘ what
was. the usual humber of quest1ons 1n a- group’ : .

'For Anc111ary Sites:

3.. How many times were you 1nterrupted by a busy s1gna] vihen attempt1ng to
transmit questJons to the main site?

P

4. how ]ong(md ét take to transm1t tbe qoestwns to the mam 51te7

. ’*.

-

fOn the back of th1s page wn1te the react1ons and suggest1ons made by the students
about - today's. act1v1;ges Inc1ude any squest1ons, special problemsy or requests
~ that you might have ' . _

]: C ) . o . .'7 . \':. _.—‘ ‘.. . . y L ;,.‘.\.' S o
v 'JF/mt/]2/2]/77 ‘ .‘\ o . . '75 . o._-.,.s'_},, -—’ o '.‘. .




A Resource Coordinatin tenter '
. " Evaluation- Componeht -
302 Brad1ey Hall, Universfty of Ventucky d
: Lex1ngton, Ventucky 40506«
' 7. - ) A .
Lo :surmms RE?bRT' FORM '(_Tmc)‘;é7 .
Name: . < "§ite: -

Rate: the overall

quallty of the fo]!owing

q}tivitigs, in\each'pf the ‘four §ategories._“f

‘_l

.'Appalach1an Edutat1on.5atelllte Proqram

Use the fOIIOW1ng 5-point scale: g - =
‘ 71 - excel]ént in “that. categbry T | -
2.5 very?good - , :
3 -qgo0d . y :
47 fair . ’ .
5 - poor - . )
- ' ‘ | V
Place a number in each box. ‘ :
E . - -PQuatity | . [Relaton ta] -
Overall | Content | of Pre- | Student other Unit °|
. Rating sentation'igeﬂctiqn_ Attivigies_
1. |Film-Video Miy - 3

‘Corment on your ratings and suggest improvements in the materials7and_p}pcpdure54_f

- o #
. S
. S -
- - —3 .
s . S \‘ ' on
’ - Quality 7. |Relation fo|
Overall |-Content | of Pre- “{ -Student |other Unit |~
Rating " -l|sentation]-Reaction [Activities
2 .| Prepared Media

Comment on your ratings and suggest fmb§OVeméﬁts'in the“matékials_€ha procedures. .
) : M o . . ‘ .‘— : :

03
. . -




Stgatjve ‘R'eport_ Form (TYHC)_#G? S . N page 2

N

’

T

o . . . _ -
: . | | TS B ~Quality + © |Retation to| -
LR L . | Overall | Content |" of Pre- | Student [other Unit |
. - Rating . | sentation| Reaction pActivities |
T3 |Tetevised Seminats | - | 0 0 e

b 4

~ Comment on' your ratings »‘.‘%-SUQQESt _flﬁpfdﬁémenfs,'in the mategials and . procedures.

. >

-t )
- - s,

T _ | - .Quality |, Relationuth
oo _QOverall-| Content { of Pre- { Student |other Unit
’ -8 Rating. | _ .. |sentation]| Reaction |Activities

pa

4. AnciHary’Activitie_s

Comment on your ratings and suggest improvements in the materials and procedures. -
N . i e .
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