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A

INTRODUCTION, - {\

The Appalachia Educatibnal»baboratorv, Inc. }AEL or the Laboratory) was
created as a non-profiﬁ corporation in 1966 as a ﬂ;chanisq for brinéfpg the

results of research ahd deyeloﬂhent (R & D) to bear on the improvement of

\

practice. AEL wasnforméd by educators from its member-states when Congress

Ed

e A R _
authorized the creétion}af regibéal educational laboratories serving multi- -
. . 5

“ -

A .

The seven state area served by AEL includes Alabama, - Ken-

°

state regions.
tuéky. Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia.and West Virginia.’ Sinée its

: - - Y ¢
creation, the mission of AEL has remained constany: To improve education

and educational opportunify for those who' live in the Laboratory's primary

nonurban member-state region.
. 4 13

AEL is’governed and d;recteq\iiha°42-meﬁber Board of .Directors compoded

“ o ’

of education and lay leaders throughout the seven member-statés. Included -

N
. .

on. this Board are representgpives from state departments of.edueation.'

higher education institutions, classroom teachers' associations, school -

»

. » 3 . ‘ .
admI&1strators' organizations, and the public at large.

inngPcted the Laboratory to concentrate its reso*:ces and talents on R & D |

7 ; R - - .
in childhooq and parenting and career guidance and to provide R & D services

B ‘- 4 <

to member-states. ¢ .

- . : . - ®
Providing R & D pervices to member-states is the regponéibility of AEL's
\ ' N e ’ A}

E¢uﬁstiona1:Services‘office (ESO). The ESO operates through three main
[ Y .
4 . . . .
subdivisio§§} {1) special projects and contracted services, (2) the Regional
* .‘ . R IPE g ’
Services program (RS), and (3) the Regional Exchange program (Rx). Thé‘"uh~g

» v

latter two ESO subdivisions are funded by the National Institute of Educa-

» 3 . - ) -
tion's (NIE) Unit on Regiqnal Programs. The AEL-Rx prograin also serves the

y -
! . . -
. - -~
- - .

B . -

The Board has HEST

.

(A

states of Florida,ﬁéeorgia, North Carolina, and Sopth Carolina. ’ A

&

[y
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The. nationwide Research and Development‘Exchange {(RDX) , one of NIE's

’ . A g ‘ '
. : Rec1onal Progranms, con51sts)of a total of eleven major components. AEL' '
. R
Reglonal Exchange is one of seven reglonal exchanges in- the RDx. Four
& . =

central support system agencies assist these seven reglonal exchanges.
“ ? oo
Created in 1976, the RDx is a nétwork of reglonal educatlonal laboratorles

> / © Ay -
. % ;
- [’. and university-based R & D centers working to support state and local school

3

_ 1mprov4qent efforts. Guiding the work of the ovprall RDx and the indlvidual

’ regional\exchanges is a set of four common goals. The four Rx goals are: <
. 1. To promote collaboratlon among dlssemlnatlon and school 1mprovement -
: programs, ) / . —— s .
I N 2. To.promote the use of R & D" butcomes that support dissemination and

- school improvements efforts,

- . 3. To promote collaboration among knowledge atilization functionaries
- in the region.to foster school improvement, and . -

-4, To develop and test strategies for communicating the educational
s improvement needs of the region to appropriate R & D producers. .

.
. M \J

One of XEL's five major activities for accomplishing Rx goal,statement

number two is the preparation of thé& AEL Regional Exchange which is a four-'

o

. page insert to the Educational R & D Report. ' . ' .(

v ' N ~

o e . ‘The Educational R & D Report is a quarterly-magazine about educatjional To.

'research.and development actlvities._’It is published gy the Council for
N . \ . -“ " . . -~
4 . .
) Educational Development and Research {CEDaR) through its Cdoperative School
. . 3 _ " . ’ tw .

. ‘Improvement program: During i9?87797 the magazine was published by CEMREL,

“ ~ . ~-

. - inc. as part of the RDx programi Approximately- 13,000 copies of _the publica-
) Py ] "-r
R

., <, aré sc¢hool district level personnel."Other recipients include state educa- :

2. . U
tidn aré produced and distributed nationally. More than half the recipients

- . e ”

. tion agency staff; institution of higher education staff: and reébarchers,

° ¢ -

developers, and polic?mdkersf* There is no fee for receiving the publication.




S -ef i

\ .
The major purpose of the Educational R & D Report is to put practicing
- - : v . - .
educators in touch with activities anqﬁgroduets from the educational 1
N » *
> v M *
research community, both nationwide and regionwidel Three major sections of

the-Educatidﬁal R & D.Report provide the nationwid% perspective: (1) R & D

Outcomes, '{2) R & D Training, and (3) R & D Happenings. The R & D Outcomes
section contains short articles about new research findings, policy impli-
cations, new R & D-based products er practices, and research publications or .

svnthesis documents of intereft to educational practitioners. The R & D

.
-

Training section carries- reports of available training products and prac-

. L2 Lt
tices as well as -announcements of training opportunities: R & P Happenings

‘ A ! .
includes announcements .of new R & D initiatives, notices of new services

available to practitioners, announcements of-national conferences sponsored
. A N 0 [}
, ®
by R & D institutions, and special interest stories. Physically, each issue

. . . - ’ -
measures 7" x 11" and is 20 to 24 pages long, excludino the regional exchange

1 - . ,
. . “ ¢

insert. S, .

Regionwide perspectives on research and development activities and’
. N
ptoducts are prov1ded by’ four page inserts to theuEducational R & D Report.

L +

'_Each of the seven .RDx regional exchandes is responsible for_;hg_cgpy of its

. insert. Content of the Regional Exchange 1nserts varies from a long, single-
\

.topic article to a series of short paragraphs or notices. These inserts are

) M ~

‘printed on contrasting color stock (usually buff or goldenrod), collated

%

into those Educational R &D Reports being ptoduced for. the régjion,-and
~ - - . .
mailed to recipients., Copy for the AEL Regional Exchange is prpduced and -

13 v 5
edited.at AEL then forwarded to CEDaR for typesetting, printing, folding,
hinding, and 'distributing to educational practitioners in the AEL region.

A 3

H v [ .o ' . :
» The h%ﬁ_recipients' addresses are maintained on a central computerized file
3 > . 3 Pl . ° ¢ -

1n»the;CEﬁaR office. ’ .
S _

.

-

PR




s [

i J

.o ) . PROBLEM

- . o>
vl B

AR

insetts'ﬁere published during the peripd of 1978-1979. ‘Each issue of the

.

AEL Regional Exchangﬁ insert was distributed to over 2,200 educators in the

8ystematic procedures to evaluate the majority of the acti-

L J

— vities and products of the AEL-RX have been impl‘hented.

AEL-R* region.
However, there'has
- not been anp evaluation of the ‘AEL RegionsTnExchange inserts.

. z’
In February, 1980, the Director of the ESO asked this writer to perform

' a ”content analysis of the AEL Regional Exchange inserts to see if, in fact,

1

Lackifng resources to

the articles e geared tof its target audiences."

,perform‘sophisticated research such as syntactical analyses, this writer

. Planned and conducted a rather simple and straightforward content analysis

of available AEL Regional Exchange inserts. .

¢

™ They were:
1. What categories anfl how many educators each currently are receving
the AEL Regional Exchange?" )

Specific questions were formulated to’address the charge.

I3 . . . , . ‘
Two volumes’ of Educational R & D Reporttcontaining AEL Regional Exchange

>

"

‘ "‘ ‘ . \

2.. What percent of the articles are geared to those categories of
educators receivipg the AEL Regional Exchange?

S—— v

ted to those educator categories receiving the publication?
* - .
4, What°is the average number of column lines per category receiving .
" the ‘AEL Regional Exchange? , .ol

L I

(k—~wh;;‘froportion of the AEL Regional Exchanges' totaf cSTamn lines'is
t ;

vy
) Based on the answers to these questions, recommendations for future issues

of the AEL-generated insert were developed. .
\ ’ ‘//

<

METHOD
4

Procedures . \ Y,

- . N \

To answer the above research questions; a1l available AEL Regional




. . e = , 5
. . 'Exchange inserts were analyzed: Spec{fYEally,'the following AEL Regional .

» . .
Exchange issues were located and utilized: Wlume 1, Numbers 2 and 3; Yg}ume
—_——— S . N

2, ;%ﬁbers 1, 2, and 3. It was decided to use‘ihe combined content of these |,

. P <*

five‘availégieith‘ihserts because: (1) theylprobided more articles to

analyze, and (2) they represented a population study ratﬁer'thap a-sample -
- -~ “ v
study. | _ _ v

- L4

av

. " . Several prean:}ysis procedures were conducted in an effort to produce an

objective analysis of -the AE&\Rvggonal Exchange conteq}s. First, an analysis

s

of the Educational R & D Report mailing list was conducted in order to

K4 -~ Al

" determine the various categories of educators receiving the publication (with

Nl -

the AEL insert). A computer printout of the hames, titles, and addresses of

»

educators in the eleven-state.AEL region was Secﬁred from the CEDaR office.

= ]

A simple recipient category recordinag form Qés désigned.based, in part, on an .
.- ’ * . :
' earlier AEL-Rx publication mailing list analysis.: An ESO research assistanty .

* -% b

-

was Arained to redd the mailing entries and to make simple;tallies on the .-
!

~

category recording fo:m. The form provided foftg’page-byigage analysis.
Any pailing iist entry (name, title, and addresél that was not "typical" or

'~ easily understood was circled by the iesqarch assistant--to be classified by

rd -~ . .
the writer later. The research assistant's categofizatibn'bgocess was
. .~ 4 .
checked about every ten pages. During-this che#king process, the previous!

- ! hd I3 .
pages were reviewed and new or "unusual® entries were discussed and classi-

- . *

.. fied. As a final check of this p:ébessJ the writer reviewed all computer ‘

T

.printout pages against the completed categorization form..

The second.preanalysis procedure w;s to prepare the AEL Regional Exchange

.

for the objective gnalysfs. T™wo issues each of the five inserts were . ‘

-

-~ ?

ogtaineﬂ.(bepause.of back-to-back printing). Startihg with the first article »
~ o ¢ . M R




, . . ‘ . /s

in the Volume 1, Number 2 issue, each article was numbered in order through .

5. . . “‘ ‘e ’ ’ * .

* this issue, on into the next issue, and so forth to the last article in the
R . > . Y R * [

v last issue. Next, each article, with its number intact, was cut apart .from °

?
. 1

: the others and taped to a single sheet (or more if necessary) of plain white.
N . .

8 1/2" .x 11' paper. Because some of the articles’ titleg couldeinfluence_

the reader assigning it to‘a recipient category, the title for each art1c1e_

‘ ‘ was cut out.and not included on the plain paper. Using the table of random

numbers contained in Blalock (19{) and procedures described therein (ppP.
510-513), a noninvolved support aff secretary selected. the starting point )
in the table from which the order of the articles for categorizing was

determined. all articl%s from all available AEL Regional Exchange’ inserts

were ordered randomly and assembled as a group. Each page was.then numbered’

in order “from' front to,rear with a different colored ink to preserve the

random orde!‘ng'in case of a mix-up.or an’accident'(the set of articles was
*r ' ' . ) .

. not bound or stapled). - x

Actqal,gnalysis‘of the AEL Regional éxchange inserts' contents occurred
3n deveral steps. First, a simple form was designed which contained all the:

. recipient categories as column heads with room for article numbers’'as the
row titles (see Appendix A).- Second, three serior level professional

. , AU . . - e °,
employees in the ESO read and “judged.the articles. Each article was read by

each person and, based on ‘the reader's knowledge and experience,'each.article

»
was judged to be primarily targeted to one of the recipient cétegories_from .

. +
-

- the m;iling list. A tallé mark was registered in t‘at category on the form.

- ’ - .
~ 7 ' Third, a meeting of the three judges was held to discuss individual place-
) 4 -
. + ments, to resolve conflicting placements, and to reach consensus on each
. S - . B 3

,‘article's placement on the form. Fourth, the columns were totaled and

. -~
. . . >




H .

@

. - . . [
percentages were computed and recorded. Fifth, the-total number of lines of

° L) . A

copy in ‘the AEL Reagional” Exchange per categorv was pomphted. Sixth, the

columns were totaled and the percentage of total lines per category was-Com-,
. 4
puted and rqcordéd. Seventh,.means and standard‘devi:tions for fﬁe number of ) .
column iiﬁéé per category were corniputed anq recogﬁéd. Las;,_datg from the
.prev;ous stgps'wére,hisplgy;d in table form }n preparation for this reporé.
© TN

\ , RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS _
- N B » R ) ‘
9 .

The results of this inhouse study of the AEL Regional Exchange inserts

N A d -

.

are presented in this section.’ Data are dealt with in terms of the four

’ . -

research questions prqsentéd.in'the PROBLEq’section. Tables are used to

~

present data answering all four questioné. Discussions of results germane
‘to each qu7%tion are presented here-rather than in a following section due .

4 -
to the brevity of the study and also for the reade;'s convenience. It is _ -

.
’

assumed that the reader can distinguish between data presentations and

discussions of these data.

’
*

Research question number one asked what categories of educators are

.
) ’ 4

sreceiving the AEL Regional Exchange and how’ many are there in each such - .

E -
categqu. Results of the ‘carrent AEL region mailing-list of the Educational
S . .
R & D Report, 'according to procedures described in the previous section, are

éiSplaved in.gable 1: There are nine catégories of educators receiving the

» -7

AEL Regional Exchange inserts. As shown ‘in Tablg 1, 878 (40%) are in the

Loca hool District catego;y; 478,(?5%) are in the Institution of Highef
AN
Education categori; 363 (17) are in the State Department of Edugation

e,

category, and 287 (létirare in the:Individuals.Using Home Address category., = . 4
. ’, |

- .o s
N -
.

A

@ -~
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PS N » N
\ - . [}
4 ' > A ) : 8 %
. . ~
< - Table X . . .
. . ' ANumber and Percent of AEL Educational R & D Report Y
. P .. Recipients by Category ) s
) -, - o * Number' of " percent -
Recipient Category* * . Recipients in .. of Total -
. S~ " this Category Recipients
% — — — "
R - . ° . L
\ D . . ) , . X . ai’ . ¢t
-Local School District - N 878 T 39.59-
/ - >
\ . y © . T . N
- Intermediate Service Agency e 32 8 1.44 .ot
“
L} L3 R . ~ . '
State Department of Education ' . ] . 363 16.37
+. Center qmedia, teaching, xeading, etc:) A 58 2.48 ° .
_ Institution of Higher Education’ . 478 k"'., . 21.55 ‘ !
Educational Association - > .40 1. 80
. o o0 Y
Individuals Using }!ome aAddress ' 287° J 12,94 .
(‘ ' ‘ ] . ‘ . ’ ‘ toe .
Professionals (not elsewhere classified) . 69 ‘.ll -
\ . ® , N
: °" ) ' - ‘ : 7 .
‘NIE, ‘Regional I'.ab,sﬁ\and R & D Centers ¢ . l6 ) e .72
AR . TOTALS 2,218, 100. 00
; ¢ Lo . ’
. _ DR D) "
*See text for a discussion of these categories. '
\ ' .
N 1 - - \ . . R ‘ 3 -
H ' .- - . .
) ) - - ,) - -
3 ¥ (\\- ¢ ’ . . . ' v
) . . .
. 7 . ' -
) s . . . * L]
- - .
. .
- o * *\ \
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1

The othex:five-fecipient categoriés égch had’;ess than 4% of the recipients.
. ) s ’ S

"A.total of 2,218 mailing list entries were placed in the nine categories.

* Developing the nine AEL Regional bxchance,reclpient categories from the T

. o : ’
mailing list was not difficult. The Local School Distrfét'category include?
- - * ‘ t P

. A}

>

éducators in local education agéncies as defined by.the state. . This varied

accordina to the state. FQf example, in Pennsylvania there are 50% local

>
& E .

schpol districts Yhich cross, township,-borough, and county lines, while in -

H e .

West Virginia the local school district is the c0unt§ school system (55 in

-

number). The State Department of Education category included persons. -

employed by the state education agency and, in a few cases, included field.
- » o

« _office personnel. The Institute of Higher Education category included e

college and university staff and personnel.
PO i \ ’ ) " A
Th:Nbategory of Centers provided the first cases of odd plxégignts. i
. , H

;
=
Generally, this category included employees in various, types of agencies R
) . T s

»

which are seif-designhtéd as "Centers", réggrdlessfgf the *parent" agency.

These included media, teacher, curriculum, reading, regional (within'a

’ L4
v

state) , and learning centers. Thus, this category included,'fo: example, o

N » -

employees in a university media center, a local school district reédinq

[
S
~,

\rmnter, a state education agency curriculum center, and a mpltiple-aqenc§ !

‘teacher center. The categorv of National Inctitute of Education (NIE), ,@gg

v
-

NIE-sponsored Reaional Laboratories, and NIE-sponsored upiversitv—based -
. ' N " “ s . 'y
nesearch and Development (R & D) Centers is self-explanatory. Prdfessiona}

& Educational Assoéiations (EA) was ‘another recipient -category.

Intermedigte Service Agency was defined as the educational sef;ice'agency
‘ , .

situated between the state educationallagéncy and the lotal educational

‘ *
agency. The name for these intermediatg service agencies varied according to

s . : 4 7’ 4{“ -




¢

°)
8

$

* company) an} whose‘\addr‘e/ss)‘was not a home address.

¢ . ) ® DO \10

.
[ . N < . . . y N

the state. In Georaqia, theyiire known as Cooperative Eddcational Service - N ,

Aaencies, in\WESt Virainia they are known as the Regional Educational: $envice T

i o °

 Agencies,-and in Pennsylvania “they are simply the Intermediate.pnits. d -

o

Two related,. but different,'categoiies require some ex
< \ . . . . g
catedory of Professionals (ng!-elsewhere classified) intluded individuals _who,
.. X »
had a professional title (e.q., Director of Training at/a hospital or for m

lanation. The . ot

'Y v

*

e category,of Indivi-

hd Ll - * ¥ Al " M A .
.
ntries who used as home N
. ‘s . ¢
) .

address and did.not have an agency affiliation,’ev\n if thMey, had professional -,

- ' . v

ddals Using Home Address.was for those mailing list

. vtitles -(e-g-‘" .Drl)l : N ‘ r‘: ’/ - 7 ‘; "7 s \‘

. THe_only substantive discussion regarding, answays to the first study

. .

ouestion revolve around the issue of the AEL Reaional Exchangﬁ\recipient ) oy

U
. categories and the intended target audiences from NIErfunded RDx efforts.

4
. t
. 5 °

Aécordino to NIE statements, the four target audiénces f%r Reaional Programs

.
.

are; (1) Chief State School Officers (£550), (?) school board‘members, (3) -y

5 . [} . \
school administrators, gnd (4) school'teachers, As can be seen above and in
.o, ' BT |

tables.bn the following pages, the niﬂe distinct recipient categories and

\ . . L .
the number of persons in each do not bear a direct one-to-one relationship

' .- o -’ -
with the'NIE-identified target grbups. One .could infer easily that the CSSO

‘ “ \

is represented by the state depanxment of eflucation category. By the same ~ .,
. ~ ; .

reasoning, it could be inférred that the local school district category

-~ . e 4 » '

includes both, administrators pnd teachers. A more explict breakdown of this .

-, 0 » . .
categofv is”nqtlan unreasonable .activity for a future analysis.
. A 2 ‘ i N
This leaves the NIE-identified RDx target

-
« %

not represented as an AEL Reajonal

roup of school board members.

€ recipient cateéopy.- This. does

. &

not .mean sgchool board memhers are not receiving the publication--manv may.

[ 4 b . E] .
¢

A
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.

~It simply means fhat, based on the mailing list as'it is now cohst;pcted, it
. ‘. ‘' . { " '.

is not possible to determine ify any of the entries are school board members.

~ N . »

@

. . 4 .
- It may.be that some arel and are categorized how in" the Individuals Using Home

Address, Profeésionals, or some other recjpient category, ‘Several steps

.
v

could be taken to atténd to the NIE-idemtified target group of school board‘
. : ' { r

members. A\sbrbéy\of recibients in the~host.1ike1y categories could yield a

1ist of those .which are school board members. The AEL-Ry could work through

- t

. . R : . v
the variQis state departments.of education in attempts to reach this spe~izl
target g;pup.'.Finally,'all future recipients cadld be asked to ide
their employing agéncy and ,also state if they ase school board members:

- - . K) kel

@
. .

. " The number and percenf of AEL Regional Exchange recipients in each cate-
- 1 . . N .

f N ’ . ‘e - ) ¢ N ’

gory' generate some discussion. CEDaR office literature 'states that half of
. » < ' , * ~

the Educational R & D Report recipients.are local school district personnel.

Al

In this study 878 (40%) of the recipientsare in the Local School District
4 * ¢ ' a . ) !

cateégory. This ip more than any other category. Still, this AEL catego;&

. 4

. 1 . . .
. has 10% 1e§3 tecipiénts than the national figure for this category. wsgthep
f \ . . '
¥ . . ‘ ]
this 10% difference is important may be a topic of discussion .by AEL-Rx -

qﬁminisé}ators. That- 5% “more recipients are in the Institution of Hfgher
- I

~

Educifion catégoxy than- in the State Department, of Education éatego&y is

N4

dnteresting. The fact that the latter is an NIE-identified tarQ.

4 .

,-while thefformer is not, might generate some AEL-Rx édmfnis;rat r discussion.
It might be that there needs to be some concerted subscriptior/ expansion

U
/

\zsgorts geared apecifically‘to state department of education personnel.

-

. - R 2 .o

« Finally, the 13% in the category labeled Individuals UsSing Home Address is
unusually high. The'prob}em is not’ a disin}erest in providing the publica-
tion to anyone, rather the/éohcern is that, by being sent to i home addréss,

the partjes responsible for the content of the copy don't know efactly the
. N\
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-

job‘fupction or job title of the recipients. That_this pfoblemeis relevant

for a full 128 of the total AEL“Rx mailing list seems worthv of action, if
. . .
* not*changing. A related issue is the assuhption, fif'se or not, that AEL

L]

Reaional Exchanqde issues sent to home addresses will have less chance of

=

being shared with co-workérs. Since AEL-Rx administrators hope for future

spread.of regionwide R § D activities ‘and products coptained in ghé maga-

zine, it seems reasonable .to assert that the chances for such spread increase

- o< -

when the publication is mailed to"and received at’the workplace where much

interaction does occur. Steps to redhpe the percent of the publication being

mailed to persons at their home addresses may be in order.

N »

Ag/fStudy question number two asked what percent of the articles were
- . e
a

rgeted to those educators receivina the AEL Regional Exchange. A total of
Y

L)

‘ 33.art£c1es apveared {ptthe five issues. Ibe teém of* article reviewer; wég
ahle to réaéh(consensus o;'the.placeme%t of 30 bf’the 23 articles (31%),
Table 2 presents the number ard percent 9f articles per recipient-categarv.
! Eagg!article was juﬁgeq to be.;ea eé primarily to one of the categories
derived from ap analysis of t AEL area maiiiﬁg list plu; an qll-inclusive’
category for: articles th;tctfuly ébplifto all groups. Forty percent of the
a;ticle; were judged té‘be written for the Ali Groups and the State D;part-
ment of Educatién categories eaéﬁlk Thérﬁfﬁn percent were judged to be
written to the Local School Dfstrict category while stpercent eacﬁ were

placed 4n the Intermediate' Service Agency and NIE, Regionai Labs, kR &A D- -~ _

Cbnters\categories. Table 2 shows that five recipient caﬁgéories had no

. .
.

articles assigned to then.

-
~

The discussion concerning the ‘results answering research question number

-

two centers on the @istribution of the” AEL Regional Exchange articles. The

articles are distributed unevénly amona the-recipient-categorfés.

4 . N
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: (3‘5 . 13
‘. - . Table.2 -
N ) Number and Percent of AEL Regional Exchadég
T insert Articles Per Recipient Eﬁ%egory -
! ’ )
o - o Number of Percent
Recipient Category:’ v . Articles Placed of Total
. . ) in this Category Recipients
o4
] - o
» A . . . ‘ .,:_ . ’ . %

Local School District . L4 13.33
‘ ! P

Intermediste Service Agency - 1 : 3.33

< il
State Deparfment of Education 12 40.00
Center, (media, teaching, reading, etc.) ‘ 0] ] 0
Institution of Higher Education - 0~ ‘ 0
" Educational Association - . N 0 0
4 .

Individuals Using Home Address 0 0
Professionals .(not elsewhere classified) . o - 0
NIE, Regidnal Labs, and R & D Centers . B 1 . 3.33
All Groups ’ ) - 12 40.00
l ) . . . . ”
TOTALS - 30 99.99*

-~

-

R .
*Does not total 100.00 because of rounding. .
» ' . ) T _ N

‘ - I .

H

e




Ninety-three percent of all the articles read were judged to be written for .
. ‘ - B

.
» N s !

-

th:ee groups: the Local School Distriqt, State Department of.Edocetion, and

All Groups categories. Two categories had the remaining seven percent off

thé =rticles. The question of real recipient categories and intended NIE
target proups is aéain a relevant issue. Qany of the concerns expressed -
above on this issue apply here, also. The i;c;ao;\;nycfuther breakdow%«:f‘
the Local School District category into administrators. (especially princi-

pals) and teachers raise§ some gquestions in the evaluation process.

It might be reasonable to ask if.it is satisfﬁctory ‘to haye identifiable

~« *

AEL Regional Exchange recipienE‘categories with no articles geared toward

them. 'Considef for a moment the Institution of HWigher Education category.

Twenty-two pergent of all recipients of the publication belong to this cate-
gory, vet not a single article was Judded to be written primarily to this
& Y
oroup. While it is true that this category could profit from the 40% of th%.
$

articles in the Kll Groups category, the ‘fact remains that no articles were

» : -
written primarily for Institution of Higher Educ?tion personnel. Also, .if .
more accurate and complete mailing list data were kriown or cbtained on the

) A Y
individualg-using home addresses category, then perhaps a more accurate Table

C -

2 would result. As it stands now, a full 13% of the recipients are in a

category which, if more information were available, might change the results

”'séown_in Table 2. It reasonable to ‘assert that the other eight categories

- Y . .
are inclusive enough to include recipients from the home address category, -
R
if more complete information were known on each entry.

*

Study question number three asked'hhat propdrtion of the AEL Regiona

w e

Exchange's total copy lines is targeted to those categories receiving-the

' (S
publication. Table 3 presents data answering this question. Displayed are

number and percent of insert'column copy lines per recipient category.

P -

~N .
- 15 - . B
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: Table 3
Nufiber and Percent of AEL kegional Exchange
‘ Insert Column Copy- Lines Per Category s .
- 9
- : . -
. ) Number of ’ Percent
Recipient Category ' ’ Column Lines in of Total
) - <this Category Column Lines
2
N\
. L 4
Local School District, 124 . N 12.94
Intermediate Serxrvice Agency 18 1.88
. State Department of Education : 290 . . 30.27
’ - .
Center (media, teaching, reading, etc.) 0 0 '
g ¢
Institution of Higher Education 0,
Educational Association 0 J
s ' - .
w—-—.\\zsdividu 1s Using Home Address i 0 . 0 -
Profess;i%als (not elsewhere classified) 0 « o]
NIE, Regional Labs, and R & D Centers - 16 . . 1.67 :
All Groups ) ’ : 510 53.24
) . ) « - ' R \
' K TOTALS " os8 . 200.00 \
* . . . N .
i 4
v ’ *
o . = - L4
. . . ‘ § ‘
) ’
’ - i )
~ \al. -
L) . ‘ > -
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s ’ le T
Fifty-three.percentvof the total column lines\:;ii targeted to the All Groups

. “

recipient category. Thirty percent of the tota ‘.oluﬁn lines were targeted
to the State Department of Education category. Thiréeeq percent of the

column lfhes were qsé?gﬁeﬁ to the Local.School District pateéory. The Inter-

. : v . &
mediate Service Adgency and NIE, Regional labs, and R & D Centers categories g
. . . ~ - N - e
i each had two percent of the total column lines. - . T .

Discussion regarding the results answering question number three revolves

" around the distribution of AEL Regional Exchangeféopy column lines. It may.
be that having 53% of the copy lines targei&d to the All Groups category, -~

neutralizes discussion~ite?s raised above. On the other hand, maybe the dis

1]

cussion items are still valid. The previous*discussion calling for a better

~
breakdown of the Local School District categozz'may still be relevant at this

point. Certainly the igsue of having five recipient categories with no
specific articles geared primarily toward them is stild relevant. AEL-Rx
’administgators'mjght want to address this issue of the lackR\of column copy
lines for acf;al recipient catggokies. The discrepancy between%who actually

%,

receives the publication and the lack of articles geared specifically to - :

1

' them seemé to be a reasonable discussion issue for AEL~Rx administrators and

editorial decisionmakers. Planned modifications 'in the distribution of copy

lines might be anAoﬁtcomé of such ediéorié} dgcisionmaking. On the other )

.
¥

. hand, the decisionmakers may proceed as befére and let the article content ) -

"fall" where it;hay withAno pPlanned intervention steps. 1In either case, .

4

-

" ‘ﬁThble 2 presents an interesting display of the inserts' contents.

Research question number foyr asked what is.the -avetage number of column
o , o . |

lines per recipient category receiving the AEL Regional Exchange. . Table 4
‘s P’ * .

~displays data ag;:ering this question. Here. it can be seen that the mean

number of column. lines per article for the S&gke Department of Education

~ . - . o



i 13 s - P
. T : “ 17
. Table 4
. Mean and Standard Deviation for the Number of )
, _ AEL Regional Exchange Insert Column Copy Lires |
. *.  Per Article for Each Reripient Category
’ . . . L.
. ) A * * Mean Number o
Recipient Category ) of Columh Lines . -Standard
’ . N Per Artigle - . Deviation,
. s @ [d -
. local School Distriect’ =~ =~ - ¢ " 3100 - - . . 22.9T
Intermediate Service Agency . 18.00 . -S A
* ‘ L. ) , ' ’ - ’
State Department of Education - b 42.50 53.54
Center (media, Aeaching, ‘reading,( etc.3 ‘N/A ' o *'N/A .
Institution of Higher Education . . N/A . ) N/A
Educational Associéion ’ - N/A ' "~ N/A
‘ . e -
_Igdividuals Using Home Address ~ __ N/A R N/A
‘ + g .
\ Px;ofessionals (not elsewhere classified) N/A N/A
. 1
. A . . ¢
NIE, Regional Labs, and R'& D Centers - ** 16.00 . N/A
All Gropps . ' 24.17 " . 20.5L
. S R . { ‘
\ _— N [
~ . \ 9 o )
- ' ) V_ ’ @
. [y . . \ - ]
- ' i d [
* ¢ -
. . i
“ : Y I . - :
» . . » -~
. rp - ’ .
‘ ¢ . 3 » y e
. . / . .
P . ’ JRREE
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Diatrict article was 31.

.

category was nearly 43.

o

T ' 18

Tﬁe mean number -of ‘lines for{;ich Local, Schocl

L

For All Groups skticles, the mean hugger of lines .

per article was 24.

cles ‘assigned to them or only one article for which there was no standard
B ) T a

deviation ‘statistic. - . ‘. . s ‘ ’

NS

(- °

Discussion findings regarding the fourth question revolve‘around the

From the findings, ‘it\‘can‘b”é'/s‘een that the.

matter of length of articles.

~ o o

State Department of Education articles are the 1ongest with an average’of
‘0

nearly 43 lines. This may be desirable in the eyesuof AEL-Rx administrators.

‘But, it may be deemed undesirable. If the latter is the case, then modifi-

.~ ®

cations in future copy for this category can be‘implemented. Recall that

this category was ‘tied for first in terms of petcent 85 total articles with °

40%. Thus, a large amOunteof the AEL Regional Excbange c§§§ s devoted to

P .

This is inrline withuthe NIE _
, <
The second’longést afticles were in

the’State Depar ment of Education category.-
' target group and AEL operational mode.
. . h

. : . Tea .
' the local School District category. Assuming this category includes both

.

principals and,teachers--botp NIE target groupsr-thgn this article length

may.be\apprOpriate. - Articles for the Intermediate Service Rgency and NIE,

Regional labs, and R & D Centers were about the same 1ength (16-18 column

ARY

lines).\J&able 4 vividly»displays the lack of column 1ines for five AEL
/1
Regional Exchangs'gecipient categories. Again, ‘this fact Seemé worthy of

- policymaker discussion and, }f necessarv, action steps. The results of such .

effokts could be a more equitable and even distribution of%articles and copy’

" lines per recipient categofy. L ca . '

.
- ¥

-~ . . B °

A

- * . -

RECOMMENDATIONS : , U T

For all the other categories there were either no'arti- {

N
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Hu . ) . '

repor®ed in this study, the following recommendations are made: -

1.

E\written as to prevent perspns using their home addresses.

3.

- content of the AEL Regional Exchange inserts--should be held to

" . be, designed to inact modifications or improvements. However, it

4.'

2 ‘hext study should be conducted in a year and one half or-two years

.restrict the use of home addresses. ,

. . ”
from now, v
1 .
' L3
. \ -
L ) - v
. B ¥
[ /
- v Ty § — -

s -
Al - *
-

Thirteen percent of the AEL region mailing list entries receive the
Educatiopal R & D' Report at their home address. If this fidure- is
typical across other regions, then about 1, 700 persons receive the
publication at home. This is seen as -too many. Theref®re, it is .
recommended that the Council for'Educational Development and Research - ¢
and its Oooperative School Improvement Pragram, publishers of the ‘
Educational R & D Report, update the mailing list. This could be !
done easily- with a tearout form printed in the publication. Further; -

this mailing list update form should inclu8e space for rec1pients to

list their job titles and/br job functions, their employing agency's

address, and their business mailing address. The updatelform should

L3

All future recipients of the AEL Regional Exchange should be required
to list their job titlevand/br job function, their employing agency's g
address, and their Business mailing address. The use of home mailing
addresses for persons be added té the AEL Regional Exchange should be -
discouraged. Al;‘tsb state ponsultants who secure new names for the
mailing list should be informed of this pracedural step. Moreover, o
the mailing list invitation form should be designed and instructions ¢

,.

A meeting of AEL-RX administrators-—persons responsible for the

discuss the findings in this gtudy. Data contained in the tables.
and the discussion sections could provide points for the decision- ..
makers ta discuss. Following this discussion a plan of action may ~

should be pointed out that a possible outcome of this meeting ié
that no major changes are required and that no plan of action is ;
needed.\° N
\ ® -
A replication of this content analysis study of, the AEL Regional
Exchange should be, implemented in the future. . Since it seems that
it requirés about six issues to produce enough copy to analyze, the
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Appalachia Educationikl Laboratory '
Educational Services Office

" »
Ed. R & D Report Content Analysis Form (CAF)
’ — -

Please read the articles taped to 8°'1/2 x‘lf‘paper one at a time in order. Record the
article numbers appearing at the center of each article's first ‘paragraph on this form

“‘in the left hand column.

ten (10) target audience categories it is most appropriate for based on your profes-
.a‘tally’mark in the category .column opposite the article number.
If unable to categorize an article to one of the ten categories, use the llth category--

siqnal judgement.

Make

After reading each article, decide which one of the folflowing

N .
Unable to Classify. Each article must be categorized as appropriate for one of the 11
response options. Tyank you for your assistance. ‘ -
2 .
Target Audience Group -
Inter- Center Institu- Indivi- Profes- NIE, .

, | Local [ mediate | State (Media ‘ tion of duals Sionals (Not | Regional Unable
Article | School Service | Dept. of :|Teaching, |, Higher Education | using Home { Elsewhere Labs & ReD| All htO
Number District | Agency | Education Reading), 'Education | Assoc. | Address Classified) Centers Groyps | Classify

i { ‘ - ' . L] 2
s — - -‘ _0'

» N ‘e > ' o>~ -

’ t
» » r \k

} - ‘ = . w’ - 7

. i ’ ’ \‘

- f . . .
9 + 4 :;Q::‘;,} / Y
5 ]
. Y . i hd N & - IS °

»
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Targét Audience Group

Inter- |~ ' Center Instito- - Indivi- Profes- NIE, ° i -
Local mediate | State (Media tion of ' duals sionals (Not\} Regional- Unable
Article School Service | Dept. of Teaching, | Higher Education | using Home |Elsewhere bs & ReD | A1l - ' gg
Numbey District| Agency | Education |Reading) Education-| Assoc. Address Classified) Cepnters Groups | Classify
-3 — P
~ e .
(S o
a4 N . P
~
\NJ\J”’ ) 3 -
4+ ¢ ‘
. " -
) i 4 °
-, Al -
]
o L 3 r
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- N\ J R . i \
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