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The pr1mary obj Ctive of the Study was to develop. a weighted check-

1ist des1gned for use in selecting 1nstruct10na1 mater1ais for handi- -

cappéd students. Selection criteria 1dent1f1ed by 24 authors were
reviewsd and consolidated into a 103-item field-test survey: The field-

test survey was reviewed by a 15-member review panel and modified in
accordance with their |recommendations. State and local directors of
special education prog\rarns were asked to assist in the identification
of a national samp]e Qf 1nd1v1dua1s respons1b1e for se]ect;ng 1nstruc-

tional materials for Spq;1a1 educat1on students. A 104-item research

survey was sent to 1659 subJects 1dent1f1ed by 10 al d1rectors of spe-

- X

cial educat1on programs \ SubJects were asked to 1nd1cate on a sca]e

from 1 (low) to 16 (h1@h) the amount of 1mportance they assign to the

1dentified cr1ter1a for ﬁét”ia]s se1ect1on when ch0051ng instructional

item. Survey 1tems were rank ordered from most to 1east 1mportant andj

proportionate scale weights based on-means were assigned to each survey
& . .

item in order to create a we1ghted 1nstruct1ona1 materials checkiist

Demographic informat1on so11c1ted from survey respondents was used

-

to develop a data base on wh1ch future research cou]d be conducted In-

ol

cluded in the data base was a descr1pt1on of the samp]e popu]at1on in

* .

terms of tyﬁe and agé of student for whom mater1a1s are selected.’ Sub-

»Jects were queryed regard1ng their pos1t1on(s) in Schoo] d1str1ct sdurces

I
used to 0bta1n 1nf0rmat1on about ‘instructional materra]s, the settlngs in’

Wh1ch the mater1a1s they se]ect are used, and the1r use of check11sts to
= L , . , >

'
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~ select materiais. In addition subjects were askéd to'indicate if they
, : ects , A
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-

courséwork or training in the selection of instruc-

tional materials and their perceptions of the value of that training:
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< CHAPTER I

Y

7 INTRODUCTION
i '

For the bast 20 yea%s efforts héve been undértakéh to é§Séss and

. 1972) One aspect of this process 1nvo1ves the app]icat1on of systenk

o

instructional mater1aJs. Among the numerous’ art1c1es address1ng this

;=f6§ié (Bleil,, 1975; Boland, 1976; Cohen A]berto. and Troutman, 1979

Junkala,- 1970; McLaugh11n & Trlica, 1976 Watson & VanEtten, 1976

‘W11son. 1978 Wiederholt & McNutt 1977), most offer gu1de1ines for

‘ ' .
systemat1;-1n$truct1ona1_mater1a1s selection, either through the use of

N

“checklists or through suggested questions tg be considered. Inherent

in all .these articles.is the ﬁéiidh that the educational needs of handi-
< o

capped students w¥l1 be better met if they are provided with instruc-,

tional materials that have been selected in a systematic manner rather

a

than a haphazard fashion. A . ,
Thé aégféé to which instructional materials are agéa in the class-

room’ was emphas1zed in an 1nvest1gatlon conducted by Educat1ona1 Pro- .

ducts Informat10n~Exchange (EPIE) dur1ng 1974-1975. The- study revea]ed

x that'96-95 of the instruction in regu]ar education programs 1nv01ved

the use of-e1ther print or nonpr1nt 1nstructr0ﬁal mater1a1s (EPIE, 1977)

It -is assumed that usage fmgures for specia] education students wou1d

. he comparab1e i . . ) “_' f T

0y
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Jo
The teacher and teaching materi 1s cahnbt be separafed.

' A mater1a1 can be successfuT as an 1nstruct1ona1 a1d on]y

L -

LT when its:sélection and.application are basea on ana]ys1s - jr"4f

“

of +ts structural componénts By asking relevant quest1ons,

P

the teacher provides students w1th a mater1a1 that is sys-

[y

Attent1on to sound pedagogic pr1pc1p1es'when se 1 't1ng ‘ N
or deve]op1ng a ma*er1a1 w111 e11m1nate'wastéfu1 spend1ng; '

time. (p 11)

| The Passage of PL 94- 142 The Education for AN Hand1capped Chz]-
dren"Act of 1975 assured hand1capped students the r1ght to a free,

appropriate, pub11c educat1on The ro]e of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als 1n
the 1mp1ementat10n of the Act was exp]a1ned by Lance (1977):

If We are’ to actua]1ze the concepts 1mp]1ed 1n Pub11c Law

;

94-142, we must be abqe to assess ch11dren in a w1de range

of sk111s-and under a117sorts,of cond1t1ons; state obJec- ,%' ' -
fieég'iﬁ'seﬁayﬁaéai terms, match needs to curricular needs, . ;
analyze and sequence learning tasks, locate and obtain the o 2355';7"
o :proper media; evaluate and-report péF?oFﬁancé;»and on-the S

" . basis of feedback} make app\oﬁtlate program rev1510ns.
(p: 95) - 7 e 7 : o o
If.the provision a% aaaiabfiate'eaaeatiaﬁé1 matéf{a’ his implied
in P Le '94- 142 s def1n1t1on of prov151ﬁn of an appropr1ate educat1on,'

1nd1v1duals respons1b1e for choos1ng stch mater1als m1ght be he]d ac-?

’
A

NXcountab]e for the1r cho1ces in thls respect Thus, it wou]d be advan-ri_i~"

tageous fbr sehoo] systems to be ab]e to document that 1nstruct1ona1 S {' i

~
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mater1a1s)were chosen to meet 1dent1f1ed annua] and short term goa]s in”

~

the bas1s of a sound se]ect1on process

Perusal of the Titerature advocating systematic selection of in-
structional materials reveals certain common criteria upon which to
base purchase decisions (e.g., learner needs, teacher needs, time con-
straints, price, etc.). ‘To date, however, no sresearch has been fbund

4_that exam1nes Whether or not teachers or other 1nd1V1dua1s respons1b1e

_‘\

for selecting instructional materials use systematic processes_1n making -

such aécisébhs;' Fﬁrthernoré; none of the selection systems deveioped

with a rat1ng scale which can be used to compare the mater1a1s under
consideration. While checklists arid selection forms offer useful guide=
lines for the selection of instructional materials, the Final decision
to choose a given piece of material is still dependent upon the sub-
jective judgnent of the person responsible for materials selection. If
traditional materials checklists are used; it is_not known whether a
certain material was selected for usé.witﬁ handi capped studgnts solely

on the bas1s of its pr1ce or because f1e1d test data indicate that the

.mater1a1 has proven effect1ve w1th a: s1m11ar populat1on

A numerical rat1ng.system for se1ect1ng 1nstruct1ona13materia1s
would hélp the practitioner avoid the purchase of what Bleil (1975).
identified as the "most expensive matériais&yoU’wiii ever biy: : : those

which don't work" (p. 'éﬁ) Cons1dering the ava11ab1]1ty of approx1mate1y

. 500 000- nonpr1nt and 5 000 pr1nt 1n§truct1ona1 mater1a1s on the market

(EPIE 1977) the potent1a] for mak ing 1ncorrect cboices is great
The current research prOJect was undertaken for the purpose of de- -

ve]oping a selection procedure that Wou]d a]]oﬁ pract1tioners to select

! _
4
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rather than SUbJect1ve Judgﬁent To this end, the instrument wou]d -

offer not only cr1ter1a for dec1s1on making, but also a we1ght1ng Sys-

L i

" tem that would yield numer1ca1 rat1ngs designed to faéﬁ11tate t?e de-

c1s1on mak1ng process. ' i

i AN
As a part of the study, a survey was conducted of a national samp]e
“of 1nd1v1dua1s responsible for se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s for N

2

‘spec1a1 education students: The intended outcome of the gegearch pro-

s ,
! ject was the development of éﬁ'iﬁgfiaéf?qﬁéi materials selection check-
list that contained both selection criteria and indices of the relative
levels of jmportance assigned by ;aqjeéts to those selection criteria.
Inforiation was solicited from respondents to provide the basis
for the analyses of the following questions: i
1. What were the méan importance ratings assigned to
identified selection criteria by subjects?
2. What were the mean ifMportance ratings assigned to
‘identified selection criteria by expert reviewers?
3. What was the correlation between mean importance
,‘.'frat1ngs assigned to se]ect1on criteria by subJects
aﬁd;expert reviewérs? :f%;if i;fﬁfﬁi\_ 5
4.  For what types of students did subaects report
se]ecting 1nstruct10na1 materia]s?
5. Mhat peﬁEentage of survey respondents selected
\/ materials for elementary-age, sécondary-level -
~ students, or both age ‘groups? ,
v

.l;f . .




) , | , P 5
L f

‘* 6. What positions in school districts or cooperatives .

were held by individuals responsible for selecting

’ instructional materials?
7.  What percentage of individuals %electing instructional
’ materials for spécial education stddénis“réportéd having.
_ ‘_ L - completed formal coursework o?irétéiVEd traihihé in ﬁ?ig//‘
‘ ) area? B -
7 S L
8. What percentage of subjects indicated that they con:_’
sidéred formal coursework or.training in the selection,
of iﬁéf?ﬁéf?éﬁé1 materials to be of Véiuei
©'9.  What sources did subjecits report using to obtain »
information about ?ﬁéf?déf?éﬁéi}ﬁéféiiéié.
16. What percentage of individuals selecting instructional so—
materials reported using,a checklist or a materials )
Q selection form when making selection decisions?
11.  In what %éttihgs were the selected instructional
materials used? C
Aﬁsyérs'to the above research questions rgpresent a starting point
for determining thé practices used in the selection of instructional
i materials for handicapped students. Furthermore, results of subjects'
responses provide féééﬁé? trainers with information about practitioners'

opinions of the need for additional training in the selection of in-
structional materjals- for handicapped students.

L

For the purpose of the present research, the term "handicapped
students" refers to-any student receiving special education services.

v
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The product resu1t1ng from this progect represents an initial step

- in the deve]epment of}an 1nstrument des1gned to provide préctitiéhéis_
w1th a more ebJect1ve means of assess1ng the va]ue qj 1nstruct1ona1

‘mater1a1s for spec1a] educat1on students

-
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 REVIEW 'or THE Lifﬁﬁﬂﬁ@

 One need on]y exam:ne the increase in the number of commerc1a11y

; f» g ava11ab1e mater1a1s to begin to apprec1ate the d1ff1cu1ty educators

- exper1ence when se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 matertals for student use.
Komosk 7 (1978) reported that in the ear]y 1950 the humh\r of commer:

c1a11y ava11ab1e pr1nt and nonpr1nt mater1a1s ranged from 1 000 to

.26 000 F\ study conducted b;y thé EdUC3t1bh3] PY‘GdUCtS Information EX:

ichange (ERLE), (1977) reVealed that by- 1976 approx1mate1y 500, 000 p1ec .
:jof.nqnpr1nt~and 5,000;p1eces of pr1nt 1nstruct1ona1§materja1s were on o
the 6éiket Thééé,?igu}éé'éebfésént thej;unber'df materials desiéhed
f%f stu dents in grades K-12. %6 date, no %n?éfﬁéiﬁén has been th-\\ -

1ished regard1ng the number of ava11ab1e materials: des1gned spec1f1ca]1y
. . ¢

‘for spec1a1 educat1on students.

X -

‘“\\\> . "The amount of timé students spend using 1nstruct10nal materials ;f

5févidé5'strong evidence of the 1mportance of such mater1a1$ in school

. (/ - programs. . Th”s it has been estimated that 90 95% of q]] classroom in-
'struct1on involves the use of some type of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1 (Komosk1,
1978} A]though these percentages represent regu]ar-c]ass s1tuat1ons, it
1s;assumed that 1nstruct1ona1_mater1a154usage in spec1a1 educat1on pro-

grams is comparable: : ‘ o

'ﬁ In sp1te of the documented 1mportance of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s,

the 11terature suggests that on]y a meager proport1on of school budgets

is expended for the purchase of such materials. Wopdbury (1978), for
example; reported that épprbximazéiy.i% of educational budgets is used




?

- ®from 1.1 percent to an abysmaT 0.7 percent of the annua] expend1ture fbr
. each pupil" (p. 51) The samé document reported that "stat1st1ca1 ser1es

frequent]y show arother item 1abe1ed other. teach1ngcmater1a1s and report~

a per-pup11 expendi ture of 2-3 percent of the total per-pup11 expend1ture"

T

Lo (p. 51). These figures may be contrasted to the. recommendations bf“the

7/ Joint Committee of&the National Educat1on Assoglat1on and the Assoc1at1on— .
4

of American Pub11shers which called for at 1east 5 percent of nat1ona1

average per-pup11 operat1ng cests(t?fbe spent for 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s

‘ i o ' G1ven the rap1d increase in the number of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als
‘ S .

’ 5V511ab1e and the concom1tant Tow budget a]]ocat1ons for'these rEsources;
it is not surpr1s1ng that numerous articles in edUcat1ona1 Journa]s have

. . : addressed the need for 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s to be carefulky se]ected

using sound evq]uat1on cr1ter1a In a discussion of the neednfor teachers'

to assume an active role:in the S’i"tiaﬂ‘énd éVéiUétién 6t instractﬁbnéT
materiéTs for the hand1cagped Dormant (1979) outlined soie of the prob-
1éihs teachers ehcounter 1n this process. Among the pmb]ems 1dent1f1‘éd
were the fo]]ow1ng,
1 téécﬁérs_%EtUéiiy spénd‘ijttie.time selecting in-
strictional materials for handicapped students; .
2. meither teachers nor teacher trainers have con- A

sidered the selection of instructional materiats

AN

to be a high,pribrity training ﬁééa:

in many sch001 systems teachers are not allowed nor
®

expected te be'an act1ve part1c1pant in the process .

of se]ect1ng instruct1ona1 materials for their students,'

2 and L ; —

o1y o




\ %4. some research has suggested that teachers do not have

_ . . N : _ R e N

; : the necésiagyf5k111s to select instrictional materials.
P CER-2) o N
3 ; Ny :
CY The above problems were identified as a resu]t of researcb carr1ed-out

usnng samp]es of\The pract1ces of.regu1ar c]assroom:teachers and thus, -

do not necessar11y ref]ect the pract1ces of spec1a1 educat1qn teachers

Therefore, there is a need "to exam1ne ‘the needs, attJtudes, and”bé- -
hav1or of spec1a1 éﬁucat1on teachers with regard to the se]ect1on of i.f

i

}nstruet1ona1 mater aTs" {p: 229)

S Y A
© . Guidelines for Selecting .Instructional Material
. - vt K . ] hY

e <

. Some of the f1rst efforts at encouraging teachers to systemat1ca11y 'z

.

‘ éxamine teach1ng mater1a1s gere the resu]t of the estab11shment of thE‘“\

. 5, Spec1a1 Education Instruct1ona1 Mater1a1s Center (SEIMC) Network. "A
— ' : maaor obaective of the Instruct1ona1 Mater1a1s Center Network is to

pr0v1de the spec1a1 educat1én commun1ty w1th re11ab1e 1nformat1on con-
5. < .
. cernnng the,effect1vene§5 of - 1nstructiona1 methods and mater1a1s" (Moss,

7 1968, p. 303) I ‘ ' o S
LR ' '
' In keep1ng w1th th1s obaect1ve, many art1c1£s conta1n1ng suggested ~

@ se1ect1on and evaluation procedu S wWei eEwr1tten by e1ther SEIMC staff
-

5'1

. members or consu]tants wh11e the rietwo rk w&s operat1ona1 S
R : ; . - . L
? - The 11terature descr1b1ng mater1a1s se1ect10n processes ma;,be .

) . ) e gy "
- rough]y divided into "fWo broad categories-—1tems seek1ng toEographtca]

v datal such as the typ; of students w1th whom the mater1a1 is b§1ng used
7.' and 1tems seek1ng teachers '

” age of students; $

S 7 react1ons to the mater1a1s such as 'H’w re1evant was the mater1a? for

';537 : -"f‘ivc ‘;l; :azf?.

7
.

|
-
»
‘“‘\/k‘
?
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. se lec jt1ng_mater1a1s. On the basis of this information a/)1st of the

lt A

<

, deterhin?né the value of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s is the fa11ure of such

of i;e worth of mater1a1s and therefore, should be regarded as "user

' 1nstruct16na1 character1st1cs" that weﬂe mﬁst tgportant to them when

- ment of an 1nstruct1ona1 mater1aQs eva]gat1on 1nstrument

B U 10

1974 p 11). Within the "teacheg react1on category" Latham differen-

t1ated between 1tems seek1ng teachers’ percept1ons of the prgct1ca1 as-
pects of the material versus its instructional value. Latham (1974)
stated that a central probiem associated Wi th existing a’p”p’r’oachés tb

>

instruments to méasure the Worth of instructional mater1a1s Instru-

~ ments EﬁF?ent]y in use are on]y capab]e cf measuring téacher perceptions

reactions" rather than "mater1a1s eva]uat1on (Latham; 1974 p. ll)r
}n add1t1on to attempt1ng Systemat1ca11y examine the extent to
wh1ch 1nstruct1ona1 ma}er1a]s eva]uat1on 1nstruments measure the in- v

struct1cna1 value of materials; ta tham measured teacher reactions to

~

“filling out materials evaluatibm’ forms; )

The teachers suryeyed responded that only 27 percent of the items |
on materials evaluation fors yield infornation that ds of, interest to
them. Further, the teachers were requested to 1ist the "practical and

12 most frequently mentioned practical and instructional characteristics
was deve]oped T _v + ‘,
/ 1.  attention shou]d be given to the deve]opmen; “of an

1nstrument that reflects teacher concerns;
2. - the shorter the -instrument the better--préfgrab1y less

' than one 8% X 11 page in 1ength o 2



| o o L N
. 3. it is advisable. to avoid instrdméhts that require:
‘_‘? : : unqtten FESponses--the teacher should be ab1:~toq N
2 " check the items listed; 7 R ;
) 7' ‘ﬁ; the . 1nstrument shouﬂd be a “neatﬂ typeset, easy to | A
7 J read, easy to look at 1nstrument“, and’ o ;-i/?":;;
_jf: mglﬂ_ei; L g, i‘1f pgssible -the 1ﬁstrqmeht shoulﬁ contain o hbze than . : .
L 10-12 items.  (p. 13) - ' o
;' In order to co]]ect teacher eva]uat1ons of 1nstruct1ona1 matEr1a1s,l
7 Latham prOposed a system for 1nterm1ttent data gather1ng desighed to de-
- crease the number,of eva]uat1on forms. teachers Wé?é;?édUlréd tb‘tomp]ete.
s }‘h An 1mportant aspect of Latham s method of mater1a1s evaluation was the - ;

. ;:5ynphas1s on &he need to recogn1ze that, typ1ca]1y, teacher 1npolvement
/- in the evaluation procéss has been "one-way: ... away from ‘them" (p ’7)f
‘Latham contended that if teathers are expected to prov1de input into’

the. eva]uat1on process, they a]so .must be rec1p1ents of accumu]ated

data: | 0thenw1se, it is doubtful that th ey will ever use that data to
select, instructional materials: 7 '4_'. : .
- Given Latham's appeal to more fully involve teachers in the pro-

cess of evaluating .instructiqnal materials, it is interesting fo note

.= that his concluding statement remains uiheeded; "ance teachers: have
) ] : _ . * v
such data (that) they can or will use those data to modify their inter-

action with 1nstruct1ona1 materials". (p 15).
{

~ . . Ward (1968) proposed the fo110w1ng f1ve quest1ons as a start1ng

‘students: o z

1. Does the material or device have sUfficient attracttve-

‘ness or cur1os1ty value for the ch11dren you teach?

) . _ : »” :
. : . s
. .

L ]

4
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2. Does the material lead to learnings dévéféﬁﬁﬁjisments

Which are in the ma%nsfféam of your pupils' needs?

e 3f Are the contents “and subject'matter of the mater1a1
j accurate and re]evant’ . ' o |
ﬂ.'-ﬂDoes the teach1ng va]qe Just1ﬁJ-the cost of the‘pmter1a1?
N * 5. . chn the materials or the procedures whi ch the. mater;a]s L
suggest be adapted tdeetter feet 1nd1v1dua1 or*local a
Lj neéds? (p.. 22) . : ) o &
Above all, Ward implored teachers to maintain 2 séhsé'af sbiectivity
+ and to "be the competent professional who selécts and tses 1nstruct1dnal
~mater1als in order to 1ncrease the 1earn1ng ‘of children" (p 23)
s o _ érane and Abt (1969) dev1sed a system whereby curr1cu1um materials
5* . _". for secondary level students cou]d be sele ted on the basms'of numer1ca1

4 o
rat1ngs. Four areas--coverage, approprTateness mot1%at1on, and cost-=

were identified as the major criteria for selection dec1s1ons. Maaor

and minor -subcomponents for each of these areas were also 1aéntifiéd

— . \ o

Thus; a teacher could rate an instructional material on a sca]e betw
o - §T o ;.
Q and 200 points. . In addition, the authors' provided student and teacher

_QUéStionnairéS'to aid in determ1n1ng preferences for curricu]um mater1als.;

Unfortunately, Erane and Abt did not describe how the.fdur criter1a
or the maJor and m1nor subcomponents were chosen; nor d1d they exp1a1n
how weﬂghts were ass1gned to each of the selection cr1ter1a Further-,

nbre, no evidence was provided of the reliability and va]idity of "the

\\\;~// selection process. However," desp1te the shortcom1ngs of their selection

procedure; Crane and Abt's work represents an attempt at quantitative]y,

rather than subaectiyejy; measur1ng the value of educational progucts.
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In another effort to provide gu1dance in the Se]éct1on b{ilnstruc-

: t1ona1 materials Edgm1nger (1970) advocated the use of—moda]1ty leari- ~ -

R 1ng thebry when se]ect1ng, deve]op1ng, and mod1 1ng/1nstruct1ona1 ma-
. g

ter1a1s foe'1earn1ng d1?%b1ed studenis; The auihor noted that alth0ugh'

teachers are usua]]y fam111ar with the theoret*ea] pos1t1ons pszosed _
- . 14

‘ for“teach1ng the 1earn1ng d1sab1ed, no rat1ona1e exists for how to com- '

b1ne educat1ona1 theor1es and 1nstr6?t;una] mater1a1 Conse":nt1y,;he_
‘'suggested that" StUdénts be evaluated/in order to.determine their learn
N ing modality strengths\ahd weaknesses : On thé_Basis_éf;SGch_an evalua-

_tion, instructional mater1a1s should. be chosen to complement students’

g
o - Ty]er and K1e1n (1973) maintained that the absence of écvernmental

superv1sion bf educat1ona1 products, "a lack of knowledge aboutvtge

; A -
fields of curr7cu1um and 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s HF d1sagreements among
the qract1t10ners~1n educat1on about ;the formu]at1on ef/gu1de1ines for - B

7

eva]uat1ng material’... and a 1ack of know]edge about part1cu1ar f1e1ds"

- (p: 52) are all reasons why, 1n the past, so 11tt1e at;ent1on yas paid

to the se]ectwn\oﬂ curricular and 1nstruct1’bna1 mateﬁa]s Accord1ﬂ7 -

to these authors, the recent emphas1s bn carefu] se]ect1on of instruc- ,“ X

L}

| t1ona1 materiats is the-resu]t of 15 yé%( of curr1CU1ar refofm, an 1n-
. creased awareness of the\need to attend to the students' '1nd1v1dua1

Nearning needs, and’ a grow1ng concern for 1mprov1ng teaching effective-
ness with atl students. T I : . ST

~

fyief and'Kiein (1973) advocated that materia]s be eva]uated in
terms of “rat1ona1e, specif1catnons, appropr1ateness. effect1veness,
: cond1t10ns, practicality and dissemination" (p. 53). From these,;even
areas the authers formu]ated 43 reconmendations germane to the selection

v A




. . . . . .. 6 . 7'77 ) 7” o o .
,of instructional ﬁéter?éﬁs" However, 1t was noted that not ‘all the’

~.

recommendat1ons are consistently utilized by 1nd1v1dua1s respohs1b1e\/3

for se]ect1ng educational products :

In his concern with the prob]em of selectlng appropr1ate educa~

tionab mater1afs, B]eIJ (1975) warned that there W111 cont1nue tq be , BF

unscrupu]ous producers of educat1ona1 materia]swas 1 ng as’ there are

'_ consumers who do not ut111ze sound se]ect1on procedﬁres anseq0ent1y,.
-he suggested that mater1a1s can be effect1VeJy evalqated if "obJectxve
measurab]e standards (b 19) are ut1Tf2bd rather than subgéct1ve judg-

3

nEnt;; The’ f1rst step 1@1§1e11 3 l1st of fundamenta1 components of

vteach1ng materials 1nvo1vesrcompar1ng the mater1a1 ‘to’ thDsE fundamentals

. and-answer1ng the bas1c quest1on; "8o the materials ?it §6ur needs?" (p;-’

' o ' -éB;; Th1s represents what Bleil ca]]ed the "1ook for" part of the pro-

cediire . The second part of the process was’ descr1bed as the "look out

o«

for". step. Accord1ng to B1e11, a person se136t1ng 1nstruct1ona1 ma-~

tﬂr1a1s must "Jook out" for the - fo]]ow1ng ] mag1c so]ut1ons, d1agnostic

the op1n1ons of others: before déciding to purchase a g1ven educat1ona1

quoduct Torassist the consumer in develop1ng h1s "owi spec1fic apprai-
.

Tteacher needs, student needs. and genera] needs.

&1e11 also d1siussed Same ‘of the issues re]ated to the validation

of 1nstructiona1 mater1a1s If the va]idatfon process has not prov1ded

ui b q;efu] 1nformation, it is use]ess A]so, "different categorfes of fa= Y
. . . .
- tertals demand d1fferent eva]uation leve1s (p. 284). Thus, in- add1t1on .
’ . i’ » . _; i
v ” ey
<3 ~
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*

tion of teacher performance.
| Cost effectiveness of a product (i.e., as "price per unit of re-
sults”; (Bleil, 1975, p. 25) is another feature to be considered when
selecting instructional material. According to Bleil, "in education,

it is a paradox that thousands of dollars can be spent for salaries to
invent something which could be purchased off the shelf for sjeo;oév
(p: 25): -

Overall; selection of instructional materials was summarized by -
Bleil as a two-step process: "(1) ask the right questions, and (2) -
be prepared o use the answers" (p. 26). , A

Effective instruction, according to Niedermeyer and Moncrief (1975), |
is dependent upon the éaFg?ui seTection of instructional products. The .
authors proposed seven questions that must be answered in order to de=
scribe the elements of an educational products.

1. Does the product specify outcomes in terms of student

behavior?

nNS

Is student progress measured frequently?

W

Has product validity been verified across settings?

a. Aféesuffiéiéht practice opportunities provided?

5. 1s training provided for product vsers? | o

6. Does the product provide a means of reporting pupil
progress to parents?

’

7., Are time and cost requirements commensurate with

anticipated pupil progress?



R

Béii'(ié76) out11ned a series of criteria to be used by teachers

Wa

in se]ect1ng 1nstruct10na1 materials. The mater1a1s se]ect1on form
L

cons1sted of 50 subitems grouped wfth th 'ff11ow1ng six areas: (a)

promotes 1nteract1ve qua11t1es among studants—-mater1a1s are appr0pr1ate

ki

teacher cont<ol]ed mechan1sms, (d) prov1des Wnstruct1ona1 support, (e)

N verification é}ErVa]1dat1on is apparent. (F) prov1des fo]]owup act1vit1es

(pp: 209—211) Ball also reggnnwnded Ehat,.1n add1t1on to theﬁread1ng

w0

. teacher; both profe§stenal and lay persons shpu]d be 1nvolve in thé‘

g. ap ropr1ate suppiementany ‘veadin g matér1als Among )
. ' S LR e
thé indivi dé1s identified-were "teachers, read1ng.;on$u1tants and spe- ji«

- process of se]ect1

=1

al

-J\
'm'

Efa1?§t’* students; parents, curricuium specia11sts. and amenTStrat°r5

- i ~ step ca]]ed for .an examination of the env1ronment;_wh1chrwas'définéd
a5 "the kind of teacher you are énd‘thé ty'p'é"o'? ciésémom'-yé'u ha‘vé“
( }56) The seeond step, wh1ch examlned siudegt needs ; 1nvolVed a
series of substeps,,j e., 1dent1f1cat1on of st d:nts “ages and 1eve15;
of performance; academ1c strengths and weaknesses, ‘and learning mo; ¥
d%iitiés;' In addi tion to student needs, teacher.needs, step three,
were a]so cons1dered to be\1mportant To 1dent1fy teacher needs,

\ —— .
Bo]and suggested that tedching responsibllities be determined and ana-

lyzed along With personal teaching strengths and Weaknesses; The fourth .
step in the process proposed by Bol%nd involved respaﬁa?ng to general ..
questions concerning the materials under considerat1on Eiémpjéswot

this type of questions inglude: . what type of materia] is néédéd?i how
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exh1b1ts of 1nstructioha1 mater1a1s, study1ng pub11shers cata]ogues,
ta1k1ng to mater1ais saTes répresentat1ves or company consu]tants, ex-

-am1h1ng a&Vert1s1ng 1n profess1ona1 Journa1s,lask1ng co]]eagues for

ation, For exajm"p'iéi the teacher must examine whether there is any re-

;is arch’ ev1dence to support the product"s eff*ct1ve' ss and how much
adaptation 1s necessary before the mater1a1 woluld be a usefui‘téachihg,
resource-v In th1s context Bo]and 11sted 15 other questions re]ated -
to the phys1ca1 and oontent character1st1cs of the material to Wh1ch |
the teacher shou]d respond before mak1ng a purchase dec1s1on

Watson and YanEtten (1976) developed a materials eva]uat1oh form -
designedvto assist teachers o? thelieérning'disabiedlﬁn selecting in-
structional ﬁétér?éis for their stu&éhts. According to the authors,

s a thorough mater1a1s ana]ys1s mus t prov1de answers to the fo]]ow1ng,

S . -quest1ons , - ' \

®

1. what are the characteristics of the person for whom .

the mate ia] was designed?  _——_ -

B 2. 'What is the material 1ike?” That is, how is it organized? ° .
. What does the leaimer have to do with the materials? How

_does the learner get feedback on his performance7 Hoh£1s

- R " learner performance ‘evaluated?

5 : S .

P A
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3. What is required of the teacher? and
4. What data are available to indicate whether this
program- works or 1s worth the money? (p. ii)
On the basis of:these quest1ons the authors formulated a haterials.

Evaluation Form by wh1ch to 3udge instructional mater1a1s in the fo]]ow

ing areas: Learner Character1st1cs; Purpose of‘the Mater1a1; 0rgan1za—

o,

of Progress, Eva]uat1on and: Data Record1ng Procedures, Teacher ano]ve—
ment Required; Teacher Aids, Potpourr1, Eff1c1ency Quotient, Field Test
Data, and Research Data (pp. 14-17)
Although Komoski (1978) did not specif1ca11y address the "how to"
1 aspects of 1nstruct1ona1 materials se]ect1dn, it was his opnn1on that

1n chooslng curr1cu1um materials, a schooL g1ves 11tera1 and - tangible

. :’.-

P

form to the curricU]um dec1s1ons it has made or has 1eft unmade, for

any curr1cu1um dec1s1ons Teft unmade w111 be made by ‘the mater1a1s that

) Y

are ‘chosen" (p 46) Therefore; the process of se]ect1ng educat1ona1

~
.

products must y1e1d mater1a1s that fit the teacher, the 1earner, andi

, the_curr1cu1um; "According to Komosk1; "the value of an 1nstruct1ona1‘

product in 5 _particular schoo] curr1cu1um is d1rect1y proportTonate to?

t th t schoo] has made 1n the process of choos1ng it"

2"

~ the investment t

(a; 4851 An 1mportant reason for carefu 1y se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1

’

materials is to avo1d purcha51ng what Kofm sk1 described as "closet cur-

w1th tang1b1e ev1dence of once-tried and aborted curr1c%1mn changes; in

the fonn of curr1cu1um mater1a1s once fash1onab1e but ‘now unused" (p;

'dé); Eonsequent]y, Komosk i recommended that school d1str1cts prov1de

-

»

) ;

B i ‘ g 27

ST reutum, cﬁanga—" théf‘1s‘“"c1assroom clbsets and scheol stqrérooms’ f111ed .



"'studént béhavior; and total classroom énVirohméht“ (p; é). Also, teacher

o acqua1ntance with ex1st1ng mater1a]s; aﬁ)awareness of trends in 5ubaect

19

inservice training for those individuals responsible for selecting

" eurriculum materials:

Woodbury (1978) was primarily concerned with identifying guidelines
fok regular class teachers to follow in selecting all types of educa-
tional materials. In addition, she presented some interesting points 5
concerning the use of instructional materials in schools: Although; as

pointed out by several ‘authors, students spend from 80-95%. of the schoo]
day us1ng some;form of instructional 6;;;;?;;t’/th%re-1s surpr1s1ng]y
little usable research on their actual use, nor is there much helpful
theory on the process of selection” (p. 6): One reason for this scar-
city of information is that the role of instrictional materials in the
schoo) program is seldom evaluated “independent of teaching strategies,

i

N

complete "dec1s1on mak1ng process Fé?u1r1ng a cr1t1ca1 mwnd "a w1de

<

schoo] popu]at1on (both students and teachers)" (p. 7) i
f
: To fac1]1tate the select1on of 1nst;§tt1ona1 materaals, Woodbury

34

out11ned the respons1b111t1es that each of the f6110w1ng groups should s
assume in the process: adm1n1strators,,med1a adm1n1strators, purc as1ng_

_-agents, curriculum éXﬁerts; edugaxfonal researchers and evaluators, par- .. zr»

éﬁi§f”§ifﬁiéﬁé; librarians dnd media specialists, teachers, teacher cen-
ter béfébhﬁéi;'éﬁ&'é£08éﬁfé' Fd?fﬁéfﬁﬁ?é; the author provided a list

of questions and resources “for se]ectiOn comm1ttees to ut111ze 1n the

I
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decision naking 596¢ess— A samp]e materials ana]ys1s form developed by
the author was also presented '
Teachers, according to Dermant (1979); often experience probiems

in se]ett1ng 1nstructiéna1 mater1a1s for their stndents At first

“~glance, it appears that there 1s an 1nf1n1te nnmber of materials from

wh1ch to-se]ect. However; a closer 1nspect1on reveals that frequent]y

whom it is being chosen. To alleviate this problem; Dormant suggested.

that the teacher must'have a firfi understanding of each student's in- =v

~ structional needs based on an analysis "of the learner; the subject

matter and of the 1nstructlona1 environment" (b éié); énd "the kinds

and the extent of the analyses (being) app?bpr1ate to the student per-

;4f0rmance des1red" (p 231),-e g., a teacher des1r1ng to teach the sk111

~

;student performance in th1s area.

To facilitate and systematize the selection proces Dormant (1979)

listed five phases. The first phase involves an identification of stu-_n'

,;' S L Z
dents' instructiona] needs.t The information collected here wou]d re-

sult in a compilation of attributes the mater1a] must possess. Such

attributes might be subdivided into the following three categories:

"essential, adaptable and preferred attributes” (Dormant; 1979, p. 233).
The ééébnﬂ nheéé 6?>thé process .involves collecting 1nformat1on

in-service. training sessions ... commercial catalogues, profess1ona1

jeufnais .:: and from information retrieval systems (NICSEM; ERIC)":

A



-

1 235). Th1s'stEp constitutes the fourth phase of the seiéction Process.

evaluative efforts" (p 236) There! 3%7

;f.part1c1pate act1ve1y 1n the eya?uatif_

leva]uat1on process must Be c]assroom spec1f1c rather than h1g€ﬂ eu

ret1ca1

(Dovmant, 1979, p. 234). During the th1rd phase of the selection pro-
cess the 1dent1f1ed mater1a1s are matched to 1earner needs whereupon'

\

assessment of content accu?acy and appropr1at ) s (Dormant, 1979, p.

The fifth and final.step requires that the material be used with the

student(s) for whom it was selected. At this point, therefore, the

ultimate question s, "Does the material teach what it's supposed to

teach?" (Dormant, 1979, p. 236) ]
. In Dormant's view, "The c]assroom teacher is engaged 1n a decision-

. . S
oriented inquiry of the most pragmat1c type’ Try1ng to apply the tech-

‘niques of carefu]]y des1gned conclusion=oriented 1nqu1ry is not 11ke1y _

to revea] any truths but is 11ke1y to cause teachers tovabandon;aJ] i

if *chers are‘e‘iﬁéa%éé ta

'{'? urr1cu1ar mater1a1s, the

- materials from which'teachers can select *thos é materi 15 .
A ]

t
7
earners on re]evant

which w11T best sustain the energy of 1

.

1earn1ng tasks( and:(2) unless teachers know-how to make

efféct1ve use of such mater1a1s, the PL 94 lﬁz\mandate re-
) ;:"

quiring teachers to des1gn and 1mp1ement an "1nd1V1dual



s

z'i.

-or her classroon 1s.un11ke1y to be met. (p 188)

kaaagk% also reported sonE‘startiihé’daag concerning teacher par—
0 ‘:~4 _ _ .
t1c1pat1on in the se1ect1on of educational materials. Results of'a sur-

-

Eichanée revealed that° (a) 45 percent of the 1nd1v1duals surveyed 1n-jv

.

‘ most used in the1r classroom§, (b)rthe rema1n1ng 55 percent (those who

do part1c1pate in the se]ect1on process) 1nd1cated that they spend ap-

.

. prox1mate1y ane hour annually to accomp11sh ih1s task; and (c) less:

n half a? th same 55 percent reported that they had rece1ved tra1n-

g in how to effect1ve1y use the mater1als that were se]ected ) __a

b= T

i

. On the basis of these f1nd1ngs, Komosk1 noted that regular c1ass§;
Foon teachers are in_an unlikely position o select materials designed
to meet students' educational needs: Furthermore, Komski questioned |
the ability of regular classroom teachers who are responsible for de-

veloping individual education plans to do s¢ effectively given their
\_/

'apparént lack of tra1n1ng in. how to select 1nstructlona1 materlals,

the 11m1ted amount of time they spend se]ect1ng such mater1a1s, and,

in many cases; the1r lack of tnv01Vement in the se]ect1on process

| Based on 1nterv1ews, ‘the author concluded that the above- ment1oned'

_ shortcpm1ngs re]ated to materi s e]ect1on were more representat1ve of

~ the pract1ces of regu]ar teachers than spec1a1 educat1on teachers ?of

.. more attent1on to, and s much more concerned abqut the effect1veness

.

o

Cs E?i;‘_ ;vi’ i : ._:f

)

Vs

«f‘;_?
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.
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~and appropriateness of a specific %hstruét%ohai ﬁateriaizthah is the

‘ regu]ar classroom teacher" (Komoski . 1979, p. 192)
) %uccessfuﬂ

ffﬁf! mereJy as 2 resu

1mp1ementat1on of PL 94-142 howeVer, w111 not. occurs

t of providing teachers with time for and tra1njng in
’ifﬁ’fruct1ona1 materials for the handicapped. Rather,

o~

chanﬁes\must tak

materials and*'M§ng tﬁoSngﬁo e§tab11sh ELe4p011c1es that govern the
. —

g.: ?_“;'i - the selectlon

lace "among,tPose who deve]op and market 1nstruct1ona]

fadoption, se]ectlon, and pu;chase of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1" (p 194)

,For, ‘as Komesk1 stated ' i;$?};ﬂ. SRR )
- .,:., ‘ . . R '-_ . . ;,—N) )
i . ¢ if PL 94—142 1s tru]y en§§rced not*on]y w111 c]assroom o ¥

‘e

teachers find themselves in, need of. the sk111s and tech-_
- n1ques that w111 enab]e them te BuiId, 1nd1v1dua1 educa-

.t1on p]ans s but they W111 a150 need matex1a15 that have

T 195) S

ey se]dom know what to look for
when exam1n1ng such products ConseQuent]y, teachers "cont1nue to be é

19A;' : 1nf1uenced by the 1nstruct1ona]19'1ess essent1a1 character1st1cs of
. r KN

mater1a1 such as packag1ng, prest1ge:cf author or deve]oper, and of
avo1defa111ngtfqr~such features, teachers shou]d ask "the bottom—11ne- _
of-Tearning auestiéh“ W111 this material help a teacher (e1ther my- ~
~self or thé.ﬁerséh I'm select1ng this foﬁ& to change a 1earner s behavior
. ﬁaré'e?féétﬁséiy;zﬁBFg eff1c1ent1y, or more humane]y than the mater1a1

I'm now us1ng?“ (Komosk1, 1979 ppP- 202~203)
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The relatnonsh1p between teach1ng and 1nstruct1ona1 materials was

R

descr1bed by Cohen Alberto, and Troutman &1979) as: 1nseparab1e 1n that '?,

the 1nstruct1ona1 materials tie together thé curr1cu1Um, teach1ng methods,

'and students 1earn1ng ach1evements - To ass1st~teachers 1n mak1ng worth-

L

wh11e se]ection dec1s1ohs, Cohen et a] recommended the use of an 1nqu1ry

- :"»‘ ) 77. ’ S . ; ).
under cons1derat1on R : e P - \

. Each quest1on relates d1rect1y to the follow1ng pedagog1c3

: concepts. (1) Who—urefers(to the target populat1on, (2)
- o ’_' : Why-—refers to the purpose .of the mater1a1 (%) What—rre-

?ﬂ** - Ters to “the structure, format, methodo]ogy, construction,
o - funct1onf and.qua11ty, ard (4) How--refers to process,
aaaagéaeaa feedback, response models), generalization, .

‘ adaptat1on, and sequenc1ng (p 7) . . o

Schwartz (1979) found that teachers of hand1capped h1gh school stu-
;dents exper1enced even more d1ff1cu1ty f1nd1ng suitable 1nstrdct1ona1

mater1als for the1r students than d1d teachers &f elementarydage stu- I'

'ts must not only be des1gned

"y dents Mater1als for h1gh school sturi
| to meet the1r academ1c needs, they must alse. be in keep1ng w1th the1r
1eve1 of soc1a1 matur1ty ana}]y;.th1s group of stddents must“be pro-
y-'lded with materials that ‘Jook 1ike those used fn the régular school pro;' "
gran. o S |

To ach1eve these goa]s Schwartz advocated dea11ng only with estab-

e

::11shed and reputable pub11shers and purchasing mater1a1s fOr wh1ch fweld—-

test dat are ava’{abié. Schwartz further suggested-that teachers conduct '

] - . . LTX . . . .
s . . . - . e . o e
. I L e RO . . :
B : tat . N — - — .
o\ . . : Ay . 0 t - - N
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a "superficig] evaluation" of materials under consideration for purchase,

'Y

-that is, thé material is examined in order to determine "659i5us’¢haf-

acteristics ]1ke the pub11sh1ng company, author or des1gner of the ma-

-

ter1als and the date of pub11cat1on" (p 20) Dur1ng this evaluation

‘OWn teaching sty]e Product durab111ty and ease of stor1ng should also

be cons1dered beforé the métériairis subjéctéd to é'“mbré ih:déﬁth con-

-~
of the mater1a] and such:cons1derat1ons as Whéther or not the material

will fit the number of students who.w11] be using it, qua11ty and rele=
.jvance of photographs and illustrations including rac1a] and sexua] ba]-.
3 ance " The f1na] cons1derat1on in the se]ect1on process deals W1th the
édéﬁt55111ty of the maﬁar1a1 Adaptab1]1ty here refers to Ehe "variety
5 . of .ways materia] can be adJusted for c]assroom s1tuat1ons" (p. 21).
e o ' Hasaz1 s (1979) gu1de11nes for selecting instructional materials

il

\cons1sted of nine quest1ons to which. Ee potent1a] purchaser/developerﬂ

of 1nstruct1ona1 prodncts shon]d respond before buy1ng or creating a ‘

- ¢

new mater1a]

1. _Does the 1nstruct1oni] program deser1be its. a1ms or
goals? o 3 o . }ﬁ<'
. 2. Does the instrictional program describe the éhébiihg -7

:"51' E jsk1lls or prerequ1s1te steps requ14gd to reach the

Vi
EN

ff1na1 goal?

3. Are there prov1s1ons made for as séss{hg a child's

2 S - | i

o - -
Pl ] .- . . .
: ' . “ .
- . . .
R - 34
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respond1ng? ]

~

5. Are there brdvisions for deiiverihg feedbéeE\éﬁd céfieét

6. ,Does the 1nstruct1ona1 program prOV1de a measurement system
' ¢
that conta1ns periodic check po1nts and prOV1s1ons for mov-_

ing a ch11d ahead, or reprogramm1ng for skills not learned?'

7. Does the instructional program a]]ow for responses}to be

made in a variety of ways in order to demonstrate Aearning?

., 8. Does the instructional prograr suggest strateg1es for en-

variety of learning éhV?FﬁhﬁéhtS?
T 9. Does the instructional program appear 1nterest1ng ant
funct1ona17 (pp: 32-33) |
= ,Borden (1979) presetited a mode1 for materials ana]ys1s 1nv01V1ng
the use of a gr1d system on wh1ch ratings of 1nstruct10na1 mater1a1s
cou]d be recorded: In this connect1on the author a]so proposed a num- ;

ber of eva]uat1an cr1ter1a which could be used for 1nstruct10na1 ma-
ter1als ana];s1s The criteria were grouped. according to the f0110w1ng
f1ve areas: (a) Objectives; (b) Ski]] requirements and sequence; (c)
Instructional techniques and requirements; (d)‘MotiVatiogfl factors;

ahd (e) Evaluation. whiié Borden noted that the above cfiteria were

' su1tab1é for his use, he 5uggested that other eva]uators m1ght 1denf1fy

~

. and use other evaluat1on cr1ter1a &e

Wilson (1978) described the instructional materials selection pro-

- - oY -

cess ir}térﬁs of a "curricllar-student-teacher triad" (p. 374); that is,

N
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W

who must act as ‘the cata]yst to assure interaction among tﬂe other two -

RN | . .  ...2?

i
.

ea'h aspect of the tr1a§)1n some way 1nf1uences the other two: in order .
to make a wise sele 't1on. the teacher must examine curricular student,
and teache?ﬁvar1ab1es Wilson noted that while 1t is nat uncommon for
teachers to carefully attend to the curr1cu1ar and student var1ab1es

they frequent]y\pverlook the teacher variable. Since ' 1t is the teacher

components h1s/her des1res, know]edge, and competence must be con- ﬁ
s1dered" (Wilson, 1978, p. 376). Spec1f1ca11y, W1lson suggested that

mater1a]s under cons1derat1on be exam1ned on the bas1s of (a) b1b11o-

R
e TG

4
graph1c 1nformat1on, (b) pr1ce, €c) instructional area, {d) sk1l]s scope_..

~

and sequence; (e) component parts, instructiona] JeveI %pa11ty, rormat
[N

~ data; and methodo]og1ca1 approach, and theoretical bases (p. 381). Since

the above cr1ter1a are not inclusive, an 1nd1v1dua] respons1b1e for se;

1ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 materials may W1Sh to add’ others or, expand and
adapt those presented e |

ﬂithouéﬁ Béndér-and Baker-(1979) were primariii concerned'hith pro-
v1d1ng guidelines for tﬁe se]ect1on ofsocial stud1es mater1a1s, 'heirf
proposed seTect1on criteria are. app]1cab1e to anyone respons}ble for

rev1ew1ng and se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 products Accord1ng to these 'g .

i, &

1. Many persons shou]d be 1nvoIVed in the process: tﬁe .

profess1ona] teach1ng staff eh11dre”’bu11d1ng adm1n1- E
. i T !
strators, and even, 1n ‘some 1nstances parents,

‘,"

be exp11c1t' These shou]d be deVeloped cooperat1ve]y by

those most concerned with and 1nvo]ved in the se]eet1on

.

available support mater1a]s, time requ1rements,_fie1 test_and-research o

* - authors the following e]ements must be 1nc1uded in the select1on proceSS' T



of these materials. ;fhese;statements of criteria must

not be b"séd on assumptionﬁor thoughtless expectations.

. 3 Empirical information about sources: for media. must be (0
;, expanded and critical annotat1ons of - resources and col-
o ﬁt. : lections must be available and used - L
| " 4. More kinds of 1nfonmation mus t be used, including pro-
.‘ fessional ana]ys1s and 0ser reports : §91dence of effect1ve-
' ness, 1earner ver1f1cation, and 1nstruct1ona1 va11d1ty 1s
requ1red to support th1s process. i
5. Excel]ent techn1ques for ‘examination and rev1ew must be
1dent1f1ed' quant1f1ed' and refined through use.  Compre-
hens1ve check11sts, rat1ng scales, aﬁa other hard evidence
. ' .;‘ must provide the criteria of acceptab111ty; Upstructured,
e if - - squEEt?ué comments will not.do-
6. _GBjéEtiVe évaiuéfiaﬁ of materials must be increased: ’
.7 systematic evaluation and verification of materials
, ‘through use must prevail. Opinion and impressions will_
T ’ , “hot do- "(Bender & Baker; 1979, p: 363)
2' In summary; the guidelines called for prospective users to exarsrie
materials under consideration in light of the follewing éli'g'nt areas:
. 7:' purpose producer, authent1c1ty, appripr1ateness, content, support1ng
op1n1on, supp]ementary 1nformat1on, and va11d1ty |
i 4’ The purpose of thé preVious sect1on of th1s rev1ew was to descr1be
. ex1st1ng approaches to the se]ect1on of 1nstructiona1 mater1a1s Latham
) (1974) summarized -the state Of-the art of_Tater1ajs selection in the .
. %o_ij'o'wing’ manner: "everyone is talking about it, néariy'-éVérgoné is
. | #
TR 8
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:doihg something about it; but no one Eéefﬁé to be g'éiting very far at'it"
(p. 11). Laghahié apofa{sa1 of the s’tuation nine years ggo was a fairly
accurate one, ahdlﬁhtoitﬁﬁétéiy; it has not 1mproved since then. Guide=
ﬁhéShi‘bbbSé_dbe iiia’té'?ia’I's selection have not changed appreciably over-
the last 15 yéaf's; While this phenomenon may be vidwed as evidence that
\ - the criteria identified thus-far are- appropriate; no reseé;ch:has been -
| "conducted to verify this notion: Furthermore, no research stﬁdiés have
examined whether or not those individuals who se]ect 1nstruct1ona1 ma=
ter1a1s utilize systematic procedures to accomp11sh ‘this 1mportant task
B  While much has been wr1tten about the need fog system tic se]ectjon.
pract1ces, v1rtua11y no 11terature 1s ava11ab1e on wh1ch or1teh1a, if
ony, are currently deemed 1mportant by those respons1b1e for séiéétﬁhé
instructional materials. ' Further research-in th#s area; théFé?oFé; |
should be d1rected at 1dent1fy1ng exnst1ng materia]s Select1on pract1ces

rather’ than descr1b1ng what ought to oceur. H1thout such 1nformat1on,

‘1hmrovements in materials se1ect1on procedures are un11ke1y to be im- -
i : . RS . :
"plemented.

used ?hterchangeably The rema1nder of th1s review 1s devoted to the
Titerature on eva]uat1on of 1nstruct1ona1 materials.
. An educat10ha] rev1ew was def1ned by Scheﬂ;or (1975) as "An act1v1ty

carr1ed out by an organization that must choose one ar severa] educat1ona1
N

S
i
s
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L products from many.- possib111t1es" (p 1). —§ehérmér differentiatéd Beéi

-
e

‘v-tween an educational review and an evaPuat1on stat1ng that "in a review,
very little t1me is spent rat1ng gach- product, usua]]y a matter of hoars"

(p 1).  The author made a further d1st1nction between an educationa] re-f

-

view and an eVa1uation say1ng that an eValuat1on co]]ects data about a

" product or products, while a review uses whatever data and 1nformat1on
are ava11ab1e 1n Order to make a dec1snon among products" (p '5; Hh11e;'
-_1n some 1nstances, eva]uat1on is carr1ed out as part of the review pro- .

;3cess, the rev1ew process, according to Schermer must be approached 1n _

an equa]]y systemat1c and 1og1ca1 manner as is a product eva]uat1on

f'ter1a1 wh\ch may be the subJect of a rev1éw, Hi.e., products;‘progréms;

,.and pract1ces

Rev1ewspmay be d1v1ded into two categor1es single or mixed topic.

A s1ngie rev1ew is used to dec1de among products W1th the same, or similar ~

lﬁ—l~%sub3ect—matter;—whereas mlxed,toplc,revlew,refers to- arseleet+on—proceduffr»c——

)

U7 used to choose among products represent1ng a w1de var1ety of subJect mat—-

ter. Schermer qdentified six kinds of dec1s1ons for wh1ch reviews may
be used:. (i) to deve]op a product, (b) to ,continue deve]opment; (c) to

d1ssem1nate a product (d) to package a program, (e) to reconmend a pro-,Af

dec1s1on is the one

&

duct; and (f) to use a product - The last’ type of
for which tka chers, schools and schoo] ‘boards w'u1d utilize the review

% . ,

. A

proceduré In such a review the cr1ter1on of appro '1ateness is of-ﬁost

K t1cu1ar student; schoo1 bu11d1ng, or schoo] d1str1ct
‘Evidence of product effectiveness is an aspect of the EEQiew.pFo;

cess 'that i§ often overlooked by reviewers. In Schermer's opinion; the

s T o T

N

.y






31

best products are not necessar11y those demonstrat1ng the greatest evi- |
dence of effectiveness: Rather, "the products w1th the best ev1dence o
.E;Wi1i_ténd to be the ones whose Qoais are the most straightforward
"and easy-to measure, and the ones that are used in situations where '
.—controls afé'éaéy to instituté" (p’ 13) Thus, reviewers Who 1nc1ude

evidence of- product effect1veness 1ﬁ the rev1eW procedure must be aware -
of “the possibility of b1as agannst those products whose goa7s;are not :

straightforward and easy to measure: ,‘ , |
Schermer divided the criteria-uséd in veviews into the -fojlowing
five categories: -

[y
.

the effect1veness of the product'

i

~N

the need for the product‘

the intrinsic qua11ty, § o on

-] W
“fﬁ. o
g .

the pract1ca11ty; and

5. the qua11ty of support1ng ev1dence (p 14) L S
\g Un]ess review cr1ter1a used as a product screen1n§ measure are
scaled, the reviewer has no notion of the extent to Whlch.each cr1teri6n

, has been met. . S RN
Schermer suggested that rev1ew cr1ter1a be v1ewed as "a cﬁéciiise f'

P

df th1ngs to cons1der" (p. 55), and stated that usgf@ réﬁﬁew cr1ter1a 3

- in this manner is S ;f;"fu “‘ ; ',':'

PO

: probab1y more 1mportant than trying to use’ criterya to get

. a set of numerica] ratings Wh1éh when averageﬁ W1th appro-'

ﬁ

priate weightings; will give an overa?i rattng. Perhaps a # ;,

:set of criteria Which can be used in Eh1f~way for all products

- will some day be deVe1oped but we- qava found no sign of it

at present p 55% o :’ ¢; ?5
. : . i
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, A model rat1ng form or1g1na11y des1gned fbr USé in nat1ona1 1eVe1

- rev1eWs was presented along with suggest1ons for mod1fy1ng it to make

. A
o u-.,‘

th app11cab]e ina var1ety of rév1ew s1tuat1ons

iﬂﬁ‘more 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s pr1or to purchase; (c) to determ1ne.1f a 7

Brows (1975) proposed a mcthod for ana]yz1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s-

quest1ons A Q sheet "1s a gener1c,term wh1c refers to any standard sét

of questions, probes or program elements to be used as the bas1s for

"~ gram" (p. 411). Brown..-ou,thne'q a,-.:number_ of s1tuat1ons in Wh1'ch a syste:

matic analysis of i’nstruct’ion'a'i materials Wwould be use ful for “the educa=
tional pract1t1oner, i. e‘, (a) to exam1ne “the 1nterna] cons1stency of ..

o
commercially ava11ab1e programs, (b) to compare the quality of twn or _

student is exper1enc1ng d1ff1cu1ty because he 1s us1ng the ﬁrong'in-

structional materials; (d) to deveTop a curr1cu1ar h1story~6f a student\

C{(f) to he]p in systemat1ca11y‘1dent1fying the strong and weak compdnents

. of a g1ven 1nstructiona1 program (g) to aid the praet1troner 1n develop-

ing a systematic approach to ,matem‘éi:s adaptation; (h) to promote 'c'u’r-

ricular research by providing the es rcher w1th a means of systemat1ca1-

1y compar1ng or man1pu1at1ng mater1a1s var1ab1ess (1) to make.superv1sors

and cons u1tants appear- 1ess threaten1ng when they comment on the appro-
pr1ateness of mater1als used in an educationa] program; (3) to assist -

the pract1t1oner in determ1n1ng the s1mi]ar1t1és and differences in new

P

,
Y
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: mater1a1s, (k) to.increase profess1ona1 competence in the area of ma-

LYy R

-f“"" iiizht”i 15 spec1f:ca11y des1gned fer use with spec1a1 educat1on students
Wiederho1t and McNutt (1977) descr1bed some ‘of«the d1ff1cu1t1es

teachers éxpériéﬁCé in attempting to evaluate the appropriateness of

instructional materials for ﬁahaicappéa adolescents: Eurrent]y avail-.

‘}gabiéisei"ff guide]1nes have been des1gned to ass1st the teacher who

1s 1ook1ng for su1tab]e mater1a}sffor 1’”entary-aged students, thus

N - few, if any, guffe1%nes faé,séiééﬁing 1nstruct1ona] mater1a1s are avail-
" able for older handicapped students. |

The authors proposed a two-phase approach to coiprehensive eval-
T‘uation/of ips tructional materials for ﬁandicappéd‘adoiescents. fhe

first phase, static evaluation, occurs: when a teacher décides upon the

o - instructional materials or program to be purchased and implemented.
.§3 Dynmn1c eva]uat1on, on the other hand takes p]ace after the student
. &

has used a particular material or program for a per1od of time. The

)

purpose of th1s evaluation phase: ds to ass1st the teacher in determin-

1ng Whether or not the material appears to meet student needs and hence
1 -
whether the program ought to be mod1?1ed or discont1nued The auth

described five elements t0‘be consider hen perform1ng a status/ma-
’-_ter1a]s evaluation: "(1) relevance of the material to students’ ﬁééagg

(2) readab111ty levels of the printed materials; (3) language of the -
i o materials; (4) prerequ1s1tesg and (5) motivation" (p "):; ;

‘To conduct a dynam1c va]uat1on of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s the

';7- o {6ilawihg four ‘techniques were suggested: "(1) pre/post test1ng; (2)

- ‘aRalytic teachings (3) observation; and (4) interviewing" (p. 15). Each
~ ;';:ﬂ s F P . , . , 7'.77 ' ) ) S .
ORI téthnique requires that the teacher careful]y and systematica]]y examine

P

L A7 - ) "
4“. s - ﬂ//i
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As ltTeﬁti'Eﬁea_E?‘é‘ﬁiiﬁ's]’y;. no consensus has Beéﬁ.l'Fe'aCHed c"ofiiicéﬁiiiﬁg U
what 1is ﬁfééﬁt by Ehé term évawaf%aﬁf Ward {i9685 iﬁa’iﬁta’iﬁed‘ th'at-'"'w'heﬁ
a teacherfdecides to use or not use an avaﬂab]e material’; an evaluation
“‘S being made" ( 2&) whii ch; in turn* was cons1dered to be the startmg
. point ﬂ‘em wh1ch teachers m1ght beg1n to pract1 ce more str1ngent eval-

tmtfmproeedures o - .

’W's'{ (1979) descmbed eva]uatwn in far more g]oba] terms . 'ih'

< every time corporate decision-makers i'ri an educational
-y\
materials company decide to deve]op or not to deve]op,

ts market or nat to market— to rev1se or not to revise

t

apart1cu]ar 1nstruct1ona] mater1a1 ‘that material has

b

heen eva]uated And eVery time an editorial di rector

#écides to shape a mater1a1 one way rather than another,

‘v

.tﬁat mater1a1_ has been evaluated. Simﬂar]y, eVeY‘y time

a company sates representative decides to recommend or
. "~ ®t to recommend @ particular material 'to 'a prospective P J

-

3

xgrchaser', that material has been evéluated.. In addition,

'

swery time USOE, NIE, or any other public or private fund-

g agency décides to fund the dissemination of one ma

e ‘_ 5 not other matema]s, those matema]s have been eva]uated
i ;\ fikewise, every ‘time 2 teacher Eh06§es a matema] for c]ass—

o \ -;‘mm use from such a list; or from a pubhsher s catalog;

S ‘. w‘ at a commercial exhib1t that matema] ‘has been evafuated

o o v‘ikemse; every time that teacher uses a matema] for a spe-a

T fic purp&e or decides not tgguse 1t aga1n, that materia]

‘s been evaluated:; Final 1.y, a]though hard]y ever recogmzed

- . i
P - —
1

- — > _ . . ’

oY : ' . Y - 3
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likely to yield valid information about 1nstruct1ona1 maté?iais : Tb(
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1

- to that moment. For it is on]y at this moment of instruction; -

to come. to someth1ng approach1ng a va11d decision ‘as to the Ag;i;ja'

-effect1ve instructional valiue of a part1cu1af ihstfﬁétiéhal
material.~ (pp. 197-19,;p R |

Moss . (1968) described an eva]uat1on proCedure which relied on

teacher eva]uat1ons of materials use in c]assroo's as be1ng the most

compensate for such prob]ems as overa]ﬂscost time factors,|and various

: otherr1mpract1ca11t1es'1nherent in an evaluation system that ut111zes

P . .
only teacher input; the author proposed a system consisting of five

ﬁéVé1s 6f evaTuation iﬁﬁﬁt Br1ef1y, t 7ﬂfﬁfét ievel of input comés"

other IMC péthhhél or consu]tants in preparing an analysis of the con-

‘tent of the mater1a1 behav1ora1 obJectlves; task ana]yses, aha Fat?6ﬁ51é’

'

effect1venéss of materials in c1assroom s1tuat1ons gsearch Stﬁdiéé;

the fburth evaluation level, would prOV1de "findings on 1earn1ng var-

.

1abﬂes and ¢ ffects, teacher react1ons, 1nstruct1ona1 var1€h1es, and
effects of Snnovations in use of material, etc." (Moss, 1968, p. 305).

| )

1

‘.

»
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F1na11y, the 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a]s 1ndustry (1 e N pub11shers, pro-

o ’ ducers of.mater1als, aﬁd authors) were 1dent1f1ed by Moss at the f1fth. o
. % .
source of éva]uat1on 1nput respons1b1e for prov1d1ng a rat1ona1e and a

descr1pt1on of "the populat1on for whom a g1ven material was develope, : ;'

o

Accord1ng to Moss, the 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als producers m1ght a]so be
:respons1b1e for. supp1y1ng some of the 1nformat1on obta1ned from the

other four 1nput levels ’ N S ,'; ‘ T af:;» B

McIntyre and Ne]son (1969) proposed a. two- step approach to .the J-_€

'evaIUat1on of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als Immed1ate eva]uat1on of ma--

t1oaa] material check11sts. Thés check11sts wou]d proV1de 1nformat1on.

>

ab111ty, convenience in storage, probab]e attract1on to ch11dren, etc "

= L (p 25) The expert pane] members Wou]d then be-asked to determ1ne how

we]] thesmater1a] fit a given program's scoé% and sequence, d to in- - ,.'h

d1cate if a particular mater1a1 was in keep1ng with thefeducat1ona1

o

obJect1ves of the special schoo] or‘class
Wh11e McIntj?e and Nelson (1969) cons1dered this type of evaluat#on

3 1ntr1ns1ca11y usefu] ey suggested that, 1ded1y, 1nstruct1ona1 ma- - ) f

"Qr'.- .

ter1als s t- be eva]uated thﬁugh an emp1r,1ca1 framevi& 1nc1ud1ng

1. A statement of the educational obJect1ves whoch m1ght

"l

be achieved ‘through use of the 1tem ~ i,” h ;.‘:

‘

;2, A spgp1f1cat1on of the range %nd typé of. ch11dren or

i
youth to be 1nstructed w1th the 1tem ' 'y'

v ‘} 3. A descr1pt1on of the degnee of teacher Jnvolvement , J ;f -
and/or. competeﬂc1es requ1red (p }26) R '
x o . B
; % v . i
S S ‘ ' B | =
., ? i . : N ' ' : ( ) . 7. iﬁ 5{1 = . . . 7 .
B P : Cs v A - D ) : .
= s 1. j( 45 P : T -
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In aaaif{aﬁ;*tﬁéfaﬁiﬁa%s-éavaeaiéa examining a*matéfiaiigibras- -

abfiity of success——that is, esf1mat1ng whether or ‘ot certain educa-

‘iig‘ ' ,
£ ﬁe goa1s w111 oe reathed g1ven th":"pe of ;tudents “and- caliber of

1s1derat1on Furthermore,
”’tér1a1 be eva]uated in terms of its educa-

- - e
I . .
- . A

teachers who w111-us the mater1a1 under:'”

it was Suggested that a

S ot D
. t1ona1 eff1c1ency, that 1s, an eva]u must-]ook at a materia] in -

the mater1a1 (1 % ’ ease ;f use, conven1eg6e, ‘space requ1rements, etc. )

gk(b) amount of teacher 1nvo1?emeht'requ1red to ach1eVe max1mum educa-

. i ‘ Loy
t1ona]~benef1ts, (c durab111t§cﬁ%ng;jd) ev1dence that the material was

v

) o -respon51b1e for the attaﬁnment of changes 1n pup11 behav1or :
;McIntY (1970 de\\mw@:d“%valuat1on as "the baS1s for dec1sion ©

7 mak1ng, and as Such [it] in®ludes both descr1pt1on and Judgement, ahd

;co11ect10n of pert1nent,gata on wh1ch to ‘base Judgements“ (p 213).

Accord1ng{to McEntyre; evhluation and research are not synonymous terms}

~ In fesearch; validity measures should be gxternal rather than internal E
as, opposed to evaluation which is‘nat.as concerned with other popula-

tiaﬁs and ‘settings (generalization); and hence uses internal va1ia;ty

%
-

1_! .

measures § ' ‘-,',» .

)

. ‘d McIntyre 1dent1f1ed the fo%iow1ng four ap%toaehes to vnstrucﬁ1ona1

j/ " : materials eva]uat1on a u3111zat1on of expert Judgment (b) c§§§tiﬁn

4#} - ter teachers in the field who wou]dlpe pa1d for the1r services; and (dY ;}

having teachers 1n the f1e1d eM@]uate mater1als borrowed from an SEIMC.

R . . . .y

o

Y

E
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The author emphas1zed that ihe type of approach se]ected is de-

“a

ﬂi RN who perform the eva]uat1on. Above a]] the mater1als eva]uat1on pro-
cess must be "on- go1ng, cont1nu1ng and 1nteract1ng the data gener--

'fated are used to mod1fy the system, to make decﬁs1ons, to make the 1n-

1 e

: struct1ona1 system se]f correct1ng, and on]y data wh1ch can be used are

Eash (1969) des1gned an evaﬂuat1on 1nstrument to ass 1st 1n the

» . 4

. 1nstrumen? must be capab]e of p1npo1nt1ng 1nstruct1ona1 products that

. ,)@
s 'can be effect1ve1y }acorporated 1ntgAthe &ghoo] program.: Thus, the:
. N R /J f
Tesu]tant 1nstrument Was intended for gse in the se]ect1on of a var1ety

of 1nstruct1onatfbroducts

’organ1zat1on of the mater1a1 (scope
.

5 .
Four constructs-- - obaect1ves,

and sequence), methodo]ogy, and. eva]uat1on - - formed thejﬁas1s of the

. 1
) a#b ’\‘,—7 _ 77777‘ _ s
_ eva]uat1on for:é?ere prov1s1qns for a "sum-

, ;1nstrument Included-in

mary qpanmé;x] ve judgnefit, &n ozeraﬂ judgnént of the materials as a

)L,J. A
‘ 1earn1ng package,..;; an "uést10ns ﬁfii.: licit i ,Fm bn on deve]op-

T
1ng of those who

’Vie requ1red tra1

7 The proposed eva]uat1on proc
Wou1d eventuaT]y use the eva]uat1eﬁ,1ns"imlnt to ensure max1mum ut111-
serve part1£u1ar attention.

K] -~

e »zation; The fj;]ow1ng tra1n1ng outcomes

;r, 7””;1

When tééthéis

> v ’(‘ ' .
also became more aware of the\lntended use of thQse mgter1 s-and; con-
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. :

:i',ter1a1sitﬂﬁoften a maJor reason why certa1n materials fail to meet user

expectat1ons ‘As a result of systemat1ca11y exam1n1ng 1nstructlona1

¢ o

j{ mater1a1s, teachers” became aWare that "scarce]y any 1nstruct1ona1 ma-
ter1a1 is a se]f—conta1ned 1earn1ng package for a range of 1earners

(p: 2): Sdéh an awareness causes teachers to attend more carefully to

: match1ng mater1a1s and students educat1ona1 needs Furthermorei it

 wWas found that eva]natlons performed by two- to three—member teams re-

" Vsu1ted in more effectlve assessments of the materials than did evalua=
;.;t1ons performed by EdeV1dua1s | -

| The eva]uatlon éf 1nstruct1ona1 ‘materials was def1ned by Levine
(i§é§) as a "t001 for prov1d1ng today s teacher w1th a means of gett1ng
1nto ‘the Jung1e (of 1nstrdct1ona] materla]s), f1nd1ng part1cu1ar ma-

.termals—to meet her needs; and br1ng1ng them into the_c]assroom and
mak i rig eff’ct1ve use of them" (p. 1). Levine noted that while a réﬁéé"

of procedures have been 1dent1f1ed to assist the teacher 1n eva]uat1ng

' |
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\t1on Inst1tute a1med at creat1ng a 11brary of mater1a1 evgjuat1ons,‘
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;Wh11e at the same t1me systemat1ca11y study1ng the. ev% uatton proéess
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-j¢t1ctpate 1n %he Inst1tute 8 .' . f~; N

u

FoRN Lo
ThroI19h the Inst1 tute/the author hoped to dekrmin’é' (a) 1f d1f-

7f;fnrenf types o#'mater1a1s requwre the use of d1fferent eva]uat1ve c;g--

-~

J"j et 6(\ .
‘ “7g5ter;3 (b whafrcr1ter1a are 1dentif1ed by the pract1t1oner as 1mpor--“
S oERs

tant, (c) and whether or not 1t is poss1b1e, thr0ugh the use of a game

N R i P
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. asked when evaluating 1nstruct1ona] mater1a1s. In th%-course of the; :

<
"cost of the material, Whether it can be used 1nd1v1dua11y or in groups,

" the type of child it can be used w1th, azf/yhether it conta1ns student

- appeai" (Lev1ne» 1969, p 6) “A1so, it-was found that the cr1ter1a de-

A

' \'/Fequested to deve]op an eva]uat;:p form and later app]y it to a number_

of materials: AL this time; participants weredgiven an opportunity to
alter the Eva]uat1on Form AHoweveF’ only :minor changes Were-made ’

Fhe ma1n prob]em with th s approach to evaluation was the artificial

.
~

i . env1ronment in which the evalnatlons were performed Based on the con=

;used in the c]assroom were 1nc1uded in the study, an ongoing evaluation

group-- the EvaTuat1on Network of Indiana Teachers--was established. As

8 . a'result of Network neet1ngs concerning -the usefu]ness of the Eva]uat?oﬁ ,
- , L,
- Form in actua] c]assroom sett1ngs, it was determ1ned that the check11st

format was not 1nc1us1ve en0ugh Thus; b]ai& spaces were recommended./ .

l 1

;-.fk’ nat %ased on: the results of the-Eva]uat1on Inst1tute, the author coR-
c]uded that $% was, in fact, poss1b1e to- de5e1op a pract1t1oner-centered
approach to the eva]uat1on of 1nstruct1ona1 materials w1thout using h1gh1y

v soph1st1cated evaluation instruments. If teachers are to serve' as active

" participants in the evaluation process, they must serve “"as the developer y

of evaluative criteria, as the evaluator of the material, as the developer

/

ey

S

Sw g
Leoret
K YR
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of a,ven1e1e fot diSSémihatioﬁ; and as the reader of the completed eval-'

+

Baum (1972) reported the percept1ons of teachers of the menta]]y

' retarded concern1ng éhe1r ab111ty to eva]uate 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s,

téacher evaluations of materials were. of -more use to them than pub11s’

their w1111ngness to par 1cﬂpate in the evaluation process, and th”h

judgment of the ab111ty of others to Bvaluate c]assroom‘mater1a1s.- An
o . N A

11=item Listrictional Materials Evaluation Scale was mailed to 100 teach-

ers se 1ected from the membersh1p files of the Kansas Spec1a1 .Education

Instruct1ofa] Materials Center (SEIMC) Approx1mate1y 85% of the re-
spondents (92% of the membersh1p) 1nd1catéd that théy d1d fiot feel that
Over 95% of the survey respondents stated»that other teachers eva]ua-
tions of instructional materiéi* were of interest to them, and nearly

84% expressed an 1nterest in using eva]uat1ons completed by other bor=

~srowers of SEIMC materials. Near]y 84% of the respondents agreed that

.

claims. Further, survey resu]ts\overwhe1m1ng1y indicated (near]y 97%)

that teachers do not agree that pr1nc1pa1s are better eva]uators of ma-

terials than tfachers Slightty fewerfteachers'(BZ%) disagreed with the

statement that school psycho]og1sts are better eva]uators of 1nstruct1ona1

?

ﬁatér?ajs than teachers; s
In terms of Wi11?n§néss to participate in the éva1aéfiaﬁ 5féééss;_
the responses of the group surveyed were fa1r1y evenly d1V1ded as to

whether or not teachers have the time to eva]uate 1nstruct1ona1 products



o
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On. the basis of survey resu]ts Baum recommended that "the Reg1ona1
Center and its aff1]1ates mus t take the. 1n1t1at1ve in encourag1ng teach-:

ers to part1c1pat§ in the materia]s eva t1on _process and in demonstrat-
/

1ng 1ts va]ue to teachers" (p 50) To this ‘end; -Baum recommended that ,

SEIMC s provide preserv1c@ and 1nservrce tra1n1ng to enab]e teachers to

»

A systemat1ca11y eva]uate instructional products des1gned ior us '1th theh

‘ -
~

retarded. . ' o 1 L : f‘ .v;

McLaughlin and Tr11ca (1976)*advocated that teachers be 1nc1uded

in the p process of eva]uat1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s Their review of-

;

the‘11terature offe J fvrmher support for the need for teacher involve=

nt and 1nput qin the evaiuat1on process The authors suggested that

fter a g1ven mater1a] has been used 1n the c1assroom, it should be .

m |

mark, no 1onger than one page, and that requ1res from 10 12 ‘minutes to

\

g comp]etezf,Thé form developed by McLaugh]rn and Trlica focused on the . ...

é9a1uation of the following areas: curr1cu1um emphasis’ content; ap-
propr1ateness, 1nstruct1ons, phys1caJ characterlst1cs, and general 1n- o

format1on" (p 54)

<
‘s

uating a*var1ety of 1nstrﬂct1ona1 materials; ’ Thé'inStruméht conSistéd .

mater1als to wh1ch an evaluatpr was to respond by»e1ther checking "yes"

?;
v

i'.‘

or "no"

-

S

-

detgrmine whether or ot they serve as an a1d in the le rning process
r
In this c0ntext Fettpr consideréd’ eva]uators responsib]e for alerting

s

eva]uated by neans of . structured check11st that is easy to read and Y'*‘F:

. S

o
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_While much has been wr1tten concern1ng the.se]ect1on and eva1Uat1on

_;of 1ns ruct1ona1 mater1als need st111 exists for 1ndepth research in
_ ' P

this area As evwdenced in this rEV1ew;aeven the terms selection and

evaluat1on have seldom been adequately defined. .Rather, the suggested . .

def1n1tions’tend to be based upon author opinion. As a result, ‘the

_”samg prohlem is encountered when one éiaﬁ?néérthe plethora of selection

'... v

‘and evé4uat1on cr1ter1a that have been 1dent1f1ed in theé 11tera¢ure

W1th the" except1on of the study conducted by Lev1ne (1969), a]l 1dqnt1—

fied cr1ter1a haVe.been author, rather than pract1t1oner generated

-

. Latham s (1974) work prov?ﬁed evwdence that teachers are 1nterested 1n

; Y
less. than one-th1ndrof the 1tens,wh1ch commonty appear:on materiails

| evaluation forms. Consequently; there is a definite need for more re-

- ] L o . -
search to identify those criteria that are considered useful to.prac-

titioners, B S ' {

-

g A]though gu1del1nes have been proposed for se]ect1n9 and eva]uat1ng

' 1nstruct1ona1 materials for the hand1capped ex1st1ng research has not

examined the actua] pract1ces of spec1a1 educat1on teachers 1n this area:

S1m11ar1y. no research has compared their se]ect1on ‘and evaluat1on prac-

?

tices with those of regular classroon teachers. Accord1ng to the—re-

?rpom mater1a]s s]1qht1y more : than half the time Thus, it is TPQQTQ to

find that the mijority of art1clvs describinq selectionwcriteria:are

directed at teachers when, in fact. it 13 unknown whether or not teachers

' . o S
[ e O

serve 1n this capacity 1n mos t cases i o 'éj1m¢7

ri;
D2
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As iiiustrated'in this review of the ’e’xisﬁ’n"g’ iité?afa?é— sugges ted
procedures for se]ect1ng and eva]uat1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a15 vary

tremendous]y Ident1f1ed procedures range from redu1r1ng the pract1-

N 5

uation procedure is 1nherent1y better than others.
Few of the authors reviewed have suggested what is-to take p]ace

after a given mater1a] has been evaluated. That 1s; the dec1s1on to

choose one material over another is still dependent upon the sub3ect1ve '

Judgment of the person selecting the mater1a1 5. No one has deve]oped a

i
ﬁéthf that yields a rat1ngs scale of the mater1a1s under cons1derat1on‘
No cqnsensps—has been reached as to when 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als should

be- eva]uated Spme authors have suggested that a mater1a1 can only be

evaluated after it has been used-1n-an educational Sett1ng While theo—_i

‘retically sound, such an approach fails to acknowledge the fact that ﬁew

%
3!

1

';teachers have unlimited budgets for the purchase of instructional.ma- '2-r%3

ter1als and thatfsuch pro dures requ1re-a vast amount of-1nstruct1ona]
time. It is unrea11st1c to. expect that teachers have the t1me or the_.

1nc11nat1on to evaluate every piece of mater1a] used in an educat10na]

program. What is needed* therefore; 1s an effect1ve an d ?? cient method
-

that wou]d enable teachers to evaluate the re]at1ve mer1ts of a g1ven

v

program. ) ' ;j:wﬁ'

v

Most of the authors whose work was reviewed agreed that 1nd1v1duals

)

responSIbTe for se]ecting ‘and eva]uat1ng 1nstruct1ona1 materials cannot

be expected to do $o withoutradequate tra1n1ng However; responses to
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-mater1a1s have rece1ved 11tt1e tra1n1ng for this. lmportant funct1on

]

Teacher tra1n1ng programs must be cons1dered respon51b1e for de11ver1ng
quality trajn1ng in this area nd hence must 1ncorponate this component

inexisting curricula.

.

+

rounding the selection and evaluation of instructional materials; it

" dogs, however, -represent a starting point for examining the practices

employed by professionals respons1b1e fbr ‘selecting 1nstruct1ona1 ma-

- terials for the hand1capped At tH% séme t1me, it 1s ant1e1pated that
. _tﬁe feéu1ts of this study will: 1dent1f§ th'Sé se 1 t1on criteria that

‘are 1mportant in th1s proCess- F1na}1y,~the proposed~researcn répre:

o

sents an initial step in the deve]opment of a procedure for perm1tt1ng

v

~tnstruct1ona1 mater1a1s to be se]ected on the’b651s of a numer1ca1 rat1ng

LT - .6
) I T T T T e e e e . V.,_ R A -
_system as opposed to subJect1ve Judgment o R ;.
o ' e o
Y
%
8 ) 0
N ; , ‘

L N »ésii ~

While the proposed research-will not resolve all- thé issues sur-
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CHAPTER ILI -

: § /
METHOD OF -INVESTIGATION

~ Purpose R .

| The purpose of the present investigation was to develop a
weighted chdckiist for use in the selection of instructional materials o
tbr;stﬁdénts-rééeiﬁiné special edutatibn services. The deve]opment of

a weighted checklist involved the. fol]ow1ng seven phas (a) deve]op-
~ ment of field-test version of survey; (b) selectibn bf\éxpert reviewers; -

(c) distribution of field- test vers1on of survey; (d) subaect se]ect1on,

iﬁ] (E) survey Fef1nement, (f) d1str1but1on and return of survey; and (g)

T

) --data analysis:

’

Déﬂélé@ﬁéﬂt40f4£leld4185L Vers1on of Survey o _ _.} g

S . R

Deve]opment of the f1e1d-test vers1on of the research.survey began’

' 1n August 1980 A faeulty member 1n the Bepartment of Spec1a1 Educat1on

at the Un1vers1ty of Kansas served as a éghtent expert for the study ‘ feﬁr*'

~
“This 1nd1v1dua1 is an expert in the area of 1nstruct1ona] mater1als se- o

;: ;o se1e§}1on and eva]uat1on First 1t was necessary to 1dent1fy the se]ecf; ”:

| tﬁon triteria which had prev1ous]y been ut111zed in the 11terature The .
se]ect1on check]1sts proposed by 24 authors: were rev1ewed for 1nc1us1on

1n the field- test 5urvey A 11st1ng of authors, the t1t1es of the1r re-“

~

, spect1ve check11sts, and year of pub]1cat1on 1s(conta1ned in Append1x A.

Each author's se]ect1on cr1ter1a were sorted into the fb]]ow1ng broad

R

) i
.
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topic dreas: (4) tit]e/name of: product (2) copright daté; (3)"au

#’ : | 4 . :47 :
(3) author;

(&) non-sexist, noqrracjst b1as, (5) size, 3pace réquirémgnts; (6) num-

ber-of users; (7) instructions for teacher/student; -(8) target population;,

(9) teacher's guide; (10) physical characteristics, formats (11).time re-

&U?rémentsi (12) pub11sher, (13) adaptabi]ity,»(14) read1ng, 1nterest

7qu1rements, (IZ) ease of use, teacher tra1n1ng; (18) mot1vation,sappea1;

(19) research, field-test data; (20) method, technique; (21) technical

quality; (22) content; scope/sequence, accuracy; (23) objectives} (24).

price; (25) formative evaluation, feedback assessment; (26) amount of °

teacher involvement; (27) other. In all, 694 selection criteria were

i denti fied: Eaeﬁfaﬁ-féﬁ-aﬁ'gfaféﬁﬁf was examined and a decision was
’

o

{

" made as to whether 1t represented a unique cr1ter1on statement or whether ,

it was g»dup11cat1on of an ex1st1ﬁ§ statement A surVey item was wr1tten;

" for each distinct se]ection criteria: An agreement of 100 percent was

reached between the content expert and the proJect ﬂnvest1gator con-f )
R o
cern1ng the word1ng and content of the f1e1d—test research survey. Al-

together, the. f1e1d test version of the research quest1onna1re conta1ned

'iﬁé’cr1ter1on statements “ [ SR e g

‘Qb

[¢l

~
. .
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% uation of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als The expert panel members responses

*dat10n of tTe surVey 1nstrument but a]so provided a data base upon which

to compare ‘the respOnses of the research subjects. o _ ' }ﬁ
* ADlstnlbut1oh40f F[j;ngest Version of Survey
Awpacket of 1nformation was prepared and mﬁ11ed to each field= test
-

reviewér at the.end of January, 1981. Inc1uded in this packe t was (a)
a cover letter, (b) the field=test survey, and (c) a stamped/ self-ad-
dressed envelope designed to expedite return of thé field-test survey.

, - . , .

" The éavég 3ettér 6ut1ininé’the purppse of the study requested individuals
to serve ag‘éxaéﬁ reviewers ahid assured” them that participation ip the &
r | study Was vo]untary, conf1dent1a11ty of regponses was: a]so ggaranteed
;(A copy of the cover letter is conta1ned in Append1x B.) . The f1e1d‘?tesft3

. survey cons1sted of 10 typ wr1tten pages of reduced copy . D1rect1pns

for comp]et1ng the survey were pr1nted at the top of ﬁhe first page. Re-

, ‘viewers were asked to exam1ne the field-test questionnaire (see Appendii R o

é) and to circle on a scale from 1 (1gw) to 10 (h1gh) the amount of ‘1m--

portance ass1gned to each cr1ter1on in the se1g§t1on of 1nstruct1ona1

,1,

materia]sf Part1c1pants were asked tD c1rc1e only pne!number per 1tem
e .

and to refra1n from add1ng fract1ena1 or-Gec1ma1 pe1ntsaﬁ§sthe scale. 7
: D1rect)ons for comp]et1on of the %cale ‘were pr1nted agrthe ‘top of egch

‘ page of the survey In add1t1on, rev1ewers were asked to examine a]] ﬁ‘_/

’ﬁvﬂnﬁ-,,
- geeded to be 1nc1uded 1n the f1na1 quest1onna1relvers1on;~ Space (gs )
+ - > S ‘,-;*
provides 'at the end of the survey for 1nd1v1dua1s ‘to 11st3§9d?rate any

s ’ items they had added to the survey:. F1na11y, part1c1p§;ts want1ng to

.l cn\

t7 | R A
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-

talt N et e
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feceive coples of the. resu]ts of the study were asked to pr1nt the{F“

~§

' name and- address on the 1ast page of the survey Fo]]owup te{\\hone

calls were placéd to reviewers who did not return the survey w1th1n one

i week after February 16 1981 the return date spec1f1ed in the cherl

lettef. .

Subject Selection . L S Lo S .
An integral component of. this vesearch was the identification of

subJects respons1b1e “for se]eq;nng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s fbr spec1a1

-

educat1on students In this: connect1on, one- m1ght assume that random

" : :
se]ect10n of spec1a1 educat10n teachers Wou1d automat1ca11y resu]t in '

1dent1f1cat1on of those 1nd1V1dua1s who “are resp0n5157e for the se]ect1on /

~ '

of 1nstruétiona1 materla1s. HoweVer, research by EPLE (1977) offered

| Contrary evidence; noting that “not only are materials independent of
teachers! varisbles;, but they are selected by someone other’ than the~
teacher who used ‘them near]y 50% of the time" (p 27). Thus, selecting

on]y spec1a1 educat1bn teachers m1ght have resu]ted 1n the exc1u51on of

-

those 1nd1v1dua1s who arefresponsnb]e for purchasang mater1a1s_for c]ass-

roems and/or_libraries at tﬁé district 6r cooperative level. .
T 2 2 .2
; " - To avoid identifying the wrong popu]at1on, 1oca1 spec1a1 educat1on

aamihiStrétérsiwéré aSKed:te 1dent1fy s1x 1nd1v1dua1s in the1r respect1ve

7 d1str1cts who ﬁ%re respens1b gAor se]ect1ng 1nstruct1onaﬁjmater1als “The ]

‘ -1dent1f1cat1on of bétehtrr1 subaects for the study cons1sted of a three- ;//%,y
swppmmﬁs ' o '

S

- . The first step involved contacting state directors of special edu-
' catiah— fa thié éha— a téiéphéhéicaii was, madé to thé”aamihiStratiVé’ §\\\\<

‘f;if R ““‘;
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~ directors 6?-§5e§§éﬁ,educatiénf3n each state and the District of Columbia.
A T L ) T
In the middle of S@ﬁ%émber; 1980, a cover letter was prepared and mailed
toall state directors of special é&UEétiéh'(Eéé'ﬁbbend%x D). Inc;uded“'
R Qf the studyi?

' and a reques tha at each state d1rector provide a 11st of[théfnames aﬁm

" in the- cove# 1etter was a br1ef statement of the purpos

addresses of the directors of 1oca1 spec1a1 educat1pn progfams in h1s/hef

state: A stamped, se]f—addressed enve1ope w;s 1nchuded'

: to 1nerease the chances of the reque ted i ?ormat1on bging §upp11ed The:f,fg.

Aowup telephone calis

to?those state d1rectors who d1d not respond by Gct;ber 1, 1981, the re-

turn qiég-stlpu1ated 1n the 1etter; 'é

Local Directers SR

When each 1ist of local special education directods was received; a

'

number was assigned to each divectos in each state, and the total numbér

ivided into.

of directors per state was rechrded. The states were then c
? f:; . their respect1ve F‘dera1 regions At the inceptibn of the pfoject ‘it
T _Wai decided that 50 d1rectors of spec1a1 educat1on would be janabmiy se«
o lected from each Federal region. The total number of d1rectors chosen

'from each state was. expressed as a rat1o<6f the proport1on of d1rectors

R el -

per state 1n re1at1on to total number of d1rectors per Federa] reg1on
The actua1 number of d1rectors to be selected was expressed in re]at1on
-Jgg to 50 (i.e., the tota] number of d1rectors to be selected from each Fed-

eral region). Tab] 1 111ustrates how the number of directors to be con-

ﬁ
tacted 1n each state was determ1ned 1n one Federa] reg1on

R -
e

é&; .

i
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T B SRS N : sy
(‘~: e : ;2=f? f?: TABLE 1 :.' :»f’f';; f o ; i;; . s
] i§= " ;i, : Number of D1rectors of Spec1a1 L 'QZ/"' ' .‘

. : ‘ - ' Educgt1on;Se1ected in Ohe.Federal Rengh' S
. j§i7;47 ,{? e ' , o ~
. Nﬁﬁbé?:§$- Co ik :l.. ' Ngmbgrqui
o L S Local - . o , : B]PgCEQYS'f
Staté ) - Directors - Ratio - . . Selected
N canne-ctajeu-f LR 0/299mk0 [ xeipea
T A T ri“
' Vernont St s T 59/299=x/80 . xf20 |
New Hampshire =~ - 28 18/2988x/50. . x='3 )
Total . 299 <) | s '
. The [} act gg%ber of loan d1rectors needed frpm each state and the
) tota] umber of directors pe? state was;entered 1nto a m1crocomputer
; which randonﬂy generated sgts of the code numbers of di rectors of 1oca] .'”
T spec1a1 educat1on programs 3 Once the code numbers,of the d1rectors to
o | be contacted Weré obtained, the names and addresses of those directors }P !
. Were reco_,rded on a master mailing list to heip%xpédité' the: req’uest*ﬁjr‘r'. \
identification. of gué;écts. The master mailing lists were iateﬁ;used to {}.'
_ vb' o teco;dahdltrack thed%%tytn'ofvsubjects"names and addresses.
3T o o . -

ol T 7777k.7.777 . 7741 7"777717 7‘77"47‘.7‘? 77;7"’ - - T = T e, 3 -
e The final step in the subJect identification proceSS'c5h51sted of

prepar1ng a packet of 1nformat1on forg ach of the random]y se]ected local
ackets of 1nformat10n were ma11ed "

‘ dlrectors of spec1a1 educat1on The

v,

dur1ng the first week of January, -1981. Contatned 1n,the packets were

a coVer letter, a fobm‘on wh1ch to ‘record the nanes and addresses of Ee-

w( ‘Vb:

{
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' \ tentia&gtﬁgects. and"Ea swmped se]f—addressed enve]ope The” cover

\ W g N .

) 1etter lsee« Append1x E) out]med the purpose’ of. the study and asked .
Tocal dlrectors to prov1de, on an enc]osed form '(” pend1x F), the

names and addresses of S‘IX 1nd1v1dua1s who se]ected 1'nstruct1ona1 ma-

,;téha]s for speé‘ua] educatagg stu nts Bf t ose six; three were to :

: be 1nd1v1duals who.” Se}%.;ﬁted mg)

“r1a1s for e] ntary age“students, -

\ ~

.'n)whﬂe the r%mMg)thre%\wep*e
- °struct1ona1 mater‘lals,r secondary-age students " The COVer 1ettsr ,
w8 “ . T, N
SR a]sp cbnta'lned"‘a staterrgnt as—?mng the d1reetors that part1c1pants ) :

'1ne£l~ude 1nd1v1dua1§ who select 1n-

§ - St N the study Was vo]untary and that a11 responses would be ‘kept conﬁ-‘
AR ¢ f

dent* aI D‘lrectors 1nterested in recewmg a copy of the resu]ts o?

Jd

JO S . .the §urVey were asked to f11'f m their names and addresses 1n the space

D ' ,prov1ded To ensure that i’o]]owup telephone calls wou]d net be placed"‘

to th se 1nd1V1duals Who chose not to part1c1pate, space wa ?g‘%pre’
s |

r
oo . . , . .. "_'..)77

/'5

V1ded on the form for 1nd1cat1ng unwﬂhngnés to part1c1patejn t;he

A I
.~ - Se
'L

- Two techmques were emp]oyed to increase the retur\n &~ comp]eted

.~

&

forms: The firit cons1sted of the inclusion of a-stamped se]-f:addréSSéd .
& envelope for returning nanes and addresses of potential subjects. The

| second technique; drawn from marketing résearch, (Robertson & Eéiiénﬁér;

1978), involved the promise .of making a given monetary contributfon to

‘a 'cha'.Fit:aBié or nonprof1t orgamzatwn after a certain number‘ of com—

- pleted ‘strveys were recewed The contr1but1on mentwned 1n the cover

D letter to local spec1a1 educat1on d1rectors cons1sted~of a $5 00 dona-

e

o =
.-
RN
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- the Foundat1on as the rec1p1ent of the donation before 1etters to the

1ocaﬂ spec1a1 educat1on d1rectors wére pr1nted

During the 1ast week of Januany and the f1rst week of February,

- 1981 fo]]owup te1ephone ca]]s were p]aced to d1rector9 1n Reg1ons I

' t1on d1rect

) mean'rat1ng~and the standard ;

' c1ded not to 1ncLyde 1n the f1ﬂ£1 versﬁon of the research survey any
,/

'and IIi/WhO had not 1n1t1a11y responded to the request to 1dent1fy sub-

’ cover'1Etters anp'enve1opes when the ;ESearch survey was 1ater-¢

3?maﬂed out SR T

?' “As the names

‘“Jects. 0r1g1na11y, fo]&owup calls Were to be made to a]] special educa-

' phone budget andifhe,amount of time reQu1red to contact each fBCa1 fli-

. -
tor made a comp]ete fo110wup 1mposs1b1e j S

sses of subJects were rece1ved they gere

A . T :
coded and entered on a onq processor to ex!%d1te the preparaﬁ1on of

- =

ﬂ»
Sorvey Refinement

v S e

. - -
HE

w

F1e1d-test surveys._ rg&urned by the- expgrt rev1ewers were checked‘

v
ba\

for comp]et1on and revnewers comme?ﬁs about the surVey were read. (A

-

'f”dﬁt1on for ébch surVey 1tem were ¢a]CdL

1ated Dur1ng the deve]opmef Vof the=pro3ect proposa], it had bgén de-/
s e

"‘\E

if ] test survey 1temtthat ‘did- not’ rece1ve a ‘mean 1mportance rat1ng of

at T; st three (3 0) y S1nce ‘the mean rat1ngs for f1e1d test survey

4

final survey version. ! o ' .
: Irvey vers . . \&, -

¢
y, on]y one’ suggested

~Am$§§ the reviewers' comments about the - sj‘

.

.including additional selectionscriteria. Wh11e the three ‘'suggested cri-

teria were reviewed, they were not included in ,he.fhha1;ver51onuof the

V-
‘e

_ .survey because theéy duplicated ftemsﬁaireadyacontaﬁned‘in the survey.

— - —_— =

. N - W e . .
. - «y N . = N ’

> Ceste e RN o . -~

_in aT]‘r%glons However 11m1ts on the proaect s te]e-' (



':terials; and (h) the sétting‘in which th* s*]*cted materials were used;

L]

rés}iéwérpofintéd out that item number 32 which W as worded "The

attract1veness, appeaT, and mot1vat1on of the mater1a] to students

l

» 3

‘wr1tten as* two separate se]ect1on criteria. Therefore, tbe f1;:l:f§rs1on

of the survey’ cohs1sted of 104 statements about 1ns{ruct1onaT ertals

Some reviewers commented that the f1elﬂ test version of the surVey,
which cons1sted 6f 10 pages of reduced pr1nt mater1a1 was. teﬂtous to
complete. Based on such cr1t1c1sm, it was decided to USe a more compact
and attractive fohmat for the subJects copy of the survey Consequent]y,._

-a conmerc1a] artlst was emp]oyed for: the purpose of des1gn1ng a survey ,
R » §
G -

dard enﬁeiooe' The artist also des1gned the booklet cover - and,1a1d out
the copy for typesett1ng The cover of the f1na1 form oﬁ-the suruey pro-r
vided a 1?né'?6F FécoFd?né ihe code number ass1gned to each subgect,as '
“well as directions for completfng the surveys and a retirn addyess. On
the; i fs;%‘ﬁégé of the survey subjects were asked to indicate: (a)’ the
type of students for whom thby sélected instructional matéfiais; (5}@;hé'.

"grade level of students for whom they se]ected mater1a]s, (c) their béa

' s1t1on within the schoo] d1str1ct or. cooperat1ve, (d) whether or not they

had rece1Ved formal coursework or tra1n1ng in the se]ect1on of 1nstruc—, e
o ;

t1ona]:mater1als, (e) whether or not they fe]t that such tra1n1ng is of
value to those who select mater1als, (f) the sources they used to obta1n

iﬁfdﬁﬁatiaﬁ about ihstructibhai materials; (g) how frequent]y they used

a check]1st or ‘materiald selection form when se i ct1ng insgructional ma-

lL

-
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booklei’ﬁhjch WOu]d be readable yet, When fo]ded would ?it a stan- ~ ?P"
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Criterion statements did not appear in-the survey in a predetermined
order. They typically were organized according to the majafftéﬁie‘éféaK“
/ . in which they previously had been categorized: Placenent of eFitefidh '
: : statenénts in no way reflected a presumed amount of importance for each .
~ ditem. Half.of page 11 contained items 105 through 109, while leaving
space for subjects'tol?iii it and vate any‘aaaitiahai selection criteria
sthey felt hadvbeeneomitted:?rbm ihégau?vey. Directions for cgmpleting
o the survey were printed at the top of /page two; the meaning of the rating
scaie was repeated&at the tbp‘bf‘eaeh‘page of the survey. §ub§écts were

R

instructed to 'read each statement of the se 1 ection cr1ter1a and to circle

oo ona scaief?rbm'i'(idwi to iﬁ (h;gh) the amount of 1mportance they at=
) tached ‘to each cr1ter1on when se]ect:ng instruct1ona1 mater1a1s for spe-»
: c1a1 educat1on students F;na11y, part1c1pants were asked to c1rc1e *5‘
‘ -Qn]yiUne number per 1teh.and to refrain from add1ng fractional or dec1ma1
7 points to the scale: Space was provided oughe el fth page of ihe sur-
;"; o vey b k]et for subJects to make any add1t/i?a1 comments about se]ect1on
. . . of 1n§tFGct1onai materaa]s A statement:thank1ng subJects for their par-’
; K t1c1pat1on in the study was:pr1nted on the th1rteenth page of the-survey.
J where space was a]sd prOV1ded for subJects tS print thé?? name and address

:,@» ’Zﬁ if they wanted to rec1eve a copy of the s tudy Fé§61t§* A copy of the ?iﬁal:

. 3 Vers1on of the research surVey is conta1ned in Append1x G:
¢ B1str1but1on and Return of Survez , _
7 : A packet of mater1als was prépared and ma11ed to each 1dent1f1ed
i -




':lost the1r copy

A D g Tt / o .

' ;'-,,f? eie_fﬁ - N

§Eaﬁ§é§ w6u1a be confidential. SubJects Were to]d ‘that a $5.00 contr1bu-‘

r o~

\
vtion ‘would be nade to the Foundat1on for Except1ona1 Ch11dren for every

7156-%yrveys comp1eted and returned by Apr1] 22, 1981, the return date
' st1pu1ated in the cover 'letter. A word processor was used to tyﬂe the

. inside address and to persona11ze the salutation in each subject's let-

h vy

ter. A copy of the cover letter to subJects 1s contained in Append1x H.

'R code number was a551gned tii?%ch subJect when his/her name was

‘ld

received from the local d1rector of special education: For ease in

track1ng the ret?rn of surveys; each subJect's code’ number was recorded

on the cover of the survey he/she rece1ved The same code number was

‘a1se reebrded onfthe ouitside of the enve]ope containing the cover Tet-

ter,.the survey, and t?e return enve1ope to ass1st the project 1nvest1-

g gator and research assistant in ver1fy1ng that packets of materials were’

' 3ma1]ed to all 1dent1f1ed sibjects.

A fb]]owup postcard (see Append1x I) was mailed to subJects who

hhad ndt returned the survey by the ‘1ast week in A6r11 198i A]so; new

3

>
. <

As surveys were returned they were checked to ensure that they

,had been comp]eted Returned surveys in wh1ch noth1ng had been wr1tten :

were marked_as-inVa11d and were riot 1nc1uded in the compilation of sur-

" vey results. Attempts were made to correct addresses on‘surveys re- =

turned by the U.S. Postal Service because of an insufficient or incor-

~ rect address. Addresses on returned surveys were first checked to make -

: sure they were correct In some 1nstances, address correct1ons were

made and the surveys were ma11ed a second t1me In other cases where -

-

PEUR

the address was the same as the one supp]ied by the local director, the

'{ ) “,:'_ ‘.47'

s§§;*ﬁ'; . '? Qf} fégégu

surveys were ma11ed to those 1nd1v1dua1s wh0»responded that they had :éysgf.

’

L
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survey was;majied_again to a given 1nd1v1dua1--th1s time in care, of the

director who oriéinaiiy ident1f1ed the subJect . The data reported by .

subJects on page ‘two of the surVey ‘Wwere coded, and. code numbers were re-f-f

corded on the inside cover of the survey to enable keypunch1ng of- that

1nfonnat1on s1mu1t‘heous1y w1th the subJects umer1ca1 rat1ngs»of-se-
'S

- 1ect1on cr1ter1a Surveys rece1ved after keypunching of the data was

rd

nebegun werg. cons1dered 1nva11d and hence were not 1nc1uded 1n the comp1-; _:

lation of survey resuits. - : - e

,DatagAnalySJS

A computer programmer was h1red to prepare a program ‘that woo]d

yle]d a tabu1at1on, by state ‘and region, of §anects responses to the‘
descr1pt1ve “data reported on page two of the survey . ‘ﬂ]so, a computer
program;was nsed‘to comp11e lubaects .rat1ngs}of‘each cr1ter1on;state_
 ment and to catculate Ghe mean inportance vating and standard deviation

for each survey itemd’A colint was also. taken of the number of subjects

-

/

who (a) listed additional séiéctiah criteria; (b) wrote- comments at the

Coe

. end of the SUrvey, and/or (c} requested the resu]ts of the survey.

. A Pearson product-moment corre1at1on coeff1c1ent (Feguson, 1976)

~ /

rat1ngs of survey 1tems Proport1onate sca]e We1gh¢s based,on means

was used to measure the corre]at1on between experts and subaects mean.?~

4

(Edwards, 1957) were used to deVe1op a we1ght1ng system for thé.s lection
g

of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s CRR éaﬂ’*"ﬁ;: ; —
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to a ser1es of quest1ons and(er statements fbr the purpose (

55fhgﬁ 1ng the basis’ for the ana]yses of the fo]low1ng quest1:£s L
| ] to

CHAPTER 1V
RESULTS AND.DISCUSSIEN

-~ N . .

v

The purpose qf this research prOJect was to. survey a nat1ona1 samp]e

of individuals reSpons1b1e for selecting 1nstructanal-mater1als.for-spe=-

cial education students in order to ascertain the amount of importance:

they - ass1gned to se]ect1on criteria previously. identified in the litera- -

ture - Based-Onwa-rEV1ew of 24 checklists for selecting instructional

mater1a1s, a 104- 1tem research quest1onna1re was constructed

Ih th1s chapter the fOIIOW1ng eiements of the stndy w111 %'7ishfr:‘*'

rcus5ed research quest1ons, subJect se]ect1on,_F1e1d-test survey d1str1-

R

but1on and return, survey d1str1but1en and return, character1st1cs»of

J S

»the samp]e popu]at1o?. we1i:

t1ona1 se]ect1on cr15§r1a 1dent1f1ed by subJects, and the 1ntended *se ﬁ

,,_‘h

~of . the c:néckhst. S - W s _r.i_f‘f;-_':‘f-gff»f L R
] R ; . ‘ . . . -;‘- :?;'-:’:gﬁ-éﬁ‘*i N -F:‘._"‘
Res arch Quest1ons B ”l - 7 = o A .‘,"1§”!‘

>

1

1. ~What Were’the mean 1mportance rat1ngs assign

1dent1f1ed Se]ect1ons cr1ter1a by subaects7

© 2. "What were the mean 1mportance‘rat1ngs ass1gned to
1dent1f1ed se]ect1on cr1ter1a by expert reV1eWers°‘

3. .‘what was corre]at1on betWeen mean 1mportance rat1ngs

.1

;ifrof survey 1tems survey resu]ts, add1~4177"” :
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4. .For what types of students did subjects report |
R -séiéetiﬁg instrictional materials? '+ .~ g
o E g, Hhat percentage of survey respondents se]ected '1 .;'7 )
. fmater1a]s for e)ementary—age, seeondany—]eve] - ;_ R
i ' studths, or both age groups? ' -
é: }What pos1t1ons in school d1str1cts or cooperat1ves igi"
: were he]d by 1nd1v1dua1s respons1b1e for se]ect1ng ; . ’
IR 1nstructibna1 materials? . ir. . S .'4 ' E o st
7. What'pércéntégé of ihaivi&uéis:Séiéctihgfihstrucéibhai S
| materwa]s for spec1a] education’ students nenorted haV1ng f:'
'comp1eted fonMa] coursework anrece1ved tra1n1ng 1n this _t
area? - o . "" , -v;' af;fTi -
8. What percentage, of subjects indicated that they”éon— ‘; )
- 7 | sidered.thatﬁggnma1'coursework or tratnnng-1n the .
.. 'seiection of instructional materials is of value? . .
9. What sources did squectslrepoft using to obtain o
information about instructional matérials? o - o i L
. 10. _.What percentééé of 1nd1V1dua1s se}ect1ng 1nstruct16na1’ﬂe..f:;s“‘: -

mater1a1s~repqrted_us;ng a checkTist 6 ater1a1s 2 s

o

: . selection form when making selection decisions?
ii; In what setfings were the selected instructional
¢} materials sg{éctéa by stbjécts used? .. . ]
Subaect Selection ° o L
. S 0 t
' . An integral part of the research project involved the ddentifi- b
" cation of individuals in school districts or special edication coépéra- LS
- ;§1Vésqacféss the nation Whaiaré %éSbénsEbie for selecting instructional
; ff- “materials far special education students. .. ; g;.ff” 3

é . o . ()ﬂ
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State B1rectors | Y - . ':_ " *
| . 1n1t1a11y, the state dhrectors-of spec1a1 educat1on programs in
‘s each state and the B1str1ct of EoTumb1a were contacted and asked. to
) f ‘subm1t a 1ﬁ§t1ng of the names and addresses of the d1rectors of 1oca1‘ | -.QW'Q
'; education prpgrams in their respect1ve state* Fort}ifave (45) state o ih:ElSQ

d1rectors prov1ded the requested 1nformat1on _?ne 1nd1V1dua1 replied ,
- e L

that h1s state did not; w1sh to part1c1pate in thewstudy, Wh1le f1ve ;ri

. -5tate d1rectors d1d not respond to the request for 1nformat1on In allwyd.

‘.‘; L)

o ;188 24% of the nat1on 5 state d1rectors of spec1a1 educat1on proV1ded ?‘,iéiﬁgf

;'J - @he 1nformat1on necessary for the second phase of subJect 1dent1f1cat1on lfggg%f
’ :-\5 7.cpr6cess, contactang d1rectors of 1oca1 spec1a1 educat1on programs o W’jf.riJ
. nEELoca1 D1rectors | ,;bi R S p ?Vﬁijf{"' ." Jff:J ,f;f

As each state 11st of 1oca1 d1rectors of specwal education was

rece1ved, a number wWas ass1gned to each d1rector w1th1n each s¢ate, v
q“' ) g g

and- the tota1 number of 4oca1 dsrectors,per stgte was recor&ed The

b

»Jgﬁgtates were grouped accord1ng to the1r respect1ve Federai reg1ons L g;_a

7,1

Due to vary1ng adm1n1<trat1ve structures across

A e

tateS, ‘the number of

&

Kl

1oca1 -special education directors varied. greatTy among the states ' it 5
wa§ preV1ou51y dec1dgd to select 50 d1rectors from each of the 10 Fed=-

'era1 regions. The prec1se number of spec1a] eduoat1on d1rectors to be

contacted in each state was ca]cu]ated on . the basis of the proport1on )

of local directors per state 1n6re1at1bn to the total number of d1rectors

_in each Federa@ reg1on* Tab]e 2 conxa1ns a listing of the number of
directors in each state, the percentage of the number of d1rectors in

.relation to the total number Bf d1rectors 1n each region, and the actua]

number of directors se]ected from each state:

E

S 69




’ ; . : ~ e _— L L P = ;
) BRI TR S S -
?/ ) : e , . T”t: 2 - . o \.';-_‘,_'_ 2 P - -':
S = LA -
' \ . Iw&r of Directors of Spccla\ Educatton : ; . ‘éi
: ‘ Selected From £ach Stau s : o
2 - - ' ]
,,,,, Number Percent.of . Selected for _ &
7 State . Directors Régianal Total Participationd =~ - _ .
T et AR B} : -
- . Connecticut 90 i} : 15 .
: _ . Haine B 132, - 44 . 22. ;
N : . Row Hampshire ©18 - S 67 3 ‘ 7
\ - Yernmont .59 0 . 20— 10 . &
‘ . Total . '259‘% R (I 5 )
LS N I . 7; - L]
: . ' 'REGION 11 .~ - v o R
R : . New YoFk -"3 T S 68 3 Cen o
7 R <7 § New Jersey v 2y -3z 26 .
AR : 166\ E 65T ' 100 : $0 D ‘ -
e ' ) kts;tcmm, R ) ' . : : , g
[!lewa;é , RV : & - o Con ST
: x’Jz * Haryland o242 - -9 - . 5 5y '
- JC' : Pennsylvania ., o 29”& ' b3 BT w5 Z‘I .
. Vyrginial C «]N 3 . 52 -2 : 8
H.,Virginia ’ - -20 . 10 ) ‘
p.c. - — - ¢ !
Total ) 76“ 95+ ] N .
#ecion v L o ' '
 Floridat & . - .8 LA
L Georgia® ¢ 128 7 , a2 ) .1
Kentuchy- . LS ¥ 3 PURND R S 2) : 10 - .
o M\.awnpp\ 151° ) i ; 19 ) 1 B L ' -
- .G . Carolina 146 . 18 ’ e ] -,
e s tarolina 95 o 12 - : 6 : .
' Jotal e LT Too— ® » T :
. - . RECICH V » : . ‘
; ) ﬂlmo‘is ! ) 89 . 26 8 .
- : . Indiana_ . 85 : T %’J 8
N . : Micinigan . . 198 : 5 17 )
’ ! Hinncsota : 106 ... 19 9 . ) D
Ohio et v, 3 i ) )
Wisconsin c-23, a3 R L
Total 567 i 700 oA 50 ¢
.. REGIOA W - . ' S
o - . ArFansas . 83” 35 8 S
: e Louisiang . 66 10 - 5 ) b
W T ¢ New MeZico - 89 ., . 14 . 7 s
o o - OK13tona 80 12 g L 6 . -
- : Yexas ) L3 A9 - L. 24 .-
oo - Tata) N KR Bl : o TBg L e
- . 1 .
: ¢ REGION V11 R A r L
Fonsas 63 -~ N ¢ ] 40 : .«
. lowa. 36 o0 - 10-
) -~ Total 79 o6~ _ 50
: CREGION VITL ) .
o : : Coleredy o ¥ 48 i 20 10
' Wntana 4lg 12: . ] - -
& s N. Dalola’a PR 33 -1 ,
! . Daloid 34 14 7 N ‘
Mo vtan . 40 16 . -8 .
o Wyoniing .48 . 0 » 10 -
' R Total P 242 : . iuu TO . )
el
. . * e . REGION 1X o 7 : e - . :
} : , Arizona . 109 - 56 2" ] _—
‘ , califgrma L e Y  x 15 B
: “Hawal ‘ 9 5 2 ’ ' .
, Nevads _J% 9 . ) : o v
- o v Total L 93" . I 5
: , REGION X - ) :
, Alasha 52 1
- ! - 63 13
z A s 9 2
- Hashiidtah o L] A9 -
p s 10(a1 4/7 . R (')
”t e . SN .- P — <
%’;,
\)4 R ‘/ ' , . . )
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j/‘ " The .exact nu?nber of*]oceﬂ.

1rectors nee"ded from each state and the

he .ex
. h \/‘ (I M
i \ total Aumber of d1rectors n'each- state was entered 1nt0 a m1cmcomputer

T ; wh1ch, in turn, was used to random]y sef"fct’ the prevmus]y 'assi‘éﬁed code |
. numbers to d1rectors of spec1a1 educat1on'1n -each state. Us1ng these P
" code numbers, mas“ter rhaﬂmg lists were _:omp1\1ed c?' Jée-diieé,té'r;é to be =
zcc;ntacted in each state : ] N F i \‘-: il . " .
" ‘Questionnaire Responden‘ts' i .' - A
:‘ . F < The i»iiidbfﬁjy se]e-cted d1re tors :?—e asked tq 1dent?fy agd I?st S i
; 3. . ?tﬁe hames and addresses of s1x va Ts respons1b1e fof‘;-’?selec'tmg _ ,.
. [ 1nstruct1anaT matema?‘%"fﬁr SDec1a1 educat1on students 1n th»‘t‘ = : | ,‘
. Q ) o or cooperatwe A surrmavy,E} regmn, of the 10ca1 d1re‘c\":otsi responses ‘
;;_ \ fyt‘sp-itﬁisj?edﬁest aﬁbears 1[1 Tab]e 3 , i 2 ‘ o
RN L -
7 :f% , ’.Léeai Di‘iett*ors Respon]se to Request to - Ident17fy : -' '—"ﬁ : - i 7;_
? b ~;Wi3 \ " Pote }aT rﬁiesr.)ondents R e L
o SRR SR .. e : ST v

';'\Sg;‘of L% naﬁosmg , _';;%O'F‘/ A
Usable » Usable ~ rot to "~ Motal - . nof 35 ° g

77 Y pegignd ¢ Returns Ret‘c{rns Participate Total Rethrns Tdentified
e - - _ ;4 — — = - R
U S ioae 92{75 0 - a5 92 230 % %
R AT 25 3 56" 119« e
AL ¢ § SR 1 A 2907 rR19 e R
s\ TR L -3 54 . 125 o o
4oyis o .3 64; 142

S ALER 1 B 3 © 66 L 159 :

N JHT 'Q:rﬁm' . 5 76 ~ 186 -

ST ) £ £ 5 SRR T 2 74 187

C VIR g 8§32 1 3 66 . . 150

X w320 gt N4 72 o 14

€ Total  F2T ¢ 6 Sdme . I T TAY " 71659

. R ';‘—5;’ 50 for each region. ' R > | (i."
k \’/ Ta .oy re® : « - - L a .
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) F1ve hundred directors of spec1a1 educat1on programs’; represent1ng
45 states and the.%hstr1ct ot 6oiumb1a, were | asked to prov1de the names
and addresses"1 potent1a1 subjects for th1s s udy j'Of the d1rectors

- bf§ contacted r227 (65%), Feturned the name and address of-at least ohe f7iﬁl
potent1al subaect ’%@enty—e1ght d1rectors, 5 6%, re5ﬂ1ed that they ; »

/ -’ o

':t respond to tﬁe reguest to Jdent1fy subaects . A tota] of 1659

d1ﬁ

\ﬂdte;t1a1 subaects ﬂé?e 1deﬁt1f1ed by 1oca1 d1rectors of spec1a1 edu—

Ay
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to&expert pane1 memiers TL__ :

ff oo "TABLE 4 -

e

F1e]d Test Survey Dfs;’;f”

- t I .,
Y K}
L N
Y
~

nof ng . Fiy - % Usable’ " n chodsing: N e
“ Surveys. i . surv [ urveys Not To -~ ~ No_—_ . *{éé;gl% -
D1strab3ted Returned ui\"ed Part1c1pate _ Responseé . Reﬁyrn‘
. . . . . - R
5 iy 1 ;7 | 4 , v o
, , Q ,j . 15 “: j75 "i- 3 2 % Jg@ o
: ',L I (S - - - - ~ 4
\\". . = T —
5f,the 20 survgys mailed; 15 (75%) usable surveys were returned Three -
b Dl \
4 nd1v1dua]s returned th1s surgéy stating that other commitments prevehted
them from serv1ﬁg asaaxpe\Z‘rev1ewers TWo potent1a1 panel members did (
A D S I
1 ] not respond to Epe request to par:}c1pate in the study Im a11§§§ tota].
CL o-.{ e - S
73\1, . ; IR - ‘_;3,
LA : e : .




.10 (h1gh) the amount of 1mportance they a§s1gn to each cr1ter1on ‘when .
! 'se]ec,tmg 1nst§uct1ona1 mater1a'is For spec1a] educatmn students; After’
the experts ?ereys were returned, a mean 1mportance faﬁné and' the
_-standard dev1at1on for each field- test survey item was ca]cu]ated The -
o Sy
- survey 1tems were then rank ordered from the most to the Teast 1mportant» T
- ,A,,ﬁL‘ & }
X 'se]ectmn cmw "t'ez: per‘rmt camparison wi th subJects survey rat1ngs
) . ‘Survey D1str1but1on and Return :
- - :_{ © . B R . -
A packet of 1nformat1on c0351st1ng of a cover 1etter, the research N
survey, and ;a 5t’mp'éd‘, se'lf-add gssed return enve'lope was mailed to the s
1659 1nd1v1dua1s £ t1§1ed as. responsﬁe for se]e;ctmg 1nstruct1ona1 \
-mater1a1s for: spec1a1 educatmn s pddents . “A summary by reg1o of the . :
L > [ i S :
X -.survey d1str1but1on and return 1s contained in “Tab"le‘/ e -
S - TABLE 5 ~ S
Y Sirvey Distribution and Retgrn,
L Usable - - Pergent T ;
- —~ v Surveys Usable =~ Té6tal e
N + :.' Region Mailedg Returned Returned Invalid Returned® Re'turned: o
LT e o 138 . 60.00 2 180 6087 o\
A LIl 19 - 77 . 64:71 1 <78 . b5. 55~ ;\
J88: 219 7. 142 6484 3 .15 66.2l .4 e
% Y 125, 79 - 63:20 . -3 'zv 82  -.65.60 | 4
& Vo, 142 .91 e408 1 92 6479 Py
e Wt g50 113 71.07 © "0 113, gak07 o 7
PR 7. . 7366 9 137°7 7366 L2
7 71.12 134" '71.66 ek
64.00 o1 c ..o 06866 7 7 g )
61.97 2 . 63788
65.94 4~ Tie8fF. . 8679 g, - RS
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response of 90 percent was obtained from those 1nd1V1dua1s who Were X

asked to serve as expert pane] members

The expert pane] menibe rs were lia'sked %o examine 103 cF1 teria for '

se]ect1ng %structwna] mater1a1s and to rate on a sca]e of 1 (10W) to




S R e @%\? s
sr' ' Out of the 1659 surveys mailed" to SubJeCtS, 1094 (65 94%) usab]e surve ys |
: were returngd to the pr@gct 1nvest1gator Fourteen (14) surveys were “
. ' cons1dered to be: 1nva11d for one of the foHowvng reasons (a) they r;g,
L :were returned wi th no responses, (b) they were returnettoo late to be ',r;; w
, o bg_ key punched, {e) the;.subJect rephed that he/she did not se]ect mater’aks
fil; specialeducation’ students BT | ’_: - - N
SR Results of Followup Procedure S

. . -

, , \
T , @ - Ap }card was pr1nted and maﬂed to subJects who had not returned

éa‘\h survey by the Tast week 1n Aprﬂ 1981. A surrmary, by re-

- ., - pion Et/s of the fo]]owup by postcard appears in Tab]e 6 o
" | _ 7 : , _ gz
' Doy o e Resuﬂts of 0 owup Procedure )
R e : .
¥ o o N\E’er of,'. -
L el Flostcards» o Surv7eys .= Percent .
I% . Reg1on Maﬂed ) Receng # Return LT
t N — 7~ A -
. h -2 _5‘ i ] . .
o 0 e i‘-‘f122 : v -
- 7 - f;;‘ TR “ 7L R
S § © RO 102 o P
MR w . 67 ;\: A
- B ARS _ 61 A S
3 i ? VIl ' - 68 {Z,/ ¥
. N VI i - 76 , g’, Vo T .
: Ix - 73 Y A N
‘ LoX 67 t
~JTotal 768 .- .
" - , ’ -"”f i

3 A total of 234 surveys were r e‘l ved from"the 768 1nd1v;1dua%éo wnaiﬁg.;"_";; 2o

, SRRt o

the 'Fo]]oWup Postcard was ma‘Hed th‘e averége ;Q{g;‘een{age of #urveys J% v

o At returned 1n res}ponse to. the foHov:up- rem1nder "_!%’430 37. - . &

A S N S S _ . -

.‘7 L o _/\rc\—“:-; 7»’?’, S . . ‘ 6&

: _ . ’{'N&J .j#f y K? _ \ .tt<§:‘ :
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Characteristics of the Sample Population =~ -
| o R o e
Subjects were asked to respond to a series of questions and/or :
o O S S \
" statements for the purpose of arriving at a description of the sample - -
& - population. oo . T
The' fii"sft statement fb;idﬁi'éﬁi' BJects were: asked to respOnd was
o “P]ease indicate the type( )‘56‘6 and1capped students for whom you se-
| 1ect 1nstruct1ona1 matemg]s (e-g:, menta]]y retarded \e/arn\\ng d1s— o
ab]ed, etc)"— The respon;\es to ¢h1s 1tem by 1nd1V1dua1s survgyed are -
ol _ oL “ooe AT
conta1ned in Tab]e 7.1\ \ ‘ L ~.':. N
.;,%1;3%:\@.3;%%., - Type of Exc‘eptmna] S 'udent for Whom Materia"ls A& Se]ecteda
) . . ‘-..- ;\ . ) » : .\-
B — = 7 ——— - .
s 3 - R g ¥ SR
: o s " e | '.a{‘) B Peﬂ:entage of__; N
) Type o.f Exeeptmnahty #e; o . .,2"'N —: Response
s . Educable Mentally Retarded . . B4ty . 28.64 AN
DRI Trainable Mentally Retarded - - 6#,‘ r 560 . %. . .
-~ . Learning Disabled = . _? T % 823 ¢ . L3159 0 s Li¢
-+ Deaf or Hearing Impaired . }' P 1095 Nt 418 Lot
-Visually Impaired - R 1L Xk . P
Speech/Language D1sordered i . 0121 2 4.64 e
- Gifted : : SIS ' 234 B
~ Emotionally D1sturbed , o P Y 3 AR
Severely, Multiply Hand1capped o 3' " 4 11 C
- . Chrenically-or Ot} ler Helalth Impa1red W : ﬁ/" ﬂ j? :
- and Physically and1capp@ ‘ o 4.22;317 R ’k
. Preschool *Students .- L BT T
Total PR S L B T00.00: .«
- - . L ? o L
Se]ec-t M?'”ma]s fori- Exceptwnahty 42.78
Select Ma¥erials for 2 Excs%?‘lonahhes 21.57 5
Select Mg er‘lﬂs-ﬁar 3 Excéptionalities o 18.91. R
- .Selec}Matgrials for 4 Exceptionalities 7:04 Lo
> - Salect- Mﬁterjaks )1 5 Exceptionalities 3.66 e 'Q;
Select Maprialf FOPaE an'p Excegwy - ot
. : . oy 63 54;75,

‘tionaldties R A SRR . e ;o
< No Resporse . ' & e I 13 ‘“‘) - 119
4"’ ) o Tota1 Numger Surve’f S " ;;1?;, R '62;6;.5 9§ 97
_ " aSuh‘&(cb(m\ouw 1nd1cate 69 ,mar«_t,@ri-é;ﬂ are selected for more
i 5. WAn %[m type of exceptlﬁn_i‘ty; L A ‘g ;
5 : '1 e s _\,.E;, Seo 7. A
g-:\ EAR 4PN » » A
v.q ' "3:"‘ ' ) ‘-;“ .2:' ) ‘- . 2
- - ‘.al‘ K I(Z '
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. As indicatéd abovel; the maJor1ty of 1nd1v1dua1s surveyed se]ected

‘students, The next 1argest group for whom mater1als are se]ected was
!/

the emot1ona11y disturbed. The breakdown of responses to th1s quest1on -';:

;v;under the age of 19 as reported by B]ackhurst and Berd1ne (1981) F1fty-

s1x percent of the subaects reported that they choose 1nstruct1ona1 ma-

5 <

ter1a1s for two to f1ve or. more types of except1ona1 studenIs of that

group, the maJor1ty se]ect mater1a1s for two or three typesfff

t1ona11t1es It is poss1b1e that the 1nd1V1dua]s‘Wh0 repfited that

» e e LR : o v
§' L ma& be prov1d1ng serv1ces kﬂ cross categor1ca1 programs j o R

_ I
g;,f' The Second statement to wh1ch subJects were asked to respond Was,

"P]ease 1nd1cate the grade level of students for whom you se1ect in-.

JR S TABLEB o
. - Z

R | i ' Age of Students for Whom Mater1a1s are Se1 c

Fy i e

e g ,p . = : -
- v— . . o ] ) s i . N B . PerC%t? - 5.
ok " Age ofvStudentsr L o - N of Respénses ",

J B ;’ o ‘A’ﬁ e = . ~ v \.;:‘ : i
- . -nE1ementary Age ﬁ;udents < Tt g 86 38.03.
RN Secondary Age Students i\; . e 350 . 31.99

Bath , . : : EL

\ 28 88

-

i

?‘:j ' stri t1ona1 mater1a1s : SubJects résponses to tem 2 Jre reported .ﬂ e
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e = °1'$ : - f :
age students while approx1mate1y another one- th1rd choose mate‘r1a15 “for
secondary age students, and shght]y ]ess than gne- th1rd reported

,,i?-‘:;* ' se]ect1ng materials for both age greups.

" '.W'T% i B . ' .
TR ;f.[ The third statement to which subJects were asked to. respond was '
. "P]ease indicate )iour pos1t1on in the schoo] district (e.g: iseT?-cin',—f;
R B2
R 2\ ta1ned c]assropm teacher, resource room teacher, pr1nc1pa] diréctor’ ¥

% -’of spec1a] educatmnf,, coord1nator, etc: )" SubJects responses are

‘L, \ | i

/;,f répbrtéd in Table 9. o o L
Noen e : , TABI:E 9 .
- . . . _ '7 i . : o t .‘) )
P Subjects' 'Position ) 1n ‘S’chobT B1str1ct 1
, // T
T L o Percentage
N ?o’sition- ;"R /} | A & . Na - ofh.RéS’pQ'_'rlses
Se]f—ContalnemC]assroom Teacher o 257 7 21.31 . -
esogrcefRoomjéacher ) : LT 568 47.10 v
. IBperant Teacher ) 377 - 3.07 -
-Prihcipal Ff 777777 - 322 2.65
. . .Coor; '1nai:ar4 Superwsor ®TOQ1St,, N s
_«+ - Consult 7 ‘ 273~ 22.64
“+ " Diréctor o Speha] Educat1on _ 4 33 S -2,74 .. ¢
No Response . . s 6 .50
TOta] : . < R 1206 ) 100 00 *
: ) . . . . n - : . ! } -
% ¢ One Position Reported - 977 89:31
: Two Positions Rpparted o 110 - 10.05
s Three Positions Rep rted\ E . . j .
U , More: Than Threg- Pos1t1ons . . i
. ;‘T‘a, t/**.,‘ Nox Response\f o < “
O Tota] Number of, SurVeys B 1_ S h )

S aSub ectsw\gou]d 1ﬂd1cate more than 1 posvtwm. j.j'i /
early ﬁa]f 4?£10% /6f the subgeats &ho

~

a

@

inr;hca d ,that ?ihex aﬁ'e\%np]oyed as resourc 7;iroonLtear:hers The next. T

¥ .t ' 3 o .
2 _ Targessaﬁroup of‘- respondents cons1sted ofund1V1dua15 Tﬂho ho]d.pos1 tiong

T 7x'r'th’&1r respect1 ve d1str1cts 1n a superv1 ry capac1ty Subaects
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. 5

{’: o ) : — ; ‘; ' ‘ '.q, E "7.1.-‘"': :4. Iy J\ 4 ! ¢ ;'. g ﬁ, 69’ .
B ¢ ‘p o : . ; o
: malde up’ the thfrd 1argest group ( 113%), whﬂe the: remaining respondents
) ' reported that they are e1ther{ 1t1nerant~ teachers, pr1nc1pa]s, or d1réc-— ,9 ;: - :
“tors of spec1 al educat1on Al though:_._‘the maJom ty of, respondehts 1nd1- 7 p
-f = .
cated that they ho]d one: pos1t1on,t ten percent of ,the 1nd1V1duals sur- ?
- ,veyed indicated that thel serve in two posntwl% 51\ the1r respect1 ve -
o A A AR T L
- 'sch§o1 d1str1cts. BT 5 7'_ RN ¥ ~'-'-z;;f_t, E Foa s
JE : f b X | Ve . ,‘-,
& _ R The fourth questLon to wh1ch subJects wer% asked «to respoﬁd" #‘ ‘4} A
N | 8% 3"1 A
"Have you rece1ved f’ormc}ld coursework or tramﬁ;g 1n the se]ed’wn of }s;;-‘:
. - oo v go &£ G o
1nstruct1ona1 materva]s for hand1cagped students?"" $ub3ects* . r;espéhses };i" s
r~ ‘t0 ‘thi’s questmn are summar12ed in ?Slﬂe 10. : ;&,; - :?“ BN s
“ ’4\ B t D :.’ : ;; ‘!' : %,‘ o
. -',);fq'._. l)k; L i - TABLE 10 ?‘}4. » ; . '; ! ! . . "; ' .
. 7’.7 .‘7‘\",,.' ) - ‘7.. — tﬁ i“
A SubJect§ Prép arat1on#or Se]ectmg Instructidha]‘j’lﬁatem als ‘ /
/ ) . o V ) é&@ L ; : _[ - ) R 7 . i ;. 7,
woTaw T 3 ~Fi LT
o S AN S e Percentage”
Response ‘. ;' ‘.;f' : N,, .-9f Respapse .0 - - 2
I Naro - - w I Z o — ' - = R A
Receive 'F'o’rm;p] CourseWork gFTraining © ' 66B 60.62 % s 2
No »Formal\ Cogrsework or T+ iNing’ .. p: 417 . 38.20 0 -7
5 _NoResponse , . . -7 ‘-0 .0 Ll s 13 f“ « - ¥19, 2T o
CETotal T, T 1;‘2; o \at N 10 5,7 “afo000: -
v aGne subject marked both rP_s’pons‘Bg;c L v 'i Lo e 7;;;' : . .
P “More thdn half of the' i‘ndwﬁdu ~“ i veyed (60 63%) reported hav— , % P
\' 1ng co,rhp]eted cq\;rﬁework trénmn i the-area/of..,materw’is sefection. - S
B X 5 Tz R
»74._;5" B However, 38"’perc~entu1nd1cataqz thpt _ y ha,d?*no»t recewed coursework or. - A
: . T ‘ i
that such tra1n1 ng is of ga‘rge . -
S ?'ter1a1s?" The respons}“tq this 2
. ¢ - \"ﬁ.“ .ﬁ, - - J
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’ R Y
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‘: « S :- ‘ib L .
L, s@iefes? perceptions of theValue of Training . ¢ \_ -
;_; - . F2 - " = . - ,\ P - t 5 ' '”.-’r
DRI S . - . =27 Percentage 1
v . ﬁesponse _ e _ Na. of Response" -
- e : - - — . —
e _;:fTra1n1hg is of Value ' ST 85.78 ¢ -
: © - -Trainihg is not of Value « L 101 - g2 - %
No RespoOnse ' . _'55 . _501 .. °
Total . = 1097  100.00 . S
a '
- aThree subJects marked both responses e - P
R ;, K
- -—The vast ma30r1ty of resﬁondents (85 78%) cons1g%red tra1nrng to be of

value,* W1th Tess than 10 percent respond1ng thatasEch tralnﬁng is not

valuable. S ' e : RN

: For quest1on numben s1x, subaects were asEed “to 1ndtcate the source(s)

r

ﬁg;__ i _ . they qse to obtaln 1nformatzon about\antrucEEonaT materﬂaIS Requpses.-ga;_‘

: By
: I R . a
- - } - [
s M L
- ‘." L. A B

to th1s 1tem are Ftported in Tab]e 12

s L. TRBLE T2 S AAyaNS. -
J;. '-'..% R B 77;7.; 77777777 :‘. : - % . .;‘ 5 \-% | N B
. Subjects' Sources of Infogﬁat1on About Tn ructibha] Méterxals - j ,F
~ - ‘ ! . ) el »' .:” i - :. R ﬁ . ' ‘_ ,: 4 7,} > ) ‘—. : 4
o o , ER L .. Percentage v 1 %
. Source B ! , . . Eﬁn X N2 of Respohses
Brofessional Journals . T - . ae R AT l;- 15.92,
.+ Publishers' Catalogs" ' _ RS 1013 22:62 .
Ry 4 Advice of Colldagues . 1 I 7 ,‘ 9431 ° 21.05 .
. Materials Displays at Conferences ] 3 ~ 879 "19:63 L
I . Inservice Meetings . S 705 15.74, =~ . ¢
o "~ Other C. . -f-fbﬂ221f 4:93 . 7
< . 'No Response - : o » 5 211 0 N
S - Tota] P ' - G 4479 T 100 00 , .
: : — — — = - STy
»iiaSubJects cou]d 1nd1cate more than one sourqe et &fﬂ_ o
f . '; % ts a
Subjects responses to th1s quest1on were fa1r y even]f d1v1ded .
among the possible chpiges. ﬂhb11shers cata]pgs were ment1oned_me't lSQH '
of L o : Co o * - .1 ) .- t‘
’ frequently as.a source df’wnformatybn w1th the advice of colieagiies
B 1! 7 . ',u : / - < . - ‘ .« . o
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) e A'.) 6[ {7 » ' )
-'i. as the ses;:ond most frequently selected source ~ Together, these two

'gaaiééi"g’}:@a&é over 40 'aircent of the. tota] response to quest1on s1x;-
~ - _E\/The third ‘?‘anked source_appeared to be mater1a]s drsp]ayed at confer-

PN

ences, fo]]oyed iﬂose]y by profess1ona1 aournals and- 1nserv1ce meetmgs

R Subjects v’lere a]so aﬂowed to 1nd1¢ate any other sources they m1ght be

' Pubhshers repre-
;senta1;1Ves, un1vers1ty personne], and co]Tege coursework were mentroned
; g :, most often 16 thé "other categqry A , ‘ /’

S , ) é-‘:- R The »seve'nth statement t
:é'”ﬁgﬁ?:r;'
A R

.
e

. v
. v s 3
- '/ P 3
Lo e

°"quase 1nd1caté how fmquent]y you use a checkhst or mater1a]s se]ec-'

L '-,;-,-‘

S taon f%r:m in sedect'lng 1nstruct1ona] mater1a]s for-hand1capped students"y.
’.;_. .’_-7 5',_"“:;,,, ‘ec-f—v s
e i i o~ The percen‘tagezof_ responses to th1s quest1on is descrwed 1n Tab]e 13
ﬁf"?"_."' T .."’« SO TABLE 13 7
LR

\ S »éﬁ ‘i Frequency WJth wh1ch Subgects Use a Checsk"hst to by

Lo ,"’,-3'

L 5 . Seleét Instructmna] Mater1als _:_” \
e ’ . -
wx 9 = - = - = —
- .: P A . ¥ - l. ! . f t ¢ . " , \’ j v ) Pekcentage"f
7 o T Rg_sponse T v . - v N = ofResponses .
S n ";_ h]ways : . ) S+ 88 . 7.68
P e % fecasionally - {7 43.14
. " * . Neverrii . o ; : 44 97 :‘;
) No Response - T 4.21 <
° " T_ota]i . ! 100.00
— ,.-.’n ’ Y 'T I - ] . ¥ - : = .._‘ .
L ' ThemaJoNty o*f responses (88%) to this questwn were near]yf eveh]y
: o [aalEn
i

. d1v1dgd @an; ’those %vho r‘ephea—mther "occasxona]]y" or never“ to th1s

o .. l\ . o
t‘_, questu\?n A very smaH percentage 7@3?% of the respondents mchcated

Py

% ’i"' The ﬁnal statement to wh1ch subae;:gs we?‘e asked to respond Was

"P]ease 1nd1cate 1nwhat settings are the 1natructfon§1 materials usﬁ
_ wh1ch you se]ect"'

, Responses to this term are reportedf,in Tab]e ie ¢

3 . . - - oo - : D e PR
- 2 | o " RN s , . Y - St . F
. B ° . ) 3 . -
. .

G0

h1ch subJects were asked to r*éspond Was ; -

R 2N



" TABLE 14
Sett1ngs for Wh1éh SUbJECtS Choose Instrugt1ona1 Ma :
i . L
A - 7+ Percentage
§SEE1E9ee¢‘V,':7,;;e ' J N? < - of Responses
Own Classroom - - © 839 - 4210
Others' Classroom .. - 610 30.61
School L1brary or Mater1als Center 228- 11:.44
District L1brary or Materials Center - 169 - 8.48
Other C . 142 Co7.12 S
No Response - : S B . 25 '
Total . o - 1983~ 10@.06.
s .

ifaSubjects could i%d1cate more than 1 setting

[N

The 1argest s1ng]e category of those who responded to th1s quest10n

(425104) Yep11ed that the mater1a1s they se]ect are. for use in the1r

—— ke

own c]assrooms However, 30 36% reﬁorted that they se]ect mater1a]s

~ffor the others' c]assrooms Near]y 20% of the réspdndénts to this

“

questpon rep11ed that they are respons1b1e for chbdsing matériais for.

'

use 1n schoo] or d1str1ct 11brar1es or mater1a1 centers

it i Wefghiting of Survey~items e

Proportionate scale weights based on means (Edwards; 1957) were. *

: S - : . o : _
used in the déVé]ébmeht bf tbé Weightéd instructional materials check-

11st Weights were ass1gned to eaeh survey 1tem on the bas1s of the

/'par1son welghts were a]so ass1gned to survey 1tems ranked by expert

‘ pane] members Tab]e 15 conta1ns a ]1st1ng of mean meortance ratlngs,

we1ghts, and the number of survey 1tems ass1gned each we1ght for both

" subagcts_and experts,
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> TABLE 15 T
v ~ teights Assigned to Survey Items T T fgl,, .
Mean ©° . Number of _ Number of
~ Importance " . + . Items Rated -Items Rated
7Rating' Co Weight . . by Subjects by Experts_. _
8:50 ot 5. 20" & W
8.00-8:49 - ¥ 10 o Lo Fag T e
7.50-7.99 w o9 Lo23 e 18 e sk
7:00-7:49 . 8 11 ' cw 22 LT Ty
6:50-6.99 7 12 | AT
6.00-6.49 .6 : 3 A A
5:50-5:99 5. =z 1 - L 1 o
5.00-5.49 4 1 L5
4.50-4:99 -3 - 2 1 s
4.00-4.49 2 g 0- 1 L
3.50-3.99 : 1 Co .2 2 —
. — ;9.‘ | |
"~ The: resu]ts obta1ned from subJects ratings of the survey 1téms°1nd‘cate 5
that 69 percent of the surVey content was assigned wewghts of either §§¥
16 br 9; In coq@rast on]y 8 percent of the survey s eentent received \?ﬁ
we1ghts bf 6 or less. These find: ngs of fer ev1dence to support the no-.

[ S *&

s1dered to be 1mportant by those who Select 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a}s,

\ S 1" , :
The overall résults obta1ned from the review pane] s rat1ngs of o el

\

survey 1tems are qujte s1m11ar to tise rece1ved from thelsubaeCts.;f: 35' j
Thus, fifty- three percent of the items rated weve ”igﬁed Weights R
rang1ng from 11 to 9. Converse]y; 13 5% of the 1tems were weighted
_ . ~ o B : ._»- : < Q ) K N - - co—
from 1 to 6. S ﬁ W
. Correlation Between SquéétS',aﬁﬁ Experts' Responses .
: P

A Pearsop product—moment corre]at1on coeff1c1ent (Ferguson 1976)

) ¢ . L 4 \j 7
Iwas cadLu]ated t% proV1de a measure of thé corre]at1on betwegn subJects - ~

and gxperts 1mportance ratlngs of the survey 1tems The - gprreJat1on \“5'“._ }i?

fAb t egn';he responses of " two-groups Was "+ 81 o :3' A _ .;;,afiﬁ; .
: L Ny s R ,i__ ; ¢ : r;? y ﬁ*l . ::"‘
* 5 R : L > L D o B a
I o o _ ) . 82 ! . ‘,-_‘, e " g0 — Qf - 'C‘§
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At

Tab]es 16 21 wﬂ] present SUbJeCtS and experts rat1ngs of s‘w,rvey |
1tems in descend1ng order aecerdmg to rank and we1ght - For the purpose

_v,of compar1son the experts ratings of v‘ach 1tem w111 be presented next T

L

i Y
-

to subjects® rat*‘ings Qﬁ the 1tem A 1ist of subjects respol‘{s:es to the -
survey is presented 1n rank order frem most to 1east 1mportant 1n Appen-

Vgt d1x J The expert rev1ewers resppnses' _are pre‘sented :1.n rank/order. in

, -Appendix K. I :
c.. . e .x. : - '15 A .
A] though the suBaects and experts rat1ngs of the 1mportance of

. N E

survey 1tems were*s1m11ar, some notab]e d’ffferences appeared between

e

theipr responses. For examp]e; the sUb;]ects ratmgs of; -'thewmportance ‘
. e b o

;of 1tem 83 caused that 1tem to be- ranked n1nth in 1mportance whﬂe 1t

was ranked as 7lst 1n unportance by egp;er'ts Sub:rects“ ymf~

- rating of 1tem 68 Was ranked . as 13th in’ 1mpo tj ce whﬂe"
, e -~ e
was rankerd?%s 715’% in 1mpor‘tance _by experts ’{T

' t1/e4mong me \tems ranked-.as/ilst) ch;é'm' 32 r ’*}vedha rank of 15 ‘ \& PRt
_ vé o oM

accordi ngmto/;subaect ratings, yet, 1t was ranked 60th 1n 1mportance & ..,-‘ ST
Co P : \d’/ - . _a . e ‘ v.l'

5:; . L.. e F _ - ) ’97 ’

A 2 }" v ‘. - . !
defgdan ir'n:_, et

tre was a"three-way i,

&

? > : ’1.
*: .

Whﬂethe format of the mater a],appeared to be consic

po’taa selectmn QP'I temon t%y subJects who ranked it 19th xperts B
nkg der 1t'inear1y as. 'lmport t a consui,eraﬁgn as é/menced*c" b -

- by the1\< rankfngmt 844K i "_rmportance/#\ 1arge I '

) ; B e N 2 ]

SN - 1n th‘e rank1n7"

; 7’1ch was _ Rgnked asQS

! ged as J:he 88th r 1mpor§,ltem onts .7
SthorA tem or wh7Eh e Wasgc ns‘nderﬁ’e "

ortanc%by LT T
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o S
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. Cs . ... {-Statement . kank’ Rating S:D: Weight Rank Rating $:0: Heigh_t
< ) & P 15 Teacher timbd saved. 50:25 7.98 ’ 1.97 9 © 555 7250 1288 9 \? ’
Sy : tnrough the use of . L - - : _
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- v illustrations-and/or /-
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rt WQS 1nterest1ng to note that subjects’ rat1ngs of it

f'CdUSed 1t te be rankezhasr89th in, 1mportance and it rece‘

‘ I

Ll

of 4, wh11§ that samé 1 tein ﬂﬂ; nanked as 23rd in- impoft

20

ce1ved a %e1ght of lobon ¢he bs s ,f-the experts' importance ratings
A]though the rank1ngs of TQémIZ d not d1ffer great]y, the 1E>ortance o -

Y

,rat1ngs ass1ghed by 5u2g§cfs -and experts resu]ted‘1n the 1tem rece1v1ng 'i\j

[N

a weight of 7 on the sdpaects sca]e and 4 on the experts sca]é

B S . A S1m11ar resu]t occurred w1th subaects and experts rat1ngs of

l

- N —1tem 4 Wh11e there was 11tt]e d1fference 1n the two groups respect1ve

5 "I .

\J

- 1mportance rat1ngs resu]ted in 1tem 4 be1ng assignedﬁ% weﬁght of 7 wh11e

the experts\ratlng ‘of th? 1tan resu]tgﬂ 1n it rece1wagg a we1ght of’ 4

. Q\eign1f1cant diffe encelwgﬁ_ ;;nd between the rat1ngs of sgbgects.'“_5 )
Loso f 5 and expertf on item 47 which wﬁhwﬂ?nked as 93rd 1n 1mportance by sub—h;; .
;. St N e e g =
Q_ T s Jetts and-: ignsdg@ weight of;
.# K e N oY 7\' i o
N a rank 1n 1mportance ahd

* Yo TABLE 217

Survey Iﬂémﬁyyece1vyng_a Weight

; ?em
tatement
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‘i . Surve_y Items Ricewmg a Weight of 5;4,3,2 1
|  Subjects
CItem o oo Mean - I
Statement »" - Rank Rating S.D. Weight Rank Rat1_ng' :S.D. Ee‘ﬁjht
; 71 The provision =~ 499 5.78 ~ 259 5
S by the pub-y’w 5 A o
. 7 lisher of in-. = s -
‘\/J serv1ce traﬂmng . o |
- 80 The -presefice of 100 5:30 2.35 &
N - a useful biblio- _ R
graphy.. - B o
56 Thefpacggg]ng .. 101 4,90 2.:43 3
. . of the: magema] SR RS S
" 23.Thetypg of - 102 “4.66=~ 2.40° ,. 3~
' lgeogra hit: T L 2
“reg¥bn pro= , %,; S -
B B tray‘éd content - . o
e o of the material.  §: RN
7 A p‘ﬁ cation qf 103 3 2%» '2 ]«9'.,, 1 e
' e ‘material '.‘i _ ; ve ont T
- a2 mth b111ngual "; o \/ PR ‘
‘ . «hitdren: . _?: 1-'_7._ - e T
P 1 The ti t?e or: e iﬁﬁf'ézi-}.
product name S , P
‘ “of the matema] L
= ""f 4;? a _fi?i’“.'v‘{ R . Ps
> A]though no vast d1fference was’ noted in the ra,nkmgs of 1tem 56 :
W y.¢
[ .
. the subgects 1mportance rat1ngs of’ ther 1tem resu]ted 1nmts£§hng\ as- "
R -
~w,..,'-.\ ‘_§
'4 s1ghed a we1ght of 3 wher‘e%s the exper s' rati ngs cauye?f”a'tut‘o recewe
. § : . . v : SR
A : ‘ a we1ght of'sB’ o o L L E :
o The precedmg d1scuss1o}\ of the d1f1‘Ere*"f and o~
| 1 experté' rat1ng$ of survey 1tems 'v'v'a'é;‘fot tended to 1mp1y that sta-. R
TN . j y . ®
<~ e 1 t1ca1 d1fﬁerences occwred between the sets of data s1nce it | :
,7 . \‘ . ]
> . W S not the . intent to stat1st1ca11y test the d1f£erences Bétweeﬁ the .- . . __
: - . o .
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I : . 1as” tp descr1be thé" -
S i*" | L
7 actuai.pﬁzitlces of those who are resans1b1e fbr se]ect!ng 1nstruct1ona]
materra]s for students rece1v1ng spec1a1 educat1on serV1ces ,L
B Intended Use of the Ehéékﬁst | '
_ The pn' OSe of deve]op1ng a we1ghted check11st was to prpv1de 1nd1-
7 v1dua1s se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1ais a basis for compar1ng mater1a1s '
under cons1derat1on' Idea]]y, a person Wou1d rate tﬂe presence of: each 5;&;
s a - cr1ter1on on a sca]e from 1 (1ow) to 10 (h1gh) in the same manner as ‘

i tems contalned in the sarVEy were rated The rat1ng asswned to gach’

Wa

crﬁtemon wou'then be mu1t1phed by the correspo‘ndmg We1ght Fanaﬂy,.‘ -

"—/i W the v?éﬂ'tmg sccres for each se]ectwn cmtemon wou]d be added to. pr-o- Lo
1 - N % ) .

s : ) -
duce the dveran" rat1 n§ for the mater1a1 ‘ An abbrev1ated examp]e of the N

LR
. s ; 1ntended fun§t1§i of the check11st is prqsented 1n Tab]e 2@ :‘The com— ngy
*{;5;? o pLete we1ghted cheek11st protbty e is @6nt§1ned in Append1x L T a
L “ TABLE 237 T we - o T
iﬁ v 1‘{1 Samp]e Ratmg O? an InstructwnaT Ma‘ter’ial _ & S
e Mater1a1 X oo ST : T R S ST L N
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A ;-2 The p%ys1ca1 qua11ty ‘and durab111ty of the material. ok . $,$@#'ﬂ -
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. Based on the above procedure, the ‘sampleimaterial used in Table 23
' would receive a rating of 270 A rating system of this type would
" brovide the iﬁaﬁﬁiauéi(éhébfihg among sevéral similar materials a

basis for comparison. . . ; I
Additional Selection Criteria Identified by Subjects

Space at the end of the survey allowed subjects to add and rate

the importance of any selection criteria which they felt were not
‘included in the survey. One hundréd thirty=five (135), or 12% of
the subjects, 1isted from one to five aaéifﬁonaj eriteria. Some of
these items were identical or similar to items already contained in
the survey. .In all, subjects identified 273 additional selection :

Qgin

“criteria. (See Appendix M for.a complete listi
Subjects' Comments about the Selection of. instructional Materials

A blank page at the end of the survey provided subjects. an oppor-
materials. Ohe hundred eighty-nine (189); or 18% of the survey re-

o L - - i e A5

N spondents completed this section of the survey. Each of their comments =
v F <

- - - - - - - [ S
was read and tallied éttbfdihg to arga of concern. A tabulation of the

areas of concern reported by the subjetts is contained in Appendix N.,

Reguests for Results of the Survey

In respoh§é to the opportunity to receive copies of the results

of the study, 12 of the panel members, 272 local airéizbfs; and 715

subjects requested a copy of theresults of #he study:
_/'." ) 4
/

(wh
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| Surmary i 1

JIn the course of the preSent 1nvest1gat1on a nat1ona] samp]e of

1nd1v1dua1s who se]ect-qnstruct1ona1 materials for spee1a] educat1on

\

Students was surveyed for the purpose of 5 dete 1n1ng the amount of

~

1mportance«ass1gned to mater1a]s selection cr1ter1a prev1ous1y 1dent1-

Af1ed in the ]1terature Demograph1c 1nformat1on was so]1c1ted from

survey respondents for the purpose of descr1p1ng the séﬁﬁ] popu]at1an

and to prov1de a base of 1nformat10n for future rés nch in the area

R

of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s select10n Subaects responses to a iéﬁk:

1tem research survey were used 1n the deve]opment of. a we1ghted se-

. . _," R
8 .
,
o .
. . .
- *

lection checklist prototype:

S . - -

o



s .

s

[

methodo]ogy 1hvo1ved in the present research.

The results obtained,
compar1sons w1th prev1ous stud1es, and recommendat1ons and implications -
for future research will also be presented

4
- 'Suimmary |
, . I L
The primary ébjective of the study was to develop a‘w ighted
1€ ( se]ect1ng instructional mater1a1s for
hand1capped students

Se]ect1on cr1ter1a 1dent1f1ed by 24 authors
were reviewed ard conso11dated into a 103-vtem field-test surVey

The field- test survey was reviewed by a 15-membef rév1ew pane] and
\
modified in accordance With the1r recommendat1ons
d1rectors of spe cia i

State and local
ducat1on programs were asked to ass1st 1n the

d\rectors

cate on a

of special educat1on pr&grams

SubJects were asked to 1nd1-
faésigﬁ to

’ 1ces

sca]e\from 1 (1ow) to 10 (high) the amount of 1mportance they

the identified criteria for mﬁter1a1s selection when choos1ng

instructional materials for students rece1v1hg special educat1on serv-

A mean 1mportance rating and standard deviation was ca]cu]ated
- for each survey 1tem

-

Survey 1tems were rank ordered froit most to

least 1mportant and proport10nate scale We1ghts based on meéans (Edwards,
~(2~ 1957) ‘were assigned to each suryey item in order to create’ a weighted

89

<98 ‘

.
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instructional materia 1 checkiist‘ 'in?brmét{bn wa§~sb1iciféa from
‘of the following questions: : [‘ o N .
A - | 7 |
1. 'w”hat were the mean imoorténce ratmg’s assignéa to

2. What were the mean 1mportance rat1ngs ass1gned to-

/ ' identified selection cr1ter1a by expert rev1ewers7

-

3. What is ‘the corre]at1on between mean 1mportance

ratings ass1gned to se]ect1on cr1ter1a by subJects

and ‘expert rev1ewers7 ’ ‘ A SRR S

4. For what types. of §tudents did subaects report
i\\SE]ECtTHQ 1nstru;t1onal mater1a1s7 .

w

What percentage\of survey respondents se]ect
/o '
mater1a1s for e]ementary age students, secondary

\
age stud&nts, or: both age groups? ‘ s R

6. Hhat positions 1n schoo] d1str1cts or cooperat1ves
are he]d by 1nd1v1dua1s who are respons1b1e for

__’se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s?

7. . What percentage of 1nd1V1duals who select nstructiona1

‘materials for spec1al educat1on students report haV1ng

rece1ved forma] coursework or tra1n1ng in this area9
§, What percentage of subJects 1nd1cated that they fe]t
fdrﬁé] coursework or tra1n1ng in the selection of
1nstruct10na] materials’ is of va]ue7 7
§ 9. What sources did subJects report us1ng to obtain

90



o
"

o

e

~means of a computer: ) .

‘ N R ’ o
{ T u’ ' . 91
10.  Whatspercentage of individuals Who séiect instrUCtﬁﬁnalo

. &
materials report us1ng a checkt;§§7or materials se]eet1on
ons? '

form when making s 1ect1op decif\ons ? T e
I3 AN . - A

11. In What sz:;ings are the 1nstnyct1ona1 mater1als se]ected

r

— :négﬁaﬁaéﬁfg‘ demograph1c 1nformat1on was coded and the1r rat1ngs

4

of the 1mportance of 1dent1f1ed se]ect1on cr1ter1a was ana]yzed by
\ : .

by ‘subjects used?

Results - . ‘
The majority of - 1nd1v1duals surveyed Mére found ‘to be se]ect1ng

L ~
materials for either educab]e menta]]y retarded or 1earn1ng d1sab1ed

students. - The next largest student group for whom materials are se-

iéetédswasfthé ématibﬁai1y disturbed: These Fébérfs ébﬁnéide With -

e e

educat1on serv1ces ' F1fty-s1x percent of the subJects reported that‘

they are choosing 1hstructfbnai materials for two to fivVe or more

" types of eﬁcept1ona1 stﬁdents Of that group, the majority select

materialghfor two' or three types of except1ona11t1es It is ]1ke1y

that the 1nd1v1duals who select mater1als for two or three types of

SubJects' responses: were fa1r1y evenl;\d1v1ded amongj;he poss1b1e

'agé groups of students for whoti mater1als are sele 'ted S]1ght1y more

:

:than one th1rd indicated that they select materials for e]ementary-age

students; wh11e approximatély another one-third choosé materials for®

secondary level stuflents; slightly less than one-thind reported being

responsible for selecting materials for both groups. Nearly half

i

o
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.(47.10%) of the respondents indicated that they a% emp]oyed as re-

;o ' .source rooﬁ teachérs— The next largest group of subJects con51sted

'4-.

of 1nd1v1dua1s who hoqd superV1sory po itions in the1r respect1ve

d1str1cts,7wh1]e the th1rd 1argest subject group (21 31%) 1nd1cated

-

~ that they are work1ng as- sielf-conﬁgﬁed c]assroom teachers Remammg

- “R { pondents reported that they are- e1ther 1t1nerant teachers, princi-

pals, or d1nﬁctors of spec1a1 educat1on Ten percent of survey par-

. t1c1pants indicated that they serve ‘in two positions in the1r respect1ve

v

, schoo] districts. : : <

c1a] educat1on students More than ha]f (60 62%) résponded 1n the

they had not rece1ved such tra1n1ng or coursewgrk 7 o

T C In add1t1on,.sub3ects were asked: whether or not they cons1dered

N soch tra1n1ng be of va]ue The Vast majority (85 78%) 1nd1cated that

. : -

they regarded training in the se]ect1on of mater1a1s as be1ng va1uab1e

D Regarding the sources used.to obtain 1nformat1on about 1nstruc- 7
. ( /\i
t1ona1 mater1a1s, responses were fa1r1y evenly d1V1ded amOng the pos-

sible cho1ces Pub11shers cata1ogs were mentJoned most freqUent]y,

1

;»‘ wh11e the adJﬁce of co]Teagues emerged as“the second most frequeht]y )

-

listed cho1ce These two sources made ﬁp over 40 percent of the tota]

£l

response to th1s dUéSt1on. The third most frequent]y mentiqned resource

1nc1ud%s mater1alstd1sp1ays at conferences, followed close1y by profeif
/ s1ona] journals and' inservice meet1ngs fn -the space prOV1ded for lisk-

ing add1tiona1 sources and the exact_nature of such sources, pub11shers )

_ t
KT ¢ é"‘ v - . . e

bk
S
Ried -
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'that they a]ways use a check]1st to select méteriéis’ S

L] -

- use check11sts when se]ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a1s Most responses

(88%) were . nearly even]y d1v1ded among the categor1es "occasignally" .

or "never". A small percentage (7:68%) of the respondents stated

‘In response to a quest1on regard1ng thé sett1ngs for Wh1ch sub--

Jects se]ect mater1als, 42>pereent respond;a that the selected mater1a1s

are used in the1r own c1assroom, Th1rty pe cent reported that they se-

Al

L]

. tect materials for.use in'the classroonms of'tthers : Nearly 20 percent
‘ '7 a4

-~

replied that they select materials fo use® in‘school district libraries

°

or materials centers. Remaining subjects indifated that they select

]

materials for use in other locatidns. ;.

Weights were assigned to each survey item based upon the mean

) 1mportance rating awardedéiy subjgcts. A survey itém’cauié be weighted

-

from 1 (1ow) to 11 (htgh).’ Subaect rat1ngs of the survey 1tems re-

\/ -

Ly o
- either ji, 10, or 9. 1In contrast, only 8 percent 9f the survey s con-

‘

tent received wei§hts of 6, or less. These results offer ev dehce to

support,the notion that the maJd?1ty of the 1dent1f1ed se]ec 1on crrfa'

| g : |
? s '; . ’ ‘J

St

terials. T
. . . :
; The review panel's ratings of §UFvéy items were found to be simi]ér

assigned weights ranging from 11 to 9, W1th 13:5% recéqv1ng We1ght3]fr0@it

<

-
-
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1 . . . Further evidence of the s1m11ar1tyrbetween subJects and experts'

&rat1ngs of the survey 1tems is ref]ected +n the strong pos1t1ve corre-

lation between subJects and experts responses, g.e.-f.sl.

. Although the sUbjects' and experts' ratings of the importance of

, [ sutvey items were similar, some notable differences between their re-
' Sﬁthés were #6urd: The ?6116W?né'is a 1istihg of thoséigurVéy iféms

C 1ngs of the two groups ;" \
{ 1: The read1ng level of the material—is indicated by -
o ' the pub11shér L . . | - ‘
/; < 2. The mptér1a1 is designed so that iéﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁé 6écu;s
v ‘ 1n"ma11 units of achievément: o
3 € Rttractiveness ;ndiappeal of the material to
g’ A students | “R 4 -3 .,
. i The format of the material (e. a:; workbook ; Eéssette
- . tqpe, ganme ; etc ) , :
_ ‘ 3. Number of times the material wou]d be used by a student
.- 6. Objectives of the mater1a7'ueet students' affective needs.
_ 7.  Evidence thét.tﬁe material w;s developed tﬁfduﬁﬁ;tﬁé use
. v of sound research and development procedures : .~ _;
L } . 8. |Ease W1th which the mater1a1 méy ba,shared w1th ‘other
teachers i, B o ‘ j_4 .
i 9: Material developed for use With a pérticuiéruaisébiiitg
| | céroup | : : ' S
‘ o ‘ + 10, ~ eredom from b1as (e. g s sex1st[/;ac1a1, re11g1ous) T
: the material. ‘ '
.6 . e
[ ‘ o .

"‘\
-
Q
e |
@
(Vb
[
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. _ 7 7
. 11. Teachiqg methodsfsupported by emp1r1ca] ev1dehce R
C ' 12. Safety féatures of the mater1a1* '

f13.; -Spe f?i' ations of the . type of c]assrqpm for wh1ch ‘

the mater131 was des1gned

) 14.. The ;opyr1ght or pub11cat1on date ST L ng%
. 15.  Provision by the pub11sher of f1e1d test data wh1ch )
-t i - support the effectiveness of the mater{/? )
e - v 16. rThe packaé%ng of the mater1a1f S : R

4 : P .
There are a number of reasons why each group may have had\d1ss1m1-
]ar perceptions of the 1mportance of certd1n cr1ter1on statemed%e The

-«
- >
:

experts, as a resu]t\“P the1r exper1enc$lrn deser1b1ng the. mater1als

a8 se]ect1on process in g]oba] ters ; may have responded to the survey
from a g1obal framework In contrast,,the “subjects are 11ke1y to have

based the1r responses on actual pract1ces of se]ect1ng mater1a1s SBCH

-

a di ??erence in perspEct1ve may explain why subaects attached more -

port&gpe to the 1tems dea11ng with the format of the mater1a1r the num-

1}

ber of times the material “would be used by a student, the attract1veness

T and appeat of the ﬁfter1a1 to students, matér1a1 deve]oped for use w1th

Ld =

.

a partiéuiaf disability group, ease W:thgwh1ch the mater1a1 may be

W

© ' level 6f instructional materials may adcount for the importance assigned-zi_
by sutffiects to reading level: ‘In contrast; the experts may be more aware
" ce that estimates of readability can vary dependent upon the fonnu]a used

,,,:4 —

ﬂpthus, they d1d ‘ot consider readab111ty information to be as 1mportant

i a selection consideration. v ; _ )
- 7 Lwl o 7 . 7 o \‘

~ L : / . . . ;
. - d ~ 2 7 y
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. , - T BIVIARSRION TRV ¢ proposce Tor the Tmportence
s © by, subjects to the item worded "materials designed ) that 163?"*"9
- occurs ;n small units of achievement". Frequent1y. teacher tra1n1ng
ip special education émﬁhééizéé the need for task analysis of Uhits
of 1ﬁ§t;aéf{**; Thus, the subjects' 1mportance rating may reflect . .

‘ . -~ their traLn1ng in breakiny down units of instruct1on into component
- parts:. The. experts, however may have interpreted this cr1ter1on

rjj ' statement as advocating that mategla1s p]ace 1imits on the pace at
o wh1ch a student progresses through a given program. "
("" \; The expert grogp cons1stent1ysrated surVey items spet1fy1ng th
T mater1als shou]d be Based upon sound research evidence as more fépor- ;g;
- * tant than did the subjects: Th)s pos1t1on is to be expected from a "
group bf exﬁért§} many 6Ff whom are associated with colleges or uni-
versities. Practitioners, on,the other hand, especially if they have
7.' not réceived training- in materia]s.se1ectionf may not be aware that

materials should be designed on the bagis of sound research and de- \
' ve]opment procedures In add1t1on, pu:}\shers se]dom prov1de ev1dence

kS
\of field test1ng or emp1r1ea1 support for materials. It would not be |

|

) surpr1s1ﬁg to f1£d t:E% subjects were unaware that such information !

R | should be made‘ava11 le by pub11shers

J ‘ N Greater fami11ar1ty w1th the h1story oﬁ the -efforts to a]Tev1;té
b1ases in 1nstr0ct1ona1 mater1a1 may have 1ed the expert pane] members

sto]attach more. importance to the survey i tem re]ated to th1s topic.

~

3

.. Since most instructional materials used in the c]assreom are of H

*

»

' to,seem re]evant to the pract1t1oners. On the contrary;\1f the}experts
. _ ' LY : A
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{’ were. cons1der1ng the entire range of avai]ab1e material formats. they

~ s 'vouid be more 1nc11ned 'to view the safety features of a materia] as an

—

Xron‘ica]‘ly; subjects rated the packaging of i'nstructiéﬁa'] materialy
of lesser 1mportance than did the experts hndividua]s who are respon\\
stb]e For 'selecting instructional materials are frequent]y critfcized

[ for attending to the packaging rather than the content of the instriuc-
tional product. Several members of the review panel are; orlpreyibusly’
- ha ve béen. assoc1ated with tommerc1al pub11sh1ng ‘companies. §ince pro-
7 duct marRet1ng ﬁften emphasizes packag1ng. it 1s conce1vab1e that their

B response to this 1tem reflected such :an emphasis. = 4

.
.

When rdgfng the 1mportance of the copyr1ght or pub11cat1on date .

d? a mater1a1, subJectssmay have acied from the notion that “newer is

~ P
[’y

etter L : ; ' X
1 . = ) <

It\'fis fiot known whay effect EFaiFﬁﬁé in the selection of instruc- -

tional® mater1a1s had 8pon SUbJECtS ratings of the survey items. It
shou]d be noted that 38 percent of the_sample popu)at1on had not re-"

ceived tra1n1ng Th1s may account for the variation between responses

e discussion of the d1fferences between subJects and experts'
respo 58S Was not méant to 1mp1y that the responses of one group were

)' ' ,' ) inherently more or 1ess correct than those of the other Since - the

-~

é" " bulk of ex1st1ng 11terature on the se]ect1on of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1als

has been formu]ated on the basis of 3uthor op1n1on rather than a data

. base@ the present research represents the deve]opment of a data base

_ concefntng actua] pract1ces among those who are respons1b1e for se-q,

1ect1ng 1nstruct1ona1 materials o
~ | _ - . - RN '7; B ’ .

’
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- Comparison with Previous Studies

The data obtained in the present investigation were similar to

98 .

. o
> Ry

those Teported by Komoski (1978) based on a study cqnﬁgctéd%by the
;\ Eaa6a1i6ﬁ51»P;aauéf§_Ia?aiﬁaiién Exchange (EPIE). Accordihg to EPIE:
VtigﬁFés 55 percent of thé in di’1duais surveyed ;eported that they se- .
lect the materials used most often in their c]assrooms ;Thé group
described by Komosk1 consisted of reguiar classroom teachers. Thus,
- "he thedrized that the EPiE results were more reprbsentative of the
lpractices of reguTar c]assroom teachers than spec1a1 educators S Yet;
frthe data obtained in the present 1nvest1gat1on of spe;j§1Aeducatibh
practitioners suggest that only 42 percent of the individuals survéyed
' are respons1b1e for select1ng the mater1a1s used 1n thedr own c]ass-

rooms. = - .
\

The data dbta1ned here contrast sharply with Bormazt\s (1979)

the se]ect1on of 1nstruct10na1 mater1a1s to be a high pr1or1ty training
?p ed" (p. 28). Those surveyed in the present study strong]y (85%) in-
dicated that tra1n1ng in the process of selecting instructional matefﬁijs

Acis of value. | - g )

format1on on mater1a1s eva]uat1on fonns is of interest to teaehers;

An examination of the d1str1but1on of subaects impbrtéhce rétihgs

. -

i we1ghted 9, 10, or 1;; were considered as be1ng most 1mportant by
;;;? those responsible for selecting instructional mater1a1s ,
| v )
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SuBJects -rat1ngs\bf the 1mportance of se]ect1on criteria 1dent1-
7(1979) statement “that teachers cont1nue to be influenced by the in-
.struct1ona11y ]ess esséntial character1st1cs of materials such as
. packaging, prestige of author or developer, and, of courses the new
.épprbéth to content" (p: 202). While the surveyed pbpufattehﬁNEs not
; composed entirely of teachers, Komoski's éppraisai is not supported
by the data from thé present stday' Survey. 1tems perta1n1ng to the
"péckégiig bf a ﬁatéria?iand author prestige were among those rece1v1ng
‘the lowest 1mportance rat1ngs Furthermore,.a1though no survey 1tem
'spéCifiea11y addressed .new approaches to content, items examining var-
ious aspects of content were included among those rated highest in
importance by subjects. - . | -
The results reported by Levine (1969) iﬁaieaféa'f*éf the evaluation
criteria most frequently mentioned by participants in an evaluation in-
'stitute were "cost of material; whether it can be used individually or
in groups, the type of child it can be used with: and whether it con=>x
tains studént appeal™ (p. é). Applied to the results of the present
' investigation, only one of those cr1ter1a, "whether it contains student
appeal” would have fallen among the survey 1tems aSSjgnedfa we]ght:of.llgs,'
4’The'intormatidh gathered in the present théStigatiéhlhrbridéd the
necessary data for developing a materials selection checklist which is
weighted to reflect the levels o?'importance that users of instrictional
-métériéls apply to selection criteria previousiy idéhtifiéd ih thé 1itér2

ature. Furthermore, the f1nd1ngs point to the necessity of us1ng some +

1
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as 72 items are considered to be of most importance, only 7 percent
reported consistent use of any type of checklist. To assure consistent ___

application of such a Targe number of variables the use of a weighted

* checklist is éFifiééi; Suggestions for potential uses and éppiicatiohs

of the Wé§§ﬁféa' 7eck]1st, as well as topics for further research of

Suggestéd Use of the Weighted EﬁéékTiSf

v

The checklist can be utilized by individuals who are interested

in appraising instructional materials in‘a number of ways. For example,

the entire checklist (Appendix L) may be used:by somebody who wishes to

compare materials on the basis of all the criteria identified in the
present investigation: On the other hand, individuals teaching others
the theory of how to select materials may wish to highlight the criteria
rated assmost important by expert reviewers (Appendix K). Finally, the
criteria rated highest by subjects may be of more interest fo those who
actually select materials for a given population of éfﬁ&éﬁfé;‘ |
Using only a part of the check11st may more readily meet the needs
of others. Thus, an 1nd1v1dua1 may want to rate a given mater1a1 based

\

only on the selection criteria which rece1ved the highest weights: The

.check]1st could a]so be used by deve]opers of 1nstructiona1 materials

‘.‘.

a collection of points to consider when se]ecting mater1a]s; rather-than
as a rating instrument. |

The proposed checklist can easily be converted to a microcomputer

e

program. Such an adaptation would permit the User t®.quickly rate the

s 109



make it possible for the user to store and quickly retrieve information

~

‘material under consideration and thus avoid having to perform the

necessary mathematical operations by hand. The conversion would also
oW - "'\/77"' T PrAll 3ELC 3 s aies e "1t a Tt
about a material after its initial evaluation. g :

N

The data collected in the course of the present research provide

a base from which many additional research studies may be conducted. .
Thus, future research needs to address the areas outlined below.
1. No provision for measuring the reliability of subjects’

and experts' responses was actually incorporated into
the design of the present study. Therefore, future
™  research should address if subjects' and experts'
ratings of the importance of survey items would change
iWi;ﬁitﬁé passage of time. It is of additional interest
to determine if recent decreases in budgetary aliocations
would have altered subjects' opinions of the cost re-
lated features of instructional materials.
2. Rankings in the préiiit inGést€gatiéh were as¢igned based
upon subjects' and experts' mean fétihgs‘bf the importance
' o%ﬁsurVEy items. It is of intérest to determine whether
those rankings would be comparable if each group had been
asked to rank the survey items in order of importance. .

3. There is a need to investigate whether or not all of the
criteria identified in the present research are present
in instructional materials, or whether only, certain:of

them tend to*be common to most*available materials. It

-
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is unknown 15 criteria previousTy tdentified in the  _

literature were an indication of elements tha® should

be present versus tHSSé'tﬁat commonly are present.

"Future }ESéérch must determiné if those who select
materials would éctuaiiy‘asé a checklist that-yielded .
numerical ratings. Only 7.68 percent of those surveyed
in' the present fnvestigation ?;51%6& they always use a
checklist when selecting instructional materials. Theres
fore, it would be of interest to ascertain if the pro-
vision of a checklist that provided a means of quanti-
tatively comparing materials would increase the checklist's
Usage. - ;

develop a weighted checklist prototype; now a need exists
for further research to evaluate the effectiveness of this
weighted checklist enhance the material selection,process?
" (b) will materials receiving the highest ratings prove to
be the most effective in actual classroom use? :
Potential differences in response to survey items based
upon the type of student for whom materials are selescted
also need to be addressed.’ Results of a study of this
nature could provide an answer to the question of whether
or not the criteria for selecting materials tend to be
comimon across categories of exceptionality or whether the

selection process is exceptionality specific. Specifically,
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it Wéuia be usefut to determine whether, there are

d1fférences in the responses of those who select

~material fdr students with 1éinn3nésﬁe sus: sensorial

ﬁéhditébsf That is, are the cr1ter1a mos t 1mportant

in the se]ect1en of 1nstruct1ona7 materials th s it

 across categemes of‘except%nahty” Or is it poss1b1e ,

" that those criteria are d1sab111ty-spec1f1c. In this

connection; implications for teacher.training should

not be GVériookéd

A s1m11ar type of research study could be conducted

.

It Js possible that a re-exam1nat1qn of the dataﬂ

-

-

generated in the course of the\jgeéent investigation

wou]d revea] that the cr1té*1a emed most important

by those who choose materials for, e]ementany age stu-

dents dre significantly d1fferent_from»tbese cons1dered
to be important by individuals selecting materials for
older students.

While the positions he]d by survey respondents were

1dent1f1ed individual responses were not analyzed on
the basis of this variable. Additignal research could
be conducted to determine whether the criteria seen as
most important by individuals who are teachers, for

examp]e, are viewed s1gn1f1cant1y d1fferent1y by those

- who hold superv1sory or administrative positions.

P |
by
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9. There is a need to evaluate the effectiveness of the -
=~ checklist as a tréih{hg toel. Such %ﬁ eréiuation ‘
might igciude deterﬁihihg; ut111ty for tra1n1ng
1nd1v1duals to select and evaluate mater1a]s, and |
use of the check11st in prepar1ng 1nd1v1duals to .
become more 1nfbrmed consumers of educat1ona] pro-
duc;s. o - ‘
10.  The effects of training in the area of materials )
-selection aisp-réprésehis a research need: “For
example, does training in iEStrUEtiéhal materials
‘\- ; *: ‘“i‘ . se]ect1on result in a significant. var1at1on in fh”
'\\\ S '_"v o cr1ter1a rated as most important by survey respondents9
- As a resu]t of tra1n1ng: individuals. may have become
%\4 ' more aware of the criteria upon which to base seléétibh
decisions and; in turn, rate the importance of those
:cr1ter1a h1gher than . persons W1thout spec1f1c mater1als'
j;  o :r.se]ect1on ‘training: - S '.L\_ | -
11.  The types of materials to be se]ecfeg/withjthe help

- of a checklist also need to be identified. Given the

4

vast array of available materials, it is inconceivable
. that individuals responsible for materials selection . a
“have an bppértﬁhity‘té berférﬁ.éﬁ Thaeﬁth anaiysis o%‘l

each mater1a1 se]ected or purchased Therefore, an g\

1dent1f1cat1on of those selection criteria most germane '

~ to the material formats curren’]y on the market would

be helpful. It would be useful, for exampie, to.know e
' ‘,i'b..

j . .

e o
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' v - " !which selection cr1ter1a ref];ect the most~1mporta"nt ; B
E hoi‘hfs to be consnderé‘d when se]ééfmg print texts
. . ) » \-‘ < ) ) ‘7 . .
. versus supplementary acrt1v1_ty kits. | 2 N R
© ' . . - RS P '
- 12, Since subjects and experts may have ‘rated certain
R - criteria differently based upon ‘varying perception
T of the ﬁiééﬁi‘ﬁg"éf individual survey items, it may ,
“ be necessary to. deve]op a checkhst wh1ch 1nc1udes
. a def1n1t16h of. terms to ensure céﬁ§1stency e
, ; \
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Department of Spcunl Education
,,,,, College of Health Sciences and Hospital .
39th and Rainbow Blvd., Kansas City, Kansas 66103
. 913) 58 8-5944
(913) 588-5943

\

- -

-

I an current]y conducting a research stUdy funded by a grant from the

Bureau of Education for the Handicapped. This study is designed to

develop a model process for selection of instructional materials for

handicapped students. As part of this process it is necessary to

identify the criteria currently used in the selection of instructional

materials. The results of information will be used 1n the development

of a weighted selection check11st _ o -

‘«

The -ques tionnaire is to be sent to persons throughout the Uni ted States

who have the responsibility for selecting instructional materials for

elementary and secondary special education students. Prior to the

circulation of the questionnaire, it is 1mportant to obta1n the eval-

uat1on resu]ts of expert evaluators

Because of.your work in the area of select1ng and evaluating 1nstruc—

tional materials ‘for the handlcapped :you'have been 1dent1f1ed as - a

.professional who ‘could serve as an expert evaluator. If you wou]d be
‘willing to serve in this capac1ty, the quest1onna1re is included.. The

questionnaire lists the criteria.one can use in se]ect1ng,~3§§ructibha1

“materials for the handicapped. I would appreciate it if you would ex-

amine each identified selection criterion and rate; on . a scale of_1 to

10, the amount of 1mportanq;?you attach to each criterion when selecting
instructional materials. Space has been provided at_the end of the _

questionnaire for you to 1ist and rate add1t1ona1 criteria- that you feei
were not listed on fhe pr1nted quest1onna1re I wou1d apprec1ate re- -

ceiving the completed. questionnaire by.February 16; 1981. A s tamped

se]f;addressed enve]ope has been enc]osed for your conven1ence

t confidential. A]though your participation in the study is for the
ver1f1cat1on of questionnaire items I would welcome any additional com-

Er part1c1pat1on 1n the study is vo]untary and all responses will be

~ments you may have. If you have any questions about the study please

phone me at the. number 11sted aboVe A copy of the survey results will

survey. , f
. 115 . o0
£ o .

o ’ ' v

Main Campus. Lawrence

Collegq of Health Sciences and Hospital, Kansas City and- Wichita
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WL v . . SN - 7 v' 7 “ } ‘
: TH,E UNIVERSITY OF KANSAS o o e

Departmient of, Specmr Education - - ;gvj N T R
CoUegggf Health Sciences and Hospital ’
39th and Rambow Bivd:; Kansas City, Karisas 66 103
913) 588 5944

(913) 588-5943

- : T ‘(se’p’te’hiséf 17, 1980.

- . : . B

; ’ - - ‘ - Lol ’ . ' . £ - . . . ’ -
. U e O . P . R - - s PR - o T . PRI - . . I
< A v . . E—- k _ : . Ve L ) . R P . EEIN
. R, R S o TR o : o . - *

f ool T - . G LORERINS see . . .

P . ¢ - - Lo . . B e -
: . . s

- - [ . o . LA A
- & : : g

I ‘am wr1t1ng to request your ass1stance in a BERH research study dea11ng -

with the se]ect1on of . 1nstruct1ona1 materials for the hand1capped The 4’

purpbse of. the study is to develop specific selection criteria on which

the choice of 1nstruct1ona1 materials for hand1capped students may be
basedz ' L ; .

Ca .; .

In order fbr the re5ths of the study to be valid and re1§551e a nation- -

wide sample of subjects will be surveyed: The subjects of the study will

be individuals responsibie for selecting 1nstruct1ona1 materials for

,hand1capped students:.~The initial step in the process of subject selec-

= - tion requires_the 1dent1f1c.¢1on of Directors of Spec1a] Education in

- _m el e YO O XYERxTAT_ =

your staté. I would appreciate your cqbberat1on in providing a list of

the names and addresses of these individuals so that I may contact them

régarding the idertification of subjects. It would be most helpful if,

ot -~ this list were forwarded to me no later. than October 1, 1980. A stamped

‘se] f-addressed enve]ope has been enc]ose%;for your convenience.

TR .Any queséﬁons regard1ng the study may be sent to me in care éf the above

;, _ ;;27’- address.

cy : , 4 S . . .
. ; " Sincerely, ;
Mary Ventura
Progect Coord1nator
" 129 -

I ? .j . 1 ' - ‘;j
_. Main Campus, Lawrenoce 4 . ‘ :
Colleﬁo of Hoalth Sofenoes and Hospltul Kansas Clty and Wlohltu ;
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. _Department of Special Education : i
-+ College of Health Sciences and Hospital
. 39th and Rainbow Blvd., Kansas City; Kansas 66103
t (913).588-5944 : -
(913) 588-5943

;
o

I am currently conducting a research study funded, by a grant from the

Bureau of Education for the Handicapped: The study is designed to
develop a model process_for selection of instructional materials for
handicapped students. As a part of this process it is-necessary to
identify the criteria currently used in the selection of instructional
materials. The results of this informatjon will be used in the develop-

. ment of a weighted selection checklist: Approximately 3,000 individuals
who are responsible for choosing instructional materials for handicapped .
students will receive the research questionnaire: In the context of gg,w

this study, handicapped refers. to students who are receiving special
education services. : : |

As a special education administrator; it is likely that you know the - °~

individuals_ in your school district who are responsible for selecting
the materials used by handicapped students: Therefore, I would appreci- _
ate it if you would list the names and addresses of three individuals

materials for secondary age studerits. These individuals could be class-

who- select materials for éléméﬁEaK{Léﬁe students and three who. select

room teachers,; resource teachers; curriculum coordinators, consultants,’

or instructiona] materials centér personnel: If you do nét have access
to the information being requested; I would appreciate it if you would

forward this lettér to the person in your district who could provide
the names. A research survey will be sent to each of the individuals

you mame. "The survey will take about. 10 minutes to complete. I would
appreciate receiving the list of names.no later than January 19, 1981.

A stamped self-addressed envelope has been enclosed for your.cpnvenience.
For _every 150 names and addresseb received by the above date, I will send
a $5.00 ‘contribution to the Foundation for Exceptional Children, a non-

profit organization established by the Council for Exceptional Children.

.

131

~ 14y
- . Maln Campus, Lawrence :

College ot Héalth Hoiences and Hospital, Kansas City and Wichita
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_,Thank you fbr*your ass1stance in th1s research prUJect

. y . NN . . .
. - - . . «
y . - - . . RORY . - .
. . - - & . -
- > : & .

Your ggr;]gjpgtlon in the,study is vo]untary and a]] responses will be -
kept confidential. The number that appears-at the top of the list of

names and éaaiééééé will be used only for record keeping purposes. Any

questions about the study may be sent to me at. ‘the address. Tisted above.

e enclosed sheet. -If _you choose not

an X_in the box at the bottom of

to part1c1pate in the study would

on the enc]osed sheef and return it to me.

L

If you wou]d 1ike to receive a CO%E;Of the survey results please place-:

u place an X in the appropr1ate box

S1ncere1y, N
- Mary Ventura Lo . S
T e - . . e
- Project Coordinator i
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Deporiment of Speciol Educotion
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"process it is necessary to identi.

. 39th and Rainbow Blvd:; Kansas City, Kansas 66103 :
. Y © (913)588-5944 - ’ : ' S
< (913) 588-5943

" College of,&glth Sciences and Hospital

4N

& - ._:;'. o W : . : .
. S L . ) o <

I am.currently conducting a research study funded by a grant from the
Department of Education; Office of Special Education: The study is .-

designed to result.in the development of a model process for selecting °

/ the criteria currently used in the -

instructioratrmaterials fbr,hahdi$§ﬁﬁéa students:  As ‘a part of this
Y

selgctiow of instructional materials: The results of this study willk

“ | ., be used"in the-development of a weighted selection checklist.

&

who,are responsible for seTecting instructipnal materials for elementary :
and’secondary special edycation students. You were identified by your

. o The enclosed survey ,is ifig sent to persons throughbut the United: States

. Tocal Director of Special Education as an individual who hag this re-

-~y .

The directiofs for'édmpleting the en#losed survey are listed'on its .

1981. A stamped Self-addressed envelope has been enclosed.for your con- |

“ cover, . I would appreciate receiving yourscompleted survey by April 22,,.: °
W'%g_ " 2{
|

; venience. For every/150 surveys. completed and returned by the apove S

-date, I will make a $5:00 <contribution to the -Foundation for Exceptional

Children,* a noniprofit qrganization established by the Council for Ex-  +
ceptiopal Children: o C oL LT o T

N 4 R , . : e s
Your participatien in the study is voluntary and 3li responses will be
kept confidential: -:The code “number that appears on your survey will g

only be used’for record keeping purposes.

Thank .you for your assistance in‘this research project. . . R

- - . i
Lo - - - v

Sincerely, *© . . ¢

®,
vl
Y

Mary Ventura. i’
Project Coordinator

Miivg Co ) . _ | ‘ oLy .

T —— o 7
Enclosures & T S ; . ,
. T 4o |

LN - : _ .

. . .. __ _ Main Campus, Layrence .. -
College of Health Sciences and Hospital, Kansas City_and;Wichita. - L
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Selecting Instructional ﬁéférlals for ﬁéﬁaiééﬁﬁea .
" Students. The purpose of the suryey :is to determine the
’ criteria that you-feel are important” when you select
|ﬁsbectlonal 55%6Flals N : S /;j’

'AJthouqh the return . date on the cover letter'has passed

the |nformat|9n that you can provide is. most .import@nt. .

If you have already returned your survey, please aEcept

my thanks. [If you have not feturned your survey,‘would
# a few munutes and do so today? - . g

AT S L
R AN Slncerely,
RO . Mary Ventura °
LT i'Pchect Coordunatcr
;. ; :’
; -
o N
i ;o
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format of the material
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-motivational to students. -

The content of the material

- is’ clearly and understandab]y

presented

A focus on sk1]1s that are
useful and app11cab1e to .

" Material d’aAgned to_appeal

to the interest level of

L the student B .

The accuracy bf the: content
of the mater1a1

'v The' read1ng'1eve] of the

‘material is 1nd1cated by
the pub]1she? .

The obaébtiVes of the - mater1a1.‘
) are In‘keep1ng w1th the stuf ,

:}o?oach1pvement
¥ '155_

“
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127 1
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- of contenteoccurs frequent]y

" The relationship between " 8.69
- effectiveness and the: cost

of the material.

' 'The attractiveness and appea] . ' BESHf
'_of the mater1a1 to the students o
" The mater1a1 appears to fuif11] - 8:62

its stdted or 1mp11ed obJect1ves o iil
The agpeement between the - 8:617

material and curr1CU1ar

eobaect1ves

The mater1a1 is designed 50  8.61

DE.L8
The format of the mater1a1 - 8:.57
- (@’g. workbook, cassettet ’
tape, game etc

. 8- ) |

The prov1s1on for suff1-_ 4 8.56 -
‘cient 0pportun1t1es for -
practice.: - T

The degree to_which the e 8.55" .

ing to students

‘material ggpears cha]]eng—

presented sequentially.

. The material's content. is .. 8.55,"

The agreement between the L. ' 78.53

format of_ the materlal G 08
and stated,obJect1ves

with or. accompany1ng the Com
material. ' a '

A teaeher s guide 1nd1uded . 8.50

The ease with which teachers - -~ 8:50

v

may use the material.

The . .presence of fé]]bWHb ' 8:46
activities. for sk111 re1n—
ifbrcement o ref

. e

k<4

5 ks,that appear to be

3

165-

s
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1

&
[y

69

.41
.54
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1 Samp]e pages ef‘mater1a1 a]ong~w1th descr1pt1ons L

2 Presence of colorful,; relevant; sequential, 1ife- 11ke 111ustrat1ons
3 Preview poticy espec1a]1y if author or publisher is new, unfam1]1ar,
, or unknown.

4. Professibﬁa]ism of pub11sher s Catalog _ -

5 ;fss1b1]1ty and concern for feedback of pub11sher '

6 lability of a behav1ora]3management system to accompany S

< | 7 ' mater1a]s N YL

child's 1earn1ng sty]e ot . .
.. The degrée to which it "looks" like a: regu]ar“*textbook. R

The degree to which it will meet the future: career’needs of the .
student. N 3 - . .
Re-usable matér1a]s from year to. year -~
Mater1a]§ d1rect1y man1pu1at1ve by students

i

@i

\ Y SN P
s

b I e |

s set ete.
. Su1tab1e for w1de1y vary1ng ab111t1es and ag&;~of students

e [ [ |
NP W: NI=Q

Material that comes with enough of a range that one does not have -
+.to buy each grade level package to cover 1nterm1ttent level p]ate-
: ment. * . .

16 In black type so they can be reproduced by the teathgrviii B

17.. Pwovision by thé publisher to provide opt1on for 0bt31n1ng sample
. o materials.’ = : , .

18. Ind1v1dua11ty of components. . -

"~ 19. Thought provoking cantent. 3
20. Age appropriate materials.

21. Materials that are based on real life survival skills:

R 22._ Word placement spacing for L.D._kids ‘withaut overcrowding-
23. Ability of _paper -to handle erasures. ~oe

24, Clear, concise, instructions for independent use by students:

25. High interest low vocabulary with appropriate 111dstrat1ons

_ for a variety of age levels. - =
. 26. Material: geared towardfselffconcept ‘
- 27. Material geared to relevance f9r7§tudents,'n0t adu]ts :

28. Material with an emphasis dn essential competencies:

29. Material geared toward life skills:

- 30. Format of high.school level.

"31. High school subject matter written Tow. vocabuIany o

32. High school subject low comprehension with visual reinforcement.

33.  High school subjects with alternate assignments. to quest1ens ~
.34, Word problems--math that looks adult but low achievement. ‘

35.  Books do not have grade lévels on the covers
36. . Cost of material. ) .
37.  Re-wsability of material:

- 38.: Duradbility of material: ]

39. Length of time it can be used: : C : .
. 40. Namber of units of instructien. - :
} , 41, Quantity units (c]asses are less théhliO s tue ents)

42. Publishers response to questions.
43. Appropriateness of material:

44: Time span between ordering and receiving. is m1n1ma] -
, - .

192
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' 45. The .importance of uncluttered material.
' 46. Firsthand:knowledge of materials.
= - 47. Input: from teachers on mater1a]s B ) B
: 48. ° Input frem students. : £
B} 49. Pé?ceptua]]y clear illustrations.
. ) 50. €hronologically appropriaté. illustrations.
. 51. . Perceptually appropr1ate printing.
- 52. ' How_important is it to haVe a se]ect1on of material on a
- horizontal basis.
53. Availability of program as a computer software item.
- 54. Simplicity of material. 7
; 55.  Suggested methods for, adapt1ng to other populations:. i
. 56. . Reported.: prefereﬁ%e by teachers who use the material:
. 57, The degree to whith it can be modified if necessary:
- 58{ Type-used in e]ementary 1eve1¢hater1a1s larger than
L standard type - ,
59.  Black and white illustrations. ' ' uf >
60. Co]or keyed m er1a]s. o : \
61.

- from State Materjal Centers.
62. Ro]e mode]s for hénd1capped .
65. Material that can. be c]eaned eas1]y - -
_ - 66. Components that can be handled by a spast1c child. _
. 67.  Materials that are durable and can stand abuse.
68. Materials stimulate intérest and student mot1vated ideas
v and prOJects .
69. Mater1a1 1s 1nexpens1ve

area or is it to be used as'a supp]ementary material only.

71. The material uses as many of the s;udents senses as poss1b1e
o N (e.q. touch, sight, etc.).: , , _
- 72. The moda]1ty to which it is. geared.

73. Individuality of. instructional task suited for 1nd1v1dual needs.

"~ 74.°- Activities easily 1nterchangeab1e from individual to group

) - SJtuat1ons B
o - 75. - Multi-sensory approaches for 1earn1ng tasks

76 Is _#t fun.

77.. Hardback cover that’ could be used in sequence from year to year.

78. ' Adaptability of materials -across-age and grade 1evels

79 . Availability of sales representative.

- 80. If I can get ditto mas teys angd not just make thermal stencils only.

81. When students are mainstreamed do materials meet guidelines for

- requirements taught in regular education.

82. ‘Materials should provide publishers evaluative lists for teachers
. . - . . to evaluate effectiveness .of materials.
o : 83. Opinion checklist from_students

- 84.  Price_reasonable.
85. Multisensory components of" mater1a1 91 e cassettes to accompany

' : books-manipulatives). :
. 86._  Durability.

1

v &




104.
105.
106.
107. -
. 108:
. 109:
" 110;

111.
112
. 113.
114,
115.
116
117

118.

N

N

Materials for secondary students need to look more mature.
Relativity to overlapping handicaps.

‘Relativity to multi-handicapped. :
.o What type paper are the materials pr1nted on;- will 11ght
¢

glare on it.

‘Are the materials consumerab]e (s1c)

Physically as well as academ1ca11y appropr1ate

Type and purpose of material = processing versus ach1evement
versus survival skills.

Material developed and jbased upon sound L.D. and 1earn1ng theory
Appropr1ate to adolescents.

Parent related activities for re1nforcement and fun.

‘Highly man1pq1at1ve materials using concrete obJects from ch11d S

environment.
Several activities designed to teach and reinforce the objective.

More materials in all academic areas for secondary students.
Dittos without toos much on a page.
Dittos withgut fine print.

-Ability for child to work 1ndependent1y wi th the product

Non-consumability of the prodict. :
Do the .students enjoygusing the material. . )
Do the students see t’e relevance. 7
Véry structured. T !
Multisensory approach. : _ \

Use of direct teaching techniques.
The price of replacement parts. |

Material is appropriate to- students needs ag,stated by M.D.T.

and I.E.P.

. Materials applicable for every day life situations.

Straightforward, realistic approach to task, no B.S. o

Material presents one concept at a time.

? |

Ease with which the material can be hand]ed by young

(5-7 year 01d) students.

Relation to mainstream curriculum:

Variety of modes of evaluation of objectives.

Task evaluation and provision for evaluation of each

individual task: ' 2N
Mater1a1s which will not date themse]ves too soon.

Whether - material is on a state adopted list.

Whether approach is a "new twist" based on sound accepted theory
Number and sizes of multiple pieces:

Turnaround time. on filling orders+

Whether mater1a1s gu1de has~an act1ve role for parents section _

| assist in traJn1ng

mat of material matches matur1ty level of students

Cost involved in bringing in consu]tan;& (for teacher 1nserv1ce)
Format consistent with students physicd® and social development
as well as mental abilities.

Dégree to which salesman stands th1nd his product

194
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'130.. Eareer education emphasisr .

131. - Correlation with "regular" secondary program to m1n1m1ze S
o differences. , o o
132.  Suitable for large populations. , - ‘ e T
133.  The use of photographs. rather than éftlStS,ll]UStrat1UﬂS x

134, Use of humorous photographs rather than hu rous artists B

___s illustrations.. -

135.. Material meeting the needs of voéat1ona1 a Well as basal

- academic.skills; e

Cassette read along tapes for all regular education textbookg

all levels,
More high 1nterest, Tow vocabu]ary materials for upper h1gh

. 'school students, espec1a11y prepared for 1st, 2nd, 3rd grade

reading level. : =

Linguistic 1eve1 (primarily syntax). -
Materials and kits should have repruducab]e (s1c) worksheets.

Non= coniumable :

Copyab]e

Cheap. :

,Encouragement of f]ex1b1e th1nk1ng -

Encouragement of fluent thinking. . = g
Provision for use of creativity of fh1nk1ng and special
talents in performance skills, ’
Practical app11cat1ons of all materials 1ntroduced -

If the '‘material comjunicates the intended concept well.
The use of simple t&rms and phrasing (but not- redundant); B
If the examples used are easy fbr the teacher or sﬁudent to

demonstrate visually. , o - ..
Material or repair accesSan&nty . R - . '
Appealing or attractiveness of covep. . !

The amount of information i.e. the material g1ven in the cata]eg

Can the student use the material 1ndépendent]y .

Is it su1table for a léarn1ng center-work situation approach
How much téacher guidance is required with the student.

Can a paraprofessional set up ahkd monitor the materials.

Is the purpose to motivate and supplement - or is it necessary .

to achieve IEP objectives.

‘Material degigned for skill being. taught dOes,not depend on

success in another skill (you don't~have to read to do math)

Material is not labeled with a specific grade. hk\\

‘Pidtures or stories do not-indicate a younger age child than I

am using the material for.

R o rivme A AR NN e e e L bl s e e e

Pictures of actual materialsishown in cata]og s0 I can judge -

appropriateness of materra]rfbr my students.

H1gh interdst, low vocabu]ary in every area: socia] studies,

- science.
Uniform readability 1eve1 thﬂoughout material or gradua] increase.

Selection of material is also determ1ned by the availability of

funds to purchase material.

~ Speed with which materials- can be obtaimed from cogpany.

Mode of learning involved as visual, mu1t1sensory, etc.

If pr1nted, amount on page, type of pr1nt, etc.
§ S ;
i _
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" 168. Relates to socio-economic group(s) in-our cooperative.

169. - Publisher states formula used to compute. readability:
170.  Opportunity to try the material on a trial basis.

2 171. Materials that cover a 3-5 grade: equ1va1eni so-all -of my
- students would benefite

: '172. - Materials designed for pract1ca1 app11cat1on to. da11y 11v1ng
N, oskillst L -
\  173. Materials previding alternatives to paper-penc1q‘ta1ks .

»

. 174: Suitable for rurak‘sommunity sthat has IRC sett1ng§\K—8

Ty N in one classroom

175. Adaptable #to any age level. ) f;ﬁﬁ?\wg

'176.  Provision to match material to reay]ar educat1on
- 177.  -Preview of what is to be learned.

178. Discussion questions for concept.

179. Length of sentence structure.

180. Date of illustration..

, . 1811 . Concept presentation to student maturity.
3 182. Cost effectiveness. °*

T I - .

, .184. High 1nterest Tow vggagglgry759§g]ng Tevel,
- 185. Prite compatible with administrator.

/186.  Utilizes skill and ability strengths alféady possessed by student.

187.- - Stories about area child lives in (no inner city stor1es)
188. Cost of material. S

189. Select materials that teaches sk111 th t ha ve pract1ca]
S “appWication.. //

198. -The product has asthetic (sic) &ppeal

2' ) © 191. .Thé" gase with which- the prodnct can be corre]ated to ex1st1ng .
L o mateyial. v .
Y 192. Time requ1red by a\gompany to process:nw order.
\\ . 193. . LocalXsprvicing available:
\ . 194. Has pictures. _ o ) : .
B 195. . Durability. ) o

196.. Material developed to meet specific needs (ex sonnd/symbo])
197.” Provisions to share evaluation with parents at IEP, »

-198.  Previous use/fam1]1ar1ty with contents. [ -
199. - Experienced succesS with material: * - ;
200. EaSe with which the material can be cleaned. '

-L201. Can material product;meet more than 1 objective of student.
2023 Other colleagues famitdarity and récommendations for use of

. 203.  Home-study re1ated re1nfbrcement mater1als '
204. “The ease with,which a_cross age,tutor might emp]oy mater15L‘
205, . Provision for develop ing positive att1tudes toward the need
o . and use of material :
e 206. . Provision for :§;p1ng studen%(s see’ pract1ca1 daily app]1catron‘

o of ski}l build material
. -207. P ‘Provision for n1pu1at1ve or soc1a1 exper1ences to mot1vate
o and reinforce skills, concepts, or understand1ngs
208. Examples of areds in which target skill can be-used or for P
B wh1ch7]§71§7a prerequis1te ) A
209. Prgy]s1ppffor Creative extention (s1c) of skills. ' !
210 ) ‘
- » B
. £\
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211.: Can be used by an a1de : o

212. - Agtivities gombine both aud1tory and visial mode

213. Language levels. 3(

. 214, 0dd language or use of slang ‘or fdioms. -

215. Age appropriate material. -

216. Do you.feel that teacher made mater1a1 are more 1mportant
L than store bought goods. ) ‘
- © 217. The child can operate, complete material; on their own. R
; . 218. Teaches childrgn responsibility in taking care of mater1a1 .

219. Allows children immediate gratification. ~ :
220. Is material able to allow success for each student at student 3
- o level of ability.
221. Is child’ s self image 1mproved with use of mater1a1
" 222. Whether students have used materials in previous_ yéars
.223. " - Available in small parts, no need to buy for whole'class size.
224" Reputation the use: of mater1a1 has earned within my class-after .
. a year.
225. Regu]ar classroom teachers comments on spec1f1c student

226. Nearby co]lege—un1vers1ty professor s suggest1ons

'227. Graduate students suggestions in graduate college classes.

228. Evidence that the material provides for varying 1nputs and

response modes. - < . N
s T o 1o X

\ - 229. Illustrations that are realistic, simple and clear.

. 230. Availability of materials. that range from 1 to' a max1mum of

6 stimuli per page.

~~ 231: Availability of materials that are vgny s1mp1e in format. .
- e 232. Much more hands-on type material. .
? , # 233, More.articulation-drill type materials at varying degrees of

difficulty both in férmat and grade- 1eve1 1nterest

234. Materials are. age appropriate: -
235; €ontent appeals to large variety of students )
L 236. : Sensory mode required. ~
'<<' - 237. Do the stated or implied obgect1ves match my 1ntent for '
¢ N\ ___ . the material.
- 238." Is .the sequence thorough and 1n¢1og1ca1 order. ,

i féf , ' 239, Amount of adaptation required to fit my needs: :
N 240. Ease with which the material can be modified. =
v 241. 7 Program provides teaching of prerequisite sk1115 found

... deficient (sic) well into program. _
- 242. . Varidus. entry levels in same program for 1ate enro]]ment ie.
. unTike Corrective Reading. : ;
243. Truthful and helpful jnformation 1n cata]og ads. i
244. Emphasis on adolescerts in Junior H1gh, i.e. not 6th grade '
. v.elementary students. . s
245. Materials ability to be taught at home by parents 1p make up
o situations. o
246. The number of.ability levels the mater1a1 covers. _
247. Reproducible worksheetd. : _ |

Iy

.. 288, Prov1sion for a var1ety of Wr1tten respo's es: ] ;

;of 1nstruct1on and types of students.

IS
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s 251. Begree to which -material 1nstructs survival ski]]s
252. Manner material is spaced on _page (for work room). .
253. S1mp]1c1ty of language used (understandability). R -
Pyblisher's permission to ditto certain "component" parts.: ,Y/‘ -

254. 7
255. he & ect1veness of the materials reported by other 5?6?e§§iéﬁa]s o
____ - to me.

256. ‘Concepts'are broken up -into very f1ne steps.

257. .Several #steps can be combined for a faster student:
, 258. Concepts are very clearly stated (e.g. €V€ stands for consonant
o vowel consonant)
259. Availability of -the material.
- - 260. Catalog clarity of description. '
261. . Cata]ogs rece1ved in spr1ng pr1or to March 1 for order1ng

264 . Range of levels for progress1on
, 265. .Student reaction dUring preview per1od
' 266. ' Free_of elaborate equipment.

267.. .Usable by aides. _ - : - .
268.  Provision ‘for evalyation of retention. - . T
"269.  Provision for sufficient drill: ' 5

270.  Self teaching ‘ S

271. High interest Aol vocabGT%ry mater1a] spec1f1ca]1y designed to
o appeal to junior high learning disabilities. = . . ;
i 272. High interest low vocabulary materials on: motorcyclés; sports,
mysteries, space, adventure y'believe it or not" type stories. _
:_Pape back books, h1gh 1nt Y St.]QW vocabulary with accompanying
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Subjects’ Comments: About the ﬁrOCéss_”f,
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~ Subject Area of Comments

Pérsonal needs regarding appropriate materials

Explanation of responses to survey

North, conciseness of survey

-

.Eost/expense of 1nstruct1ona1 mater1a15

'Need to select qua11ty teachers

- . <
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C. 200

L 93

-

Number, of

Comments
122
_29 ;
23
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