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I am sure. that all those 1nvolved in thls major team

effort can see how much -has been accompllshed and have a pos1—

. tive view of its’ educatlonal s1gn1f1cance for the young people
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the career education unlts tested, we. all have contrlbuted a

pos1t1ve boost to career educatLon in school dlstrlcts across the
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lably by excellent statf swpport-from the Mesa Public Schools
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S _— I NTRODUCTION

o e e — - - o P . =

S

The major purpose ”é most, innoVative programs such as

. . ' R

career education is to affect posltlvely learners' cognltlve,

affectlve, and psychomotor behaV1or accordlng to expressed

+

performance and behav1oral objectlves.‘ The present field

o " .
test of career educatlon currlculum unlts is deslgned to
examine the success of the unit 1n terms of the above._'
" Cognitive and attltudJ.nal ‘data have been collectfed from o "
' . sites and pfojects across the state of /Arizona. The follow1ng
.projects were 1nvolved in the effort f field testlng the s
P . uhits: Coconlno, Central Marlcopa,bﬂsa;’Plnal, lea,
5 _
.ROosevelt, Tri-CountyL WACOP, and Yadﬁpai.
: v Data on the present unit; however, have bden collected a
1 . from the follow1ng 51tes- o
® .- : ) .
oo Cl@ssrooms
< Classrooms : - Used In
Project - Requested Analysis*
.- Central Mariéopa- 3 3 At
. S Mesa " , . 5 3
., : , .-
I T Pinal <y S 3
H . ] ,
Rdosevelt 3 . ‘ 3
,. Tri-County L 37 3
Yavapai ro 5\\ ' 6 "
- - "Total . ; 22 - o2l

L

| *Data received ‘in time for anarysis 8 C .
i — - ' . : . . ;.

©
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‘UNIT DEBCRIPTION e —

DR o “CROCERY STORE, OCCUPRTIONG

~

Grade 1l: Grocery Store Occupations

[y T

This- unit describes the occupations of meat cutter,

shelf stocker, and cashier as they are performed in a
Loy . ‘ , . . o

grocery'store. The basic purpose of this unit is to make

students'more aware of the varlous occupations in’ the Y

grocery .store and some of the dutles each 1nvolves._ This
unit is almed at flrst grade level students and is uSeful Lo

in the Soc1al Stud%g Art, and Math areas.'
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- "'GROCERY STORE OCCUBATIONS T B
N - ; /
This section of fhe report presents the data summary
. . . B . . R . . ,
and analysis for the field test of the curriculum unit.. ,
An outline of this section follows: oL .
A Description of the field test includin§~s *
demographic characteristics of, both ’ -
participating teachers and learnews.
B. Attﬁtudinal data from both teachers apq.; - f
» - learners concerning the uni%, . |
s ~ . N . . A ' !
C. Learner performance data on the lesson specific ‘
items. , ' . B ) .
. D. Teacher refinement’ data, analysis and comments. .
- :\} ‘ /
S— * ,
! ) ! , * , .
A ) \L» . . . ‘
3 ¢ / {\ .
® . : .
( -
N ) , '
4 .. 4 ” L 4
5
P : 11 . B .




o

DESCRIPTION.OF

THE PARTICIPANTS .

4
‘.,

The data in this reporr'was thained'from'the projects,

- teachers’, and learners descrrbed\}n the following tables.
1 3 . . v -
l. Learners . : R S " )

. . ”

Table I presents deﬁographic information on.the
learners ‘that were expdsed to the unit in theﬁ‘held
: fest Examining Table I, it can be seen that. the- »;,*
male and fcmale learners are falrly evenly‘represented.
There was little representatlon by mlnorlty)groupsu‘
Out oﬁ$573 learners, 26%4§l46) were from mlnorlty
backgrounds; 19% (108) Spanlsh Surname, 4% (24) Black

2% (9) American Indlan, and 1% (5) Other.

‘Teachers . o
Table II"presenrs the total number and selected
demographlc characteristics of the teacn;rs presentlng
the unit. . v ' "C
It can be noted fromxTznle II;that'all the .

\ . )

-

teaghers that taught this unit were female.. This

can best be explained by the fact that this wds a

first grade unit. - ~
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Thefmediad years of'experiencejfor this group falls Voo T

o between 6—lO'yea// It should be noted that thlS group of . - ‘

£

teachers was qulte sophlstlcated concernlng career educatlon._

vAll 21 téachers were ramlllar w1th career educatlo? en ,

;. : ) / .'
® : had prev10usly taught a career educatlon unlt or program B
R N '-“and elght had actually developed a career educatlon unit or - T

program. - ' o o r .
9 . .
x| ' ATTITUDINAL DATA
P T / o
A / ‘-’.

. B Teacher Attitude R
. . ) '. . -o . 1,
- - Included in each UNIVAL (Unit Evaluation Instrument)

o -was an Instructor‘AttitudinaIpData.Sheet'Which asked ‘two

‘ Questions concerning attitudes toward career education . . ‘

in general and three questions cohcerning the teacher's
.attitudé-tohardfthe unit (see Appendix II). , _
a.«'Teacher.Attitude Toward CareervEdhcation' . :
1. . ) 'Examining‘ the' teachers' general attitude ‘toward -
career educatlon (Table III) it can-be seen that the i
. mean response acr6ss questions and.prOJe‘f}t,s 1s a very
| . high 4.17 (on a scale where 5 is the highest pos1t1ve
. respohse). of the 42 poss1ble responses, 35 (83u
.' ’ .are positive toward career education, 5 (12%_). are of
, -~ no opinion, and onlé 2 (5%) neg!tivef ”
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.,b,jTeacher Attltude Toward the Unlt

,}; . ’ o Table Iv: summarlzes the teacher attLtudeE , \\;;-"

c Xk -
toward the - unlt iy *fg .

1

The teachers’ hlgh pos1t1ve attltude toward

-

;»i S career educatipn carrled pVer somewhat o the

teachers' attitude toward thoﬁunlt. The teachers
. . 5 i . -~
* show a high 3.89 positive attitude toward'the .
C B ’ { N . A ¥
14

unit. Of the pés¥ible 63 responses, 49 (78%) I

X3 .
. . ¥ . ) . Y \ »
are.positlve,'8 (12%) are of no opinion, and
b o - . .
%‘: . : '
é { . ©
[l or ’

! : Correlatlons between the Teacher Attitude

V6 (10%) negatlve

“tow ard career eduoatlon and ‘Teacher Attltude toward
the unit were not 51gn1f1cant (Appendlx l)

4{_2. Learner Attltude T .

-

When Learner Attltq le toward the unlt is examlned

.(Table V), we see a falrly high posltlve feellng toward

the unitr ac. .ss all pJOJects. Of the 3792 responses

.

84% were positive towhrd the unit, 10% no opinion,

and onl&- % were neéative toward the unitl L,

R

o Correlatlons betwelph the Teacher Attltude toward

the unit and Learner Attitude were not s1gn1f1cant

~

(AppendixJI). «
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.. TABLE V.

LEARNER ATTITUDE -ZOWARDS UNIT _
(NUMBER, PERCENT AND MEAN OR COMPOSITE
LEARNER ATTITUDE RESPONFES)“‘

»

1'

/

P ~ I.DON'T

YES/HAPPY CARE/OK " - NO/SAD .:

PROJECT N 5 N . %

i
o

Central .-
Maricopa

" Mesa

Pinal
Roosevelt
Tri-County

‘Yavapai

Total




RO | LEARNER PERFORMANCE

L)

S

Y - : - ..'.. .Y
© . )3

! : IS R )
In order to examine learners' performance on the unit, .

"and to assess how well the objectives~of the unit are met,
- ]

«

cumulative scores over all the lesson 1tems w1th1n the un1t : i o

(total learrfer scores) were examlned. Table VI presents; o o

. Lo

the total learncr scores 1n perpentages by progects ' Th1s

score reflécts the un1t s overall success concerning dellvery

Y- 1ts objectives.

The scores‘fronleach projéct range from a low of .67% s -

at Central Maricopa to a high of)QO% at Roosevklt. These

responses appear uniform with no one_project varying far
from the mean score (81%) thereby exerting a diSproportion;’
ate influence. | |

Various other data was collected, from the teachers

1nvolved 1n the f1eld test of the units.

14

The data collected 1ncluded the following information;

l. Teachers indicated whether they had experience

»

in jobs other than teaching and whether this

information, helps in teaching the unit. It was 'ﬁ\\e\\
" found that 8 of the 21 teachers (39%) had .

previous experience in a ]Ob other than teachlng

The eight were evenly divided when asked if

that experience helped in teaching the unit.
) , '
(Tables VII and VIII)

20

13




. , A
' TABLE VI -
. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CORRECT LEARNER RESPONSES - —
‘ TO LESSON IMBEDDED ITEMS FOR A GIVEN UNIT - |
— * NUMBER OF ~ DPERCENT; OF
. ' . NUMBER OF CORRECT CORRECT
PROJECT RESPONSLS RESPONSES RESPONSES,
Central . - . b
Maricopa 259 174 : 67
Mesa 373 , 309 " 83
" Pinal. 281 233 83
Roosevelt 211 190 90
Tri-County 203 174 86
Yavapai 229 . 188 82
Total 1856 , - 1268 81 ¢
@
. / ‘
p i r ¢
R , ,
.
.21 )

T
s

N g
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g . TABLE VIII | ' | T
' WUMBER AND PERCENT OFINSTRUCTORS THAT ‘TAUGHT o

. ;v EACH UNIT BY WHETHER PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE HELPS . .

Mo T IN CAREER EDUCATION =~ : - ~

. - N B » ““.,FT.) . T . NO . . o K
o b L S S - PREVIOUS :
’ . Y¥YES - NO .EXPERIENCE TOTAL

PROJECT N 3 N $ N % NUMBER

v - . ' v -

. - . Gentral - , . ‘ ’
® .- -Maricopa 0 0o 1. 33 ©20 67 03

L IR : : . .
Mesa - . 0 0 0 Os-  ~ 3 " 100 3
Pinal . 1 . 33 1. 33* P10 o33 3
‘o g 'Roosevelt( | B33 1 33 1 33 ' 3
Tri-County l 33 A 4l|‘;’v ' 3:; ) - l .- 33 3
: - VEYépai"; 1w 0 5 g3 6 ‘

Total o4 194 4 19 13, 61 21

1 v, . ¥ oo i A - ~




1]

_ they used Ten of the 21 teachers (48 ) did

l’_’*ﬁ\’h

N

Ce
The teachers were asked how many guest speakers

\

. not use-guest speakers.’ A total of 19 guest

i)

and Student Attltude,

’

Speakers were used in the 21 classrooms

\/ *
(Table IX) : ,

9

The teachers were also aaked to 1nd1cate the -

amount of time devoted to the unlt per week and -

.

what time of day {(AM ot ﬁM)‘the unit was primarily-\
_taught. The median number of hours spent per .
week teaching the unit fell  between 2-3 hours.

Fifteen (7l%) teachers’taught\%he unlt_in‘the

afternoon while 6 (29%) taught the unit 'in the

morning. (Tables X and XI) . e

»

"The teachers were also asked what kind of class-

room or method of teaching they used. Fifteen | .,

"(71%) of the claserOMS were .self-contained,

(19% ) -were open and 2 (lOﬁ) were team taught

L1

(Table XII)

Correlatlons were calculated between the above data

-

No significant correlations were found. ‘

TEACHER REFINEMENT,
ANALY¥SIS AND COMMENTS
. \

rvv' . . e

‘ N

Specific rev1s1on data was obtained by asklng the

taught.

-

'fleld test teachers to make comments regardlng emﬂ’lesson
¢ ‘ '

These comments were solicited in’the UNIVAL.
: / . R .
17

-

Teacher Attltude and Student Performance.

24




- | TABLE I'X N oo
o - R . .
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT EACH®
UNIT BY THE NUMBER OF GUEST SPEAKERS USED

3 . ' : o L. k : e T
- aﬂ
. - - 3 .
0 ) 2. 3 4
. PR TOTAL
. . PROJECT N % N.._ 8 .N7 3* N . % N % __-NUMBER
. Q . . . ‘ Py
_. Central .~ .- , T - :
- _ Maricopa " 1 33. 1 33 1 © 33 0 o .0 o0 Ag
[~ .. Mesa -1 33' 2 §7 0 0 0 0. 0 0 3
® "Pinal 1° 33 1 33 o0 0 1733 .0 0 3
. Rogsevelt -2 ° 67, @+ 0.1 33 0 0 _0. 0 ° 3

- Tri~County 1

®  ')f Yavapai 4 67 0 0 1 17 0- 0 1

~

0 . Total To. 487 6 29 3° K. 1. 5 1 .5 02l
~ ., . » ] . . ’ . . '_‘ L“ 4 B
° - 1 ° S
- ~ . e
v,
. ¥
P . '\5,

| . 95
S 1
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"“TABLEwXI

VUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT EAUGHT
'f“" EACH UNIT BY TIME TAUGHT

o ,'“ B o Y - o “Ji h fTOTAL
PROJECT: T ' T NUMBE

e . . - - . S A

Central
Maricopa -

‘. Mesa'
)

A

"Pinal

"Roqsévelt

Trl-County

.
Yavapal

 £0£&1




;"

TABLE XII

~ OPEN -
£ . .- CLASSROOM.
- PROJECT .. N.. &

Central
__Marlcopa

Mesa.'
 v§inél -

Roogevel£ }“

Tridcbunéy'

‘Yavapai

-

Total




.more for curriculum refinement than for overall evaluation*:

~1.of the wﬁ%t . \\

- Pifial

‘The - follow1ng llst represents a compos1te of teacher

_comments regardlng the: various aspects of the: unltr as. well

as a lesson by. lesson crlthue of the unlt. These comments

-

have been analyzed and recommendatlohs for rev1s1on presented.

TEACHER COMMENTS

When reading the teacher comments it ‘should. be noted

that not all teachers respond- to the open ended items.

Therefore,‘some of the responses seem inconsistent withfthe

—teacher responses to the closed 1tems. The closed'itéms,‘~'
.lt is felt, reflect a true attitude toward the unlt over

“the teachers sampled. The. teacher comments are from

selected teachers'that-felt'strongly'enough £o take the

opportunity to respond. The comments, are, therefore,

Central Marlcopa .

Too difficult and involved for lst graders. - Shonld'

be simplified a little'confusing. Too 'involved for the

L3

whole class. Fnjoyed unit. Took too,long;

Really ‘good unit! Extended'activities almost
limitless., Need wore 1nd1v1dual and small group act1v1t1es.

7

1

"

Some concepts and terms too difficult. ' Requires too

» ) .. ‘ ,
- much teachers time for explanation.

L

o




- . . ) ) - . . B . ) - . M ‘ .' . V //
, Roosevelt.:. C i e : :

e ’ X R . “ . ) . \
2 E .. . . R

Unltr needs more to 1it.- What thefe was was good. - B

Not enough learnlng act1v1t1€s. Objectlves not spe01f1c

-/ enough, -vToo.easy -for gome students. o D.
’ ActhJ.tles were well planned'and qulte easy to foli.ow. )
- .‘Good unJ.t.i Poss1blllt1es., Use grocery words for spelllng. i
. | Learn spanlsh words for grocerles. Math became morex ‘
meanlngful as the students saw J.ts appllcatlon. R | N '
- , Yavagal o '”Q.f‘.,,i, vh;' | .." .ﬂv’.i;” K o |
e ' B ',;.,,_Teacher and chlldren enjoyed the unit. ._ Use of c_as.h'v .

B ) . Eal
.zgeglst T enharrced math program good unit.- Ver‘ygood. We

s

had animals in when discussing m‘eats. '

' : “a PR N e = :
' ’ . ’ : N : ot - . i g

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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The mevelant data collected during the field test is

summarized Heélow:
1. & total of 573 learners were exposed to this unit

in 6 of the 9 participating prbjects.'-Fiﬁtyethree 'i

percent of the leaﬁpefs were male aﬂdﬁZE%”féE;égént—
atives of.minorityvbaCkgrouﬁdé:itm .

2. of thé Zi:teachéﬁs that preéented'the-unit all wére :

| female, the median years of experiencéAWas béﬁ&eén |

6-10 yéars,Land 18 had taught or deVeloped_careér
education material. 4 '

3. Teachers expressed a very positive attitude toward -

career education in general (4.17 on a écale wheré
5 was the highest pbsiti&e rengnsé). Though étill
‘positiVe, the teachers' attitudé toward‘this particular
unit was lower (3.89). . - '
4.‘ The learners also exhibited a‘very;positivé aﬁtifude.
toward the unit witﬁ 84% of the 3792 responSes R
pésitive; 10% no.obinion, and only 6% negative.
“45,. The learners'.Qvefall,pexf?r?anci was high (81% cofrect).
There was very little variability écross lessons and

\ - P \ :
units. R
31

24

%

/




6. A list of the teachers'cfitiéﬁl comments and recom- {, | WJI~ sk?;4

N : o L .
d%ed'in the body of this report.: IR

mendations was prese
_ ; N - y
4 r
- .,'7; . -
(o x _
. \ g
. P b
/ .
, - .
/ "
- A e
- - ‘
. _'l: o "
»
L] - N
N ; y
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~
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\

w

- CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

/

\ . | . . . . ) ‘ ) . -. . 7 ] .

1. Future users of this unit should review the unit in i . .
its entirety,paying partioular attention to the
.content of each activity notlng when durlng thelr
- '_teachlng year 1t is best to be taught. ~ |

2. During installation the teachers, whilg not con= -

strained by field testing, should be made aware that
the lessons as presented are only suggestlons -and

may be modlfled, reségquenced, augmented or reduced ' ' (
as desired. : - - .
3. This unit presents a wide range of adtivity suggestions, - C.

3
many of which may be extracted to constltute .an . ~ /

enr ichment program in addltlon to the unit.
. s

4. This unit was -well received by both students and

»

teachers. It is recommended that #his unit be

1ncluded in the 1mplementatlon phase of currlculum

\

development ‘ - o | C:,
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e .

'Mean“Student'Attitude by Time of DayvUnit Taught
, e £ :

o P -

Time of
: B o Student Day
Projeck _ _Teacher # Attitude l=pm 2=am

* Central o, ) 1
Maricopa

Roosevelt
p

PG
B

4 Tri-County

a ) °9f5 .

7

" Yavapai "%t
" ¢ ' i o

Y




Mean Instructor® Attitude

® e

1
L

e

,Toward the Unit. by Mean Learnef Attituie

instruCtor o
; . Unit Learner
Project Teacher # Attitude Attitude
Central ' 1 & 3.00 2.59
Maricopa . . .
2 4.00 2.73
‘. . _, :
‘ 3 4.00 ’ 2.55 *
| Mesa 1 13.33 2.71
o : ,
d . 2 4.00 2,95
3 4,00 2.95"
o - - Tl 5.00 2.72
Pindl ST St ‘
ok 3  4.33 2.87
Roosevelt 1 2.67 2.83
2 3.67 2.75
] . . " v .
3 " 4.67 2.48
1 N 4,00 2.50
Tri-County . -
’ * 2 3- 00 [ N 2.76
3 3,67 2.77
s ‘
1 4.00 2.79 .
Yavapai :
2 4,00 2.78 |
' K
! . L.
. 3 3.00 2.77
o 4 4.67
5 4.00 »”
. , . 6 5.00
r = 0.10 @
36



e,

. Mean Instructor Atbltude Toward the Unit by Instructor Attltude
Toward Career Educataon .

. . : , Instructor
) ] . Instructor - Attitude
o, . Unit Attitude Career EY.
Project, ., ‘Teacher # (ques. 3<5) (ques. 1)\2)
Central i Coq 3.00 . 2.50
. Maricopa’ ' . '
® S R . 2. 4.00 - 4.50
e 3 4.00 3.50
| Mesa - : 1 3.33 3.50
. . LY .t .
® < 2 4.00 4.50
“ 3 \ 400 4.50
! . 1 5.00 4.00
Pinal : . .
® 2 3.67 4.50 !
3 4.33 «| 4.00
. . 1 2.67 .. 5.00 _
Roosevelt «#
Py ) 2, . 3.67 .| 3.50
O P T ¢ 3, 4.67 5.00
| 1 4.00 4.50
o Tri-Couhty - o : ;
® 2 3.00 4.50
e S l_l‘
R ) , e - o 3 , 3 . 6‘7 ‘ 40 5 0
R D, B 4.00 3,00
[ | Yavapai : . , .
I B 2 - 4.00 3.50




e . v . /

Mean Learners Performance ‘on a Unit by Mean Iﬁﬁtrubtor Aﬁtitude*“{.
Toward the Unit. ' ' ' : ' L

B © Instructor = . |

C . L _ [ o * Learner . Unit y
Project - _Teacher '# : Performance _Attitude
- Cehtral:Maricbpa - 1 ‘ o 66 - - 3.00
_» " ] ‘ _.‘ ,' ' ’ 2 . ) N 77- .4.00-.
| 3 | 59 | 4.00 -
) | , 1 68 1 3.33
Mesa’ * C . ) .
/"_ . _2 e . 86‘ } . 4.00
3 T 8e ] L a.00
Pinal Sl1 . e 5.00
' ' 2 , 92 ol 3.7
. . | . 3 | : N ~ 4 48 - ) 'l’ 4..33
| ) . . : l L. .- . 92 ‘ 2.67 i
Roosevelt ) . ; .
: o 2 |l 93 * 3,67
.3 - 85 - b 4,67
S I R " 83 4.00
Tri-County : . ‘ o
2 : 74 3,00
. _ 3 B 95 3.67
S 69 4.00
Yavapai ‘ ‘ e : . ot
' . : 2 . _ 71 - 4.00
/ 3 96 ©3.00
4 . 90 - 4.67
5 30 4,00
o . . 6 ' .90 . 5.00
r =0.02 : ' o - V

*Percent of students attaining unit objectives. .

\

.88




Teacher %

Mean Student Performance by Time of Day Unit Taught

Performance

‘Time of
Day -

l=pm 2=am

Project

Central Maricopa

66
77 .
.' 59

Mesa

68
86

86

. Pinal

90
92
48

Roosevelt

92
93
85

Tri—County

"83
74

95 |

— C
Yavapai

69

71
.96
".90

60"

90

r = -0.03

ad [

*Percent of students attalnlng unit objectlves

)

- 39
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£ Ewanlanerfiasen

 GROCERY STORE OCCUPATIONS.
.GRADE LEVEL: 1~

.

i




a.‘;Amer;Can~Ind1an~

“b.

 DIRECTIONS:.

Teachers:

How many vears have you worked

1

Ae.

b.

C.’
Which

Career

°

rVBlanf‘.

c.” Spanish $urname

-following cuestions. -
CRC -,_u; P T 4 ey

« .
-~

in the fleld of educatlon7'

1

Less than one d. ll 15 years

l-5~year5‘ More Fhan 15 Yéarsb_"‘”

/ fl

6 10 years

of the followrng wouia best’ descrlbe your exposure to

Educatlon‘ co date)" L have*~' ﬁ;.ﬂrw,.v e e

- . i

Deyelop\d ‘a; Career Eaucatlon unrt or program::

.

~Taught-a Career Educatlon unit or. program

Rea&mafcareerﬁEducatlon‘upltforfprogram. ’

Had some exposure to Career Education

. v.,_“..v

'iHad,no exnosure to Career Educatron

FullText Provided by exic K0

~
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»

What is your sex? ~ . .. .1l

a. (Male

b. ‘Female

~Is your:classroom: : (more than one answeximayghe;appliopble) .

we . RO

a,.0pen___ . . w0 ';.-,e;uh'- '?]h
h. 'Self—contalned_;_;; o | - N
éf'iTeam taught M

What time~of day?were‘the,ieséV

i,

. b. vPMv L A ' y SRS " .
How much tlme did:you devote.tq the unlt each week?
“a. Less than 1 hour ‘ '
b. 1-2 hours:' |
2-3 hours
‘3—5ohdufs.

' More than 5 hours -

How many gué%t speakers ‘were useq in conjunotion~with.gpe}
- unlt? ‘ ‘ ST o e

a. 'O‘
'b{"l
o 2
a. 3

<

e. 4 or more‘

Have you had another occupatlon other than teachlng?
a. “Soc1a1 sc1ences' :h*"- - Technlca;
-sPhy51caL*se1ences ' f. ;Construction

Chémical sciences S _‘Induetfy

Business




o L.

L ' pid this expériegice help in teaching the Career Education
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PART II

Learner Performance Data:

-

.Please provide an iﬁdication of how well the

%

. Grocery Store Occupations
Grade Level 1 - -

H
lessons delivered the performance obpjectives.
he lesson numbers and methodds of evaluation ’
. for each have been indicated.  Page numbers,
objective ‘specifications, and item numbers are
indicated as appropriate. Please indicate the -
- total number of learhers responding. Then record
the number that respdhded correctly. Complete -
, this form as you teach each lesson of the unit.
Mgthcd‘of Evaluationv Number df'Learhers'
Lesson | Page No.| . | "Instrhcto:,, S : RespOnding
. Numbexr | Ttem No.| Test . Judgment Responding| Correctly |
- Y b . %1 i ] ) . 2 B N .
‘)1 ’ 10,1.1.1 'i‘ﬂ _ ‘
2 | a.2.1.1 RN
3 1. 3. l. 1 - i:‘&.' ‘V : : ‘;‘
} 4y = 4T e Ls 3 o
7Y i; s Yo ') AHRE x
; L s 3 ERTLTE AT
SRR S
3 ’5‘ .vq._"‘.‘."; tef) 7 -\ 3
s S S é? £
- H .V\‘ > o -' X9 ” '.'
B e
] il (1 J ) <a
, : i . .'.‘ . 's‘, & .'I 'T";_ ) ADY _'f' ,¢‘+5‘%
SRR ARy S A TAR S WA BTt PR
Lo ¥ e By ~ AR 3 A gl Sl R gt PTG
kex 8 .‘5A »,'-' Joer Y, ,,"',‘* ¥ *Fu“ }\_Q”f"‘
1y AR FRIRL, S M IS s 73 ARG
g i) Pl 5 A ALt L 344 A
T s R R f%ﬁﬁgu T
“d - O L AL g Ly £ 25 3 ? -
P ok s R ARt feey 7 By
.‘%“%‘ A ke e e
AR 4 ; S e RN L / -«;1,72 b {350
R
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xnstructo:f Ateipudinal Data

Dimcﬁidn;’i - Read each st temeént. and place a check 4in the box
-  under ‘the ho‘hinq that ducx:l.bu your ruponu.

«

Strongly — No = trongly
:_Agree on _j Disagres jDisagree|

" vant if focused around | - - : y-*
Careear Education objec- - .
1vc|. 3

Classes in my sub 'jn R
grade level would b
more maningful\ le~

- Career Education :I.: Just
another fad that will
soon be forgotten.

After minimal revisions
this unit will be.
ready for statewide’
‘distribution. -

The learning activities
were very effective in
‘helping meet the per-
formance ltated. .

The content of the unit’
relates directl% my .
reqgular clau pragm

Indicate below any furt.har comments concerninq\ t_he itrcnqthn oxr
weaknesses of thc unit. K¢ .

-

L




. PART 11T (Continued)

. Learner Attltudlnal Data

v, -

/

NACTE On the . follow1ng page is an attxtudlnal survey which
_ we would. like your learners to respond to. -Please remove
that page from this instrument and reproduce enough copies
" for each -of your learners., We feel that it would be best
if your. learners responded to this survey at the completion
‘of ‘the unit. If your leatners do not” have the needed reading
ability to conplete the survey, please read and.explain the
" items to them. After the learners have completed the survey, .
please tally their responses and record the total number of"
learners respondlng in ‘each manner of the form provxded
below. , : B
N YES ‘ ’ I DON'-'I‘ S - . NO
‘ ‘ ' CARE ~ o

A

21

HAPPY'




“ 4

PART III (cont'd) ' ",

Would you want to khow more
about what we have 1earned

.in these lessons? <

&

¥

D6 you know more now about

- these lessons than before?

Were the lessons interesting.
to you?

/

Do you thlnk that next year s

. class should be given these

lessons?

/

How did you feel about the

~ lessons?

[

How did most of your other
classmates feel about the
lessons?

How did your teacher feel
about the lessons?

LEARNER ATTITUDINAL FO

HAPPY

I DON'T CARE' 3

- OK




