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= -~M—e£rorts. I am surc that'all those 1nvolved‘tn this major team‘ o
o . ‘
o ‘ effort can sec now much has been accompllshed and have a posi-

tive wiew of lts educatlonal significance for the young people

of- Ar;zona. By documontlng and analyzmng the.capabllltles of

o . .
' . the caveer education uﬁlti tested, we all have contrlbuted a -’
[ ‘," 'l“
positive boost to career education in school districts aorosé the 4
The ~task of Fleld Test Manager has boen 51mp11f1ed éon51der-
' > ablj by oxCellent staff support ;rom the Mesa Publlc Schools
. Department'of Research- and Evaluatlonf respons:.ve assis‘tancc .
] fﬁpm tnb State Dopartment of Education, and the effectlvc manage-
* mgnt shown by the fleld -test goordinatoers from the respectlve
) ‘field test projects. N g . ' R
.., e . . . : ,
L T ) " " prink Leo'Vicino
S . T B .. C -#'Field Test Manager . '~ .
' » L}
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* ., : "+ INTRODUCTION - .
s —— A U S . . R o et “
. . ' .
.THe major purpoée of thost iﬁﬁéva\:ive programs such as
> - career gducatiofx is to a\fgect poai‘tivelx; leal'fners‘ c;agnitive,,"
.. h affective, and psychomotor dehavior according to expressed
.", gerformaﬁce and behavio:a:f ob’;j'ecti;les. The present field ﬁes't
- * | ‘of career educa,tior'x cu‘r;ficulum units ,‘is'de‘si'gned to examine
L t'h,e‘Success of the unit in terms 'of-th.e above. Cdgnitive ;;m;l\

attitudinal data have ‘been®collectéd from sites and projects -
‘ - - ‘ . : . .

-.across the state-of Arizona. The following projects were in- -

L . * > '

® ¢« Vvolved. in the effort of field testing the units: .-Central
* - el ) * - - " . .
. ~ +" Maricopa, Coconino, Mesa, Pima, ‘Pinai, Roosevelt, Tri-County,
i ! oLt ‘ N ) “s ’ T v,
. WACOP, and Yavapai. s, - e
® Data on the presént unit, however, have been collected
. from the following sites: C T { ’
y B v B i} Classrooms
e . ‘ Classrooms Used In
-~ Project Requested. Analysis*
e ’ - .
. \ Coconino. 4 . 1
,‘.* . Mesa ° 1 0 .
P Pinal 4 ‘ 3
L 2 Roosevelt 3 3
K . Tri-County 3 -3
. ‘ Yavapai 3 0,
.- . s ¢ © (J“
) Tottal 18, 1‘g
L T ]
. ~ |
*bgta received in time for analysis. . /
.0 | .
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.8ignifjcant statistics a¥e

* »

‘'presented and discussed in

. ’

- the Field Té%t.Results secﬁ}on of this

praga

A

‘tigs and tabular data are presented

;h Appendix I of
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UNIT’DESCRIPTION

CONSTRUCTIGNs!NDGS@R¥~REL&¥EB*MAT

e o

A__...L.‘...;..A_.._.J_ -

-

rade’ 7: Construction Industry Related Mathematicé,

-

" This unit is inteqded'to familiarize students with various
*'facets of the construction iadustry, including the various
oceupations available and the skills and training neeessary

tovpursue an occupatioh in the industry. The final set of

‘act1v1t1es of the unit gives students an ppportuu;ty to plan

a house and to compute the apprbxlmate cost of thelr "dream

hous Opportunlty is also prov;deﬂ for the students to

[y

- work wixh various, constructhn industry related mathematics

préblems. ~
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A 5 .+ FIELD TEST RESULTS . '} L
n - N , : . P
: — CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY RELATED MATH T |
T T e B e D e e e e B s =~
] : ;.. “ ’1"!‘ .' . - 3 R . . .
. . Y. ! “- ) . T_ . -
4‘ " . ‘ ‘
- '» * s v . N
. This section of the report presents the data summary
L, and analysis forlthe field test of the curriculum unit. An )
. outlinc of this scction follows: ’
. - -
“‘éf'.ﬁ description of the field test including demo- .
v “ . ’ q .
. graphi¢ characteristics of both participating . .
, : - . . ~
, teachers and learners.
B. Attitudinal data from both teachers and .learners I
. ‘concerning the unit. _
.. 4. . . . . [} ”
* C. Learner performance data on the lesson specific
. - 1 .
items. “ . . N
) D. Teacher réfinement data, analysis and commentss .
. i” ’ i - - ' \\\
A » N ! . . |
- ¢ /3‘ .
h”_ . - N ‘ ’ )
- + « &
u ﬁ ’ o | :
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. " The até\in this ‘rep’cr‘t was obtained from the px'-'cj.ects'," |
® B teachers, nd learners '.descri‘b\ed- in the followi'ng tab}es: |
" '.‘. 1. ,Lgarr;:ars A “./ - ‘ .‘ T ‘

o . Table I pre ts demographic 'infqtmatiOn on the ‘, .'
® ) | learixers that were. xposed to the unit in the f:‘?ﬁ
’ ‘jtest. Examlnlng Table N it can be.seen that t
) . male cnd female learneré are 'air~1yv evenly ‘repr.e-§ .
‘ o ‘ gented. There Qas strong repres}::&ation by: the » , 5'. “
" minority groups. OQut of 402 le'rner’s, 50% (199)
: Mere from mmorlty backgrounds. 34%: (138) Spanish ~
o ‘ o Surname, 8% (31) Black, 7%' (28) American ,Ind.fan," J'§ \
: and 0.53 (2) Other. o D
.20 Teachers | i .
® . g Table II presents the. total number and selected
‘demographic charéctéristics~cf the teachers X
presentlng the unlt. : . '\" . ‘A
o ’ It can be noted from Table II that 8 of the 10 .
.“ : . te;chcrs that taught this wunit were male.‘ This.oan . -«
ot . .“best be explamed by the fact that thls is basically

e ; an mdustrlal arts unit.
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The median years.éf eﬁperlence for thls grodp falls

between 1-5 year%.‘ It should be noted th&t ‘this group. -of

‘ teachers was qulte sophlstlcated concernlng career educad

xlon. ‘Nine of the ;eachers were famlllar with career -

educatlon, four had prev1ously ‘taught a career educatlon

unit or program“a‘nd one: had developed a career educatlg o

unit or program. . . " ST o

SN
}

ATTITUDINAL DATA

*

1. Teacher Attitude‘

. Included in each UNIVAL {(Unit Evaluatlon Instrument)

was. an Instructor Attltudlnal Data Sheet which asked

-

two questions concernlng attitudes toward'career educar'g,l;f

tlon Ain general and three questlons concernrng the

teacher s attitude toward the unit (see Appendlx II)

a. Teacher®Attitude Toward'Career Educ&tlon“.
"Examininé the teacherstggeneral attitﬁde toward
‘l_career educatlon (Tahie III) ;t can be seen that the
. mean response across questions and progects is a
very high 4.20 ‘on a scale where 5 1s the hlghest
positive responseii of the 20 pOSSIble responses,
. 18 (905) are positive toward careerveducatlon, and

only 2 (10%) negative.
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b. Teacher Attltude Toward the Unlt t‘”‘

Table Iy summarlzes the teacher attztgdes

toward the unit. o v L

- The teachers' high posxtlve attitude toward
career educatlonoseems to have'carrred”over._
very\little to the teachers' attitude toward -

'the unit.” The teachers show a sllghtly 3.37
pOSlthé attltude toward the unlt. Of the ) .

_p0551ble 30 responses, 19(63%) are positive;;3

" (10%) are of nofopinion;,and‘S ¢27%) negative,

'Correlationé between the Teacher Attitude

N e

- toward career educatlon and Teacher, Attltude _0
-4 . toward the unit were not Slgnlflcant (Appendlx I)
2. Learner Attltude L ] o o T 7?

. * P
t

 73~'9 When Learner Attitude toward the unit is examlned .
(Table V), we see a moderately positive- feellng toward
‘the unit across all projects.. Of the 1856 responses
;\53% were positive toward . the unit, 33% no opinion,
and 14% were-negatlve toward the unit.
e Correlations between the Teacher‘Attitude toward
,.J\._4the unit and‘Learner'Attitude were not signifi-A

? . ) ——— e .

. . cant (Appendix I) 2
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TABLE V _ :
' o, LEARNER ATZITYDE TOWARDS UNIT - .
‘ (NUMBER, PERCENT AND MEAN .OR COMPOSITE .
LEARNER. ATTITUDE RESPONSES) ' .
. . : X -
- ' . T DON'T
. . . _ YES/HAPPY CARE/OK .
PROJECT ______ / N_ 2 N 3 MEAN
€oconino ¢ 74 38 93 A7 2.23"
. pinal 226 57 135 34 2.47
Roosevelt 391 55, 169 24 2.33
{';Tri-County} 302, 55 208 3 a 2.48
| 3 "

» M i

. Total. 993 53 605 33 258 14 2.40

~
~




LEARNEFR PERFORMANCE
.« _

In order to examine learners' performance on the unit, -

¢ ang ﬁb assess how well the objectives of the unit are met,

-

cumulative ~-scores over all the lesson items within the unit
(tpt;l leafneé scéres) weré_examinea...Tabl¢ VI preseﬁts .
the topal leé;ner sédreé in percgntages by projeéts. This

- score reflects the‘unif's‘overéil succeséAconcerniné delivery

. : S

of its objectives. ‘ R

—

The scores from each project range. . from a low of 72%’ .
at Coconino to a high of 88% at Pinal. 'These responses

appear uniform with no one;project~varying far from the
mean score (83%) thereby exéfﬁing a disproportionate
influence.- h

Various other data was collected from the teachers
. (o i . ’
involved in the field test of the units.
. IS Y N
. . L .
The data collected included the following information:

~

1. Teachers indicated whether they had experience
° L 4

in jobs other than teaching and whether this

information helps in teéching'tﬁe unit. It
° "was found that 8 of the'1l0 teachers (80%)

had previous experience in a job other than

‘ . i
teachinb, Of these eight, seven indicated that
the previolds experience helped in teaching the

unit (Tables VII and VIII).

BT 20
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g . TABLE vy1I ' ) \
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CORRECT LEARNER RESPONSES
. TO LESSON IMBEDDED ITEMS FOR A GIVEN UNIT <

~ -
.

. - . "NUMBER OF  PERCENT OF
| ) NUMBER, OF CORRECT CORRECT -
® PROJECT - . - _ RESPONSES _ RESPONSES,  RESPONSES
Coconino S 111 e+ 80 72
Pinal o217 o196 < - 88

-

*  Roosevelt 366 311 85,

.

Tri-County 328 ' 271 : 83

. Total 1022 ., 882 =° -, 83 .

-
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TABLE VIII

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT
EACH UNIT BY WHETHER PREVIOUS EXPERIENCE HELPS .

p IN CAREER EDUCATION . *
“ . ‘ "
. No . -
. - PREVIOUS -
¢ ' YES L NO EXPERIENCE . TOTAL
PROJECT N $ YN $ N % . NUMBER e
* ‘ * e » .
Coconino 0 0 ' 0 0 1 100 1
. Pinal 2 67 1 33 0 0 3 . .
Roosevelt 3 100, 0 0 0 0. 3 )
Tri-County = 2 67 . + 0 0. -1 33 3
- - = — ‘ . ® ’
Total i SO ¥ N 1 20 2 20 10 -
A I . . . PO - ': .
' \L' [ 4 ' N
* ‘ ~ | “ .
¢ :o' ‘ 4
- s . , .
\ . i ‘ u}
. t B ’ © 4
» ' - . x .
b - ‘ - :
P T ‘ "'
- q A 4 [ S * .
- v -
/ , ( [ *
v ;
93 )
: . !
1} - . 1
) 16 . J
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The teachers were'asked how hany guest speakers

’

they used. Seven of the lO'teachers (70%)

did not use guest Speakers. A total of 8 .

.

guest speakers were uséé in the 10 ciassrooms. <
. ‘eﬂﬁn R . ]

(Table IX) o . oo -

-

The teachers were also asked to 1nd1cate the
amount of tlme devoted-to the unit per week
and what time of day (AM or PMJ the unit was

primarily taught. The medlan number of hours

spent per week teachlng the unlt fell between.

2-<3 hours. ‘!our (40%) teachers tatght thélunit -

in the afternodn while # "£60%) tauéﬂt;tﬁa unit

in the morning. (Tables X and XI)

»

The teachers were also asked what kind of class-.

room or method of‘teaqhing they useé. Eight

(80%f of the classrooms were self-contained,

and - two (20%) were open glassrooﬁs. (Table’ XII)

Correlations were calculeted between "the above data

and Student Attitude, Teacher Attltude and Student

Performance.

-

No s;gnlflcant correlations were found.
4 \

" +
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' TABLE IX - - ; . T

- R - - .‘ 7
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUCTORS THAT TAUGHT EACH -
) ' ‘'UNIT BY THE NUMBER OF GUEST SPEAKERS USED o -

1

0 ! 2 3 4 IR
o . \ . . . oo ’ -~ TOTAL |
PROJECT N 3 N . % N 3 N % N__°% . NUMBER

“

Coconino 1 1000 0 0 0 0 o o o -0 ‘1
~pinal 2z 67, 0 0 1 33° 0 0 0 o0 “-;
. Roosevelt 2 67 0 0: 0 0 1-33 0 0 3
. '- N . i " .‘ o “ . . . .
Tri-County- 2 . 67 0o--0 . .0 0 *© 1 33 0 0~ ‘3.
Total ’ 7 ,700 o0 o 1 10 2 20°+0 0 10
. . cer N 1, .
~ . 14
. . _ . .o -E:} |
. . . > . V T S-‘ N
w . 7 - - .
. ’ . * i' » ' -‘ 'S
e, ’ .
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| "TABLE'XI - _
 NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTRUQORS THAT TAUGHT
o ' EACH-UNIT BY TIME PRUGHT

- . pM - - TOTAL

..,pRoJ-EgT ' N 5 N e - NUMBER
QCdéonino\ 0 0 T 100 S 1
Pinal . - ’. E "v l l 33 > g 2 ‘ v 67 | 3 X

Roosevelt * - 2 67 E 1 . 33 | 3
: “. " . ' . ’ ‘ . -~ u * : ) -
Tri-Coupty . - 3 100 . 0 0 o 3-

. 2 | vy = -
. -
Total , - 6 60 ~—% 4 . 40 10
i . ; ’ " . o . “ .
. . »
i «
' -
.
?
B3
L C.
. e - ,
v s -
N -
. -
. - ..‘ ~
i
r X .
- K
‘ .
.
»
. -
- ."
. i s
N _
> .
.
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, TABLE XII _

. NUMBER OF INSTRUCTORS THAT T

BY TYPE OF CLASSROOM AND METHOD O

CLASSROOM

PROJECT

EACH UNIT .
" 'TEACHING -

T TEAM

~SELF
- CONTAINED -
N '

Coconino

.o

: Roosevelt_

= o

Tfi-County

1
2
3

.. TAUGHT

1007 0.
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' TEACHER REFINEMBNT,
) . ANALYSIS AND COMMENTS

P

Spec1f1c revision data was obtalned by asklng the

fleld test teachers to make comments regardbng each

lesson taught. These comments neresollclted in the. .

-

UNIVAL. = o L

t

- The following list represents a/c0mposite of teacher -

.. ‘comments régarding the various asp ts of the unit, as

well as a lesson by lesson exitique of the unit. These
‘comments have been analyzed and recommendations for
- revision presented. . o . .

-"t, TEACHER COMMENTS -

When reading the teacher comments 1t should be,noted
that not all teachers respond to the open ended items.
,Therefore, some of\the responses seem 1ncons18tent with
the teacher responses to the closed 1tems. The closed

items, it 1s felt; reflect a ‘true, attltude toward the

'

‘#’k‘ .
unlt over the teachers sampled The teacher comments are

from selected teachers that felt strongly enough -to take
N the-opportunity to respond. The comments are,ftherefore,
- more for currlculum reflnement than for overall evaluatlon

of the unlt.




. Pinal:

L4

Roosevelt:

Tri-County:

' goconino:

» l A

‘Teacher and studenta enjoyed the uﬁlt.'

., The only problem wasg.: the‘%tudents were

-

Need more time for-metrics.vELnjoyed»

'8th grade level.

‘not interested in construction.

-~

weak 'in math fundamentals.- -

Geared to students on 7th- gzade level¢vy

Didn't really show the.need'for math..‘

Metric unit needs to ke taught first.

L

Probably would be more relgvant on

L

Good unit =-- indicates importance of

math. Doesn't really relate to those

I

’,\

unit. Well received by studentsa\
Intfoductlon_to metric gxsten needed.u.
S K

»

“

+




The releévant data collectéd‘during the field test is
- summarized below:

«

1. A total of 402 learners we:e,exposed to this unit in
"4 of the 9 parpicipating ;rojec;s.' Fifty—;hree,
percent of the learnerérwe;Z‘malehagd;SO%'repfésént- : , !‘.
‘atives of minority backgrounds. ' B - i
2. of the;lo teachers that presented the unit 8 were
" male, the median yeafs of exﬁérience yés between

1-5 years, and 5 had taught or developed career

edu9at§6n mate;ial. ‘

3. Teéchers expressed é veryiépéitivéﬁatti;udq,tdward
career education in general (4.20 on a scéle where
5 was~thé highest positivg reSponée). Though still

* positive, the teachers' attitude toward this

- [}

particular unit was quite a bit. lower (3.37).
4. The learneréfalso exhibited a'sliéhtly positive -
attitude toward the 'unit with 53% of the 1856

responses positive, 33% no opinion, and 14%

“ negative. - . SN ' _ , | I




-

,‘" . ")

.- 5. "The learners' overall performance was high (83%

correct). Thére was very little variability across

lessons and units. - T .

‘6. A list of the teachers critical comments and

s recommendatiions was ﬁresented,in theﬁgpdy of this

report.




1.

- reduced as desired.

- CONCLUSIONS AND RECQMMENDATIONS

Future users of this unit should review the unit- in»

its entirety paying particular attention to the

_COntent of each actiVity noting when during their

teaching year‘it is best to be taught.

During installation the teachers, while not con-
strained by fieId testing, should QE made aware
that the lessoris as presented are ohly sugqestions

and may be modified, resequenced, augmented or

4
o

This unit presents a wide range of activity

suggestions, many of which may be extracted to

constitute an enrichment program in addition to

the unit.
Learner Attitude (2.40) and Teacher Attitude (3. 37)

are quite low for thil unit. However, Student

- Performance is a moderately high 83%. It is

recommended, however, that this unit be included,-l

L 4

in. the implementation phase of curriculum develop-

ment. Even though teacher and learner attitudes

are low, they are still pOlitive.

1)

' 33

26
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ERIC <~ | '

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Mean Instructor Attitude Toward the

Attitude

*

Unit by Mean Learner

Instructor

/

-

;-

. ‘ . Unit Learner
Project _Teacher # Attitude Attitude
» - - ‘
‘|coconino 1., . 3.33 .2.23
L. - , . “‘_
‘[pinal ‘ T . 2.00 —
. . t

[roosevelt

~

4.00 .

4.00

Tri-County




)

: L ;o -
Mean Sttident attitude by Time of Day Unit Taught *

- ; ~ Student Time of day

Project Teachers . Attitude - 1=pM . 2=AM

Coconino l;.- - 2.23 2.

. . Q

Pinal l . . b 2

: ©2 2.47 1
. 3 .- 1
Roosevelt S S 2.01 .2
2 , N ‘
) 2 1.78 S B
5 . ‘ .
~ 3 2.64 2" .
: = 4
Tri-County 1 2.44 2 ’
R -~
-2 2.52 2
3 2.48 2 '
( \
r = 0.46 )
- I -
) <
7
- 36 ’,: .f




. -y

] - Mean Learners Performance on a Unit by Mean Instructoq Attitude
Toward ‘the Unit L - .
. / : . .

1)
-

= . + *Learner < Unit
Projdct .~ "Teacher # " Performance’ Atti&ude
\ 4 B r - N . ’

Coconino S | i 72 \ 3.33

Pinal 1 | et . 2.00,

A PR 7 ‘ 88 3.33
3 - - - 2.33

L ' 86 . 4.00

Roosevelt 1 .
N PR R 2 e 74. 4.00
. 3, " 91 4.00

_T;iﬂCoﬁhty . | R ' 77 3 3.67

i o 2 S 8 - 3467
e | 95 -~ 3.33

: ] . .

res

. r.o=0:07 . - R s N

:?eréent of students attaining unit objectives -




. .
- » . . - 3
[ . . .

L Mean Instructor Attltude Toward The Unat by Instructor Attltude
Toward Career Education .

. 1y /‘ ] » ' _ N - -\.‘ .
N . ' , Instructoi . Instrhcto;
: o v ; ‘. Unit -~ \ Attitude .
.. . ‘Attitude ., Career Ed.
_Project’ . Teacher # {ques. 3-5) " . tques.l,2)
A T N 1 .

yCoconino ° _ Tl 3.33 ’ 4.00

Pinal 1. 2.00 3.00 "
o2 3.33 3.00 .
+ 3 .
: 3 2.33 | ' 4.50
‘| Roosevelt - 1| 4.0 r ' s5.00
2 400 | 5.00
RS P .o . ) 7
A 3 © |- 4.00 £.50 .
Tri-County | . 1 | 3.67 .~ 4.00
. | , ry '
L . ) 2 . 3,67 14.00
~ : 3 3.33 4.50
r _00055 - R . '
:‘ . . . '\ . .
- A S .
’ ’ ot ¢
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- s ' ‘ . ‘
. o .
" - t * - > d . |
'.." | » .. ‘ ’ ¢ ° ‘: ’.'» P
o ' Mean Student Perfdt¥mance by Time ‘of Day Unit Taught
v . .0 - . * * t Y ’ . o v

.
N - -

. : ’ ‘ . . . : ‘. | e
: . * *Learner . Time of day . -.
. - Project ' - Teacher # o " Perforiance - l=pm 2=am '

. » - .- . . - . \‘ L s M ’ » . B M
® - Coconino - L - .72 1
.. . i o b » . K * . 4
o - : S —t — :
> Pinal - - R R - . . 2 .
L] . o - »

. - ’ . *

: ‘ e 3 oo - 1
' . ) G v [ s 'Y
"+ - | Roosevelt ' RIS R N .t 86 b2
. ’ L - ‘ o :_.p' ‘. 4 ) : . i .. »>
TR R B S o k
I S 91 2

’ - Tri-County SN K 1 S : 77 : ’ -

cL & - .
® ' . . .
. .
.
)

. r=20.32 . . e . . ®

] K ) .. . .' '\“ . ' . . N R ' . o
« - *Rercent of students attaining unit Qbjectives . S
A ‘i "' ) ‘. b : *
' . - . . :
. [ ] &
> ’ ’ ’ . - ’ ’
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N ot . ~
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- FIELD TEST'INSTRUMENT PACKAGE
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| CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY RELATED MATHEMATICS
| GRADE LEVEL 7
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. | : ) PARJT I b.’“ |
= - o .. CAREER EDUCATION FIELD TEST '
. ¢ PROGRAM INFORMATION
: : ' I 2 A gy
. Please print: . '
Instructor_ 'school_, - - o .
" Unit or Kit -rme ‘pistrict__ - ..
¢ Grade Level - ! é Project ~ L
Date unit or Kit introduced 1n the clallroom o fe ]
. mo.  .day year
@
Student data- (*the numbers should agree)
~*Total number of students exposed to the unit
*Number  of students of each sex: a. male'e; T »bﬁ'female____
@ '
*Number of students in each ethnxc group'
N - a. Amerxcan Indxan d. Anglo White
| v 'b. ‘Black____ - " e. Other_ I .
. R < o , . iy .‘“;} ’ - : "'
- , .+ €. ‘Spanish Surname N . -
| . DIRECTIONS: Circle the letter of your alew. Y in each of the
) o ' follow:.ng u‘esﬂom,. - : , .
Teachers: - . ' , e o
” How many years‘hadeeyou'worked in the field of education?
‘ > - . ) - >
a. Less than one d. 1l1-15 years
o \.-;, k- BE - S . - .
i %Y. 1-5 years - 2. More than 15 years
c. 6-10 years
o
Which of the folrowrng woulid’ best descrxhe your exposure to
Career Education 'co date): 1 have: ’ .
a. Develoned a Career Eﬁucation_unit or program
P b. Taué?.—tse-Career-Edueation‘ unit or program
' c. 'Read a Career Edupatlon unlt or program S
da. ‘Bad ‘some exposure teo Cdreer Education . -
¢ © e. Had no ex303ure to Career Education

42




What is'your sex?

- - a. A ule i - o 4 L . | . ‘ e : g )
b.. Pemale - L -
_ L~ f e . .
1s your classroom: (more than one answer may be applicable)
a. Open_ \ -
'} - hc, Self-contlined . ) E g o » . . ) ) .' \
'  ¢. 'Team taught = - A .

ﬁhat timé of duy were the 1essons-taught‘{prgdcnipnntly}?

b, PM L I o
How much tih;'did you devote to the unit each’week?
o ‘a.  Less than 1 hour ' - R

'b. 1-2 hours . - 1o | |
cr ,2-;§£bu£q R T
d. 35 houts [
e.  More than 5 hpurs . 'v. Y B |

How many guest speakers were used in conjunction with the
unit? _

-

L _ - ® . ;
A9 C: 2 )‘
d.‘ 3 v
e., 4 Oor more : .o ' ‘ , .

Have you had anqther occupation'other than toaching?

A, soczal sciences - e Technical

o bo
c.

d.

Chémical sciences

Business

- Physical scierices ' £, COﬁiqggction ‘

Industry




AY
pid’ this experience help in teaching the Career Bdvcation
unit? - _ — - .
a. Yes °. .
L8 ) . ? .
b. Ko E
3 - .
* .
% . ¢ .
o . ] * '3
L ,
: 4
f .
- . A -
.\’\' ‘ v
¢ *
1 4
d .
- \ .
. - 4 ,
, . !/ T
- - ‘ | ™~ - |
. 4
A - * [ » . -
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" - PART 11
e . ' . . Learner. Performance Data, )
o i . i ’ P
Di!!étions: Please provide an lndxcatlon of how well the
‘- T lessons delivered the performance objectives.
The lesson numbers and methods of evaluation
® ~ for each have been indicated. Page numbers,
k . . objective specxflcatlons, and item numbers are
o indicated as approprlate. Please indicate the
total number of learners respondlng. Then record
the number that responded correctly. Complete .
. , this foxrm as you teach each lesson of tlie unit. '
. ‘Method of Evaluation '\.A}Numbe:‘of Learners"
Lesgon | Page No. -Instructpm| - . Responding
® | Number | Item No.| Test | Checklist Judgment Responding} Correctl
Fied _
il ’ 1- 1. 1q1 ;;M o H vﬁ: ' -
..x:',. . 1 . A (D _.gl‘-' ,- Eoax "' " r A . 0
R RO R Pt b S : 3 ST “‘W@.}g‘% Nl S30h <Minimum of
"’f"j"- AR R I rvitad 3 ""”f *“‘?5”3: b 5 included |
d e . A : ‘:;ﬂ -~ 5 'u » N g - B
‘ 2 1'2. 1.1 e g vk.,n (4 'y‘a’ [}
) v "u . T (' ..‘."' : -‘a‘q. rt(-
KAy SAPHL 14 R s T R et d ety ¥ ' AR
SRy S, R B e N A b n A AR
A 31 o IR R 7]
. 3 & 1 . 1 ‘.:‘%". " % > (!é "‘ ? . E . .
J'*' PN EF beiese N w5 WY 1§ P DA xf’ﬁk N 28 -correct
: f 1.4.1.1 W RFFag e ‘ |
‘fﬁé' i e - 5’5_3‘3*?“& ’.:..,36‘.“'!1 -
_ RS 1'3 AL u: e 95 &.w b 5 i :#“ 435& 3
B e T R v:cx o ‘e?' w‘ '
£ A ORI : -l“:yd' ) éﬁ' "
%rfjfgﬂ” %?‘ 5 ] 'm*%ﬁgggﬁyﬁ W“
";.t‘(_ ?Q "ﬂ. " .'_ % o Q‘}%,‘J‘\?;—;‘:r h‘lgs. 7 .'T(I,Lt‘)j{\?&
~ 2 : ,:g’ BTt Ty A g-'u... ﬁ%‘*&‘gﬁ’vﬁ%ﬁu&:ﬁtgﬁ’&%ﬁ
> ‘d"; ‘ ‘-v "‘,, o3 r'.: oy X0 " -~ P Y Ty & ’:Q‘T
TR s e
¢ R fi‘“@v S rERn SO T R
s 2 g,gh,:,%g A S
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| . PART IIT
- mm Attitudinal Data

N.ncu.m: hdu&c“ﬁﬁataﬂpuugmumm
‘mmmmemmmmm. :

~Jtxongly | . ) ) - p -
Tlasses in my swbject . . A B
greds lavel would e . ' ' : )
1. more meaningful 18-
vant if focused
Carear Bduocation objec-
tives.
Career Bducation is iut '
another fad that wil
soon be forgotten.

' Aftar minimal révisions
- this wnit will be ;
::tdr for statewide
.u‘h{m. = }";
The leaming activities
were very effestive in
helping meet the per-
formange stated. d ,
e contant of the unit S - K
relatss directly to . . . :
Indicate below any further comments concerning the nn;;&\- or
‘weaknesses of the unit.’ L :
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PART III (Continued)
' Learner Attitudinal Data

‘ On the following page is an attitudinal 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 learners do not have the needed reading

. -ability to complete the survey, please read and ‘explain the

itenms ‘to them. After the learners have completed the survey,
please tally their responses and record the total number of
learners responding in each manner of the form provided
belw. - .

YES " 1 poN'T " NO

.. o

CARE
1.'
} 3
2.
3. *
‘. ]
P o
'HAPPY - oK , S SAD
5. )
g ——————
6.
70 . - . ) ) i | ) .‘/
12
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PART I11 (cont'd)

LEARNER ATTITUDINAL
: \ .

[ 4

Would you want to know more

_ about what we have learned

in these lessons?

3

Do you know more now about
these lessons than before?

Wers the lessons intcxesting

o you?

Do you think that next year's

. class should be given these:

lessons?

How did you feel about the
lessons? ‘

How did most of your otlrer
classmates feel about the
lessons? '

How did your teacher feel
about the lessons?

.

13
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