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.fteface To The Study ,

4

4.

. , ,

The approach paken in ,this study is based upon.certain premises

\

concerning formative evaluation.

Ce.Triculum deirelopment is a task'which requires much.tfme, energy,

_
resourcestand expertise. As a result, developers tend to become committed td

the worthwhileness apd relevance of the programs which are produced. Egos

'- become an'integral.part of program develdPment products. It may becomp

difficult, therefore, for Individuals to detach themselves from their work

and to critically.reflect upon what they have done.

The' task of formative evaluation is to help foster this reflective

attitude while respecting the developer's commitment and ego involvement in

;what they have.developed., '

One way to accomplitih this task.is to pose questions to the ,

A

developers rather than to make judgmental statements. Questions tend to '

invite responses which often clarify the issue and which allow consensus

among developers. On the other4hand,:j4dgMental stVements tend to elicit:

reaction and defense.- The purposesiof formative evaluation in ails project

were better'ser/ed through questIons.

,

r
The aim of this evaluaGive study was to present the program

developers with questions for discussion purposes.' Thle legitimacy and

irelevance of the quqstions posed ultifriaLlly rests with the team members.1

ID

'6\
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purpo8e

This study was designed to be a formative evaivation oftthe thirteen.

B2prof.the Study.
°

Canada studies kits currently being develaped within Albdrtatl Assessment re-:

ports weie provided to the development teams for use in pOssible revisions

of these units. Informakion within theie reports was organized around the

following areas:

.1.0 Strengths of the Kit

2.0 Concerns about the Kit

Procedures

2.1 Concerns raiseeby Pilot Students

2.2 Concerns raised by Pilot Teachers

2.1 Concerns'about

2.4 Concerns about
Studies Practi

2.5 Concerns about
Studies. Progra

Iaternal Consistency

ppinsistencichith Cu ent Social

ce .

Congruency with the-Albartta Social

m 4

2.6 'Concerns about the Significance of theiCanadian

Content Selected

3.0 Suggestions for Consideration
Ok

tef--

A number of instruments for obtaining syittmatic inforMation con.

cerning each of the thirteen kits were designed and used in the study:

1. Iastrument for content.analysis of.each kit (Appendix! ).

2. Znstrument for obtaining pilot teacher-Assessment of the

kits (AppendixlaT.

3. InstruiNts for obtaining pilot student aSsessment of the

kits (Appendix31110. 7

1

'Data obtained by means of these instrumints were,used in the coMpilation of

4
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a report On eachkit (Appendix ). Each of the'thirteen reparts was Presented

and discussed with the appropriate team Who had been responeible for the (level-
.,

opmeant)of the units. The study was complete& over a six month period (January,4,

1977 to June 10.,. 1977).

Though sufficient questionniires were mailed for every teacher and

student involved in tOg pilot classes of thi glirteen kits, the returns varied

'across he grade levels:

Total Numbev of
Pilot-Classes

Pilot-Teacher
Returns

Pilot-Studeut
Returns

SUMMARY OF PILOT CLASSES'

Canadian tiontent Kits for'each Grade

Int. 10 11, .12 Totals

.

5.
,

101

4

108 119
N

107

3

60

8

'8

18.5

5

96

87,7

6

.

148

.

7.

172

,

7,.

141

5

48

4

116.

3.

24

74--

,

.

' 63

1425'

Questions For The Study ,

Is

N.

How effective has the process of.program development been in producing

quality sOcial studies matbrials? Quality was defined in terms/Of the following

questidhs:,

InternallSsialea

sources, and

the intents,

there consistencyibetween "and smong. the

strategies of each kit? The units were

I "

activities:, and content.

In the majority of the kits questions were posed about internal con-

sistency. Key coricelip were.raised.to help in refintng these linkages:

r."

objectives, content re-
.

examigd for among

A
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Should there he,an.overall value isape to provide focuW
.401

.for theAcit?

.
Should a miter chart be prepieed showing where each

objective is developed in the kit?

.

3. 'Should a mechanism that would help students"and.teachers

,

ma4ntain focus on the central theme of the.kiebe del/teed?

Should the activity sequences designed to develop-the con-.

:
cepts/generalieitionsbe.made more eNplicit.fOr teache rs?;

.11efore the kite are finally.prOduced ald distributed, they shouldbe re

examined to determine to what extent.these questions have been addressed.

Inter-unit Consistency.

Is there a logical and sequential consistency among the.kits for ..
. '. N

.

,

( . the various grades? The legitimacy of raising 'this issue is questionable

because the proces6 used.io develop the kits did little to ensnre -cross-- 4 ..
.

fp

grade.consistency. Time needed for detailed articulation among the kits was

twit provided to..the development teams, and there was no agreed upon 'master

.plan br framework forkills, cohcept,is and vaiues.. For exaiple, skill

dev..lopment in social studies programs ip usually based on.the followi4

(a)* Skills are best taught Lnctionally in the context of

a unit.
L

(0) The program of iOstruction should hp flexible enough..

to allow Alla to be taught as they are needed by
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'

4.

,

(c) The.leTrner rihould understand'the Purpose oethe slill

and have need, for developing it.

;.

Skiil dev
,

plooment ia most effective when thefe li.sys-
.

temätic and continuous application. 4

( ) Sktll instruction should be.presentedtincreesing
4.

levels of difficultr.across the grades,.

) .
,

t '
The tanner in.which the Canadian Content kits were developed allowed

,
v

!

principles. (a)0(b) md (c) to operateo'but did:not accbahodate (d) and (e).

. .

,Questions were raised in'each kit suggesting that, skill sequences be *de

-explicit.

Tb1_
1

manner in which skill Objectives Were etated and developed*within

the units takes it Virtually impossible to provide a meaningful cross-grade
. -

description of skills. Rather', the balancevcomprehensiveness, and sequencing'-

of skills tends to be randoit across.the thirteen kits. Questis wpre,raised

..about 'the vagueness or the 'fltaken for graAted nattire"-of,sktil sequences,
41.

,The lack of amaseer plan_fluthe develop4ht bf,specific skills..Wis

%

an Opportunity lost 1.6 the project. Such a plan mayhave proviVed not-only
k. .

scope Ind sequence to the overall Canada Studies Prograi: but also given direr

tio
li

to.the:individualytievelopment teams.. As shown by the following charts.,

.

.

estions discussed with many Of 6lese teams wereddrea1sed to makingakill
the

1 ,

objectiveS:arid sequencereiOlicit for teachers and students.
. .

$ '

/
, I

Program Consistency

V

To wbat degree are the kits congruetit;with the intents of the Alberta
.4

Social Studies Programt Criteria were selected from Responding to Change. and

at

.

f".1
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GRADE

QUESTIONS POSED: 1

oe kit contiibute to
the ent of signifi-

a
cant socia ipy skills?

4
Are specific skill develop
-ment Sequences inCiuded?
Is provision made for the
sequential develppmeni Of ,

, ,

skills?

KITSFORHWHICH QUESTIONS WERE.RAIStD CONCERNING-

SKILL DEVELOPMENT SEQUENCES

%. ) " * CI 0
Are social science
research methbds included , 0

in the skitI objectifes?,2

o
" 'k\

"9
I `

,Is,attention:iiiven ts) sociW
:aptioa .00.14?%,

0
t

I.
6 7 8 9 10 141 12 INT

.411

.5t

\

* .

.

* Indicates questions were raised

4tp

I.
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,e

,

.

.

Diperlince_alnakin, and Were .addre'essdjts ques ions to each' f the

units. ,ftr. all of the kite the quesn.ons raised. atme at refining con-
.

. f '

can. be.'gruency with the provincial handbooks. The spWCifii questioha posed

found'in the reports in Appendix 4. _The following chatt provides- a summary
. .N

of th.ose units for which-questions were raised conderning their-congruency with

the Alberta Program.

External Consistency

The questions.posed for this.analysis was: '"Do. the kits provide

opportunities to-utilize-strategies and materials that are sUpliorted by'current

informed opiniOn of what'constitutes good practiCe in.the teachinvof social

studies?" ,.Criteria for this Assessment,were taken from up-dated characteris

tics identified originally by4.-C. McLepdon and F. .Penix What Research:Says

National.EduCation Association,'
s

5,

.1968...Current literature on sotial studies practice 'Wag' used in selectIng these

characteristics. Foi each of the' kits questions were rais4d on the basis of'

these Selected ctiteria. A'summary is provided,in the following chart. /

Significance

How significant is the Canadian cont tielected within the kits?

Students reacted iio4ttively to. moat of the kits.' They felt that they learned
4

fle

things which they didn't know before, and that,their.knowledge of Canada was

broadened. Further, teachers were overwhelmingly,favourable in their commentp

.tegardinThaving'Canadian content available for classroom use. They generally-.

perceived thelcontent as,being worthwhile and relevant for students:... However,

10hp pitial selection of the content presented deVelopera:of the-:thirteen

units with some problems:
6

How ;Coul4-the kit developers vorking independently of .

'thee teams enpure that each kit WQ .1.d .forma logical.

1

.. ,

4

.<4
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dRITERIA QU STIONS

4,
..'' f \ \ 1 ,

SUMMARY OF'KITS'FORWICH QUETSIONS WERE RAISED dONCERNINO

" CONGRUENCY WITH THE.ABERTA PROGRAM- .

. ,..).

ORADE

'Does it focus pn a perti-
nene-value issue?

.Does it'haye future use
'for learners?

. Does it help learners .under-

'stand a- significant,social

problem?

Is the-kit
of
relevant to4,

'e ;needs. and interests of

r Aearners? . .
. .

Does it contribute to the
.development of.significant
social/inquiry ikills? .

Here. the concefts outlitied

-% in-the kit been developed?/
Do h0 concepts utlid fbrm
the bases.ol th generali-

iatiions deVeloped?

Are0Oecific..skill develop-
ment Sequencei incIhded?',

Is the primary focus of.the
kit value itiqutry?'

10 12 Int.

.

4/1.

/
* * .

.
*

1

IL.

t

.

.

.
*

.

1

I

.

e*

. r.
i.

.
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.

t * '

-..

. ., *

* *
A

.

,.

. .

.
.

.

. .

.

*
.

*
.

. . 1

.

*
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I
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*
?-

.

.
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.,

_.,

*

.

*

a

.

I

..

.

.

.

.

*

r

6

*

.

I

*

-..

f

.

.*

...

.,

*
l

.

...vs

.

.
,

.

.

.

.

.

0

*

...

.
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1
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.
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.

.

.
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SUMMARY OF KITS FOR WHICH QUESTIONS WERE RAISED REGARDING
'CONGRUENCY WITH CURRENT SOCIAL STUDIE PRACT C A

* Indicates,questlone were raLsed
GRADE

1 2
CHARAFERUTICS OF SOUND PROGRAMS

ft

10 11 12 NE:

Objectivea'ate definite and 15anctional
as'opposed to grandiose and all in-

chIsiveA

Social..science research'methods are
included in the skill-objective.

Unit content is chosen in relation to'
the learner's present knowledge end

1 ,

intevest.
-t

A wide range of suggesed subject mat-
ter, learning activities and' materials

'are provided from which the teacher
day select.

/

Content takes into account.the inter-

ests and information children have
fram travel and mass media.

,

Contem rary Acial change and recent
schola y study EIVB incorporated.

.Current a94s is-an integral part
of the unit.

Social issues are examined.

.Multiple viewpoints are presented.

Provisioh is made for the sequential
development of gkills.

. .

.Original tta sources are utilized.

Instructional methods designed for
specific purpalies are utiliOed.

A.variety of .approaches and proced-
ures ai:e used.

Tactics are designed to involve learn-'

ers in processes leading to advanced

.understanding and skills.

Attentipn is given to:/
- social action skills

- learning through communitX
eicperiences

-.use of commercial teleVision'

ProVision is made for self anclogroup

evaluation.

1:4
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,

,
Pt'

and'integral part'of %total and comprehensive view

of Canada?

Without predetermined criteria for knowledge seltptibn,

how couldicit devetopers avoid overlap or imbalance in

content coverage? . .

1
t

Although the legitimacy of this post hoc content analysis ef the kits is.

quertionable, it is justified in terms of the public`expectaions of the pro-

krt. Parents nd the public at large seem to assume that as a result of this

/X. . .

Canadian content'project, students'can be held accodntable for some lOgically

organized-Canadian content., Somewhere then, tkat content hhd'to be specified.

It would.have been prèerabletI3at this eask was undertaken prior to construc7

tion of the thirteen kits.

.4
At what 'level (Canada, regional, Alberta) do the kits helpitievelop ,

student percepticps of Canadian identity? The following questions and gqIner-

alizations have been selected from current literature on Canadian conOnt-and
\

are proposed by auNors as .criteria for selecting- significantiCana4ian"cOntent.

This literature included varied sources such as the Symons Report on Cana4an

content (To Know Ourdelves), occasional papers of the Canada Studies foUnda-
.

and,seleceed newspaper/magazine articles.

'An elcamination of the charts.gives rise to the following questions:

Have issues dealing with the future of Canada been

. adequately covered?

2. Are we justified in ignoring Canadians' responsibilTties

1

to tgose outside our borders in a Canadian Content

'Program?
,

;

,

'(4

ajj
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v

LEVEL AT WHICH THE FITS:HELP pEVELOP STUDENT

PERCEPTION OF CANADIAN IDENTITY

1 2 4 5 6

-rn

9 10 .11 12 A Int.

o are we?
.

(identity)
,

.

Where are we in time?

Where are we in space?
(geographY)

Where have.we been?
'this t or y)

,

Where are we going?
(future) "

e

.
.

What do we possess?
(resources/talent)

.

.

I

C
.

C
- v-
A C

.

, C

.

.

C

,

.

.

C
.

C.

AiCic
.

.

C C
.

C C A
.

,
.

.

C

,

C

..
,

A C A

.

. ,

C

i

.''C

, .

,

0

(

o

,,

R

.

.

)

C A R C C.

.

C A
.

C

.

C

..

,

.

,

(

.

.

lit

.

C A C

..

.....

..

.,

C

.

.

C
.

A C

.
.

.,.. .0 .
.

.

,.
.

v

C
\

C

_.

C C
.

.

_. _

C

-

A
.

,

._

Ipt.?

Flhat are our,responsi-
bilities to ourselveé?

, (Canadian)
.

.

What art our responsi-
bilities to others?

(World)

.

,'
.,

'.,'

.

.

\s.(1,,/ C

,

C
,

.

,

C.

..

.
.

C.
.

.

,. .0

.

,

.

1 6

A t Alberta

4

R Regional Canada

19.,e
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nil

s

Is it sound program:planning to concentrate the major

geography learnings i9the elementary school?

In a country where.regional dtspari4es play such,a

prominent role ininational life can the absence Of

111

-attention to r4ionallIsm be defended? ,

Should the topics of orbanization and industrialization

receive more emphasis in a_Canadian ContentiProgram?

Should the external influences upon Canada aemphaaized

4
almost exclusively. at fhe secondary school level?w A

.3

I

G
11

.

z



www.manaraa.com

et

ORCONSIDERATION

1. pertaippatterns pre eViaent inthe preceedingcharts.

ps number-oNiestions raised at the elementary level

may make it.apprOpOittte to'.hire overall, editors for the

diViSion I and II kits.

2. Shoufd a series of phort "How To Do It" booklets be

written,and be'included within each kit. addressed to

specifickoncerns. .We would recommend the following:

4
!

.

(a) Ifiow to integrate current events within the on7

going unit's-.
.

(b) How to utilize commercial television as .an in-
,

othe-units.

(c). How ty incorporate certain social science'research

methods st.toD as surveying, interviewing, polling,

and documentanalysi!;,.,-

:0

(d) How to develop,sociar action skillb.

These booklets shoyld be written for the7non7speciiTst

socialitudies teacher at all grade 'levels.

3. Should'a technIcal pamphlet based on the.pilot stUdent

and. teacher reactions to the unit be included-With each

A

Shoul lhe kits be_produced before the questions posed ,

relati l?'internal consthency, fit with Current social
I

4
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I. .

studies'practice and corigruency with ,the Alberta- Pacial

Studies Program have been 'resolve0..

Should teachers be alerted in the teaching guide of each

ktt.that there is no sequential dexlelopment of concepts,

generalizations, pr skills across 'the grades:is:"

6
' ,

Should there be quality cOntrol.instituted bY;

(a) Limiting the initial producttoh,to ma4e potoible

. ..,

summative eValustion.ot;the kite.after one:yeara
. . 4' ., ,
, ust..

..
.

,
I

1) .pxamining:carefully the feaaattility-of making the
.

1.

required revisions within existing deAdlines.'

7.. Should summary charts outlining'the .Canadian content

covered in the overall program be include& with. each

)

kit .-

".

e 1

I/
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'a a.

1.0 INTENTS

(Rationale, knowledge objectives, skiJ objectives attitude
objectives) .

.. ,'

1.1 Completeness: Is there a complete and explicit statement
of intents? Knowledge objectives (Conopts:

,

Generalizations)? objectives?. 4

a ue Objectives?

1.2 Clarity:

t.
Are the intents clearly stated and easy to
understa ? Aile they kept wIthin'tlbe teacher's
view at all imes? ,

0.

1.3 Scope: Is the scope of the unit of sufficient breadth?
Is it too general or po narrow? 0

4. \

1.49 Appropriateness: ANe the intents appropriate to student
grade level and to a range of student
IinteTts and abilities?

1.5 Realism: Are the intents achievable within the time and
resoUrcetonstraints?

in
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r

.

7370;1114

' 1.6 Internal.Consistency: Are 'the ribjettives consistent with'

the ratio0ale?

117 Provincial Consisiency: Are-the intents,consistent with
sth8 provincial guidelines,

1.8 Inter-unit Consistency:. IS there sequential consistency .

with prior and subsequent units
(concepts, topics, skills,

attitudes)? Does it have continuity?

1.9 ExteTnal Consistency: Are the intents consistent with
current.social studies literature?

rientation:

Designativp:'.

,What was (past)

What ii (present)

What will be
l(futufe)

Appraisive:

What should be

PresCriptive:

Whet should be
donp.°

Intended Emphasis Actual Emphasis

(Rationale -objectives (Content, learning
.activities, questions)
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. ,

, (Student Matbrials

:2..1,..Bas/4terestypos;
4- .

'CONTEST.

Tvicher ;Suggested Itesou;ces)
. ,

Is th*re evidence, 'of bis?, .(pthRic,
rekigidus, politlieal., sex roles, le
multicultural, regional , oecupatiena

Are there misstatements or oiissiens? Is there

' evidence of, inaicuracies?

*

%oh -2.3 Currency :,
' .

Does the bontent have ourrency and 'futurity?
Are the styles,: examptev, ;and expreSsiors dated? -

k-

AA&

2.4 Congruettcy: .Does the. content match the stated objeetivin?
Are the objectives developed?

2.5 Readability: Is the level of reading difficulty (vocabtilary,

style of presentation, senteqce 'structure).

approprige for .student diffketees?
. ,

V
2.6 Interest: Is it inteiesting, attfactive, meitnIngful and

relevant to s,tudents? \Does it start from their

*xpeVences?

...
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4 ,

2.7 porerfization fs the content well organizd? Are the

4 ideas Clearly-stated? 1$ it easy to

understandt ,It there setiuencing? Is

there a table of contents? §ummary charts?

Advanced organizers? Does the format. keep-

, the intents visible to the teacher7

t4..

:.

;P.

1. riog.,

'^

0 7 .

043

Are a-variety of resources.suggested? Are

diffvent materials provided? Is a bibliography

.6f sOurces.proviOed,to facilitate furthbiteacher

planning?

4.

,

';r:.;'

s it wOrthwhilW:for 'students to pursue? .

Ca0 the time atloitqd to fhe unit be justifiea?

0

:,
?gs

4,,

1

:(1-: .rev 0!

th s itMriledih slitfj:cienteptkant detail raqiel.

'OW

than in Oyey fittshamnZ 'fs.1A covered adoiluatelYY::

re itleompx,hens,,ve?, -
.:.- ,

%

,
F..*:

.

* i
., '

1,3:

,.4;

41;1

v -;'

AliRdunarivicy:',...Is

v itt
con'Aent "A v ratter t 4an

X.;,1

L.
-.-1. -,'i..r., ttidegr4

S.

s,P,:, -:, oti .6.1 .-,-

,f,,...,..,',
LL- : :),..

-"," ..
.'''.- i:,

.-,L'..:
..':":.,;:;... .';';!,J).

L'. :;:.:e -.'*1;'
t..41.. Lt :,*4

-!;....!. ,, -

f



www.manaraa.com

3.1

' .0 METHODOLOGY

geaching-Learning Strategies)

Vs.riety: Areia variety of student and teacher strategies
suggested-fer opener, developmental, and cl9sLire

lessons?'

,o

// ;

, a

3.:,2 Emphasis: Is the intendea emphasis upon transmission of

. content (didactic) stlident activities (inquiiy,

discovery, eXperieqial), or both?

4 re

' t

3.3 Consistency: Does theyethodology match tHe objectives?

4.

354 174exibi1ity: Are alt6rnatives suggested for different
teaching styles and learning styles?
Accommodation of.different intrests-and

:choices? *

3.5 Etysa..2f
.

r.
.

Literal Level? Rememberiing, Recognizing (What, who,'where,

when)'
t.

Anilication,Level? 'Applying, Analyzing, Synthesizing,

Creating, Hypothesizing (Why? How?

What if?)
,

Evaluative Level? Judging,, Criticizing, Clarifying yalues

e
1
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.1

wTh
3.6 'Creativity: Is creativity encouraged? ,

3.7 Student Involvement: Is student decision-making encouraged?
Are students involved in the form,-
lation of goals and selection of

c . .content? _Do students have choices ih
the Unit? D*00 It incorporate the
experiences they bring to the class-

_room?: Are they interested?

.3.8 IndividualizatiOn:Does it allow for indiVidualized pacing . .

(rates'of speed and:output) rather than
group pacing?*Niust al! students do the, .

'same thing at the same'time in the sdme

, . way?
,.

. 4.,

3.9 Open-Endedness: Does it encourage variety of,sttident

responses rather tha stricting responses? .

Is it diverg6t ratherithan convergent?

4 #

3.10 Evaluation: Do evaluative strktegles accommodate student

dilferenceg? Mitaed with intents rather than
conteht? Do students have opporxu/ity for

0 self and group evaluatiOn?
I.

Z

5

cr,

v....M...

k

*)

0 .
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or

N.

4

, 4.1 ItEnthl: Wht ch your opinion is.the overall stfength
of this unit?

`i

4.2 ,Conceyns: What in your 4inion is the overall weakness
of thiA unit?

4.3 Suggestions: What suggestions for improvement would you
recommend?

'o

4

29

I

111

0

11
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APPENDIX 'II

Pilot Teacher Letter and Questionnaire

4.
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CANADIAN CONTENT EVALUATION '

,Department ofElementary Education.
Vnivereity of AlFerta

EDMONTON, Alberta T6G 205

PilOt Teachers-of Canadian
iontent. Kits

FAM: Don Massey and Walt Werner

Please finid enclosedliwo s rveys:

41) a teacher survey, and

.(2) a student survey.

pimp February 22, 1977.

13

4

These surveys solicit teacher and stident evaluations of the Canadian

Content.Kits being piloted. These kits will be revised on the basis-of

your assessments. 'Because Alberta Education will commit substantial .

funds-for the production and distribution of these kits throughout the

province, your comments help assure that the,monies spent will l'esult in .

quality social studies programs.
e

°YOur reservations and recommendations about their instructional quality

-(011 bp treated confidentially: Do not judge the technical quality

(e.g., the quality of sound, drawing, and color) as ACCESS will be responsible

foe this after the piloting is completed.
N ,

The, *student survey is concerned wOth pupil interest in the kits. You

;
may wish to discuss the questions with them, as well as explain that their

concerns will be used for revising the kits.

Please return the.quesiionnaires immediately upon compTetion of the kit

or by March 25, 1977. ...A stamped and addressed envelope is enclosed for

your convenience. Call us a 432-5093tif you require any further information.

)?

amN)

cc: Soctel Studies COnsultants.

Dr. D: Ledgerwood
Mr. M.qowalchuK
Dr. K. Nixon
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is

APPENDIX III

Pilot Student Questtonnaires

*Grade 1

Grade ,2
Grade 3

Grades 4 - 12

. op,

Ere

e

A

A
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DSIRECTIONS TO TEACHERS:

'Grade I 2,and 3 stUdent survey:

Explain that the questions .are about the things students did during

the Study on Canad,a.,, The teachers who constructed the unit want Student

comments on how *the material,s may be 'improved.

'Read each item to. the children, allowing enpugh time for them,to try,

each itgtn,' The questions are not''speed tests. By administering the, telt

iteni-by-item the 'instructions are -reinforced. Teachers are able to adjust

pac'e in keeping with the characteristics of the students being questioned.

gy reading the directions aloud it is possible to reduce the influence of

reading skills orr the survey results.

"Co*
4

4

A

elk
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MUSE ON THE LOOSE (Grade One)

-Ook at the. faces below.
So Me faces areHhappy and some are. sad..
:Put a bark (X). under 'tht face to show how y6u 'feel about the things you Aid

while learning about Canadian families.

LISTENING TO MIGHTY MOO5f AND SAVEAK

111411110

WORKING, CANADA PUZZLES

DRAWING MAPS

,earmatimare

4
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LOOKING AT THE CARTOON SLIDES

11MNIMPP

f.

a

1. nkbout the things you learned in "Moose on the Loose".

. 2 ftis1 the sebtences below.

4-,
.....

The 64 I liked best was

The thing I didn't like at all was

A el

a
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EXPLORING CANADIAN NEIGHBORHOODS (Grade TWo)

Look at the faces below.
Some faces are happy and some are sad.
'Put a mark (X) under the face to show how you feel about the things you'did'

while learning 6out Canadian Neighborhood§,

LOOKING AT SLID'ES OF'NEIOBORHOODS
A

READING THE STORIES ABOUT NEIGHBORHOODS

11111.1101111111

PLAYING THE MATCH GAME

36

:

Omp~adINVION.0

4
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PLAYING FAiERMAN'S LUCK

aftp

PLAYING THE CROSS CANADA GAME

PLAYING THE POST. CA fi GAME

owlesimmalle,

.;

11

I

')0
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3:
I

COME NORTH WITH- ME, Grade' Three)

Look at the faces below.
Some faces-are happy and some are sad.
Put a mat^k 00 under the face to. show hoWlyou feel about the things ylou

,did while learning:about northern Canadian communities.

t

k

q

LOOKING AT, SLIDES OF NORTHERN COMMUNITIES

,

LISTENINGjO NORTHERN PEOPLE ON TAPES

DISCUSSING MANY'PI6URES OF NORTHERN LIFE

110

0

d'441f
, itY At'

39 d

4

4
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PLAYING THE WHERE GAME°

11

PLAYING THE PROVINCo.GAME,)

a ao0.10mmoom

le Think about the things ydu did as you learned about Canadian neighborhoods.'

2. ,Finish each sentence below.

'

,

The thing I liked best was

qhe'ib.ing I diOn,q like A all was ' ok%

.
fl

4

V

a
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0 a.

4".

8.. .

.g.

4

,,

'

14

0.

_STORIES WRITTEN .BY NORTHERN STUDENfS

V

,

'COLORING OR DRAWING PICTUES

N.16.

- WRIIING STORIES

r

II

/1

te

I.

11.#1=0.1111111111

6s

14

4 0
.4.

S.
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