Department of Avdiovisuel fustruction
Hationsl Education Association
1201 Simteenth Street, N, W,

- Wasghington, B, C. 20038

MEMORANDUM

TO: Editorial Board, AV Corazmwication Review
FROM;: Robert C. Snider, Assistont Exscutive Secretary

SUBIECT. Changes in AVCR for 1984

<}

DATE: September 20, 1963

At the AV Covamumisation Review Editorial Roard meedng lagt April in Danver,

it was recommendsd that this journal oncs again be publiched 2a o quarterly
witheut the two special supploment iasues which we have had each vear since 1850,
In Denver it wes algs suggested that DAVI congider isaning & series of monographs,

These recomamendations have been carefully conmiderad by the DAV steff, Board
of Divesiers, and Txecutive Commities and, beginnieg in 1064 with Vei. 12, AYCR
wiil evee again be losued guarterly with zegular Winter, Spring, Swomer sud Fall
izsues, aod no supplomente, Mrs, Lebon, our Managing Bditor, ig developing &
revised publication schedules which we will pass oo fo you when it g ready.

Algo in 1964, DAVI will begin to publish a continuing sevies of monegraghs. Alhough
the DAV menogrephs will have the sewe trim size as AVCE, thay will be sold ag
separate publications not related ¢o AVCER, The flvst monograph, edited by Denald

Bughiell, will ke "T'he Automation of Ssbool Informetion Syatemea, " 8 cclleotion of
pagers on the application of BDP to various nstructions) snd adwmintstrative nroblems.

& E
It be made newt yeer In Velume 2 of AVOR, A new cover design will alse be intre-
duced a3 that thwe. These changes have been authorized by e editor whe, zosording
to the AVCR Cherier, shall "datormine the formet and changes thereln.” We think
you will agres with ug that thees changes will wake for an sven better jovraal. Yonp
comments end suggestions, as always, will ba onpreniated,

nclesad aample pages will give vou e proview of changee in type and layout that

ROSmaa0
Enclogure




department of audiovisual instruction

1ZOi SIXTEENTH STREERET, NW . WASHINGTON, D. C. 20038.

March 24, 1964

Dr. George Gerbner

Institute for Communications Research
University of Illinois

Urbana, Illincis

Dear Dean:

Let me be one of the first to extend to you my very sin-
cere congratulations on your impending appointment. Not
only is this a considerable personal achievement, but it
is algo a major step forward for our field. Perhaps we
can drink to this in Rochester!

I have passed your note on to Ann. As to the book by
Clark and Sloan, it is weak on philesophy and media. I
am guite certaln Ofiesh will p01nt this out and do a good
review for us.

Yours very truly,

'é‘; z/

Robert C. Snider
Assistant Executive Secretary

RCS:mgs
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William H. Allen, President
Director of Cinema Research
Univeraity of Southern California

Mendel Sherman, President-Elect
Assistant Director, AV Center
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John E, Dome, Acting Vice-President
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Miami University

Clyde K. Miller, Past-President
Director, Audiovizual Education
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William G. Gnnedinger :
Director, Audiovisual Center
Washington State University

Robert 0. Hall
Head, Division of Education
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John P. Vergis
Professor of Education -
Arizona State University

Reymond Wyman
Professor of Education
University of Magsachusetts

NATIONAL STAFF
Anna L. Hyer )
Executive Secretary
Robert C. Snider
Assistant Fxecutive Secretary
Mickey Bloodworth
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Administrative Assistant
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William H- Allen
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1201 SIXTEENTH STREET, N. W. ° W‘ASHI'NGTON, D . c. 20036,
May 23, 1968

Dr. George Gerbner, Dean

The Annenberg School 6f Communications
.The University of Pennsylvania
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

Dear George:

The enclosed copies of my letters to Lange and Ofiesh
will give you a report on what I have been up to.

Although T am honored at your suggestion that I review
the Seattler book, I would like to suggest Charles Hoban as my
first choice for a reviewer, and secondly, Dr. VanderMeer,

- If you have no luck with either of these sugges‘aons, of course,
I will be pleased to do the review,

I am in complete sympathy with your desire to be
relieved of your book review editorship after all these years
of distinguished service, and I am actively discussing the matter
with individuals (and there aren't very many) who would be
gualified to assume this responsibility. Do you have any sug-
gestions ?

We have just employed a new Managing Edifor for AVCR,
a graduate of the University of Pennsylvania, School of Journalism.

Yours very truly,

Pty

Robert C. Snider
Agsociate Executive Secretary

RCS/sb
Enclosures
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John P. Vergis, President
Professor of Education
Arizona State Universiiy
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Curtis Ramsey, Vice-President
Director, Learning Resources Center
George Peabody College for Teachers

Wesley C. Meierhenry, Past-President
Assistant Dean, Teachers College
University of Nebraska

——

EXECUTIVE COMMITTER

June Dilworth .
Director of School Broadeasting
- University of Washinaton

Robert Gorietti
Divector, Division of Educatienal Media
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Professor of Education
Virginia State College

Arthor Lalime
Director, Instructional Materials Center
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Executive Secretary
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" Dr. Gabri&l D. ﬁﬁaﬁh

Professor of Eﬁueatimz ' A
*The Catholie i}aiwrsi’ty of Amez-ica e

- 710 Lawrence Street, N.E.

W&Sﬁ!ﬁ@ﬁﬂ; B- ee 25@1? —. ..

Dear i}abe

T _ Sevemi we»:ekg ama, 1 rmaived word iﬁ&meﬁy ﬁaat ymz - LR
*would be willing to review Fred Skinner's new bmk on a&maﬁi@mﬁ RORER P

L technology for AV, Gemmunieaﬁen aaview. .

an ﬂa&rm &@rbneg, m& xewew eﬂiﬂ;@r §m:' ﬁVCE ze!ia

e %h&t he will be very pleased to have you do this, Your ﬁaaﬂhne ;

18 Auguat 15, am% we wiﬁ plan to run y@am& review m the Wintex:

- issue.

‘&a yﬁm imve a c@py -;:f the: bsais?

‘Yaurs very tz'uiy, SRR

E%c»‘é:sai‘t €3 %ﬁi&er ' -
Assa@iate Executive Seeretax:y o

R@S/sb S
' etz* E)r. Gsarge Gerimer



Dr. Phil Lange

Profesgor of Education . |
Teachers College ~ Columbla University
Neow York 27, New York - .

Daay Phil:

: As a readter of AV Communication Review, Iam looking

forward to rending your review of Phil Jackson's 1867 Horace
Mann lecture, "The Teacher and the Machine, " University of
Pitteburgh Preas, 1268,

1f you do not recelve your copy, see enclosed carbon,
and please let me Imow.

Your deadline {s August 15 and we will plan to publizh
your review in the Winter issue.

Yours very truly,
’J- .
Rohert C/ Snider
Associate Executive Secretary
RC3/sb - oy
Eaclosure ' g’

¢e: Dr, Ceorge GCerbner
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B e m;i;%;é department of audiovisual instruction

Crege) 223-8400, BXY. 32z

1261 SIXTEENTH STREEET, N W . WASHINGTON, D, C. 2003686.

June 25, 1963

Dr. George Gerbner, Dean _
The Annenberg School of Communications
3620 Walnut Street

University of Pennsylvania

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania :19104

Dear George:
On the basis of our recent discussions of this matter, your

resignation as Book Review Editor of AV Communication Review in
your letter of June 10 came as no surprise.

Although your resignation and your important contributions to
- AVCR will be duly accepted and noted by our highest officials, let
me take this opportunity to accept it on the "working level** and
to thank you personally for your great contributions to all of us
as Book Review Editor for AVCR. - Really, George, the annals
of this journal and the field itself are much brighter because of
your important service. |

As finished book reviews and review copies of new books
reach you, Iwill very much appreciate it if you will forward them
tous in care of Mrs. Vita Pariente, Managing Editor, AV Commumcatzon
Review.

With best personal regard and sincere thanks,

Yours very truly,

P sthidsd),

Robert C. Snider
g Associate Executive Secretary
RCS/sb
~cc: Dr, William H, Allen, Dr. James D. Finn, Dr. John Vergis,
Dr. Anna L. Hyer, Mrs. Vita Pariente

(Transcribed in Dr. Snider's absence)
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Attitude: Helpful Predictor

of Audiovisual Usage?

JAMES KNOWLTON

ERNEST HAWES

The pull of the future has always been slowed by the drag of the
past, and whenever something new or unfamiliar appears upon
the scene, there is an all too human tendency to “close all the
shutters except the little ones through which we can see the things
we want to see (3:173).”

But just as there is resistance to change, there is, in time, ac-
ceptance of what proves valuable. The degree of acceptability that
has been achieved by the more “conventional” audiovisual media,
particularly motion pictures, concerns us in this paper. We ex-
plored the question in order to learn some things that may be use-
ful in guiding an information campaign urging an increasing and
more effective-use of audiovisuals.

Attitude measurement was central to this task, and this article
is a report of the progress we made to that end. The report, how-
ever, is a little more than this, for in working toward the inter-
mediate {or attitude measurement) goal, we encountered difficul-

James Knowlton is assistant professor of education af Indiana University.
Ernest Hawes, of the Audiovisual Center staff at the University, is research
assistant to Dr. Knowlton on the NDEA Title VII research project out of
which this arficle grew.
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ties that, through our attempts at solution, led us to a somewhat
different view of our larger problem than we originally held.

In an exploratory investigation, questionnaires were sent to the
Directors of 48 randomly selected National Science Foundation
(NSF) Summer Institutes for high school teachers of science and
mathematics. Of these Directors, 42 agreed to distribute the ques-
tionnaires among the NSF participants, and to collect and return
them upon completion. They returned a total of 1,458 completed
questionnaires. The average per institute was 33, yielding a return
of more than 8o percent.

The ability level of these NSF teacher-participants was high, as
the Institute Directors inferred from the academic records and rec-
ommendations they had on file for both successful and non-suc-
cessfull applicants. Of these 93 statements, barely more than half
(viz., 49) made any reference to AV in its instructional function.

Summary Comment. Of the three measures of attitude de-
scribed, it is likely that only the latter direct approach was uncon-
taminated. And this approach, because of its direct character, is
open to the criticism that it could be faked easily; it might, there-
fore, have invited “plus gesturing.”” ® The two deterrents ques-
tions were unsuitable because they failed in a majority of cases to
reveal opinions as to the usefulness of film for instructional pur-
poses. Rather, opinions about the barriers to usage formed the
most apparent category of response.

While it is true that doubts about the usefulness of some mate-
rial operate to reduce usage in the same manner as do beliefs that
barriers to usage are strong, it is nevertheless mandatory to keep
measures of these two things separate. The logic of attitude meas-
urement requires this, for attitude scales must be uni-dimensional
to be interpretable. And the psycho-logic necessary to understand

2 We have borrowed the phrase “plus gestuting” from Alfred Adler to
indicate that a person motivated to do so may behave in a way intentionally
meant o mislead in order to create a beiter impression in another’s eyes.
Though we recognized the opportunity for “plus gesturing” here, we doubt
that its effect, if present, was very great. Obviously, a person may lie on a
questionnaire, but he may also lie in pretending friendliness to his boss whom

ke hates, or to conceal cheating in a test. It is not so much 2 question of verbal

behavior (as on a questionnaire) wersus grosser muscular behavior in a real
life situation, as it is a matter of the strength of motivation for falsifying. A
number of studies including Finger's (4) and a study by Melikian and
Prothro, (8) have shown. that in situations like that of our exploratory study
where anonymity is guaranteed, motives to falsify are generaily weak.
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behavior change also requires this separation. (This latter point
will be amplified in the discussion section.)

The results of our exploratory investigations led us to hypothesize
that many, possibly most, AV attitude scales have not measured
attitudes toward the instructional usefulness of audiovisual mate-
rials in an uncontaminated way.

These ten staff members achieved an initial over-all agreement of
88 percent in this categorizing task. This result indicated a better than
8o percent probability that these judges were all using the same
criteria for judgment (10). However, agreement on one item dropped
to the 50 percent level. On the basis of further discussion, the judges
felt that his item should be placed in the instructionally non-relevant
category. As a result, 14 items were placed in the instructionally
relevant category, and eight items in the instructionally non-relevant
category. Some examples may make the difference between these two
categories more obvious.

A thorough testing of this hypothesis would require that a sam-
ple of AV attitude scales be subjected to analysis. This process was
not only beyond our means, but we have been able to discover
only a very few attempts to measure attitude toward AV that used
any sort of scaling procedure. In any case, the scale analyzed and
reported in this section was selected before we had formulated this
hypothesis. Moreover, it was selected for another end, and be-
cause it appeared to have been constructed with more than usual
care ad thought. This scale is a 22-item Thurstone scale designed
by Kelley to measure teachers’ attitudes toward audiovisual mate-
rials (5).

A modification in formal and scoring as described by Willis (12),
was emploved to sharpen the discriminating power of Kelley's
scale. Since no item was reworded, this modification could only
enhance—and in no way nullify—the test of our hypothesis. The
subjects for this study were summer session students in an AV
utilizatoin class at Indiana University. Nearly all were teachers,
or had had teaching experience. None had had any prior AV
training. Kelley’s scale was administered in the first week of the
session and again in the eighth or last week, with only the ques-
tion order changed. Forty-one subjects completed the scale both
times.

Scoring was done so that high numerical scores indicated favor-
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post-course scores, and the difference was taken as an indicator of
the direction and magnitude of attitude change. The Wilcoxon
matched-pairs signed-ranks test (11) was used to assess the sig-
nificance of the differences between pre-course and post-course
scores. The results indicated that a highly significant change in
the the direction of a more favorable attitude toward AV had oc-
curred (p <.0001, one-tail test).

To determine whether this scale was contaminated, and whether
the highly significant change represented a genuinely increased
belief in the instructional usefulness of AV, or whether it was due
to something else, ten persons from the AV professional staff at
Indiana University were asked to categorize the 22 items on the
Kelley scale into one or the other of the two categories earlier de-
scribed ; that is, one category was defined so as to include state-
ments as to the instructional value or lack of value of AV, and the
other included statements as to conditions, situations, or experi-
ences connected with the use of AV materials, but not as to the in-
structonal value of such materials.

Instructionally relevant examples are these: (a) “Children re-
tain longer the material that has been presented visually;” (b)
“The use of audiovisual materials makes for high levels of student
interest.”” Instructionally non-relevant examples are these: (a)
“Obtaining the audiovisual materials that I want is usually quite
a simple procedure;” (b) “Films are usually in good repair when
they are received.”” The item on which there was most disagree-
ment—wiz., the item on which there was originally an even split
among the judges—was this: “My instructors in college did not
use audiovisual materials; why should 1?7
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