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1. Lasic Stave siatistics:
A. Potal nurher of operating LEA's in the Stafte oo 0.0, 305
B, Nueber of LEA's purticipoting do Title T oo iiiivinaay 282
(1)  during the regulay school term ondy coivvvivvne s 81

(2) during tho sumuer CETM ONLY it v ciierconins 25

(3) during hoth the regular school term aud the

SUMILCT TOTIM s e s e s et te ot ooretccaoiressetsnstonunvsoss 166
C. DNumber of Yitle L Progriis veeerovivescrcrsvianaseasease 1,086

D. Unduplicated number of pupils who pavticipated din
Title T PLOBTOMS e e rnececertornesconaneannecocasnseers123, 827

(1) enrolled In public 8Chool toiiiiiin i iiineicnccne. 118,944

(2) enrolled in ponpublic gchoold icvvviisvceniraae, 4,883

-~
e
W
—
pevd

NOTE: The above do not include the fouy joint projec the State

or the three institutions for neplected sna delinguent children.

The fellowing are lists of Titie T Instruvetional amd Susportive nregrams, alang
& . ) 3

with the nvsber of LiA's parci ating in zach type of propram.

RAME OF PROGRAH RUMLER OF 1.A's

Instruciionzl
Art 34
Business Bducation 4
Cultural Yorichment &0
uape ALES ' 107

1 Howe loonoplesn 6

L Industyricl Avts 14

Kinderperien 2

1 : Matheowatics 148

ERIC
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Stedr Lvaluntion Heport

NAME, CF PRDGRAN
Inetyvetionnl Sorvicos
Music

Phyuical ¥Fducation, Recrcation

Pre-linderparten

Readiny
Scicnce
Social Studies

Special Education {or Hendicoppod
(not including Specch Tharapy)

Speech Tbherapy and Hearing
Vocational (cther than Busincss)
Worlk Study
Other:

Favironment bHauceoion

Yicld Trips

Camping

Suppertive Services

- [y

Attendauce Seyvices

Curyiculum Materials Center Services

Guidance/Counsel ing
t Health Services (Nurne)
Library Scrvices

Psychinlopicnl Sareices

ERIC
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NARE OF PROGRAM NIRLR OF LA s
Supporitive Se Tvices

Scheol Social Work Seyvices 35

Transportation Servicoes I

Other Seyvices WHS

NOTL ¢ 1f a school! lLiwd & program in repular school and the sans propram

{n summiey school, it wasg counted 35 Lwn propysing.

|

Q
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Srete Peetuni e o Lot Pogyer 4

‘ Viedto b the S0 woef o YRS weve ol the foltey e tepes ploanetr s e
Geveloppent =F prograie s proprat yevien oF enodatinn s e g dn cvetoationg ool
‘ vorbeliops, dverevvico traindng arctings, aad ctlinr cocioyoneea,

A total of 1473 dudividua F.('.."."i wimite were mace Lo osohonle Doving Titie d
projects éuring the 1970 Tiseal Yoor.  Yorrteon workohop: or confom pees woeie
conducted by SUA araff during thie soa porind.

Follovive, is o corasy of the visits, fucinding the iy suypores it ol
vpor tho dew. deperril, v Sl ion. and evaluarion of the doeal proioot-,

.-

A, TFor planming or dewelopinent:  bb Hchool Vigite——uppro. fwatedy 597 of the

cations, and in vo-t ceges, thoy wave mw

NN TR Fate § B S B R e A A 3 . Ly o Y S PP S N T T

to submiunion of the application, An S/ eiaff weoboes cocntionntly mede w
LAY o~ [ ~ . - - - . -y . ey 1 T 3 . ' ’

vivit of this kir? ofter recoeivipg a Tivle T oappd ' TR

consistencies or wisrtaken applivetions of puldel

A record of esch vieit woo placed on flie.

:

[N

hedpaod o bydug oo

in planning o devaloping o LYOr

a nutual uaderstanding, and ofrem a lesssning, of profbemy confrontivg fuc

P

ILEA that was endeavoeriue to satisly puldeiine requivoponfs vhin be aeeabing

musual cducationnl nacds of drs chiilldron,

The Shi stoff porber vas oblo in o

in makiie o new apmolxal of the cducat ionsd neces ol s
I 1

D osn dwpreesd version of the vricieod anml i stion,

A1 wonbors brovehit boelh with thew o grostor Lnowloeder o (he

N . BN - P - Y- - L. AR I Y RN ' P P avn PR E &
cducational needs of the LEA'Ts mnd, 4w aldiclon, o hovtey uwderstonaging of

) [N 1

the cffoets which coy puidedine chauges pigbt have on the LLA

G

Q
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For vropran review or operaiion: 72 schanl Vie it caopraninately UL
of the tute]l nuweber,

Visits for review ol the proiect were oot wital by made Lo those 1ia's
vhich hod been visitod doving developnent ot the propram,  Since LU was
pot poscible te visit oll programs in cperation. very often those which
wvere cheesen hod wnusuzd charecterisiics or components, such as an unusually
ef{icetive tutorial propram oy a proprsae bullt avoend a particularly eifce-
tive remedial resding techniqua,  Propyoms which weve net as eficctive or
desirable vwere also vieited, so that iwprovements pipht be made.

These visits provided the SEA with direct dnformation covncerning the
use of different techniques go that the most succesnsful once vdpht be used
to improve other programs. ‘they sleo provided sn opportunity o deterainn
whether existing guidelines and repulations were relevant to the probloce
facing the LEA's,

Some projects were vrodified so thet they mipht heltey gerve educationn)
needs of the childreon, or so that the project would contivue to weet
culdelines,

Such visjite also served te introduce LEA and SUA personnel Lo cach
other. Assured of the concern and intarest of the ShA, the LIA felu froee,
perhans more often than Lefore, to contact the Stute office vhenover any
guastions or prollems aroze.

Yor cvaluction: 21 Scheel Visits--approximately 157 of the tota) number,

A visit for the purpooe of evaluntion wes modo as Lhe projact was
nearing its conpleiion dote, unless the LEA reouvccted an carlicr visit so
that w continucuns evaluation mieht be wmade duving the school yoeary.  Such

visits were initiated by both SUA wod LI4A concorning evalustion nrocadurcs




Htate

\ and recnlta. with o pricriey umaelle piven Citoer Lo thooe BiATs dicployiog
pousvally Cifoctive prejects oot (here haviae vpusunl dityienlty punossing
thoedr progrss,

These visite usundly vusnlied in erecdlont evaluation yeportn, rince

the G4 painard o onoeve thoroush andg pornoenal boowledss of thoe propran and

the LEA paived a bettey undorstending of evaluntion requirawrents nf the WA
Ator sueh vieits, it was of tew pessible for the LEA, for use dn

developing future propranug, Lo asnoss factors other than (hode measured

in the veluatfon report to the SEA. This mipht include nnsesstint of

planuing procedores, use of the ctaff, and relewince of the ypropran to

the needs of the children converned,

Tn visiting propuvass which werc proving to e effective. the SLA
becime acauvainted with the rationnle of the LEA in developiuy the progam
and coula Lhen asgist LUATs with less cuccosasiul progroms to overcond
weaknesres within theiy projects.

D. \Vorkehops, conferences, and jn-sorvice braining propvan::  léogroup
peetings.  These 14 wmuetings included the Ffolleving:

(1) TIn-service tyaining sassions atl LLAYs, Thesoe conceyned the ust of
teachey aildes.

(2)  Areas workehops, Among other subjects, thoooe eomcerned the wvee of
ajdes. end dntevprotation of puidelines. accoumtabhility, and
comparahilily.

(3) Conforanses on cemparabiliiv.

(4)  Tollow-Throuph Woriwehep.

(5)  hualuoiaon Vo

>
~
—
-
¢}
pas
~

ERIC
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Lithouph e StA conductesd those worbs bops and conferences . varioen
LA stof{ presenved coccesstul techndouo, and procedores wsed in Trrie ]

wateets which they hnd develeopaed,
jro; ;

One very prolltzble vesult of such conferencen, aside fyow thao
oripival purposc of providing Information coverivg a gpreial areo, was
that they affordad an oppertunity for disseeination of infovmution on o
varicty of other cubjects.

Workshops and confevencesn, for whatever reasca they were held, pave
the LFA's in atrendsnce an opportunity to ask speciflic questions velating
to their own proprams, thus often avedding mistskes or delays v planning
prograws or in making epplicatious.

At such meetings. also, the SEA Jearned more abicwt the kinde of
{inforworion mogt often requested by the LEA's. Deltor procoecuras wire
then dsveloped to ruswer quastions from fhoe 1A s and therely agoist

them in handling thoedr probleows,

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




N T O P N R N ST S Pave §

PIL. G b vl D BE A e the dant free vears
Ao Coogper aeeae to deprove e quedily of Titho 3 oprojecto:
(v)y AL rrtde ) oprejectn are vesorred Lo cuwryiculav and other appropriate
spedct v for vevicw. A report on theiy qualiily is onade to the
Title 3 oifice. Mlio, these sypeninliste ave made browloedpeshle
of the Title ¥ aspects of thedr speciality and are expected to
vork vith the LEA'S to feprove the ayrvovriate couponents of Title 1
projecte.  Thin preceduve hns had the oflcet of duproving the quality
of the plavaing, oreration. and evoluation of Title 1 projects.
() YEL's hove been cncovrvaped to reduce the number of tarpet schools
in ordey ta concentrate Title 1 funds on f(z\;-::.r cdurationally disad-
vante; ~d «nildren,  Jhis procedure haoe had the effoct of dncreasing

the Fevocv of the Titie 1 proeran in terms of the arount of money

availab)e for coch edipible child.

(3) Awn drcicose in fhe o sive of the

coverape of the State for the ronitovivg of Ticle 1 programss,
Schedalen for visits have been doveloped, as well os a meportiog

svgicin for the yceording

of the sesults of propran roviows.

(&)  throush vorlkshops and visits te Title ¥ proprams, the sophistication
with vhich Title 1 propyons have been developed has been dinereased,
resulting o botver quality proprawme.

() LAl osiaes and libbory sides have heeon olininated frwsm Title T
Progyans becaose propram reviovs revesled that, for the most pavi,
the. o vore Ledre veed in oa gencral wmner ratiher thean conceotrativg
on Tivio O chitds . The effecet bug been to velcass these funds Tor
vthor coopevents of o Titde 1 project. Mapy Lhé's have continued
Fitbr vrivns ane Iibsory gides wich Suate and Joead fuande.

Q 10
ERIC
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B Chanprs made fo ineuve proper participation of nouwpeblic school ¢hildren:
(1) The €F4 baz dnsicted vpon fhe involvesont of wenpublic schools in
the planning, operation, and evalunnion of Title 1 projects in
accoydance with OF guidelinca.,  This is not a chanpe in procedure

but rathey ene of emphasis.

(2) In progrom roviews., nonpublic scheools are visited as well as the
public schools in order that programs provided in those schools by
the LEA might be observed.

(3) ¥Evaluation of the effectiverness of Title I prozrons extended into
nonpublic schocols has been made the responsilbidlivy of botl the LEA
and the nonpublic schools., 'The effect has been to increusce the

awvareness of teachers, bLoth in the LPA and in the noupublic schools,

of the educationally disadvevtaged child dn the nounpublic school,

C. Changes wmade to medify local proiccts in the Jight of State ond Joral

cvaluation:

.

(1) VWerkshops on the techniques of evaluation have boon condueicd S0
that the objectives are more clearly stated end mocsured snd the
modification of programs bLased upon the above cun be made.

(2) There has been considerable encouvepement of continuous evaluaticn
and changes in techniques aond progrars, as vell as the establishment
of Lagic line data for terminal evaluntion.

3]

(3) Throwph workshops and inclusion of ewvaluation cocty in Titvle T

~

progrems, an increase in sephisticotion of eveluvution technliques

¥

hag beon expericnced on bLoth the locnl avd State levels.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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IV. ELffect unon Hducation Achieverent:

Various testiny, survey and research proceduras are used to determine the
continued prorcress of the Title I LSEA projects in Indiana. The results from
the objective and subjective methods tend to provide a complete picture for
total evaluation. This report is confined to the objective data in the reading
area based upon standardized testing results in cooperation with the participating
local school systems, public and private.

Comprehensive evaluation is a vital part of the program. Both pre- and post-
testing are administered by certified reading specialists. The objective results
serve as a diagnostic tecaching tool as well as providing an accurate method of
evaluation.

Proper testing procedures are used throughout the program under the direction
of professional personnel to assure complete realiability and validity. Indiana
testing norms are established by the norms used in the various testing instruments.
Local norms are often established bv the local school districts.

To gain a composite evaluation, five regions are designated as 'target arcas.’
These target arcas represent a cross section sampling of the State's projects,

and an analyvsis of these samplings gives an accurate objective status evaluation.

12
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A. Reading data Title I project

State Evaluation Targct Area #1

This scction of the reading evaluation is an analysis of the stan-
dardized testing results representing the one areca of the state. This
report is composed of a sampling which accurately reflect the area's
progress based upon objective instruments. The area's sampling involves
approximately 1,946 students participating in Title I programs. The
evaluation was based upon pre~ and post~tests results from The Metropcl-
itan Elementary Reading Test, The Stanford Diagnostic Test, The Metropol-

itan Achievement Test, and basal textbook objective tests results.

SUMMARY OF DATA

I. RESULTS OF METROPOLITAN ELEMENTARY READING TEST

Length of Exposure: 7 Months

Pre-~Test Post~Test Mean

Mean Mean Gain

Grade & N=13 2.9 N=:10 3.6 +.7
Grade 5 N=21 2.7 N=17 3.7 41.0
Grade 6 N=11 2.4 =5 4.0 1.6

ITI. RESULTS OF STANFORD DIAGNOSTIC. TEST

Length of Exposurc: 8 Months

Pre-Test Post~Test Mean

Mean Mean Gain

Grade & N=225 2.3 =198 2.9 .6
Grade 5 N=234 2.9 N=207 3.5 .6
Grade 6 N=19) 3.2 N==168 3.7 9

13
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II, GINN I TEST SCORE RLSULTS

rre-~test

Test Means Diff. t p % Chance* Chance** Total
Exp. Cont. Score Scores Scorcs Possible

Exp. Cont .

N 100 39
Metropolitan 19.3 19.8 -0.5 0.3 N.S. 51.0 51.3
Reading
Readiness (1-4)
Alphabet 4.3 4.2 0.1 0.1 N.S.
Ginn Recall 0.4 0.9 ~0.5 1.3 N.S.
Post=test
N 100 39
Alphabet 22.8 16.7 6.1 3.3 .0t
¢ 1 Recall 11.0 6.1 4.9 5.6 .c01
Pre-primer 24,5 18.4 6.1 4,4 ,001 1.0 15.4 9 36
Primer 47.8 33.1 14,7 4,9 .001 3.0 30.8 21 75
First Reader 54,6 40,4 14,2 4,5 .001 12.0 23.1 29 105
Pre-primer -+
Primer Total 72.3 51.6 20.7 5.1 .001 1.0 15.4 30 111
Pre-primer,

Primer, and
First Reader

Total 126,8 92.0 34,8 5.1 .001 1.0 15.4 59 216
Metropolitan
Achievement
Test Total

(1=4) 83.8 64.6 19,2 3.7 .001

* v, Chancec Scores" is the number of subjects whose score is less than or equal to that
scorc which would be obtained if every question had becn answered by cucssing
divided by the number of subjects in the group.

R

"Chance Score" is that score which would be obtained (in the '"long run') if every
qucestion had been answered by quessing only; e.g., for a 100 question test, each
question with four alternatives, the chance scorc would be 25.

14
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III. EXPERIMENTAL STUDY RESULTS

Pretest Posttest
Mean Mean
Exper. Control Diff. Exper. Control Diff.

Metropolitan. . « . . . . o 19.32 19,79 - .47 83.83 64,64 19.19

Ginn Recall & &« o o o o o & .38 90 - .32 10.96 6.08 4.88
Alphabet. o o o o o o o o o 4.25 4,18 .07 22.76 16,69 6.07
Ginn Pre~Primer + o« o o o« & 24,50 18.44 6.06
Ginn Primer o« « « o o o o & 47,77 33.13 14,64
Ginn First Reader . . . . . 54.57 40.44 14.13

Ginn Pre<Primer and
Primer Total Score. « . . 72.27 51.56 20.71
Ginn Pre~Primer, Primer, and

First Reader Total Score 126.84 92 34,84

N=100 for Experimental Group
N=33 for Control Group

CONCLUSTON

In light of the stated objectives the evaluation data does tend to
indicate successful results. These reading surveys show that, provided
the opportunity, the deprived child can show significant progress. These
positive results are reflected by gains made by participating pupils in

the reading skills in vocabulary and comprehension.

15
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State Evaluation Target Arca 72

This part of the reading evaluation contains the results of sampling
from the second representative arca of the state. Approximately 1,242

tests results were studied for this portion of the evaluation.

SUMMARY OF' DATA

I. The data listed below shows a comparison of ending first grade
percentile scores on the Metropolitan Achievement Test of tutored
children from target area schools, post-matched with untutored
children from non-target schools, by identical rcadiness scores
in September 1969, The significant differcnce in achievement is
grephically illustrated for comparisom. The tutored group scored
from 37.8% to 108% ebove the non-tutored group. The percentile
improvements per matched readiness percentiles were as follows:

. Met. Readiness Met, Achievement Met . Achievement Percent
: Mean Hean Mecan ~of
Percentile Percentile Perccntile Improvement
NOM~TUTORED TUTO2E
3 22.2 47 .6 53.3
i1 21.5 51.0 57.8
13 54,7 75.4 37.8
17 i 23.5 38.9 65.5
20 37.5 61.G 62.6
25 36.7 76 .4 108.0
39.6 39.6 69,6 75.7
y

16
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II. METROPOLITAN READINESS PERCENTILE SCORES, SEPTEMBER, 1969, IN COMPARISON
WITH METROPOLITAN ACHIEVEMENT SCORES, MAY, 1970

Percentiles Achievement Scores Totals _
1.0-1.4 1.5-1.9 2.0+
31 or above 18 9 27
26 to 30 8 12 20
21 to 25 2 7 4 13
16 to 20 4 18 11 33
11 to 15 4 17 7 28
6 to 10 4 32 5 41
0 to 5 13 37 8 58
Totals 27 137 56 220

I1I. The following data presents a comparison of tutored students' percentile
scores on the Metropolitan Readiness Test with the mean grade achievement
scores on the Reading sub-tests of the Metropolitan Achievement. Tests were
administered to first grade students in Mav, 1970, at the end of first grade.

The percentile score gains of the ending Metropolitan Achievement compared
to the beginning percentile scores on the Metropolitan Readiness are further
shown according to schools in the listing below.
Metropolitan Readiness Metropolitan Achieve- Mean
Survey Percentile Mean -~ ment Percentile Mean Percentile
Groups Sept., 1969 May, 1970 Gain
Group A 12.9 72.6 59.7
Group B 12.7 39.5 26.8
Group C 13.0 44,5 31.5
. Group D 12.0 46.0 36.0
] Group E 8.0 37.3 29.3
Group F 10.8 33.6 22.8
Group G 18.6 32.3 13.7

17
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Iv. OBJECTIVR SURVEY

Nt e

MOAN DRUTHST ALD FOSTINST CAWLS-2oelBiUITLE TEALTNG TOST SUtdihes of
RLMEDTAL DREADLNG STUDENTS DY CRAVES (RECULAY SCG000 YFAR)

—————— s vmn o e - - et e oA ;1 P et mmtrs & S s 4 T o b e mbros eaem s At b

CGrade Nuizher of Mean IQ*® Mean Reading Moon Reading,
Students Scora Score
(September) Lay)

2 141 . 88.9 1.2 2.

ro

3 185 91.3 1.7 2.7
4 153 £6.6 2.3 3.0
5 170 89.1 3.0 4.0

€ 120 ar.o 3.6 4.5

- - oD T I LT T
Fron schasl recerd or Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test
[
r
{

]
\

Q '
]ERJK?V. OBJL.CT IVE SUvwvry s 009
RS oz e e T _ I




V. OBJECTIVE SURVEY ' Papge 17

Name of Test form Pre-Test Form Post-Test Grade
Gates MacGinitie Readinp Test B 1 2 2nd
Tume of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply) ]
_ None Provided x Summer Remedial Reading
_x__ Special Remedial Teacher x Special Reading Materials
x Reading Consultant x Expanded Library Facilities
_x__ Teacher Aides : Other, (specify)
Pre-Test Results T “Post-Test Results T
Date of Test Number of Pupils Date of Test Number of Pupils o
September 1969 171 May 1970 168 .
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
1.3 ' 2.2
Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms National Norms
Below 25th | 26th~50th | 51st-75th| 76th-99th| Below 25th| 26th-50th| 51st-75th | 76th-99th
Not available
e of Test V Form Pre-Test Form Post-Test Grade
Gates MacGinitie Reading Test C L 1 2 3rd
Type of Title 1 Reading Activity (check as many as apply)
None Provided X Summer Remedial Reading
X Special Remedial Teacher X Special Reading Materials
_x__ Reading Consultant _x__ Expanded Library Facilities
x Teacher Aildes Other, (specify)
Pre-Test Results _ _ Post~Test Results
Date of Test Number of Pupils Date of Test Number of Pupils
September 1969 125 May 1970 121
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
: 2.0 3.1
7 Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories—“
! National Norms National Norms
Below 25th | 26¢th~50th | 51st~75th | 76th~39th| Below 25th| 26th-50th | 51st~75th 76th-99th
Not available
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OBJECTIVE SURVEY

VI. Page 18
Name of Test Form Pre~-Test Form Post-Test Grade
Gates MacGinitie Reading Test D-1M D-3M 4th

____ None Provided

X Special Remedial Teacher
__X Reading Consultant

x

_ Teacher Aides

HT;EE—S?—Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apﬁly)

X Summer Remedial Reading

X Special Reading Materials

X Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

Pre-Test Results

Post-Test Results

Date of Test
September 1969

Number of Pupils
135

Date of Test Number of Pupills

May 1970 137

Mean Grade Equivalent

2.7

Mesan Grade Equivalent

3.7

Number of Puplls by Percentile Categories
' National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51st-75th| 76th~99th| Below 25th] 26th-50th| 51st-75th | 76th-99th
Not avrilable

{fﬁwe of Test Form Pre-Test Form Post-Test Grade
Gates MacBinitie Reading Test D-1M D-3M Sth

_____ None Provided

__x_ Special Remedial Teacher
_%_ Reading Consultant

_x _ Teacher Aldes

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

Summer Remedial Reading

x _ Special Reading Materials

x_ Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

Pre-Test Results

Post-Test Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils

Date of Test Number of Pupils

May 1969 45 May 1970 46
Mean Grade Fauivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
3.3 4,4

Number of Pupils by Percentlile Categories
Naticnal Norms

Number of Puplls by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51st~75th

76th=-99th

Below 25th{26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76th-99th

i Not] available

no

OBJLCTIVED SUPVREY
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VI. QBJECTIVE SURVLY

The Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test

Pre-test Post-test
Grade # of Pupils Mean Grade Mean Grade
2 171 1.3 2.2
3 125 2.0 3.1
4 137 2.7 3.7
5 L6 3.3 b.h
CONCLUSION

The results in the various objective surveys tend to indicate reading
improvement by those children participating in tne Title I Project. The
standardized tests results compared the ending first grade percentile scores
of tutored children from target area schools, post-matched with untutored
children from non-target schools, by identical readiness scores. The results
of this survey reflected the general degree of other surveys in this target
area. The tutored group scored from 37.8% to 108% above the non-tutored

group.
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State Evaluation Target Area 3

A total of approximately 2,897 participating children's tests results
were exanined in this Title I target area. Various grade levels were given
pre- and post-testing in reading and basic achievement skills to provide an

accurate and objective study.

SUMMARY OF DATA

I. OBJECTIVE SURVELY

MEAN AND MEDIAN SCORES OF IOWA TEST OF BASIC SKILLS PARTS A AND B GIVEN IN
TARGET PUBLIC 3CHOOLS IN GRADES 4 and 6 COMPARED TO LOCAL AND NATIONAL NORMS

Reading Reading
Vocabulary Comprehension Vocabulary Comprehension
Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median
Group 1 3.3 3.2 3.7 3.55 5.0 5.2 4.9 4.8
Group 2 3.6 3.7 3.6 3.55 5.2 5.2 5.3 5.15
Group 3 4.0 4.0 4,1 4.0 5.7 5.8 5.5 5.2
Group 4 4.0 4.0 4.1 4.1 5.6 5.6 5.7 5.6
Group 5 3.9 4.0 3.9 4.0 5.3 5.4 5.2 5.1
Group 6 3.4 3.3 3.5 3.25 5.2 5.1 5.3 5.1
Group 7 .0 4.3 4.1 4.0 5.9 6.0 5.6 5
Group 8 3.6 4.0 4.1 5.6 5.8 5.5 55
X Group 9 4.3 4.1 3.8 3.8 4.8 4.85 4,7 4.8
' Group 10 4,2 4.05 4.3 4.3 6.2 6.4 5.6 5.6
Groun 11 4.0 4.0 3.9 3.9 5.6 5.8 5.8 5.85
Group 12 3.0 2.6 3.0 2.6 4.5 4,7 4.6 4.4
Tarpget 3. 3.9 3.9 3.8 5.5 A 5 5.
o Local 4.4 4.6 4.5 4.b 6.3 ) 1 6.2
l;BJ!;‘ Nagional 4.8 4.8 4.8 4.8 6.7 6.7 6.7 6.7
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Page 21
Name of Test Yorm Pre~Test Form Post-Test Grade
4
Iowa Test of Basic Skills Part A (Vocabularny) 4

" ve of Title I Reading Activity (check as many ss apply)

None Provided

X Speciel Remedial Teacher
Regding Consultant

X Teacher Aides

Summer Remedial Reading
Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

«|

1

Pre~Test Results

Post-Tegst Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils

April, 1970 762

Date of Test Number of Pupils

Mean Grade Equivalent
4.4

Mean Grade Equivalent

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51st-75th| 76th-99th{ Below 25th! 26th-50th{ 51st-75th | 76th~%9th
342 228 132 60
ne of Test Form Pre~Test Form fost-Test Grade
4 4
Iowa Test of Basic Skills Part B (Reading Comn.)

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

None Provided

Special Remedial Teacher
Reading Consultant
Teacher Aides

| K

Summer Remedial Reading
X Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library ¥Facilities
~ Other, (specify)

Pre~-Test Results

Post-Test Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils

April, 1970 762

Date of Test Number of Pupils

Mean Grade Equivalent

3.8

Mean Grade Equivalent

Number of Puplls by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Fercentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | S1st—75th | 76th-99¢th

Below 25th! 26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76th-99th

370 214 107 71




II. OBJECTIVE SURVEY

Page 22
Name of Test Form Pre-Test Form Post-Test Grade
4
Iowa Test of Basic Skills Part Ao (Voca-ulari) 6

None Provided

X Special Remedial Teacher
Reading Consultant

¥ Teacher Aides

" "2 of Title 1 Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

Summer Remedial Reading

% Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

|

Pre-Test Results

Post-Test Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils

March, 1970 673

Date of Test Number of Puplls

Mean Grade Equivalent

5.5

Mean Grade Equivalent

Number of Pupifg-by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of fupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

ITowa Test of Basic Skills Part

Below 25th | 26th~50th | 51st-75th} 76th-89th| Below 25th 26EE:SOth 51st-75th | 76th~99th
349 173 105 up
2 of Test Form Pre-Test Form FPost-Test Grade

m
B (Reading Homo.)

_____ None Provided
x Special Remedial Teacher
Reading Consultant

x Teacher Aides

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many &s apply)

Summer Remedial Reading
X Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

Pre~-Test Results

Post-Test Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils

March, 1270 687

Date of Test Number of Pupils

Mean Grade Fquivalent

6.1

Mean Grade Equivalent

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
Mational Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

| .
Below 25th | 26¢h-50th | S1lst-75th | 76th-99th

Relow 25th{26th-50th | S51st~75th | 76th~99th

394 174 a5 24

24
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CONCLUSION

In the evaeluation analysis the tests results, particularly in the
concentrated reading projects, indicated growth considerably beyond that
which might otherwise have been expected. The local norms of the partic-
ipating schools compared favorably with the national norms. These
comparisons showed reading improvement with gains in vocabulary and com-

prehension skills.
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State Evaluation Target Area #L

This evaluation area compares the results of the post-tests to the
results of the pre-tests. Grades one through seven are included in an
objective study of reading comprehension and vocabulary development.
Approximately 3,590 tests results represent a composite picture of this

state evaluation target area.

SUMMARY OF DATA

I. OBJECTIVE SURVEY

(N Test
ame of Tes SRA Achievement Series Grade
Reading Comprehension 1
Group 1 Group 2
| Test Results Test Results ;
13.53 10.95 |
Date of Test Number of Pupils - Date of Test . Number of Pupils
April 1970 882 April 1970 882
Mean Grade Equivalent - Mean Grade Equivalent
1-8 ' 1-9
umber of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms National Norms
Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51st~T5th | T6th-99th Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51st-T5th | T6th-90tt
251 277 205 149 - 210 277 212 183




II. OLBJECTTVE SURVEY

Yoo 25

Name of Test
SEA Achievement Series
B Reading Comprehension

[V

form Pre-Testc |

form Post~Test

Grade

D D ~

tNone Providad
Special Remedial Teacher
Reading Consultant

_ Teacher Aides

;:uoe of Title I Reading Activity (check au many &s 8pply)

i e et e ~

Suiimer Yemedlal Reading

¢ Speclal Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specity)

Pre-Test Results

13.08

Post-Test Results

22.91

Date of Test Number of Pupils

March, 1969 731

Date of Test

April, 1970 1,012

Mean Grade Equivalent

1-7

Mean Grade Eqﬁfgglent

2-7

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51st~75th] 76th-69th

Below 25th| 26th-50th

51st-75th | 76th-99¢th

.me of Test
SRA Achievement Series
Reading Vocabularv

Fform Pre—-Test

Form Post-Test

D D

None Provided

Special Remedi{al Teacher
Reading Consultant
Teacher Aides

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as ap-ly)

Summer Remedial Reading
Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

Pre-Test Results
11.10

Post-Test Results
18.68

Date of Test Number of Pupils

March, 1969 731

Date of Test Number of Pupils

April, 1970 1,012

Mean Grade Equivalent

1-9

Mean Grade Equivalent

3-4

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Catepories
National Norms

Below 25th

26th-50th | 51st-75th{ 76th~99th

Below 25th

26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76ch-99th

163 231 173 164

260 323 243 186

27
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Page 26

——— e ——

1 e - AP
Forwm Pre-lost

Namne of Test Forn Post-Test “Grade
SRA Achievement Gnries
Peadine Comprehornnion I D 3

T "e of Title 1 Rdading Activitvy (chack ao-many as apply)

-

Hone Provided

Special Remadial Teaches %
% Reading Conzultant x
x__ Teacher Aides

Summer Remedial Reading
Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilitles
Other, (specify)

Pre-~Test Regults Post-Test Results

23.59 26,81

Date of Test

Yarch 1969

Number of Pupils
832

Date ot Test

April 1970

Number of Pupils

387

Mean Grade Equivalent

2-8

Mean Grade Equivalent

3-3

lumber of Puplls by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Numbeyr of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Bolow 25th | 26th-50ch | 51st-75th| 76th-99th! Below 25th{ 26th-50th| 51st-75th | 76th~99¢h
212 275 215 130 286 281 1396 224
{.Jme of Test Form Pre-Test Form Post-Test Grade
SRA Achievement Series
Reading Vocabulary D D 3

None Provided
Special Remadial Teacher
x Reading Consultant

x Teacher Aides

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

Summer Remedial Reading
_x__ Special Reading Materials
% Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

Pre~Test Results
18.55

Post-Test Results

18.53

Date of Test Number of Pupills

March 1969

832

Date of Test Number of Pupils

_April 1970 987 .

Mean Grade Equivalent

3-4

Mean Grade Equivalent

3-4

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th [ 26th-50th | 51st-75th| 76th~99thl Below 75th|26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76th-99th
| 4
263 178 118 338 317 117 215
.
2




Iv. ORJECTIVE SURVEY

ke

Pagn 27
Mawme of Tast iorm Pro-Tent Form Poist~Teat Grade
SRA Achievement Series (Elue)
Peading Carnreobniniion 0 D f

pe of

Hone Prowvidad
_ Special Remedial Teacher
¥ HReading Consultant
x__ Teacher Aldes

Title I Readling Activity (chack aa many

23 upply)

Surmmer Remedfial Reading
Spacial Reading Matzrials
Expanded Library Facilitiles
__ Other, (specify)

fra-Test Reaults

29.5

Post-Tasit Results

17.4

‘Date of Test Number of Pupils

March 1979

633

Date of Test Number of Pupils

April 1970 7165

Mean Grade Equivalent
3-9

e

Mesn Grade Equivalent

47

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51g¢~75th ] 76th=-99th| Balow 25th| 26th-50th 513t~75th 76th=-99th
198 136 207 152 239 150 203 173
.ame of Test form Pre-Test Form Post~Test Grade
SRA Achievement Series (Blue)
Reading Vocabulary D D 4

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many

Mone Provided

Special Remedial Teacher
X Reading Consultant

x Teacher Aides

|

as apply)

Summer Remedial Reading
% Specilal Reading Materials
Expanded Library Facilities
Other, (specify)

e

Pre~-Test Results
20.5

Post~Test Results
15.8

Date of Test Number of Pupils

March 1969

691

Date of Test Number of Pupils

April 1970 _ 785

Mean Grade Equivalent

3-7

Mzan Grade Equivalent

.8

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Below 25th | 26th-50th | 51at-75th | 76th-95th

Below 25th| 26¢th-50th | 518t-75¢th | 76th-99th

184 189 175 143

195 200 193

177
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CONCLUSTAN

U Y

This extensive study of 3,500 children participating in the Title I
program consisted of varving levels of instruction at each grade level.
The recading scores are an indication of the success of the program. At
every grade level the reading scores improved and other reading content

prorrams showed an improved record of performance.
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State Evaluation Target Area #5

In this target area approxirately 9,195 children were included in
the objective analysis to determine the progress under the Title I
project. The data indicates the prade levels examined in the pre- and

post-testing.

SUMMARY OF DATA

I. OBJECTIVE SURVEY

Name of Test Pre Gates-MacGinitie Form Pre-Test Form Post-test Grade
Post " )
Pre-reading A -7 1
Pre-test Results Post~test Results
Date of Test Number of Pupils | Date of Test Number of Pupils
None 60 5-70 60
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
Non-reader , 1.61

II. OBJECTIVE SURVEY

Name of Test Pre Gates-MacGinitie | Form Pre-Test ;J Form Post Test Grade
Post ! For B 1 B 2 2
Pre-test Results Post-test Results
Date of Test Number of Pupils | Date of Test Humber of Pupils
9-69 43 5-10 43
Mean Grade Equivalent : Mean Grade Equivalent
1.37 2.39
Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories | Number ofgﬁﬁpils by Percentile Categories
National Norm Hational Norm
Below 25 [26-50th }|51-~75th |76-99th Below 25 [26-50th | 51-75th | 76-99th

28 13 2 0 22 16 5 0




ITL, OBJECTIVE SURVEY

Pape 4

Name of Test Torm Pre-~Tast Torm Post-Test Grade
_Llypov-Barrett Pro-reading Buttery A | Fincerparion |
"o of Tltle T Reading Activity (check as many as apply)
____Nona Provided X  Summer Remedinl Reading
Spaclal Remadial Teacher _ﬁﬁ__Special Reading Materilals
3 Reading Consultant _ Expanded Libcary Facllitles
% _ Teacher Aldes X _Other, (specify) oral lunruage
) - visual-motor skill:
i - Pre~Test Rasults " Post-Test Results T
L —_— R
Date of Test Number of Pupils Date of Test Number of Pupils
May 21-15, 1970 1,384
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
Ho norms for G.E.
Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentlile Categories
o National Norms National Norms
Below 25th | 26th~-50th | 51ge~75kh| 76th~99:h| Relow 25th] 26th-50th | Slst-75th | 76th~99¢th
83 118 303 879
264 235 L 268 617
2 of Test Form Pre~Test Form Post~Test Grade
Metropolitan Readiness Tests A 1
Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)
None Provided X  Summer Remedial Reading
X Special Remedial Teacher X Special Reading Materials
_____ Reading Consultant _X_ Expanded Library Facilities
X  Teacher Aides x Other, (specify) oral lanpuapre
Pre-Test Results Post-Test Results
i Date of Test Number of Pupils Date of Test Number of Pupils
Sept. 8, 13870 1,774
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
No norms for G.E.
r Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms National Norms
B > C B A Below 25th| 26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76th~99th
36 284 727 532 195
7 24 38 24 7 = 1p0% (Nat'l Horms)
2 16 L1 30 11 = 1p0% (Local Morms)




V. ORJECTIVE SURVLY

oy AN
Moo 00

Name of Test

Towa Tests of Banice Skills

Forn Crae-~Test

Form Post-Test | Geade

3 d

x tone Provided
Spaclal Reuwedlal Trocher.
Readlng Consultant

_ Teacher Aldes

e e e

b — — e

| Tepe of Titfgmfﬁﬁgading Activit§_?chuck ag many aag apply)

- ——— - — — e s o4

Summev Remadtal Reading
Svecial Reading Materials
Fupaaded Library tactlities
Other, (speclfy)

Pre~Test Results

T Post~Test Results

Date of Test " Mumber of Pupilils

Octoher 1969 1,559

e e s e

Date of Test

Mean Grade Equivalent

5.08

——— —— ——— pm——

Moan Grade ﬁaﬂfﬁalent

Number of Pupiigmby Percentile Categories
Mational Norms

Number of Pupils by Porcentile Egtegories
Hational Norms

[ Below 25th | 26£n-50th | 51st-75th | 76th=09th| Below 25th] 26th-50th| Sist-/5ch | 76th-99th
833 407 217 92
me of Test form Pre-Test Form Post-Test Grade )

Type ot Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

___ None Provided

Special Remedial Teacher
Reading Consultant
Teacher Aides

————

——

——r

Summeyr Remedial Reading
Special Reading Materials
Expanded Library ¥acilities
Other, (specify)

Pre-~-Test Results

Post-Test Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils

Date of Test Number of Pupils

Mean Grade Equivalent

Mean Grade Equivalent

bl

Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms

Number of Puplls by Percentile Categories
Hational Norms

Below 25th ] 26th~-50th | 513t~75th | 76th-99th

Below 25th| 26¢th-50th | Slst-75th | 76th-99th
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Name of Test form fre-Tost | Forn Post-Test | Grade ]

———— tm s 4 ay

Fetropolitan Upper Primary B 2

"2 of Title I Readlng Activity (check as many a3 apply)

___¥% None Provided ____ Sumrer Remedlal Reading
Speelal Remedlal Teacher Specil Reading Matevials
____ Reading Coasultant _ Fxrpanded Librery Factlitles
____ Teacher Aides ____Other, (speclty)
- . e
Pre-Tesat Results Post-Tcost Results o
Date of Test Number of Puplls Date of Test Mumber of Pupils
February 24, 1970 1,512
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
2.69
Numbec of Puplls by Percentile Catepories Number of Puplls by Percentile 6Ztegories
Mational Norms _ National MNovrms
Balow 25th | 26th~50th | 51at-75th| 76th-99¢h| Below 25th| 26th-50th | S1st~-75¢h | 76th-95th
503 379 224 o7
e of Test Fform Pra-Test Torm Post~Test Grade
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 3 Iy

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

X _None Provided Summer Remedlal Reading
____ Special Remedial Teacher Special Readingz Materials
Reading Consultant ____ Expanded Library Facilities
Teacher Aldes Other, (specify)
fre-Test Results Post-Test Results
Date of Test Number of fupils Date of Test Number of Pupils
October 1969 1,444
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
3.33
Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms National Norms
Below 25th | 26th~50th | 513t~75th | 76¢th~99th| Below 25th| 26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76th-99th
598 551 219 78
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Naze of Test Torm Pra-Teut Form Ponst-Teat

Cates-MacGinitie N3

ate)

ZETDE of Title I Reading Actlivity (chack as wany
N

g3 apply)

___ None Provided

_x__ Speclal Rarodial Teacher
_x__ Reading Consultant

_x _ Teacher Aldes

Summer Remadlal Reading
Special Reading Material

a3
Expanded TAibrary Facilities
Other, (specify) Counteling

R

Pre-Test Results Post~Test Rasults

— e v tmeed

—

Date of Test Numbar of Pupils Date of Test

9-69

62 5-70 £2

Mumber of Pupils

Mean Crade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent

2.83

.71
Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentils Categories
B . Hational Norms Naiional Norms
Below 25th | 26th-50th | 513t-75th| 76th-9%th| Below 25ih| 26¢h~30th| 51st~75¢h [ 76th-99th
47 1 1 0 35 . 29 5 0
:me of Test Form Pre-Test Torm Post~Test Grade
Gates-MacGinitie c1 C 2 3

Type of Title I Reading Activity (check as many as apply)

None Provided ,
X Special Remedial Teacher
X Reading Consultant
X Teacher Aildes

Summer Remedial Reading

.
S, S
x Other, (specify) Counse

_ Special Reading Haterials
Expanded Library Facilities

ling

— et

Pre~Test Results Post-Test Results

Date of Test Number of Pupils Date of Test Number of Pupils
9-69 51 5-70 51
Mean Grade Equivalent Mean Grade Equivalent
1.98 2.72
Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories Number of Pupils by Percentile Categories
National Norms National Norms
Below 25th | 26th~50th { S1st~75th | 76th-99th| Below 25th]| 26th-50th | 51st-75th | 76th-99th
40 10 0 0 21 17 2 0
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The amount of data provided in this sampling indicates the exten-
siveness of the objective study for this tarpet area. These fisures
establish local reading percentiles and vrovide a wmeans to indicate the
level of achievement at each elementary grade level. The vost~tests
results indlcate that the children did benefit by retlecting a sisnif-

icant academic mean gain.
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B. Characteristics exhibited in successful Title I projects:

(1)

(2)

3)

There is.a working relationship with a responsible advisory council
which'has assessed the needs of the educationally deprived segment

of the community, ﬁaking possible a more realistic evaluation of

needs and concerns.

Parents have a strong interest in programs assisting the under-
priviliged child. This results in improved student attendance, and
often in improved appearance of the children themselves. When parents

are interested in their children's progress in Title I programs, they

'usuaily make themselves available for consultation and will give school

+
personnel any assistance possible.

Such parental involvement has not come into being without develop-
ment of a positive attitude on the part éf the administrators in the
State. As a rgsult greater_enthusiasm has been generated ameng ad-
ministrators and teachers to work with parents on Title I projects.
Information concerning progress of the program as a whole is made
availaﬁle to the public, and individual progress of students is reported
to those having a direct and personal interest in the program. The
public, particularly the parents, gain knowledge of LEA efforts to
provide special educational assistance in the following ways:

(a) Info&mation indicating the progress and success of Title I programs
is made public through local newspapers, schools newspapers, and
letters.

(b) A special effort is.made to inform parents of the progréss of

their children either by personal contact, by letter, or by

telephone.
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(4)

(5)

(6)

Data is gathered to determine program validity and, 1if necessary,

possible modification or deletion.

(a)
(v)

(c)

Successful components are validated with statistics.
Unsuccessful program components have appropriate data so that
the problem may be defined and studied.

Adequate evaluation is applied to all programs and data in

order to determine revelancy.

Thorough in-service training is provided for both the administrative

staff and the instructional staff.

(a)

(b)

The in-service section of the application of a successful Title I

"project indicates a well-planned program of continued training

at predeterﬁined times, covering specific subject areas.

Through periodic project reviews, staff members of an effective
Title I project are constantly reminded of the objectives of their
segment of the program. During such reviews, the staff also
discusses whether or not the work they are doing 1is making
progress. If 1t is not accomplishing its objectives, they will

then consider an early revision of the project.

Eligible children are identified by name on the basis of the criteria

on page 1, item 4, of the application. Any additional participants

are identified according to individual need and also by name.

(a)

The children identified by criteria on page 1, item 4, of the
application are named by the project director and the Title I
staff involved. Supportive data are available to substantiate

the total number of deprived. This listing and information 1s

confidential information.
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(b) Gencrallv the target school areas do not include all the
children identified on page 1, item 4, of the application.
Therefore, the number served will be less than the total indi-

cated on page 1, item 4.

(c) 1If children who do not qualify on an economically or educationally

-

deprived basis are included, an appropriate rationale 1is given
to support their participation.

(7) The project 1is concentrated on those students demonstrating the
greatest need. The program 1s built around those needs and designed
to meet th? many needs of the concentrated number, rather than
expa;ded to include additional students on a more narrow range of
needs.

(a) The deprived students identified as participants are known

personnally by staff members.

(b) The relationship is such that proper assessment of the academic

and social deficlencies can be determined.

(c) The needs of the most needy are provided for before additional

students are added to the program.

Evidence of effectiveness of projects related to cost:

There is no hard evidence that the effectiveness of Title I projects
is related to'costs on a State basis. However, evidence provided by some
of the LEA's shows conclusive improvement in the performance of target
arca children in various curricular areas and it may be assumed that this
irprovement is the result of the expenditure of Title I dollars. But to
assign a specific dollar value to improvement or lack of Improvement in

all projects in the State would be a very difficult proposition and would

46
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be of doubtful validity and reliability with our present technical
capabilities.

In general, it is felt that additional money spent upon each Title I
child, given comparability, 1is resulting in the improyement of the
educational lot of these children whether or not the cost-effect

relationship can be quantified at this juncture in the program.

»
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v. Effect o fM’{i_ ;:_‘l.e_.}_ programs_on_ ad mi nistrative structure and educational

practices of SFA, LEA, and nonpublic schools:

A.

SEA - On the State level, the Title 1 program has been separated from
the Equal Educational Opportunity (Title IV) program, formerly the
Community Relations Division, and placed in the Federal Projects
Division under the Director of the Federal Projects Division, who is
responsible for the coordination of Title I programs. This division
is responsible to the Assistant Superintendent for Administration and
Finance. Also, the Title I staff of consultants has been augmented,
although not sufficiently to perform all of the activities necessary
to acceleta;e improvement in the quality of the Title 1 programs.

More effective use of the curriculum specialists in the Office
of the Superintendent of Public Instruction has been accomplished
through the routing of applications to these specialists for comment
and visitation. More effort has been made to coordinate with other
federal programs targeted upon the educationally disadvantaged in the
areas of special education, vocational education, and teaéher training.
LEA - In most LEA's the duty of organization, planning, coordinating,
administering, and evaluating Title I programs has been given to a special
staff member to provide greater concentration of effort on Title 1.

At this stage in the development of Title I, less emphasis is being
placed upon materials and equipment and more upon programs. In some LEA's
more supportive services are being included in their Title I programs,
while in others these services are being provided through local effort
and Title I funds are concentrated on educational activities, particularly

reading. In this arca greater program sophistication is noted.
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While several LEA's have ﬁad a high degree of parental participation
in their Title I programs in the past, and others to a lesser extent,
plans are being made by most LLA's to increase parental participation
in the administrative mechanism of their program.

Nonpublic’gchools— There is no evidence that Title I has changed the
administrative structure of nonpublic schools except that in most LEA's
where nénpublic schools are located, nonpublic school personnel is
consulted in the development and operation of those elemrents of the

Title I program which are to be extended into the nonpublic schools.

49
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vI. Additional e “f-f_o_r ts to he _l P _t:__kle__d_i_s advantaged:

A.

No State funds have been appropriated specifically for compensatory
education programs except for Special Education for the handicapped.
These funds are distributed to LEA's which conduct Special Education
classes on a pro-rata excess cost fo;mula basis. During the 1969-70
school year, State funds in the amount of $4,373,394.,80 were distributed
to LEA's to support Special Education classes for 59,442 handicapped
children. The total cost of the Indiana Special Education program

was $18,876,600.00.

An outstanding example of the coordination of Title I funds with other
federally f;nded programs is that of the M.S.D. of Wayne Township Joint
Services and Supply Project. This project for seriously handicapped
children involves the joint efforts of 10 school corporations located
west of Indianapolis. In addition to Title I funds, funds from the
following federal sources are used in the project: Title 1I ESEA,

Title IIT ESEA, Title VI ESEA, Basic Adult Education, Vocational Rehabil-
itation, School Lunch, and Vocational Education.

Practically every Indiana LEA uses other federally funded programs
in connection with their Title 1 projects, though these funds are not
specifically set out in the Title I projects except in the part of the
program description concerning coordination with other federally funded
programs. The other federally funded programs most often mentioned in
the program descriptions are the following: Title II ESEA, Title III NDEA,

School Lunch, and Vocational Education.

A
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Compensatory education brought to nonpublic schools through Title I:

Public and nonpublic school cooperation in repard to Title I projects

in Indiana has been excellent. In all corporations having nonpublic schools, the

authorized LEA Title I representative or director conferred with officials of
nonpublic schools in regard to project planning, implementation, and evaluation.

The SEA emphasized by personal discussions and by written communications
that nonpublic officials should be involved early in Title I program plan-
ning. When reviewing an application submitted from a project area in which
nonpublic schools were located, the SEA made curtain that nonpublic school
officials had been given the opportunity to participate if they so desired.

In Indiana;4,883 pupils from 59 nonpublic schools participated in Title T
projects. These were instructional and supportive projects: mainly reading.
mathematics. language arts, psychological and testing services, and health and
guidance.

The nonpublic school pupils attended both regular term and sumwer classes
in the public schools. These classes were held during daytime school hours.
Occasionally, because of special needs, instructional and supportive services
were conducted in nonpublic schools.

Data on pre- and post-achievement testing were collected as an aggregate
and not separately reported for public and nonpublic school children.

Participation or nonparticipation of nonpublic school chilgren Title 1
projects has never been challenged. There has been no litigation, nor has
there been any reason for new or revised legal interpretation.

In regard to joint planning of a Title I project. public and nonpublic
schools of a target area have cooperated to include in the project those
components which would be most helpful in solving probtlems common to both

systems. This has resulted in very effective Title I programs.

ol
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Coordinated teacher-tcacher aide training proprams conducted by LKA 's:

According to the Title I applications and cvaluations. necarly all LLA's
having Title I projects conducted in-service training. The extent of this
training depended largely on the size of the program, the nurber of people
involved, and the experience of the staff. The number of participants in
these training programs totaled 6,740.

The general pattern of activities consisted of meetings prior to the
beginning of the Tifle I programs with emphasis on familiarization with audio-
visual materials. production of instructional materials, and staff orientation
of LEA philosophy and procedures. Most of these sessions were conducted by
consultants and‘administrative staff at the local level.

More extensive training programs took two or three weeks and we.e con-
ducted by a staff of experts from Indiana universities. Some LEA's sent their
staff to workshops of other LEA's or to those in neighboring states.

It is generally believed by most LEA's that in-service training is a
continuous process and meetings are held regularly (once or twice a week)
to share experiences and methods of handling current problems.

The SEA has provided guidance for the LEA's in staff training. Six
panel discussion meetings were conducted by the SEA in various parts of
the State last year. State Title I staff members are frequently asked to
participate in the LEA's in-service training meetings and to address teachers
and parents at their meetings.

The following Volunteer Teacher Aide program is an example of an effective
and well-planned Title I teacher -~ teacher aide training program. This plan
of selecting and training teacher aides has been developed by the Metropolitan
School District of Decatur Township. Marion County. Indiana. [xcellent train-
ing materials and guides have been prepared for the Volunteer Teacher Aides to

use in their work with Title I children.

al
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METROPOLITAN SCHOOL DISTRICT OF DECATUR TOWNSHIP
IN-SERVICE TRAININC FOR VOLUNTLERS

Alde Program Under Title 1

Selection and recruitment of Volunteer Teacher Aides:

- Volunteer Aides may have a wide background of education, ranging

from very little high school work to college graduation. They may also

be of any age, from young adults to people of middle age to retirement.

Both men and women are involved.

Any individual interested in assisting pupils by serving as a
Volunteer Eéacher Aide is instructed to contact the Title I Coordinator.
The Title I Coordinator receives Volunteers through the following contacts:
(1) Patrons who call a school principal and indicate willingness to help.
(2) Patrons who are contacted by the principal or other school personnel

to serve as members of the Volunteers,

(3) Parents of disadvantaged pupils who are enrolled in the program.

(4) 1Individuals who make inquiry in response to local newspaper articles
written about the Volunteer Aide Program. Additional information is
carried in the school corporation bulletin that goes to all taxpayers.

(5) 1Individuals who respond to publicity and public relations by P.T.A.
organizations. Churches and community service clubs assist in giving
information about the program.

Placement and training of Volunteer Teacher Aides:

FEach Volunteer indicates a preferance for an elementary building and
is then assigned in that building to the classroom teacher who has requested

the services of a Volunteer Aide. Through cooperative planning, the Title I

i
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Coordinator and the Principal plan the placement of Volunteer

Teacher Aides to best meet the needs of pupils within each building.
Tnitial in-service sessions consisting of approximately 12 hours of

instruction per Aide are arranged for small groups, or they may be held

on an individual basis for each building. Demonstrations and return

practice demonstrations instruct the Aide in basic ﬁrocedures and in the

use of language masters, tape recorders with listening stations, record

plavers, film strip projectors, overhead projectors, and any other specific

equipment that might be used in the instruction. These sessions are

scheduled for 2 or 3~hour periods and for as many times as are necessary

to accommdhate the Volunteers.

Specific additional instruction periods of 4 to 6 hours each are
given those Aides who are to assist pupils in motor perceptual activities.
On-going instruction for the Teacher Aide is available through the Titie I
Coordinator at the reguest of the Volunteer Aide, tA;.Pfincipal, or the
classroom teachers.

The Volunteer Aides report to their assigned inlding on a prearranged
regularly scheduled basis depending upon the time they are available. As
an example, Volunteer Aide Mrs. Martin might report to classroom teacher
Mr. Jones for the purpose of helping Terry X. with his schoolwork, from
9:30 to 10:30 on Monday of eaéh week. The classroom teacher will determine
what activity or extra practice Terry might need and will prepare any
materials needed, placing instructions in a centrally located file box

for Volunteer Aide Mrs. Martin to follow in assisting Terry. Should the

Aide need further assistance, she will reduest it, but otherwise she will
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be able to complete the activity and relay any message to the teacher
either verbally or by leaving written correspondence in the file box.
C. Regulations governing the Volunteer Aide program:
A Voluntecer will not be assigned a pupil in the class grouping
where her own child is in attendance. Shé may be assigned to another

room within the ouilding.

Part of the initial in-service training period is devoted to a
discussion of the student's right to expect confidential treatment in
relation to individual learning problems. Individual student problems
are not carried beyond the school.

It is important to maintain the established schedule if at all
possible, but if it becomes necessary to cancel a session, the school
must be AOtified_as early. as. possible.

General meetings which involve all Volunteer Aidés are kept to a
minimum because of the difficulty of all Aides to attend at one time.
However, at least one mass meeting a year isiﬁeld to bring all Aides
together and offer new information about meeting the needs of disad-
vantaged students. An additional purpose for this meeting is to express
appreciation for the tremendous contribution being made to the education
of these students.

Assignments must avoid any initial teaching activity and are to be

confined to supportive types of functions.
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D. PResults of the Volunteer Aide program:

Most Volunteer Aides are better satisfied if they come directly in
contact with pupils. asgisting them to practice arithmethic and reading
as opposed to auxiliary choices of paper checking, mireographing, etc.,
although a very few reauest and are assigned these chores.

Experience has indicated that the service of the Volunteer
Teacher Aideg is of superior guality, since it is motivated bv an in-
tense desire to serve pupils. It has been noted, also. that there is
a vervy low attrition rate among Volunteers and a remarkable devotion

to maintaining a constant schedule with the pupil.
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1¥. Community and parent involverment in Title I programs in Indiana:

A.

Title I programs worked with and were supplemented by Federal programs.
organized groups, business and industry, and individuals. Outstandinp
examples of cooperation and involvement were shown by Head Start,
Community Action Agencies, Neighborhood Youth Corps, volunteer aides
and tutors, and Community Health and Welfare Services.

The SEA has put emphasis on the involvement of various segments of
the community, utilizing all the resources such groups have to offer.
It may be estimated that at least 957 of Indiana LEA's have community
and parental involvement to a greéter degree than expressed in their
evaluatiogé and applications. This was found to be true when SEA staff
members visited schools to see Title I programs in operation.

In the past, parent involvement has consisted mainly of parent-
teacher conferences, teachers reporting to the parents, and parents
attending open house. There is a definite trend toward changing to more
active parent participafion. The use of parents may be summarized:

(1) Parents served on planning committees regarding Title I programs.

(2) ©Parents were used as volunteer aides and tutors.

(3) Parents watched their children participate in class activities.

(4) Parents accompanied their children to speech therapy and special
training éessions.

(5) Parents accompanied children on field trips and other cultural
enrichment activities.

{6) Extensive home visit programs were conducted by parents, teachers,

social workers and nurses.
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(7) Parents came into the classroom to demonstrate skills and custows
of other cultures, such as plass blowing., wood carving, folk sinping
and folk dancing, weaving, candlemaking and cheescmalking.

The following are examples of community and parent involvement as described

by LEA's.
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In one Indiana school parents staged a teach—-in. For one period each week
over a span of several months they used their talents to instruct pupils on the
fourth grade levelﬂ " Results have been exhilerating to both parents and children.

The principal'commented. "We are having more parent participation in
the school than ever before. The participation does not create troubles--it
creates understanding. Parents realize teachers have problems, that their
children are not angels."

Children voluntarily gave up the morning recess period to participate in
the program, which was cacried out at very little expense. The children were given
a choice of subjects: woodworking, art, model cars, dramatics, knitting, Latin,
German, first aid and sewing. They were taught by parents who had a considerable
knowledge and interest in these areas. .

There was a quickening of pupil interest in education. As one child expressed
it, "Learning is fun."

fter each session parents met to discuss their experiences so that through

sharing their successes and problems they gained a better understanding of each

other. of their children, and of their schocol community.
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Rusiness and industry liave helped byv:

1. hiring handicapped people on a rart-tirme basis:

2. participating in work-study programs:

3. contributing materials and suprlies for projects; and

4. contribution of vitamins and preventive medicines (by a pharmaceutical company).

Another approach to education in an Indiana school was made possible through
the contributions of Marsh Foodliners, Inc. and Brooks Foods, Inc. The project
was federally funded by Title I and through Vocational Education, Disadvantaged
and Handicapped programs.

This approach, called 'My Store,' was designed for those Title I students
who find present forés of education dull and unimaginative. Using the ocld country
store concept, "My Store' was, in a sense, a vocational stirulator--a teaching
device where students have actually reinforced the basics of the 'three R's" by
developing a grocery store.

The two businesses mentioned above delivered shelving, displays, paint and
all materials needed plus a complete stock of merchandise ranging from socap to
macaroni to the target school where this project took place. The students did
the work and thus were allowed to create their own learning situations and relate

to subject areas in which they were directly involved.
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One Indiana LFA made good use of an Education Council to help close the

school-parent communications gap in Title I schools. There were three divisions

of the Education Council representing the elementary school, the middle school

and the high school. The munbers were selected by drawing names from a list of
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Title 1 and other rarents who had indicated that . .c<lected they veuld serve on
one of the three divisiens of the Council.

The purpose of tihe Fducation Council was to help inform parents about Title 1,
alony with the objectives and operation of the schools. and to inform school
officials of the concerns and questions which these parents had about the various
phases of the school programs. The three divisions of the Education Council were
scheduled to meet four or five times each year. Fach meeting was important and
the members knew that 100% attendance was expected.

The school administrators met with the Council. At the first meceting the
members were briefed on the overall functioning of the school corporation, on
the duties of the various school officials, on school finance, and on Title I
and other nrograms for the coming vyear.

Later meetings were designed to allow Council merbers to voice some of their
concerns (or those expressed by friends cor neiphbors) about the operation of the
schools, to decide the order of priority of these concerns, and to identify
supportive and non-supportive factors in the school system relating to solution
of these problems. School administrators worked on high-prioritv problems with
the benefit of the Council's suggestions.

The success of the Education Council of this LEA speaks well for the future

of Education Councils as an effective means of involving Title I parents.
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