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ABSTRACT

A project in Dodge County, Nekraska, from July 1,
1969, to June 30, 1970, used Mobile Units Supplementing Education
(MUSE) under an Elementary and Secondary Educaticn Act Title III
grant. The primary objective of the pilot project and the operational
grant was to demonstrate and explore the possibilities of bringing
special and supplemental units of education to small isolated school
districts. The secondary objective was to research the effect of
mobile classrooms, good equipment and suprplies, and a planned program
of publicity upon the speech therapy program as it effected the
students, their parents, the classroom teacher, the superintendents,
and the speech therapist. An attempt to obtain an objective
evaluation was made through the use of a battery of tests given to
selected students at the start and close of the speech therapy
program. Subjective evaluations were colizscted by means of
questionnaires. The returned questionnaires indicated that the
respondents considered the project to be valuable. However, the
project has been discontinued owing to high costs to the local school
districts. Copies of evaluation forms used and a breakdown of
expenses for the project were also included in the report. (PS)
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Part I1 NARRATIVE INFORMATION

Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, Title III
as amended :

Specigl and Supplemental Units of Education Brought by Mobile
Classroom to Sparsely Populated Territories (Project Muse)

Project Number: 673220

Grant Number: 70-27-C0S-13-3320R

State: Nebraska

Grant Period: July 1, 1969 to June 30, 1970

1. The primary objective of the pilot project and the
operational grant has been to demonstrate and explore the
possibilities of bringing special ‘and suppleﬁental units of
Education to small isolated school districts, which could not
provide these services either because of low financial ability
or lack of student population, through the use of the motorized
mobile classroom. The secondary objective of the operational
or continuationai grant has been to . research the effect of a
well planned mobile classroom, good equipment and supplies, and
a planned program of publicity upon the speech therapy program |
as it effécts the students, their parents, the classroom
teaéher, the superintendents and the speech therapist and at
the same time to provide thérapy to selected schools within tﬁe
area. It was planned to provide therapy to some schools that had
never had this service in the past, some schools that had had
speech therapy service, anq to certain seiected ﬁon-public schools.
Plans were to drop some of these schools as soon as another \
source of speech therapy became available.

It was felt that further study wés needed in establish-

ing a Speech Stimulation.Prograq'of some nature within‘the . <



lower graées of our schools. It was felt by ihe project staff
and the therapists available for consultation that the nember
of children within our area prevented a good speech stimulation
program from being conducted by the speech therapist along with
their speech therapy program and the the speedh stimulation
program could best be conducted by the élassroom teacher under
the direction of the therapists using pre-recorded speech tapes
and lesson plans.

An attempt was made to obtain an objecti#e evaluation
of this project through the use of a battery of tests given to
selected students of one school at the étart and the close of
the speech thérapy program in ordef.to determine if any change
in achievement had taken place. Results of these tests and an
evaluation ofvthe results will be reported:in the section on
evaluation in our finél report; The.spéech therapist has been aided-
by the Educational Sefvice Unit's fsychologist, the Dodge County
Visiting Teacher, and the students' classroom ﬁeacher in giving
and evaluating these tests and ﬁhe results. |

It was felt by’the project staff of the planning and
operational grants that the information needed to determine the
effectiveness of this project could best be obtained through
the use of questionnaires completed by the speech therapist,
the students, the studentg!s parents, the classroom teacher, the

school superintendents, and other individuals being serviced by

the mobile classroom. Because the services of the mobile class-

room was mainly in the field of speech and hearing therapy and




some supervision of the speech stimulation programs'it was felt
that this evaiuation, must, by the nature of the.services being
offered by subjective and that very little objective information
could be obtained except for the actual operational expenses of
the program as compared to the operational expenses of the

Dodge County Speech Therapy Program. The results of these
evaluations (questionnaires received as of 4 June 1970) for

the school year 1969-70 have been compiled an& are being for-
warded together with this Narrative Information. The Department
Head of the University of Wyoming(Speech and Hearing Therapy)
and an Evaluation Team appointed by the Nebraska State

Department of Education have evaluated this project during the

past year. Copies of their reporst are forwarded herewith.




2) Influence of our Title ILI project on:
" b) Public Support for educational innovations and change

Work done under the planning grant played-a_largé role in
creating and maintaining intact oﬁr Educational Service Unit.
Meetings of both tﬁe'Educatiohal Service Urit's Board and the
administrative personnel of the different schools within our area
were held at ﬁhe Offices of the Pilot Project during-the later
part of 1966 when the educational service unit was first being
organized and was without funds.  Preliminary diséussions by the
administrators and the board members laid the foundations for
mény of the services now being 6ffered by the perssnnel of the
Educational Service Unit. |

Three members of the project sfaff gave speechs to qulic
organizations 6n‘the services that gould be given by the educét;on-

" al service units. The effectiveness of their speechs was demonsﬁrat-
ed by the fact that the Educational Serviee Unit carried in all
four counties when voted upon by the people for inclusion or
exclusion within the service unit.

It is felt that the use of itinerant speech therapists through-
out the state of Nebraské can be traced to a great extent to the
establishment of a County Speech Therapy Pr;gram within Dodge.f
County, State of Nebraska, in 1961. From this program grew the-
original request that was Eubmitﬁed by the Dodge County Superintend-
ent which was the basis for Project.Muse. Much of the State of

Nebraska is now being serviced by itinerant therapists through a

Q nethod very simlar to our original program.

FRIC s




d) The progrom has effectively.demonstrated that units of
special educational services can be provided to rural isdlatedv
areas when the classes can be maintained at. a serviceable level.
The mobile classroom has proven to be an effective tool for giving

educational tests to small groups where more than one grade is

contained within a classroom. Necessary individuals can be removed

from the environment of the classroom and tested without
distﬁrbing the remainder of the gfoup.

e) The motorized mobile classroom was used to conduct a
speech stimulation program with four-five-éix year old children
within Project Headstart during the paSt two years. The unit
proved to be a very efféctive tool for this purpose. While
evaluation of this part of the project had to be subjective
it was considered by all to be a great success with the children.
During the early part of the summers we had several children
refuse to come aboard the unit and/or to spéak to'any of the
instructors. By the end of the programs all of the children
were attending and most of them were speaking both aboard the umit
and within their classroom. Magic tricks, games, and songs .were
used to a great extent during'this period.

£) Five new programs in the field of speech therapy have been
started during the project period within our area. These programs
were started as a direct result of testing and reporting domne by
the project speech therapist, the Dodge Cbunty speech therapist,

and the Saunders County speech therapist working together to test

hildren in different schools within our area which had not had .




speech therapy services in the past. Programs for the TMSs

and EMRs are being established throughout our area by the
Educational Service Unit.

h) The Uﬁiversity of Wyoming and the State Departmentof
Education for the State of Wyoming Are investigating the
posibilities of Motorized Mobile Units for testing and therapy
within their state. Educational Serviée Unit Number Threé is

investigating the possibility of obtaining a mobile unit for

service to the hard of hearing within their area.




3. We know of no school system within'or without our state that

has ‘adopted the objectives and/or program of our project. Dr. R.
Ramon Kohler, University of Wyoming, who evaluated the project

for us in February 1970 stated that he and Dr. Sara James, Wyoming
State Depar;ment of Education Qere dfawing_plans for several units

of this type to cover the State of Wyoming for the purpose of speech |

and hearing testing and for later use within a speech therapy program

for isolated rural areas. An evaluation by Dr. William Metzger,
Educational Service Unit Number Three, Omaha; Nebraska has resulted
in requests from the Coordinator of Speech and Hearing Services of

that area who stated:

"We are now attempting to devise some method of
providing services to the hard of hearing in our
smaller outlying school districts. We are investi-
gating the possibility of obtaininz a mobile unit
and hence are much in need of help based on your
experience in this area. As we see it now this unit
will not be used for testing, but rather for ongoing
therapy as part of our aural rehabilitation program.

Our pilot area encompasses approximately 247 square
miles and contains three K-12 school districts. We
are guesstimating approximately twelve youngsters
.to be served in each of these school districts.
General procedures will be the same as in our
regular resource rooms for the hearing handicapped."




4) Project infdrmation was disseminated through distribution of
a folder describing the unit, publication of information in local
newspapers, and issuing of a form report describing the program
and/or progress of children within the program. Reports of the
progress of children within éhe program were sent to the parents,
the childrens' teachers, and the school administrators. The
folder describing the unit was prepared by the Nebraska State
Department of Education and was also distributed ;o the parents,
the teachers, and the administrators. Two éopies of this

report(folder) are enclosed.

Information concerning testing carried on within different. | !
schools but not receiving therapy from the motorized.unit and/or
another source were sent to the administrator of the local 1
school, the cléséroom teacher, and the.Educational Service Unit.

' 5) Dissemination of the results of speech examinations to the
local schools and to the Edﬁcational Service Unit has resulted
in sever&l speech therapy programs being established within our
area. Several of the non-public schools that received therapy.

services under the project but are being eliminated from further

services are searching for ways to contine the therapy programs

on their own. Project Headstart will continue the speech

stimulation program through the use of their classroom teachers.




6) Evaluation copies(thrée).are submitted herewith.

7) This project will not be éarried forward through either the
Office of the Dodge County Superintehdent of Schools or by the
Educational Service Unit. The controlling Boafds of both
organizations have concluded éhat'the mobile unit is to expemsive
to operate because of loss of wheels aﬁd other unexpected expenses
that have occurred during the past year. Hoyever the prégram
will be carried on in.part throﬁgh the use of itinerant speech
therapists working out of these offices. Some of the equipment
aﬁd supplies cpntained aboard the unit will be retainéd for use
by the Dodge County Speech Therapist. We have been informed

that the Nebraska State Department of'Education has receivéd

several requests for the use of the motorized mobile classroom.




. SECTION III - End of Project Report and End of Budget Report

EVALUATION REPORT Fiscal Year 1969-70

Content

Objective evaluation report

Adainistrators' evaluation

Teachers' evaluation

Parents' evaluation ‘
Evalustion by Dr. R. Ramon Kohler, Ph.D., University of Wyoming
Nebraska State Department of Education Evaluation

Breakdown of cost (operational expenses) for past three years
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PART I11--EVALUATION REPORT

Section A:

It ;&s felt that methods andtprocedures for evgluation
of this project must of necessity be'ﬁninly subjective. Evalua-
t{ons of the primary objectives of this project was b} question- -

naires as states in the previous grant requests. lTﬁese question-
.naires have been compiled(those received through 4 June 1970) ;nd
the results are forwarded herewith. ‘The results of an cvalua-
tion by Dr. R. ' Ramon Roﬁler, Head of the Department'of Spéeeh
Paﬁhology, University of Wyoming, and the results of two evalua-
*';ions by representatives of the Nebraska State Department of
Education are also enclosed. | - |

AnAattempt was made to obtain an objective evaluation
of the results of an individual receiving speech therapy upon
his progress and/or scores on achievement tests. Results of v
these tests were inconclusive and it is felt that no true
éeneralizations can be drawn from this part of the program.

From the results of the qugstionnaires completed by
the school édministrators, classroom teachers, students, s;udents‘
parents, and‘the speech therapist it is felt that conclusioms
can be drawn that the motorized mobile unit has proven to be
one of the best educational tools devised for speech therapy.

The speech therapist has been able to service a greater number

of students and schools without any reduction is dismissal and/or |
improvement rate among the students. The unit has improved
settings for parent and teacher conferencga and has helped to 12

create a greater interest in speech improvement programs adong

-




the classroom teachers.
The unit has proven to be an excellent environment for

speech and he;ring testing, and ﬁor giving achievement and -

'Ptimary Mental Ability Tests to small groups of children. When

-3

plugged into an elect¥ical source there is no distraction due

to outside noises and/or visual distractions except for the view
through the windshield which could be eliminated by hanging a
gurtain over it. Lightipg is good at each carrel and individual
déviders prevents visual distractions. .

It is felt that the planning grant for this project
and the efforts made by the staff have been largely respounsible
for all four of. our counties voting.to join the Educational
Sexrvice Unit. |

The project was able to bring speech and hearing

'. services to many schools that had not had these gervices in
the past. In the three years that the project has been in
operation several speech therapy programs have been started

" within the £9ur county area. Many of these programs were
started as a direct result of speech tests that were given

abodard the unit. Speech therapy programs and/br speech

stimulation programs were also started within many non-public

schools and Project Headstart at Midland College.

. ~.0ne hundred and Forty One students have received speech
therapy and/or speech stimulation aboard the motorized mobile
ER&C unit dufing the past year. Ouxr most effective use of the project

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

as a demon '~ OXNTED



" in the'project come to Fremont and evaluate the project for
0 us. Dr. R. Ramon Kohler, Univeréity of Wyoming who evaluated

. the project in February, 1970 stated that Ho and Dr; Sara James,
Wyoming State Department of Education were drawing plans for
-several units of this type to cover.the State of Wyoming for
¢
.the purpose of speech and hearing testing and for later use
within a speech therapy program for rural areas. An evaluation
by Dr. William Metzger, Educational Service Unit Number Three,
Omaha, Nebraska has resulted in requests from the Coordinator
of Speech and Hearing Services of that area who stated:

{ o . "We are now attempting to devise some method of
providing services to the hard of hearing in our
smaller outlying school districts. We are investi-

; : gating the possibility of obtaining a mobile unit

' and hence are much in need of help based on your
. exporience in this area. As we see it now this unit
. will not be used for testing, but rather for ongoing -
= therapy as part of our aural rehabilitation program.-
o Our pilot areca encompasses approximately 247 square
miles and contains three K-12 school districts. We
are guesstimating approximately twelve youngsters
to be served in each of these school districts.
General procedures will be the same as in our -
regular resource rooms for the hearing handicapped."
Prbgress made by students within the program and the
number of students serviced is indicated in enclosures. There
o is also'a breakdown of project gxpéﬁses and other information
concerning the project. | |
(a) This project in part will be continued by the Dodge
County Board of Supervisors. An itinerate speech therapist has
I been hired for Dodge County for the following school year.

However meither the mon-public séhools within the City of

) . '
) NN . n C




from the therapist as they are ineligible to join this program.
Several non-public schools within Dodge County will receive the
services of the County Speech Therapist under the &ponsorship

of the local public school. Use of the motorizéd Mobile Unit
‘will not be continued. The Dpdge County Board of Supérviaors
have voted to turn title to the unit and the equipment contained
aboard this unit over to the Nebraska State Department of o

Education.

(b) ' The major reason the project is mot being continued |
by the Dodge.CJuntj Schools is that it is felt that it has
proven to be too expensive for the local schools to support.
..... | (c). We know of no school systems in our state or outqi@e
of our state that have adopted our prﬁject.or elements of oui}
'»u- ;project.. Many schools throughoﬁt the Upitéd States are noﬁ
btusing Mobile Classrooms but most of these are.designe& by

»'the company that produces and sells this product.




In an effort to obtain an obju;uv.n evaluation of the effects of
tpeeéh therapy on achievement and to correlate these changes in achlevement
(1f any) to prograss i{n speech therapy, tests vere given to e!.ght‘: students within
the speech therapy program. Science Research Associates tests for Primery
Mental Ability and achievement were used. Form C of the Achlevement test was
. given on 11-27-70 and Form D of the same test was given oo 4+27-70 a lapse
period of five months between the tests. During these five months the students
veceived groxp therapy for a perfod of twenty-five niautes per session twice
a week. The Primary Mental Ability test was given on 1-23-70. Following are

results of these tests and 4 subjective evaluation of progress made within the |

speech theropy program, - = Scores: Grade Equivalent
' : adin - .
g | g
e ddds | 2 L%
21328128 ¢% 9 |3 Subjective estimate
Test) LIS L ROV B E 03 £ Progress within Spgech Ther yogress
Subj4 Form V::gs:._gv, $ |~ Of Prograss wl pee 9y proe
PMA | 76 . . L
A c 13 Jte [ 1= {19 |1.3 | Poor to Latr
b Azl 2.1 0 a6 122 _11-8
B PMA | 95 , .
¢ 3-3 14:3] 258 223 | sl | Good
"'"""fm T
(ol .C 19 (18] 22 | 1«7 19 | Good to excellent
' D 2-8 12-5] 2-9 | 3-1 2-8
PHA[ 101
D. (o} -2 [1-81 1~ 11 1-7 Good
D 2-5 J2-2) 2-¢ 1 2-3 J2.4
PMA ] 10
4 C all- 1- J Good to excellent
- 2-2 12-21 }- 1-9__11-9
PNA | 10 - 4 . 1"
g ‘L; uﬂgg f_;o f!j“"‘;!§ tru time Good to excellent
PMA L L
G C 11'00 t#at{ro fod testing at t}lls time Good to excellent
) 1-9 |1.8] 19 {1-5 [1-9
PMA . o
H C 1 testinz at this time Excellent
) 6 -8
Testy were
X Excellent

16



Results of thcsc-tesfs seem to indicate th‘t progress in speech therapy
does correlate to s limited extent wltﬁ achievement and €0 results of the
Primary Mental Ability tests. However, a five month period of time ii‘not
‘sufficlent to give &ef!n;to results and it is felt that no concluaions or
gcﬁcrallz.zlona can be reached as a result of this pnft of thefprojcc&.- it
is falt that these tests and/oc icsti of a Stﬁn!aﬁlnntUto'shquld Be given to l‘#
larger group of students and for over a longer period of time to determina i?

there {s a true correlatlion between progress in speech therapy, schievement,

and Primary Mental Ability, » | L




Coadet

. EVALUATION REPORTS CONTAIN ONLY THOSE REPLIES RECEIVED
' BY THE DODGE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT'S OFFICE PRIOR TO

4 June 1970




DODGE COUNTY SCHOOLS
Fremont, Nebraska

Questionnaire for Adminlistrators of schools with children in f.he
speech therapy program conducted under the Supplementary Centers
and Servxce Program of Public law 89-10.

l. Did your school have the services of a speech therapist prior
to the inception of the program within the mobile unit? Yes3 No_%

a. If the answer to question 1 is yes, in your opinion how does
the program conducted within the unit compare with that conducted
within the school prior to the time the unit was in operation?

Much improved 2 Improved___ About the same_l Worse

2. VWhat hes been your observation of the childrens’' attitude towasd
attending speech therapy sessions within the mobile unit? On the average

Wanted to attend_¢ Didn't care Did not want to attend
No di.rect contact with the children 1 .

3. Do you feel that the attitude of the parents whose children are
attending the speech therapy sessions toward the speech therapy pro-
gram are; favorable_7 unfavorable_ .

6. Have you noticed any change in the general attitude teward
learning among the children who have attended the speech therapy
sessions? YeS_4 No_2 . Don't knowl

i a@. 1f answer to the above question is yes do you feel that these
attitudes, on the average, have: Improved_4 Deteriated .

5. What has been your observation of the teachers’ attitudes r.oward
taking children from the classroom for speech therapy?

Favozable 1. _Unfavorable .

6. Do you feel that therz is a better method of providing speech
therapy services to your school? Yes_1 No__ 6

7. 1f answer to No. 6 {s yes please indicate what ycu feel would -
be a better method of pruviding this service.

Full time sexvice is besr for us.




0

+ COMMENTS 'OF_ADMINISTRATORS School Year 1969-70 -

~
)

1. Full time service is best for us.

. &+ Teachers and parents scem satisfied. I have heard favorable comments:

about the results of the program. Most children have improved; those who
have not probably are careless in practicing what they have learned. I
appreciate the comprehensive reports Mr. Kierstead makes to teachers and
parents’ on the progress of each child.

.3. In our situation wa reached only the pupils in the special education

room and we did have others in need. I appreciated the attention given to
our students and believe that we need speech therapy service.

'4. We were certainly very happy to be a part.of this program. Mr, Kierstead

has done a tremendous job. The youngsters enjoyed going to class and because

-0f Mr. Kierstead's interest and patience, they learned much. It was remarkable

to see all the different materials with which he had to work. It is hoped this
program can continue again next year so that the children may benefit from it
aud not lose all that has thus far been taught.

%5. Some of the students could have used more individual work and more often.

I realize this is difficult.

.6. We need a speech program in our own building and our own speech therapist,

" however, finances and personnel are not available.,

7. I believe this has been a very valuable program, 'which has RRRR rendered
- us a service which we could not otherwise have provided.

Personally I am very gratiful and do look forward to its continuance. A
job well dene.




DOBGE COUNTY SCHOOLS
FPremont, Nebraska

Questionnaire for teachers with children in the speech therapy
program conducted under the Supplementary Centers and Services
program of Public law 89-10. :

1. Did your school have the sexvices of a speech therapist prior
to the inception of the speech therapy program within the unit?
Yes 9 _ No 18 .

a. If the answer to question 1 is yes, in your opinion has
does the speech therapy program within the unit compare with
that conducted within the school prior to the time the mobile
unit was in operation?

Much improved & Improvaed_2 _About the same__3 Worse

2., What has been your ‘observation of the childrens' attitude
toward attending speech therapy sessions within the unit?

Wanted to at.r.etid 25Didn't care__l Did not want to attend 1 _.
3. Do you fesl that the attitude of the parents whose children
are atteading the speech therapy sessions toward the speech
therapy program ares

| ifgvorable 26 _Unfavorable 0 Don't caxe 1
4, Have you noticed any change in the genmeral attitude toward

learning among the children who have attended the speech therapy
sessiona? On the overage. Yes__14 No__13 .

a. If answer to the above quution is yes do you feel that:
these attitudes, on the average, have:

Improved 14 Deteriated o

S. Do you feel that there is a better method of providing speech
therapy services to your school? - Yes__1 No. 26

a., 4f avawer to above question is yes please indicate what
you feel wound be a better method of providing these services.

1, Resident Speech 'l'he;_ng. ist

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




COMMENTS OF TEACHERS School Year 1969-70

T

1. It would be better to have more therapists to have more individualized
children sessions.

Also 1 feel the teachers could work with the classiroom teacher and give
group therapy lessons. I know this is available.

Also, Speech from Channel 12 is excellent for lower primary, and would

provide group lessons.

[}

2. I like a mebile unit because it provides a well equipped and comfortable
place for children to have specch therapy. They also are somewhat isolated
which I consider a good thing, for those who neea special help.

3. I think that the parents and the pupils themselves appreciate highl}
the opportunity of Speech Therapy for the children who are in need of
help in this matter.

4., In my opinion the mobile unit is a very satisfactory method of handling .
the speech therapy program.

5. 1 feel the therapy my students received the past year was excellent and
very bencficial-especially to D___. Both students always looked forward to
attending the lessons and returned enthusiastic and anxious to relate activities
the experienced.

I can see a definite improvenmnt in D___ 's speech. 1I's sure that her
confidence in her speech is a predominate factor in the improvement in her
reading abilities. Unlike at the beginning of this year, she has shown much
more interest and enthusiasm in this area, and her ability to read orally
and contribute toward class discussions has grown considerably.

I hope that after reexamination next fall if she still nmeeds therapy, that
she will improve as much as she has this past year. 1've been very satisfied
with her progress., :

6. I was quite pleased with the speech therapy program.

Many times the children with speech problems are also slow learners. In
building up their ability to speak they acquire a self-confidencc which shows
itself in related school work. Thanks to all responsible for the program.

7. This was a very helpful program and I felt he should have had more children

.but he didn’t have time enough to do all this, because of too many speech

defects in upper grades. This program helped in getting them to work on their
own and supplemented what I was trying to do also.

8. The children enjoyed the programe I have noticed improvement in their
speech. :

9. It is a good program and so helpful for St. Pat's. I got some favorable
comments from the parents, so I am sure it is much appreciated. The unit
came at an ideal time as far as my teaching schedule was concerned.

I think perhaps I should have been more acquainted with the purpose
and mechanics of the unit in general.

10, Mr., James Kierstead did a very fine Job in preSenting the program and
therapy. The students did not lesc intercst or refuse to attend at any time.=
They always looked forward to the service twice a week. :
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' COMMENTS OF TEACHERS School Year 1969-70 (Continued)

11." As a teacher I would like to carry on in the classroom what is being
worked on in the speech unit. I don't mean the exercises but I feel 1
could remind the child about pronouncing certain things correctly but I
often feel I shouldn't because I would approach it wrong and embarrass him.
Maybe a conference between the therapist, the teacher, and the parents
would make a stronger continuation of the program and would be of help to

‘all concerned.

0

12, I think it would be helpful 1h the teacher could be given a few

specific speech exercises for the child at the beginning of the year.

13. My students were most anxious for speech days. They helped each
other and provided the extra push in speaking correctly. L came
to me as a whisperer so no one would hear him, now he voluinteers in
class. J is still conscious of his problem but he will try very
hard for me. I felt it was a valuabile asset to my fellows this year.
Hope they will be able to continue. '

14, What I was most impressed by was the attitude that Mr. Kierstead

" had given the children because no one ever looks down upon them or makes

fun of them, and the children attending the speach unit do not feel
ashamed and actually share their learning. I®m all for. it.

15, The use of the mobile unit makes this program available to many
children who would otherwise not get the therapy they need.

Parents, generally I think are glad their children have this oppoxtunity
to receive help. .

16, This program does help to improve the speech and seems to prevent any
inferior feeling or discouragement from the difficulty. The activities are
interesting and fun and gives the child his own "thing" to do. Mr. Kierstead
takes time for individual evaluations and help. The Muse surely has the
mechanical appeal to children.



S QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PARENTS OF CHILOREN IN THE SPEECH THERAPY PROGRAM
‘ CONDUCTED WITHIN THE MOYORIZED MOBILE UNIT. School Year 1969-30

1. How long has your child been in the speccin therapy program?

1 yeor__11 2 years_Q__3 years or longer___ S

2. 1f your chi)d recelved speech therspy prior to that conducted:
f within the sobile unit please answer the following:

s. In your opiaion how does the speech thetapy program
conducted within the unitc comnu with that conducted
within the school?

_.%.; ' Huch improved §_Improved 2 _about the same worse

C b. What has been your child’s attitude toward attending
f the program within the unit compared with attending the
i program within the school buudtnrl

huch improved 2 . 3 lmprond 3 about the same____ worse

3. If your child did not receive speech therapy prior to that . J
cenducted within the mbue ctlagsroem pluse answer the following:

@, What has been your child's attitude toward attending the
- speech therapy sessions:

Vanted t0 attend 15 < Didn't won't to ettend O - | X Didn't care 2 |

.

b. Do yeu feel that the speech therapy progru should be
continued within the mobile classraom?

Yes_25 yo_2 5 ' ‘

4. Waat is your personal evaluation of your child's speech now as
compared with his speech at the start of the school year?

Much improved__6 {mproved 15 _about the same_4% regressed

3. Whet {s your personal evaluation of your child's atzitude toward the
general school situstion now as compnr.d to that at the start of the
schoo) year?

Huch leproved 8 improved 1l about the same 3. 2 regressed

6. Please feel free to make any tomz about the speech therapy program

. and/or the motorlzed mobile unit that youw think might help us to evaluate
{ts effectiveness. Your thoughts and comments are of the upmost importance
<o us in attempting to evaluate this program.




' COMMENTS OF PARENTS® School Yesr 1969-70 (continued)

’ ’ ' ' '
[ -

() ' School Summer Schodl Program. He made very little progress there because
! L he received little or no individual attention. I feel the individual work
helped him the most and I think the fact that he liked "Jim", as he called
him-so well helped him to try to do better. I'd like to see the program
continued within the mobile unit and appreciate very much all that Mr.
Kierstead has done for D .

11. We have found that J has been fortunate in being able to be
.one of the students tought under this program.

We feel that it has definitely developed better charncter, the ability
to express herself and above all the vast improvement of pronouncing words
and expression of sounds.

It is our feeling that superb instruction has made this program a success
for our child.

J_ has always looked forward to the time which she was ‘to.
spend at speech therapy. '

12, I think the mobile unit should be kept in operation. This is one way -
the children get attention most of them need the extra help like this.
13. I think the speech therapy has tought S to be more calm and
quiet. And since she started the therapy she has had only one spell of
loss of voice to my knowledge.

I think the therapy is helping her even though it is slow progress.

14, I think the program helped my daughter very much and she seems as though
she talks ndre and reads better and has much more speech clearness and cares
more about discussing of studies in school.

15. It would certainly be helpful to us as parents of two children that
¢ must have speech assistance to have something to use or go by at home. I
can feel that they are being helped in their manner of speech, but they still
make the same errors over and over again. I feel that after'a year of this
- speech help at least some of these should have been eliminated. We"ll try
' and be more patient with G because he certainly needs a lot of help.

. 16, I think this program may give R more confidence in himself. Also
| he does not like to study and I think he may have missed the phonic training

they have received in school. He does not apply himself, unless someone
y stands over him.

. 17. I feel it is'a much needed part .of education.




o ‘ COMMENTS OF PARENTS _School Year 1969-70

l." We think the program is very much worthwhile and appreciate the help
given our child with his speech problem.

. 2. I must say that K___'s speech has improved considerably over the past
2 years. I can recognize the words he is being corrected on as he says
the words much slower and emphasizes them.

1 am very thankful for the’'speech therapy program thru the school and
hope it can be continued in future years.
I will be looking forward to having K . back in the speech program
next fall.and will help him all I can during the summer months. Thanking
you 80 much. '

3. Ve are very pleased with the mobile unit. I know we would not be sending
her to speech therapy as we could not afford it, She isn't too bad and her
problem would have gone unnoticed as we are not trained in that field. So we
would not have noticed here speech problem. I think-this extra help will
give here confidence and help her later on in her studies as well as her
English,

We really do appreciate this added service to our school and I whole-
heartly recommand that it continues as long as it is needed. We are all
for it. Thank you. Keep up the good work. :

4. 1 realize now that I should have visited the mobile unit sometime. I
really am sorry--but too late. But C really has improved this year
in this schoolroom and activities. He is a much more relaxed boy and for
the first time in his school years, he has finally had a Frierd. A true
pal'and buddy in the other kids in his room.. Some one that he would say,
can so and so come to our place tonight, and they played together, had fun,

., laughed, and really understood each other. I'm wondering what will happen .
if he has to .take some classes with the group. . It won't take to long to

- tell whether he gets frustrated. ' '
e I think he definitely should continue in the speech program.

S. I feel that R without the speech tuerapy would be about like
I'm today. I have trouble with different words also. I feel that it is a y
well deserving thing that is being done. .
Also B is much improved in his words. When he gets excited he
slips a little and I notice the difference right away.
sy . .

. 6% We think that D 's speech has improved a great deal in fact so
much that some of the other members of the family remarked that how clearly
she enunciated and perhaps she could give us speech lessons. We have 11
children and I think' all the older ones commented that their own speech
could stand better sounding of words. D loved working with Jim. He
never ceased to make it interesting a a challange to good speaking. Thank
you very much.

7. We are fortunate to have a program like this to correct speech. I hope
it continues in our county.

8. She has liked the program very much.

9, We hope the mobile unit continues--for it gives people(like us on a
limited budget) a chance to help their child as a regular therapist is so
expensive. I think the speech program has been very good.

10. D took 2 summer sessions of spcech therapy at the W Public




UNIVERSITY OF WYOMING

//’l\.\
OSPARTMENY of SPEECH PATHOLOGY end AUDIOLOGY .
Ber I University Sietion o= Laremie, Wyeming 82070 _ phens JO7 766 6426

March 13, 1970

Mrs. Miriom Matousek
Superintendent

Dodge: County Schools
Fremont, Nebrasks 68025

Dear Mrs. Matqusek:

" This letter is to comply with a request for & written evaluation
of your E.5.E.A. Title 111 Project, Dodge County Project MUSE. Thank
you for.the opportunity to observe this mobile speech and hearing unit.
May I commend you for the time and effort expended on your behalf to 4
bring this service to tha.children of Dodge County. Mr. James Kierstea
should also receive praise for his service to the unit.

" The fol1ouidg individuals were intervieded in connection with my
visit:

Me. C. Hérbert Bones, Director : e
Educational Service Unit #2
Fremont, Ngbraska '

Mr. Robert E. Gaston, Superintendent
Hooper-Uehling-Logan School Dist.
Hooper, Nebraska . ‘

Clarice Adams, Teacher
Hoopér-Uehling-Logan School Dist. -
Hooper, Nebraska

Mrs. Bertha Olson
Hinsiow School
Winslow, Nebraska

Mr. James Kierstead
Speech & Hearing Therapist
Dodge County Project MUSE
Fremont, Nebraska

Many of the comments which would normally be made regarding this
project have been stated in previous documents; however, they will be
restated again as they apply to the present evaluation.

1

[N



Mrs. Miriam Matousek -2- March 13, 1970

The function of this observer was to (1) evaluate the motorized
mobile unit and its application in wvural and isolated areas, (2) eval-
vate the equipment and supplies on board the unit, (3) evaluate the
speech therapists® schedule and caseload, (4) make recommendations

‘regarding the future placement of the unit, and (5) evaluate the unit
as to 1ts usability by disciplines other than speech correction, In

this report these points will be considered in the same order as enum-
erated here. : -

1. EVALUATION OF UNIT AND APPLICATION TO RURAL AREAS

. The mobile van appears t0 be the only way most of the rural areas
can receive services for children with speech and hearing problems.
Those people interviewed and the present evaluator feel that the mobile
unit is accomplishing its intended purpose of providing a valuable ser-
vice and 1s encouraging schools to take over.the function of providing
remediation for speech and hearing problems. Lack of adequate training,
lack of time, lack of space, and lack of equipment appear to be the '
major factors which keep others such as the regular teacher from render-
ing this service. - ' _

It is felt this unit {s larger and heavier than necessary for a
one-man operation. The unit could be better utidized by two therapists,
thus servicing twice the children in the same amount of time. The unit
could be made more usable by some minor rewodeling such as a partition
between the driving area and the work ares, remeving the third carro) _
on the right side and providing more table space in the rear of the unit,
making tt more usable for face-to-face contact required in speech and

- hearing work. .

A problem apparent in servicing rural areas on a regular basis
appears to be getting into the outlyiny scheols on soft, unpaved roads
during certain times of the year. This problem may be overcome by
scheduling those schools on & block plan during the favorable times of
the year, If future units were anticipated, a smaller, lighter, one-
man unit might be considered. ' .

2. EQUIPMENT AND SUPPLIES

The equipment and supplies on this unit are ample, well-used, and
‘cared for properly. The foregoing is true especially whan one considers
the type of cases being seen. {tional equipment wou'ld only ba dif-
ficult to store and keep in repair. .

The only reason for considering additional equipment would be {f
the administrators chese. to make taps recorders, etc. available for
speech improvement activities to the classroom teachers on a check-out
basis. This practice should be discouraged, however. '

Q . .

ERIC
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3. CASELOAD AND:SCHEDULE

It is natural for such a project to begin servicing a large area
and have a small casaload. As schools and individuals become aware &f
the service, the caseload grows and the area diminishes. This apparent-
1y has been the situation with this project. The project began serving
four counties, was cut to two, and may be even smaller in the future.

A caseload of near 90 children {s too large. This .cbserver would
- recommend a caseload of 60 children being sean twice weekly and this
nunder only if, deiving time 15 not excessive. Normd)ly expected results
will not accrue {f the service s spread too thin. A large caseload
- also prevents the therapist fram conferencing with J:arents and teachers
regarding- tha program and progress of children in therapy. :

8. FUTURE PLACEMENT -~ . o

Since the mobile unit has been in operation 1t has undoubtedly
. pointed up a need for speech and hearing service.to areas considering
the service impossible to attain. Thare are several ways to. think
regarding the future placement of this unit. The major consideration,
howaver, i5 that the unit wemain {n operation regardless of wio admin- .
fstars it; otherwise, the past gains in this area are lost. - '

- The agency who originally procured the van expanded considerable
time, effort and research to insurc the success of the project. The
Dodge County Schools being selected to maintain control would be limit-
ed to a county boundary and may have difficulty to hire a thorapist to

- operate the unit. - S - ‘ :

_ 1f Educational Service Unit #2 assumed vesponsibility, they could
operate the unit as requested by the scheols with those participating
_ ing a share of the cost. Tha ESU has tho advantaga that they may
“be able to regulate the itinerant speech therapists-so as to get maximl
coverage within the ares and eliminate duplication of travel, etc. They
would not be Yimited to county lines.. o | '

.- If the Stata Department of Education wera given the unit, they wodld
have problems deciding how best to utilize the van and where to place {t,

5. UTILIZATION BY OVHER DISCIPLINES

‘Thia area has received consideretion in other reports and this obser-
ver's cooments are similar. The van has great potential for any scrvice
or discipline which would meet individaal or small groups of students and
could he equigped to meet their own specific needs. It could be useful

for almost all areas of special aducation.

©
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS o
1. The first and major consideration and recommendation 1s that the van

. be utilized. The saervice should not be discontinued a5 1t 1s the only.

means by which the rural children can receive this specialized help.

2. The Dodge County Schoo'ls should probably retain.the van as long as
they can hire a therapist to keep the unit operating. The Educational
.Service Unit has promised to make uso of the unit 4f 1t comes to them.

3. Priorities should be established as to the arcu. schools, and

5 children served by this unit.

4. The caseload. should be lowered by uso of various predictlve devices
on the market such as Van Riper s PISTA.

5. The Block System of schedulinq should be utﬂized wherever factors

of time, weather, and road conditions cause specm scheduﬁng problems.

6. Chﬂdren who are Scattered and who may be removed from the vanis
scheduled stops should be brougbt to the van by their parents. .

7. The mechanical problens which have concuntly beset the van and its

operation be resolved as rapidly and permamently as possible. A smaller
. generator unit may be advisable. .

8. lt uould be 1nterest1ng for an emuator to interviev ‘the parents -

of .children served by.the unit so as to detcrmine their feelings ugard- |

ing the adequacy of the project.

9. Speech 1mprovmt actﬂvitieﬁ should Nceive only s minor amount of
time and effort from.the.therapist. .His time will not ba bast utilized
unl:ss he spands time tmtning the ¢lassroom teacher 1n speech 1mprove-
ment. ,

10. The therapist should vremain fno t.o so'lect Ms own schedulc and caso- '

load 1n so far as possible.
. Thank yon for the opportunity to visit tha Project and 1f you have

any questions or comnts regarding this tmumon. p‘luso lat me knou. '

Si ncomy yours.

" R. Renon Kbh!er..Ph.D.
Department Had :

RRK:k1p



" NEBRASKA |
State Department of Education
On-Site Evaluation of Title I1I, ESEA Project

Applicant Agency: Dodge County Superintendent of Schools
Profect Title: Wwse . e
Evaluator's Me and Title: Brakenhoff and Mitten |
Visitation Date: _1-23-70 Sighature of Evaluaior: Composite

' R T T R T T T T T T S S

Part I

Directions: Check the position that best represents the degree to which you
_ believe each statement describes this project at the time of your
visft. Clarifying comments must be added. Please do sn in the
space under the applicable statement, or on a separate page. Com-
ments should include the basis for judgments made. :

Rating scale: 0 Unable to determine on the basis of informatfon
.. present, -

1 Low; ihe project can improve.
2 Average; the project is functioning satisfactorily.

3 High; the .project' has succeeded beyond e:;pectations.

011 {213

1. The present direction of t'he‘ project is consistent with
. the stated objectives. .

Tie project does an effective job with the students that 2
cen be serviced by the speech therapist.

2. Teachers, administrators, pupils, and parents who are
{nvolved with the project are aware of its objectives.

As a whole, teachers, administrators and pupils who are 12
involved, seem to be aware of the objectives. Parents,
in some cases, may not be fully aware of the objectives.

3. *Existing policies and practices in the area of the
project are conducive to the accomplishment of the
objectives. ' i

The project i meeting the objectives very weNl. . 31 2




L fhe project activities are appropriate for meeting
the stated objectives. ' :

The director seems to do as much as possible to provide

proper services. Fuller discussion of the project activities
with the teachers would be advisable,

8. The current objectives of the project are relevint to
the needs of the leamers. . '

One mobile unit and one thérapist seem to be meéting the
needs of the children in the area. 1f more area is to be

serviced, it would appear that another speech therapist
would definitely be needed. Coo

6. ‘It appears that reasonable progress is being m'ade toward
meeting the objectives of the project.

Seemingly, teachers are working well with the children on

the project, but parents should have more information on
the progress of the child. '

7. Objective measurements are being appYied iri the project's
evaluation methods to determine whether or not the project -
is having an effect.on children. - :

The tape recorder is used effectively in this regard.
Parents speech at home has a definite effect on the speech
of the child. - e z

| .

-

8. Disseminatiom of information about the project is appro-
priate and adequate within the area of the project.

Both parents and teachers could use more information
about the project and its progress.

P

9. Adequaie and appropriate provisions are made for the
participation of nonpublic students in thz project.

~ Over 50% of the children served are from non-public
schools. .

10. Adequate safeguards ave utilized against possible negative
effects of the program on children,
LS

ERIC The director and teachers seem to be very careful about
avoiding any negative effects that having a speech defect




n.

ihe physical resources are appropriate and.adequate
for the achievement of project objectives.

More equipment s needed.

12,

The human ;gsourccs are adequate for the achievement
of project objectives. (Consider both the regular.
staff and outside consultants.) ,

The director is doing a good job with his present resources.
There are undoubtably many children with speech difficulties
who are not receiving help.

13.

The project personnel have qualities essential to the
success of the project.

.

The budget is appropriate for the;purredt operation of
the project. . : .

Should be.

18.

There is evidence of good administrative practice in:
Leadership

Supervision

Fisca] Hanagement

tvaluation

Plssemination

16.

Provisions are being made for the integration of success-
ful project activities into the regular school programs.

Full use of "Mr. Mike," taped vecords, and "Show and Tell."
Oral reading used extensively.




1.

The Board of Education and administrative staff are
comnitted to support of successful project activities
after federal funding ends. ~ '

There {s definitely a question as to full support.

18.

Evaluation practices being followed, and measuring
instruments in current use are appropriate for

measuring the achievement of the.objectives.
- Achievement tests and tape recordings are used. Equip-

ment on the Mobile Unit are used extensively.

Provisions for follow-up activities a}e appropriate
and adequate. :

According to teachers, there could be more provision for
follow-up activities. .

20.

The project has adequate information on hand to indicate
comp)iance with the "Statement of Assurances.”

- Adequate information on hand.

Nunber of O ratings gx?f_g__ -

Number of ) ratings -Ox
Number of 2 ratings 28x2 = 55
Number of 3 ratings 6x3 = 18

74 % % = 2.05




Part 11 .
Directions: Please respond fully to each ttem below, usi g additional sheets
< of paper as needed. Be as objective as possible, citing specific
areas where good and poor practices are taking place. .

1. What are the strong points of this broject?

). Services are brought to students.who would: otherwise not recetve speech B

therapy. |
2.. The mobile unit ftself and the equipment aboard are excellent.

2. What are the weaknesses of ti:e project?
Y. Follow-up qctivities should receive more emphasis.

2. Parents and teachers need to be informed of the objectives of the project.

3. What suggestions would you give for improvement of the project? These
suggestions. should be based on "low" or "Can't Tell" ratings given in
part 1. Please give recomnendations both for immediate {mplementation,
and. for long-range planning. ' _ ' .

The mobile unit could be used in some instances as @ preventive measure.

4. Would you suggest a restructuring or rewording of the project objectives?
If so, what? ' -

There 1s a need to carefully determine the needs of the children in the
four-county area and in cooperation with local schoe? districts and county
?upggin%egdents assure that each child will receive speech therapy services
n the future, - ) .

5. Make any addiiiona‘l comments you feel necessary.

Ve recommend that future use of the Mobile Unft be placed under the
Jurisdiction of Educational Service Unit #2. This agency is in a key
position to determine the needs of children with thé help of local
school districts in the four-county area and then coordinate the efforts
in the implementation of a program. S
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NEBRASKA
- . State Department of Education
On-Site Evaluation of Title T1X, ESEA Project
Applicant Agency: Dodae County Superintendent of Schools -
Project Title: __MUSE ' .
_ Evaluator's Nane and Fitle: _Brakenhoff and Mitten

Visitation Date: ___4-3.7Q0 _ Stgnature of Evaluator: Composite
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Part 1.

Directions: Check the position that best represents the degree to which you
' believe each statement describes this project at the time of your
visit. Clarifying conments must be added, Please do so in the
space under the applicable statement, or on a separate page. Com-
ments should include the basis for judgments made.

Rating scale: 0 ‘Unable to déhenmiﬁe on the basis of information
present.

-} Low; the project can imprave.
2 Average; the project is functioning satisfactorily.

3 Migh; the project has succeeded beyond expectation:

ol1l2l3] .

\. The present direction of the project is consistent with
the stated objectives.

The project does an effective job with the students that 2
can be serviced by the speech therapist. '

2. Teachers, administrators, pupils, and parents who are
tnvolved with the project are aware of its objectives.

As a whole, teachers, administrators and pupils who are 2
involved, seem to be aware of the objectives. Parents,
in some cases, may not be fully aware of the objectives.

3. Existing policies and practices in ihe area of the
project are conducive to the accompiishment ‘of the
objectives, ‘

The project is meeting the objectives very well. 2

s




4.

The project activities are appropriate for meeting
the stated objectives. o .

The director seems to do as much as possidble to provide
proper services. fuller discussion of the project activities
with the teachers would be advisable,

5.

The current objectives of the project are relevant to
the needs of the learners. ’

One mobile unit and one therapist seem to be meeting the
needs of the children in the area. If more area is to be
serviced, it would appear that another speech therapist

would definitely be needed.

s

It agpears that reasonable progress 15 being m.ide‘ teward .
meeting the objectives of the project.

- Seemingly, teachers are working well with the children on

the project, but parents should have more informatton on
the progress of the child. -

. .Objective measurements are being appiied in the project's

evaluation methods to determine whether or not the, project.
18 having an effect on children.

The tape recorder is used effectively in this regard,
Parents speech at home has a definite effect on the speech
of the child. _

"rtam

8.

Dissemination of information about .the project is appro-
priate and adequate within the area of the project.

- Apparently this weakness has not been corrected since the

‘Jast evaluation.

S NG R P as’ W - TR W BPO WS @ o W N

Mequate and appropriate provisions are made for the
participation of nonpublic students in the project.

- Over 504 of the children served are from non-public

schools.

10.

Adequate safeguards are utilized against possible negative

- effects of the program on chifdren.

The director and teachers seem to be very careful about
avpiding any negative effects that having a speech defect

may have on the children. ‘
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N. The physical resources are dppropriate and adequata
for the achieveément of project objectives. . Y

. Move quimt has been purchased.

- 12, The Naman resources are adequate for the achisyement .
| of project objectives. (Consider both the reaular
r ~ staff and outside consultants.)

The director is doing a good job with his present resources.,
- “There are undoubtably many children with speech dwfﬁculties
" - who are not receiving help.

--13..-The project -personnal. have-quaHhes essential -to the
success of the project. _

14. The budget is awroprute for the current operation of
| e the project.

Should be.

»

15. There is evidence of good adminystrative practice in:
Leadership

Supervision

Fisc ement

ajudtion

Yolso ol 1o

Dissemination

16. Provisions are bein? made for the integration of success-
ful project activities into the regular schoel programs.

FUlT use of “Mr. Wike," taped recerds, and “Show and Te)).*
Oral reading used extensively.

nnnnnn
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The Bosrd of Education and administrative étaff e

comitted to support of successful project activities
after federal funding ends. o

There 1s &finitely a question as to full support.

I

18.

Evaluation practices being fodiowed, and h\easuring
Instruments in current use are appropriate for
measuring the achievement of the objectives.

Achievement tests and tape recordings are used. Equip-

‘ment on the Mobile Unit are used extensively.

19.

Provisions for follow-up activities ave apprdpriate

and adequate. .

According to teachers, there could be mre provision for
follow-up activities. | .

20.

The project has adequate information on hand to indicate
compliance with the "Statement of Assurances.”

Mequate inforoation on I\and..

Number of O‘rafines )¢ Q.
Number of ) ratings ﬁ’i:}fﬂ
Mamber of 2 ratings 38 X 2 = %%
Number of 3 ratings ‘g‘u_f

84 + 48 = 1.75
L 4




Part 1|1

Directions: APlease respond fully to each item below, using

additional sheets of paper as needed. Be as
objective as possible, citing specific areas
where good and poor practices are taking place.

What are the strong points of this project?

(a) Services are brought to students who would otherwise
not receive speech therapy.

(b) The mobile unit itself and the equipment aboard
are excellent.

What are the weaknesses of the project?

(a) Follow-up activities should receive more emphasis.

(b) Parents and teachers need to be informed of the objectives
of the project.

(c) The recommendation made on January 23, 1970, apparently
has not been implemented.

What suggestions would you give for improvement of the project?
These suggestions should be based on "low" or '"Can't Tell"
ratings given in Part |. Please give recommendations

both for immediate implementation, and for long-range

planning.

The mobijle unit could be used in some instances as a
preventive measure.

Would you suggest a restructuring or rewording of the project
objectives? |If so, what?

Possibly. We believe that one of the original, stated
purposes of the project was the correction of speech
problems. It seems apparent that in the four-county
area speech therapy has become more of a reality and now
there is a need to carefully determine the needs of this
area and in cooperation with local school districts and
county superintendents assure that each child will
receive this service. |t would appear then that someone
who is familiar with the four-county area should assume
this responsibility in the future.




in the following paragraphs suggestions for the future usec of
the Mobile Unit, should it be assigned to them.

"This is to give a summary of the criteria to direct the use of
the Mobile Unit that was used in Project MUSE, financed under
Title 111, of P.L. 89-10 by the U.S. Office of Education, and
sponsored locally by the Dodge County Superintendent of Schools,
Fremont, Nebraska, should this vehicle and equipment be assigned
to Educational Service Unit Number Two.

(1) 1t is expected that the first use of this mobile
classroom will be to bring speech therapy services to
those schools that have too few pupils to justify hiring
a speech clinician, and are unable to obtain such service
on a cooperative or non-resident tuition basis.

(2) O0f the above schools, priority will be given those who
do not have facilities to house a speech therapy
program by an itinerant speech clinician, on any part-
time or other cooperative basis.

(3) 1t is expected to cooperate with existing school, and
school-cooperative, programs as much as possible, using
the motorized classroom to help cover such parts of
their area as may be isolated from the regular program
facilities to accomodate a regular, itinerant speech clinician.

(4) Every possible means will be explored to provide speech
services to the rural Class | School Districts in Educa-
tional Service Unit Number Two, who enroll about 3,500
pupils, by organizing them into service point areas where
the mobile classroom may be centrally stationed, and to
which individual pupils needing therapy may be brought.

' 5. Make any additional comments you feel necessary.
Mr. Bones, the administrator of Service Unit Number Two, indicates
|
i
l
|
|

(5) 1t will be considered to extend the use of the vehicle
facility to summer programs, and possible Saturday therapy
classes.

(6) Since Educational Service Unit Number Two provides speech
therapy only as administrator of a school cooperative
program the services provided by this mobile unit will
be considered part of the cooperative program.

It is expected that, should this mobile unit be assigned to Educational
Service Unit Number Two, all operative and financial records kept on
the Project MUSE will be made available to the Administrator of
Educational Service Unit Number Two so that he mau be able to obtain
and excercise the best possible judgments as to the most efficient

and acceptable use and operation of this motorized classroom."

a1



The evalustors further recommend that wherever possible two
specialists be used on the Mobile Unit, thereby increasing its
usability.

It would also be advisable for the Service Unit to appoint a

speech coordinator for the four-county areas who would be responsible
for coordinating all speech activities in Educational Service

Unit Number Two.

Since this project will be terminated July 30, 1970, it seams
appropriate to make some recommendations concerning its future
use.

Originally the unit was designed for operation in a four-county
area of Educational Service Unit Number Two. It has been used on
a limited basis In this Educational Service Unit. Primarily its
use has been limited to Dodge County. We recommend that its
future use be placed under the jurisdiction of the Educational
Service Unit Number Two. This agency is in a key position to
determine needs with the help of the local school district in

the four-county area and then coordinate the efforts in the
implementation. We feel that the Mobile Unit stressing not only
the program aspect of it, but the physical use as well, would be
able to be used most effectively by this agency. It would be
able to place & unit in key positions throughout the four-

county area, thus assuring that as many students as possible would
have the benefit of speech therapy and/or speech stimulation
services.




, QUESTIONNATRE FOR CHTILDREN [N SPEECH THERAPY PROGRAM SCHOOL
YEAR 1969-70:

Yes No

l. Did You enjoy the speescnh program? 82 6
2. 1s the mobile classroom hetter for speech

than your own classxoom?. -7 36

3. Has your speech improved since school started 76 11
4, Would you like to continue in speech? | 83 5
S. Was the mobile classroom comfortable? 52 36

6. Were you willing to leave your classroom
to go to speech? _ 73 13

7. Do your classmates accept your attendence
at speech without teasing you? 86

*

8. Has anyone expresseﬂ a desire to attend
the aobdile classroom.with vou? | 37 41

9. Dues your parents like to have you go to :
speech? _ 74 14

10. Does your teacher like to have you go
to speech? , 83 -]

1l. Do you emjoy school better this year than
you did last year? . 48 40

12. Do you enjoy playing with children this
year more than you did last year? 61 27

E C . .
i 43




BREAKDOWN OF COSTS FOR mwbhmow MUSE

"SCHOOL YEAR. 1967-68

mnoa X mmnmn ommmuoa »ﬁommmwowmmmnﬁa Administ. Instruct, mwwmmnwum
Salaries, mﬁﬂacansm deductions : ..
Project Director $2000,00 ~-<--= $£2000.00 $2000,.00 ceccee coccan :
Assist. Pro. Dir, and . . o . :
Speech Therapist . 80600.00 coccaa 8000.00 667.00 $7333.00 ececcaa - -
Clerical Assistants 475,60 ~c---- 475.60 75.60 cocece cocccea -
-Supplies and Materials ) ‘o

“Administration 309,69 ecce-- 309.69 308.69 ccncca cccccce

Instruction "1332,05 . 25% '333.01 commena’ 333.01 $%9.04
Travel 760,73 ~ccc--- 760,73 766.73 cemces ccccaa
Mobile Classroom 16495.00- 10% 1649.50 csccccs 1649.50 14845.50
Equipment 1576.71 "20% ‘315.34 ccweeee=  “315.34 1261.37
Maintenance of Classroocm V ) .
(gas, oil, repairs, etc) ° 1285.42 2 ~ee=- 1285.42 cecccccs 1285,42 ecccea-
Other nronwomazwnrrowawsm etc.) 418,1€ ~---- " 418,16 418.16 cece=- cecccces
Totals: $32653. um $15547.45 $4631.18 $10916.27 $17105.°1 A
96 Students recsived therapy on regular basis . o " e
Per 'student cost(including administrative and instructional oomnv..............mwmw 95 . ) S

ww" uﬂcamgn oomﬂﬁpsmﬂanﬂwog# nomﬂ oapwv.......................................””Hw N“

Wm" “ﬂ‘@ﬂ”ﬂ ﬂOUﬂA"ﬂ“ﬁhgﬂ OO@WQ nocﬂuﬁw wﬂomﬂg W@@N-QC\ o0 o TREEEERE NN NN W NN NN NN NN ] QMHNO Qo .

ovonmnpmamw mxmwnuom of Zvawm npommnooa

Storage, oil, minor. muvownu..............oepo 06
nwmowwam.................................M’om NN
Hndm:"gﬂﬂoooooooooooooooaooooooooooooooooMNou 80
Other(wheel balance, title, ﬂovu»nu. etc.$166.84

Taotal

1285.42

Total miles onmabcwpn opouunool.....w.....,..ww.abu

Operational cost per mile.cccceccccccccsesss10 conts per mile




School Yecar 1968-69 Total amount

10 months (remaining from : to this schocl
Item 1967-68 + amount Depreci- year
. expended) ation

salaries, Profess. Ad,. $§ 3,000,00 R $ 3,000.00
Saleries, Profass. Ins. 7,100.0G ————a= 7.,100,00
%alaries, Nonpro. © .600,00 et 600.00
supplics, Adm, , 181.00 —————- 181.00
Supplies, Inst, . 1,574.00 25% 393,50
fravel " 28.40 28,40
Mcbile Classrcom 14,845.50 10 % 1,649,50
fquipment | 2,329,37 20% 465,86
viaintenance of Classrcom

pas, oil storage, repairs,

etc.)- 1,565.00 cnccnme 1,565.00
Other charges - 555,00 . ceccacs §55,00

TOTALS $ 31,778.27 $ 15,538.26

32 students received therapy on regular basis

Amount charged

Per student cost (including administrative and instructional cost)

Per student cost (instructional cost only)=--
enses of Mobile Unit for two yeass.

fotal expensos (including gas, oil, storage, insurance, repairs, .
utle, etc.) $3,163.70

(eonstruction of table and bench includad in abeve costs)
SUMMER PROGRAM 1968 2 months

Salarics Pro. Adm. $ 500.00 ——rnea= $00,00
Salaries Pro. Inst. 3,200.00 ittt 3,200,00
Salaries, Ncn-Prc. 100.00 cccoc=e 100,00
Other charges 111.00 e 111,00

- TOTALS $ 3,911.00 3.911.00

33 students recetved speech therapy and/or speech stimulation on a daily basis,

fer student cost (Including administrative and instructional cost)

fer student cost (instructional cost only)

Adminis-
tration Instruct,
$3,000.00 e e
$ 7,100.00
600,00 | memeccce=
181,00 st L
——emeeee 393,50 -
28.40 ettt
—eneccee 1,649.50
e LD 465.86
1,565.00
555.00 —eeeane~
4,364,40 $ 11,123.86
$168.89
$121.498
Total miles on classrcom:
Operational cost per mile:
500.00 ceceeoas
e 3,200.00
100,00 c—erccece-
111.00 m——emmne=
911.00 3,200.00
$62.07
- $50.78

Value

_Rematning

$1,280.46

13, 196.00

1,963.51

$ 16,439.97

23,123

32
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BREAKOCWN OF EXPENSES FOR PROJECT MUSE. Schoo! Year 19269-70 unu.mclan.wnowwua.wuwo
10 month - . .
: Total amount Auount charged Adninist- Instruction-
(remalniog (rom _ to this school ration al
1968-69 + amount u%.‘mnm- year
ation
Ltem expended)
Satlaries, Profess. Adain. $2200.00 et - $2200.00 $2200.00 ceroceam
Salaries, Profess. last. ¥%.00.00 . mmes §9000.00 G en e $.9000,00
Salaries, Nonprofessional $400,00 - e e 400.00 400.00 cemiman-
Supplies, Adu. 196.29 ceerew 196.29 196.29 cacecanm-.
Supplies, lastructional 1575.08 25% 396.2% . 395.2S
qﬂ""ﬂ ~D~I°° ..-.-"l . i —QNIOQ ~“~I°° LA LN X
Mcbile Classroox 13196.00 102 1649.50 crmcmae 1649.50
Equipmeat . 2059.51 202 412,00 ccecan- 412.C0
. Haintensnce of Classrooq
- (gas, 6il, storage, repairs) 1795.00 csee 1795.00 neemece 1795.00
Gther charges 600.00 .- 600.0C 600.00 ccecae
Tolals: $30803.00 16250.00 - 3578.00 13252,00
88 students received therspy on regular basis
Per student cost(including administzet{ve and {astructionai COSL )~ =+ =e=en-a - 190, 34
Per student cast(lasiructional cost o:—wv.u.nuu.can.cusu.acuunuo.o.aoa----qca-ou.co
erational expenses of Mobile Classroom for three years.

Totel expenses(including gas,oll,storage, {nsurance, repairs, Total miles on classreom: 29,940
title, etc)e cennccneraaa$UOSR, 7 : Operationa) cost pec mile 14.55¢
Summer Program 1969 7 months

Jataries Profess. Admin. 350.00 emme 350.00 350.00 ~e e
Salaries, Profess. Inst. -2600.09. cocene cneme- Seewenn- 2600.00
.Salaries. Non Professional §0.00 csome. £+,00 -80.00 coanecn
Other charges 105.00 ~iecen 105.00 105.00 cecmea.

59 studenis nononqum speech Lhesapy and/or speech stimulation on a daily besis.
Per student cost(including administrative and fanstructionsl €OSL)eccramacraacaa§53,13

Per student cost({nstructional cost only) 44.06
» ’

-

‘. ALL COST5 ESTIMATED

Value
remaining

1278.75
11546.50
1648.50

o res~esm

16442.60

aceowmssw

AR 1 R Y WY

®Serwsmee

Estimated as of I -June 70
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