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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS

A major purpose of the 1972-73 evaluation of sthool-based Right
to Read sites was to provide a comprehensive description of the reading
program at each school. Volume III (Parts 1, 2, and 3) describes
reading program in terms of school, student, and teacher character-
istics. Additionally, all program variables that characterize each site
are reported here. Where appropriate, these variables are described in
terms of the extent to which each site included them ahd an assessment of
their contribution to the success of the program is indicated.

The Right to Read Office also required each school-based site par-
ticipating in CRI's assessment to conduct an evaluation of its own project.
In conjunction with the Right to Read Office, CRI developed an outline ('in-
cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site in this self-evaluation and to
assure the assessment and reporting of critical program components that
would not otherwise be included in this Final Report due to lack of infor-
mation.

Data fouhd in the self-evaluations are used extensively in Volume III.
Section J. reports information related to major outcomes identified in
the self-evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfillment,
Major Findings, and Recommendations.

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con-
cisely as possible, information in this volume is piovided in outline forrr..
Program characteristics are accompanied by statistics that refiect total-
school information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each
school requires approximately twenty pages using this format. Colored
dividers, separating each school from the preceding one, contain the
code number of the school being described in the following pages. Al-
though information is provided to indicate the general location of each
school, full identification of the schools in this sample is possible only
by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office.



School: 0101
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Schooli 0101
Gredes: 1-5

A, §_chool Charactoristics

. : A B C*D E F
1.  Geographic Region LT IxT 1T 1T 1

“States in this region are: Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessce

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural
X

3. 'Student Population (Total School)

e Total Reported Enrollment 383
e Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students

K 7

| 75 8

2 _ 75 9

3 78 10

4 92 11

5 63 12

6

e Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent

American Indian
Asian
Black 17
Mexican American
Puertn Rican
White 83

Other

e S ——t—— ’
t




B, Right to Read Student Characteristics
‘1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown
L]
r Total ‘ Percent
No. of | American Mexican Asian Puerto
Grade |Students Indian Black | American jAmerican | Rican { White | Other
K g
! 75 16 84 ;
L — - —
2 75 11 89 .%
3 78 18 82 “E
1 .
4 92 16 84 ;
5 l
, 63 22 78 j
6 ;
{
7 '
8 “t
r»..-.Q. — —
9
10 i
|
H f
11 l
12
i




3. Reading Gains for 1972-73 School Yeart
(see Vol, 1f, V, A for detailed report)

o Grade Level
(includes only levels
for which data were

reported) Mean Gain per Month St. Dev.
| 2.9
2 2.0 0.8
3 1.4 1,2
4 1,9 1.4
5 1.6 L1
6
e Overall Mean Gain for School 2.0 1,4
(means adjusted for differing class sizes) T
& Name of Standardized CAT, Slosson Oral
Test(s) Used e e et e vt s

C. Right to Read Teécher Characteristics

e Total Number Reported

: Mean Range
Age ) -
No. Years Teaching Experience [ 13 vis. [2-32 yrs, |
Male Female
e Sox No., Q 7
Percent 0 1L0G
Mexican Puerto No
° Ethnicity AmrlInd Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication
No. 1 3 3
Percent 14 43 43
BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
o  Degree No. [____ & T | I | 1
Human- Fine . No Indi.
' Area of Educ Soc Sci itics Arts PhysSci Math Other cation
Degree No. | 7 1] I 1 1 [ L |
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec  Teacher Spec Subject  Other Indication
. Job Title  No. | P 1 [ & I 1 |
Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
° Residential No, [ T > 1 4 ) ] )
Index

*Total number of classes for which achicvement data were reported:

_ 18




o Tecacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Fealures

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-
tion or Not

Effectiveness “Included
Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program
Parent Involve-
ment 6 1
In-service ,
Training 5 1 1
Reading
Specialist 2 3 1 1
Instructional
Materials 3 3 !
° Teacher Prefercence Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:
Yes 4 T
Yes, if changes are muade 1
Questionable 1
No
No Response 1
D. ldentification of Project Direclor
" District | Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

-
€




E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Very Not No
o Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X X X

Very Not No
) Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(S aad RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast In(ormation No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X




F. Technical Assistant Utilization

. Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
. Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
) Technical Assistant Activities:
1. Program planning X 11. Identify alternate approaches
2, Program implementation 12, Develop team teaching
3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes
planning materials
14, Advise on parental
4, Work on the Unit Task Force | x involvement
5, Develop Work Statement/ 15, Recommend consultants
Proposal
. 16. Budget planning
6, Develop or identify ,
curriculum materials 17, Evaluation x_!
7. Needs assessment 18, Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D,C,
8, Diagnosis/prescription x
19, Plan for 1973-74 program
9. ldentify objectives
20, No indication of activity
10, Staff development




 Effectiveness of Right To Read Matorials

) Program Planning Procedure Useful Ugeful Useful Indication
G PR L o e n e R e
- {A document with charts guiding the s¢

. ‘parent ihvcslvem.en,t.ﬁ idehjtif,iéat‘ibh_a'ﬁd
e ‘-L‘,n‘éedé“a‘lid"objéctrivas‘-,_l i&:émifica_t}ikon;bf
g ‘f'-[!Lﬁiat‘éljials;and-;PrOg,rafriiI'?i'”ga'niza,t_ion“s.f

 on redirection of existing re sources to

prioritieing of student
basic reading approaches,
Also supplied information
support the new program

Ways in which PPP was used i program; : e e
5’S‘tli4i1’<§turin§¥.-:Idé‘nti‘fip’atio‘n‘ of Identification Listing Ongoing No

‘and Planning ‘Student/Teac}ierfNeedsvof.«Objectives"rPriot;-jtie_3~“‘Eval.' __Indication

& Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
{S and RC) - . TR IS Eoberr e £

) “:x,,-

(A document with charts 'ghiding the ;ééhqu:iﬁ com’rﬁun{t}}f? involve _ .
- ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding .
~ schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, ) o S .

Wéyé,in vwhic‘h S and RC was l"ised_:‘ ~

Reference =~
Source

Forecast Information No
Utcomes Dissemination Indication

L




Technical Assistant Utllization

V ;.jPrOgram planning

Interpret nght to Read
_plannlng materials ‘-;- :

5’£Devei0p Work Statement/
»Proposal R

e 'T_"ijDeVelop or ;dentify
:”chrriculum materials -

7. Needs assessment
'8,.‘  Diagnosis/pre scription
9."_ Identify objectives k

10, Staff development |

o - Helpful

ok Not No

Helpful Helpful Indlcatlon

1,}“":;pr°gram 1mplementation

4 Technloal Asslstant Activities;

4 ‘,,3,'

S —1 14,
‘Work on the Unit Task Force Ixl

! * '1 5‘
16,
1 .
18,
19,
20,

: jObserve classes

’-Adviae on parental
ol involvement :

: Budget planning

7 Evaluation

Identify alternate appro, hés

DeVelop team ‘""eachlng

Recommend c'onaultants

Liaison with Right to Read,. if"'f 1
Waahington, D.C ‘

Plan for 1973 74 program L

| x :'}» :

s




G, Parent Involyement

¢ "“Extent, of ‘High Medium Low No Indicatidh
“Involvement T —
. « , X

' ° ’. ) Actlvities'

»",Unit Task Force o R T A !Read g is Fundamental

: 'ffPrOgram Plam‘ing o [ ~ ;=1,0'.- ""P'I'A open house. other
»‘ o 'traditional meetmgs

' Program 1mplementatlon | X

11, .TSupplementary activities

_;v“_Develop materlals | =] o
' . ' 12, Community relations

,Purchase/repaxr materials

13, Information dissemination k

., Aides, tutors, volunteers X
S Lo 14, No indxcation

“Advisory council

Wo'i-kshops , conferences




P
~H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aldes

'y Worked in classrooms : 10
o Were paid ‘ 89%
° Were:  Paren- 1lo

Stiident ‘sacher
_Community organization member

‘High school student ' ‘ 1449, |-
Other - 100%
. Average number of hours aides worked o
, per semester : - (426
° Types of Activities Performed° -
| : Tutoring students X
‘ ,Marking tests X
Distributing materials X
Working in small and large groups __gg__
Preparing materials x
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel X
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips ' | x|
Other , o ;
. Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indzcate number
of teachers reporting data)
Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
8 1




1. Program Chafacterfstics

1. Inservice Training:

¢ Individuals responsible for training:
Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members

Project director
Reading speciélist
Classroom teacher
No indication

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

Other staff
Paraprofessionals -
Parents

No indication

. Training areas:

Learning theory |

Instructional approach

Student background and self Instructional materials

concept Teaching techniques
Language development , ' Classroom organization and
Motor and perceptual skills _management

Right to Read Program Evaluation

Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication

approach x

o b e




| '3 Training Methods:

Group or individual meetingé, seminars, workshops,
conferences

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations

University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

e  Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
, Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X o
° UTF Members:
Consultants X
Administrators x
Reading specialist |
Teachers X
Parents X
Others |
No indication
° Frequency of meetings:
' Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X

10




‘Types of Activities:

’“eet thh 'I‘ATs ‘ X| Develop materials ~ : F_
| yelop prOposal or work , Inservice training
t’ement ‘ Budgét . ‘
e’,eds assessment/ Informatibn dissemination x| |
k,evelop diagnostic prescrlptive ; Y L ' ~
pproach AR | Develop tests
dentiiy objectwes ; ’ Evaluation
_’Gather data ' . N°’ mdicatiqn
orplete PPP o x
Imglementation Phase
. Rating of Helpfulness:
' Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indxcation
X
° UTF members:_'
Consultants lx
Administrators X
Reading specialist
Teachers o X
Parents X
Others
No indication
® Frequency of Meetings:

Very , No N
Frequent Fre_quent Infrequent _ Indication

X

11




. Types of Activities-

Meet with TATs Iconsultants x| Status and reporting‘activities*
k';,Develop Criteria for student Record progress -
‘ "s°l°°ti°n or placement ‘Serve on special committees
v__St“de"t djag““is Review program progress
Identify tators Information dissemination
Inservlce training ; Evaluation - - -
‘f; ‘:,;):'\Isiagscommunity involvement x Nq ind‘ication
3 . k'Componentsk o'ff Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:
| Indi?idualized preéc’:ription ) : ‘x‘ Supplementary 'materials
Identificationof student skilllevels X Games, manipulatives o
Teacher obServatton | - Audio- anual, Multimedia
' Contracts Commerc'ially made programs’f{; il
~ Individualized instruction x| Student grouping -
Progress checklists x Special classes
Testing x|  Skill sessions
~Review case histories . Fieldtrips |
- Staff conferences ) Reading/language center
Student/teacher conferences - Reading specialist, tutors -

~ Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication

12




on each class they taught,

Program Location:*

~ Reading is taught as a separate subject
- Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

' Special assistance is provided outside the
" classroom for students in special need of

- reading help

" No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-speciélist '
Tutlor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
‘Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)

No indication

13

Mean Number of
Semester Hours ‘
Reported per Class

e ———r

184

90

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

61

85
289

126

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

3
105

|72

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report ‘
Total number of classes for which data were reported:_9

L &




 American Indian

7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined)i

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language

Used)

‘_g.‘S‘tar‘nd‘a’rd ,Englisl{ 1 00%

 Non-Standard English

o Spiinish

_ French

language or dialect

S apanese .

No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed leyarning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclécti‘c or teacher's own
Other. -

No indication

14

(% of Students Speaking
Language

98%
-

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

3

1

0

0

10
1]
Q

0
| 120 |




: Tec'hmqu,es; Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
- Reported per Cla_.s"s :

Machine based programmed =
- instruction - , 8
~ Other programmed instruction 3
o Gaming/simulation ' 3
_Instructional TV _ 0
"Interactive media B | ss )
Intensive involvement e o EE
Discussion groups o ‘ N
Demonstration- performance | 23
Lecture - | Lt
Contracts ; 0
‘Use of Supplemeni:ary materials ] 32
Other 2
No indication |

15




10,

11,

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

‘ Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or

all students to determine individual reading needs

The teacher has formulated or'selected
specific objectives for each student.

‘The teacher has formulated or selected

specxfic objectives for the entire class. .

© The teacher has developed or identified an
- instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading

The teacher has deve10ped or identified an
instrument for measiring attitudes toward

reading for the entire class,
Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for each individual.
Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,

Visible records are kept of class perfo‘rmance.‘

Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their‘progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.

_Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000

Number of
Classrooms-
in Which -

Procedure =

Used

9

9

16




J.  MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECO

PROJECT SE LF‘-E VALUATIO

MME

1.  Project Objcctive‘ks and Degree of Accomplishment *

MMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
N

/s

Dégree of

/ Accomplishment .

.g}’o -.?0 &/
o/ &8/ &
$X A A &7, VA
| SIS/ E S [ O
Project Objectives .o'séfv w /- ¥ U/ /S
, 2/ » '
STUDENT |
Student Attitude X X
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X |X
| X X

Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency

Téacher Attitude

Teachgr Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement

Pa rent Attitude

PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Ind’kividualization of
Instruction

Innovations

Inservice T;aining

~ Additional Materials,

Services or Personnel

“*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives

and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings", The

reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.




. Major Findings*

RReading Achievement = =
‘7’«§-,_Reading Related Skilla: :
‘kSociaI Skms - i

”‘ompqtencv

Attitude : .
Teacher-Student Relations
‘Teacher-Staff Reiations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support

Involvement A

PROGRAM ,

- ‘Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility ;

i»Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
App_oach ‘

Individualization of Instruction

?Value of Assistance i‘rom
’: Aides/Volunteers ‘

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under “"Major Findings" or
“under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment', The
- veader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of

: how auccessful the program was according to data in the self- evaiuation.

18




 ‘3.; - Program Recommendations

e , Recommendations contained within the self- evaluation reports
o %_were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
”r‘the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area. ,

: More emphasis on reading-related akills
Increased emphasis on 1mproving student achievement
’"ﬂﬁlncreased emphasis on unproving student attitude |
ii'More remedial heip » |

';Increased effort to involve parents/community A

: Increased school pa.rent communications |
;More staff training
. f"i%’-::More emphasm on diagnostic-prescripcive approach
';;‘More emphasis on individuaiization of instruction '
ﬁ_'Expand program within School/school district .

B More materials/equipment/personnel

. Increased emphasis on improvmg teacher competency
: "'Inc‘reased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

', Improveci evaluation techniquee

: I;?.e-'de‘finition'of needs

-';'Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE ,D.ID NOT CLEA"RL‘;YV STATE RECOMMENDATIONS X _

19
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

' School;___ 0201

: Gradqs: ‘ K-3: ‘

Schoolj Cha racleristics

1, | Gedgraphic'Region

Oregon, Washington

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urbah Suburban

ABCDEF*”

A T

;*States in this region are Ala,ska. Idaho, Guam. Nevada,

Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 802
e Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No. of Students
a 7 74 ’
8 125 -

K _2
1 83
2 86
2 86
4 87
5 97
6 92

° Student_ Ethnicity ('I»'otal'kSchool)

9

10

11

12

American Indian
Asian

Black

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White ’

Other

21

Percent

el | H

11




"B,

Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972.73 School Year

2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown :
rotat | Porcen ]
No. of | American Mexican | Asian [Puerto| | _
Students| - Indian [Black | American |American | Rican | White | Other
12 8 3 s | 84 |
! ] 83 8 92 |
2 18 | 6 1 ! 90 o
> | 86 6 2 6 86
a7 8 1 3 88"
5l |1 5 88 |
6 | 92 7 o 93 |
RS 1 5 1 93 b
1 8 | 125 12 3 1 84
5 ;
10
11 R '—--'
12

22




Ruading (it {\)1 I‘Jr’fum School Yuart
(bcc '\'ol. 11,0V, A Hor detailed rojort)

e oj‘ : Grado Lwcl ~
~lincludes. only Jowls.
fo¥ which data wore g ‘ ' -
repoxted) ‘ ~Mean Gain per Montl - 5L, D('\r

1 “006 — ) 038 ,
2 1,2 : -:0,9
3 7 1,2 , R U R
4 1.0 RS 1,0
5 1,1 , 00
6 Lo oL
6 Overa)l Mcan Gain for School  .0,9 l_vl
~{means adiusted for differing class sizes) ’ -
¢ Namec of Standardized
Tost(s) Used MAT
Right to Read Teacher Characteristics
o  Total Number Reported [T24]
Mean __Range
Age | | 34,5) [20-55r ]
No. Years Tcaching Experience (3771 130 |
Male Fawale
o Sex No. |3 ' 20
Percent 13 87
| ; ' Mexican Puerto No = ==
Ethnicity AmxInd Asian Black Amer Rican Whito Other Ind:cat}ox 3
No. T ' T 22 1 1 1
~Percent (4,2 - “ 9.1l 421 )
BA or BS MA or 1\’5 PhD Other No Indicntmn i
Degrce No, | 18 |6 K ] ' I, ]
, o ; Human- Fine _ " Ne Indi:
Areca of . JFduc  So¢ Sci  ities Arts  PPhys Sci Math Oihc,r cation!
Degree No.j20 [ 1 T 1 R 1 [ i ]
‘ Read Reading Bilingual Multi ' No - o
, Spec lcacher ~ Spec Subjcct Other Indicatxon
_ Job Title No. | I N T 23 ] T : :] g
’ Jnmer City Urban  Snburban Rural No Indication AR
Resulcnt:al No, [ R IR D R B TS l il

Index

‘fotal number of classcs for which achievement data were reported: 21

23




Teacl:er Attitude Toward Right To Read Featurcs - _ R
(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-

tion or Not
- Effectivencss 'Included

Excollent ‘Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Prograni =

‘ment - R n-Jz | |9

j;In-fsérv,ice ST I PR R
Training 1 1 31 . 5 4 | 3 | 8

Rjé.::;d‘i‘ng , ' : L T
. Specialist 1 4 .51 1 1 2 1 ] 6

. Instructional : I R I IR
-~ Materials 2 8|1 o 1 R YR

@ Teacher Preference Regarding .‘Co‘nti‘,hﬁing to Noof &
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: = - Teachers;
Yes, if changes aremade | 4 . °

No . =
No Response R Y

D. ldentification of Project Director

District ' . Reading Reading Classroom © No Title
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher  Other Indicated

<] ]

24




' Effectiveness of 'Right To Read Materials

e T e , NG — Very - "~ Not ~ No - -
© o - Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
. (PPP) : _ — T T

W

(A document with ctarts gulding the school in such areas as =~ -
‘parent involvement. identification and prioritiging of student =
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches, -
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

;Ways in which PPP was used in program': o

" Structuring Identification of Identification Listing  Ongoing No. .
- and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval,  Indication

X ' ‘ x x
' Very ~ Not = No
Y Statns and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC) ‘ ' : : S

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in comrhunity involVef
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

~ Ways in which S and RC was used:

'Program Student/Teacher Task Display ; Reférence
. Planning Needs Assessment Assignments. Program Progress Source

}ts‘fyfForeéa'_at Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X

25




4,

e,

7.
8.
9%

10,

L | 5.

F, TechnicalkAvssistant Utiliiation

e  Rating of Helpfulness:

Very :
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not = No

x

° Technical Assistant Actlvities:

Program planning
Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read

‘planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

' Develop Work Statement/

Proposal

Develop or id.entify |
curriculum materials

Needs assessment

Diagnosis/prescription
Identify objectives

Staff development

1
12,

13,
14,

15,

16,
17,
18,

19,
20,

Identify alternate approaches
‘Develop teém teaching "
Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement’

Recorﬁmend'éonguli:a‘nts, .
Budget planning
Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D.C,

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of activity
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QG, Parent Involvement

° Extent of
Involvement

e  Activities:
Unit Task Force
Pr;gram planning
Prcggram implementation
Develop materials
Purchase/repair materials
Aides, tutors, volunteers
Aavisory council

Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

217

X

9.

N

10,

11.
12,
13,
14,

Reéding is Fundamental

?iDTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities
Community relations
Information dissemination

No indication




Teacher Aidee

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aldes

Worked in classrooms N - e . | : 829
Werepatd o fesy
y Were' Parent B B A :
~ Student teacher . : 4 % AL
A Communit'y orga,nization member o 1.4% ]
‘High. school student i sl
 Other .

" 'Avcrage number of hours aidee worked
~per semester .

Typee of Activltiee Performed~

'.'Tutoring students

Marking tests

Distributing materials ‘» SRS

k ‘Working in emall and large groupe

Preparing materials | |
Liaison with parente and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring ‘

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

‘ Claseroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other -

‘ f(x I o e

Teacher rating of aides! ef!ectivenese (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data) . :

Very | Very
Effective Effective Ineffective _Ineffective i

5 12
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Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

® " Individua

ls responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacber

No indication

. Individua

-

1s trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

Othe r staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents

No indication

® Training areas-
Learning theory Instructional approach
- Student background and self Instructional materials
concept Teaching techniques
, Language development Classroom organ{zation and
Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication
approach X

29
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Training Methods:

~Group n.‘\r,individu’ai‘meetings,y s’eminars, Workéhops, :
conferences X
‘School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom ;
observations , ‘ X
Unive rsity courses ’ g X
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media X
No indication .
Unit Task Force Activities
PlanniﬂLPhase §
° Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
' X
. UTF Members:
-Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication X
. Frequency of meetings:
Very No

Frequent _Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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X i ;DGVQIOp materials | 1
: . ‘.ﬁ}Inservlce trainlng o X

e 7 SR Budget
i¢eds assessment : ’ X

7 ; | Information dissemination '
,evelop agnostic prescriptive
pproach | | L Deve_l_optests,

Evaluation

den txfy" objectives ‘
ather data ‘ ) x | No indication

;ornplete PPP

-3

Irnplementation Phase

®  Rating of Helpfulness:

Very Not  No
Helpful Helpful Hepful Indication

X :

. UTF members: | ‘

Consultants‘
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents

Others o ‘
No indication = X

Frequency of Meetings:

Very . o . © No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent , Indication
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i0 Types of Activities:
~ Meet with TATs/consultants

Develop criteria for student
selection or placement

Student _diagnosis
‘Identify tutors

 Inservice training

" Develop community involvement |

" activities

Status a.nd reporting activities
Record progress
Serve on special committeesk
Review program progress
Information dissemination

- Evaluation
No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/PfesCriptive Approach:

: Individﬁal‘ized prescription

Identification of student skill levels

Teacher observation
Contracts |
Individua.lized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing

- Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student /teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

- . Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Prc Location:¥
4. rogram Locati Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Y 1 Stmm—

S \Readingis‘taught as a separate subject : 141

. Reading is taught indirectly
_ through other subject matter

roug] | 180
~Special assistance is provided outside the .
~ classrnom for students in special need of ,
~ reading help - 24

~ No indication

5,  Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Single teacher--multi-subjects 395

- Reading specialist (responsible for more
. than one class) 14

 Team teachers ' 0

‘,"S_tndents doing cross-age teaching 13
] Tutor-specialist : 6
Tutor -aide ' 50
Other 2
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours

Reported per Class

. Individualized reading instruction 23

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 50
 Large groups (6 or more students) 107
-~ No indication

"Information on items four through teh was obtained by asking teachers to repbrt
n each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 22
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Standard English
Non-Standa:4 English
‘:S‘i)"anish'A

‘French

American Indian
language or dialect

' Japanese

No indication

| Meaning emphasir.
Code emphasis
Linguistié 8
Modified alphabet

100 %

8. Reading Akpi):oach:

Responsive environment

Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience

Eclectic or teacher's own

Other
No indication

Language

34

1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students‘
(% of Time
Used)

(% of Students Speaking
Language) =~ =
: '87%

13

':Mekahﬁu:iiberio»f‘ -

Semester Hours. . =+

Reported per Class
a5
30




Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

‘Machine- based programmed
instruction

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication

35

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

4
16 ]
3
7
3
0
30
34
20
0
42
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11.

Clas sroom Evaluafion ProéedureS:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or

- all students to determine individual- reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student,

The teacher has forrhulq.fc:d or selected
specific objec»tiv‘es for the entire class.

The teacher has developed or identified an

instruinent for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class.,

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for each individual.

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,

Visible records are kept of class performé.nce.
Records of each student's performancé are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000

Number of |
Classrooms
in Which

Procedure = = .
- Used

11

10

20

,11

16

19

11

22
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3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
"' PROJECT SELF-EVALUATON ; .

1, 'Project’ Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

A' Degree of ' L
Accomplishment  /

Project Objectives

STUDENT .
Student Attitude X X
Student Behavior

_ Student Reading Achievement X , )L
Reading- Related Skills X e

TEACHER

_ Teacher Competengx X X
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior X

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community )
Involvement X e

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction

Innovations
Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under '"Program Objactives
and Degree of Accomplishment' or under "Major Findings''. The
reader should refer to both gsections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

o 37




2, Major ‘Findingg.’!‘

Majcr Area

STUDENT
Reading Achievement

Reading -Related Skills

Social Skills

 Attitude

TEACHER

Competency
Attitude

Teacher-Student .Relations

Teacher-~Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support

Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training

Program Flexibility

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach

Individualization of Instruction

Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings' or
under ""Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment',
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the pragram was according to data in the self-evaluation,
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
‘were categorized into the areas listed below, An '"X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.
More emphasis on reading-related skills
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
—___  More remedial help
_X Increased effort to involve parents/community
__ Increased school-parent communications
_X More staff training
More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district
More materials/equipment/personnel
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques
Re-definition of needs
Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

e |

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ___
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School: 0401




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

~ School: 0401
‘Grades: K-6

A, School Characteristics

| , A B C D*E F
1. Geographic Region L1 1 IXT [ 7]

*States in this region are: Arizona, Arkansas, California,
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Population (Total School)

e Total Reported Enrollment 343
e Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students

K 22 7
1 44 8
2 54 9
3 52 10
4 58 11 _
5 57 , 12
6 56
e Student Ethnicity (Total School) ;
: Percent
American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American 1
Puerto Rican
White 99

Other
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B.

Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
anfl Ethnic Breakdown
l Total : Percent - ‘
| No. of | American| = . Mexican | Asian Puerto
Grade |Students Indian _IBlack | American JAmerican| Rican | White | Other
K 22 100
SR T 100
¢ 54 100 | .
? 52 100 1
| ss _ 100 1
P | s _ 0 | |
6 56 100 |
7
L 8
10 .
T ]
11 l
12 i
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o ‘»Rt.vldin{' G.tin's for 1922 23 Schoul Y(»ar“
i (b(.o Vol II, V, A for detailed report)

e Gl‘i\dl. Levol
’ (includes only Jovels
for which data were ‘ |
reported) Mcan Galn per Month St. NDev,
; | -
2 2,6 0.8
3 1,7 1.1
4 1,0 0,6
5 1.4 0,7 -
6 1,8 0.8
o  Overall Mcan Gain for School W/ 1,0 -~
(meant adjusted for differing class sizes) T
¢ Name of Slandar dized

- Stanford Diagnoatic. I’I‘BS :

Test(s) Used

Iowa Work Study

Right {0 Read Teacher Characteristics
e Total Numbe» Reported 7]
Mcan Range
Age L29 ] [ 20-44
No. Years Teaching Experience Ls } [1-23 ]
_ Male Female
e Sex No. 1 4
Percent 14 of
Mexican Puerto No
o Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rlcan White Other In(hcation .
N0¢ 7
Percent T 100 ]
BA or BS MA or MS _ PhD __ Other No Indication =
o Degree No. | 6 1 ] ] ] 1
Human- Fine ' No Indi.
Areca of Educ Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Othexr cation
Degree No. | 7 | l I 1 I T S
< Read Reading DBilingual Multi No
Spec _ Teacher Spec Subjcct  Other Indication ;
Job Title No. | I I | | | 1
: : ‘ Joner City Urban Suaburban Rural No Indication e
o Residential No, [ [ 2 ~ T 5 ] ]

Index

5 *Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 10
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® Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Fealures
(figures indicate numbor of teachers responding)

No Indica-
tion or Not

Yes, if changass are made
Questionable

No -

No Response

D. Identification of Project Director

District

Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

Reading

Reading Classroom

E{fectiveness Included
Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program [
Parent Involve-
ment ' 2 5
In-service »
Training 1 1 5
yRcading
Specialist 1 1 5
Instructional
Materials 1 1 5
) Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:
Yes 2

No Title

Other Indicated

Supt.

X

44
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

e Very Not No
¢  Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
' (PPP) , ~ . —_—

‘ X
(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Struéturing ~1dentification of Identification Listing  Ongoing No. _
‘and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X

Very Not No
® Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(S aad RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schiools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

. Forecast Iuformation No
- Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X
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7.

8.

9.
10,

F,

Technical Assistant Utilization

) Rating of Helpfulness:

Very

Not No

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

e Technical Assistant Activities: -

Progfam planning

: Program implementation

~ Interpret Right to Read

planning materials
Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment

Diagnosis/prescription

Identify objectives

Staff development

11,
12,
13,
14,

15,
16,
7.
18.

19.
20,

Identify alternate approaches
Develop team teaching
Observé classes

Advise on parental
involvement

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of activity
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- Paferit Involvement

e  Extent of
' Involvement -

o ¢ Activities:
j‘Un‘ity Task Force

Program planning
Program implementation
o Devélt)p materials

o v?urchase/repair materials
Aides, tuioré. volunteers
~ Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

e

9, Reading {6 Fundamental

10, PTA’,V Opén house, other , X‘
traditional meetings :

1), Suppleﬁaentafy activities

12, Community rela;tiona

amdly

13, Information dissemination

14. No indication




Teacher Alder

Peréontage of Teachers Reporting Aides
) Worked in classrooms
® Were paid
° Were:s.  Parent
Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other ’

() Average number of hours aides worked
per semester

® Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other __

100|%

100|%

100]%

230

> e Ioe Be ¢ e

< B PR

) Teacher rating of aides' effec:ivenass (figures indicate number

of teachers reporting data)

Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

Very

i {2
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e i Prog rérﬁ Chardctériéﬂei

1. Inservice 'I‘ralni_g

Consultants : |
’rechnical Assistant Team ('I‘AT) membera |
- Project director
Reading specialist
Classroom teacher

No indication

° Individuals trained:

° Individuals responsible Ior training.

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

Other staff

Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

° Training areas-

Learning theory X

Student background and self
concept

Language development

Motor and perceptual skills

Right to Read Program

Diagnostic/ prescriptive X

approach

" 49

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques

Classroom organization and
management

Evaluation
No indication
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations ’

University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase
° Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indicatlon
x.
) UTF Members:
Consultants
Adminisirators X
Reading specialist Xl
Teachers X
Parents X
Others
No indication
. Frequency of meetings:
Very _ ) . No .. . ...
Frequent  Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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Meet with TATs ” Develop materinls X
- Develop proposal or work , Inservice training
. statement | Budget
‘k‘;j;eed: “::”mem / . L& Information dissemination
" Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
" ldentify objectives Evaluation
Gather data No indication
- Complete PPP | L]

@  Types of Activities:

Implementation Phase

° Rating of Helpfulness: .
Very Not No

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
® UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators L X
Reading specialist X
Teachers X
Parents
Others
No indication

® Frequenc-y of Meetings:

Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

No
_Indication

X
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‘o Types of Activities;

Meet with TATs/consultants

' Develop criteria for student

. selection or placement

~ Student diagnosis

_Identify tutors

Insorvice training

D,evelop' community involvement

g ; activities

X No indication
3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:
Individualized prescription X| Supplementary materials
Identification oi student skill levels Games, manipulatives
Teacher observation Audio- Visual, Multimedia ,
Contracts Commerciall‘y made programs'
Individualized instruction Student grouping
Progress checklists Special classes
Testing X Skill sessions
Ruview case histories Field trips
S:aff conferences Reading/language center
Student/teacher conferences Reading specialist, tutors

Status and reporting activities
Record progress

Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation

Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4 ~ Program Locations¥

' ’R"eading is taught as a separate subject

Reading is taught indirectly
‘through other subject matter

‘ Special,assista‘nc‘e s provided outside the
classroom for students in spccial need of

reading help
No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist {responsible for more

than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

*Information on items four throu

gh ten was obtained by asking teachers to report 1
. on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 13

53

Mean Numbe? of
Semester Hours

Reported per Class

202

157

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Mean Nurhber of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0
136
65




1.

Spanish

8,

* Standard English
- Non-Standard English

language or dialect
Japanese

f No indication

Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students

(% of Time Language

Used)

100%

Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis

Code emphasis
Linguistics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other

No indication

(% of Students Speaking
Language

100%

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

0

o IS O |0 1O o

-
129
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Machine based programmed
instruction

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement

‘Discussion groups

Pemonstration-performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication

‘Techniques Used for Reading’ Instruction:

55

Mean Nﬁmber of
Semester Hours -,
Reported per Class




11.

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

~ Diagnostic xeading tests are used with most or

all students to determine individual reading needs.
The teacher has formulated or selected

specific objectives for each student,.

The teacher has formulated or selected

specific objectives for the entire class.

The teacher has developed or identified an

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for me:zsuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are infocrmed of students® progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50, 000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

13

13

13

13

13

13

13
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1. MAJOR 1«*11\11):5:;“::_5r AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
: , LEF-F ; N o ‘

T Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

-/ Degree of A
Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT
Student Attitude x | x
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X
Reading- Related Skills 1 x X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency X
Teacher Attitude ¥
Teacher Behavior PYe

PARENT/COMMUNITY

' Parent/Community X X
Involvement

R

Parent Attitude - D4 Y
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination X X

Indlvidualization of
Instruction

Innovations
Inservice Training X X

Additional Materiais,
Services or Personnel

“Sites may have indicated program success under '"Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under '"Major Findings'. The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program wae according to data in the self-evaluation,
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§ 3 Pa. Maj’b: A:rea_" «

% Major Findingsr

NN oo e T

 |—Reading Achisvement _
| _Reading.Related Skills

| -Social sugite

- fAttitde

| Competency

Attitude

L Téachqréswgent Relations

[Fzeaches statt Rotattons

- | PARENT/COMMUNITY
. Support :

- |_Involvement

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Tralning

Program Flexibility

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading

Approach

Individualization of Instruction

Value of Assistance from
Aldes/Volunteera

- reader should refe
- how success

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

. *Sites may have indicated program success under
. under "Program O

58
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3, Program Recommendations

Recommenda.tions contained within the self-evaluation reports
A were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X indlcates that

~the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading—related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
More reinedial help '

Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude °
Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

g
X
————
————
L]
omasaun—
——
i
———
ma——
w—————
X
————e
Snmanm
———
————
L
———
omanm—

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS —_
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Schooly 0509
Grades! K6

School Characteristics .

| o A B C DYE F
1. Goographic Region o L IXT T 7]

“States in this reﬁlon are: Arizona, Arkansas, Californta,
‘New Mexico, Okiahoma, Texas

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rdral
| ‘ X ; ’
3, Student POpulatioh (Total Scho‘ql)

Total Reported Enrollment 616
Total Students in Each Grade Levol .

| Grade No.of Students Grade  No.of Students

K 65 ‘ 7

1 68 8

2 68 9

3 71 | 10

4 94 1

5 115 12

6 o125 Educable Handicapped 10

e Student Ethnicity (Total School) ;

. Percent
American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American 80
Puerto Rican
White 18
Other 2
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B.  Right to Read Student Characteristics |
1. Amount of Time in Programi 1972-73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown
Total — — ___Percent ‘
| No, of | American Mexican | Asian [Puerto|
drade |Students] Indian |Black American |American | Rican White
K 1 45 78 | 22
ol e |1 79 18
2 68 86 14 |
3 71 76 23 |
4 94 2 77 4 16
L 86 A |
6 125 1 83 12 | 3 4
-
W _ .
9
10 b
11
12 !
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3, Rc’ndinﬁ(iuina for 1972-13 School chr':*
(600 Val, 11, V, A for detailed roport)

@ Grade Lavol
{fncludes only Jovels
for which data wore

reported) , Mcean Gain per Month St, Dev,
1 1,2 0.6
2 2.4 i . 1,5 -
3 2 0 : 1,0
4 1.5 1,0
5 %0 ; 1.3
6 1,8 1.4
o Overall Mean Gain for School 1,8 - 1,2
(means adjusted for diffexing clans sizes) - o
¢ Name of Stundardized . ‘ A A
Tost(s) Used TOBE, Ckooperatkine, W RAT.CAT |
P ; Right to Read Teacvhor Charactcristiés ,
o Total Numbor Reported (19— ]
‘ ' ,  Mean __Ranpe
Ao | o [el ] [2zsse ]
o No. Years Teaching Bxperience ~ (15| [[3-28 ]
. . ‘ Male Fomale
e Sex No. |3 14
Percent [18 2 __.
: - Mexican Puerto - - No
~ Ethnicity Amr Ind Asjan Black Amer Rican White Otimr Indlcatlon T
No, 12 14
Percent 5 T _ '77‘, o}
; ~ _BAorBS MAorMS  PhD 'v’Othe_r No Indimxtioh
Degree No. |15 | 2 ot 4 . B
Ny ' ' Human- Fina No Indi.’
Area of Educ  Soc Sci itias Arts PhysSci Math Othor cation .
Degree No.f10 .5 1 3 T ] I L I
L  Read Roading Dilingual Multd : No
i _Spec.  Teacher - Spac Subject Other Indication ‘
Jobmitle  No.f T 1~ " T 18 T- [ —:
‘ Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No l'ndication
Residential No, [ [ 7 1713 T ] , R
Index ' , ‘

»W;Total number of classes for which achievemont data were reported: 21
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) Teacher Attitude Towe rd Right To Read Features ‘
(figures indicate number of toachors responding) No Indica-

- . tion or Not
Effectiveneng Ineluded

Excellent CQood Adec‘g_nb.to Poor Very Poor in Program .

<;;>"~Pareﬁt1’nvolve- : ; N R K
- ment 3 Aol 2 | 4 ] A3

',:_;_T;t“@i'ni»ng‘ o T . 6 . 2 , -
~ Speciallst  [5 | 6 3

j,f":\‘“Iné‘t‘rdcu‘onat - 1 1 ]

e Teacher Proference Regarding Continuing fo . Nei of
(T _Teach in Right To Read Program next year: . Toac
~ Yes, if changes are made [

* Questionable
No'_'*f' P

| o No Response
D, Id’entiﬁcation of Project Dire’ctor_,‘ |

Distriet Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt.  Principal Specialist Teacher Toacher O_tl\er Indicatad

X
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials o
T T e Very o Noto Noo
@ Program Planning Procedure . .. Useful Useful Useful Indication” ..

- teRR) T T T ]

- {A documerit with charts guiding the school in such areasas -
_ parent Involvement, {dentification and prioritiving of student.
needs and objectives; identification of basic reading approaches,

- materlals,and program organizations, Also supplied information =~
on redirection of existing resources to support the new programy =

 Ways 1n which PPP was used in program: |

Structuring  ldentification of ~  Identification Listing  Ongoing No
~and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval. _ Indication

S s Veyr‘y' Noté No
¢  Status and Reporting Center »U_°°_f“‘!USGQPI"Uséful;-ln’d@cqt’iron

. (Saad RCY

(A document with charts guiding the schodl in community tnvolve=
ment during planning of activities, and lidison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D,C.) = '

«:Wfa;ys in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher = Task = Display 'Reference
,_Plaﬁ.nnlhg Needs A,sse_s_sment, Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information = No
_Outcomes Disgemination Indication
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. Rating o!Helpfulneeal Very -f Not = No
, Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication :

e Technical As#’isftdnt,’Activit“iéé‘;"

- ,7;’ p,ogram plannlng 1 . x - 1’1. Identify alternate approaches ’
2 Program lmplementation ] i?a “ |

jn ‘rpret Right to Reéd 75:13?’??’1

plannlng ma‘t’érlalu C 2 L
: 1 ,f71_4;¢fAdviae on parental w
Ll lnvol o

Develop team teachlng ‘

Wc—vrk on the Unlt ’I‘aak Force

Deve‘ 6p WOrk Statement/ X : '; 1

e 16, Budget planning
6. DeveIOp or identlfiy B . g
EES currlculum mater als | 17, Evaluation

| Needs asseesment | 18, 'Lialson wlth nght to Read. :
, ; ~ Washington, D.C

‘Dlagnoeis/preacrlpilon o
o 19, Plan for 1973 74 program ,

Identify objectwes N X

| 20, No 1ndlcatlon of activity
Staff development X : ,
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a. Parent Involvement

° Extent of
Involvement

) Activities:
Unit Task Force
Program planning
Program implementation
Devélop materials
Purchase/repair materials

Aides, tutors, volunteers

| Adviso:fy council

- Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indicatisn

X

i

v———

9.

10,

11,
X
X 13,
14,
X

67

Readlng is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities
Community relations
Information dis»éemination

No indication




Teecher Aldes

¢  Worked in classroorns
e Wero pald »
®  Weret  Parent
= Student teacher

per semester
 Tutoring. etudenta E
7 eMarklng tests
R Diatributing materlale N

“Preparing materials

Bus monitoring

| ‘Percenta‘geﬁ of Teachers Reporting Atdes

e Types of Activitiea Performed:

Worldng in sman and large groups

,Community organjzation member
o/ ~ Higa school student
Other ,
* Average number of hours aides worked

Liaison with parents and other outeide personnel

Supervising recreational aetivltiee in or outside

class
Classroom maintenance X
Supervising field trips )
Other ' X
) Teacher rating of aidee' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)
Very Ver

-
Effective Effective Ineifective Ineffective

9

1




1. Program Charactetistlcs

1. Inservice Traininj:
(] Individuals responsible
Consultants

for training:

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacher

No indication

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classyoom teachers

Other staff

Paraprofessionals

Parents
No indication

. Training areas-

Learning theory

Student background and self
concept , X

Language development

Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program

Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach X

69

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques

Classroom organization and
management

Evaluation
No indication

sl b ok e




e Training Mothods;

; Group oy individual meetinga. seminars, workshops.

~ conferences o "):"1 :
_School visitations, demonatration teaching, claaqroom 11
‘observations . , | X
‘Unlversity courses | | ’

| Video taping. audio-viauala, multi-media
" ,No indication ‘

s fm{xt’fraak po‘,c;, Activities

: Plannigg Phase

Rating of helptulnesr | Very L - Not No s
, Helptul Helpful Help_ul Indacation s

o U’TF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents

Others ‘
No indication X

Frequency of meetings:

Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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* Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs ; Develop materials X
Develop proposal or work Inservice training X
»Vs>tatement Budget
A»’\;‘Needs assessment/ Information dissemination
. Develop diagnostic prescriptive o
~approach Deve‘lop tests
L:‘;‘f'ldpntlfy obJectives Evaluation
;‘Q‘Gkat,her data No indication
- Complete PPP
implementation Phase
° Rating of Helpfulness:
' Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
] UTF members:
Consultants -
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication X
° Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indxcatlon

X
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e Types of Activities:

V'j_‘,M’e‘et with 'I'ATs/cdnsultants

: - “Develop criteria for student
- selection or placement

~ Student diagnosis
. ldentify tutors

: ’IhSer’vice"tta{ning ;
~ Develop community involvement
;;activities

~ Serve on special committees

" Review program progress.

Status and reporting activities

Record progress

Information dissemination

Evaluation

No indication

- 3. ‘Co::iipon’ents of Diagnbstic/Prescriptivé Approach:

iﬁdi'V§dué.l,iZ‘éd prescription.
‘Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation

i i Contracts

Indwidualized instruction
Progrekss checklists
Testixig

 Review case histories

Staff conferences

- Student/teacher conferences

Games, manipulatives

- Language experience approach

Supplementary materials

Audio-Visual, Multimedia

Commercially made programs

Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips k . k,; 1

Reading/language center

Reading specialist, tutors

Basal text instruction

No indication
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Program Location:

Readi;\g is taught as a separate subject
 Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help

No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist {responsible for more
~ than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups {6 or more students)
No indication

73

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

119

205

33

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

239
27

101
22

6
49

23

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

42

58
110

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 19




7.

American India.n
language or. dialect

‘No indlcation

8.

Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students

(% of Time Language

RN Used)
* Standard English 92 %,
Non-Standard English 13

5 ;

Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis

Code emphasis
Linguilstics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learniyng
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other

No indication

(% of Students

peaking -
Language : o

55% |
19

‘12_’,;,;’ 4

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

44
30
-
1
49
8
27
36
23
15




Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

. \ Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Machine - based programmed

instruction , 8
Other prdgrarmmed'lnatruction 21
Gaming/simulation - 11
Instructional TV 14
Interactive media : 11
Intensive involvemsent ‘ 4
Discussion ‘groups 38
Demonstration- performance 35
Lecture 2
Contracts 317
Use of supplementary materials ; 32
Other ' 12
No indication
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11.

Clas sroom Evaluation Proceduyres:

o Diagnoetic reading teete are ueed with moat or
- -all students to determine individual reading needn. ‘

“The teacher has formulated or selocted

specific objectives for each, Student.

" The teacher has formulated or eelected
,_“cpecific objectivee for the entire class. -

The teacher has developed or identified an

‘instrument for measuring attitudes toward read'ing._' L

‘ The ‘teacher has. developed‘or identified an
“instrument for measuring . attitudee toward

reading for the entire clags,

Performance of students is measured in ‘
terms of objectives set for each individual.

. Periormance ‘of students is meaeured in .
~ terms of objectives eet for the entire class, -

o Vieible records are kept of clase performance.

Records of each student'e performance are kept
‘with respect to vach objective

Students are kept informed of thelr progreee. ‘
Studénts are involved in self-evaluation,
Parents are informed of students’ progress,

No indication |

- Ueed'a, ,.

Nuxﬁber of
Ciae:rooms
in Which
Procedure

16,3‘ o

a3 |

119

19

18-

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: __ $50, 000
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project Objoctives and Degree of Accompliqhment g

Degree of :
Accomplishment

Project Objectives o5 & %

STUDENT
Student Attitude X
Student Behavior
Student Reading Achievement X X
Reading- Related Skills X X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude ‘ ’
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement

Parent Attitude .
PROGRAM

Information Disgemination
| Ihdivi&galizati_oh. of

Instruction

Innovations

Inservice Training

~ Additional Matériaj’s.
Services or Personnel J
' ] |

®

*Sites may have indicated program success under '""Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment' or under '"Major Findings'". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

17




2. Major Findings*

_ Major Area

| Reading Achievement .
_Reading-Related Skills_ =~

T

_Teachor-Student Relations -
. |_Teacher-Staff Relations’
| PARENT/COMMUNITY

_ Support
[_Involvement _
| PROGRAM B
Success of Inservice Training
| BrogramFlewbitty |
B | ﬁeiis_fg,i‘ﬁeés bf-i‘échnical Assistance | x
| ‘significant Ghanges in Reading | ‘|-
| Approach = - @ — -
'~‘Indivki'&'\“x"alizfation of Insfgt_ictiéij
~ Value of Assistance from “ |
_Aldes/Volunteers » X

!

~ SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

. *Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings" or

" under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment', The =
- reader should refer to both sections for a com lete understanding of

. -how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.




3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areaé listed below. An "X'" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,
More emphaéis on reading-related skills

Iricreased erknphasyis on improving student achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptivé approach

More emphasié on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved con'imunication with HEW

iy
ot
———
———eramen
S—
Sm————
——————
————
——
anamcasum.
X
——
a——
S——
t———
Smp—
—————
Se——

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ____
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. INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

et tal
. Gradesi______K-6_

A  'SChoOl'CixaraCteristics |

, ' ABCD*EF"-:
B Cwographic Re&on ,;['fT, 1. IXI J

"States in thls region are: Arizona. Arkansas, Callfornia,
New Mexico. Oklahoma. Texas . ‘

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural

3. Student Populétion {Total School)

e  Total Reported Emfonment 1,146 |
e Total Students in Each Grade Level ‘ i

Grade " No.of Studehts Grade No.of Students

K 152 7

1 170 8

2 171 9

3 166 10

4 168 | 1n -
5 141 12

6 46 = EMR 42

° Student Ethnicity (Total School)
R Percent o

: American Indian N
! \v Asian . | [ '
‘ Black
Mexican American
~ Puerto Rican
Whi{teg o

Other




Right to Read Student'Charabteristics
1.
2,

Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year

Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
~and Ethnlc Breakdown , :

‘No; of
Students

3 I Total'“

Percent

American
Indian

Black

’g Mexican

American

‘Asian
American

Puerto |-
Rican -

,W‘l:m:ite ,

Other |

152

69

5

4179

A7

- 15

77

166

72

168

89

141

90

70

»n |w |l joo jJoo il

- T G

146

=3

RIS SR
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3. Rcadipg Gains for 1972.73 Schoul Year
(see Vol, II, V, A for detailed rcport)

) Grade Lovel ' : -
(includes only lovels
{for which data were

reported) - Mean Gain per Month St. Dev,
1 gttt cvnid
2 0.4 b
3 0.5. 0.6 .
4 ' —
5 0,2 1.1
6 0.5 0.9

0,4 0.8

St s et ey own

e Overall Mean Gain for School
(means adjusted for differing class sizcs)

¢ Name of Standardized . Gooperative Primary, CTBS
Teaest(s) Uscd

C. Right {o Read Tcacher Characteristics

o Total Number Reported ] 40 |
Mean Range”
Age . 36 1 L_22-55}_ l
No, Years Tcaching Experience [ 8 | | 1-27 -
‘ Male Jemale
® Sex No. A 30
Percent [ )7 83
Mexican Puerto : No

B Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication
: Percent | 6 2 19 67 | 6
i - __BA or BS ; MA or M$ PhD Other No Indication
[ e Degree No. [ " 27 J 8 f 1 1 1 1
}-. | Human. Fine ' No Ingi. -
{ ° Arca of Educ_ Soc Sci itics Arts  PhysSci Math Other cation - -

Degree No. [T5 179 1 10 172 | T 7T ] 1

Read Recading Bilingdal Multi No o
. Spec  Teacher Spec | Subject Other Indication
e JobTitle No.| 2 |2 | i 32 | 2 | |
B o Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
o Residential No, 3 [ 21 110 T |

Index

~ ®potal number of classes for which achicvement data were reportad: 22
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e Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Eff‘ectiv,e'nessk

No Indica-
tion or Not

‘Included

Excellent Good Adeguate Poor Very Poor

. Parent Involve-

in Program

ment | 1 6 | 10| 3 19
" In-service A R
Training 2 6 9. 1.5 18
' ,Rcadihg _ - -
Specialist 8 71 6 2 3 13
- Instructional ’ ' -
" Materials 2 9 16 | 8 2 3
. Teacher Freference Regarding Continuing to ‘No: of o
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers: B
Yes o 22
Yes, if changes are made 11
Questionable 6
No
No Response 1
D. Identification of Project Director
District ' . Reading  Reading .Classroom No Title

Supt.  Principal Specialist 'I'eacher Teacher Other Indicated

X

i




E. . Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

, 1 R Very Not  No
¢ Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication __
~ (PPP) ‘ x i I

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as . -
‘parent involvement, identification and prioritiging of student -
needs and objectives, identification ¢f basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

" Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No : ;
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X X
; Very - Not No
° Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication-
(S aad RC) ’

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

Ways in which S and RC wae used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
- Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

H

Fore:,éast"lnfor a.tionl7 No
Outcomes Dissqmination Indication

X




' l ]
2,
3.

4,
5.
6.

7,
8.
9%

10,

F.  Technical Assistant Utilization

. Réting of Helpfulness: Very t -
‘ ' Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Not No

X

° Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning

Program. implementation

| Ihterpret Right to Read

planning materials ;
Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/

Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment
Diagnosis/prescription
Identify objectives

Staff dévelopment

11,

12

13,
- 14,

15,
16,
117,
18,

19,
20,

Identify alternate approaches | _ i

Develop team teachiﬁg
Obsér‘}e classss

Advige on parental
involvement

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D.C.

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of activity




: G; | ‘Parent Involvement

e Extent of
‘ Involvement

®  Activitles:
Unit Task Force
Program planning
Program implementation
Develop materials
Purchase/repair materials
Atdes, tutors, volunteers
Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

l

—————y

L

o B

9.
10,

11.
12,
13,
14,

1 X

Reading is Fundamehtal

PTA, 6pen'h0use. other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities

Community relations

-Information dissemination

No indication




" Teacher Ai’des

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aldes

Worked in classrooms
Were paid '
Were! Parent

Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student

Other

Average number of hours aides worked

per semester

Types of Activities Performed:

Tutoring stuflénts
Marking tests
Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

Preparing materials

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel

Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside

class

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other '

309

15%

£

4 A

232

xx!x'xx

X
X
X

X

Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate n.umber

of teachers reporting data)

Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

Very

5

4

5

o8




L. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:
® Individuals responsible for training:
Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacher

No indication

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

Other staff
Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

. Training areas:
Learning theory - Instructional approach
Student backgrcund and self Instructional materials
concept

Teaching techniques
Language development

Classroom organization and

Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication
approach

89

>




° Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
obgervations

University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

¢ Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No

Helpful Helpful H»slpful Indication

X

° UTF Members:

Consultants
Administraiors
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents

Others

No indication

Frequency of meetings:

Very
Frequent Frequent Infrequent

No
Indication

X
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. Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs . Develop matarials
Develop proposal or work Inservice training
statement Budget

- Needs assessment Information dissemination

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive

approach Develop tests

Identify objectives Evaluation

Gather data No indication X
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

® Rating of Helpfulness:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
° UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators

Reading specialist

Teachers

Parents
Others
No indication X

° Frequency of Meetings:

Very ' ‘ No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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¢ Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs /consultants

Develop criteria for student
selection or placement

Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training

Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress

Serve on special committees
Review prdgram progress
Information dissemination
Evalcvation

No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation

Contracts

Individualized instruction
Progress checklists

Testing

Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student /teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication
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4, am L iony
Program Location Mean Number of
~ Semester Hours
Reported per Class
Reading is taught as a separate subject 89
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter 57

Special assistance is provided ocutside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help 59

No indication

5, Studant/Teacher Organization:
Mean Number of
Semeaster Hours
Reported per Class
Single teacher--multi-subjects 249
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 48
Team teachers : 24
Students doing cross-age teaching 7
Tutor-specialist i 0
Tutor-aide ' 1
Other 11
No indication

6. Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 25

Small groups (5 or fewer students) 15

Large groups (6 or more students) 87

No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to repozt
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported; 46
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined): v

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking

Used) Language
Standard English 99% 119
Non-Standard English 1 26
Spanish . 1
French
American Indian
language or dialect
Japanese
No indication 2
8, Reading Approach:
Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
Meaning emphasis 38
Code emphasis 4
Linguistics 1
Modified alphabet 0
Responsive environment 0
Programmed learning 0
Individualized reading 22
Language experience 4
Eclectic or teacher's own 53
Other 0
No indication
O
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9. Tzchniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Macbine - based programmed

instruction . 0
Other programmed instruction 4
Gaming/simulation 1
Instructional TV 1
Interactive media 0
Intensive involvement 01
Discussion groups - | 16 |
Demonstration- performance | 68
Lecture meT
Contracts 1
Use of supplementary materials ‘ 12

Other ‘ 20
No indication '
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10.

11.

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagrostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.

The teacher has deveioped or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading,

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in
tecrms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to cach objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $60,000

Number of
Classrooms

in Which
Procedure

Used

34

30

41

27

prstnccanpune

25

28

27

217

44

26

45
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Io MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
SELF- ATION .

1 Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

/ Degree of
Accomplishment

Project Objectives

STUDENT
Student Attitude X X
Student Behavior ' X X
Student Reading Achievement X X
Reading- Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude X X
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement X X

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction

Innovations ,
Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

#Sites may have indicated program success under '""Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment' or under '"Major Findings', The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Major Findings*

Major Area &R & & ol A8

STUDENT
Reading Achievrment X
Reading -Related Skills
Social Skills
Attitude ' X

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relatipns

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support

Involvement X

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training X

Program Flexibility

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach

Individualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aldes/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

%*Sites may have indicated program success under ""Major Findings' or
under '""Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'', The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

Q :
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the gelf-evaluation reports

were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X'" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

I A B B O O R B A A

More emphasis on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased em'phasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS

i
i
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IN DIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Schoor s 0602

e —y

School Characterlstlcs

ABCDE*F

“‘l‘.?y'w,‘G(LLaphic Region o N

Ao T IXT )

‘?T?} ;' Utah, Wisconsin. Wyomlng

i 1 Urban-Rural Index

Urban ‘ Sub'urban |

- %States in this reglon are: Gulorado, Kangas, Towa, Miesouri.?"i
~ Minnesota, Montana,; Nebraakg, North Dakota. South Dakota., o

X

‘ Rnr‘at'

3, Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 62g
e Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No of Students Grade No. of Students »

K i SR, |
1 78 8
2 63 9
3 76 10
4 121 11
5 101 12
6 112

e Student Ethnicity {Total School)

American Indian
Asian

Black

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White

Other

Q 10]

Percent
0.4
0.5
0.6

86. 5




::«Read Student Characteriaucs - : =
_Amount of Time ln Program; 1972 73 School Year

2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
~‘i~':'o.nd Ethnic Breakdown

HTotal Lo et 5’ Sy Percent

No: of Am"efiii;_can Mextcan “Asian Puerto
..tudenta India‘n““‘ BlaCk Amer!can Amarlca_n Rican

_ ’:771 o el g : : e

63 | S TR ) R e

LIS D e O e T

121 Rk st | ]

101 e | ] e

112 o1 o 37;_,,1

+ o e s of




Rumlihp; J(i:tinﬁ for 197273 Schou) Yu&r*
{vt:_u Voli 11, V, A for detniled reporl)

o Grade Level
{includos only lovels
for which data were

reportqd) : Muean Gain per Month St. Dev.,
2 1,3 o8

3 1,5 Lo

4 1,6 o2

5 1.1 Lo

6 1.5 0,90

. B iy

0 :Ovoréxll'Méa‘n Gain for School 1.4
. {means adjusted for differing class sizes)

S Naime of Standardized s .
‘ Test(s) Used | SAT -

'C." ~ Right 1o Read Teacher Characteristics

- ©  Total Numbox Reported [z l S
o ‘ Mean - - Range
| Age L) GEsm 1
6 No. Years Teaching Experienco te. ) [
' ‘ . ‘ Mala JFemale
o Sex No. { 2 19
N Porcent 110 90
: ' ~ Moxican Puerto . _"No
e Ethnicity AmrInd Asjan Black Amer  Rican White Other ladication =
o - No., ] 1 » 18 —
- Percent 5 =N ‘ 90 _ | et
o BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication o
e Degree No. | 18 1 2 | | 1
e Human- Ijue No Indi *
e Axrca of Educ Soc Sci  ities  Axts Phys Sci Matlh Other cation
‘Degrce No. [ 18 T 7 | Lt 1 1T T 1 T 4
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec__ Teacher  Spec Subject Other Indication
o  Job Title No, [~ | I ~ .19 [ 1 L. 1
= Jnnex City Usrban  Suburban Rural No Indication
o  Residential N, [ I [ 35 1 15 1 I H
Index

© ¥Total number of classes for which achicvement data weore reported: 18

D ]
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° Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features

(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

Lffcctivenensn

No Indica~ -
tion or Not

Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

' Included
Excellent Good Adeguate Podr Very Poor in Program
Parent Involve- . |
ment 2 3 7 1 8
~ In-service
- Training 17 3 1
Reading ~
Specialist 7 9 2 3
Instructional
Materials 12 8 1
¢ Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program next ycar: ‘Teachers:
Yes 20
Yes, if changes are made 1
Questionable ‘
No
No Response T
D. Identification of Project Director
District Reading PReading Classroom No Title

Other Indicated

Supt.

X
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E.  Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Very ~ Not - No

N Program Planning Procedure - Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) B N oo —r
X o

(A document with charts gulding the school in such areas as

_parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
“materials,and program organigations, Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources: to support the new program)

Wlays in which PPP was used in program

:_5:“: Stru,ctu.ring Identiiication f " ldentification Listing Ongoing NO e iigd
: va?nd’iplanning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Prionties Eval Indication <

. Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S a;zdﬂRC) : ’ N 1

X

(A document with charts gulding the school in commumty involve- S
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D,C.)

;,Jlays in which 8 and RC was used:

{Program Student/Teacher Task ‘ Display Raference
“Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Sourca

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X
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i By Technical Aasistant Utilization

1,

o,
10,

. Ratlng ofHelpfulness' Ver ' | | o
: Helpful Helpful Helpful Indicatxon

Not No

x

I Tlechnical Assistant Activities:

Program planning

Program imple mentation

Interpret Right to Read

planning materials
Work on the Unit Task Force

’Develop Work Statement/

Proposal

“Develop or identify

curriculum materials
Needks assessment
DiagnoSis/pre scription
Identify objecti\res

Staff development

%]

11,
12,

13,
14,

15,
16,
17.
18,

19,

20,

106

Identify alternate approaches
Develop team teaching
Observe classes .

Advigse on pafental
involveme nt

Recomrhend consultants
Budget planning |
Evaluatlon

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D.C.

Plan for 1973.74 prograth
No indication of activity




! ‘G‘. f Parent Involvement

e Extent of "~ High Medium Low No Indication
,lnvo,lvement, SO RN i

—
¥

o Activities:

Unit ‘Task Force . | , 9% ReadinLis Fundamental

|  Program planning 10, PTA, opeti Hbﬁse.f'bt‘heyr‘
S T ~ ' - traditional meetings -

Prbkgfamtimple‘kmentatibn 2 ' T
‘ ' ' : 11, Supplementary activities .

Dev"elo’p materials -

‘12, Commun'ity, x“e‘la’tions

| ,Puﬁ:hase/repair materials

13, Information dissemination

| ~'Aide‘é', tufors, volunteers . TR
: 14, No indication o X

- Advisory council

‘Workshops, conferences
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o Teacher, Aldes

i 'Péxjcent_;a;gefor Teachers Reporting Aides

e  Worked in classcooms 92%
‘& Were paid 52%
¢  Were:  Parent 56%
~ Student teacher o
~ Community organization member
High school student - 148% ;
Other 124%)
o Average number of hours aides worked o
per semester 188
"o Types of Activities Performed: |
~ Tutoring students X
Marking tests X
Distributing materials X
Working in small and large groups X
Preparing materials X
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel | X
Bus monitoring ‘ X
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class X
Classroom maintenance X
Supervising field trips X
Other | X
° Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)
Very Very

10

11

2

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective
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| ';Progr‘ami Characteristlcsf .

T Insexvice Trainirg

e - Individuals reSponsible for training. |

| J»Consuitants | o o
~Technical. Assistant Team ('I‘AT) members N
Project director S , o

, Reading specialist
» Classroom teacher
. No indication

° Indxviduals trained. :

| Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers .
_ Other staff - |
: 'Paraprofe saxonals
Parents |
~No indication

. Trainmg areas:

Instfuctional approach
: 'Instructtonal materials

Learning theory

Student background and Self
concept

Teaching techniques

Language development

Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program

Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

109

Classroom organization and

‘management

Evaluation
No indication




° ; Traintng Methods:

Group or individual meetlngs, seminara, workshops.
COnferences : o

School vleltatione, demonatration teaching, classroom
- observations

Unlvereity courses

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Frequent Frequent Infrequent.

Planning Phase
. Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X

° UTF Members:
Consultants »
Administrators X
Reading specialist X
Teachers X
Parents
Others
No indication

° Frequency of meetings:
Very No

X

Indication
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’eet with ’I‘ATa
evelop proposal or woz-k

eed.s assessment

eveIOp dlagnostlc/prescriptivo .
pproach

enufyjobjecuves |
ather data ;
omplete ppp

. UTF members:

& Types of Activities:

~ Inse rvice tralning

~ Evaluation

De’velopmatérials

Budget ‘ o
,Information dis semination
DeveIOp tosts '

: X ~ No —kihd’ikcat‘ion B

Hlmpl'eme'ntayt,i,on Phage

o ,Ratiﬁg of Helpfulness:

-~ Very

NO

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indlcation .

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents

Others

No indication

° Frequency of Meetings:

4

Very
Frequent

Frequent

e I I N

Inf requent

Indication

X
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) TypeS' of Actitrities:

- Moot with TATs/consultants

; Develop criteria for student
‘_;selection or placement

- Student diagnosis

f,,ldenufy tutors

, InSe rvice training

- Develop community involvement
_ activities

 Status and reporting activities ,

‘Record progress

- Serve on special com‘mittees

Review program progress
Information diQSemination
Evaluation
- No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels

o Teacher observation

o - Contrdcts

Individualized instruction

‘Progress checklists

Testing

Review case histories

Staff conferences

" Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives ;
Audio-Visual, Multimedia

Commercially made programs ‘

Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication
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4. | Program Location Mean Nutbex of
Semester Hours .
Repo’rted per Class

~Reading is taught as a separate subject B ETT
' Reading is taught indirectly S 1.,
_ through other subject matter S ‘ 112

. Special assistance is provided sutside the
- classroom for studants in special need of

~ readinghelp o B 76_
~No indication | ~

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Mean Number of
- Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Single teacher-Qmulti-subjects ; ~ 1236
_ Réading specialist (‘resp‘on'siblekfor more 45 f
~than one class) - v
 Team teachers - : - 38
 Students doing crdss-age teaching : h : (%
‘ ,Tutb_r,-specialist ; le
Tutor-aide , 16
Other 27 .
No indication ‘
6. Student Organization: Mean Number of

Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 30
Small groups (5 or fewer students) \ 46
" Large ‘groups (6 or more students) 115

No indication

’?information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report L
~on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 25 -
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Standard English

language or dialect
o Japanese

No indication

Non-Standard English )

- 7. , “‘Classréom Language (All Classes',Combined)?‘ |

Language of Instruction Native Langua e of Students;’f
(% of Time Language R

Used)
- 100%'

8, - Reading Approach:

Other

No indication

Lingulstics
Modified alphabet
Responéive environment

_ Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis

Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own

114

(% of Students peaklng

Language

92%
5
ik

Mean N\imber of

Semester Hours 3y

‘Reported per Class
22

8

s € AR, A S % e 35

34 .
49




Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine basc.d programmed

_ instruction
,Other Pf°8rammed instruction

. Gaming/simulation -

| - antructional TV

Interactive media

S 7Intensive involvement

~ Discussion groups

| o "‘Demonstration performance
 Lecture ' '

"'*;Contracts : , ,

5 Use of supplementary materials
| Other , '

»No mdication

115

Mean Number of
Semestor Hours
Reported por Class




10,

11.

"Classroom Evaluation Proceduras;

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or

all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for ench student.

" The teacher has formulated or sslected

specific objectives for the entire class.
The teacher has developed or identified an

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students i8 measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of students i8 measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective,

Studenis are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation,

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

24

19

25
17

10

20

11

22

17

22

20

25
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J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

‘1,  Project Objectives and Degree of Accomigliahment %

Degree of »
Accomplishment o

Project Objectives

STUDENT 1
Student Attitude X ‘ X
Student Behavior ' | '
Student Reading Achievement
Reading-Related Skills X X

TEACHER
Teacher _ Co@ete ncy
Teachef Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvem‘ent , X X

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction X X

Innovations

b
%

Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

#Sites may have indicated program success under ""Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment' or under "Major Findings'". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the gelf-evaluation.
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A Major Findings®

Major A;ea

STUDENT
Reading Achievement X
Reading - Related Skills X

~ Social Skills ‘
Attitude X

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support

. Involvement X

PROGRAM

_Success of Inservice Training
Program Flexibility

L Helpﬁxlness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach ~ *

' Indiviglualization of Instruction X

Value of Assistance from
Aldes/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under '"Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'', The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation,

‘ Q 118 )




3. Program Recommendations

_ ‘Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

More emphaais on reading-related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial hyelp ,

be | |

Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

o b |

More emphas_is on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction

Expand program within school‘/school‘diétrid

be |

More materials/equipment/personnel

l

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency

|

Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved‘ evaluation techniques |
Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

—te———

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ____
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A

School:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

0801

Grades:

K-5

School Characteristics

1. Geographic Region

A B*C D E F

“States in this région are: D,C,, Delaware, I'llivn’o‘is. 'In:"diana. )

LixlP T 1 I |

Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West

Virginla

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban

¥

Rural

X

3. Student Population (Total §chool)

e Total Reported Enrollment 928
e Total Students in Bach Grade Level

- Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students

K

O o W N =

6

109 7
153 g
143 9
174 10
176 11
173 12

° Student.Ethnicity (Total School)

-

American Indian
Asian

Black

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White

Other

121

Percent
-9

10




' i

- Rig' ht to Read Student Cha.racteristics

Amount of Tlme in Program: 1972. 73 School Year

Number of Ri
“and: Ethnic B

ght to Read Students in Each Grade Level
reakdown = - | ,

Total

5 Perc‘ent ‘

NOf Of
Students

American

IBlack

' Mexlcan

Asian

; Puertd ’

109‘ -

C Indian

78

Ainerican‘

American

Rican -

‘White-

21

}.--4 ——-UJW.

153
143

83

; d.

-—--qr-——- -

88

174

91

176

92

173

93

~ | Joo o

[P S
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U Grade Yevel
~ {includes only lovals
for which data were

: "i‘{‘t‘:’ndi’nu Cidnu for 19%2-73 School Y ear
(kwo Vol. JI, V, A foxr detailed report)

]k

repox{cd) : Muan Gain per Month St. Nev,
1 2.9 0,8
2 0.6 0.8
3 ¢ L2
4 1.7 l : 5 ‘
5 1.4 1
6 o
o Ovorall Mean Gain for School 1.6 L 3
- (means adjusted for difforing class sizes)
¢ Name of Standardized - :
Test(s) Used ‘ Lee Clark; CTBS
Right 1o Read Teacher Characteristics '
® Total Numbes Reported [257]
Me¢an  _ Rango
Age (35 ) [Zzsse_ 1
No. Years Teaching Experience Lo | 136 |
‘ Male Fainale
e Sex - No. 3 '
N Percent [ 12 88 .
' Mexican Pucrto : ~ No iy
Ethnicity Amr Ind Asjan Black _Amer Rican White Othex Indication.
No. [1 T 0 M 13 1 1 I ;
Percent | 4 40 52 4 | ‘
o ‘ BA or BS MA o» MS PhD Other No Indication
o Degree  No. [[2_ T 4 [ - m—EE
Human- Fine . No Indi.
e Arca of Iiduc  Soc Sci  itics Arts Phys Sci Math Other cation
Degree No, [25 ] | | i I | | ]
Read Recading Bilingual Multi No i
Spec  Tcacher Spec Subjoct Other Indication s
Job Title  No, | I J |22 | I —
it Jnnex City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
- Residential No, [T ] T 7 | R ) 1

Index
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L

o Teacher Atlitude Toward Right To Read Featuros
(figures indicate number of teachors responding) No Indica-

et . tionh or Not
Lffectivenoss "Included

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program

Parent Involve-

“ment 3 5 4 3 10
In-service '
Training 8 8 6 3
Roading'
Specialist 4 5 16
Instructional '
Materials 16 ! ‘ 2
o Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing fo No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:
Yes 23
Yes, if changes are made 1
Questionable
No
No Response —“1 o

D. Identification of Project Director

District | Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Supt.  Principal Specialiet Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

-
4
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials
' Very Not No

) Program Planning Procedure " Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) ,
X

(A document with ~harts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. - Algo supplied information.
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

~ Ways in w}ﬂch PPP was used in program:

o Structuring Identification of ldentification Listing Ongoing No e
- and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X X

Very Not No ,
° Statns and Reporting Center  Usefu!l Useful Useful Indlcation
(S aad RC) :
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

'7 Ways in which S and RC was used:

- Program Student/Teacher Task Display ‘Reference
- Planning Needs Assessment Assignments. Program Progress Source

X

k Foredast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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o2
. -3,

5.

b

5 7;

'F,. Technical Assistant Utilization

e Rating 6£'He’lp£uyln‘ess: Very

Not No
-Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X

e  Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning
Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment
Diagnosis/prescription
Identify objectives

Staff devélopment

11,
12,
13,
14,

15,
16,
17,
18,

19,
20,

Identify alternate approaches
Develop team teaching
Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement ‘

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of act‘ivity
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G, ~ Parent Involvement

¢  Extent of High Medium Low No Indication
Involvement —r— g ' ‘

x .

e  Activities:

Unit Task Force X :9. Reading is Fundamental

Program planning - ‘ 10'.’ PTA. ‘open hoﬁée. other
‘ - | @ traditional meetings

Program implementation

ey , 11, Supplementary activities
- Develop materials ' b

12, Com"rhu‘n‘ity relations

: Purchase/ repair materials

13, Informatibn diséemihatioh

,”A!id‘es, tutors, volunteers X

' 14. No indication

y Advisory council

‘ WorkxshOps, conferences
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Teacher Al}des

?e‘ieeﬁtegeof Teachers Reporting Aldes

o  Worked in classrooms 25%]
e  Were pald 23%
e  Were:  Parent [18% |
' | Student teacher 1 %)
Community organization member 4 %|
High school student 8 %
Other 4 %
° Average number of hours aides worked R
per semester 106
° Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students X
Marking tests x
| Distributing materials %
Working in small and large groups Az
Preparing materials %
Liaison with parents-and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring
Supervising recreational activities in or outside X
class
Classroom maintenance x
Supervising field trips |
Other
o Teacher rating of aidee' effectiveness (ﬂguren indicate number .
of teachers reporting data)
Very Very

Effective Etfective Ineffective Ineffective e

16 9
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1. 'Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:
) Individuals respcnsihle for training:
Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacher

No indication

Y Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher

Classroom teachers
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents

No indication

) Training areas:
Learning theory Instructional approach
Student background and self Instructional materials
concept

Teaching techniques
Language development

Classroom organization and

Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program Evaluation
. Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication
* approach
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Training Methods:

~ Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences ‘

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom X
observations i

University courses

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
- No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

® UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators X
Reading specialist ‘
Teachers X
Parents X
Others

No indication

° Frequency of meetings:

Very No

X

Frequent Frequent _ Infrequent Indicatién
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¢ - Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs

'bﬁevelop proposal or work
-statement ;

Needs assessment

- ‘Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach

ﬁlldéptiiy objectives

Gather data

Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

o Rating of Helpfulness:

® UTF memt%ers:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents

Others

No indication

Develop materials X
Inservice training
Budget 11X

Information dissemination
Develop tests

Evaluation

No indication

Very Not No

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

ol Co Tl o8 b

. Frequency of Meetings:

Very

Frequent Frequent Infrequent

No

Indication
X .
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¢ Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs /consultants

Develop criteria for student
sclection or placement

Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training

Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress

Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation

No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation

Contracts

Individualized instruction
Progress checklists

Tésting

Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student/teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives

Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication
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" *Information on items four throu

4, Program Locations¥

Reading is taught as a separate subject
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the
‘classroom for students in special need of
reading help

No indication

5.  Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist {responsible for more
than one class)

- Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

120

171

30

Mean Number of
Semester Hours ;
Reported per Class -

304

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
84
37

92

: gh ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
- on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 25




1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language

, T;sed)
. Standard English

- Non-Standard English

- Spanish

~French

 American Indian
- language or dialect

. Japanese
No:indication

8, Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet

98 %

Responsive environment

Programmed learning
Individualized reading

Language experience

Eclectic or teacher's own

Other
No indication
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(% of Students
Language

peaking

99%
1

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

24
34
22
1
9

67
47

23
23
8




%

Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

‘Machine-based programmed

instruction .

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation

Ins;ructional TV

 Interactive media

Intensive involvement
Discussion ‘groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

47
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0 '}f’, '(f;‘lg',,é'g'i#bOm Evaluation Procedures;

Diaghostic reading tests are used wyith‘most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
~specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected

specific objectives for the entire class,.

The teacher has developed or {dentified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading,

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward

reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is msasured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000

Number of
~ .Classrooms
~in Which
- Procedure

25

23

23

13-

23

19

25

24

25
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J.  MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Project Objectives and Dggree of Accomplishment *

Degree of o
Accomplishment EX

Project Objectives &

STUDENT
__Student Attitude _ 1 x |
Student Beha.vior . X | 1 X:
X | |
X

_ Student’ Reading Achievement
Readlnj-_R_elated Skills
TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teachef Behavior
PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement X X
X

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction

Innovations
Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under '"Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under '"Major Findings''., The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Msjbirindingg_*

Major Area

| STUDENT
Read.ing AChievement‘ X
Reading - Related Skills
Social Skills

__Attitude

TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher~-Staff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support , . X
Involvement

PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training X

Program Flexibility
Helpg'ul_nesa of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach

Individualization of Instruction

~..Value of Assistance from
_Aldes/Volunteers X

;  SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

%Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings' or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'". The

- reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" {ndicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on impr-oving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve Parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

Moxe staff training

More e‘mphasis on diagnostic-pr’escript’ive approach
More emphasis on individualizat“ion of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment)personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

———
X
o
——
X
Smtiion
n———
X
w————
——
Bar—
———
———
nmanny
————
e
—————
———
——

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS

139




' ‘School: 1001




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1001
Grades: 1.7

School Charactéristics

1.

| A B C*D E F
Geographic Region LI IXT T°1 1

%“States in this region are: Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee

Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural
' X
Student Population {Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 810
e Total Students in Each Grade Level
Grade - No.of Students Grade No.of Students
K 7 94
1 133 8
2 135 9
3 124 10
4 112 11
5 95 12
6 117
e Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent
American Indian
Asian
Black 9
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White 91

Other
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B, Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown
I Total . Percent _j'
No. of | American Mexican Asian Puerto
Grade |Students| Indian [Black {American {American| Rican | White | Other
K _
1
SR 1 X 2 B 5 95
5 .
135 7 93 o
3 124 7 93
e ~ 10 90’
> 95 _ 10 ) 90 | ]
¢ | 12 88 [
F‘—7 \
94 12 88 R
p ]
9
10 i
- it i
l ]
: ! |
12 ; ;
A 1
4 1
" |
!
'
T i




oading Gadns for 1972-73 ScImol Ym,w o
*f(““ Vol, II, V, A for dutailed roport)

v Grado Levol wk
- (includus only lovols
~for which data wore

o roportud) : Mean Galin per Month St. Deav,
. 0.9 0.6
3 0.8 ' | --~’- 0 ?--—-
o Ovorall Mean Gain for School 0.9 : 09
~ {means adjusted for differing class sizos) '
Lo Name of ftandardived SAT, Stanford Diagnostic

Ri{,ht 10 Read Teachex Charactcrisrics

. Tota.l Nuinboer Reported (127
: Mecan Range
Age (20 )] [C22-47 ]

o  No. Years Tcaching Experience [ 6] [[T-15"" T
‘ Malo Famale

0 Se.x" | | "~ No. - 2
‘ : Percent - [ 100

Mexican Puerto No

Ethnicity AmrInd Astan Black Amer Rican White Other Indication
- No, L 1 8
Percont - 18 9 R
» BA or BS MA or MS Php Other No Indication
Degree No. [__11 | T ] ! J
. Human-~ Fine No Indi.
Area of Educ  Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cation
Degrece No. {11__ | } | | | L1 1 J
Read Rceading Bilingual Multi No
‘ Spec  Tcacher Spec Subjcct Other Indication
Job Title  No. | L3 | 19 ] [ |
o ‘ Imer Gity  Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
Residential No, [ | 3| 9 I ] 1

Index

otal number of classes for which achievement data were roported: 14

vDoes not include combined yrades
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° Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Featuros
(figures indicate numbor of teachaers rosponding)

Effectivencss

No Indica-
tion or Not

‘Included
Excellent Good Adequate Poor Vory Poor in Program
Parent Involve-
ment 4 4 1 3
In-service
Training 5 4 1 2
Reading ‘
Specialist 16 1 1
Instructional
Materials 10 ! !
¢ Teacher Prefercnce Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program necxt year: Teachers:
Yes 1
Yes, if changes are made 1
Questionable
No
No Response 1
D. Idcentification of Project Director
District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Other Indicated

Supt.

Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

X

Lirector of County Schools Reading Center
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Very Not No
] Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) "

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as

parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student

needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information -
“on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, = Indication

X

Very Not No
[ Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(S aad RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaiscn with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

- Ways in which § and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No ¢
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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F, Technical Assistant Utilization

) Rating of Helpfulness:

Very

Not No

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X -

° Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning
Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read
planning materials

Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/
Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment
Diagnosis/prescription
Identify objectives

Staff development

11,
12,
13,
14,

15,
16,
17,
18,

i9,
20,

{dentify alternate approaches
Develop team teaching
Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C, :

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of activity
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G. Parent Involvement

° Extent of
Involvement

° Activities:
Unit Task Force
Program planning
Prdgram implementation
Develop materials
Purchase/repair materials
Aides, tutors, volunteers
Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

147

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9
10,

11.
12,
13,
14,

Reading is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities
Community relations
Information dissemination

No indication




Teacher Aldes

Percentage of Teachera'Reportlng Aides

) Worked in classrooms 88%
. Were paid- ~ 82%
° Were; Parent 2.9%

Student teacher

Community organization member
High school student
Other 76%] -

° Average number of hours aides worked
per semester 281

® Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

5 f5¢ I [3¢ I

Preparing materials

Liaison wit'. parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside X
class

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

] Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10 5
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Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:
° Individuals responsible for training:
Consultante X

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist 1LX
Classroom teacher
No indication B

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher

Classroom teachers X
Other staff

Paraprofessionals X
Parents

No indication

. T raining areas:
Learning theory Instructional approach X
Student background and self 4 Instructional materials X
concept Teaching techniques X
Language development Classroom organization and
Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/prescriptive No indication
approach X
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Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences

School visitations, demonstration teaching, clg.dsroom '_

- observazions

University courses ;
Yldeo taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities
Planning Phase
) Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpiul Indication
X

™ UTF Members:
Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication ' X

Frequency of meetings:

Very No
Frequent Fr.quent Infrequent Indication

X
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’ Meet with TATs

Devélop propoaal or work
atement ,

Needs assessment

eVelop diagnostic /pre 8¢ riptive
approach

,Identit'y objectives
Gather data

Implementation Phase

¢ Types of Activities:

e B¢ e |

° Rating of Helpfulness:

Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget | ' X
Information dissemination
Develop tests.

Evaluation ; X
No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
. UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication X
[ Frequency of Meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
X
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D Types of Activities:

L“,;_}»'_Mt.et with TATB/consultants X Statua and reportlng activities
o iDe\.relop ¢riteria for student ‘Record progress
i.iolegtiqn‘qr placement Serve on special committees
- Bludent diagnosts . Review program progress
Idemlitfy tutors . Information diasemination
Inservice training ‘Evaluation
?:t\{sigi:ommunity involvement No indicat}ion
3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:
Individualized prescription :: Supplementary materials
Identification of student skill levels Games, manipulatives
Teacher observation Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Contracts Commercially made programs
Individualized instruction Student grouping
Progress checklists X Special classes
Testing X Skill sessions
Review case histories Field trips
Staff conferences Reading/language center
Student/teacher conferences Reading specialist, tutors

Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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4. Program Locationg¥

Reading ts taught as a sepafate subject

Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance 18 provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
~ reading help

No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Team teachers
Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist
~Tutor-aide
Other
No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

182

318

75

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

272

34
45
0
110
25
0

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

48
25
219

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report

on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported; 17

153




. Standard English
- Non-Standard English

7.

 Spanish
Freach

American Indian
language or dialect

Japanese
- No indication

8,

Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language

Used)

100%

Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis

Code emphasis
Linguistics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other

No indication
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(% of Students Speaking
Language

97%
1

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

62




9 Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Machine - based programmed
instruction 3
Other programmed instruction 6
Gaming/simulation 8
~ Instructional TV | 5
Interactive media 10
Intensive involvement 2
Discussion groups 30
Demonstration-performance 35
Lecture B 17
Contracts 1
Use of supplementary materials 90
Other 0
No indication
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11.

0. Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

'Diagnostic reading teste. are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs. _

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class,

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,

Visible records are kept of class performance,
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective. ,
Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation,
Parents are informed of students' progress,

<

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $50, 000

. in Which
Used

Number of =
Clamsroorm;z o

Procedure

16 |

13

13

13

12

13

10

16

13

15
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- MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECON

IMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

o o szeject Objectives‘ :

l. | Project Oibjec‘ttvea fancil Degree of Accomplishment *

Degree of o
Accomplishment

v/ %

' b‘é’u" o ‘-'5&".,3
AT 7~y e'q'c?

&/ 8157

tudent Attitude

'_st’g" deﬁt i}ehavig_r

Reading Achievementk

. Readin 'V.Related Skilla

TEACHER
Teacher Competency

Teacher Attitude

Teacher Behavior

i PARENT/COMMUNITY

 Parent/ Community
Involvem ent_

N Pa.rent Attitude

PROC}RAM ,
Information Die semination

1 Individua,lization of
: Instruction

Innovations

Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

“Sites may have indicated program success under '"Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment'" or under '""Major Findings''.

The

reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of

how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Major Findinge*

o

Major Area

| STUDENT
| Readlng Achievement
|_Resding-Related Skills
- | _Social skilts

L Attitude ‘
TEACHER
1 _Competency ' ’ X
_ Attitude ‘
’Teacher-Student Relations
» Teacher-sta[f Relations

PARENT/ COMMUNITY
Support

Involvement

lPROGRAM
. Success of Inservlce Training
18 Program Flexibility .
- Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

'Slgniflcant Changes in- Reading
Approach

Indivldualization of Instruction ]

Value of Assistance from
Aldes/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDING:3

R e

o "‘Sttes may have indicated program success under '""Major Findings'' or
* - under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accompilishment'", The
- reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
. how auccessful the prOgram was according to data in the self-evaluation,
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3. Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports

were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X'" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular arex.

oo
W——
a—
et
—————
——
—
X
——
Wet—
——
———
Stmssare.
———
re——
————
————m—
womannnm—

Mor» emphasis on reading-related skills
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

klviore ramedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-pérent communications

More staff >training |

Idore emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude -
Iraproved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communic’a»ti‘on with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS —
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School: 1301




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT ‘

School; ___k 1301“_7 o —
Crades: _1.12

A B ¢ n E r*;, e
| I !_1 IxX]

*Statea ln thls reglon arez Aluka. Idaho. Guam, Ne"ada, S
Oregon. Washlngton B | | e

2 | UrbamRural Index TN

Studont Pofuxauon 'I‘otal Schoo'_"’gi ke
.« Total Reported Enrollment '~"o4'6‘
® Total Students in’ Each Gra.de Level

Grade No. ofStudenta > Grade No ofStudents
B  43?‘ — 8 s
415 9 588
433 10 53
469 11 e
533 5 426
511 Spec Ed. 100

AN I O R TN

¢ Student Ethnicity (Total School)
, - C Percent

American Indian
Asian

Black

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White

Other

FIFFL

161




r Right to Read Studente ln Each Grade Level
Breakdown

:: VNOl of
2 {Students]

'I‘otal

Pe rcént

,Afhéﬂcati

Indian

Mexlcan

CAslan

Whitg

l‘

| Black

A‘merv_ican

American

Rican -

Jast

-

95

wieoe]lw]lo}lulel e e faed

[
<o

110

100

—
g

1 ™
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3, Tléndi’hﬁ G\inb for 1992.73 Sché@in‘l‘ Yol

(seo Vol, I, V, A for detuiled yoport)

o (hado Level
(includes only lavels
for which duta were

oh

reportoed) Mcan Guin par Month St. Nev,
3
] -2 7
3 B
4 1.2 1.1
5 ' : '
10 0,5 1,1
% Overall Moan Gain {or School 1.l 1,1 ‘
~ (meane adjusted fov differing class sizes) R
©  Namao of Standaxrdized
Tost(s) Used SAT
Right to Read Teacher Characloristics
o  Totul Numbox Reported | Ep ' |
: - Mean Range
Ago (39 ] [zz=ss¢_ )
No., Years Teaching Experiecnce [T12 ] [_1-38 ]
_ Mala Famale
¢ Sex No, F‘TQ 41
Porcent 32 68
- - Mexican Puerto No
e Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amor Rican White Othor Indicati
No. 3 1 53 ’
Percont | 1¢ 2 88

o BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No hdicittion o
;t,g‘.;’ o Degree No. [ 43 [ 16 | A 1 k , |
' ‘Human- TFine No Indi.
(] Area of Jduc  Soc Sei ities Arts PhysSci Matli Other cation
Degree No, | 53 ] 4 | i | 1 [ IR L1 ] ]
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec  Teacher  Spec Subject  Other Indication
° Job Title No. | [ i1 [ 52 T & | ]

Joner City

Urban Subnrban Rural

No Indication

) Resjdential No, [

[ 7

179

1

]

i

Index

“Total number of classes for which achievement data were roported: 19
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(ﬂguraa indlcata numbar of teachers rospondlng)
| S5 Fffectivenesf :

Teachor Attitudo 'I‘oward nght To Rend,Features‘j e
. No Indica~ S
“tionor Not =~ +°
“Includad

Parent Involve- ;

‘:‘:LExcellent Good Adeq_uato Poor Vory Poor-

_in Program

5 1'71a>‘f'*3-.~

9 | sl s ||

o

B 7Y ST TR O R R U

‘_‘_Matorials

e oert o o

e Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to
B Teach in Right To Read Program next yaar-

Yes

Yos, if changoes are made

Questionable

No

No Response
Identification of Project Director

District . Reading Roadmg Classroom

Noi of =~
~ Teachers; ..

- fw for

No Tille

Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indlcatued

);c
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E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materiais

Very Not No X
L) Program Planning Procedure . Useful Useful Useful Indication o
(PPP) : X" '

(A document with charts guiding the school in such a.rea.s as -
_parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of exisﬂng resources to ‘support. the new program}

Ways in which PPP was used. in program :

Structuring Identiﬁcation of Identification Listing Ongoing NO
and Plannm& Studentl'l‘eacher Needs of Objectivea Priorities Eval Indicalion

' - _ Ver ' Not No : :
e . Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indicatlon

S aad RC
(S an ) %

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve .
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with 3urrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

lff:, vWays in Whlch S and RC was used:

" Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

Forecast Information No
- Qutcomes Dissemination Indication

X
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o

"

Tochnical Assistant Utilization
¢ Rating of Helpfulnese: Very o
, , Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Nof . No

X

. Technical Assistant Activi’ties’:

- Program planhing

- Program implementation

Interpret Right to Read

~ planning materials
Work on the Unit Task Force

‘Develop Work Statement/

Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment
Diaénosis /prescription
Identify objectives

Staff development

11,
12,
13,
14,

15,
16.

17,

18,

19,
20,

Identify alternate approaches | i

DéVelop team teaching

Observe classes

Advise on parentai
involvement

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
Evaluatiqn

Liaison with Right to Readk.
Washington, D,C,

Plan for 1973.74 program

No indication of activity
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G,  Parent Involvement

o Extent of
Involvement

) Activitles:
Unit Task Force

Program planning

 Program implementation

Develop materials

- ‘Purchase/repair materials

Aides, tutors, volunteers

-Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

167

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9.

lo.

11,
12,

13,

14,

Reéding is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities

’C,Ommuni'ty‘ relatibhs

Ihformation dissamivnation‘

No indication




Te&cher Aldes

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aldes

®  Worked in classrooms 100
® Were paid 83%
o Were: Parent | 294
Student teacher : 27%
Community organization member 2%
High school student | 65%
| Other o 759
® Average number of hours aides worked 56

por semester
° Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students

Marking tests
Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring -

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

] x> "xxxxx

® Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (iigures indicate number o
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

10 35 3
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I.‘ Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:

° Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacher

No indication

® Individuale trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

Other staff )
Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

. Training areas:

Learning theory

Instructional approach

Student background and self Instructional materials

concept

Language development

Teaching techniques

Classroom organization and

Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program Evaluation
Diagnostic/prescriptive No indication
approach X
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] Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations :

University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

;

Planning Phase
. Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No P
4 Helpful Helpful Helpful Indicationk O
X
° UTF Members:
Consultants N
Administrators X ;
Reading specialist ;
Teachers X ,
Parents X
Others X
No indication ‘
. Frequency of meetings:
Very No

Frequent Frequent Infrequent

Indica»tkion”’ .

X
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) Types of Activities:

Mect with TATs X
Devaelop proposal or work
statement X
‘Nee’:ds agsessment X
‘Dev‘al‘op diagnostic/prescriptive
approach

Identify objectives X

~ Gather data

Complete PPP X

Implementation Phasge

° Rating of Helpfulness:

Develop materials
Inservice training

Budget

Information dissemination
Develop tests

Evaluation

No indication

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

] UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators X
Reading specialist
Teachers X
[ ‘Parents X
Others Z : X
No inditation |
| |
® Frequency of Meetings: /
Very ! No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
. X
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o Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs /consultants

. Develop criteria for student
- selection or placement

Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training

Status and reporting activitios
Record progress ‘

Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination

Evaluation
Develop community involvement
activities No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription

ldentification of student skill levels

Teacher observation
Contracts
"Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing

Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student /teacher conferences

Supplementary materials

Games, manipulatives

Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping '

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors

Language experience approach

Basal text instruction

No indication “,
j

a1z
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. 3*
4 Program Location Mean Number of

Semester Hours
Reported per Class

"Reading is taught as a separate subject 81
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject mutter 116

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of 14
reading help :

No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:
Mean Number of
Semester Hours ‘
Reported per Class -

Single teacher--multi-subjects : 387

Reading ‘specialist (responsible for more

than one class) 2

Team teachers 38

Students doing cross-age teaching 9

Tutor-specialist 6

Tutor-aide . 43

Other 5

No indication

: Lot Mean Number of
6. Student Organization: Semester Hours

Reported per Class

Tudividunlizad sanding inatenstian .T_Z;__
Small groups (5 or fewar students) | 12
Large groups (6 or more students) 40
No indication

*Information on items four through ten was obtained hy 'ask'ing teachers to report
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported:; 48
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1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language

Used)

Standard English 100%

Non-Standard English

Spanish

French

American Indian
language or dialect

Japanese

No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis

Code emphasis
Linguistics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
O*her

No indication
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(% of Students Speaking
Language ;

91%
1

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

19




9.

Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Ingtructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration-~ performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
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10,

11.

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected
spec.ific objectives for the entire class,

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.

Performance of students is measuyred in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress,
Students are involved in self-evaluation,

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40,000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

39

33

45

38

30

30

37

37

31

47

45

45
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L A MAIOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMEND EF N
1. Profect Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment™

Degreo of
Accompllshment

Project Objectivee

; | STUDENT R
Eei Student Attitude :
Stugent Behavior - |-
L Student Reading Achievement 1
" Readu-Related Skiils R I
| zEACHER |
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Beha.vior
PARFNT]COMMUNITY

~ Parent/ Community , -
Involvement S X X

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Disaemination

Individualization of T | e
Inetruction o

Innovations
Ins ervice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel ) X X

*Sites may have indicated program success under ”Program Objectivee
and Degree of Accomplishment! or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sectiong for a complete understanding of
how succeseful the program was according to data in the aelf-evaluation.

N




2 Malor Findings*

: g ‘ ‘?Q“'o i@ K.
| | )
Major Area %‘¢é¢t LW/ qf'G?

STUDENT

st ettt cta——y

Reading Achievement
- |_Reading - Related Skills
| Social Skills
_Attitude
TEACHER
Competency
Attitude
Teacher-Student Relations
Teacher-Sta_ﬂ' Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY

_Support ,

..Involvement

PROGRAM

. S“u;g‘c‘ees of Inservice Training

| _Program Flexibility
Hélpfﬁlnésqfof Technical Aseistance
Significant Changes in Reading

_Approach ‘ '

al 'InQIyidualiJé,tlon of Instruction

Value of Assistance from
~ Ah!es[Vé_lunt’eers»

S

4
Pe—— e L

~ SITE DID NOT GLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

.. %Sites may have indicated program success under ""Major Findings" or
~under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment", The

- reader should refer to both seéctions for a complete understanding of
“how successful the program was according to data in the ‘salf-evaluation.
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SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECC.AMENDATIONS L

3, Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports

| o were categorized into the areas listed below. An "x" indicates that
~ the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

More emphasis on reading-related skills B
Increased emphasie on improving student a'chievement
Increased emphaeie on improving student attitude
More remedial help |

Increased effort to involve parents/community

' Increased schoo‘-parent cnmmunications

More staff training '

More emphasis on diagnbstic-prescriptive approach '
More emphasia on individiialization of inetruction
Expand program within school/a_chool district

More materials/equipment/ personnel

Increased emphasis on im; 'oving teacher competency

Increased emphasis on impx oving tea.cher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of n'fede

. Improved communication with HEW

|
|
i
i
!

Continued funding
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School:




Schdolt

Grades:

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

_1501

K-6

B \ ' Scb;o,ol -Characteristic_é

1, ,G'e'ograph"ic Rogion ‘

Maryland, Mi
Virginia

2, | Urban-Rural Index

A

[CIXT ]

Urban__  Suburban

~ Rural

3, Student Population ‘(,'Io‘t‘al School)

e Total Rgpdi-ted Eniﬁolvlment 763
o Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students

K

T o W NV

6

.o Student Ethnicity (Total Schoql)

103
_96
139
97
120
110

Grado No.of Students

7

8
9
10
11
12

American Indian
Asian

Black

Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White

Othex

B*c D EF
 #States in this reglon are; D,C., Delaware, liinois, Indlana,
chigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West .

Percent

42
30
18
10

|

|




o B.

ight to Read Student Characteriatics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972 73 School Year
, 2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
: and Ethnic Breakdown
' : S ) B -
N Total ; . Percent . 1 !
| No.. of American 1 Mexican | Asian (Puerto| :
Grade S_t(zdents Indian {Black | American | American | Rican | White | Other
K 1103 36 1 45 6 13 | 1
i
L odee 11 38 46 6 9 1 _1
2 |98 35, 45 10 | 10 i __1
3 139 41 42 4 N
4
Py
6 o | |
—
7 !
5 "
9 — -l
9
10 ;
¢ —
11 _ _]I ,
12 ; |
e N
H - M
: |
! ; ,
" . i o
! ! "I
‘§ J )
1




3, Ruudin}; Cindng for 1972.73 Schoa) Yeayic
(sco Vo]_. I, V, A for detailod roport)
e Grade Level

(Includes only lovels
for which data wore

reporied) ‘ Mean Gain per Montl ﬁ;_p‘g_&,
1 - e —
2 0.6 __ 0.6
3 R 0.5
X ‘ et e
5
s
©  Overall Mean Gain for School . 0.7 ) 0.5
(means adjustad fox difforing class sizos) I
[ ¥zm?sc))ftf‘581:3du1-dlzcd . S:.A.'I' I

C. Rivght' 10 Read Teachey Charactoristics

e Total Numbox “Roported I__li '
Mean Rango

Age G2 [z )
No. Years Tcaching Experience 2] (2L ]

Male * JFomalo

e Sex | No. : 16
Poercont * , 100
_ ; Moxican Puerto . 'No o i
e Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Othex Indication
No, 1 7 ’ 1.9
Percont | 6 _ 41 | 153 e,
: | BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication i
° Degreec No, | § |12 1 ' S B
| Human- Fine No Indi. .
Iy Ares jof diduc  Soc Sci ities Axrts  PhysSei Math Othex cation:
Degrge  No., [17 ] o { T 17
Read Readin Bilingual Muiti No
Spze _Teacher  Spec Subicct  Other Indication -~
° Job Title No.| | [ R N T | ~ RN
' L Inmer City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication
o Residential No, % % 7 l i |
~Index \

Total number of classes for which aéhiovemont data ivorp reported; 1 -




‘Included
Excellent Good Adecgquate Poor Very Poor in Program
Parent Involve-
ment 4 5
P
In-sorvice
Training o 4
Reading
Specialist 3 4
Instructional
Materials 1 1
] Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program noxt year: Teachers:
Yes 9
Yes, if changes are made ;
Questionable
No T
No Response 1 /
D. Identification of Project Director '
District Reading Reading Classroom No Title
Principal Specialist Teacher 'feacher Other Indicated

Toacher Atlitude Toward Right To Read Foatures
(figures indicate number of teachors responding)

Effeclivencss

No Indica-
tion or Not

Sl.lPll

A

184 -




E. Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Very Not No
° Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP)
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such arcas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring ldentification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X

Very Not No
° Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(S aad RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

° Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
° Technical Assistant Activities:
1, Program planning 11. Identify alternate approaches |X
2, Program implementation 12, Develop team teaching
3. Interpret Right to Read 13. Observe classes X

planning materials

14, Advise on parental

4, Work on the Unit Task Force involvement X
5. Develop Work Statement/ 15, Recommend consultants
Proposal '
16, Budget planning |
6., Develop or identify |
curriculum materials 17. Evaluation !
7. Needs assessment X 18, Liaison with Right to Read,

Washington, D,C.

8. Diagnosis/prescription

19, Plan for 1973-74 program

9. ldentify objectives

20, No indication of activity

10, Staff development X
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G, Parent Involvement

® Extent of
Involvement

° Activities:
Unit Task Force
Program planning
Program implementation
Develop materials
Puichase/repair materials
Aides, tutors, volunteers
Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9.

10.

11,

12,

13,

14,

187

Reading is Fundamental

PTA, open hbuse, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities
Community relations
Information dissemination

No indication




H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides

° Worked in rlassrooms . 100
® Were paid 56%
® Were: ~ Parent 61%
Student teacher
Community organization member 44%
High school student
Other 22%
° Average number of hours aides worked

per semester 231
° Types of Activities Performed: .
Tutoring students

Marking tests

Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

Preparing materials

Lol B E i o ol S

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel

Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

Classroom maintenance

L Lol B

Supervising field trips
Other X

] Teacher rating of aides’ effcctivenees (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

5 13
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1. Program Characteristics

1. Inservice Training:
° Individuals responsible for training:
Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacher

No indication

™ Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents

No indication

] Training areas:
Learning theory Instructional approach
Student background and self x Instructional materials
concept Teaching techniques
Language development Classroom organiza*ion and
Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program X Evaluation
Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication
approach X

189
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. Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences X

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations

University courses

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi;média
No indication

I
[l "'“é~ .

2, Unit Task Force Activities
Planning Phase
® Rating of helpfulness: Very Not Ne
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
® UTF Members:
Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication X
° Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
X
Q 190




Meet with TATs

Develop proposal or work

statement

Needs assessment

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive

approach

Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Types of Activities:

Develop materials

Inservice training
Budget
Information dissemination

Develop tests

Evaluation

No indication

Implementation Phase

©

Rating of Helpfulness:

Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
b ¢
UTF n;xembers:
Consultants
Administrators X
Reading specialist
Teachers X
Parents X
Others

No indication

Frequency of Meetings:
Very

Frequent Frequent Infrequent

No
Indication

X
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] Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants

Develop criteria for student
selection or placement

Student diagnosis
Identify tutors
Inservice training

Develop community involvement
activitics

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation

‘Confracts

Individualized instruction
Progress checklists

Testing

Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student/teacher conferences

192

Status and reporting activities
Record progress

Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation

No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives

Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commerciaily made programs
Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
l.anguage experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication

[k



‘ ok
4, Program Location: Mean Number of

Semester Hours
Reported per Class

‘Reading is taught as a separate subject 167
Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter . 135

Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of

reading help 10

No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:
- Mean Number of
“ Semester Hours .
Reported per Class
Single teacher--multi-subjects 274
Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class) 0
Team teachers 65
Students doing cross-age teaching 1
Tutor-specialist 1
Tutor-aide 1
Other 0
No indication
6. Student Organizetion: Mean Number of

Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Individualized reading instruction 7
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 37
Large groups (6 or more students) 188
No indication

?:“Iknformation on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report

-on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported: 18
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7. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language {% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English ;Ea ‘ 871%

Non-Standard English
Spanish 3 10

French

American Indian
language or dialect

Japanese
No indication 3
8. Reading Approach:
Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
Meaning emphasis 116
Code emphasis 32
Linguistics 26
Modified alphabet
Responsive environment 7
Programmed learning 7
Individualized reading 12
Language experience 86
Eclectic or teacher's own 26
Other ‘ 0
No indication
o o 194




9.

Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine-based prog.ammed
instruction

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation -
Instructional TV '

Interactive media!

Intensive involverf}ent
Discussion'groupé
Demonstration - performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication

195

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

15

12

4

0

3

9

39

74
46

0

38

0




10, Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

!
i

° Diagnostic reading test$ are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.
) The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student,
. The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class,
° The teacher has developed or identified an

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

. The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

° Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.
. Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
v Visible records are kept of class performance.
° Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.
. Students are kept informed of their progress.
. Students are involved in self-evaluation.
° Parents are informed of students' progress,
. No indication

11. Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30, 000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

18

16

14

13

17

16

14

17
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Studeht Readi__g Achievement XX b e
‘?Readum-Related smns ol b2l 1
’TEACHER B e R

Teacher Competencx
'I‘ea.cher Attitude
Tea.cher Beha.vior R
PARENT[COMMUNITY |

" Parent/C ommunity
_ »j[nvolvement -

PROGRAM '
Information Diaseminaticn

‘ f'.«fIndivldualization of
“Instruction N

i f kannovations
__Inservice Traini_g_

| Additional Materiale,
- Servlces or Peraonnel :

*Sates may have indicated prOgram success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment or under "Major Findings!. The

- reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of

L how auccesaful the program was according to data in the self- eva.luation. \
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" MsjorArea

Reading-Rolated Skills ~

Soclal Skills .
Attitude ;; % [t N

_Competency
CAttityde -

Teachor-Studnt olations

_Teacher-Staff Relations ___
PARENT/ COMMUNITY Tt

o Aeaetnch

__Involvement | '

|_Success of Inservice Training N
|_Program Flexibility N S ,
. Helﬁ'fulnesé of kTech‘n{igal ‘Assjist.ance | | .

_ Significant Changes in Reading
Approach

. 'Indivi»duéuiation of Instruction

| value of Assistance from ; '
Aldes/Volunteers | X -

"

o

'SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

+5ites may have indicated program success under "Major Findings'' or
-under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'"., The

- reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation,
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“3.‘ Pioﬂm Recommendations

» Recommendations containe‘de}lthln the self-evaluation reports
- were categorized into the areao listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,
More empha'.s’is on reading-vélatedy skills

Incrkea'sed emphasis onimprovirﬁi‘g student achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

‘More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-presAcriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved évaluatiOn techniques

Re-definition of needs S

Improved communication with HEW

o O T O I T O B O o R N AN N AN B

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ___
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School:




School' 1 5_025 E

 INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

‘ Grades* ) A"K-‘o8

,School Cha.racterisuoh

A B“C D I F_.

Geograp}uc Regnon | E TX[ | .] : ]
*States in this region are: D, C., Delaware, Illinoie. Indiana, l :
~ Maryland, Michigan, Ohxo. Pennsylvama. Virgmia, West T
Virginla | | ~
‘ z, 'Urban-Rural Index |
o Urban, | ;Suburban Rural
" ———
3. Student Population (Total School)
. Total Reported Enrollment 823
e Total Students in Flach Grade Level
Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students
K 69 7 112 |
1 72 8 - 106
2 86 9 ‘
3 73 10
4 _16 11
5 71 12
6 66 Spec Ed 86
e Student Ethnicity (Total School)
, Percent
Amcrican Indian
Asian
Black 35
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White 85
Other

- 201




3 ::lo

.;B’..’_,{_s_Right to Read Student Characteristlcs

Améunt of T*me in Program' 1972.73 School Year

Number of Right to Read Students in- Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Ade Studénta

Percent 7

¢ [ American
Ind_ia.'ry

ey
: Mexican

Asian
American

| Puerto.
Rican :

Black

American

White

53 |

S

33

67

37

45

28

33

38 |

62 .

21

37

1ol b

63"

-

R 9

3pec Eqg

86

-t
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» ‘:;idi:iig'-; (inins :(or 1972.7 3 School Yoar

 (Beo Vo), 11, Vi A for detailed report)

¢ Grade Level
(inclndes only lovels
for which data were

Xeporteed) - Mcan Gain per Month St. j)cv.
R 3.0 | 3030
o o3 Le o7
o 4 0.7 0.8
1.5 - , T
5 0,8 0.6
1.1 ‘ ; ; ey
o Overall Mean Gain for School 1.0 . Lo
{means adjusted for differing class sizcs) N RS
e Name of Standardized . .
Test(s) Used ¢ Gates Macqinitie ;
C Right 1o Read Teacher Characterisiics »
‘e Total Number Reported |_g_4 [
' Mean Range
Age (37— ) [2235: 7]
No. Years Lcaching Experience | ]5 WI | 1-28 1
‘ Male Female ‘
& Sex ~ No. l 23
Percent | ¢ 95 o
L a Mexican Pucrto ~ - No
e Ethnicity AmrInd Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Indication =
Lo No. 2 » L1 » ‘ 21 —
Percent & 5 87 SO
e BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication
e Degree No. | 9 | 15 | Il ] 1
& Human- Fine No Indi
e  Areaof Educ Soc Sci__ities Arts PhysSci Math Other cation
| Degrce No. [Z3 ] ] | 1 I [ I
Read Reading DBilingual Multi No s
5 ' Spec__Teacher  Spec Subject Other Indication -
e Job Title No. [ [ 2 | T 18 2 T ‘ _I
- L - Jmer City Urban  Suburban Rural No Indication
o Residential No, [ [ 13 | L L | 1 |

Index

% *“Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 25

203




e Tea‘che‘r"Attitude Towsard Right To Read Features

" (figures indicate number of tecachers responding)  No Indica-
‘ ' - tion o1 Not

‘Included

; Effectiveness
 “Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program

Parent tnvolve- [ | | ; S
ment .t 1. | 3 ic) 1 | |9 .
1In-service N I | |
D'raining 6 |9 -6 1 )2
Reading | R ‘ o
Specialist -~ |11 6 6 | | 1
“'Vlns{‘fuyctional‘ 1 , ' ' 1
Materials -~ 14 6 1 1 ; ‘ 2 ;
¢  Teacher Preference Regardiné Continuing ‘o No: of .. .
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:
Yes : 14
Yes, if changes are made 8
Questionable o 1
No ‘ ) 1
; _ , o No Responsec -
D Identification of Project Director —
District ' Reading  Reading Classroom No Title
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

X
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B, Effectiveness of Kight To Read Materials

[ Program‘ Planning Procedure

(PPP) o

Very.

Not No

Usufal Useful Useful Indi

cation

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
‘parent involvement; identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information

on redirection of existing resources to support the new program) -

 Ways in which PPP was uséd in program:

‘ © Structuring ldentifiéation of

: -Identification Listing ,
-~ and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, = Indi

Ohgoing No

cati

on

X

|

[ Statns and Reporting Center

(S and RC)

Very

Not

" No

X

Useful Useful Usefu! Indication ;

(A docuraent with charts guiding the school in community involve-

ment during planning of activities, and liaison wit
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

 Program Student/Teacher
- “Planning Needs Assessment Assignments. Program Progress

Task

Display

h surrounding

Reference

Source

Forecast Information

Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X
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F, Technical Assistant Utilization

e _ Rating of He'lpful'ness: Very Not No -
r Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication L
| X
° Technical Assistant Activities:
Program planning X| 11, Identify alternate approaches

Program impleyrrientat{on

| Interpret Right to Read

planning materials
Wofk on the Unit Task Force

DeveIOp Work Statement/
Proposal

DeVelop or identify

~curriculum matertals

Needs as sessment

Diagnosis/prescription

| Identify objectives

Staff development

12,

14,

15,
16,
17,
18,

19.
20,

Develop team teaching
Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement ‘

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
EValuation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

Plan for 1973-74 program

No indication of activity
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G ;,»,pagent Involvement

. ; Exteht of
Involvement

e Activitles:

Unithaskdezjce
i ‘PrOgra'm planning

'Program implementation

Develop materials,

Purchase/repair materials

- Aides, tutors, volunteers

Advisory council

Workshops, conferences
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High Medium Low No Indic'atio‘nk 3

9,
10,’

L
12,

13,

14,

Reading {s Fundamental

PTA, open houss, “other
traditional meetings =

Supplementary_ a'c,tiyi‘t'ié\s
Community relations

Information dissemination

‘No indication




Teacher Aido‘s"*

‘Percentage of Teachers Roporting Aides

e Worked in classrooms %)
e Were paid | 71%]
e Were: Parent 119,

o Studen* teacher |
Community organization member
High school student -
Other | 54%
e Average number of hours aides Worked
per semester 152
° Types of Activities Performed:

k‘ Tutoring stadents X
Marking tests X
Distributing materials X
Working in small and large groups X
Preparing materials X
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel |
Bus monitoring o

- Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class
Classroom maintenance X
Supervising field trips X
Other

° Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)
Very Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

15

2
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- Program Charactgrimc"s

Inservice Training' o

B ‘ : Individuals responmble for training-‘

Consultants L LR X
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) member s |
Project director . R

' Reading specialist o x
‘Classroom teacher O Lo o - X e
No indication | , | ‘ el
e . Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher

- Clasaréom teachers o b x
Other staff ‘ :
“Paraprofessionals

- Parents

No indication

e ‘ Training areas:
Learning theory ‘ i ‘ln,struc;io_nal.app‘roach o ){
Student background and self ‘ ,I‘:‘m’str’uct\onél materials 2
concept Teaching techniques Cilx |

Language development

: Classroom organization and | yx
Motor and perceptual skills ; management .
Right to Read Program kEvaluation *
- Diagnostic/prescriptive x| No indication
approach
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Training Methods:

, Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops. 1.
conferences X
, School visitations, demonatration teaching. classroom '
~observations o R X
- University courses ~
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication ‘ |
c 2 _.‘ : Unit Task Force Activities
PlannhlgLPhase
e  Rating of helpfulness: Very ’ Not No
: ' Helpful Helpful Helpful Indlcation
X
» UTF Members:
Consultants
‘Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication X
® Frequency of meetings: | _
Yery No
Frequent _Frequent  Infrequent _ Indication
X
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6 ;‘frypgs §£_Activitie‘sz

‘Develop maferials ~

. Inservice training
' Budget

ffDevelop tests
~ Evaluation
1 No indication

Implomentation Phass

o Rating of Helpfulness: s

Informatinn dissemination .

Helpful Helpful Helpmxi

Ipdi@:at_i'pn .

X

UTFmefnbe rs:

Consultants

~ Administrators
Reading specialist
Téache:s
Parents
Others
No indication

. Frequency of Meetings:
' Very

Frequent Frequent Infrequent

IndicatiOn
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) Typés of Activities:

‘( ‘M’Let with TATS/conSu’ltants

 Develop criteria for student
~ sclection or placement

;‘;,Student diagnosis
* Identify tutors
Inservico training

" Davelop commumty involvement
‘ ;.activiues

Status and reporting activities ,

Record progress

Serve on special ‘committees
Review program progre’ss\n :
Informatiori dissemination
Evaluation |

No indication

g cdmpohents of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

. Inxdiv"idualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
‘_’-I'ea‘c:'her GBSérvation

: Coxitracfs |

Individualized instruction
Progress checklists

Testing _

Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student /teacher conferences

‘Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives‘
Audio- Visual, Multxmedia

Commercially made programs‘

Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors

Language experience approach

Basal text instruction
No indication
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4,  Program Location

Reading is taught as a separate subject

‘Reading is taught indirectly
-through other subject matter

Special assistance is provided outside the

classroom for students in special need of
reading help

No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

152

136

80 -

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

311

10
0

0

72
11

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

75

64
102

. *Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught. Total number of classes for which data were reported;__24 -
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T, Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

[‘k Standard English 100% ' 100% |
.~ Non-Standard English
- Spanish

 French
“American Indian

"+ language or dialect
. Japanese

-~ No indication

8. Reading Approach:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Meaning emphasis 79
Code emphasis 16
Linguistics 10
Modified alphabet 0
Responsive environment 5
Programmed learning 6
Individualized reading 44
Language experience 23
Eclectic or teacher's own 28
Other - : 1
No indication
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

‘Machine - based programmed
.instruction

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

17
17
5
5
2
0
18
72
7
1
48
14




_Clas srooro Evaluation Procedures: o
b Number of

Classrooms
“in Which
Procedure
o , USed
e Diagnostic reading tests are. used with most or ‘ o
~ all students to determine individual reading needs. 20"}
The teachetr has formulated or selected L
speciﬂc objectives for each student. SN kS
o The teacher has formulated or selected | 23
. specific objectives for the entire class. B
The teacher has developed or identlﬁed an I TR
inatrument for measuring attitudes toward reading. 3
' The teacher has developed or identifled an R TS
instrument for measuring attitudes toward L T
. reading for the entire class., - :
o Performance of students is measured in , A
~ terms of objectiVes set for each individual ‘ I 24
Performance of students is measured in L
terms of objectives get for the entire class, . X
~ Visible records are kept of claes performa ce. | 24
Records of each student's performance are kept ~ N
with respect to each objective. k 19
Students are kept informed of their progress. 24
Students are involved in self-evaluation. E Z
S 23 |
Parents are informed of students' progress, '24 L
No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: _$40, 000
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. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Projedt'.Obje‘ct'iVe‘s and Degree of Accomplishment "

Degresof [/
‘Accomplishment gt
' o/ L i

‘Project Objectives

STUDENT | |
Student Attitude X , X
Student Behavior , X X
Student Reading Achievement X
Reading- Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competencx ;
Teacher Attitude : -,
Teacher Behavior ‘ - ‘

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement X

Pérent Attitude
PROGRAM
Infozfm_atiqn Dissemination

B Ind_ivikdualizatikon‘ of
‘ Instructlon

Innovatigns ~ 1 x X
Inservice Training ‘ X X

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

o

-
H

*Sites may have indicated program success under''Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings'. The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2, Major Findingg*

Major Area

STUDENT
_Reading Achievement

| Reading-Related Skills
__Social Skills

__ Attitude

- | TEACHER |
S Comjetendy )

| Attitude

5 Teacher-Student Relations

Teache r -,-St_aff Relations

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support '

, Inyolvément

PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training

Program Flexibility

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
'Approach‘

Individualization of Instruction

Vatue of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

%Sites may have indicated program success under '"Major Findings' or
under '""Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment',
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation,

;\)
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3. 'Program Recommendations

- Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were' categoriéed into the areas listed below, An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,
More emphasis on reading-related skills
Increased emphasis on improving student achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
More remedial help
Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications
More staff training
___ More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
X More emphasis on individualization of instruction
—__  Expand program within school/school district
More materials/equipment/personnel
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
___ Improved evaluation techniques
_X Re-definition of r{eeds

hhproved communication with HEW

____}_(_' Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS -
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School: 1504




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1504
Grades: K-6
A School Characteristics

| A B*C D E F
1.  Geographic Region ‘ L IXT T T T
*States in this re%ion are: D.C., Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,

Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia

2, Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rural
X

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 1128
° Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students Grade No.of Students

K 192 7
1 173 8
2 160 9 o
3 153 10
4 157 11 | .
5 142 12
6 140 Spec Ed. 15
e Student Ethnicity (Total School) ‘
Percent

American Indian

Asian

Black 4] -

Mexican American 16

Puerto Rican 25

White 12

Other 6
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B,

Right to Read Student Characteristics

and Ethnic Breakdown .

" 1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2. Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level

I Total ' Percent ’ _!
: No. of | American Mexican } Asian Puerto ,
|Grade |Students| Indian |Black | American |American | Rican | White | Other
| X | 192 34 1 22 1 31 6 3
IR R R 13 20 13 | 4
¢ {160 50 15 19 15 »
3 1 1s3 49 18 19 7 | 4
to1ast _ 50 19 21 5 1 3
5 | 142 B 540 19 B 19 4 | 1)
__6 140 1 58 15 16 1 1
7
8
9
10 A i
— - —~
11 |
iz i
i
- )
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3, Reading Gusns for 1972-73 School Years
{sec Vol, JI, V, A for detailed report)

‘Grade lievel

[
‘ {includes only lovels
for which data werc ,
reported) Mcan Gain per Month St. Dev,
1 ;
2 »
3 1,0 1,2
4 1,2 1.1
5 0.7 0.9
6 0.9 1.1
o  Overall Mean Gain for School 0.9 b1
(mecans adjusted for differing class sizes)
¢ Name of Standardized - MA!
Tesi(s) Used MaT
C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics
e Total Number Reported [ 31|
Mecan Range
Age [56 1 [22=55+ ]
No. Years Teaching Experience [ 10 | [1-27 ]
Male Fomalc ‘
. e Sex No. 3 28
- Mexican Puerto : No L
° Ethnicity Anmir Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other Jndication
No. 1 23 ] 5 .
Percent 4 79 17
BA or BS MA or MS Phb Other No Indication .
o Degrece No. [ 18 [ 12 { ] 1 |
Human-~ Fine _ No Indi. "
e Area of Educ Soc Sci ities Arts PhysSci Math Ofhex cation
Degree No. | 28 | ) 2 | ] | T J i3
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No o
; Spec_ Teacher Spec Subject Other Indication
e Job Title No. | 4 1T 1 T 28 T 1 ] N
) ' Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication ‘
o Residential No, [ 13 [ 13 I 5 | | 1

Index

-~ *Total number of classes for which achicvement data were reported: 20

B
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o Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Featurcs
(figures indicate number of teachers responding)

" No Indica-

tion or Not

Effectiveness Included
Excellent Good Adequete Poor Very Poor in Program
" Parent Involve- ' | |
ment 1 1 5 4 20
Iyn-'ser‘vice
~ Training 1 12 12 3 3
) 'Rccic!’izlg | ‘
‘Specialist 1 4 6 6 4 10
Instructional ' '
‘Materials 1 3 10. 5 4 8
° Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to " No: of N i
-Teach in Right To Read Program next year: ‘Teachers:
Yes _ ] 10 :
Yes, if changes are made Y
Questionable 6
No
No Response 4
D, Identification of Project Director
District”™ Reading Reading Classroom No Title

Supt. ‘Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

X

Other Indicated
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Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

o Very Not No
[ Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) '
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

. Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
- and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X
' Very Not No
. Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC)
X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

 Ways in which S and RC was used:

‘Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
_ Planning Needs Assessment Assignments. Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
- Outcomes Dissemination Indication

~
™~
W




F, Technical Assistant Utilization

) Rating of Helpfulness: Very | Not  No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
; %
[ Technical Assistant Activities;
.Progra'm planning 1 1. Identify alternate aﬁprOachelq |
Program iniplemehtation 12, Develop téamrtea‘ching‘ ‘ ‘ _
o Interpret Right to Read , 13. Observe classes - X!
~ planning materials . S o ' e I
‘ o , . 14, Advise on parental
- Work on the Unit Task Force |X involvement :
Develop Work Statement/ | 15, Recommend consultants
Proposal , X '
: 16, Budget planning
© 6, Develop or identify
‘ curriculum materials 17. Evaluation X
7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
‘ Washington, D, C,
8, Diagnosis/prescription X
19. Plan for 1973.74 program h
9. ldentify objectives ‘
: 20, No indication of activity
- 10, Staff development X -
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& Extent of
Involvement

‘ 0 © Activities:

Unit Task Force

- Program planning

Program implementation
DeVeldp mater{als
Purchase/repair mater»ials
Aides, tutofs, volunteers
Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

G. Pa’ient Iti'vkolvement' |

221

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9.
10,

11,

12,

13,
14,

Reading is 'Fundamental

PTA, open,hous'e, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities

Community relations

Information dissemination

No indication




Teacher Aides

Percent'age- of Teachers Reporting Aides

° Worked in classrooms 73%
° Were paid 57%
° Were: Parent 22Y%
Student teacher 5%
Community organization member 8%
High school student ‘
Other 35%
° Average number of hours aides worked ,
per semester | 187
° Types of Activities Performed: :
Tutoring students X
Marking tests » ; X
Distributing materials X
Working in small and large groups X
Preparing materials X
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel X
Bus monitoring Y
Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class X
Classroom maintenance X
Supervising field trips X
Other X
° Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)
Very Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

9 13

1

4




Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

¢  Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants o _ ~ ’ }X
Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members |
Project director

. Reading specialist

Classroom teacher

No indication | i
. Individuals trained:
Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers X
Other staff
Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication
) Training areas-
Learning theory ) Instructional approach X
Student background and self Instructional materials X
concept Teaching teckniques X

Language development

Classroom organization and

Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program X Evaluation -
Diagnostic/ prescriptive x No indication
approach
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Training Methods:

GrOup or individual meetinga. seminara, workahopa, -
conferences , X
School visitations, demonstration teaching, claesroom |
‘observations i
University courses
’Video taping, audio-visuals, muiti-media
No indication ‘
B Unit,"I‘a's‘k Force Activities
Planning Phase
[ Rating of hélpfulness: Véry | . Not No »
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
® UTF Members:
Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication X
[ Frequency of meetings:
Very No o
Frequent Frequent infrequent Indicatio’n :

X
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- . : Typeé’ ,df'A_ctiv‘it_i"es:‘

eetwith TATS, X Develbp materials
develop proposal or work  Inservice training
selement oo ~ Budget .
df_s:'lagysessmenit , . X Information dissemination
develop diagnostic/prescriptive ' ,
pproach » X Deve}op tests
dentify objectives X Evaluation
No indication
X
Implementation Phase
o Rating of Helpfulness: - ‘
Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
® UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents
Others
No indication
° Frequency of Meetings:
Very No ;
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
' X
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e Types of Activities:

 Meet with TATs [consultants

" Develop criteria for student
. selection or placement

“Studont diagnosis
Identify tutors

Inservice training

. Develop community involvement

activities

Status and reporting activities
Record progress

Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation

No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels

 Teacher observation

Contracts

Individualized instruction

Progress checklists

Testing

Review case histories

Staff conferences

Student /teacher conferences

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives
Audio-Visual, Multimedia

Commercially made programs

Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication
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4, 'Px"o‘gra.m Locations*

Reading is taught as a separate subject
- Reading is taught 1nd1rectly

e through other subject matter

' Special assistance is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help

 No indication

5, Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-~age teaching
Tutor-specialist

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication
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: Mean Number of

Semester Hours
Reported per. Class

120

209

10

Mean Number of
Semester Hours ‘
Reported per Class

248

3

48

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

38
32
124

>*‘1nformatxon on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report S
_on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reporteds 37




‘Standard English
Non-Standard Enghsh

language or dialect
Japanese

No indication

Meaning emphasis
Code emphasis
Linguistics
Modified alphabet

87 %]

2

10

8. ’Reading Approach:

Responsive environment

Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience

Eclectic or teacher's own

Other
No indication
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i | c»i‘assroom_lv»é!}g'uage (Ali Classes Combined):

Language of Instructlon Native Language of Students "
(% of Time Language
- Used)

(% of Students Speaking
Language

, QZ“%
L6
28

'M'ean‘ NumbAer of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

39 |

15
18

3

3
16
20
23
21
1




Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction '

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation
Instructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration-performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Cther

No indication
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11.

‘ Claé sroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated 6r selected
specific objectives for the entire class.

The teacher has 'd"evelope’d or idéntffied an

‘instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance >of'studente is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,

Visible records are kept of class performance.

" Records of each student's performance are kept

with respect to each objective.
Students are kept informed of their progress.

Students are involved in self-evaluation.
Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $40, 000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used =

31

33

32

21 |

20

33

23

25

35

33

35

236




J. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN
: PROJECT SELF-EVALUATION '

1, Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Degree of ‘
Accomplishment

Project Objectives .5\';#‘, v/$Y
v

STUDENT
Student Attitude

X X
Student Behavior X X
Student Reading Achievement X X
Reading- Related Skills X X
TEACHER
Teacher Competency Y X
Teacher Attitude ¥
Teacher Behavior X X
PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement X X

Parent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction

Innovations

Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel X X

*Sites may have indicated program success under ""Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under '"Major Findings''. The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.

237




2, Major Findings*

Major Area
STUDENT
_Reading Achievement ' X
*|_Reading-Related Skills _ | X
. |_Social Skills X
| Attitude X ‘
TEACHER
‘ Cydmpe'téncy X
Attitude X
Teacher-Student Relations X
Teacher-Staff Relations X
PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support X
Involvement X
PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training X
Program Flexibility X
Helpfulness of Technical Asgsistance X
Significant Changes in Reading
Approach ' X
Individualization of Instruction X
Value of Agsistance from
Aldes/Volunteers X

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

-~ %Sites may have indicated program success under '"Major Findings'" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self—evalué._ti'on reports

" k“wvere categorized into the areas listed below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

‘More emphasis on reading-related skiils

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement
Incrcased emphasis on improving student attitude

More remedial help

Increased effort to involve parents/community

Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis cn improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS
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IND!VIPUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1505 "
Grades: K-5, 7, 8
A.  School Characteristics . ‘
o N A B*C D B F_
1. Goographic Region ~ L.IXIT 1T T 1T 1

*States in this ré‘gidﬁ are: D.C, R De'lawvare. Illindis, ~ Indiaha,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia : : :

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Rur#l
X

3. Student Population (Total School)

e Total Keported Enrollment 1291
. Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No. of Students

K 142 7 147
1 170 8 161
2 165 9
3 171 10
4 166 11
5 169 12
6
e Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percent
American Indian
Asian
Black ____9_(')____
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White 4

Other
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B, Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year

2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic B:eakdo‘wn’

PN SN &

]: Total | _ Fercent | -
s ,,NO;.Of American | - Mexican Asian Puerto l
. |Grade |Students| Indian |Black | American |American| Rican | White |Other { =
X g v | .
: 'L-Af---..-_..’:lg_‘..ﬁ.._.. - 99' * ‘ 1 . o
‘?‘, 165 \ 97 . | 3 _’
2 171 98 , 2 IR o
4 ' :
5
- + - Y -
6 -
7 : .
i ——e—ml ‘
9
10 i i
11
|
12 l'
| i
!
.
B .
H
1
N !
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: i‘ic;i'ciiji'i_,? G:;ih‘s 'fﬁdry' 1.'9’12_;,’?,'3'5(:1,0‘0}: Yc:_!-:c”f‘
“'(g‘oc Vol I, V, A for detailed repoxt)
L Grade L.evel

(includes only lovels
- {or which data were

Mcan Guin per Month

reported) St. Dev,
1
2 1.1 0,5
3 1. 0 ’ Oo 7
4 o
5 ;
o  Overall Mean Gain for School 1,0 0.6

(mecans adjusted for differing class sizcs)

rel Name of Standardizec - MAT

Test(s) Used

VS A A ——m———y

Right 10 Read Teacher Characteristics

WO

e Total Number Reported

Mecan Ranga
e Age (31 ) [ zz-47 N
~ No. Years Tecaching Experience [7_ ] [[1-23 ]
. Male Femaloe
e Sex No, - 1 19
Percent = 100

| o Ethnicity Amr Ind Asian Black

Mexican Pucrto SRR
Rican White Other Im’licatiq:l

No

3

Amer
No, 1 (A il ,
Percent 7 36 57

5 _BA or BS. MA or MS PhD Other No Indication

o Degree No. |___13 [ 4 I ! l o
o Human- Fine No Jndi.
e Area of LEduc  Soc Sci ities Arts  Phys Sci Math Other cation
Degree - No. [ 19 | I I | ] ] g 1

Read Reading Bilingual Multi No

o Spec __Teacher  Spec Subject  Other Indication ,
e Job Title  No, | { | 119 | H| -
) Inner City Urban Suburban Rural No Indication ‘
e Residential No, [ [ 12 [ 7 ] \ ]

Index

 *Fotal number of classes for which achievement data were reported: 10
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° Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features

(figures indicate number of teachers responding) No Indica-
Effectivéness tion or Not
Included
Excellent Good Adcquate Poor Very Poor in Program
Parent Involve-
ment . 2 1 3 13
In-gervice
Training 2 11 3 3
‘Reading L
Specialist 7 4 1 7
Instructional ‘
Materials a 10 5 2
° Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:
Yes 11 ‘
Yes, if changes are made 8
Questionable
No
No Response
D. Identifi. ation of Project Director
District Reading Reading Classroom No Title

Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

Other Indicated

Sup!.

X
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: E Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Very Not No
° Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication

(PPP) X

{A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as
parent involvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program}

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No

and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

. X X _ X
Very Not No
° Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S aad RC)

X

{A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C.)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

- Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

‘Forecast Information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication
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"F. Technical Assistant Utilization

] Rating of Hélpfulness: Very Not No
» : , Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication .
.
° Technical Assistant Activities:
1 Program planning X| 11. Identify alternate approaches
2 f’rogram implementation x| 12, Develop team teaching |
3, Interpret Right to Read ' 13, Observe classes

planning materials :
‘ 14, Advise on parental

4, \ork on the Unit Task Force — involvement
5, Develop Work Statement/ 15. Recommend consultants
' - Proposal

: 16, Budget planning
6. Develop or identify

curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18. Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

-8 Diagﬁosis/pre scription

19, Plan for 1973.74 program

9. ldentify objectives

20, No indication of activity

10, Staff development
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G '}"f’i‘itehtylnvo_lvéme‘nt.v

° Extent of
e Involve ment

e o Activities:

Uvnitk Tas'k'Force |

_Program planning

- Program implementation

Develop materials

‘Purchase/repair materials

Aides,k tutors, volunteers
Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

_High Medium Low No Indication

-

247

9. Reading is Fundamental

10,

11,

12,
13.
14,

| PTA, opon houss, other |

traditional meetings
Supple'i'n‘e;lta‘:y aét»i_vitiieis,
Cbmrhunity rélétiohé |
Information disseminﬁtion

- No indication




Teacher Aides

- Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides
® Worked in classrooms
) Were paid
'y Were: Parent
Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student |
Other

® Average number of hours aides worked
per semester ’

. Typea of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Maridng tests
Distributing materials
Working in small and large groups
Preparing materials
Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

Clagsroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

5%

5%

5%

430 |

el 1

° Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate number

of teachers reporting data)
Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

Very

1
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Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

) Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classroom teacher
No indication X |

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher

Classroom teachers X
Other staff
Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

° Training areas:
Learning theory Instructional approach
Student background and self Instructional materials X
© concept

Teaching techniques

Language development

Classroom organization and

Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program X| Evaluation X
Diagnostic/prescriptive No indication
approach X
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| ° T raining Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminaro, workshops,
~conferences

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
obsgervations

’ University courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase
° Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
® UTF Members:
Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist *
Teachers
Parents
Others ]
No indication X
° Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
X
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Meot with TATs

leeds assefpment

;Dévéldp didgnostic/prescriptive
approach

Identify objectives
fgather data
‘Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

Types of Activities:

Develop materials

Inservice training

Budget
Information dissemination

Develop tests

Evaluation

No indication

° Rating of Helpfulness:

. UTF members:

Very Not

No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents

Others

No indication

° Frequency of Meetings:

Very

Frequent Frequent

Infrequent

No
Indication

X
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o’ Types of Activities:

5 ‘[Meet with TATs/consultants

£ DeVelop criteria for student
~'selection or placement

Student diagnosis

- Identlfy tutors

InServlce tralnlng |

 Develop community involvement
activnties ;

Status and reporting actlvities
Record progress

Serve on apecial committees
Review program progress o
Information dissemination

; Etfalué.tion

Ne indication

3, Components of Diagnoati’c /Prescriptive Approach;

Individualized prescription
Identification of student skill levels
Teacher observation

Contracts

Individualized instruction

- Progress checklists

Testing

Review case historiesz

. Staff conferences

Student/teacher conferences

N o

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives

Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping ' k‘
Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Readlrtg specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication
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Mean Number of
: ; ' Semester Hours
. " Reported per Class

Program Location:*

,,_‘Rpﬁading'is taught ac a separate subject 166

Reading is taught indiractly 4
_ through other subject matter

i“ :”Spe‘éia‘-l assistance is provided outside the ‘
classroom for students in special need of 19
- reading help
. No indication

5, Studant/Teacher Organization:
Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
- ;Singlek teacher--multi-subjects 160
Reading specialist (responsible for more
~ than one class). . 0
; ~Team teachers 0
. Students doing cross-age teaching 13
Tutor-specialist 0
Tutor-aide 2]
Other 0
No indication

-6, Student Organization: Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class
- Individualized reading instruction 5
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 10
A ,Large groups (6 or more students) 149
“No indication ‘

»«’?‘lnvformation on jtems four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 19
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Used)

’-Sta‘ dard English’ B R 84%)

Standard English o Q 16

;Améi‘ican Iﬁdian N

nguage or. dialect

No. indication

8 fff? Reailing Approscht

Meaﬁifig emphaéis
,Code‘»enﬁph‘asis
Linguistics

Modified alphabet
'Re'sponéive environment

Pro’grammed_}lea‘rning
Individualized reading

Language experience

Eclectic or teacher's own

Other

No indication

~ Cia_(s»ls'":oom Lang‘uage (All Clas séé ‘C’yoﬂrhbitiezdv

Language of Inatruction Native Language of Students i
(% of Time Language :

254

Language

(% of Students Speaking

83% ik

ean Number of
Semester Hours




Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Machine - based programmed

instruction -0

3 Other programmed instruction f 0

. Gaming/simulation

Instructional TV 10

| Interactive media o 0
Intensive involvement - -2
Discussion groups 36
Demonstration-pérformance - 65
Lecture 0
Contracts 0
Use of supplementary materials 25
Other : 2
No indication

255




10.

11.

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.

The teacher has developed or identified an ,
instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The tsacher has developed or iid,entiﬂed an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class, =

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of stvdents is measured in
terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective. ’

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress.

No indication

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

19

19

17

17

18

18

18

18

17

18

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearlyindicated
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J.  MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1. Projéct Objectiyves and Degree of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives

Degree of
/ Accomplishment

STUDENT
Student Attitude

Student Behavior

Studént Reading Achievement

Reading- Related Skills

AL E I L

TEACHER
Teacher Competency

Teacher Attitude’

Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Involvement

Palre‘nt Attitude

PROGRAM
Information Dissemi’nation

' Individualization of
Instmction

Innovationa

Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program success under '"Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment' or under '"Major Findings".
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of

how succeszsful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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% Malor Findinge?

. Major Area

Teacher-Student Rela.tions
: ;":Teacher-Staﬁ' Relatiqns

‘::PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support ‘
: Involvement

‘PROGRAM

Success of Inservice Training

’ ‘Program Flexibility

E Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

1 significant Changes in Resding
_Approach

Individualization of In struction

Value of Assistance from
Aides/Volunteers

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATF. FINDINGS X

*Sites may have indicated program success under '"Major Findings' or
_.under ""Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'., The
‘reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of

: how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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PR el el )]

‘3’."» ong Recommendatione

Recommendatiom contained within the self-evaluation reports

‘ fwere categorized into the areas lieted below. An "X indicatee that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-_related ekills
Increased emphasis on hﬁpfo\iing student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving y's:tudent attitude

- More remedial help |

Increased effort to invoive parente/c(ommunity
Increased sehool-pat'ent communications

More staff training

More emphaeis on diagnostic-prescriptive appreach
More erﬁphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand pProgram within scheol/school district

More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased et‘nrphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

- Re-definition of needs

Improved communication with HEW

Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS —
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. ’School Chamcteristica

INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Schoob i ;“ 1601 i L
Grados: K-6 | -

2.

30‘

o A B G D B F
Geographic Rogion | I [ A1 l X —-]

*States in this region aret Colorado, Kansas. Iowa. Missouri. .
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota. South Dakota, E

. Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

'Urban-Rural Index , | - o N

Urban Snburban ~ Rural
Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 352
Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Studonts Grade No.of Students

K 54 17

1 37 8

2 51 9

3 48 10

4 _ 56 11

5 64 12

6 49

° StudentEthnicity (Total School)
‘ Percent

American Indian |
Asian 0.5
Black 67
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White 32
Other
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B. __ght to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program° 1972-73 School Year

2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level-

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total o

Pe‘rc‘ent‘

No., of

American

TMexican
Black

Aslan :

Puetto |

e |Students

- Indian

55

American

American

‘Rican -

White |Othe

; o
51

75

| 72

25|
28|

148

83

56

69

64

78

o - 21 l". "

49

X

RN riz -

-
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s, Roading Gains for 1972.73 Schoo) Yeart
- {sco Vol, II, V, A for detajled report)

e Gradoe Level
© (includes only Jevels
for which data were ' , '
reported) Mcan Gain per Month St. Dev,

1 0.6 ___0.5
2 1.5 . 1.8
3 1,1 | 0.9
4 1,1 . 0.9
5 0.6 0.9
6 2.3 - 1.9

o Overall Mean Gain for School 1.2 1.4
{mecans adjusted for diffcring class sizes)

¢ Name of Stundardized o .
Test(s) Uscd » ., Metropolitan Reading

Right to Read Tcachey Characteristics

o  Total Numbor Reported | 16 |

Mean Rangoe
Ago (35 ) [22-ss+ ]
No. Years Tcaching Experiecnce [ 8 | | 1.22 ]
. , Malg Femalo
e Sex No. |2 14
Percent 13 87
Mexican Puerto No
Ethnicity A Ind Asian Black Amer Rican White Other» Indication
No. 1 2 13 ]
Percent 7 12 ' 81 ‘

BA or BS MA or MS PhD Other No Indication -

Degrec No. | 10 | 5 _ | I I O s N
Human- Fine No Mndi.

Area of EE¢uc  Soc Sci  itics Arts  Phys Sci M.;th Other cation
Degree No, [ 14 | i | T ] I 2 1] )

Read Recading Bilingual Multi ' No

Spec - Teacher Spec Subjcct  Other Indica.tiox_x
Job Title No. | 1 2 { 14 1 [ |

Inner City Urban Suburban Rura)l No Indication
Residential No, [ 1 [ o T 3 2 | 1
Index .

14

';’?Total number of classes for which achicvement data were reported:
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. ’I‘eacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features

(ﬁgures indicatc number of toachers reepondlng) NO Indica- o

~tlon or Not -
Effectiveness ‘ 'Tcluded

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor 'inP‘rogrem~ e

f.Parent Involve~ y R R LR
?:F_“fe—vntf O 4] 4 ]2

‘_\T,raining T 6 f~‘~r6 e 2 Sl

;Instrnctional SR L A R
:.Ma.cerials ;11‘._ 4

o e Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing ‘o = No
T Tea.ch in Right 'I‘o Read Progra.m next year- ] _} L Te

" Yes. if changes are maulefft 1.
: ,Questionable ’ 1
Nox . “
s | ~ ‘ 7 Ne. ReSponse
D, ‘Identiﬁcation of P oject Director

District ' . Reading Reading Claasroom No Title
- Supt. Princxpal Spec:ahst Teacher Teacher Other Indicated
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Efiectiveness of Right 'I‘o Read Materials : S SR

e — Very - Not - No ‘

'o ' Pro ram Planning Procedure - Useful Useful Useful Indication - -
(pp%: | T T x

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as

. parent involvement, idéntification and prioritizing of student t
~ needs and objectives, idéntification of basic reading approaches,

~ materials,and program organizations. Also supplied {information - -
'on redirection of existing resources to support the new programé :

’kays in which PPP was used in program

,tructuring Identification of Identification Listing ' Ongoing NO i
and Planninj StudentITeacher Needs of Oblectives Priorities Eval, Indication~i

S : Very Not  No ‘
. Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Usei‘ul Indication :

(S and RC}

X -

(A document with charts guiding the school in comrnumty involve-
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
“schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

“’: Ways in which S and RC was used:

";_,“Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference |
- Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

o e e

..;,:"‘Forecast information No
Outcomes Dissemination Indication

¢ X
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. ;Program planning _
- Program implementatlon '

‘%Interpret Rtght to Read e
‘ Planning materials

»;_,Work on the' Unit Taak Force :

Develop Work Statementl
: Proposal -

- DeVeIOp or identify
‘ curriculum materials

- Needs as sessment

- : Di'akgkno'slslpre soriptlon
: Identlfy objectives - X

~ Staff development X

Technical Assistant Utillzation

o f Ratlng of Helpfulnesa' Very

Helpful Helpful Helpful

- Not No :

lndic ation L

o | X,:;

e Technlcal;Aﬁ'siqtan_t Aotlyltleb':

- :".gu.'

a1,
18,

19.
20,

= ;_ Develop team teaohtng

16,

Identlfy alternate approaches"'

"aob“r"e °1asse 3

:’Advise on. parental
lnvolveme nt ~

_Recommend consultants

Budget Plannlng s ;

Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read, |
Washington, kD,q.x ; L

No indication of activity
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' Parent Involvement

& Extent of High Medium Low No Indication

Involvement

| 6_‘ Activitieé:

1. Unit Task :Forcé - 9, Reading is Fundamental

2 -Program planning | 10, PTA, open :house, other -
O RS traditional meetings

. "Prog‘i‘a'm'implementation - o '
B ‘ 11. Supplementary activities

3
4, Develop materials

12, Community relatio’na :

5, Purchase/repair materials

13. Information dissemination

. Aides, tutors, volunteers
: 14, No indication

6
   7. Advisory council
8

'8, Workshops, conferences
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H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides

° Worked in classrooms 82%
° Were paid 65%
° Were: Parent 18%

Student teacher | 6%

Community organization member
High school student ,
Other 71%

° Average number of hours aides worked
per semester .é.lf._.

° Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

Preparing materiais

(ol Lol kol kol kol ke

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring ‘

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

Classroom maintenance

o bl b

Supervising field trips
~ Other X

e . Teacher rating of aldes! effectiveness {figures indicate number
of teachers reporting data)

Very 5 Very
Effective Effec‘:ive Ineffective Ineffective

5 5 ~ 2 2

ry

268




I, Program Characteristics

1, Inservice Training:
L Individuals responsible for training:
Consultants X

Technical Assistant Team {TAT) members .
Project director

Reading specialisc X

Classroom teacher

No indication ‘ |'
o Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher

Classroom teachers X
Other staff
Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

[ Training areas-
Learning theory Instructional approach
Student background and self Instructional materials X

concept Teaching techniques X
Language development Classroom organization and
Motor and perceptual skills management

Right to Read Program X Evaluation

Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication

approach X
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° Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workéhOps.
conferences X

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
obgervations = . , .

University courses ) ‘
~Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities
Planning Phase
) ‘Rating of helpiulneés: Very j ~ . Not = No o
Helpful Helpful ‘Helpfulr IndicatiOn
° UTF Members:
Consultants x
Administrators X R
Reading specialist X
Teachers X,
- Parents x|
Others
No indication

) Frequency of meetings:

Very No
Frequent _Frequent  Infrequent Indication

X




Meet with TATs

Develop proposal or work
tatement

Needs assessment -

“Dévelop diagnostic/prescriptive
pproach

ld_e"nt,ify objectives
‘Gsther data
Complete PPP

Implementation Phase

o  Types of Activities:

Develop materials

Ingervice training
X{  Budget

Develop tests
Evaluation
No indication

. Rating of Helpfulness:

o ' UTF members:

Very Not

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

Information dissemination

No

X

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents

Others

No indication

e - Frequency of Meetings:

Very

-

E R ER e 1

Infrequent

No
Indication

Frequent Frequent

X
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‘& Types of Activities;

| ii‘,Meet with TATs/consultants

Deveiop criteria for student -
' Selection or placement k

- 'Student diagnosis

i Identify tutors
~~ Inservice t'raining

‘ Develop community involvement
activities

Status and reporting activities

k ' Record progress
-+ Serve on special committees
: Review program progress ,

Information dissemination
Evaluation
No indication

~ 3. - Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Appx‘,oach:

Indiyiduaiiz_ed prescription

‘ Identification of student skilllevels

- Teacher observation
Contracts '
Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing |
Review case histories

Staff conferences
~ Student/teacher conferences

‘Supplementary materials
. Gameés, manipulatives

Audio- Visual,. Multime dia

- Commercially made programs

Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips R
Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication




‘  _4'. S iPiiog'rax‘h Lbcatiom*

: ',.v‘,g‘,_Read“in\g'*iys taught as a separate subject
. Reading is taught indirectly
- through other subject matter

Special aséistan(:e’is provided outside the
classroom for students in special need of
reading help

No indication

5, Student/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

-Reading specialist (responsible for more
than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialist

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

6. Student Organization:

Individualized reading instruction
Small groups (5 or fewer stu lants)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

185

135

44

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

383

64
18}
33
364
48

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

sz,
93
109

?‘I.nformation on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report

‘on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reporteds 17
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. Classroom Language w('All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
Used) Language

Standard English 100% 1007 _
Non-Standard English
Spanish

French

American Indian
language or dialect

Japanese
No indication

e, Reading Approach:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Meaning emphasis 0
Code c¢rinphasis 3
Linguistics 0
Modified alphabet 0
Responsive environment 0
Programrhed learning 2
Individualized reading 3
Language experience 2
Eclectic or teacher's own 333
Other 0
No indication
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"‘I‘e-chniqu:e‘s Used for Reading Instruction:

. Mabhiné - béséd programmed
~Instryction o

Other programmed instruction

Gaming/simulation

~ Instructional TV

, ‘I‘n‘te,yr,a,ctiVe media

Intensive kinvolveme,nt
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other ,
No indication

Mean Number of
Semester Hours

Reported per Clas 8

3

55

1

9.

3

4

26 -

212

137




10,

11.

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

ﬁiagndstic ‘reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected

- specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class,

The teacher has developed or identified an

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entirg class, -

- Performance of students 18 measured in
~ terms of objectives set for each individual.

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for'the entire_class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: | $40, 000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure

Us'ed"/

15

12

13

15

14

15

{13

15
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e

' :Irit'ie_'rvig':e; 'I_‘réining

IMENDATIONS REPURTED IN

L 'Vﬁi&iééfbﬁect’ivésﬁ'ahcjl»b'eg'"rée of Accomplichment *

Project Objectives

/ Degree of . -

’ Accomplishment o

STUDENT |
Student Attitude

_Student Behavior

Stu&ent,!ieading Achievement

: ,Rea_d}ng- Related Skills

TEACHER
Teacher Competency

Tea?;her Attitude
k ‘Teache,r Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY
Parent/Community

Involvement
' Pa;{qht‘_i&tt’itude

.PROGRAM

 Individualization of
ml}txucil'o'n S

| ‘hfdrhiétibnbissénﬂnation

_Innovations |

Additional Materials,

Services or Personnel

*Sites may have indicated program
~and Degree of Accomplishment"
reader should refer to both gecti
how successful the program was

success under "Program Objectives

or under "Major Findings", The
ons for a complete understanding of

according to data in the self-evaluation,
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2, Major Findings*

o 2 A
.0% "vq%\go"
Ny
b, KN f & Ry
& & ¥ £
&7 @ «‘0?’
Y Y5 SES
oY/ g o'
EF ) ds [8 4
85 /) 8 /o A
Lo ) e [
Sl S8 ) el [EEE
Major Area g ) &R 4’?@}‘(}

Reading Achievement X
“ Reading -Related Skills X
_Social Skills X
_Attitude X
TEACHER |
- Competency X ’

Attitude. | X
Teacher-Student Relations X
_Teacher-Staff Relations X
PARENT/COMMUNITY

Support X
7 VIn'volvqrh'ent . X
PROGRAM
: S,u'cce’sa’_of Insgrvi‘ce Training X '

Pi—ggr‘am Flexibility X
7 Hglpfulness of Technical Asslstance X

Siguificant Changes in Reading
" ' App_roach:‘ X

Individual'i zation of Instruction ¥

Value of Assistance from

Aides/Volunteers Te

SITE DID I-NIO‘T CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Major Fiadings" or

- under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment', The -

.. reader should refer to" both sections for a complete understanding of
o hd\’pfjsuccésgém the program was according to data iii the aelf-evaluation,




3. Program Recommendations

~ Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports

~ were categorized into the areasins‘ted below. An "X" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,

——

».

Mofe emphasis on réading-—related skills
increased emphé,éis on improving studént‘ achieveﬁént |
Increased emphasié on improving student attitude
More remedial help
Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school;pare‘nt communications
More staff training
More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More eniph_asis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district
More materials,‘equipmenf/personnel
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques
. Re-definition of needs

i
?

i : :
| Improved commu ication with HEW

| Continued fundin

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS —
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School: 1701




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 1701
Grades: V.-6

A. School Characteristics

A B C D E*F
1. Geographic Region T T 17 ITXT )

*States in this region are: Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Missouri,
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Utah, Wisconsin, Wyoming

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban _ Suburban  Rural

| x

3. Student Population (Total School)

e Total Reported Enrollment 193
° Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students

K 24 7

1 26 - 8

2 21 9 .
3 31 10

4 27 11

5 19 12

6 27 Spec Ed, 1 1

' Spec Ed, 2 11
e Student Ethnicity (Total School) .

Percent
American Indian - 0. 5.___
Asian e
Black 34

'Mexican Arierican 0.5
Puerto Rican
White
Other 65
Q- 281




B,

Right to Read Student Characteristics

1. Amount of Time in Program: 1972.73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown
Total ' Percent .
No, of | American . Mexican Asian Puerto
Grade |Students| Indian |Black | American American| Rican | White | Othexr
K 24 38 62 '
1
.12 | 19 81 =
2 21 5 33 62
]
3 31 55 45
* 27 L 30 70
5 19 5 } 95 | IO
6 27 37 63 |
- L4
7 l
" 7
9
10 i
11
L]
12 E |
Spec EQ1 7 43 | 14 43
Spec E42 11 46 54
—— e
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3. Reading Gains for 1972-73 School Years
{sce Vol, 11, V, A for detuiled report)

0 Grade Level
(includes only levels
{for which data were

reported) Mcan Gain per Month S5t Dev,
1 s e
2 0.7 0,2
3 1. l ] l . 0
4 —— —0.7
5 0.3 ) __ 0.9
6 0,9 1.2

o Ovcrall Mean Gain for School 0.8 0.8
© (mecans adjusted for diffaring class sizes)

(Y Nawmne of Stondardized

Tesi(s) Usad * Durrell, ITBS
C. Right to Read Teacher Cheracteristics
o Totzl Number Reported ] 10_ 1
Mean Range
Age 4371 [22-55+ ]
No. Years Teaching Experience {19 | [1:39 ]
Male ~ Female
e Sex No. [1 g |
Percent 10 1 90
' Mexican Puerto No
) Ethnicity AmrInd Asian Black Amer Rican White Other indication
No. 2 - ] 8
Percent 20 80
g | BA or BS MA or MS___ PhD ___ Other No Indication
o Degree No. [ 9 .1 ] ] 1 ]
Yhuanan- IPine No Indi.
. Axca of Jiduc  Soc Sci__ities Arts  Phys Sci Math Other cation
Degree No. [ 8 | ] L K ! T T 1
Read Reading Bilingnal  Maulti No
Spec  Teacher Spaec Subject  Cther Indication
‘e Job Title No. | L .1 | A 2| i
o Jnner City  Urban  Suburban  Rural No Indication
e Residential No, [ 1 3 B | 7
- Index

L e
- ™Total number of classcs for which achicvement date were reported: 9

———s spv——
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v Teacher Attitude Toward Right To Read Features

(figures indicate number of teachers rasponding)  No Indica-
Effecti . - tion or Not
geliveness Included .

Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program
T

Parent Involve-
ment , 1 3 4 2
In-service 7 1 .
Training =
r-
Reading
Specialist 4 1 2 3
Instructional
Materials |4 3 3
) Teacher Preference Regarding Continuing to No: of
Teach in Right To Read Program next year: Teachers:
Yes - 7
Yes, if changes are made 1
Questionable 2
No
No Response
D. Identification of Project Director
District ' Reading  Reading Classroom No Title
Supt. Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher Other Indicated

~r
AL




E, Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials

Very Not No
° Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication
(PPP) X

(A document with charts guiding the school ip such areas as
parent ihvolvement, identification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Al!so supplied information
on redirection of existing resources to support the new program}

Ways in which PPP was used in program:

Structuring Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication

X
‘ Very Not No
o Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication
(S and RC) % '

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-
ment during planaing of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

‘Ways in which S and RC was used:

| Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
Planning Needs Assessment Assignments Program Progress Source

X

Forecast Information No
Outeomes Dissemination Indication

i
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F, Technical Assistant Utilization

] Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X —
) Technical Assistant Actlvities: |
1. Program planning X 11, Identify alternate approaches
2, - Program implementttion 12, Develop team t.eaching
3. Interpret Right to Read 13, Observe classes

planning materials

14, Advise on parental

4, Work on the Unit Task Force (X involvement
5. Develop Work Statement/ 15, Recommend consultants
Proposal

1 16, Budget planning

6. Develop or identify
curriculum materials 17. Evaluation

7. Needs assessment 18, Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

8. Diagnosis/prescription

19, Plan for 1973.74 prbgram

9. Jdentify objectives

20, No indication of activity

10, Staff development X
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G. Parent Involvement

. Extent of
Involvement
. Activities:

Unit Task Force

Program planning
Program implementation
Develop materials
Purchase/repair materials
Aides, tutors, volunteers
Advisory council

workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

X

9.

10,

11,

12,

13,

14,

287

—

Reading ie Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

Supplementary activities
Community relations
Informution dissemination

No indication

EEl



H. Teacher Aides

Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides

° Worked in classrooms 83%

® Were paid 58%

° Were: ‘Parent 17%
Student teacher 125%
Community organization member ' 33%
High school student [ 17%
Other R PYA

) Average number of hours aides worked !

per semester ¢ 1151

) Types of Activities Performed:
Tutoring students
Marking tests
Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

AT ER

Preparing materials

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel

Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class

Classroom maintenance X

Supervising field ¢r»ips
Other

) Teacher rating of aides' effectiveness (figures indicate nuraber
of teachers reporting data)

Very Very
Effective Effective Ineffoctive Ineffective

5 5




I. 'Program Characteristics
1. Inservice Training:
] Individuals responsible for training:
Consultants

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director

Reading specialist

Classrooin teacher

No indication

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher

Classroom teachers

Other staff

Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

° Training areas-

Learning theory

Student background and self
concept

Language development

Motor and perceptual skills
Right to Read Program

Diagnostic/ prescriptive
approach

Instructional approach
Instructional materials
Teaching techniques

Classroom organization and
management

Evaluation

No indication

289

—

b e




® Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences X

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations '

University courses

Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2. Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

® UTF Membere:

Consultants
Administrators X
Reading specialist
Teachers X
Parents X
Others
No indication
° Frequency of meetings:
Very No
Frequent Frequent  Infrequent [ILadication

X




° Types of Aciivities:

Meet with TATs

Develop proposal or work
statement

Needs assessment

Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach

Identify objectives
Gather data
Complete PPP

Impleraentation Phase

| Develop materials
Inservice training
Budget

hiformation dissemination

Develop tests

Evaluation

No indication

. Rating of Helpfulness:

® UTF members:

Very

Not No
Helpful ielpful Helpful Indication

X

Consuitants
Administrators
Reading specialisi
Teachers

Parents

Others

No indication

° Frequency of Meetings:

Very

Frequent Frequent

Infrequent

No
Indication

X
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e Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs/consultants ] Status and reporting activities
Develop criteria for student Record progress

selection or placement Serve on special committees
Student diagnosis Review program progress
Identify tutors Information dissemination
Inservice training Evaluation
;):t\;:z,::)izscommunity involvement No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription X Supplementary materials
Identification of student skill levels Games, manipulatives
Teacher observation Audio-Visual, Multimedia
Contracts Commercially made programs
Individualized instruction e Student grouping

Progress checklists Special classes

Testing X Skill sessions

Review case histories Ficld trips

Staff conferences F'ﬂ Reading/language center
Student/teacher conferences Reading specialist, tutors

Language experience approach
Basal text instruction
No indication
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‘Program Locatlong¥

Reading is taught as a separate subject
ding 1s taught Indirsctly ”
th ough_‘other subject matter

ding: h’elp
‘d,i_ca;tgn e

o ‘lS't‘i.{d‘a?ﬁilfeac_:“héy_rf Organiéa;tipﬁ;

Single teacher~-multi -subjects |

Reading specialist (responsible foi more
than one class) ‘

'T'éam teachers |

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor- specialist

jTutor-aide |

'QOther

;No indication 7

6 ~ Student Organization:

: :Individualized reading instruction

: Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
- No indication
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'S ecial. assistunce {s provided outaide the -
classroom for students in special need of

~Mean Numbor of .
~ Semester Hours
. Reported per Class .

1ol

" Mean Number of

Semester Houra

- Reported per. (‘lass i

240
|
183 |

14
B
51
19

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

58
38
|62

Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
each class they taught. Total number of clagses for which data wero reported;




. Classroom mgaaga <A11~c1gejae‘sf Combined):

Language of Inatruction Natlve La.n uage of Studem;s{
(% of Tim"' Lanﬂuage (% of Students peaklng o
Used) Sty 'Language

‘-?'s‘a“d,a'd E"S“ﬂh ' e 100% e 100%
Non&tandard English‘ D , e

" American ‘In“d‘ian »
- language or dlalect

‘5."-’{“Japanese § A
~ 'No indication :

.8, Reading Appryoach:

~ Mean Number of
Semester Hours
- Reported per Cl,‘asks"

‘Meaning emphasis ‘ .37
Code emphasis - 20

" Linguistics ; | ; 13
Modified alphabet 10
Responsive environment ‘ 31

Programmed learning ' ;1" 1
Individualized readir: Y

Language experience 26 :
.Eclectic or teacher's own 25 ' i "
Other 8 e
No indication
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Te‘éhnlqﬁés Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours S
Reported per Classj

Machine based programméd ' e
instructlon , ‘ 7

'?“Othor programmed instruction | 24 :
Gaming/aimulation SRS N dotro

o Instructional ™V o | D 17 S
o Interactive media S ; GERIEERSRE
 Intensive lnvolvement | oo le ]

| Discussion groups ; | o2z |
~_ Demonstration- performance 14
Lecture ' L Lt
,Cbnti‘acté SRR - | 1

- Use of supplementary materials : - 58 | ',
Other : . 2|
Non mdication
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lll

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic readldg tests are used with most or

all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teachar has formulated or selected
specific objectives for each student.

The teacher has formulated or selected
specific objectives for the entire class.

The teacher has developed or identified an

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual.

Performance of students is measured in *
texms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student's performance aLre kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: $30,000

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

11

1.1

10

10

11

12
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3. MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1, Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

L B o Degi?pe of
S | : Accomplishment

' Project Objectives ;;{‘\H‘* 4

STUDENT
__Student Attitude
Student Behavior
i S_tuden_'t‘Rééd{ng Aéhiéveinent» 2k
Reading-Related Skiils
TEACHER |
| ~“‘Teachéf Competency X e 1x
__Teacher Attitude _ | x x| |- T
Te achelr Behavior | '
PARENT/COMMUNITY |
'Parént[Cbmmﬁnity |
 Involvement. _ X X
Parent Attitude X X
PROGRAM = f
Ihfdrniation Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction X X

b

>

Innovations

Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

H

*Sites may have indicated program success under ""Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment'" or under '"Major Findings'". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2 - ngnglndiggg_*

) g

Majfor;Area

| sTubenT i
1 Ré?ding Achievement

_Reading -Related Skills

Social Skills

|_Aetieude

TEACHER
Competency

_Attitude

- Teachéi-Student Relations

_Teacher-Staff Relations

| PARENT/COMMUNITY.
| Support ’

| Involvement

| PROGRAM
‘ :'S'u'ccékq'a of ,Inser?vic_.er Tralning

>

__Program Flexibility

i Helpfulness of T'echnical Aesistance‘ |

* Significant Changes in Reading
—Approach ' :

individua_l_‘iz_atiron of Instruction

| Value of Assistance from

-Aldes /Voluntgqrs_

M o

~ SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

“Sites may have indicated program success under '"Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'', The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
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how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.



3, Proggam Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation réports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X'" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area.

More emphasis on reading-related skills
. Inéreased emphasis on improving student achievement
- Incréased empha'sis on improving student attitude
More remedial help | |
Incfeased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications
~More staff training
More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program within school/school district
More materials/equip«ngnt/personnel
Increased emphasis on improving teacher competency
Increased emphasis on improving teacher attitude
Improved evaluation techniques
Re-definition of needs
Improved communication with HEW

X Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ___
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" INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENTS

e A ma]or purpose o[ the 1972 73 evaluation of echoox baser’ Right
o Read sites was to provide a comprehensive dcscription of the reading

‘ _k f‘__fprogram at each school. Volume III (Parts 1, 2, and 3) describes
s -‘,_"reading program in terms of schooi student, and teacher character-

istics. g Additionally. ali program variables that characterize eatciiT ',ite

f,are reported here. V"here appropriate, these variables are deacribed in
‘terme o{ the: extent to which each site included them and an assessment of

their contribution to the success of the program is indicated ;
The ‘Right to Read Office also required each school- based site. par- .

‘k E ticipatmg in CRL ) aseessment to conduct anh evaluation of 1ts own pro_;ect. ci
o In conjunction W1th the Right to Read Office CRI developed an outline {in—,-’ F

: cluded in Appendix B) to guide each site in this self-evaluation and to

' assure the assessment and reporting of crmcal program components that

would not otherwise be included in this Fmal Report due to lack of infor-‘ -
: matxon. N : : :

Data found in the self- evaluations are used extensively in Volume III."-"

;Section J, reports information related to major outcomes identified in S

the self evaluations. These are Objectives and Degree of Fulfillrnent,
: ’Ma_;or Findings, and Recommendations. |

For reader ease and to include a maximum number of data as con- , 5

ciseiy as pOSSlble, mformation in this volume is provided {n outline form. -
‘Drogram characteristics are accompanied by statistics that reflect total- .

schooi information. A description of the Right to Read Program at each
school requires approxxmately twenty pages using this format, Colored
dividers, separating each school from the: preceding one, contain the -
code number of the school being described in the following pages. Al-

- .though mformation is prowded to indicate the general location of each

‘school. full identification of the schools in this sample is possible oniy

o 'by means of the key CRI has provided the Right to Read Office.

xii L
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INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

| School-“* 1801 A
Grados. i 1.8

_’School Cl\aracturistics

o A B G*D E ‘
Geographic Region o o L____L 1X £ 1 T“'l

P "‘States in thia roglon are: Alabama, Florida. Georgia. o

Kentucky. ‘Louisiana, Mlssissippx, North Carolina, South :
Carohna, Tennessee s o

,Urban Rural Index '

Urban ‘ Sttburban k Rural
X

Student Population (Total Schoo_)

. Total Reported Enrollment 477
e  Total Students in Each Grade Level

Grade No. of Students - Grade No.o_fSt'udeknts

kK . 7T 64
1 86 8 63 _
2 57 9 L
3 66 10
4 57 11
5 54 B ¥
6 60
e Student Ethnicity (Total School) ,
‘ ' Percent
American Indian
Asian
Black
Mexican American
Puerto Rican
White - 190

Other
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___ght to Read Studen* Characteristics

. Amcmnt of Tlme in Program' ‘972 73 School Year

" Number. of Right to Read Students ln Each Grade Level

and Ethnic Breakdown

Total

Percent

No., of

American |

T

' Mexlcan

Asian
American

qPuerto | |

 |students

: Ipdiani t

Black

American

Rican

White | Other

A

] w0 ]

66

100 |

el of

87

100 e

60

AN U S— S

302
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: 3, Rcu’d’ing Gains for 197273 Sehou Y e
{too Vol 1L, V, A for detuiled report)

¢ Grade} (*\'Ol
(inclndub only levels
for which data wore

reported) - Mcean Gadn per Month St. Dev,
ot S 7 - . 1.0 o g ““._ e
2 1.1 _ _q“(_a__'_'w, L
3 0.6 o 06
4 0.7 0.8
6 | 0.8 ; 1.3
¢ Overall Mean Gain for & chool 0.8 e IR ,,
(meuns adjusted for differing class sizen) : S
¢ Namec of Standardized
'l‘est(S) USCd wﬂgﬂul‘-n—--..-mmlh‘m .
C. Right 10 Read Teacher Characteristics -
, ©  Total Number Reported [T )
8 | | Mean Range |
‘- Age | [377) [ZzZ5z. ]
No. Years Toaching Bxperience [ 16 ] - Lz=29 ]
: , _Maule Jomale
6 Sex ‘ No. - 17
Percent | . ] 100
‘ Mexican Pucrto - No .
¥ihnicity Amr Ind As ian Black Amoer Rican White Othor Imhcntmn .
‘ No. L..- o i 16 ; ‘
Percent 5‘ | 94_; - L
' BA or BS M4 or MS PhD Other No Indicaliun 3
Degrce No. |7 1o I | ] | " 'I:}_{;ﬁ?,‘_‘
, Huwman- Fine N° Indi-'j_,;‘
Area of Joduc  Soc Sc¢i  itics Arts  Phys Sci Math Other cation .
Degree No. {17 | ] [ T ] | i |
Read Reading DBilingual Multi No
- ‘ Spece  Teacher Spee Subicct Other_ Indwation ‘
Job Title No.[ 2 T 1 13 T T l_,
: Inner Cit_jr Urban Suburban Rural No Tandication o
Residential N, L I | 1 17 | C A
~ Index — ’ ‘

“Total number of classes for which achievement data wore reported: 18
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OTeachex Attituds Toward Right To Road Features
Ly :;i(figu‘fos,indicnt_o number of teachors responding)

Effoctiveness

No Indica-
tlon or Not
Included

in Program

5 |

"f&fl_-;f.,Excxés'lleut SCicod Adequate Poor Vory Poor

-y

lu|

5 | 4

T n

ggéntificé.tion of Project Dire

Tea.cher?refc f_énc"é;Réga.'rdihgz ‘TCOntih'uing to
- Teach in Right To Read Program next year:
: qu,' if changes are made

Questionable

| No-

NokR‘ospon‘se

ctor

¥

~ District

s Re’ading‘" Reading Clagsroom

‘No; of

N6 Tifle

X

Princip

al Specialist Teachor Teacher

’ N

Othor ‘Indicated
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Ei‘te'et‘ivjenea:s' of Right To Read Meterials o - o
- Very Not - No -

e ,, Program Planning Procedure  Useful Useful Useful Indication -

(A docu:'a.ent with charts guiding the school in such areas aa
parent involvement, identification and ‘prioritizing of studeni
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
~ materials, and program organizations. Also supplied information r
~on redirection of existing resources to. support the new programi

,,ew"iayﬁ’in‘Wmch PPP was used in program:

‘Structuring  ldentification of ldentification Listing  Ong oing No
:and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval Indicationl-f

x

: o Very Not No :
. Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(S and RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve-

ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
- schools and Right to Read, Washington, D.C, )

.EWays in which S and RC was used:

:'_‘f:xProgram Student/Teacher Task ' Display . Reference g
‘;(‘,_-Planning Nceds Assessment Assignments. Program Progress Source

f':_i_“orecast Information ~ No ,
‘Qu‘teomes Dissemination Indication
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F. Technical Assistant Utilization

e  Rating of Helpfulness: Very Not No |
‘ . Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

o  Technical Assistant Activities:

Program planning Xt o1 Identiiy alternate approaches
v’,Progryam implexﬁentation | 12, Develop team teaching
Interpret,mght,to Read . 13, Observe classss

- planning materials

14, Advise on parental

. Work on the Unit Task Fobrce Xl involvement
Develop Work Statement/ 1 1s. Recommend consultants X
Proposal : ‘ ; | ) -
i 16, Budget planning
. 6. Develop or identify A .
curriculum materials 17. Evaluation
Neads assessment 18, Liaison with Right to Read

Washington, D, C,

Diagnosis/prescription

19, Plan for 1973.74 program

Identify objectives X

20, No indication of activity

Staff development
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G, ~ Parent Involvernent

) Extent of High Medium Low No Indication
Involvament — ‘ —r e
‘ ‘X

0 f Activities: , v
. Unit Task Force '|X| 9. Readingis Fundamental x|
= 2, Program planning 10, PTA; ‘open house, other , X
PR traditional meetings N B
. 3. Program implementation : : o , e
11, ‘Supplementary activities X

4, Develop‘materials X

12, Coymniunity relations

~ 6, Purchase/repair materials

13, Informa'tkion dissemination

6, Aides, tutors, volunteers X

14. No indication

7. Advisory council

. 8. Workshops, conferences
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~ H, Teacher Aldes

‘Percentage of Teachers Reporting Aides

P

Worked in classrooms
Were pald
Were: Parent
Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aidee worked
per semester

Typos of Actlvlties Performed'

Tutoring students

Marking tests o

Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

Preparing materials

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring

Superviging recreational activitice in or cuteide
class

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

93%

80%

80% -

13

409

353

o L R B

o

- 5

Teacher rating of aides! effectiveness (figures indicate number

of teachers reporting data)

Very

Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

12 2

1 ]
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Program Characteristics

Inservice Training:

. ~ Individuals responsible for training:

Consultants i

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project direcior

Reading specialist

Clagsroom teacher

No indication

® Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom tea\c’hers

Other staff '
Paraprofessionals

Parents

No indication

o Training areas-

Learning theory

Instructional approach

Stude,n‘t\' back‘ground and self Instructional materials

concept

Language development

"'I‘k*eaching,techniques

Classroom organization and

Motor and perceptual skills management
Right to Read Program Evaluation

- Diagnostic/prescriptive No indication
approach X
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) Training Methode:

| Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,

conferences . | X
School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations : ' X

Unive ;-:a‘lty courses
Video taping, audio-visuals, multi-media
No indication

Py Unit Task Force Activities

Planhlng Phase

Ratiﬁg of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

° UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators
Reading specialist
Teachers
Parents

~ Others
No indication

5 [3¢ [54 ]

Frequency of meetings:

Very No ,
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X

310




] Types of Activities:

Meet with TATs : Develop materials
Develop proposal or work ~ Inservice training
g;g ment : | _ Budget
Needs assassment/ X Information dissemination X
Develop diagnostic/prescriptive
approach | Develop tests
_Identify objectives : X Evaluation
thh or data No indication
~ Complete PPP
Implementation Phase
° Rating of Helpfulness:
Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication
X
° UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators X
Reading specialist X
Teachers X
Parents X
Others
No indication
. Frequency of Meetings:
Very : - No -
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication
» ;
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. Types of Activities:

~ Meet with TATs/consultants

‘k‘:"iDevclop‘ criteria for student
- duolection or placement

: Student diagnosis
‘ldentify tutors
~ Inservice training

Dovelop communityk involvement
activities

X

Status and reporting activities
Record progress ' B
Serve on special committees

"Review program progress

Information dissemination
Evaluation ‘

" No indication

3. Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription

Identification of student skill lavels

Teacher observation
Contracts

‘Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing

“Review case histories

- Staff conferences

Student /teacher conferences

j .

X

Supplementary materials
Games, manipulatives -
Audio- Visual, Multimedia -
Commerclally made programs
Student grouping

Sp;cial classes

Skill sessions

- Field trips
" Reading/language center
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‘Reading specialist, tutors

Language experience approach‘~
Basal text instruction
No indication




Program Locationi®

&

‘Reading is taught as a separate subject
“Reading is taught indirectly
through other subject matter

Special assistance, i provided outside the
clagsroom for students in special need of
reading help

No indication

5, Studant/Teacher Organization:

Single teacher--multi-subjects

Reading specialist (responsible for more .

than one class)

Team teachers

Students doing cross-age teaching
Tutor-specialis.

Tutor-aide

Other

No indication

- 6, Student Organization:

Individualized reading instructicn
Small groups (5 or fewer students)
Large groups (6 or more students)
No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

T93

107

95

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

104

Mean Number of
Semester Hours

‘Reported per Class

41
16
279

*Information on items four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
- on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reported: 15




1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Langhage of Instruction Native Language of Students
(% of Time Language

Used)

' Standard English 100%

& Non-Standard English

Spanish

“French

- " American Indian

~language or dialect
~Japanese

(R No ihdication

8, Reading Approach:

Meaning emphasis

Code emphasis
Linguistics

Modified alphabet
Responsive environment
Programmed learning
Individualized reading
Language experience
Eclectic or teacher's own
Other

No indication

314

(% of Students Speaking
Language

84%
2

14

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

86
43
17

0

8
36
56
28
17

3




Machine - based programmed
- instruction

Other programmed instruction
Gaming/simulation '
Instructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement
Discussion groups
Demonstration- performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary materials
Other

No indication
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Techniques Used for Reading Instruction:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

17
39
4

9

39

0
33
89

7

69




11,

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading tests are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has formulated or selected
speciﬂc objectives for each student.

The teacher! has formulated or selected
specific obj ctives for the entire class.

The teacher has developed or identiﬂed an -
instrurient for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identlﬂed an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in '
terms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance. |
Records of each student's performance are kept
with respect to each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation. .

Parents are informed of students’ progress,

No indication

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: _$50,000
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Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure
Used

15

14

14

10

10

14

15

12

14




" 7. MAJOR FINDINGS AND :%w'

(MENDATIONS REPORTED IN

‘L. Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Project Objectives

STUDENT
Student Attitude

Student Beha.vlor

Student Reading Achievement

Reading-Related Skills

TEACHER
_Teacher Competency

Tegach'er Attitude

Teacher Behavior

'PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
InvoJVement :

Parent Attitude

PROGRAM -

Lnf’oxfmgt:idnr Dissemination
Individualization of '
InatructiOp o

I:mbvationé -

. aIdée;-Qiycé Tiaihitm
Additional Materials,

. Ser‘vicqs or Personnel

"Degree of ‘
Ac¢complishment .

*Sites may have indicated program success under "Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplishment" or under "Major Findings''. The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation,




2. Major Findinge®

.  Major Area

STUDENT . . | S
‘ Readin Agjﬂ@yement i X
"‘;.:T‘;‘_ adin . fi;eiatyiegd Skills |
_Soclal Skills | |
_Atitude | X
- [rEacHER
- |_Competency - X _
| _Attitude X
1. Teacher-Studént Relations ! :
-_Teacher-Staff Relations X

PARENT/COMMUNITY
-;7_ ; Suppokr’t v X
- |__tnvolvement X
| PROGRAM
Success of Inservice Training %
| _Program Flexibility X |
| Hel lhesﬁs of Technical Assistance X

3 Signlﬁcant, Changes in Reading
Approach X

'Individy.iali ?aytion of Instruction X

 Value of Assistance from
Aldes/Volunte‘ers X

o

_ SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

~ *Sites may have indicated program success under '"Major Findings" or

- under ""Program Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment'!, The

- reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
~how successful the program was according to data ir the self-evaluation.
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3. Program Recommendations

, Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below. An "X'" indicates that
the site made a recommendation with regard to that particular area,
More emphasis on reading-r\elated skills

Increased emphasis on improving atud§nt achievement
Increased emphasis on improving student attitude

More rc@edial help |

Increased effort to involve parents/community

___ Increased school-parent communications |

X More staff training |

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach

More emphasis on individualization of instruction

___  Expand prograrn within school/school district

_X_ More materials/equipment/personnel

Increased emphasis'on improving teacher competency
Increagsed emphasis on improving teacher attitude

Improved evaluation techniques

Re-definition of ne‘eds

Improved communication with HEW

X  Continued funding

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE RECOMMENDATIONS ___
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School: 2101




INDIVIDUAL SITE ASSESSMENT

School: 210l
Grados: ' K-6

Schael Charactorintics '
- A B*C D I F
1. Gecgraphic Region CIXT T T 11

*States in this region are: D.C., Deiéware. Illinois, Indiana,
Maryland, Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West
Virginia ~

2. Urban-Rural Index

Urban Suburban Ruzral
X

3. Student Population (Total School)

Total Reported Enrollment 968
e Total Students in Xach Grade Level

Grade No.of Students Grade No.of Students

K 144 7
1 145 8
2 145 9
3 145 10
4 117 11
5 117 12 °
6 117 Spec Ed, 38
e Student Ethnicity (Total School)
Percont
, American Indian 1
Asian ]
Black
Moxican American ——
Puerto Rican
White 98
Other




B. Right to Read Student Characteristics

‘1, Amount of Time in Program: 1972-73 School Year
2, Number of Right to Read Students in Each Grade Level
and Ethnic Breakdown
] Total o Percent ‘ 1]
{ No. of { Amarican Mexican Asian Puerto
|Grade |Students| Indian |Black | American {American| Rican | White |Other
LK 1144 . 100
+~------- -—L?-L......«-——-- - 100 ---1 ',.
2 lias 1 99 _I N
3 ’ 145 100 L
T e
117 B 100 |
ﬁ
5 I 100 |
- 4 . ol NUU
,_..6 117 | 100 |
7 !
8 7
9
10 i
| 3
K §
11 i 1
12 ; {
. R —
|spec EH 38 ' 100 I
!
1
e B
I
Q 322



: Rundinp Gnins fm 1972 ?3 bchoo] Y car

(buo Vol II, -V, A for detailed roport)
e 'Grade Levol
+ (includes only lovels
- for which data werc _ ‘ ' , '
reported) Mcan Gain per Month St. Dev,
1 S
-2
3 0.8 -
4 0.7 0.6
5 0. 8 00 7
@ Ovcrall Mecan Gain for School 0.8 - 0,7
(means adjusted for differing class sizes)
¢ Name of Standardized .
Test(s) Used 1TBS
- C. Right to Read Teacher Characteristics .
e Total Numbex Reported (23]
Mean Range
e Age .31 | [22-55+ |
o No. Years Tcaching Expericnce L6 1 [1-21 )
‘ Male Fomale
® Sex No, 1 22
Percent 5 95
, ' Mexican Puerto No
. Ethnicity Am»r Ind Asjan Black Amer Rican White Other Indication
No. { 14 1.
Percont | 34 60 6 ]
. ‘ BA or BS MA oxr MS PhD Other No Indication
o Degree No. [ 19 T 3 L 1] 11 1
Human- Fine No Indi.
o Area of Educ  Soc Sci _ities  Arts PhysSci Math Other cation
’ Degree No.[22 [ 1] I I | ] |
Read Reading Bilingual Multi No
Spec  Teache- Spec Subject Other Indication
Job Title No, | L L .22 ] 1 |
Inner GCity Urbi:a  Suburban Rural No Indication
Rasidential No, N 4 L 6 1 13 ] | 1

Index

"Total number of classes for which achievement data were reported: ]2
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© Parent Involve-
ment

Inegservice

: 3 “Training
[ Reading

£ Specalist |

' '-Instructional

 Materiais

Teachor Attitude Toward ,Right To Read I‘eatures
(ﬂgures indicate number of teachers responding)

Effectivenoss

No Indica-
tion or Not

D. Identification of Project Director

District

Principal Specialist Teacher Teacher

- , - ‘Included
Excellent Good Adequate Poor Very Poor in Program
3 4 15
5 4 8
4 4 10
Tedcher Preference Regardihg Continding to N\o:? of
Teachin Right To Read Program next year: Teachers: .
Yes ' 14
" Yes, if changes are made 4
Questionable "2
No ’
No Response 3
Reading = Reading Classroom No Title

Supt.

-

Other Indicated

X
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- Effectiveness of Right To Read Materials Lo e
e  Program Planning Procedure Useful Useful Useful Indication

(A document with charts guiding the school in such areas as

- parent involvement, .dentification and prioritizing of student
needs and objectives, identification of basic reading approaches,
materials,and program organizations. Also supplied inforination

-~ on redirection of existing resources to support the new program)

‘Wéfy,s‘in which PPP was used in program:

S_Ttrucrt,uiing "Identification of Identification Listing Ongoing No
. and Planning Student/Teacher Needs of Objectives Priorities Eval, Indication w

X

Very Not  No
[ ] Status and Reporting Center Useful Useful Useful Indication

(S aud RC)

X

(A document with charts guiding the school in community involve -
ment during planning of activities, and liaison with surrounding
schools and Right to Read, Washington, D, C,)

Ways in which S and RC was used:

Program Student/Teacher Task Display Reference
. Planning Needs Assessment Assignments. Program Progress Source

 Forecast Information No
~ Outcomes Dissemination Indication

X
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1

8.

9
10,

‘ Program planning
Program ‘implementation

, Interpfet Right to Read

planning materials
Work on the Unit Task Force

Develop Work Statement/

"Proposal

Develop or identify
curriculum materials

Needs assessment
Diagnosis/prescription
Identify objectives

Staff development

F,  Technical Assistant Utilization
e Rating of Helpfulness: Very

Not No

X

Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

-

1L,

12,

13,
14,

15,
16.
17.
18.

19.
20,

326

o Technical Assistant Activities:

Identify a‘;ernagé approééh’es; 1

Develop team teaching =~ |-
Observe classes

Advise on parental
involvement

Recommend consultants
Budget planning
Evaluation

Liaison with Right to Read,
Washington, D, C,

Plan for 1973.74 program
Ne indication of activity




Parent. Involveme nt

e Extent of
Involvement

° Activities:
Unit Task Force
Program planning
Program implenientation
Develop materials
Purchase/repair materials
Aides, tutors, volunteers
Advisory council

Workshops, conferences

High Medium Low No Indication

X
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9.
10,

11,
12,

13,

14,

Rezding is Fundamental

PTA, open house, other
traditional meetings

Supple meyntary activities
Community relations
Information dissemination

No indication




Teacher Aides

Percontage of Teachers Reporting Aldes

°
]
°

Worked in classrooms
Were paid
Were: Parent
Student teacher
Community organization member
High school student
Other

Average number of hours aides worked
per semester

Types of Activities Performed:

Tutoring students

Marking tests

Distributing materials

Working in small and large groups

Preparing materials

Liaison with parents and other outside personnel
Bus monitoring

Supervising recreational activities in or outside
class '

Classroom maintenance
Supervising field trips
Other

12

9%
9%

4%

4%

450

selvelse ]l

(xxx

Teacher rating of aldes' effectiveness (figuras indicate number

of teachers reporting data)

Very

Effective Effective Ineffective Ineffective

Very

1 |
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S § Program Characteristics
1. Inservice Training:
e  Individuale responsible for training:
- Gonsultants |

Technical Assistant Team (TAT) members
Project director '

Reading specialiat

Classroom teacher

No indication

° Individuals trained:

Reading specialist/teacher
Classroom teachers

" Other staff

Paraprofessionals
Parents
No indication

. Training areas*

Learning theory

Instructional approach

Student background and self Instructional materials
concept Teaching techniques
Language development Classroom organization and
Motor and perceptual skills management

Right to Read Program X! Evaluation

Diagnostic/ prescriptive No indication

approach X

329
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14

° Training Methods:

Group or individual meetings, seminars, workshops,
conferences X

School visitations, demonstration teaching, classroom
observations

University courses
Video taping, aulo-visuals, multi-media
No indication

2, Unit Task Force Activities

Planning Phase

° Rating of helpfulness: Very Not No
Helpful Helpful Helpful Indication

X

° UTF Members:

Consultants
Administrators X
Reading specialist
Teachers

Parents X
Others

No indication

»

) Frequency of meetings:

Very No
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication

X
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get with TATs
,op'proposal or’ work
ptatqmem

eeds assessment

Develop diagnostic/presc riptive
approach

lde_ntify objectives
Gg\ﬁhpr data
mplete PPP

Implementation Phase

) Rating of Helpfulness:

Very Not No
Helpful Halpful Helpful Indication
X
° UTF members:
Consultants
Administrators X
Reading speclalist
Teachers X
Parents X
Others
No indication
° Frequency of Meetings:
Very No .
Frequent Frequent Infrequent Indication -

~ Types of Activities:

X

’ Inaervlce tralnlng
: Budget

Develop materials

Informatlon dis eemination
Develop tests

Evaluation

No indication
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¢ Types of Activities:

Moot with TATs /consultants

. Develop criterla for student
~ selection or placement

~ Student diagnosis
~ Identify tutors
" Inservice training

Develop community involvement

“activitios

16

Status and reporting activities
Record progress 4

Serve on special committees
Review program progress
Information dissemination
Evaluation

No indication

3, Components of Diagnostic/Prescriptive Approach:

Individualized prescription

’ Idéntlﬂcatlon of student skill levels

Teacher observation
Contracts

Individualized instruction
Progress checklists
Testing

Review case histories
Staff conferences

Student/teacher conferences

332

Supplemcntary materials
Games, manipulatives

Audio- Visual, Multimedia
Commercially made programs
Student grouping

Special classes

Skill sessions

Field trips

Reading/language center
Reading specialist, tutors
Language experience approach
Basal text instruction

No indication




L gh sy

4 i k~p”°8*‘°m L°¢““°’" - Méan Number of
i Semester Hours
Reported per Class

~ Reading is taught s a separate subject 21 o
~ Reading is taught indirectly + N : : B
- through other subject mattex- 180 |

: ‘Spécial aesiéta’nxc‘"e, is provided outside the
~ classroom for students in special need of ;
roading help , ‘ ‘ , 26

No indication

5. Studant/Teacher Organization:
Mean Number of
Semestor Hours
Reported per Class
- Single teacher-~-multi-subjects 342
Reading specialist (responsible for more
. than one class) 6
Team teachers 4
Students doing cross-age teaching 15
'I‘titor-specialist 0
Tutor-aide 6
Other O]
No indication

' : Mean Number of
6. Student Organization: Semester Hours
Reportod per Class

Individualized reading instruction 19
Small groups (5 or fewer students) 16
Large groups (6 or more students) 133
No indication

”flnfoxy-mation on {tems four through ten was obtained by asking teachers to report
. on each class they taught, Total number of classes for which data were reporteds 23 '
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18

1. Classroom Language (All Classes Combined):

Language of Instruction Native Language of Students

(% of Time Language (% of Students Speaking
| Used) , Language
. Standard English 100 % ; 99 %
Non-Standard English 1
- Spanish

French

American Indian
language or dialect

Japanese
No indication

8, Reading Approach:

Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

Meaning emphasis 50
Code emphasis 28
Linguistics ' 4
Modified alphabet 0
Responsive environment 9
Programmed learning 10
Individualized reading 17
Language experience : 10
Eclectic or teacher's own 16
Other 0
No indication
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Té;t;hnique s Used for Reading Instruction:

Machine - based programmed
instruction

Othor programmed instruction
; Gaming/aimulation
Instructional TV

Interactive media

Intensive involvement
‘Discussion groups
Demonstration~performance
Lecture

Contracts

Use of supplementary raterials
Other

No indication
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Mean Number of
Semester Hours
Reported per Class

7
38
6
16
6
2
44
91
47
2
62




- 10,

11.

Classroom Evaluation Procedures:

Diagnostic reading te‘eta are used with most or
all students to determine individual reading needs.

The teacher has ’formulat}ed or selected
specific objectives for each student,

~ The teacher has formulated or selected
~specific objectives for the entire class,

The teacher has developed or identified an

instrument for measuring attitudes toward reading.

The teacher has developed or identified an
instrument for measuring attitudes toward
reading for the entire class,

Performance of students is measured in
terms of objectives set for each individual,

Performance of students is measured in

terms of objectives set for the entire class,
Visible records are kept of class performance.
Records of each student’s performance are kept
with respect to'each objective.

Students are kept informed of their progress.
Students are involved in self-evaluation.

Parents are informed of students' progress,

No indication

20

Number of
Classrooms
in Which
Procedure

‘ Uaed,-

21

17

21

17

12

18

17

15 -

Total Funding for 1972-73 school year: Not clearly indicated
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2l

J.  MAJOR FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS REPORTED IN

1.  Project Objectives and Degree of Accomplishment *

Degree of
Accomplishment

Project Objectlvga .5%«’“ 4

STUDENT
Student Attitude
Student Behavior X
Student Reading Achievement X ol X
Reading-Related Skills X

TEACHER
Teacher Competency
Teacher Attitude
Teacher Behavior

PARENT/COMMUNITY

Parent/Community
Invalvement X X
X

_Pa.rent Attitude
PROGRAM
Information Dissemination

Individualization of
Instruction

Innovations
Inservice Training

Additional Materials,
Services or Personnel

>

x

“Sites may have indicated program success under '""Program Objectives
and Degree of Accomplistinent'! or under "Major Findings". The
reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of
how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation.
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2. Major Findinge*

Major Area
| sTUDENT
_ Reading Achfevemunt )

: RgadergQRe!atéd Skills

- Social Skills

| Atittude

TEACHER

f Competency

- |_Attitude

X Teacher-Student Rélations

Teacher-Staff Relations

'PARENT/COMMUNITY
Support :

Involvement

‘PROGRAM
_Success of Inservice Training

Program Flexibility

Helpfulness of Technical Assistance

Significant Changes in Reading
Approach

Individualization of Instruction

Value of Assistance from

Aides/Volunteera

SITE DID NOT CLEARLY STATE FINDINGS

“Sites may have indicated program success under ""Major Findings" or
under "Program Objectives and Degree of Accompligshment',
. reader should refer to both sections for a complete understanding of

338

~ how successful the program was according to data in the self-evaluation,



3,

Program Recommendations

Recommendations contained within the self-evaluation reports
were categorized into the areas listed below, An "X' indicatos that
the site made a recommandation with regard to that particular area,

More emphasis on reading.related skills

Increased emphasis on improving student achievement

Increased emphasis on improving student attitude
More remedial Felp

Increased effort to involve parents/community
Increased school-parent communications

More staff training

More emphasis on diagnostic-prescriptive approach
More emphasis on individualization of instruction
Expand program w