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PREFACE

Regulations of Titlel of thaElementary and Secondary Education Act,
. .

P.L. 89-10, equire each edudAtion'al agency receiving Title I funds to make

an annual evaluation of activities financed by'such fUndk. While there ire

generalized guides set lorth by the State Department of Education, each

.Alocal educational system.has been encouraged and assisted with developing

an evSluation design whiCh is responsive to its needs. Emphasis is placed

Ktoe

on the.need to make evaluations contributa.to improved activities designed

meet the specific needs of edUCationallY deprived students. Hopefully,

i

these efforts are leading to improved programs 4 110 evident, from &any

evaluation sources, that Title I is, making.a greater impact on educational

progress'in the state. ,All'of tbgjpeople involved-in planning, implementa-

.

tion,-supervising,.evaluating, ahd every other phase are to be commetlded

for their efforts in the Continuoue improvement in,progrsms and services

to children that participate in ESEA Title I.

StatAtical data in thiS,report are compiled from thiPannual evalua

tion reports submitted to the State Department of Edication by each-local

educational agency.

r
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T.. STATE ADMINISTRATION

The primary goal of Compensatory Education (ESEA Title I) is to

increase the acadethic achievement of eligible project participants. The

-

goal is based on-the recognition that educationally deprived children can

ach4ye at a "normal" rate when provided comprehensive, innovation pro-
.,

gram services by a competent staff..,

,

The_State Department qf Education ESEA Title I administrative staff

lias provided numerous §tervices designed to assist the LEAs in meeting

this goal-
cr

4
During FY 75 a state-wide workshop was conducted; 152,county, bi-

county, and tri-county workshops were conaucted, as the need became

apparent, which involved 3,734. LEA officials; and numerous small group

meetings.have been conducted upon the request'of local a414inistrators.

Most of the meetfngs were dealing with project planning, deXivery sys-

tems, application completion, evaluation, and revision of projects'.

In addition to the workshops aforementioned,. administrators state-
/

wide indicated-being vi ited a total of 1,555 times by air Instructional
,

°
Coordinator, at which time the LEA received-guidance, instruction, and

a
assistance in some phase of Title I. Special monitoring teams or SEA

representatives visited 408 LEAs. The SDE office received 1,07 calls

and letters requesting information,,from the State Title I administra-

tion staff.'

The role of State administration is becoming more of a leadership

role in planning better delivery systems for-the educationally deprived.'

children and less of enforcing regulations, even though some enforce7

ment is still necessary.

?



A. Staff

The FY 75 ESEi Title I etaff consisted of the following claesi-
.

fications of personnel:

Administrator . .

FTE

..... 1

Deputy,Admihistrator. ... 1

Administrative Assistant

- Coordinators 6

Auditor 1

.
.

Clerk-Typist .. . . -. 21/2

... .

..--,
r, .

Secretary . . . ., ...... . . . 1
,

'UtilitY0ffice -Worker 1 . . . . . 1/2

Sumter Help . . ... ... .. .. . . 1/4.,

B. Scope Of Title I FY 75

For FY 75, 625 school districts received an,alIocation of funds

through'ESEA Title"I. Of those receiving .1.1 allocation,,571 Tistle f

projects Were approved. Thirty-fiveth'e projects were coopera-

(

tive projects. Title I serviles were utilized at 606 individual

schocil sites during FY 75.

C. Orviizational Chart
..; .

l'age 3.



ORGANIZA'TIONAL CMART OF THE OKLAHOMA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

September: 197S

egkronol
Appoints Members

Sinate Confirms
Members

'Electo;als

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

Simmer,/ Stet. Board

pHs Sumo Intondetil ol Public Instruction
President aml Executive 011icer Of Board

Stale Department ot Education

14?

fr

Director Communks lions Section

Coulthunications Dissemination
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Director

Auditing
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Assistant Superintendent instruction
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Curriculum Improvement I I, Teacher Education

Speciel Eilucatloqii
I I

iverdlealth & Safely E. F
Subiecapecialists Guidance, Counseling & Testing

Certification

Indian Education,

Instructional. Television & Medfs

School lunch

Assistant Supeointendent
And Direct& Firma

1 .

Assistant Director of Finance

Stile Ald Celculation

Transportation

Textbooks

Examiner

Assistant Superintendent
Federal Amistanco Programs .

Dim or ol Federal Program

cf)

Compensatory Education H-71

Library Resource't Equipment Acquisition

Innovative Program.

_I

. Educatiorial PlennIng
.

.

.. Program Evelnation

, F;folsosil DerloPMent & Research

Human Relations 0 714.
Suemgthening St Dept. ot Ert

[WI* Education,
Teacher ,

Personnel ReCOlds

r
p

Iternele Accounting
and Budgeting, I.



. ,InetrUc4onal toOrdinatora and' County Assignment.
'

Herman Bottom: Beckham, Custer, Greer, Harmon, Roger Kills, Washita"
4

Gradylirewster: Carter; Cotton, Jefferson, Love, Murray, Stephens

.

James Broad,pid: OklahoMes

ok
-Den*Chapman: LeFlore, McCurtain, Salquoyah

Jack Cl4ford: Creek, McIntosh, Okfuskee, OkmUlgee

Dither Cooper: .Atoka, COO., Hughes, Pittsburg, Pontotoc

Hampton Crowder: Kay, Lincoln, Logan, Noble, Paynez

, Sheri:Lien Lerrison: Blaine, Caddo, Canadian, Grady

Joe Glover: Tulsa

Ed Huey: Comanche, Jackson, Kiowa, Tillman

Victor gta: Alfalfa, Garfield, Grmnt, Kingfisher; Major, Woo/d/s.

R., Maxwell:: Beaver, Cimarron, Dewey, Ellis, Harper, Telcas, 1.ioodward

Guss Piguet: Osage, Pawnee, R gers, Wagoner, Washington

'd,arren Prater: Craig, Delaware, Mayes, Nowata, Ottwa

.Merrill Roberson: Cleve d, Garvin, McOlain, Pottawato-mie,:SentUole

Robert Rolland:, Adair, Cherokee, Haskell, Muskogee

Hoyt Smith: Bryan, Choctaw; Johnston, Lat'imer, Marshall, Pushmataha

-4-
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II. ,OKLAHOMA

:s

EA TITLE I ALLOCATIONS

. P

-

Year DiELA:

1966 -$17,393,688

'A

1967 16,819,413
N'

1968 -17,214,771

-\,71969 15,837,589

-r

1970 \:17,639,029

1971 18,199,914

1972 . 18,199;914

1973 18,627,388

1974 16,649,246.

1975 18,586,708

^

' 1 0

Pirt C
1-

)55,326

385,907

385,038

618,586°

227,435
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FY 1975 PRO,RAM-STATISTICS

,

-0
-

-

. .

,

: 571 .
Number of
grojects

. 9,290
4

$14,791,118

..

V.

..,

.765- 1,916
4

lotald.
.

76% $184 2,540 '6,001,904 420
,

280 694 1/2
Remedial
Reading

,

74.%

e

137 .6,271 859,219 120. 4.953/4

.

V- 147'1/2

.

.Remedial.Math'

82% . 272.e :9,700 . 2,647,137 211 121 1/2
-

452
Special'.

EducatiOn

43 4,393
'..i.

-192,440 57 11 54 Speech Therapy

77% 379. 2,236, 849,425 71 44 273 112 Underachievers

4..
66% (( k 9

.

431
' . .

59,900 17 4 2 3
/

13 1/2
Remedial
Science

,

, 76% 251 ''.2,592.
V

,

650,659 109 24 "- 122 1/2
'Learning
Disabilities .

71% 139 3,172 ' 443,068 ,49 29 89 Language Arts.

SI% . 25 , 3,105 , ',L78,197 12. 1

. ;

14 1/2
GuidaRce'and

. counseling

'82% .. 68.

:41!"'"%law :

60,327
..

11 2 1 2 '10
0

t

jine.Arts

90%
....

82 . 152 125,-473
#

1 9
.

10
Early T

'Childhood

.927 246 L16,266

.

2,534,554

ZY

6 1681/2 /s02 1/2
ALearning
Centers

1 ,

80%. ' -81. 3,558 :. '288,815 26
e .

20 1/2 44 Miscellsneous
.

P',
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, D

Evaluat

numerous methOds:

UWARY

ilrograni effectiveness was

'reference tests,

other instruments.,

is moSt dffectille:

Condntted and ddtermined.by

---dValuators chose to use

cher-made-tests, anecdotal
'

Each LE4selecçs.te meth

or their indivua ogram.

standardizd4.tests, criterion

records, rating scales and"

or method's which it feels

,

Examples df tandardi4ed tests used in dach component are listed

following the .com onent description. A large sp.mple has,been made in all
\ v -

gradirlevels ine e ch dowponent to determine the approxibmate mean gain.
c

affirt that it'is-not compleiely valid since several,tests, results are

4 compared and only: mean scores,are.aded; however, we belidve from Our

.analysii of individual project,co*onents, this is a relatively true

% indication of ptogress pd change occurring.
. *

4.

°

s

.

1 2,

- ,

14.

s.



A. Remedial Reading .01,

The Most prominent educational,disadvantagement Of boys and girls

in Oklahoma schools appeats 00 lie .ia the area of'redding..., Each year.
A

iemedial reading components are the largest components. Zaother .

cOmponents 041 in the comma4ieative skills area.and'reinfo ce those:

efforts-to Overcome reading.handicaps.
ar .

There were 420 priojeCts with a reading component tn one or more
c

. 'eohools. Significant gains were reportea in these components.
-

,Numerous'special instructional techniques designed for individual-
. .

ization of instruction were used. Some projects used special lab kits;

some-414d various'supplemencLry high-interest, low-level materials;* and

A
.some-used...a,learning center approach with multi-media techniques.

Some areas of improvement were incrensed'interest in reading, more

acceptable homework, better understanding of written materials, speed

of' reading increased, bettet comprehension and vocabulary.

The amount of gain-shown by standardized tests does not necessarily

reflect all the results of the component.. Evaluation by teachers and

teacher-oriented tests show marked improvement.in educational achieme-

ments, as well as emotianal changes.

Reading tests used: Houghton Mifflin, PeabodYcIDurrell, Gray,'Wid

Range Achievement Test, Metropoliton Achievement, Nelson, Iwa Test,)

California Achievement Test, Gates-MacGinitie, Stanford, Slosson

Test Data by Gain or Loss In Grade Equivalent Units

Gains Losses

0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Above 0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Below

6,754 8,367 6,463 3,196 1,436 618 290 137

Np. Tested R-12 27,261

13



a ,,,Speech Therapy %

There-weke a tOtal of 57 projects which included speech therapy

as a component. Most pf these were estitlished"either on a part-t*

basis or as a cooperative program.

Some objectives of this coMponent were to-correcE the child .s
, '-

ipaeckiallearing-difficultiet.as much as possible.., Procedures,were

. .

sgt up to screen itudehts for sp4ech,'heking,. and'visual problems and..

.

to adviie parents'as to need for special.medical attefition.

tignY,students were helped immediately through various therapy

drills and eiercises. Students overcame various °types of speech

.

impairment and gained confidence which permitted them to achieve at

a higher level in:other academic areas.

Tests used: Goldman, MAT, Peabody, Templin-Dorley

Test Data-by Gain or Loss In Grade cluivalent Units

. Gains "Losses ,
/

0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.I-Above 0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 L.2-2.0 2.1-Below

416 509 416 544 37 18 6 0

14

No. Tested K-12 = 1,946



; Learning Disabilities
;!

... .

The objectives of the Learning Disabilities component was to take

special students who'had problips. such as dysgraphia, visual tracking,

4
memory, physical plroblinis, attention span short, hyperactive, poor

. .. .
//

study habits and auditory problems from the norMal classroomi.situati
,
. i,

c and provide a laboratOry situation-for.them-a few hours each day in-

order to create a more personalized teaching situation. The majority

of these students were experiencing adVere difficulty within oartain

regular classes in maintaining a satisfactory achievement leVel. It .

appears that this approach himproved student self-raliance and

attitudes toward school and toward studying.

There-were 109 projects which had Learning Disabilities as a

' 1

component in .their Title T program.

Techni9ueS utiaized in,instruction in the Learning DiS'ibilities

clásss were highly ir.''14;ividualized-and included informal observatiod,

individual work sessions, informal testing, group activities, regular

'conferlences; as well is prescriptive techniques.

'Lasts used: Gates-MicGinitid, MAT, Stanford, Bender, Frostig,

-e

CAT, wzsc, Peabody.

Test Data by Gain or Loss In Grade Equivalent Units

Gains
. ------,.

Losses

,

0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Above 0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Below

672 773 642 216 125 22 8 10

No. Tested K-12 = 2,468



D. Underachievers

'There were 71 projectsw4h an underachiever component. These -

_ .

.
; 4

components ate-designed to give. Tore indpidnalized and -personalized.

4 -

attention to students experiencing Zearning deficienciee in s6reral

, -

academic areap, The students are kept in this component most-of-their.

school day since most of them cannot experTence succese in the regular

classroom mainstream.

;

The majr..,..objectivelpf this component is to as t chirdren to

. .
.

achieve.sUcCess.to die'highest'degree-to:which'they.aie.ableja all
rn ),

acadeMic areas. This results in improved attitudes, more self-ptide'
a

and a decrees in school dropouts. \4.440s;

Evaluators indicate that tp 96.2% of the cases evaluated,

significant changes occurred.

Tests used: Gilmore, CAT, Stanford, ITEB Metropoliton, SRA.

Gates---MacGinitie

lest Data by Gain or Loss In,Grade Equivalent Units

111

_ 4 Gains
. .

_

Losses

0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Above 0.0-0.5 -0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0. 2.1-Below

576 781
__i

422 122 93 42 15 4

No. Tested K-12 = 2,005

16
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-

E. Remedialltathematics 4

AWS.
Several objectives seem prominent in the mathematics component of

Title I. projects. Some of4the most.prominent objectives were:,_ increase
,

the math achieveient level by one'grade level, increase the math ,

.compUtational skills an average of.52'for 90% of the particiPants, to
x

.1- ,

: teach students thebasics.of math,. to develop pride pi confidence
. .

\
....

in th ir work and to show etudentib'how. math is useful in.'everyda67. life.

The temp ial math progrdhs seem to rvide an OPPortunity for disaditan-
. .

taged students who testb4 very low inalath to achieve at their own

...rate with specialized help.

Test Doti by Gain or Loss In Grade Equivalent Units

,

Gains
,

Losses

0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Above 0.0-0.5 '0.6-1.1 1,2-2.0 2.1-Below

1,275 1,636 1,267 469 378 192 119 27

1 if

4A

%No. Tested K-12 = 5,363



F. Remediall Language Arts

Remedial Language Arts,was a component.in 49 projects. was

treated in moat cases in addition,to remedial reading arid other

activities
1

relating to commuication skiIls.

Student problemth were 4u.n00.4d and programa of study were

devel9ped on an individual b1ã develop communicat& skills in

we,alcAteas.

Tests)sed: C4T, Slosson, SRA, Stanford, Metropoliton

Test.Data by Gain'or Loss In .Grade Equivalent Units

$

Gains Losses

0.0-0.5 0.6.4.1 L.2-2.0 2.1-Above 0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.1-Beldw

690 877 563 319 233 161 13/7 51

,

18

1 .1

No. Tested K7-12 = 3,031:



, Remedial Science

Remedial 8cience programs utilized numerous special materiala

and techniqueswhich sided educational'programs.to'meet special/

needs of students. r1
Science cangbe Made(very interesting for many students,who have

.

45
difficulty finding anything exciting about education. It can be

tool to create interest in reading, math, and other academic areas.

, There wereseirehteen Projects which incl4ded.a'science

component. Eviluatorsindicaied that 96.4% of phe components-made
\-....

a. significant:iMvrovement.in the educational achieveme nt of
j

4.

participanti-.

t'

tests used: CAT, iRA, ITED, StanTord, MATc

Test Data by Gain or Loss In Grade Equivalent Units

-Gains LoSses
,

00-0.5 0.6-1.1 12-2.0 2.1-Above 0.0-0.5 .0.6-'1.]: 1.2720,2.1=Be1ow
i

83 127 50, 47 37 8
J

9?
! i

9

eo

No. Tested -12 = 362
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41 H. Special Education

, A variety of types of SpeciafEducation-classes are included..

/

in this component. Some 9f-thOse_included are Ekkiand TMR.

A total of 211 Special EduCatiou,kograms were conducted either

fullj or PaitiallY through the Title I project. Ilmany casts the.--

. qk

project involved seVeral eligible attendance Areas within ischodl

A
diatrict.

r
Individual instructiOn seemsto.be the most frequent method '

of instruction... ManYefforts:weremacie to test students indivjdually

and select materials end inatructionar patterns relevant to the
-

,studen'ts' interest, neodeand Abilities. Progress is Measured

individually Id ff progress itinOted it geneial octurs

ireas of improved interpersonal relatiOn4,.With:pserst teachers aa
#

stiff; more expressed iatereSt in deVeloPMental taaks, iacreased;

->-
dependability.on work.essignments; and improved reading

Test Data by Gain or Loss Ii?:Grade Equivalenebnits'
:te

4ils Losses,

0.0-0.5 0.6-1.1 1.2-2.0 2.I-Above 0.0-0.5 0.6-.1.4.1 1.2-2.0 2.0-Below

1,508
..

1,308 709 277 193 81 35

20

No. Tested 1C-12 4,151.
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I. Guidance and Counseling

1.

I.

T component'of cOueseling was prolAdedin.lograma as a
0

-

4upport ve7activity. Students enrolled in ESEA TitleT, instruc-

tional activities rece vedthe benefit of these services. Ihe.,
i

CoUnselots provided support to the instructional prOgram ky assist-
,

ing the:participants in social, educational and em8tional

adjustmenta.'

The value-of:the counseling and guidanceray become meie evident

ktw years *ace as students begin to find :their place,in society.
.

ON

Severalechools indiCated an, immediate benef4 of this-pompon
,

ent with improved.attedance patterns and fewer dr-in:louts.
_

Objective data is difficult to.obtain an'this.supPoitive
,

activity, therefore we dd mit inc/Ifl e data analysis statement .

21

'41



J. donclusions

0

Da a reported in thepreceding tables reflect significant gains

in all itle I project components. Tabulation oif data submitted by
T

.

.

.

local educational agencies reveals that over 50 percent of.Title i

,participants received.services in Communicativeakills. ThiWdata

further reveals that.servicls rendered participants utilizing:various'
,

delivAry systems, including classea for-the-handicapped, underachievers,
, ..,....

and learning centers', emphasize reading comprehension.. A tabulation
.

.

. .

f achievement.gains
.,,

by-studentlat vatious grade IeVels ihdicites,n
...-

r .

that.lower_grade partidipans made sighificantly greater gains.ttlan
.- I- - .

V
upper grade participants. .

sir .

22



V. PARENTAL !NVOLVEMENT
q,

Parental Involvement is an important component of Title I.. Each

local educatiOnal Agency must invOlveparegts in-the planning, opera-
-

tion, and evaluation of their Title I prograM.- This involVeMent is

accompiished through the estab ishment o parent advisory councils

whoge majority of membership onsist of parents of children eligi-

'ble to be served.
.A

PACs are kept inforthed as to' the sp:cial educational-

ngeds Of the Children tO-be served and"they participatein making

reiommendationS on progiams designed to alleviate-these needs. TI4e I

funds 'may be used for In-servite training -of parents.

,During FY 75; LEAa rePorted 3,492parents seriiing.on PACs. They

reported holding a'totai of 1,768 meetings for specific Title I.

purposes. Administrators rep0rted that the PAC supplied information

n parents' views of

merit of the Title I p
P.

tions concerning pro

educational needs, participated

/N
g ams, reviewed applications,

irv-the develop-

made recommenda-

d participated in program evaluations.

2 3
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VI. IN-SERVICE TRAINING

The SDE Staff has coEItualiy emphasized the'need for

.increase the number of -servite actiyities and to improve the quality

of these-services lor Aeachers. .LEArreported a tO al of-1,706 in-

service programs foe their staffs during FY,75. This-.is ansincrease

in the number-of programs over preVious-YeLiri a d we die very'sncour,

aged by the improvement; Me believe the results of the increased in-.

service education actiyiti;e9 ate reflected idithe,iMproved quality

to

of services 'being rendered: to boys and

A total of 582 Title,I teachers were attending:tollege taking

courses designed.to help'them do e.better job with disadvantaged
.

children. One-hundred tWenty One teachers were attending lodal

classes for college credii.y There were 1,468 teachers that attended

workshops, 1/2 day or more,,to study programs and delivery systems for

Title I children. There lOre. 70 teacher aides attending cbllege and

491 were attending works1;ibtis designed to lailpimprove their effective-
.

ness.

far
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VII. DISSEMINITIO

Many forms of eommunication,have been utilized in disseMigting

-, -

information to patrons regardlpg the ESEA Title I program. The form

of eogimunication depends to a great degree on the size of the commundOkip:

i
s

. .

and the types of coTmunica iontaost assegsible to tlip.patr s of that
s r

codnunity...

Some examples of ty es of communication efforts are:,

Letters toparen of pa tieipants

B. TelevisiOn - l cal programs

Ctr.Local radio

D. Local newspaper

E. P.T.A. prektations
ir

F. P.A.G. meetings `.

G. Education fairs

H. Local faculty meetings

I. School newspaper'

co"
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1, Project Component Evaluation Method

Component Expenditure - :Name of Instrument

Number of Certificated Staff for this Component (FIE)

Number of Non-Certificated Staff for this Compoaelit,(PTE)

Grade Level

Ho, of

Participants

Test,Data

making gains

i and post

0,0-0,5

By Gain or

of losses

teat datat

'GAINSI.

0,6-1.1

Loss in

in the

1,2 -2.0

Grade Equivalent

appropriate

2,1-above

Unita.

colusn'below,

0,0-0(5.

Record the

based on

LOSSES

0(6 -1,1

number of

the difference

1,2-2,0

students

in Ike

21 -below

,

,

.

,

,

,

.

- I

1

0.--.....----..------.
,

,

Total

,
.

II; A. State the major objective of this component.

B, List measures applied tp,determine whether this component's objectives were met.

C. Rate the degree to whiCh evaluation data reveals this objective wasime .

0 10 20r 30 40 .50 60 0 BO 1,00

D, List specific activities.to which the achievement of the objectives of this,componeni may be attributed,

4i
0

28
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751.ESEA-1-9 (Pag3)

III. Conclusions and Recommendations

Make a briefatatement gf: (1) Data Treatment, .(2) Conclusions, and
(3) Recommendations about each component of ibur project. Use additional
pages if necessary.

Format: Component Name

I. Data Treatment:

2. Conclusions:

3. Recommendations:

2 9
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IV. Parent Advisory Council

(A.) Number ,

(B.)

75 -ESEAr-I -9 (Page 4)

People who participated im PAC

Were parents of Title.I participants

Were pirents of nonpublic school age children

NO What were the duties of the PAC? (Nark all that
apply.)

1. Supplied information on parents views of
educational needs. .

2. Participated in the develogbint Of the Title I
program.

3. Reviewed Title IllgpOlications for current
year.

4. Made recommendations concerning the Title I
program.

.5. Participated in Title I program evaluations.

6. ,Other duties. (Specify.)

(C.) Hoii many meetings did the PAC have during FY 75?

(16.) The PAC has provided positive support and guidance in ann ug and
1conducting the Title I program.

3 0,

YES NO



aiaing Activities

I

1. At4ded college.
claises

2. Attended local
Classes for
credit

'Attended-work-
i#hop ½ day, or

*Ore -

4 lrleits to other
programs or
activities

Other (Specify),

75-ESEArI-9.(isge 5)

Number Participating
(Title I Staff and

.

Suip.ort Personnel)

,,
,- ,

, Athonnt_
of.lunds

._

Title I
Teachers

Support
Personnel

Teacher
-. Aides

.
1 1

1:=Title I Other
,

_

, 1

. ,

,

,

VI. State bepartmeai of Education Assistance

A. How many times werlaYou, your program or staff visited by the SDE
Instructional Coordinator relating to Title I?

,

e

How many times were you visited byspecial monitoring teams or SDi
representatives other than your Instructional CoOrdinator relating to
Title I?

C. Note many.times have you 'written, called or otherwise requested infor
Mation froth the State Title I administrative staff?
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Staff

STATE OPERATIONS AND ASSISTANCE

The State Department of Education administratve staff of the ESEA

Title I Section consists of the following numbers and clastifications of

personnel:
FTE

Administrator 1'

Deputy Administrator 1.

Administrative Assistant

c.

Coordinators 6:

uditor 1

9 Clerk Typist

Secretary 1

Utility. Office Worker

Summer Help 3/4

One coordinator is Assigned to the State office and is Assigned the

rAsponsibility'of administrating the five programs for Neglected and

Delinquent Institutions, as well as assisting in. regular Title I programs.

The-SDE Title I staff performs the clerical and sUpportive services

necessary,to carry on these programs, along with.other functions and services

necessary with the other Title I programs.

3 4



PROGICAM DEVELOPMENT

Tha SDE Coordinator makes gegular contacts with each LEA in program plannins

...-

Guideiines and Regulations fromiSOE aro interpreted and passed on to the

appropriate administrators.in each LEAL. .

The4DE Coordinator meett with the project)director fram each LEA and makes

recommendations and provides leadership in planning, implementing, aad evalua-

ting TitlqI projects. Thesixtee'n SDE Instructional Coordinators are also

available -4! serve the LEAs and provide technical assistaace in all phases of

the Title I project::

ILY

/
Appliattions.and Guidelines are made available to the LEA before the fall

t7 \
opening or'echools. 'The SDE staff aids the schools in filing the applications

aecessary reports regarding their project and approves the prdject.

Each4roje .,,hati been monitored'at least two times by the SDE Coordinator

during FY misione time by a representative of the USOE Regional Office.

!1The 8 aitempts to communicate and cooperate with the Department of Public

Welfare,in planAing and monitoring programs.

'Each (administrator and/or pro j ect direC tor is invited to attend all

Title I m44.ting's which" relate !to the Neglected and Delinquent programs..
r

rastructional Coordinators

Grady Brewster

Herman Bottam

James--Broadhead.

Ben Chapman

Jack Clifford

Luther Cooper

Hampton Crowder

Sherman Garrison:

Joe Glover

3 5
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Guss Piguet
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EVALUATION SUMMARY .

The SDE Coordinator developed an evaluation instrument which was used

.by each LEA to evaluaie their project funded by ESEA Title I for FY 75.
*

A variety of programs have been developed and implemented based on identi-

fied needs of.students. Various instruments were used to evaluate the programs.
I.

It appears that significant progress has been made in most programs.

Below is a list of activities and numbers of participants in each

program:
No, of

Activity Participants

Language Arts 334

Home Careers 89

-Vocational Shop 107

Remedial Reading. 318.

Summer School 823

Horticulture: 22

Remedial Math 208

kemedial Social Studies. '69

Special Education 69

Tutorini 63

Hygiene 36

36
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EXPENDitILTRES

.Neglected

Schoo 74 C.O. Budget FY 75 Budget.

,Taft- Oklahoma Children's Center $ 6,276.00 $128,501.00

.Pryor-Whitaker Rome 10,776.00 93,043.00

Radar Diognostic Center .00 22 459.00

Total $ 23,652.00 $244,003.00

Delinquent

School 74 C.O. Budget FY 75 BudFcet

Boley Boys School $ .00 $ 36,036.00

Tecumseh Girls' School 10,447.0? 40,113.00 '

i Helena Boys' School
s

10 310 00--A,- 63 389 00

Total 4 20,757.00 $139,538.00'
,

.* L.E. Radar Center is a receiving center for all institutions. A cOmplete

case study is preparfor each student and this information is then passed

on, to the institution where they are 42signed.

37
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Due to the uniqUeness of each program it ssppears thai the best method\

of reporting progress is to make available the report submitted by each

institution. Therefore, a copy of ihe evaluation report submitted by each

institution Is attached.

ye

38
-5-
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PART I

Activit Name Adaptive Social Skills Training

I. Ob ectives

See Attachment

A;*

Participants The adaptive Social Skills Training Program implemented in fhe
Friendship Cottage at the L.B. Rader Center is aa ungraded program. A total of
104 students al bo s a a
student was
range fram.5-/5.

Gtade Level.Number
(1)

.
twaloLonthsi

_

(2)

_ . _

Ages cf

No
Gain

(3)

participants
,

Some
Gain'

(4)

Mote
Than

Normal
Gain

(5)

MdEh-
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
, (6)

.
.

_ ,
? .;,..

,

,

_

.

,J--

,

Achievement cannot be quantified within the areas listed. A description of

, III. vaIuatton tetineelAttl

ueite-Vtched.

Refer.to'attathed for discusbion of instruments used and:comparative studies in,

tluded.

. IV.. Data Analysis

Refer to attached for an interpretation of data collecied.

How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in .

Section I above?

0-10% Lt7 11-20% c:7 r--7 31-40% Lt7 41-50% E:7

5160% Ct:7 61-70% ER:7 71-80% (7 81-9or 91-100% L7.7

;,,,ylv

-2 -
40



PART II

VI.. Recidivism Statistics

Total.number committed during project year. 104

A. Of these, the number recommitted. Not applicable

B. Of these, the number returned AS parole violators. Not applicable

VII. Has Title I had an effect on reducing the recidivism rate? Explain.

Identify and list affective changes noted in students.

A

The most appropriate measure for recidivisofis the nuMber ostudents
,who are taken out of the program and piaded at Boley StAte.School for Boys.
During the base period of three months before the imPlementation of the-
project, seven students were Withdrawn Pram the project. Staff reports
for the entire twelve months period-included in the 1974-75 evaluation
indicate that only seven students were withdrawn and.plAced at Bo ey.
Thus, 6 reduction of 75% in the rate of failure was adhieved.

VIII. Inservice Training

A. How 'many of the Title I teachers and teacher aides participated in

soie type inservice training? 3

B. How many inservice activities were planned for Title I staff at your

institution? Weekly conferences and other in.:service planning me4tings were

held dUring the year.

IX. Summary and Recommendations

.

Please refer to attadhed narrative for complete evaluation and program
appraisal. Conclusions And recommendations pertinent to eadh activity are,

discussed. The success of the 1974-75 project warrants a refunding for
similar program efforts during the 1975-76 fcisal year.

/-



Evaluation of
E.S.:E.A. Title I ....FY11975 Project
,NeglectedaneDelinquent Programs

Project Title - Adaptive,Social Skills Training'

Local Educational Agency Sand Springs Ptblic Schools

Project Center L. E. Rader Diagnostic and Evaluation Center

Project Budget $22,459.00

Background:

Prior to the implementation of the FriendShip Education prograft in April, 1974,

the students housed in Friendship Cottage wereunder no unitized program of behavior
modification, outside of that delineated for the campus as a whole. -Generally speaking,
the staff at the Rader Children's Center was not equipped.to deal with primary school

age students. That is, students were not presented with the unique kinds of support,
structure, programming, and planning for fUll day activities commonly prevalent in a

public sdhool setting. As a resUlt of enforced idle-time, frustration levels were very
low and students were generally misbehaving and engaged in physical destruction of --
furniture, clothing, personal possessions, as well as personal aggression.

The administration felt that a concentrated program of intense behavior modifica-

tion was necessary, with implementation of such programs as soon as possible. During
the five months-ending in AugUst of 1974, a project was begun with the support of E.S.E.A.

Title I to provide structured social activities to the dhildren in the Friendship Cottage
with the expressed intent of adapting or reducing behavioral aggression to a more moderate

or appropriate level of acceptability. The success of this endeavor deMonstrated that ,

the project was aneffective effort in reducing behavioral aggression and thatits con-

* tinuation was essential.

The design of the.prOject does not fit a traditional instructional model sinC(....

all primary objectives of the project involve the modification or alteration of un-

acceptable behavioral traits. Therefore, standard measures CT evaluation procedures

cannot bp used to assess the project's achievements. Expert appraisal and judgements

by professionals in the field of social services and behavioral sciences are regarded
as the only effective instruments for determining student improvement. ThiS report

will include evaluations by both educational staff, social service workers, and psy-
Chologists.

Personnel:

During the 1974-75 academic year, the Friendship Education Program continued to be

a function of the Friendship Cottage Comnittee with major responsibilities for imple-
menting routine daily functioning assigned to the Title I - three teacher team of

Lorene Chapman, Sherry Coleman, and Connie Creager. The Youth Guidance Specialists
and Social Workers continuecl to be available as needed to counsel with a particular
student or to segregate the student from the group when this action warranted. Daily
off-campus activities always incleded a minimum of one Youth Guidance Specialist and,
when available, personnel from the Recreation Department as well as the Teachers.

Rarely have teams worked as closely as the three teachers mentioned above in planning

daily activities.

4 2



Personnel (Continued

Other Friendship Cottage Committee personnel are'Marilyn Livengood and Don
Hoover - Social Workers, and David McGrew, Jeannie Ridens, Eddye Smallwood, Christine
Hamilton, Carole Bricker, Lonnie.Davis.- Youth Guidazice Specialists. While each

plays an important.role, these individuals usua±Ly stpplement the planned efforts

of the teachers.

Students:.

During FY 75, there were 104.full time students involved in the Friendship Educa-

tion,Program. Additionally, there.were other students Who are not counted due to the

brevity of their stay and the minimum contact time. All of these studentS have-been

boys due.to the nature of the cottage approach. There continues to be n6 girlsin-
volved even though there have been a few who were of the appropriate age and emotional
instability to need such an approadh. *This absence is again due to the program loval.
tion and professional opinions that mixing students would not be in the students best

interest. Of the 44 boys; the fundamental characteristics common to.all is that of
poor social and emotional behavior with concurrent loss of effectiveness within the
educational program offered by their home sdhool and that of the Lloyd E. Rader Children's

Center. Average stay in _the project for eadh student was two months. St ents are sub-

sequently placed in other educational programs outside the Rader Center.

Discussion:

D'to the diagnostic nature of the Center and the limited duration of evaluation
stay, little academic progress can be measured. SuCh progress was never intended to be

7 measured in the Friendship Education Program and none has been attempted. During each
student's stay, he is tested by.a number of instruments through the various professional

departments. These instruments are evaluative/diagnostic in nature and are not intended

for pre and/or post caamiiment analysis.

Original.planning for the project was based on formal behavior modification theories
and was aimed directly at training the involved, in adaptive social skillf, with primary

asis on cooperation and socialization. There were six (6) original objectives in -

74 project. (These were'discussed in previous evaluations.)

As a guide for the 1974-X project activity, five speciffallobjectives were proposed.

acme of these had been used previously and'there was clear evidence that they provided

an accurate measure of the project's impact and direction. -The five objectives proposed

were as follows:

Having been taught adaptive and interpersonal skills, sixtY percent (60%) of the
participating students will demonstrate less aggressive and anti-social behaviors
as determined by social.and psychological staff reports.

Having been provided training in meeting aro coping with various social situations,

sixty percent (60%) of the participating students will demonstrate a willingness to
enter counseling sessions, group interchanges, or role'playing activity as viewed

by the professional staff.

3. Having been provided training in dommunication skills, fifty percent (50%) of the

participating students will demonstrate a greater willingness to discuss their
problems and personal failures with the professional staff.

4 3



Discussion'(Continued)

4. Following a series of actiiities, students participating in this project will ,

display a knowledge of body spatial relationships by completing a test assessing
auch items as direction, location, speed, placement, and psychomotor dexterity,
with eighty-five percent (85%) accuracy.

Having been taught vardous social skills, courtesies, and graces, students will
demonstrate a knowledge of appropriate social behavior by either participating
in an assigned social activity or describing a social situation and the appropriate
behavior to the satisfaction of the teacher.

Evaluation RECt ectives:

A discussion of the above objectives and the extent to whiCh they are viewed .
as being realized or'not follows:

Objective:ft:

Two measures were used to determine the reduction in aggressive behavior exhibited
by the participants. No precise indicator of aggressive behavior or lack thereof is
known. In fact, the definition or identification of aggressive behavior itself is
unclear. However, in the present setting, the two measures used provide some compakson
with previous examples of unacceptable behaviors.

a. A-comparison of commitments to the state training school with that of prior years
is one index. During the base period of April through June, 1974, seven boys were
removed from the Friendship Program and placed .in the Boley State School for Boys.
Records from the past twelve months ending in June of 1975 indicate only seven
cOmmitments. Therefore, a reduction of 75% in serious failures-was realized. The

project appears to be holding more students for longer exposure periods.

b. A comparison of the number of participants assigned to the Gemini Cottage for
security purposes with those of the previous year is a second indicator.

The following statistics comparing commitments to the Gemini cottage over the past
twelve months ending in June of 1975 With commitments made during the three months
base period April through June of 19.74 reveal a significant improvement. In com-

parison with the base period where there were 112 admissions to Gemini, there is
a significant reduction in the rate of commitment. There were 120 admissions to

Gemini during the entire twelve months of ry 75. This is a monthly average of
10.0 admissions as opposed to a base'period monthly average of 37.3. the rate
of commitment for aggressive behavior has been reduced by over 73 percent.

tb

The'following chart shows that a minority of the students have accounted for
a majority of Gemini admissions. The numbers in Column B often reflect the same
boys from month to month.
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Nonahag lionth
Gemini'Admissions

;

Total 'Days, Differeit Boys, Total Of Average Leigei

Detained Adopted Admissions c_d_ftt

.7!17 74. 63 22 27 2.33 day*

August 74 36 6 10: . 3.60 dSyS*

Sept 7k 1 5 9 2.11 day*

Oct 74 22 7 10 2.20 darr

Nov 74 14 6 7 2.00 dari

Dec 74 15 9 n - 1:36 days

Jen 75 24 8 11 240 days

Feb 75 36 9 lo , 3.60 days*

Mhzeh 75 21 6 9 2.33 days

April 75 .13 7 0 1.63 days

NAT-75 13 .4 7 -1.86 days

1 1 1 1.00 days,.June.75

TOTAL .277 90 120 2.18 days

-*These-moiths reflect longer stays due to serious AWOL's.

Chart B shows that, as tie teaa beoomes more proficient in-planning behavior
modification techniques aid dounselingletWZ students, the mcmthly rate of

admiesion* dreps, and that the student* have stabilized to tho extent they

are able to carry over their new behavior through the weekends. In the base

period; 68 percent of the 'admissions were on Saturday:and Sunday. Currently,

onli 35.8 percent of admiisions were on the weekends. While th* percentage*

seem out of telance, the total number of admissions are much lower:

Mart B
Day of Week Admissions to Gemini

By Month

Month Sun Non Toes Wed Thurs Fri Stt Total-Admission*

July 5 2 2 1 4 2
\ n 27

Aug . 2 3 o 1 0 4 o lo

Sept 1 1 1 4 0 1 1 9

Oat 0 1 1 4 .o 1 3. 10

Nov 3 1 1\ 0 1 1 0 7

Dec 1 1 1\ 2 3 3 o 11

Jan 1 1 1 2 3 3 o 11

Feb 1 0 4 2 1 2 a . 10

March 1 0 2 1 1 1 3 9

V



Chart B (Continued)
Day of Week Admissions to Gemini

, ByMonth

Month 'Sun Mon Tiles 'Wed hurs Fri at Total Admissions'

April 4 0 0 1 1 1 1 8

may 1 2 1 2 1 0 0 7
,

,

June 0 1 0 - 0, 0 0 0 1

TOTAL 19 13 14 21 13 16 24 120

PEACENT 15.8 10.8 11.7 17.5 10.8 13 :3 20.0 99.90

* due to rounding to one place only, percentage does not total 100%

Conclusions:

Using these two measures,as an indices for reductiOn of agressive behavior, it is

apparent that objective #1 has been adhieved. Iii addition, many posithe beha4ors
,118.Ve been identified which cannot be treated in a collective or statistical sense.

4ph behaviors include independent play, cooperative sharing, attentiveness', and

hnsiaam for assigned tasks. In general, the project has not.only reduded unaccept-
.. .

able behavior at the desired levels proposed in the objective, but also has produced

Some positive behavioral dhanges4n the-participating:Students.

Objective #2:.

The project planners hypothesized that as aggressive behaviors declined there

imuld be a corresponding willingness on the part of the participating students to respond

to group counseling sessions, group interchange and role exchange or clarification act-
,

iyities.

In this areil_the project appeared to produce no measurable improvement. The

project stall' and youth guidance specialists have tried to hold cottage meetings to

bring out feelings, relatibns, personal.opinions, and better understanding. Unfor-

tunately, these efforts have been counter-productive, causing even more dissention

and disruption among the boys due to their profound emotional disturbances and inter-

personal inadequacies. Extremely limited benefits have been foUnd in a few situations

and absolutely no recognizable benefits to students below the age of 12 years. "I

Conclusion:

It is recommended that such purposes not be considered in future projects since

the iamaturity of the Participants and the short Period of their stay in the Project

do not provide a sufficient opportunity for the participants to internalize the behavior

desired.

Objective #3:

This objective rests on a similar premise as that underlying Objective #2. However,

whereas Objective #2 predicted that participants would become 'more responsive to group

counseling,efforts, Objective 43 foresees an improvement in Private and,personal inter-

change with counselors.

4 6



Objective #3 (ContinUed)'

That there has been a significant improvement in the response of particip ting
students to the staff and social workers canbe docnmented. Prior to the iinplémenta-
tion of this project mudh counselingrtime was spent,in aniattempt to offset aggressive
reactions by students including suppression of.sudhbehaliots as fighting, overt attacks
on others, and. stealing. During the twelve months Of this Project, sudh physical vio- .

lence has Mainit been replaced, by nonphysical'verbal attacks. While cussing, 15i.ing
and general misbehavior Still are prevalent, the seriousness.of sudh behavior has
significantly diminished and occhis dhief4 among the delinquent students. The positive ,

interpersonal relationship among the boys has-increased to the point where :Social workers '

and other staff are finding it possible to.inVolve eath boy in meaningful discuiSions,
of individual and personal problems rather-.than devoting all the counseling time to
Student complaints and fearfUl comments about negative activities in the cottages..

Allied; very closely with this major objective.has been increased emphasis on sociaX'
.understanding of and personal empathy for those students.with noticeable disabilities.
In fact, this emphasis on socialization'ts the singular, primary aim of the program as
it has evolved. Mudh emphasis has been placed:on positive communications skills -es-
pecially in reducing the amount of negative *ad foul language used by the boys in
cottage. Cussing has been a way of life for many...of:these students, especially thome
who are small and/or weak physically. The. Friendship Educaiion Program has not been
able to completely end this cussing, but it has helped reduce the amount and serious-
ness of it by teadhing alternative methods'ofreducing tension and anxiety. The rate
of cussing is still especially high fog the individual Student during his initiaL
placement and week on the cottage but tapers off with.his, extended,stay in the program.

Conclusion:

While no baseline data'was available in this area, a sUbjectiVe evaluation was

made by the Friendship Program personnel. It:wasJtheirbpinion that significant imf
provement had been made toward reaching this objective. 'Exact quantification of the
,nagults in this area was impossible; however; professionalludgement reveals that at
least thirty percent (30%) of the stvIdents had. shown improvement in the area of inter-
personal communication skills.

Objective

During the 1974-75 school year, the Friendship Education Program staff spent much
time in teaching appropriateness of dress for certain occasions, appropriate care of
clothing, selection of clothes for certain occasions, and color coordination. Positive

)11

verbal reinforcement was also used to maintain obs rved progress for each child. In
addition, students were taught increased self reli ce, self awareness and body spatial
&incepts. Methodology used involved activities th jump ropes, tumbling mats, ball
games, and special obstacle coUrses with emphasis on laterality and directionality.

Conclusion:

It was projected that students participating in this project would be able to

display a knowledge of body aoatial relationships at the eighty-five percent (85%)

level of accuracy. The observations of the evaluators, both objective and subjective,

indicate that this end was not reached. "Staff reports indicate that approximately
sixty percent (60%) did reach the desired level and left the project with an improved

self image and body spatial awareness. This objective is presently being reviewed for
possible revision next :mat in order to eatablish achievement criteria which are more

realistic.
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Ob ective #$

In planning for the implementation of.this objective, it was decided that boys
who could demonstrate acceptable table manners, conduct themselves acceptably in:the-
cottage for three successive days and who'xlmained fromnnder any-type of restrictions
during that time would be allowed to demonstrate their.newly gained skills by eating .

with the staff in tbe cafeteria for the noon meal. During the year, approximatelY
9 boys per month earned this opportunity. Comments by staff involved with the project
continue tO be positive and the students haVe been reqgrested to return?

Conclusion:

It is the ()Pinion of the staff that definite progress is being made in the area
of social competency. With the establishment of additional'positive reinforcement
procedures and status supporting-activities, students will develop a broader knowledge
of appropriate social conduct and demonstrate an acceptance of commonly accepted skills
and courtesies.

Summary:

The continued positive atmosphere of the cottage can be seen by Administration
and staff in the definite decrease in the dollar amount of physical destruction to
institutional property and grounds. Students,cursing, uncontrollable temper tantrums,
gross defiance, and physical abuse have been lessened measurably through the efforts
of the three teachers, and their planning, handling, and implementation of the students
involved in the Friendship Education Program. Actual dollar figures for replacement
of deliberately destroyed material can not be accurately figured (by current book-
keeping methods) but are known to be quite small due to the few work order/repair
requests_submitted to the Maintenance Department.

That the Pri'endship Education Program is meeting the expectation& of its original
intents seems well documented; therefore, continuation of flanding is requested as a
result of this program evaluation. Friendship Education Program is a total team approadh
to socializing and developing boys between the ages of 5 and 15. Therefore, it reOtres

a total approach to life, not just an academic approach. The personnel involved in
Friendship Education Program have developed into a smooth fUnctioning team.

Az outlined in the project proposal, a personal observation fram the psychologist
and the working staff will be considered as expert assessments. Attached is an appraisal
of the Friendship Program project by Dr. James Lee, Psychologist.

The Friendship Education-Program evaluation was coordinated and submitted by
Ray Merdhant, Supervidor of Education; the Lloyd-E. Rader Children's Diagnostic and
Evaluation Center in conjunction with Gary W. Hunt, Administrative Assistant, David
A. Shafer, Superintendent of"The Lloyd E. Rader Children's,,Diagnostic and Evaluation
Center, and Wendell A. Sharpton, Director Of Instruction for the Sand Springs Schools.
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DEPARTMENT OF INSTITUTIONS, SOCIAL AND
REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

(Department of Public %Miro)
STATE OF OKLAHOMA
Lloyd: 13i* Rader

Children's Diagnostic and Evaluation Center
P. 0. Box 399

Sand Springs, Okl#homa 74063

August 6, 1

Dr. Wendell Sharpton
Director of InstructiOn
Sand Springs PUblie Schools.
Sand Springs, Oklahoma 74063

Dear Dr. Sharpton:

Mr. Ray It%rchant, principal at the Lloyd. E.:Rader Children's,Diagnostic
and Evaluation Center, has asked me to'assess the Friendship Education
Program at the Rader Center. I understand this evaluation is required

under.provisions Title./,,for July, 1975.

Essentially, the Friendship Education Program is a major credit to the
Sand Springs Sohool System, to the Rader Center, and to'the personnel

operating it. This highly structured teaching is one of the more unique .

programa this particular writer has:witnessed. It has effectivel Modi
fied and managed highly deviant behavior from the children to the extent
that the children are more able toiigrasp educational material presented
and better getalong in society.

However, the strength of the progrim lies in the persona runiaing it. All

are highly creative, imaginative, and flexible persons interested in qual

ity education. These persona have a thorough understanding of the learning
requirements of the emotionally disturbed child and are able to implement
theoretical ideas into practical pragmatic actions.

From a psychological standpoint alone, funding should definitely be con
tinued for this program. If you have any further questions,,,paease do not

hesitate to call or write.

JML:syc

Sincerely yours,

s M. Lee, Ph.D.
Clinical Psychologist
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PART I

Aitivity Name Remedial Reading

I. Ob ectives

1. 75% of participants will
2. 902 of participanti'will
.in print b y.first 6 weeks.
3. 90% of participants will
liounhakatitffstes Component

show a gain of one-grade level in one school year.
identify all -Consonant,and vowel sounds orally and

be able to identify and pronounce a new word by
by end of 1st semester. .

Grade Level
(1)

7-9

Number
(2).

52

No

Gain
(3)

-Some

Gain
(4)

More
. Than
Normal
Gain
(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

1 1

10-12 39 4

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

WRAT . - . .

Teacher made Test.:

IV. Data Analysis

Test were given by counselors at the beginning of year to determine

the standing of each child. The'test results'were used by teachers
to group Students, giving.individual'attention to certain groups.

The teacher gave self made test each four weeks to determine progress
of each. It was,agreed:that students smre able to comprehend their
asiignt worked well with other students.

V. How successful was this actiVity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0 -1.0% C::7 11 -20% C::7 21-30% [7-7 31-40% (77 41-50% f-7

51-60% L:=7 61-70% f-77 71-80% f7-7 81-90% [117 91:100% I-7

- 2 -

51\
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PART I

Activity Name Remedial Math
. , .

I. Ob edtives a

-e ;

1
1. 90% of all students enroll 4ill'accurate1y be able to add, subtract,

multiply and,divide wh ..43p.athers.

2, 80% of all students 244ecUrate1y be able te.muitply and divide whole..(

numbers plus add a , ! iitt multiply and,divide fractional numbers. *f.'

II. Participants

3. 60% of students wiil be able to do all'the previous operations plus com

pre

.,w
.

Grade Level
(1)

, .

'Number
(2)

No
.Gain

-(3)

'Some-
':Gain

(4)

MOre
Than

,Normal
Gain

(5)

--70?-2---
Greater
Than.

Normal Gain
(6)

-

, L7 -944.... 89 6 71 12

VVV

.

10-12 %1\t50
.

. 33 6 7

a.

,

.
,

.

, . .

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

LAST. and Teacher made test

IV. Data Analysis.

Test results were made available to instructors who in turn grouped students
according to abilities. The students were then given indi4idua1 instructinn
and were given teacher made test each 6 weeks. By the end of first semester
the instructor made adjustments in their presentation and materials which
seemed to help the student comprehobli and followdirections better than
before. Ars

V. Haw successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-10% f--7 11-20% L=7,7 21-30% E:7 31-40% f-7 41-50% f--7

51-607. f--7 61 -70% (--7 71-80% 67:7 81-90% f--7 9.1-100%/--7

- 2 -



Activity Name Personal Hygiene

PART I

1

I. 013jectives
90Z-of-it1rcipant\s will acquire proper knowledge to enable them to'

,dress properly, care of,hair and cleanliness.
80% wil1 acquire proper knowlidge to effectively use health aids and

first aid.

ii. WitickWavae the value of proper foods and their intedded uses.

49..

Grade Level
.. (1)

Number
(2) ,

a

No
, Gain

(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More.

.Than ,

Normal..

Gain
(5)'

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6) .

7-12 36 1 24 7 4
. ..

.

.

.

p

. .
. ..,,

Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

Teacher) observation.
Teachermade test.

IV. Data Analysis

Teacher test and comments filed in Counselors office showing progress,

attitude etc.

V. How successful'was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?
07.

/- *

0 -10%,[::7 11-20% 1--7 21-30% L:=7 31-40% f-7 41-50% 1--7

51 -60r*C:=7 61-70% (--7 71-80% (-77 ;it -90% 427 91 -100%/--7

-2 -

5 3



PART I

Activity NaMe Remedial Summer Term

I. Ob ectives
Students arriving late at the institution and those who did not show

proper gain during.regular term will be given special attention so they

may be. able to carry regular classes during next school year,

II. Participants

Grade Level
(1)

Number
'(2)

-

No ,

Gain
(3)

.

lome
Gain
(4)

Mare
Than
Normal
Gain

. (5)

Much
,Greater

Than
Normal Gain

(6)

7-12 186 6 163 . 14'

.

.

.

. ,

.

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used,

. Teacher made testteacher observe ion

0

IV. 'Data Analysis
At the beginning of summer term it wasAnown that the students were lacking

in. Therefore, the students were placed /in subjects that would possibly bring

them up-tp standard. It was hoped that'thede students will start the new

school year on an equal basis tiftegular students. Teacher made test were

given to counselors for filing and future use. It appeared students made

significant gains in this remedial program.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Seetion I above?

0-10% [72 11 -20% C:=7 21 -30t r-Tt 31- -40% C=:7 '41-50% C=7

51-60% C:=7 61-70%-E:7 71-80% 177 81-90% C:7 91 -100%L--7

- 2 -

5 4



PART-II

Recidivism Statistics

Total number committed during- roject year. 512

A. Of these, the number recommitted. 166

B. Of these, the number returned as parole violators. 166

VII. Has Title I had an effect on.reducing the recidivism rate? Explain.

Identify and list affective changes noted in students.

OltUdents who were in projects for a period-of five (5) monthoOr more
received more than normal benefit from same, However, those students
who-were here only for a short period naturally,did net. Since those
are the students recommitted usually. We cannot state that the T-I
hai.helped to reduce the recidivism rate.

VIII. Inservi e Trainin

e-

A. How many of the Title I teachers and teacher aides participated in

some type inservicetraining? 15

B. How many inservice activities were planned for Title / staff at your

institution? 2

IX. Summary and Recommendations
e

All programs presented were classed as benifical to the students from the
standpoint of subject, ability to 66mprehend, get.along with others, study'

habits, respect for teacher and other students. Therefore, it is felt the
program has ben successful and recommend it's continuance.

43 55
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Activity Name Remedial Reading

PART I

ft

0

I. Ob ectives
Upon completion of thelmedial Reading project a malority of the students

will gain at least one grade level in reading during the 1974-1975 school year.

TI. Participants

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

.

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than.

Normal
Gain
(5)

Much
Greater

Than
Normal Gain

(6)

Sp. Ed. 42 1 15 '',. Z3--
4

3

5- 15 1

-,...,:

8

30 0 12

. .

15

.

33 1 14 16

,
,

2

8 17 n 8 9- .. a

9 19 1

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used
Nelson - A ond B
Gates MacG inite

Slosson Oral-

ly. Data Analysis

Wide Range

13 0

The above data wos based on the test results ond evaluation of the teacher.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in
Section I above?

0-10% =j 11-20% CZ3 21-30% =7 31-407. 1-7 41-50%

51-60% 1.73 61-70% (-7 71-80% /-7 81-90% Pc7 9 r- C:=3

5 7



Activity Name L=gime -..s

PART I

I. Ob ectives
Upon completion of the Language Arts course during the 1974-1975 school year,

a majority of the students will gain at least one grade level in Language Arts as
measured by the SRA Assessment Survey.

II. Participants

Grade Level
(1)

,

Number
(2)

No

Gain
(3)

, Some
Gain
(4)

More
I

Than
Normal
Gain
(5)

Much ..

Greater
Than

Normal Gain
. (6)

107 2 21 .

.

54

9 158 7 71 15 93

..-
,

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used
SRA.Assessrhent Survey
Teacher Opinion

IV. Data Analysis
Only 57 of the 265 tanguage arts students were in school for both the pre-

test and post-test of the SRA Assessment Survey. 27of these 57 students showed
gains of I year or more.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in
Section I above?

0-10% C.:7 11-20% C:3 21-30% /-7 31-40% I-1

51-60% 61-70% 7 71-80% =7 81-90% /7 91-100% /-7
41-50% C:::7

- 2 -

58



PART I.

Activity Name SpArial Frhuention

I. Objectives
Upon completion of the Special Education course eaCh child will develop

to his potential.
-

II. Participants

Grade Level
(I)

11111
,

Number
(2)

No

Gain
(3) P

Some .

Gain
(4)

More
Than.

Normal
Gain
(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

25 0 A.5(.1

Ex.. 11 19 , 0 - 1 7 .. 11

..1x. 111 25' , 3 5 10

,
,

-

.

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

Gates MacGinites
Nelson
Wide Range

IV. Data Analysis

The above data was teacher evaluation based on the above test results
and observation of student progress in the classroom.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objecolves stated in
Section I above?

0-10% =7 11-20% r= 21-30%

.71-80%

=7 31-40%

51-607. =7 61-70% 7 a--7 81-10%

5 9
- 2 -

41-50%

91-100% /-7



PART I

Activity Name Pre-Vocational Wood Shop

I. Ob ectives A majority of thestudents will demonstrate: (I) the ability to
operate common wood working machinery. (2) an understanding of the machines
and their jobs. (3) a bask math that has to be done in the wood laboratory.

IL. Participants

,

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

..

Some
Gain
(4) _

More
Than

Normal
Gain
(5)

Much
Greater

Than
Normal ,Gain

(6)

Sp. Ed 0 10 8
., .b. .

8 0 0 . 9

9 L. ,,..r9-,

.

.

. . . .. .

,. .

,

:..
.

. . ' i/
.4

.-.. -

- v r .

Evaluation InstjrUment(s).(Used.
,,,.4000111

.....- (
Teacher made tests ,.

Student progress and Wolit as Iadividuais '
Group projecti as evaluated=bye ttchat

Iv. Data Analysis , .

The above data was teacheF evaluation based(\ct,
'and observation cifstudent progress. -t

r t;

.

V.. Haw' succesi414;5-11ti
Section:I, above?

-7

L:0 114.-207. (-7

5160%7 5 i7ZO%

I

activity ih mteting thè

4am

utAs. -Stated in,

31r.40% 0%L=J'

81-99%. '91-100%E-2

.. I .

:



PART I

Activity Name Prayocatinnel 11.At3tnl Ckop

, I. Ob ectives A majority of students will be able to demonstrate : (I) the ability
to operate and care for welding machinery and equipment. _(2) be able to recognize
joint designs and run satisfactory beads in different positi* (.3) the kilowledge of
employment opporhnities in the field of.welding. (4) the ability to understand small

II. Participants engines. (5> ability to do small electrical wiring.

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2) .

No
Gain
(3)

.

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than
Normal
Gain
(5) _.

Much-
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

50. Ed. EIS . I 1 12

30 0 14 10

.
.

.
40

Evaluation Instrument(s) Used
4 '

r Teacher made tests
Teacher evaluations of student prog ress in metal work

IV. Data Analysis
The above data was leacher evaluation based on teacher made tests

s> and observation of student progress.

V. Haw successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-10% 4::7 11-20% f--7 21-30% f--7 31-407. E:7. 41-50% E:7

51-60% C:=7 61-707. [::7 71-80% 57 81-90i L7 91 -100% 1-7

- 2



PART I

Activity Name Building Management HousokPeping Cgreers

I. Objectives A majority of the-students wilt be able to : (I) Chart goals,
evaluate self characteristics and analyze a job. (2), Demonstrate knowledge of
children and child Care. (3) Detmn orate knowledge of foods. (4) Demon-
strate knowledge ofliousekeeping and cleaning. (5) Demnstrate knowledge

II. gestrasertiltklance.

,

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2) .

No
Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than

Normal
Gain
(5)

. Much
Greater

Than
!Normal Gain

(6)

Sp. Ed. II 0 3 7 I

9 78' 0 2 44 12

_

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

Teacher made tesis
Teacher opinion

0

IV. Data Analysis

Student evaluation sheets were completed by -teacher showing the follow-
ing information on each student: age, grade, date entered, date terminated,
reason for termination, teacher evaluation at beginning and ending, Enaturity,
progress, and remarks.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in
Section I above?

0-10% CZY 11-20% I-7 21-30% I-7 31-40% 7 .41-50%, F7

51-60% =/ 61-70%,r7 71-80% =7 81-90% 91-1.00%

- 2 -

62



PART I

0
Activity Name_gginumbia jigulainG_(susnawklanol )

I. Ob ectives
I. To improve reading skills of all stack:Infs.
2. To help students see themselves and their school in a nlbre positive light.
3. To help students have a smoother transition into the next grade.

II. Participants

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain

(3)

,

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than

Normal
Gain
(5)

Much
Great*

Than
Normal Gain

(6)

Sp. Ed. 27 I 147 9 0
.

5-6 7 0, 6.
,..l.

- 0 .

7-8 9 .

-

2

19

.

'0 .

. .
.

II 0

10-12_ , 0
.

4 . 4 0 ., .

III. Evaluation Instrument(s)lised

Gates MacGinites
Nehon
Teachermculetests

nr. 'Data Analysis
The above data was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa-

tion of student progress.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-10% ,C3 11-20% 21-30% I-7 41-50% C:331-40%

51-60% C.3 61-707. r7 71-80% =7 81-90% /X/ 91-100%

- 2 -



PART I

Activity Namelnngurigp Arts (SummAr Sekool)

I. 06 ectives

I. To raise the Language Arts level of all students.
2. To help students see themselves and their school in a more positive light.
3. To help students have a smoother transition into the next grade.

II. Participants

.

Grade Level

(1)

Number
(2) .

,.

No

Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than

Normal
Gain

(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

7 t 1 0 - 8

8

.1

21 0 7 7

10-12 I 3

,

0 7

4

5 6

So, Ed. 7 0 1 3 3

o

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

L Teacher made tests
2. Teacher observations
3. Student reactim,

IV. Data Analysis -
The above'dPia was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa-

tion of student progress in the classroom.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting Ehe objectives stated in

Section I above?.

0-107. [::7 11-20% C::7 21-30% f--7 31-40% 1-7 41-50% C.:7

51-60% E:7 61-70% C=7 71-80% E:t 81790% 42:7 91 -100% 1-7



PART I

Activity Name Pre-WOO:It ional Shnp_(SLunmer-Sch o o I )

I. Ob ectives

I, To improve skills in woodworking ond metal working in all students.
2. To help studentslee themselves and their school in a more positive light.

*3. To help students brive a smoother transition into the next grade.°
II. ParticiPants

Grade Level

(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than

Normal
Gain
(5)'

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

Sp. Ed. 10 2
a

2

.

6

. .

0

9 IR I
4

.
. 9

,

4

10-11

,

6 fl 1
3 2

,

,

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

1. Teacher made tests
2. Teacher observations
3. Student reaction

IV. beta Analysis

The above data was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa-
tion of student progress in the classrocm." .

V. How successful was thisactivity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-40%. E:=7 11-20% [::7 21 -30%:/-77 f 31-40% 4::7 41-50% t7

51-60% 61-70% ,71 -80% CL-7 81-90% 47 91-100% r7
65

- 2 -

CA
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Activity Name Math (Summ.ar School)

l'Altr I

I. Ob ectives

I. To raise the math level of all students.
2. To help students see themselves and their school in a more positive light.
3. To help students have a smoother transition into the next grade.

II. Participants

A

4

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2) .

.

No,

Gilin

,(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than
Normal

,,. Gain

(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

5-6 1 7
6 6

- ,

7

,

8 99 0

,

6 2 8
,

1, 19 ----__
.

10-12 2L

,-

0 8 Il _.

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

I. Teacher made tests
2. Teacher observations
3. Student reaction

IV. Oats Analysis

tt.

The above data was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa7

tion of student progress in the class room.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated dn

Section I above?

0-1:0% 17 11-20% C=7 21-3Q% r7 31-40% f7 41-50% C:=7

51-60% F-7 71-80% =7 91:100% r--7
61-707. 7 81-90%

- 2 -
6 6



PART I

Activity Name Science (SummAr crhool)

I. Ob ectives
I. To improve the understanding in the area of science for all students.
2. To help students see themselves and their school in a more positive light.
3. To help students have a smoother transition into the next grade.

II. Participants

'Grade Level
' (1)

Number
(2) , ..

No

Gain
-,(3)

Some
Gain

, (4)

More
Than .

Normal
Gain
(5)

Much
Greater

Than
Normal Gain

(6)

- 7 II

,

0 A 5 0

9

a .

8 28 6 , 0

7

13
,

a10-11 0
.

,

, .

.

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

I. Teacher made tests
2. Teacher observations
3. Studerit leaction

IV. Dara Analysis
, The above data was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa-

tion of student progress in the classroom.

V. How successul was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in
Section I above?

-

..

0-10% L7J 11,-207. CZ] 21-30% i-7 31-40% = 41-50% Q
...."

51-60% =7 61-70% = 71-80% = 81-90% /12 91-100% =7

, 6 7. ..

- 2



-PART I

Activity Name Social Studies (Summar Sckool)

I.- Ob ectives
I. To improve understanding in the area of Social Studies for all students.
2. To'help students see themselv es and their school in a more positive light.
3. To-help students have a smoother traosition into the next grade.

II. Participants

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

,

No
Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than

Normal,
Gain
(5)

Much
-Greater

Than
Normal Gain

(6)

..
7 13 n 1 R 4

27 0- 4 it 12

9, 60 0 4 38 , 18
_

,1

10-12 17 5 .4 7

,

. III. Evaluation Initrument(s) Used

I. Teacher made tests
2. Teacher observation
3. Studentseaction

IV. Data Analysis

Pc

The above data was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa-

tion of student progress in the classroom.

V. How successt,A1 was this activity in meeting the objectivesstated in

Section I above?

0-10% 11-264 21-307. f7 31-407. L.-2 41-50% C=

.51-60% J. 61-70Z =7 71-807. =7 81-90% /2Z/ 91-100%

- 2 -

6 8
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PART I

Activity NameCannunexisL4suammer_scloagL

I. Objectives-
is I. To impi-ove skills in home economics related,dreas.
w2: To help students see themselves and their school in a more positive light.,

3. To help students have a smoother transition into the next grade.

II. Participants

/
Grade Level

(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than,

Normal
Gain

(5)

Much z

Greater,
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

9 2a 0 I 2 , Id 2

10 10 0 n
w

,

,
. . .

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

I. Teacher made tests
2. Teacher observations

Student reaction
IV. Data Analysis

The above data was teacher evaluation based on test results and observa-
tion c4 student progress in the classroom.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated

Section I above?

0-10I&F-7 11-20% r---7 41-50% C1:321-3C t7 31-40t 7

51-60% 1---7 61-70% (-7 71-80% eiC7 81-90% i= 91-100% / /

6 9
- 2 -

Q
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Summer SChool 'SuMmary

Summer 1975

The Whitaker School conducted an e ight weels, session (Ju ne 2-July 25) for all stu-
dents who live on Ale Whitaker Campus. The school day ran from 8:00 am to-3:00 pm.
The program included non-credit study for the fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth and ninth
grades plus three special education classes. Shop classes in both metal and wood were of-
ferred for credit and non-credit on the junior andsenior high level, A specialized read-
ing program was included in the curriculum and this-instructor worked with students-of all
ages. Non-credit art classes were also provided for all ninth grade students.

Our crelit courses this summer were: English If ecology, hoqe economics II,
American hartory, consumers math and general skop'..7'4, Field trips in homi economics in-
cluded Frankoma Pottery, Cherokee Togs (clothing. manufacturers), Parade of Homes in
Tulsa, McCartney Food.Store, and the AMerican Bai'ik of Oklahoma. The ecology class-
es were involved in local field trips which included farm ponds and creeks for an eco-
logical study of each. Field trips for bird study and farm land erosion were also includ-
ed. Various classes made visits to the campus meat processing plant during th. e Thursday
and Friday butchering and processing hours.

The library and media center was again open full time for all students as a research
and study center.

New additions to Our curriculum were consvmers math ancNurrent events (which in-
cluded comprehensive newspaper study).

We are hopeful that a typing for improvement course can be added to the 1976 sum-
flier program.

June2, the first day of summer school, the enrollment was 182. july 25, the last
day of summer school, our enrollment was 175. The total number of students enrolled
during the summer was 250.

Et+
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PART II

VI. Recidivism Statistics

Total number committed during project year. 388

A. Of these, the number recommitted. 98

B. Of thdse, the number returned as parole violators. NA

VII. Has Title I had an effect on reducing the recidivism rate? Explain.
IdePetify and list,affective changes noted in students.

The goal of this project was to satisfy the cognitive and affective learning
disabilities of the disadvantaged and to improve their self concept. It is our
opinion that those-students realizing this goal will more nearly adjust to their
home situations and will therefore have little reason to be sent back to Whitaker.

VIII. Inservice Training

A. How many of the Title I teachers and teacher aides participated in
some txpe inservice training? II

B. How many inservice activities were pinned for Title I staff at -your
institution? 2

IX. Summary and Recommendations

,

About 95% of the students at Whitaker State Home fit into the category of
educationally deprived. The population is so mobile that it is extremely difficult
to measure objectively the progress of the students. It is the recommendation of
thei4eachers, administration, and social workers that the following components,
be continued: (I) Language Arts, (2) Remedial Reading, (3) Building manafij
ment Householeffreers, (4) Pre-vocational Metal Shop, (5) Pre-vocational
wood shop, /(firSpecial Education , (7) Summer school program.
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Activity Name SUMMER .SCHOOL

I. ft ectives

PART r

To aid students in the educational process by providing the necessary
individualized instruction and to promote greater independence; thereby
improving studenteself image so he may be able to advance at least .5 to 1

grade level.
II. Participants

,

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No

Gain

(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than
Normal
Gain

(5)

Much
Greater
Than'

Normal Gain
(6)

6th 5 ;

7th 12 1 11

8th 14 74 ,

9th 24

,

24

10th 8
0

_ R

> III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

Testing services of Achievement, Diagnostic, and-Ability test. Teacher

made test and instructional materials.

,IV. Data Analysis

Our Summer program is designed to help each student to learn a variety

of basic skills on an individual basis. Each student is assigned work

according to his own needs< and test results. The teachers are able to

jive individual help to each student with the hplp of aides. Audio Visual

aids are used in classes giving the students greater independence.

Records, test and teacher observation show the majority of students-are
faf below average. Summer School is an essentail aid for these students

who enter lateor have some other deficiency.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?.

0 -10t f--7 11-20% (-7 21-30% f--7 31-40% 1--7 41-50% 1--7

5i-60% ./:=7 61-70% f'-7 71-807. C:7 81-90% /2=7 91-100%

- 2 -

7



,

4PAItT, I

Aktivity Name TUTORIAAIDES'

I. 101, ectives

.11t

To provide and locate materials as they
and teachep.

f

Participants
4

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain

(3)

.

Some
Gain
(4)

_More *
:Than -.

Notlal..
Gain
(5)

Mdch
eater
Than

Normal Gaip
(6)

6th 5

,..,

7th 12

_

1 11

.

8th 14 14
.

9th 24

,

24

,

10th , 8 R

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

Check Sheets of work assignments.
Teacher Observation

IV. *Etta Analysis

The aides assist the teachers in identifying sPecific instructional

materials and operates equipment.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-10%

51.40%

f--7

/-7
11-20% [:=7

61-70% f-7

21-30% L:=7

71-80% TY-7

31740%

81790%

41-50% (--7

91 -100%/--7

/ /

4:27

74
- 2 -
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"PART

Activity Nate 'TRAM= (Baceptivand Detention)

I. Ob ectives

To prpvide educational lustruction'ior students in detention and reception

in order for them to keep pace with ongoing classef upon returning to

regular classes.
II. Participants .

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

NO
Gain
(3)

Some
Gain.
(4)

More

N:rn:l
Gain
(5)

Much

G-7g:r

Normal Gain
(6)

6th , s
.

s .

7th 25 25

8th ;3

,

,

23

_

.

.

9th 26 ,

26 )

.

10th

_

16 16

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

Testing services both achievement and diagnostic; also ability.

IV. Data Analysis

The program for reception and detention hai helped each pupil to make

k progress in basic skills in various subjects.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-10% L::7 11-20% L:=7 21-30% L7 31-407. C::7 41-50% /

51-607. =7 61-70% f--7 71-80% L27 81-90% 1--7 91 -1097./- -7

75
-2 -



PART II

VI. Recidivism Statistics

_ Total number committed during project_year. 98

A. Of these, the number recommitted. 4

B. Of these,'the number returned as parole violators. 0

VII. Has Title I had an effect on reducing the recidivism rate? Explain.

Identify and list affective changes noted in students.

Title I has helped in bringing-the Student closer to the average
and in preparing him to better fit into public:Sch000l when returning
home.

VIII. Inservice Training

A. How many of the Title I teachers and teacher aides participated in

some type inservice training? 1

ft B. How many inservice activities were planned for Title I staff at your

institution?

IX. Summary and Recommendations

Our Basic Education Program is designed for individualized instruction.
The teacher-pupil ratio is conducive to the desired pupil achievement.
The Aides provide us with additional assistance in helping students
in our learning procedure.

Vid therefore recommend the continued use Of Reception, Oetentioh Teacher
and Tutorial Aides during our regular and summer sessions.

7 6
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Activity.Name Summer School

I. Ob'ectives

4

PART I

Completion of teacher-developed objectives Sor credit quali-

fication and gain of one-half or more grade level in reading, computational,

and work study skills.
II. Participants

.

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Than

.Normal
Gain

(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
. (6)

35
.

I

10 37

II 19 I

12 11 I

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) Used

1. The Wide Range Achievement Test-
2. Otis Quick Scoring Mental Ability Test--Form C
3. Teacher prepared tests

IV. Data Analysis

-Pre- and post-test differences on the Wide Range Achievement Tests
indicated that 70% of the participants gained one or more grade level
in Math and that 75% gained one or more grade level in reading.
Teacher prepared tests indicated approximately 95% of students passing.

See attacpment for further evaluation.

V. How successful was this activity, in meeting the objectives statedin

Section I above?
k

31-40% f--7 41-50% A77

81-90% /i.".7

0-10% f-7 11-29% C:=7 21-30% (--7

61-70% (--7 71-80%51-.60% / / /

-2 -
78



SUMMER SCHOOL ATTACHMENT

Twelve full-time teachers taught regular summer school classes to

192 students who earned a total of 216 credits. Most of the credits

earned were in subjects which the students had failed to complete or

had completed unsuccessfully during previous terms of school enroll-

ment. '.EMphasis was placed on the seven and one-half uzat block of

required courses, but electives were also offered in variety

AP
uufficient to enable students to build overall credit earning to

levels corresponding to their-chronological ages.

7 9



Activity Name Inclividual Storting

PART I

I. Obj ectives MAke-up gain'bieducationally deprived students of one-half

or more grade level in reading, computational and work-etudy skills', and

fulfillment of teacher established objectives.

II. Participants

_

...

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain

(3)

-

Some
Gain
(4)

More
Thar
Normal
-Gain
(5)

Much
,dreater

Than
Normal Gain

: (6)

9. 57

10 64

11 37 'X

/'

12 21

) .4

,

.

Evaluation Instrument(s) Used
t

1. Otis Quick Scoring TeSt of Mental AbiIity-41or
2. The Wide Range Achievement Test

3. Specially prepared Individual Studies Tests

IV. Data Analysis

Pre and post test differences on the Wide Range Achievement Testa

.indicated significant galls of students enrolled in individual studies

over those not enrolled in'individual studies. Teacher-prepared tests

indicated more than 90% of students passing.

See attachment for further evaluation.

V. How successfulyas this activity'in meeting the objectives seated in

Section I above?

0-10% 1-7 11-20% [::7 .21-30% r-7 31-40%jr-7 41-50% f--7

51-60% (17 61-70% (--7 .7178(43% t=27 81-90% 4E7 91'7.100%/--7

8 0
_ 2 -



INDIVIDUAL STUDIES ATTACHMENT

The equivalent of three fall time individual studies teachers

completed a total.of 3960 hours tutoring'179 individnal studies

Students who.completed a total of 327 credits dur4ng the Tegular

ana summer termof FY 1975.: -.6ne of these teichers, Mrs. Perryman,

was designs ed supervisor 9"he program, and was giiren the

responsibility ofupgrading courses and developing- new-ones as-

well.as_supeevising.ACti4ities'already in progress. Another

teacher, Mr. Mutters, accepted individual studies applicants,

established.contracts, assisted students, gave tests, and kept
4

records. A third teacher, Miss Frederick, was assigned the.A
of tutoring students during afternoon and evening hours after the

regular school day.
.
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PART II

VI. Recidivism Statistics

Total number coanmitted during project year. 234

A. Of these, the number recommitted. 56

'B. Of these, the number returned as parole violators. 49

VII. Has Title I had an effect on-reducing the recidivism rate?, Eirplain.

Identify and /ist affective changes noted in students.

A slight decline in recidivism was-indicateilfor FY 1975. Upgrading of
old individual studies courses and development of new ones appeared to
strengthen student interest and self-esteem. Realization that educational
goals could be accomplished renewed students! hope. ?Way Complimentary
statements were made by students abont the programs, especially-

. individual studies.

VIII. Inservice Train!..ng

How many of the Title I teachers and teacher aides participated in

smile type inservice training? 3
SN

B. How many inservice activities were planned.for Title I staff at your

institution? 1

IX. Sumary and RecommendatiOns
,

Current Title I activities have:;beliprogress since 1972 or
longer and anpear to haVe reached a..zigh level of,effectiveness.
It i0,hup ecommended that these actiVities,be continued.

. 82
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fl AttiVity Name Extended Schnna_Tprny:..?.

I. Ob ectives

To help boys complete reqUired'units of
denied them because of their Withdrawel

!-Schools.

II. Participants

Grade Level
(1)

5 -'12

Number
(2)

213

No
Gain

(3)

academic lOrk, units that have been
from 1 or.droppihg out of Public

,

SOme
Gain

14)

Much
eater

than
l.Gain

(6)

III., 'Evaluation Instruthent( )Ned
TeSt'S-in areas whieh Amity and.aphievegtent, testing. Teacher made tests ars

also used,iiTaLl areap4. D t

IV: Dataanalraia

Approximately 96°44ofpur bays were able. to earn at least two complete.units

Of-work during the extended term. It was possible for boys to complete all

their work for the séhool year after enrolling late here or'in the Public
Schools., This would not be possible without the extended summer school term.

We had two (2) boys complete High School this past sFmer. They would have

had-to go.back to school this fall if we had'not-had this program.

How suCc#WUI,was this actIvity in meeting the

Section Move?

0-10% 11-20%

-60% 1 7 61-70% (--7

objectives

21-30% E:7 31-407. f--7

71-80i /--7 81-90% I-7

134
2 -

stated in

41-50% r-7

91-100% EV,



4),

PART I

Activity Name Aorticulturs

I. Ob ectives

To develop an expressed interest in the field of Horticulture by identify-

ing 'various plants. By seeding, transplanting, and doing general work in

our Horticulture department, 99% of the boys will be able to classify and.

451e1Minairff plants

*

Grade Level
(1)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

?

:Some
,_
-4?-,Sain

.yez)

More
Than
Normal
: Gsin.

'...' '(5)

Much,

Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6) ;

7" 12 22 x ,

. ,

1

N ,

.

,

_

?

III. Evaluation Instrument(s) USed

Regular profeciency tests by the instructor.

IV. Data Analy6.is d

Most of aur boys leave hert with an expressed des o continue work in

the field of Horticulture. Either fUrther educati or employment in this

field. This could be considered almost 100% successful. It shoUld be

understood that our average siay here haq dropped to 3i months so our main

objective is to begin trainingl hoping the boys(are able to find employment

or to continue training after returninR to their home communities.

,?

o

Follow-up after releasei
,

a 4

V. Hoiy successful was this activity in oleetin .the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-A0% f--5 11-20% C=7 21-30% f--7 31-40CE7 41-50%

51-60% L=27 61-70%1J777 71-80% t1=7 81-90.% EV 91-100% =.

_
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Activity.Name Remedial Readinf4

I. Ob ectives

PART I

To develop an interest in reading and to increase 79% of the boys level of

reading by four-months. Also tii4eradicate defeatism in area of reading.

<;.)

II. Participants

/4-4
Graae-Level

(I)

Number
(2)

No
Gain
(3)

.Some

Gain
(4)

More
Than

Normal
Gain

(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal'Gain
(6)

5' - 12 ,
X

_

.

_

.
,

.

III. Evaluation'sInstruient(s) Used .

Reading tests and achievement testing. After a complete testing program

and from two to three weeks stay 1, our reception coAter school program,
Ythe institutional staffing committee will place boys in this program if it
is determined they need extra help in their reading skills.
Iv. Data Analysis e

We have found that most boys have after spending sometime in this reading

,
program (3i months) which was the average length of stay in our institution,

were able to read 1.3 grads level higher. Also a greater interest in

reading yas definitely developed.

V. How successful was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

Section I above?

0-10% [177 114-207. C:=7

1:=7 61-707. (--7

21-30% r--7 31-407. 4-7 41-50% 1-7

71-80% 1--7 81-901R]d 91-100%7

fr A



PART, I

Activity Name Remediel Langyage

I. Objectives 45

To correct weakness in English, writing, andAppelline4

defeatism in this academic area.

II" J'areliipants

end tO.eredicate
.;

Grade...Level

(1)

Number
(2)

. No..(

Gain
(3)

Some
Cain
(4)

More
Than
Normal
Gain

(5)

'Much
Greater .

Than
Normal Gain

(6)

-.12 69

.ck
I .

,

..
.

ulkt tnetrulent6) Used-
teittsu and Achievement testini. After A mplete

pal* and fr .two.tothree weeks in our receptft scho programly

Utionel *tarring committee will place these boys in the remedial

TfOgrapiitit iedeterminedithat ther,cannot do work apprairiate

Anil s eirlevel.,

c.thet mqek
acaaemic wqr

s'i.were

...13 this

After spending some time in this program)

44ge of about 1.5 higher thin before
their regular classes after about

.

- ,

ty inmee0.ng ttlettives stated in
1

.

- 11-20 2110% r--7, , 31-40% f'77 41-50%-

6f-70% t:=7 31-80% C:=7 . 81-90V,..0[7 911007,..(77

'116

-
vj
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'ez



*
",l4= t.7.PART I

7

Adtpity Name Remedial

0

I. Objectives

,To work with boys
to develop affinter
persohs adult life.

II. Participants

= Ir

ehina in basic math skilfs. To encourage 'and

basic math as it might apply to the average

Grade Level

(1)

Number
(2) .

No t-_,

Gain
(3)

Some
Gain
(4)

More
'Than

Normal
Gain

(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

5 - 12 . 69
.

X
, -i-

,

4

III. Evaluation Instrument(Used

Math test and achieveinent testing. After a complete testing program an

from two to three weeks,in our rbception, center school program, the
,a=f

institutional staffing committee will pface these-bofs in the remedial

fitatscOte"nominig that they cannot do.work appropriate for their
age level.

Wq:have,found that most of the boys entbr90 in tilis program do not hay; a

baiiF math background. After more or lesFstarting aver with the 1)40 in

bsit*,0-illd, they are able to gain confide&S and progress very rapi4ly.

29% of the boys entered for a period of three and one-half mopths were able

to,rettirh to a Oath class above the seventh-grade level. -*
;

V .

.7'

How successful was this activity'in meeting the objsctives stated.jh

Section I above:?

0-10% r--7 11-20% E27 21-307 r--7 31-40Z 4:71100P-507 C=7:-

51-607.1 61-70% =7 71-80% =7 81-90% 417 91-100%/--7
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s

Studies

I. Objectives

- To develop an interest in,current eventsI such as state, nation, and world

problIps. To expose them to some past history and tp promote good citizenship.

II. Participants
-

Grade Level
(1)

Number
42)

'No

Gain
(3)

Some.
Gain
(4)

Moro
Than
Normal
Gain-
(5)

Much
Greater
Than

Normal Gain
(6)

... 69'

,
,

,

.

.

,

.

,

.

4 .

III. Evaluation Instrument

Le-

Social Science tedtat te tàt reading.tests and achiev

testing. Aftei. a comp
.:41,4;

am and from two to three wee s in our

reception center schoo tutional staffing committee will

IVI!1-6r13:
, . vi..6

7; 0,0,- iri! the al pro .,,gtcit is determined that they. cannot

. , do work appropriatwforlt 4r,age level..

are.

of
thref

, ,

413t:bOys'have after spenaii,eteppite time in this prolraM

p *z,wprk.on an average of abolategrades higher.'31%
14re'falplebOreturn tO thesregular,classi&om situation'after.

,t4As lirogram.

How succeSe
Sec.tion I abioW

was this activity in meeting the objectives stated in

0-101-7* 11-20% r"-7 2130% f--7

51-60% r-77 61-70% C.:7 71-80% C.77

31.-40% Ci7i7 41,50Z 1--7

0
81-90% 1E7 91-100% /



PART II

VI. Recidivism Statistics
P

Total number committed during projeCt year. 532

A. Of these, the number recommitted. 0

,

B. Of these;the.number returned as parole l'ziolators.

41

VII. Has Title I had an effect on reducing the recidivism rate? 'Explain.

Identify and list affective changes noted in students. IA, because of
the Title I Program, we Are.able to be much more flexible in scheduling boys

in different programs. We are able to offer more variety in,vocational class-
es, academic areas, and remedial work. The studeilis received more attentiaa

because'Of smaller classes and the extended summer term. Most of theseaboys

have failed in the public schools and are behind in their school work. &-
cause of these programs, b are able to go home with an expressed desire

to continue their educati aad vocational training. The'expanded term has
been a tremendous program in helping boys gain make-up work and extra credits
that will apply towards their eventual high school graduation.

Inservige Training

A.

B.

'Row many -Ute Title I teAchers and teacher ai4es participated i tt

some type itryice trsin3.#83 19' .

'4
How.manyNtrVice activities were planned for Title staff.at your

4 '

instittitio

IX. Summary and,pcommendatiOns
4-" w

We Abel these programs should loct '*tinued, withoUt them our entire treit-
ment program wpuld be greatly
and definitely)has assisted the
public schools.

7
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