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Chapter I: THE PROGRAM

This program was specifically designed to improve the perceutua},
motor/sensory skills of handicapped youngsters in NYC schools, |
The pupil vopulation consisted chiefly of youngsters enrolled

in CRMD classes ; as well as ether groups of handicanned child-
ren, selected on the basis of recommendations frem the Bufeau

director and school orincivals requesting service in their schools.-

The primary goals of training were to vromote nhysical fitness of
puoils; Specific vercevtual motor abilities and overall motor
proficiency., Secondary alms were:te uvgrade ounil moﬁivation and
self -confidence through success exverience: reinforce basic cog=-
nitive concepts through motor learning., The training procedure |
consisted ef twd experimental classes a week , conducted by oroject
reseurce specislists working in the schoels, Methods of instructien
included & specially designed moter education curriculum and a
variety of action typq,instructional,materials. A master teacher
provided suvervision on a regular basia; visitine these classes

and consultine with resource snecialists,

Teacher training was another basic comvonent nf this program., This
feature infohred the varticination of ounils' classroom teachers.
who attended the training sessions to oebserve. learn and assist

the ressurce specialists, Periodic teacher training workshons

were also sponsered by vreject staff as well as regularly scheduled
follow-up visits to teachers participating the preceding year. Thus;

a consistent effort was made to maximize carry-over of traininz into

4
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the classrooms,

A third component was « parent education thrust,This phase included
parent education,demonstration workshoos held at intervals throuéhé
out the training veriod, and ihstruétional ma terials for narental

guidance and assistance to ouonils at home,

The duration of the program was for the scheol year. beginning

in September 1974 and ending in June 1975.

Chapter II: EVALUATION PROCEDURES
The assessment of program efficacy was organized around the follow-

ing evaluatien objectives:

{1) To determine whether pupils, as a result of training . would

demonstrate significant gains in moter proficienoy, Thg methodology

consisted of bre and oost training comvarisons of ounil verformance
on the Motor-Proficiency'Screening Test: an individually edninis-
tered measure develoned‘by BCRMD , Pupils were initially tested

@t the start of the orogram in Sevotember and again at the end of
May by the resource svecialists,who instructed them, Data lhtlySis
employed the sign test for large samples,

(2) Te determine whether teschers of exverimental c}a sses would

demonstrate significant gains in their understanding and knowledge

of program methods and preblems, The evaluatior procedure was to

compare teachers' scores on a pre’and pest questionnaire, devel-

oped for this ourpeose by the oroject staff, Testing was conducted

at the start of the program in September and again at the end of
~May, For this ohasé of the evaluation';the same non-narametric

)
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pchedure was employed to anslyze the data,

(3) To assess parental reactions toward the program in order

to determine the extent to which parents were favorably imoressed.

This objective was a devarture from the original nronosal objec-
tive--~-tp determine whether parents would demonstrate significant
gains in knowledre of the program and ability to assist their
children at home, Because of thevobvious diffic ulty of obtaining
valid data on perent behavier 1h the home; this objective was. |
reviséd and modified in the final evaluation design, The revis-
ion‘substituted parent‘attitudes a8 the orimary focus of the
evaluation ; in iine with objective # 3 above, The assessment
procedure was a parent questionhaire; indexing ovarental reactions
to the nrogram; adminiétered to parents attendineg one of the
nafent workshovos given during the sourse of trainine, Since some
exposure fo the orogram was required in order fer parents to

- react to it; no” pretest was indicated and the evaluation was limited
to a single administration of this questionnaire. Data @enalysis
in this case consisted of & descrintive summary of resoonse
oatterns, illuétrating frequencies of choices for each item

categary &nd mean item scores for the parent grour . and identif-

ication of salient trends .

(4) To determine the extent te which the program, as actually

impleménted, was congruent with the orogram as described in the

oroposal, This part of the evaluation was based on the consultant
evaluator's field observations of the oresram -in oneration, atten-
dancé at teacher training end varent workshops, interviews with

project staff and the resultant findings renorted by the consultant,

6
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There were no limitations imvoged on the evaluation design other
. than the expected data less, amounting to avvroximately ten ver-
cent in the pupil sample and fifty percenﬁ in the teacher samvle,
However, the sample 8ize was apill quite adequete in each zrouu;
despite factors accounting for deata less--- puoil absences; i11-
ness, transfers and occasional difficulties in testing youngsters,
s well as teacher mobility and fallure te coeverate in returning

the questionnaire,

Chapter III: FINDIRGS

Findings ralevant to ouvil gains in mbter'proficiency(evaluation
objective#l)indicated that bettér than seventy five nercent in-
creased mheir scores on the post training proficiency measure,The
gizn test analysis yielded a 2z score of 2,55 &and & nrobability of
.OOSh(one-tail); documenting & highly significant trainine effect,

Results germane to teacher upderstandinz and knowledese of the
program({evaiuetion objective #2) revealed a uniform and extreme
positive effect of training;‘with every subject in the samvle
of ninety six showing a gain in post-test scores, Since an
effect of this magnitude is the most extreme thsﬁ can occﬁr:

- the evidence is strong that in a oomnarable ‘sample of this size'
every subject would show a aa:n. substantiatine a re1ectjon of

the null hynothesis beyond the ,601 level,

/

The assessment of varantal reactions to the orogrem(evaluation
objective #3) likewise reveals a uniformly positive outcome

across the board, with the entire parent sample resvonding
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favorably to all of the {tems in the questionnaire., In fact,there
are no negative ratings on any item and a high proportion of extreme
positive ratings(obtaining for @2pproximeately forty vercent of the
ssample on sSix of the twelve items). Insvection of Table I: which
illustrates the resypons® vrofile fdr this instrument : reveals some
salient trends, One is the rfinding that item #1 (verceived benefits.
of the program re improving child's ohysical coordination and skills)
and item # 2 (perceived value of the orogram re motivating a more .
positive attitude tgward recreation) get the highest vercentages

of extreme positive ratings; sixty three and fifty eight vercent
respectively. Anoﬁher notable trend is the relatively high oropor-
tion of thé sample; approxiﬁataly.thirty three percent; who ‘are
undecided about the proeram's merits re upgrading academic achieve-
ment (1tem #7). These trends indicate thet parents tend to be most
enthusiastic about the program's physical assistance to their chil-
dren and most uncertain about the relevance ¢ training for imorov-

ing their youngsters' academic skills,

The findinés with respect to the congruence between the actual
operation of the program and proposal goals (evaluation objective #L)
follow, Each aspect of the nrogéam ;observed in the twenty sdnools:
visited by the cnnsultantmgvaluator; was consistent with the probosal
as regards all three éomnonents. Pupil and tescher training and oarent

education aspects were &ll in line with the proposal svecifications,
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Table I _
RESPONSE FREGQUENCIES AND MEAN ITEM VALUES
ON THE PARENT QUESTIONNATRE |

lvem # Strongly Agree Undecided Dlsagree' Strongly Mean

v Agree - Disagree Value
1. Frequency  63 ol 5
- Choice vValue 4 - 3 2 1l 0 3.4
2. Fréquencv 58 67 7 :
c. V., L 3 2 1 0 3.3
3.Frequensy ' 3 99 30
c. V. 0 1 2 3 L 3.2
- 4 . Frequeicy 35 88 9 ' ’ :
c. V. L 3 - 2 1 n 3.1
5.Frequency 3 89 : L0 ‘
Ci VO 0 l 2 3 . . h 3.2
6 .Frequency 3 8L L5
- C. v, 0 1 2 3 L 3.3
7 .Frequency Lo 62 30
c. V. L 3 2 1 0 3.1
8.Frequency 52 75 5
c. V. L 3 2 1 0 3.3
9.Frequency 2 73 57 .
c. V, 0] 1 2 3 L 3.4
10.Frequency L '30 A“LB ' :
c. V, 0 1l 2 : 3 L 3.8
‘ 11.Frequency - 55 75 2
c. V., L 3. 2 1 0] 3.4
12,.Frequency : L 78 50
C- V- 0 l 2 3 h 3.3

NOTE: The higsher the choice value, the more favorable the resovonse.
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following recommendations , generated by the preceding evalua-

tion, have been'incorporated into the program this year:

(1)

(2)

(3)

(L)

( 5)

Introduction of a regularly structured schedule of inter?isi-
tations by roiource‘SUécialists. This suggestion haes been
carried out by way of scheduling intervisitations once & month,
affording resource snecialists an ooportunity te comvare and
learn from methods used by their colleagues: and find out
what ot her staff members are doing,
Inciusion of more frequent staff meetings to encoursge profes-
sicnal sharing and exchange of ideas, This recommendation has
been followed up with project staff conferences twice a month;
gerving as a forum for disseminating new technigues and mater-
ia 1 Se . N
Provision of stronger follow-up assistance to classroom tnach-
ers in terms of providing regular lesson plans. This recom-
mendation has been carried out through the develonment of a
motor education curriculum during the nast year; which in-
cludes svecific lesson plans: to be available by Sentember '75.
Systematization of résource sneclialiste! teaohinx echedules 8o
tha» each tyve of class 1is visited the same number of times
each week, in all districts. This has been done by way of
implementing & teaching schedule, comnrising two school visits
to all classes each week,
Utilization of video-tape for presentation of teaching methad s

to classroom teachers, This recommendation has resulted in

videotapinz of several demonstration lessons, which can be

10
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employed for this purvose in thée rutnre.

From the standooint cf trainine racilities‘ those observed ‘by
the consultant were satisfactory. In most instances, the gym

was available for trainine sessions, oroviding the necessary
space and freedem for a metor education orosram,., The instruc-
tional method s and materials were outstanding with resvesct to
their effectiveness in stimulating and challenzing nunils within
the 1imits of their capabilities ; and making the training exner-
lence very enjoyable for them, Both materisls and instructional
approach reflected sound educational practice and acnronriateness

for the specifioc learning objectives of this orogram,

It was evident that services were being orovided to the target
ponulation intended Classes receiving instruction included the
various categories or handicanned youngeters designated in the
proposal ----children in TMR; EMR and Track &4 classes: brain injured:
doubly handicanbed;gphysically.handicanned: emotionally di stur bed.
The vopulation serviced avoroximated the number which the »roiect
exvected to train, In toto; the samvple included 1:602 vuoils in

150 cla sses in 27 school districts; ranging in age from five to

twenty one years of age.

There was no evidence which indicated any cross referencirg of

this program to others in the schools being served.

11
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Chapter IV: SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

The results of the evaluation indicated pupils to have made sig-

nificant gains in motor skills as a result of training; with ore

and post program comvarisons on i motor proficienocy verformance

measure attaining significance at the .005L level of confidence,

A vositive training effect was also evident for classroom teachers;

who demonstrated increased khowledge and understanding of the oro-

gram in“pre and post comparisons of scores on a teacher cuestionaire,

Gains in the teacher group were avparént £dr every subjéct in the

sample, indicating éigniricance well beyond the ,001 level of con-

fidence, The program proved to have & comparable positlve imvact

on pafents as well-; with -the‘ parent .Bample consistentl y rating the

program favorably on & parent questionnaire.

Since the frinding3 clearly point uv the efficacy of this'tyne of
motor education for puvnils, the evaluation warrants the conclusion
that this training vackage is extremely worthwhile and should defin-

itely be continued., In view of the success of this orogram, .it is

further concluded tha* an exvansion of vpuoil services 1s justifiable,
as well as a more extensive and intensive teacher training effort

to dissemingte methods of instruction develoved by nrojeét starf,

In line with these conclusions, the following specific recommenda-

tions are provnosed :
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(1) Enlarge services to handicavned youngsters to include addit-
ional classes of learnineg disabled oubils: especially ohildren
with perceptual difficulties and brain damage imnairment, It is
also suggested that serviceé be offered to classes of blind nunils
on a regular basis; who could benefit a great deal from this tyve

of training.

(2) Expand the scope of teacher training ‘M:dbvelon the skills of
classrooﬁ teachers., This might be done in several ways, One would
bé to set up &n ongoing; demonstration laboratory scheol faciiity;
which could vrovide ocontinuous observation exverience for special
education teachers and prosvective teachers , Such a facility
would als o serve the purvose of a setting for continuing curricu. -
lum experimentation and innovation, Another apfroach would be to
sponsor an ine~service seminar for graduate oredit : oven to class-
room teachers as well as graduate students enrolled at metrovolitan
universities, In this oonnection; it would be helpful to arrange‘
for internships at the model laboratary site on & semester basis ,

in conjunction with one of the urban college departments of eduo-

ation.

13
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Comvonent Oode 64218 Activity Code 714 Objective Code 80L
Chaoter v: EXEMPLARY PROGRAM ABSTRACT BE # 09-56611
This motor education orogram was designed to improve the vercept-
ual, motor/sensory abilities of handicapped children in the NYC
schools, The sample 1nc1uded 1002 pupils; chierly‘younpsters en-
rolied in CRMD classes; as well as other handicapped mroups;ranging

in age from five to twenty one years,

The program incdluded three componeﬁts(l) motor edw ation training
for pupils in selected schools (2) in-service training of class~
room teachers atteming theée classes and veriodic teacher work-
shops (Bf varent education by way of varent workshoos and specially

designed training materials for parent guidance in the home,

The evaluation was directed toward assessing program imvact with
respect to these three ocomvonents, Pfocedures included: ore and
post training comparisons of pupil performance on an individually
adminstered motor proficiency rating scale: ore and nost comnari-
sons & teachers' understam ing and knowledge of the orogram; based
on & teacher questionnaire; evaluation of parental reactions to

the orogram in terms of. response patterns on a parent questionnah~e,
administered once duringz the btourse of the program, Results of tlke
puvil and teacher measures were analyzed by non-oarametric tech -
niques ; the sign test in each instance, The varent data were analyz-
ed descriotively in terms of resovonse frequencies for various item

categories and mean item scores.

The fimdings substantiated a vositive program impact for all three

components, Both pupils and teachers shaned gains on the criterion

14
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measuras, which were significant beyond the ,001 level of confi=-
dence for each group. Results for the parent sample demonmstrated
consistently favorable reactions to the program on all of the

items in the cuestionnaire,

A number of factors seem to have contributed to the Suecess of

this training erroft:

-=- The competence; energy and enthusiasm of the oro ject starf:
whic h motivated both puvil and teacher involvement,

-=- The excellence € the training currioulum;which wasg well
planned rrom a developmefital voint of ‘view: aoprovoriate
for ability levels o pupils and child-cert ered,

-- The variety, flexibility and appeal o the training materia]s
which were highly motivating and instructive, ’

-- The oontinuity of staff supervision and training: which was
supportive to the trainers and facilitated thelr ability to

function as a team,
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Measures of growth other than Standardized Tests

30D

Page 14 . Teaoher Training and Program Develop-
: ment in Motor Eiuoation ror Handi-
capped Children in New York City Sohools
09- 56611

This question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement by norm referenced standardized:
achievement tests. Such objectives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially.in the affective domain. For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite
to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners.
Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on
tables 30A, B or C, use any combination of items and report on separate pages
Attach additional pages if necessary.

Component Code Activity Code Objective Code

! (52|

6"...& 21| 8 2210 gl1l2

1

Brief Description The Motor Froficiency Screening Test cors ists of

‘nineteen activitie s used to measure a child's met @ and physical

M

Number of cases observed:lg 7 61 ] Number of cases in treatment:l 1 | olo l 2'
Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used): same test

.01 level of significance

Criterion of success:

Was objective fully met? Yes [:Eﬂ No [::] If yes, by what criteria do you
know? Pre. and post training ogmn_nianns_n_Lnum_l_scn.rea_
on this measuring device shoved a gain for the aa:n_nle_._

with a sign test analysis indicating significance at tie
005& level of cnnfidence,

Comments:

PP
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Page 1 :
& ° Teacher Training and Program Development
in Motor Education for Hundicaoped
Children in New York City Schools

09 - 56611

W

Measures of growth other than Standardized Tests

30D, This question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement by norm referenced standardized
achievement tests. Such objectives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For example, -a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite
to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners,
Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on
tables 30A, B or C, use any combination of items and report on separate pages.
Attach additional pages if necessary.

Component Code Activity Code Objective Code

| | (2]

6] L1 2] 11 8 [ 21 | &) IR

g

Brief Description The Parent Questionnair e consists of twelve Likert

Scale items, The questions tap parental attitudés toward the

program with respect to perceived value for their children,

Number of cases observed:[:z[:;I;;I:] Number of cases in treatgent:ll I 3] 2]4]

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used): There wag no mre-
treatment indéx, because it was inaporopriate to evaluate varent

reactions to the m ogivam prior to familiarity wi th it.

Criterion of success: Positive resvonse wrofile on this auestionnaire,

Was objective fully met? Yes [::] No [:] If yes, by what criteria do you
know? Response patterns were consis tently favorable to all items

for the entire marent sample.

Comments:

18




Page 16 Teacher_ Training and Program Develop-
. dent in Motor kducation for Handi- ‘
ckpoed Ghildren in New York City Schools

Measures of growth other than Standardized Tests 09-56611

30D,

This question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement by norm referenced standardized
achievement tests. Such objectives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For example, a.
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as

indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite

to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners.
Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on
tables 30A, B or C, use any combination of items and report on separate pages.
Attach additional pages if necessary.

Componeﬁt Code Activity Code - Objective Code

2 llg 2ol Lelol,] =

Tha Teacher Que stionnaire consists of ten

-

Brief Description

multiple choine items which measure teacher know‘ledge and under-

standing of the u'ograin. It was‘develoned by nroiect staff am

is available at the Bureau for Child ren with Retarded Mental Devel.‘

Number of cases observed:E__gED Number of cases in treatment:rl] 7[ d J

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used): _Same que stionnaire,

.01 level of oonf idencs

Criterion of success:

Was objective fully met? Yes [::] No l l 1f yes, by what criteria do you

know? Sign test analysis of ppe and noét trainimg score

differences pn this measw e shoved a gain for this grouo,

significant beyond the ,001 level of confidence,

Comments :

19
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OrFTCn OF TDUCATIONAL EVALUATION = D“TA 103S FC?H
(attach to NIR, item £30) Function § __0_9_56611

i ~ In this table enter a1l pata Loss information, Between MIR, item #30 and tlns form, all participantl e
;MuMuMWmMNmthnMHWMMMMWMMMmemmmmHmMO
lhOuld be used here 8o that the two tables match, See definitions below table for further Instructions,

e

o L @] e o 1 :(6)
~ Component | Activity | Croup | Test [Total | Nurber | Participants | Reasons why students were not tested, or if _
Code | Code |[ID, [Used |N - |Tested/| Mot Tested/ tested, were not analyzed .
:  histor | Analyzed_ Analyzed | Number/ " | ..
i v ‘ n 1
T T " Frotive ) 6 L , 7' : ! —1{%;2—"
. 11 lency|1002 | 87 . Sick abient tmamet )
64| 21| 8] 712 ] 0| -2gSoreedina-| || . boont, brangterred
: TeStf ‘ o 126 .012 non-attendance wouldnt COODBI‘&tj
ol | Imeachgrl?8{ 96 | & |.046 |
64| 2(1[8] 714 Kuests > Sick failure to retury tst, | 8 |
| ionnaire- | - . Uransfers, tested last year |
11 . Parent 132 | 132 ' Rl ol
b 2(1i8] 7M1]8 Questy . - N S -
: : fonnajre, ; | Cwe T
2‘)‘

(1) Identify the participants by specific grade level (e. g., grade 3, grade 9) Where several grades are combtnod
enter the last two digits of the component code, -

(2) Identify the test used and year of publication (MAT-70, SDAT-74, etc,),

(3) Number of participants in the activity,

(4) Nuober of participants included in the pre and posttest calculations found on itenft30,
(5) Nuzber and percent of participants not tested and/or not enalyzed on itemd30,

(6) Specify all reasons why students were not tested and/or enalyzed, For each reason specified, provide 8 separats

| mumber count, If any further documentation s available, please attach to this form, If further spm u 21

* needed to specify and explain data loss, attach add{t{onal pages to this form, | >

\‘l
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L TEACHER §UESTIONNAIRE 09-56611
Muitiple clioice:  Please circle and iiil in the appropriate response.
a.b./c. 1. To teach o pursical clucatron skild, cifectavely, tue following
g:ould take place:
- a. Introducc equipaent ond allow c.:ild to evplove.
. Teaclhier dewncization and allowr cailéren to mimic novenents.
€.~ 8kill iz hroken ‘dovm wnto its cozponent parts usinz a
variety of techniques pragressan;, Svom simple to cowplex.
a.s.c. 2. Motor (Hovewent) kdveation involves:
a. proalensolving approge:  (gunded discovers only)
b. comand approac’:
c. wllus. cosponse
a.>.c. 3. T:e inllowiny pecple .ave done crtensive .resecarca in Motor
Fucation. Curcle the letter thaat is NOT Jncluded in tlis -
catesorr, .
a. Cratty
Y. Ueplarct
c. Ling
a.s.c. 4,7 Tac Special Olmpics 1s a
e. deanre Tostical
“s. tiacl; and leld cvent
c., only conducted in t.e sclool
a.b.c, 5. Pdrceptlml Motur skill developnent @ocs not involwve:
a. “alence and maintenance of postu-e
3. ovditor,; and vistal skill de relopnent
c. social develupaent
a.b.c.” 5, Becausc a curlé is uandicappad, “e ghovld he:
a. cxcluded from notor ed. prozral
. ' 3. inbegrated into tie motor ed. progray
c. ainstreaned
e.9.¢c. 7. Activities tuat involre tie concept of receipt and
propulsion are: ‘
a. t rownn; and eatelding
2. Hlock Hueildias
c. calisttenice
a.3.c. 8, Activities vt do not Jnsolve tic concept oif cojnizant
Gevelopacent are:
a. math skill Gewvelopaent
; . '®. goncept ceveloupment
: ) c. individual and tean sport actavitics .
+ CDS/alky
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" Doard of Phucation of the City of few York :
. BUREAU FOR CHILDRE' FITH PFTARDED MEWTAL DEVELOPMET

€5 Court btreet,

meacher Training Apd Proram Development
In Yotor Sducation Por the Eandicapned Child

Lrooklyn, ¥.¥. 11201
Madeline E. Dalton, Director '

fell Stoller
Coordinator

PARENT QUESTIGIFAIRE

LHE"RGCTIONS: PLEASE READ QUESTIONS CAREPULLY A'D CIECK 70D CATEGOXY YU PBI:L }PPPOPRIATELY AISIERS HOW YOU PEEI«

Phiere WE:

£ehools | .
| SYAOHALY srROiCLY |
. ' AGREL - AGRED MDECIDED DISASRTE pSAGREE COLPNS
1, The :otor Dducation Progran is helping my child '
to hecane hetter coordinated and better skilled.
s mua itotor Fducction Program has chanqed ny child's -

attitudes about recreational activities in a

nositive manner.

i, *me naterials that I Hava received from the iotor

Z.ucation Progran are not valuable and mot

ansropriate for oy child

5, The “otor “ucation Progran is not helpful to
ry child's orovth and development. ‘

6, Py child does not ‘loo}:'formd to

participating in the Yotor Kiucation Progran.

2



7.

.

1.

11,

12
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" PARCYT CUSSTIOHHAIRE

he Hotor raication Proaran is helping my child
imarove 1u ccher areas such a8 reading & math.

MHjchilé will he able to play hetter with other

chiliren as a result of this program.

nhe equipmet used in the progran is not
necessary, and a waste of money.

vhe vorkshep in Motor Bducation for
parants is a waste of time and not

fieCesaary,

The 'mrkshops in I'otor Téucation for
sarents are valuable and necessary.

'Ihs‘ uotor Edvcation Progran is not
halning ry child to become batter

‘coordivnated and better skilled,

STONCLY ' STRONGLY .
MpEE . MGRE UNDECIOED  BISAGRER  DISAGNIR COMENTS

29,




