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demand; only one copy.of Klndersteps is avail- .
able at this point.
submi’'ssions. Additional copies will be sub-

mitted in the near future to complete record.)

Appendix B - - ‘ Ty

.Documentatlen of Initial CADETS Speciat Study
Institute, August 15- 29 1975 . Includes initial ,

t field feedback from the Dlamond State ACLD

Formative PlayaProgﬁsm.
. 4
Project Supervisory Team (STEAMl)

Proyect Serv1ce Teams (STEAMz)
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I. Brief

Al

ESTABLISHING A CHILD SERVICE DEMONSTRATION
R0GRAM FOR ‘THE LEARNING DISABLED IN DELAWARE

-

1
*

.4' i ] y
S ory and Goals of the Project .- : ) C

A, hd f

A. The present proposal was developed. and’ wrltten in ah 1nten- -
. sivie cooperative eﬁ@ort between.-the Delaware State Depart- -
* ment of Public Instruction,. the-Seaford District and the
) Capltal ‘District.’ The Mllford bistrict joined.the program
in FY'75. Liaison was maintained with the Delaware Depart-
ment of Public Health during.the development of the.project.

X - This agency contlnues to be closely involved 1n the program.

o

,ﬂkigﬂThe-everall,peed “for such a program was rev1ewed and endor—

S Bonnle Higgins

sed by the Advisory Council for DSEC (Delaware Systems for -

- the Exceptlonal Child) and the Seaford Adwisory Medical
Board in consultation with’ the: Alfred I. QuPont Institute. T
The response of individual parents.in cooﬂeratlon with the - -
staff of the Seaford Learning Resource Center was -especially
helpful in. certain aspects of community orlentatlon and
acceptance. — ¢ 1 . - ¢

Members of the DSEC Spec1al Study Team.charged w1th the
overall superv151on of the project include:

Dr. Edward J. Dillon- g, ‘Archie Ellis’

. (Project Director): Curriculum Supervisor '-
State Supervisor : Seaford School Dlstrlét
Programs for Exceptional - Co . .
‘Children. (Instructional ' ] - 7 v
Systems) ' /

v ox

Mary'S. Wiley, -Principal Robert V. Bresnahan\
West Seaford Elementary Principal, Seaford’ ,
School o . = Central Elementary School

\ . P \»»;(“ -~
-5

o am - - e

Patr1c1a Derrickson o
Lead Kindergarten %eacher
Seaford Central Elementary

" (On-Site Coordlnator-
Pilot Demonstration Site)

West Seaford Elementary B . School )

. School A . ‘ . . . ’

.+ __ Ina Upshur, Coordinator . . Melville Warren v
Learnlnq Resources Centetr e Director of Elementary:
Seaford School District - _ . .  Education, Capital

» . ; -~ School Dlstrlct
-~ ‘ Robert S. Hgll Superv1sor . < ﬁf
‘. :Federal Programs - . ¥ . "
= Capitdl School District .. . '
. o e e 5 R
A : N : oy T




in.Delaware and nationally in the educatlon of the le rnlng
. disabled, there were still & number of crucial taskS\t be”’
. completed if fully effectlve LD programs were to be estab-
. : lished in the public schoof " These tasks 1ncluded

l. Provision in the-school settlng for the cost- effectlve .

: diffgerential dlagnos1s of those children with "hard .core" -

learning disabjlifies and the much larger population of
pupils whose prohlems in this area are relatively mild.
> / - *
2. The design and 'hplementatlon of flexible intervention
‘models approprl te to the different degrees of disabili-

Lo ) t1e§ found in e school.

3. The establishmént of networks of lnterdlsclplinary child
study teams tq assure effect¥e early identification,

! sound, comprehensive proggamming and contlnuous follaow-up
and accountability 1nclud§ng the adequate provision for
the specific /"hard core" cases for whom' all too freguently
.there is no lona term educational plan or program.

developmentdl assessment, prescriptive programming. an
/ pupil progress accountabhllty had ‘to unify and facilitate
the work of’the child study teams. \ v

4. The developg%nt of a precise, efflclent technology o

\
- N
)

. A
~ . - TheclmplementatLOn of statewide 1nserv1Ce orograms and
child servrce demonstration models to provide .a dynamlc
resource base to support Erograms at the local level.
Ny | *
. 6. The 1n1t1atlon of longltudlnal educatlonal-@esearch to
foster the contintuous 1mpIOVement of 1nstructlonal pro-
grams. .o, - - . L e,
. - ‘ IR
- The present oro;ect implements a practical, long range strategqy
toward the accomplishment of these tasks The specific ob-
1ect1ves of .thisg effort follow.

. Objectlves of the Project

A. To implement the operatidnal structure and the activities of
the Project Demonstration Site (the Seaford District) and the
initral Nultlollcatlon Sites (the Capital District and the

Milford District).

. To contripbute to the develooment and field testing of “the
. guides and media of a program referenced develgpmental-educa-
tional tr8cking system which will foster the continuous lonqg

term program planning and accountability essential to the - -
'successful pragress of the seriously disabléed learner from
earlgﬁchlldhood throuqh career entry. ) L
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- C. To design and ;mplement a mbdel Chlld serV1ce dellvery system Yﬂ

P tion and review. 1In addition to the assistance afforded' each __

\\for children w1th SpelelC learning disabilities which ‘em-

phasizes: . - / T ' , - -

r -

.2 \ R
’ »

+ 1. The child study team. approach,
2. Early identification and 1nterventlon,
3. Flexible, realistic mainstream programmlnq for the v —
mild, moderate and severe cases, o ,X;;
4. Precise, efficient prescriptive teachlng for the ’
individual c¢hild, )
5. A continuous system of program nlannlng and account-
: abllity for/specific long term cases. . . o

~. »

/ ~
D. To 1ntegrate Project SEACAP w1th¢n a dynamlc statew1de con- ' \
sortium of projects in the broad area of develovpmental .

r learning disabilities to 1ntens1fy the dissemination and

validation of the program. , oo 5. . ’ N
E? To foster rapid multlpllcatlonﬂand adapta+1on ‘ofs the 6roqect s
technoloagy and models' on a statewide ba51s BN
N
. ! | : L :
Progress Report - °* “ ‘ . . .
- ~ L. .\ .
Objective A. To implement immediately .the doeratlonal structUre ’ /

and the activities of the Project Demonstrat;on Site and the .
In1t1al Multlpllcatlon Sites. ’

s Ve r ) LN - . 4
. -

" The 'Project Supervisory Team (STEAMl) assumed overall co-
ordiration of the oroject. The Team met on a monthly basis

and more frequently as necessary Refer to Appendix C. ) .,

.
a

The Progect Service Team (STFAMZ) in the primary demonstra~
tion site, the Seaford. District, completed'the diagnostic
" screening of the target oopulatlon and initiated intensive .
diagnostic teaching to determine and 1mplement an educa- ’ .
tlonal prescription for each learning disabled child. . The
Team met twice a month to. coordinate the educatlonal-cllnl—,
cal spec1f1cs of the proyect. Refer to Appendlx C.: .
. The Committegs of S?EAMl and STEAM2 met jointly to review .
those "hard core" cases which required additional- edUcatlonal-‘
¢linical consultation in order to establish an effective-
educational plan. - These cases served as pilots for the pro- -
ject's developmental proflllng technology (CADETS) . Refer
to Objectlve B. : oo <., \ . . :

¥
Al 7
J

STEAM3 completed the case_profiles and prescrlptlons.' ilot
'1nterd1sc1p11nary teams of resource specialists staffed
- selected cases from this-core to provide in-depth consult -
child, "these, indi%idual,” in-depth studies prowided the basis
on whlch to establish a more systematic 1ntervent10n strategy

\ .. SN, »
- -~ - “~ . ) . ,




The Project Sérvice Team (STEAMZ) in the prlggxy multiplica-
tion site, the Caplt 1 District, isdtiated program planning

activitie’s to establish an appropriate adaptation of PrOJect X

SFEACAP within. its own program. S

The project/-organization in the Mllford DlStrLCt was less
formal and/more limite in .scope. . Efforts in this Site were
very effe t1§e however, in the development of a structuned
preventat ve klndergar en program. ' ,

Objectlve B/ To contrlbut to "the, deve10pment and field test-'

ing of the/guides &nd media of a program referenced developmens-

tal-educational tracking syStem which will foster the continu-
ous.long /term program planning and accountability -essential to

the successful progress of the seriously disabled,learner from B

) ear%y childhood throigh caree; entry

Me?gers of the Project's ST AMl and SmEAMz Commlttees con-
tributed to the development of the experimental edition of

¢ the Individual Pupil Profile of CANETS (Career Access Devel-

v opmental-Educational Tracking Systems). CADETS was designed
to facilitate and systematlze the work of e interdiseipli-
~nary child study team in- the—development’and continuous up-

\ dating of effective educational and vocational prescriptions
for the. exceptlpnal ‘child. The Pupil Profile was the first
product in. the fptal system. Refer t Appendix A%

To meet is. objectlve the Proflle prdﬁldes a” comprehensive
inventeYy Of each’ handlcapped ohild's-ability to process
information in all the major areas of’ cognitive developmens
The areas are: Rtflex—Motor-Perceptual Sensory Integra-.
tions, Qymbollc--Cognltlve, and Personal-Social-Vocational.
'Y Wlthln each area a cluster of crucial developmental lines
is ‘projetted from.infancy" through vocatlonaf entry. The
behavioral objectives of the 1nventory'advance stage by
' stage along each of these ‘lines. ﬁartlcular’empha51s is
placed an the tot:x range of 1nformat10n orocessing abili-
.ties at the pré-academic level and the.core academic skills
at ‘the primary and elementary school leVels. However, Jpro-
VLSlQﬁ is also made for the recording of competencies -adt
é\secogdary levgl and beyond whenever' these are, demon-

R

1. A system for planning a undﬁled precise, and contlnu—
n

ous educatlonal pre %;1pt1 for each handlcanped Chlld ‘.

2. A sy;éem for plannlnq a comprehen31ve, basellne pre—.'
scription for the capeerddevelopment and vocatlonal
educatiqn of each handicdpped child :




3. A ready method of. establlshlng long range accountablllty
and coordlnatlonrfor the total educatiopial programe«of
each) handlqapped child. /{

>

Lo * H
-4..A combrehens1ve frame of reference for.educatlonal pro-
gram research and planning in all areag of exceptlon—

alltY\ B f . -
It is not|necessary to- proflle in depth_the instruetional
needs of every child in special educatioj For the milder
-‘problems the lnventory can serve as a reference for general
. s brogram p} nning. However, ‘for any handicapped child,with
a pers1st1 g disruptive dlsablllty in processing informa-
tion whetHdr "learning disabled, in the.s@decific or general
noncategonical - ‘sensey theucons158ent‘USe of an individual
e tﬁacklnq prpfile is essential to sound_long range program
- coordinatioh and accoﬁntablllty by the child study team. -
In this respect there'is a crycial reed| for a core .system
of educatiohal oroflllng to assure the progressrve inte-
.gration of basic education, the varibus theraples, career
_development} and vocational planning. j
/ " As 'we have Jndlcated tﬁ"—Ind1v1dual P pil Profilp is the
initial compopent in the tetal CADETS system. Other major
components Jnclude-' ) . é)“’tr.
1. A Teacher 's Handbook which«prpv1de/ a.ba51c'1ntroductlon
-. and specilfic instructions for the use of the total system,
* as well ds blblaographies criterion referenced program
approachgs apprépriate to -each age cevel -of each devel-
opmental |[line of ‘the Proflle.
5 J o - ’
2. A basic Curgiculum Gu&de at the Ref]
;(w1th acdompanying teacher training
educational-clinical detail how to
the profdundly, severelyiphysica;lyd
child. : - -

roy &b

./--&:

ex. Level, - 0-16 months
media) to show in i
nitiate*a’ program for~
multiply handicapped

e e

. .
[ o B -

3« A compendium of selécted preschool and school age cases
from eveny area .of handié¢ap to prOVbde practical refer-
- ence models of the comprehensive, pJeclse educatlonal
and vocattional prescriptions which, jare possiblle through
the’ applicatlon of the CADETS proflllng systeﬁ by an -
interdlsc1ollnary chlld stuay team. .,
P
4. A compendlum'of alternatlve child serV1ce dellvery sys-
. tems for|the "CADETS program-with dlfferent tardet-popula-
tlons of|/handicapped.. This. compendlhm includes the model
‘dellvery system. af the demonstratlon and multlbllcatlon
. sites for the present progect. :




* -\ - ome kit per

special
_ education
1 unit:
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- Unit
'Quantity
per kity

‘CADETS
Products:

: r}i/cium'; .

Teacher's
‘Guide

* Basic

e v

////// %5

Curriculuif
Guide~ ",
(0-16 month

. level).

« ™

PRELIMINARY CADETS PACKAGING' PLAN (Schema)

Compendium,

- of Selected
Educational

’ Presceiptlons
‘Basdd ‘on

CADETS.

.‘I

T | €
- pl
C‘AOE TS f“‘

- Alternatives:
One media
peckage per °.
special school,

" .district, .regio]
etec. .

)

15 Films 7
15 videot pes ot
Selected Slie7

CAﬁETS'CurriEuluh .

- Training Films, |, B
- Inservice Video C

and Audlotapee,
and slides.,
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Progect SEACAP participants contrlbuEed d;rectly to the
development of components 1, 3 and 4 above,

_Figure 1. pro%;des a graphlc schema pof the total CADETS pro-
gram package, an exportable technology which can be dissem-

+ inated readily, and flex1bly to, a special school, a special
class, or-as indicated to a. ma1nstream1ng program- for certain®
specific handlcaps The' schema is experimental  at this

L]

e
-~

p01nt The packaging design will be completed in detail dur-

FY 764 The initial estimated cosg per special tlass will
be in the ‘axea of $50 to’ $75 However, the kit will be de-

. .s1gned to ldst for-two decades with only a mpdest year to

year additional charge for addrtlonal Pupil Profiles. The

use pf the eitire CADETS program is being -piloted in the

John G. Leach School for the Orthooedlcally Handlcapped the

. spresent- project " for specific learning disabilities, ‘and the

« o e _ Delaware Hospital for the Mentally Retarded (and severe

deyelopmental disabilities). -

¢ \T\ Basic Experimental Editions of CADETS were completed in FY'75.
Refer -again tosAppendix A - Extensive field testing of the
CADETStnackage as 1nd1cated in Figure 1. is planned during
, Y'76. Immediately thereafter (during FY'76), First Editions
~ of the CADETS program ¥ill be publlshed . ) ’

/.

> " .

: {
~: Ohlwctlve C. %o design. and implement a model child’service-
deliyery system for children with SDelelC learning disabili- .

ties which emphas1zes- i _ D .-

- / , ”s‘ R N .‘ . Y
AL The child study team/approacb, B *
- - o Early identification an g 1ntervention,

.aFlexible, realistic mainstream programming for . the mlld
. ... , moderate and severé cases, .
. Precise, efficient nrescrlotlve te/chlng for the indi-
~ ~/J vidual child, - ’
. ‘A continuous system of nroqram olannlng and account-
ability for spec1f1c long term ca;ss -

\ .

- Parallellng the development of,the product technology of .

: - CADETS, 1mmed1ate steps were taken to 1mplement ah alterna—‘
Rt - tive chil8 service model fox spec1f1c learnlng disabilities

whieh incorporates the above criteria. Speclflc components 4
of the model included- the establlshment of: ..

l A multl phase screenlng and dlagnostlc program ‘to iden-
- tifyy profile, and prescrlbe for the educational needs-

N A other handicaps at the kindergarten level and primary - *
) - grades. (Appendlx D shows -the progress in this phase
. . of the program in the initial prOJect demonstratlon sites. )
’ . . - N s
S ' 2. A systematic, developmentally—based general kindergarten
" _'program geared insofar as possible to the 1nstructional‘
" needs of every child. (The Klndensteps Program of the"
Milford DlStrlCt shown in Appendlx A is . now fullv . -

Q - ~ : . -f’-.,... : _Ll e
‘ERIC - - - >~ - - . -

of children with specific learning disabilities and ,




- operational.) . The most deficient children -on ;this general
. program are placed on the CADETS Pupil Profile for! indi-
v 7 - V1dual long range tracklng by the- district's chlld\study ) .
team.' Similar preventative programs are .alsp in the pro-
- 0 e cess Qf develdpment the-Seaford and the Capital dig-

. tricts. 1In these la@fr)sites CADETS is being utilized .

’ adaptively as a research tool to identify #the. specific .
. ’earning needs of the klndergarten populations as the
balsis for more systematlc ‘program’ plannlng D )
) . 4 . -o&e * :

- . s . \ Ny Pl
- . % . \ N -

- ~ TR e

.
o "

= 3, An° 1ntens1ve case intervention program at the kindergarten
* level for the serlously Learnlnq dlsabled 1This , compo-
‘ .nent was, lmplemented in FY'75 in the Seaford Mllford and -
Cagltal School Districts.) o . - S .

. ‘ S S .
4. An intervention program at thé primary grade levels which
provides flexible vatterns of cost-effective services i ..
designed to keép the child in the educational mainstream ' .
as much as poss1ble, including -resource teacher interven-
tion in the regular classfoom, consultation with class-
' room tea s, itinerant services, learning, resouree .
- . center services, consultation with parents, and coordina- |
tion. w1th referral sources. (Thls component was impler
mented ‘in the pr03ect demonstratlon sites in FY! 75.) |

1

<ty

- N « *

. .
~ . . . °
. . A . g
\ . r N
+

. . o )
Objective D. JIntegrate Project SEACAP within a dvnamic state-,
.wide .consortiym of projects in the broad area‘of developmengal

. . leagning disabilities to 1nteps1fy the dlssemlnatlon and vaii-.
dation of the program. .o ] , é/ . . .
The State Superv1sor, Programs fo} Fxceptronal Children .

of statew1de«pr03ects in depelopmental Tearnlng disabjilities

s ) ‘(Instructional Systems), d;rectiy coordinated the cozﬁortlum
" indicated earlier in this regort, including -the pres

2 PLO=
. . jeqt, and ESEA Title III Project for_ the Orthopedlcally o e I
Y Handicapped, an ESEA Title I Project for the Mentally Retard- «-— »ﬁgg
| ed, d a Part D State Inservice Tralnlng Grant. Each pro- . °
. y * ject COntrlbuted to the total effort to establish a unlfled,. b
! _ flexible diagnostic-instructional technology. (CADETS). The' §§
; Tltle III Orthopedic Project emphasizeéd seyere and multiple
. i developmental ledrning-disabilities. It provide8~a-basis .- — _
S ‘for the tdtal effort and multiplied dirkctly to the Title T
N . Project for the Meﬁtally Retarded.  .The present ‘project .-

: ‘ emphasizes moderate to severe SpeleJc learning disabilities.

. . - . .The Title III Project provides a systematic developmental- .
) - basis from which programs for the learnlnq disabled can be . :
ST : .extended and ad3pted. - L . : P




\

' A - T 9

Accordlngly, each project demonstrated a specific child ser-
vicevmodel appropriate ta its target populatlon.

§0b1_ct1ve F. Foster rapid multlpllcatlon and adaptatlon af the
Qr;lectrs technology and models on a statewide bhasis ‘as appro-

\ Eslate.‘

.
°

&
Project SEACAR is the Statewide Child Se§v1ce Model designel§
* ' to show how the CADETS technology can I plied to serve,
the educatlonal needs of children with SpelelC lea'rning
disabilities.
during -the project s first- yéar in the Seaford District.
A pilot multlpllcatlon .site was also initiated; during the
project's first year.in the Capital District. A endix D
. ' shows that- good progress\is being.made 'in this area. During
* the project st second “year the Milford District became a dem-

The, pilot demons%ratlon site was initiated 2

onstratlon site

or a preventative develdpmental kindergarteh

and an early intervention model for children with specific
- » learning disabilities.

-

See Appendix A, €ADETS (Klndersteps)

as indicated prev1ously

Plans’ wegg completed for' an annual Part D workshop to pre-
- pare statewide child study teams.in the' use of the CADETS "

[

N\

technplogy -During FY'75, the initial CADETS Special Study © ~
Instltute was held. The Institute pilots the CADETS Drogrampeix e
in a varlety of agencies'and ‘institutions. Continuing, follow-

up and support wall be ma1nta1ned concerning these efforts. *

’ o R : .

Iv.

Evaluatlon Methodology

i

L

-

”,

In accordance with the or1g1nal evaluatlon design of the SEACAP
,proposal ‘evaluation activities have been carried out by the
Projett Supervmsory Teams from the standpoints of program devel-
opment and pupil, progress reportss The attachments of the
present reoort document the proqress which has been, made to date.
“'* - 2 ~ . ¥ .
‘Conclu51on and Plans - TN '

-The present repdft shows that Project SEACAP has made 51gn1f1-
cant progress with respect to all. its objectives in a very.in-
tense effort. Accordingly a sound foundation:®has been éstab-
lished for long range statewide program'development in the area-

- of" SpelelC learnlng disabilities, Lo

Plans are in proceSS for FY"76 and beyond: ° §
’% L
. To ‘edit,and disseminate the first ‘editions of CADETS;
. To conduct annual CADETS Statew1de Speclal Study Ins: Instl- s
tutes; ' -

-«

. To pilot intensive dlagnostlc 1nterventlon programs at
% :

the. 0 to 4-year level;

' “

[
o . e P

*




To guide the multip
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lication of the program to other LEA's

L 4

A and state agencies; . . . . . -
- - \J » . 5 » » » »
T » To conduct descriptiive reSearch utjilizing CADETS to idén-
tify’ the nature of the educatipnal profiles at different 3
. , age levels of children identified as learning disabled. :
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Including Brochure and Milfoid S
+ Kinderstleps Program - ' s '
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(Due to-the pressures of time and demand,
only® one copy.of Klndersteos is avallable =
at this 'point! Thig is 'included in the
submissi gns. Additional copies will be

submitted in the near ‘future to complete - . .
the record.) . ’ .o
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APPENDIY. B ' ’
- S
Documentatidn of Initial CADETS Special
Study Institute., August 15529, 1975

Includes initial ficld feedback from the
Diamaqnd State ACLD Fdrmative Play. Prdgram
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. , . STAYTE OF

DEPARTMENT OF ,Puauc INSTRYCTIO
THE TOWNSEND BUIDING” . ¥ | .« °

T A

. L 3 DOVER, DELAWARE 19901  ~
) " B . - ’ y ' > -
- RANOALL L BROYLES
. - HOWARO £ ROW
- { JONNJ RYAN
ASSISTANT SUPTRINTIHOENTS
{ , . .
. g pril 25, 1975
. R /'_ . ! I-
Dear Colleague . : ) e . ’ "~ .
Thank you for your interest in and. contnbu’tlon to CADE’I‘S b
2 . N
.We will be in touch with youSshortly concerning:’ L - < S N

" 1. The CADETS summer-fall m—servrce program which has now been approved by the Unrversrtyaof
. Eelaware as-a graduate credit option course. . 3

2. ' CADETS ﬁeld test objectives, feedback procedures and scheddles which will be gnplemented
unmedrately and ca‘med through next year. - ‘ ;, . .

Finally, the Profle (Expenme ntal Edition) is released fo you drrectly as an agent in the CADE’I‘S‘ﬁeld test
plan. There are in this respect a few’ sunple cautions: ;

1. TL.!S is copyright material and should be respected accordingly. )

B . ) P
. 2. The Prof le is for your use only m meeting the obJectrves you have set for the CADE’I‘S prozram

A larger concern relates to the i 1ssue of conﬁdentmhty of records. For the moment the fojlowrng g{udehnes
shod.ld sufﬁé"} . - , \ ,
. . ¢

1L X The *dmary provisions for pupil record/ s:storage are basic., )
2. Consider the parent to be a member of the child study team wherever possible. Thus far parents
have been very posrt1ve concerning the access they had to~the profiles of their chlldren

3. In the case of an orthopedic or othef spec1al faclhty consider CADETS to be an integral part of -
the regular program. No special permission to apply CADETS is necessary. Should the child -
transfer to anoth}r schdgl parental ‘permission will be necessary to send the CADETS Pupii
. Profile tothe receiving agency. Such permission may be obtained routinely in conjuncnon with
- ,any other approvals necessary to transfer school records. - -

In order to place an exceptronal or\ any other child_on a CADETS Pjof le. when that child is o
receiving full or part-time services in the educatlonal mainstream, mcludrng self-contained special

. ¢lass placement, the parents should be fully aware of and concur in- the use of CADETS, When
parents understand the need for the program there should bé no problem .

":h'-

N‘ .
Once again observe the ordrnary reghratmns and cautlons in transfer»sltuatlons AN

R ' Z -Sincerely, ‘é

. ‘ Edward J. DillonfEdD -
Y - e State Supcrviso . i
) ’ ~ - Instructjonal Strategies & Systems T

- oL . 17 for Exceptional Children -~ /’7\ 2




IVISION OF CONTINUING EDU(ATIOE&

NRIVERSITY OF
JELATIARE

. ‘ INITIAL CADEIS SPECIAL STUDY ms\rrm

(Career” Access Deve?opmenta] Edﬁcationa{ Tracking -Systems) -,

, ’ ‘(. ] f.c?‘q:;_
| .

2%

Lo Phase I1 - Fle{d Test of Experlmental Edlg\ﬁg )

: . CADETS appl es adaptlvely to the learning ’
* disabilities of the developmentally vulnerable .

e

‘ .
s
i ek sl L B G

~s + . . ochild from to 21 years of - age, 1nclud1ng . -
M ‘» ) . . €
) S - the or hopedlcally handacapped . ,g - 3
- " . —~ . the learning disabled ' K
S : — .. the mentally handicapped- . . 1
. thé socially and emotionally involved.’ S e - - : EE
the sensory impaired {
% the oW learner ¢

rmal child with ‘specific
"loﬂmental immaturities . . . ¢

. . . . . -
% Y . . '/._\\ \

. L e \ - S ;
Coo. . , \ . %
= e . Delaware - EDP 567 Semlnar -\ “ .
i/// : draduate credits) - \ . i
. K ‘ ‘ «OY B A% . . v {
. N L i¢ Anstruction Inservice Credit \\ ) s

) {.' . v ‘. . ,
- ‘ j
Sponsored by\\ ring Committee of the CADETS . \ -~ i
Consortium 1n'\oopeﬁ tion with the Delaware Depar#~ ‘\\j i
ment of Public Ynstruction, the Department of Health: | S A
v, and Social Servidg he University of Delaware, AN 3
. " @and the CADETS dempnstyation sites. : !
. . \ e .
e N . AN \\ [ b \ _
- . N ‘ Ve \is

’ ) 3 g - &

. © pugtist 15- z\ \ T
oo : with' field folld U ‘activities to be ' ‘

A

\sprlng of 1975-1976




g

" span from birth! through entry vocat1ona1 training.

. taiTored step

. ‘ o
: ' . BACKGROUND -

\ The modergte to severe]y handicapped child must have an educational program
Y- step to his unique profile of strengths and weaknesses. The’
greater the hand1cap the greater the need for such programs to begin early and
‘cont1nue prec1se1y without interruption thr0ugh entry\career/vocat1ona1 traininge.
‘Such programs are not operational at this poing for the handicapped because a ,
practical indiyidual educational tracking technofbgy does not ex1st on a continuous ~

L]

— \

Hence, there is limited educat1ona1 carryover, whether from agency to agency
or from grade to grade. Staffs and individual teachers‘are forced from year to
year to rediscover the basi¢ needs of such children. At times the transmission of<
case information is so poor that important instructional data about a child's
learning needs is never adequately incorporated in his program =

There are a significant number of seriously hand1capped cn11dren who are v
underservedsfrom the-crucial standpoint of not receiving the specific complete.-
program which they must have if they are to progress. Such children are to be
found in the local educational agencies, special schools and institutions. With
the national focus this year on the nzeds of the hand1capped who are unserved and
underserved this problem becomes a major educational issue. ; ..

CADETS (Career Access Developmental- Educational Tracking ‘Systems) provides a
promising solution to this continuing d11emma The program, under continuous

. devéTopment since 1970, includés: ) .o

;

"A. CADETS Mater1a]s - ”3\ . o ' SR
7 ‘ .
. 1 > A -Pupil Prof11e of 14 major lines of deve]opmen, s designed for the
N use of statewide ch1}d study teams. Continuous records are waintained

in the profite of the ‘educational prescr1pt1ons for each child (0 to
2] years of age) : . / . 5 ) -

The Profl]e fo]]ows the child from agency to aqency and grade to grade.
. Parents are always a part of the team. Conf1dent1a11ty is respected.
The goal is that the child w111 be on a proper program, and that the
program w111 be changed prec1se1y as his needs change over the. 1ong pull.
:{z
. 2. A Teacher's Handbook - provides criterion’ referended d1agnost7c-
instructional resources for each lgved of each develqpmental line of
the profile. The Handbook is aNganized to foster; .
% a. Programs of early deve]oﬁgentaftame]1orat1on %gﬁ'preyention; .
, b,g Developmeptal remediation programs ~ T :
~ \
3. A Curriculum Guide at the Reflex Leﬁe] {0 to-16 monthA)_phc]udes
teacher training films and sTides to show in educational-clinical
) , detail how to initiate a program;for the profoundly phys1ca11y— N
: multiply handicapped child.

4. {A Compendium of CADETS Case Studies and Program Reports frem every
% larea of handicap shows the program in action with many different
7 types of cases in a var1ety of settings.

19 \
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ff B. - CADETS Demonstrat1on Broaects - . .

. ‘1v ESEA Title III Statew1de érOJect for the Grthoped1ca11y Handicapped -
Primary Demonstration Site - The John G Leach School. (The Basic
> Proqect for' the total-effort).” ' , ’ ' .

2. “Part G, PL N 230 (Progect SEACAP) Statewide Project for Children
with Spec1f1c Learh1ng Disabiljties - Primary Demonstrat1on Sites:
Seaford, Capital, and Mil€ord D1str1cts
3. - ESEA PL 89- 313 Proaect at the Stéte Hospital for the Menta]ly Retarded
~ establishing a developmentally-based educational program for the
profoundly. severely, moderately, and. m11d1y mentally handicapped.

4, Part D, -PL 91 230 Establishing a Statewide Inservice and Instructional
. Resource System for the Special Educators of Delaware.

5. Spec1f1c c11n1ca1 applications in various ‘cases spanning the who]e
) spectrum of wexceptional and?norma] development.

-

¢ .
C- CADETS Professional Training - . v )
.Training activities inclyde the present Spec1a1 Study Inst1¢ute and a .
'var1ety of 1n service and dﬁssem1nat1on activities. S . T

v . v . R M

N \‘. «gsz . . R .

4 - 3 -
.

INSTITUTE 0BJECTIVES '
The program.of CADETS is now ready for extens1ve f1e1d test. The present
Special Study Institute launches thisphase. Accordingly tnis invitation is.extended
primarily to supervisors, teachers.and/or therapists who can work as a pilot mu1t1-

. disciplinary child study team in the CADE*S érogram T

-

This is not a crash effort. The empha51s is on a quality thrust to estab11sh -
a sound foundation in each new consortium -setting for the CADETS program. Dur1ng

the first year the aim is simply to. profile, plan; and prov1de effectwve]y rur ) v

few difficult cases in order tomaster the system. L
Experlence has shown that in the f1rst-step there is s1mp1y no subst1tute for

a sound, p1lot effort. Success brings i&s -own problems- -thosg of growth and expans1on

Hence, the puild-up of a strong permanent program must be nurtured step-by-step

c11n1ca11y and adm1n1strat1ve1y so as to be opt1ma11y compat1b1e with the manage~

ment structure in each agency , . e

?!"

- Never the-less, for the agency whxch e1ects to 1mp1ement the CADETS program ‘

as a means of better serving itswunderserved and unserved exceptional pup1ls, s

there is no redson not to begin 1mmed1ate1y on a’ sma]] scale

- Accord1ng]y, upon comp]et1on of the Inst1tute each part1c1pant w1]1 be ab]e to

«
-

. 1.~ Apply the CADETS Pupj] Profw]e on an 1nd1v1dua1 basis;  ~ : ‘.

“a
2. rTra‘ns]ate the Profile nnto a sound individual educational plan;.

»
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3."Participate'in an fnt/rdisciplinary ieam in‘the application of CADET§; .

4. - Apply CADETS flexibly as a basic frame of refergpce ﬁn\program planning

for group instruction. s
Aq " @ . ~,' -, d T e 4 . v .
{‘: ' With re3pect to CADETS field test responsibilities it is expected that. .
o participants will provide/certain types of information and datd concerning the
t CADETS technology in relation| to the developmental needs ,of-specific tdrget popu- ot v

Tations. ConfidentiaTity will be respécted and. the work aspect kept *to a minimum.

-5 R - \ ' . PSS .
Finally, documentgé professional recognition will be given tb each case’study,

working paper, etc. which contributes to the improvement and dissemination of the - v
CADETS program. - . [ 4 S ’ y - g
. l & ' | ~
, j «INSTITUTE ACTIVITIES
- _’\ T - f ". M . . - ._ [
Phase I » © < A concentrated 11 day practicum (August 15-29). Following N
£ -, ' aone-day {5 hour) introduction and overview, participantsy - .
’ - follow %he group sequence most\sgnropr?ate,tb the needs of . .
the children they serve. Intraductory day is Friday,-August 15.
. . , \‘ - s [
bay 1 .. - Presentétion; Eéeh‘éroup sequence dpfg]ds as follows: A ,
Monday . .partidular section of-CADETS is presegted in-depth five .
- . hours of lecture, media, ‘and discussign eretinyglived. .
’ Consultants participate who have contributed to the develvp-
ment of the CADETS media. . . \ . = -
. Day 2~ .- - workséhdxs Specific cases (seiec;ed by .the participants) .
* 7 . Tuesday ﬁ are profiled on CADETS in’the program”area presented in<depth. ot
. - ) on the preceding ddy.” "Participants work in teams., In -, S

addition, specific presentations are mate concerning pilot
implementations of the program. Three hours of workstudy are
involved. Consultant teams. conduct small workstudy: groups.” .0

™~ i Consultants participate who have contributed to the field.
> - i Pilot .demonstrations of CADETS in various sites. o
Day 3 - Presentation. The next section of CADETS is presented'and —
Wednesday, the cycle repeats itself-until each participant has coﬁo-etéd -
etc. - : a total of fivé* presentation dayf/égd/fTVE'Workstudy days. =
Ll - — S
‘ \\By the end of Phase I each child study team will have completed’ the profiles L
‘ nd preliminary educational plans of"a number of cases that the team had " .
= vgegﬁified'prior.to the institute. Each participant will be accountable for .
at Yeast one case. . Parental awareness and permission.and agency. concurrence .
) are esseptial in. each .case. Participants take care of this aspect=before the - - -
Institute.™ . -y IR - o
SR I { . b i e s ' e - i
~46rihaséﬁiéiﬂ - Optional demonstration site visits. arranged by the participants ] "
oo T " A’ with selected settings. - _ ‘ e ' -

< . : #




. "ﬁyhage v - Field test’feedback.

o : ' l
- LI . ) ;
~Costs ‘ R ] ; ” Ci

¢.4-
Fie1d educat1ona1 c11n1caT fo11ow-4p activitigs. - These -
Fctivities are Aarranged 'so that mu1t1d1scﬁp1qpary censultant,
‘teams may)rev1ew with the #ield participants the progre§s of
cases profrIed in"Phase .I., In this review educational plans °
are modified if nece$sary. Provision is madé for a fall or:

"late spring review of each case to provide a pre and posts-
va11dat1on of ‘the CADETS profile and p]an ..

”
. ‘ .

. -~
A ’SPECIFIC INFORMATION
. - . S - L
Registration £

. /
T Beéause'tﬁ'the heavy pressure of CADETS deve?opment schedules-it Was not
possible to release this announcement at an earlier date. Therefore, we. mugt®ask ¢
the cooperation of prospect1ve part1c1pants 1n'f1111ng in the attached enrei]ment .
form and‘returnvng it by’ Maz 0 to: - .

LY

Conferences and Centers -
n*M. "Clayton Hall
versity of Delaware Co
ark, Delaware. 19711 § ;\;

~T1me and‘Pﬂape . . : «_“ -

\\ The program w111 commence 9:00 a.m. ; August 15 at C]aytoq Ha11 Un1vens1ty of
De]aware A full program 15-5Qanned from 9 a.m. to 3 p:m. The schedu1§~of ' .
activities thereafter wi 1l a]ternate from day to day,- 5 hours one dayd 3 hours of
the next. ~ =

>
-~ N . . . 4
N a

,Facu'ltx ‘ | Lo e T

Fad “
A v ®

oy A mu1t1d1st1p11nary faculty of recognized natignal consultants and 1nastate
profess1ona1s from the CADETS Consortium will. partic1pate in the ‘program. ‘,Edward g
D1L;On, Ed.D., Cpord1nator of CADETS Development and D1ssem1nat1on§§w111 darect the
ac v1tyv . . ,4 oy -

> n ..
- . + . °

1 <A follow-up announcement prov1d1ng deta11s in this area will be ava11abﬁe in
the immediate future. - v

Y- .‘ .~‘ - . ’
Mater1a1s <~ - ' e e

A 4 L2
g Y . )
# 't N

CADE S program mater1als in adequate supp]y w111 be d1strrbuted w1thout chaH i
"to the pa *Jc1pants A spec1a1 CADETS resaurce 11brary will be available thrOUghEuq
the program.

A - '

Th1s-program qua}1f1es under the Summer:Course Ffee Exempt1on for De]aware {
Teachers . Teachérs selected for the program are on1y requwred to pay a $10
reg1st tlon fee. 7 .

-

>

’» ~




) Iu1t1on Assistance" oy s - . o -

Inguiries o TN s
. . Al] 1nqu1r1es regard1ng the Institute shou]d be addressed _

Arrangements are in process to defray the cost of part1c1pant travel’ expenses
or overnight accommodations at’ ithe Christiana Towerss" In general, reimbursement
for overn1ght accommodations wy]] be extended to pafticipants wno myst travel a
distance’ 1n excess of approx1mate]y forty-five m11es - o i

— 4 ] -

Meal expenses are.the.responsibility of the participant. : <’

Credit Option. ‘ /'. ' ' S .

¢
L)

Participants may earn three graduate 1eve] cred1t hours’ by registergng'for
EDP 567 CADETS Spec1a] Study Institute.

— P .~ .
% ’ ~

Delaware public schoo] teachers’ are-exempt from payment of course tu1t1on
fees and -need only pay a $10 registration fee. Tuition for other Delaware resident
students 1s,$120 Non -Delaware participants must pay ful] tu1t1on of 3297, if they
desire to regfster *for credit. . .

»

.-
-

»

For other than Delaware'{public school teachers, a limited amount of tuition
assistance may be‘availatle. | . : .

App]1can S requesting tL1t1on ass1stance shou]d register by ‘the May 30, 1975

deadline. "*Nétification of tHe amount of assistance ﬁor cred1t tu1t1on will be

indicated in the.confirmatio not1ce i .
. * N . . . /\

1 e ' [SREEEN

- ‘ - .
5 Qr. Edward J. [1llon, Inst1tute Director
Initial CADET;ﬁSpec1a1 Study Institute

Conferences an# Centers -4;, oo o .

e Division of Continuing Education ,
. University of iDelaware oo \ -
° Newark, Delawdre 19711 ‘ .. T, . .
Phone: (302) 738-2215 T T
Confirmations j ' - - : ‘

-~

# _
Confirmations of p?ét1c1pants selected will oe mailed during the first week
of June. .Should it notfbe possible to select a11 applicants, refund of reg1strat1on
fee will be returned the first week of June
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APPLICATION FORM

"Return to: Conferences and. Centers ’ . T EOP 567

' John M. Clayton Hall ) » CADETS Special
"University of Delaware . ‘ + Study Institute
NewarX, Delaware 19711 , " August 15-29,-1975

Please print or type all 1nformat1on " Enclose check (made payable to Univérsity
of Delaware) for reg1strat1on fee of $10. (A1l registrants-must pay this fee).

N ——rem ol o e
" NAME ' ' '
. .
JQ I - £ . ) ‘ .
’ .
. .

~7 g

HOME ADDRESS

CITY_ " v ’ STATE > 7IP HOME RHONE_, )

-1 . LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY - SPECIAL SCHOOL - INSTITUTION

I

. W o ’ x -
POSITION

= N
' -

TYPE(S) OF EXCEPTIONAL3CHILDREN SERveD®  / \

T

_ TYPE OF CREDIT (P]ease check appropr1ate b]ock)

/ /7 Graduate : K
ot [__/ State of Deiaware In—ﬁfrvice.
* /7 Non-Credit”

&

. - . H
1 . . . y -
., - ) . ©

,

Please check thg appropriate block in No. 1 and No. 2 if assistasice is requested:
. . ¢ . v
1. /T_7'Trave1

, [__/ 0vernlght
-5 Al
2. ./ -7 Tuition
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Inltlal statewide dissemination and field testing of. the
CADETS program. Upon completion of the Institute each
part1c1pant was expected to- ‘
1. Apply the - CADETS Pupll PrSflle on an individual ba5154

2. Translate fhe Proflle into a ‘sound 1ndlv1dual educa-

Elonal plan; . A
articipate in an 1nterdlsc1p11nary team 1n the appli-
cation of CADETS;

Apply CADETS flex1bly as a ba51c frame of reference

in program gram planfiing for- group instruction.

Py AN

3.
’ ’
'4.

’.
f

With respectxto CADETS field test reqPon51b111t1es, it
is expected that paxticipants will provide certain types
of information and data concerning-the CADETS technology

;- in relation to the developmentalwneeds of spec1f1c tar=. .

8

get populations. -

A
o
.,

P rt1c1pan sy 75 (special education teachers, phy51cal theraplsts,

-

*Attivities:
H \
\

A

\
3
\

)

occupational therapists, speech cliniciang, school
psychologists, social workers and ‘education ‘admihistra-
tors) -from .22 different public and peratewégenc1es
attended the institute. This representation encompassed
,every spectrum of programming for the needs of exceptlonal
chlldren. L -

1) Part1c1pants were tralned in depth.in the CADETS mate-
rlals ingluding ‘thé applications of-

i .

5 -
A dynamic Phpll Proflle-
A criterion referenced Proflle Handbook 1nclud;ng
the: . ,

Reflex-Motor-Perceptual Dimension-

Specific Perceptual Dimension .
. Symbollc Dimension *
.Cognitive Dimension

Personal-Social-Vocational Dimension

A multimedia Currlculum Gulde at the Reflex Level

- (0 to 16 Months).
Multimedia multldlsc1pl1nary presentatlons were used
througpout the program.
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" 2) In addltlon, each partchpant was expected to proflle
and plan an educational program for one handicapped v
child uti 1lzlﬂg CADETS..

’

3) Finally, partlc;pants ‘designed a prellminary opéra-
, tional plan for the pilot application ef CADETS in
X : their own lnstltutlonal setting.

s

Outcomes or o ‘
Expectations: 1) Field testing of the CADETS materials was initiated
' immediately. ) -
2) Broad -statewide dissemination of ex1st1ng CADETS

. a products was accomplished. |
x4 3) Specific commitmentg ,were obtained for the statew1de
Y S ‘ and the pilot application of individdal tracking pro-
: grams for specific numbers of serlously handicapped
5 chiddren. In this  respect CADETS profiles and plans

" wild be implemented for 50% oF thi of the orthogedic popula-
, tion in FY'76. The goal _is 100% accompllshment by
, . the ehd,of FY'77. °
e - 4) The basés for SENSC (Sequentlal Eva1u4;1ve Networks

o

N

. s . for thq&Spec1aI Child) were-established in that the.
U
G particigating 4gpncies. can’ be clustered sequentially

& to demonstrate confinuous’ tracking of each severely ’
handicapped child from .infancy- through entry career/
“vocational ‘training. *

L 5) The ‘bages were established for subsequent projects to
melemént ‘specific components gf the CADETS delivery
system. T .
6§3Es a result of this .institute ‘there has bé&en an in-

A% tensive multiplication of, d1agnost:c~leadersh1p per-

r. #sohnel statewide espec1ally at the early childhood -
intervention level: TRe need for €uch leadership in
all agencies and .institutions is crucial- to the suc-

: ) s of any specdial education programs, espepially -
e th&@ programs-of the fature such as CABETS which pro-
. vide for continuous individual tracking and progress
Co ’ accountablllty from the earliest point of identifica-

‘a4, > tlono N . »
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o : Evaluations of the Initial CADETS
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v . * A .Special Study Institute
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. CADETS WORKSHOP ~ ~ .* ‘ .o ' ' L Tt TR
o " "Well organized. Excellept material. ﬁeipful, interesting- consultants.
- ) Solutiohs offered to problems we are now trying to cope*with unsatisfactorily = -
. ) in the classroom.” It must have been difficult to carry on the -same discussion * .
= with people who had had years of experience in &eveloping&this'Beautiful program
--and those of us who, just arrived. The excellent biblfographies should- help fresh-
mén like me catch up. *Many thanks for this-‘great .experience. ' :
+ This has been an extfemély worthwhile two weeks for me. In fact, it ¥ank
as one of the top educational experiences I'vé had in graduate school. Content
was- highly interegting and informative and the consultants were stimulating and

L .helpful. Organization was superior.’ , "

I have found the approach and ratiopale fasEinating. The/fact that the
profile can at a glance’ reveal the information processing apilities of the child . . .
., 'and ‘their relative rité of development over a long period of time would be '
invaluable to me for sofme of my'chirdreg. When our PRD committees meet and, at e
" times, we seem not able to agree on a specific prescription for a child, the . .
profile would be very useful. I would like to see some information compiled which °
would enable s to see rather quickly what' a 60 month pld should be doing, etc. -
We could do this for ourselves from the handbdoks. As a speech clinician, I & -\ -,
hadn"t been exposed, to any great extent, to over-all remedial procedures. 8!

s

- -

" ¢ The CADET.Profiling System seems to be what public schagls needed long ago.
v File folders are crammed with'unorganized.iniorma;ion and as the child passeés,
- through the system the folder gets fatter not bettefr organized. The developmental
. approach establishes a point of reference and uses a logical sequence. Why o
“couldn't I have been presented with this system in undergrAduate ‘school? The
course contained so much ne% material and was given to ustall atwonce-it was a_ -
. lot ‘to chew, but intellectual indigestion is what we all get during the summer
« -sessions,. isn't it? I enjoyed a burp .here and there as 1 tried to swdllow the }?x“
daily information. 1In making my profile I became very close to my chosen ehild e
dnd-we established. a rapport for- the coming year. I also learned to make contacts
3 ’ with the home and achieved a better understanding of the child's environment-which
_. I would not have been able to do du:;ﬁgjéchopl time. I would like to continue
.this profiling and perhaps next year wher I am more -familidr with it, introduce .
v the system to my schpdl and pilot'it,im our resource rooms for the severe cases. -

Vr* > We special educators havezrgqhirements to meet-this system_really helps ds to .
* be organized,- to éstablish our needs-the .children's needs, and to be accountable
4 for what we . do. Progress can be seen on the profile-let's hope it alwa¥s is forward.
T - . . K L) b -
©N ’ ' . : ‘ T L
3 - a . v * " . * . LI » =7 -
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. - I found the materials very helpful. I extremely enjoyed the course and feél
it will be most helpful in our program. While worﬁing at such an early age with
our children it is very clearly seen how bengficial a program of this type: .
can be. Hopefully the day will come we can reach children at this early age.
I found the.cour§e very exciting and am looking-forward to more workshops, etc:

.

%

© . The workshop was excellent, Ed’ There was & great deal of material covereg, T
but youyr consultants were cleat and well organized. « I feel CADETS has a great
potentiall 1 am concerned with the amount of time required to cgmplete a profile. ,
Will public school, teachers be given the time and administrative support to carry

- out the diagnosis and develop a prescription? .‘,' : -
I feel-this pfogram is very useful at the pre-school level and should be.r -~
(W introduced dnto all maternal and child health clinic. With creativity‘garts of * .

the profile can be effectivedy used:with kindeégarten‘or primary graders as a
diagnostic tool? I feel that children in question in. the’early years should receive
parts of the profile so that placement in the proper ‘educational setting can be
made. At that point its use should be coordinated with other approaches built

on other rationales or bel%efs. A '

Profilé idea is excellent. Needs to be more compact in terms of material.
Course was good but a great deal to handle in 2 weeks. Language area--could
, use some work. ° “ o . »
h

. ’ : Keep up this great program! This is my first experience with-.Cadets ard
I am both gverwhelmed wigﬁ dll the information and excited to the point I can't
wait to try 'thiis at school. I do wish there could be a beéﬁer\undeqstandiqg;among -
administrators about your idea because more teachers could then be involved.
Please give*us some practical experience with  the training programs I have tried
— checking reflexes but I am not'surg of what I am doing. ' -
-
Handbooks and _Guide, should include ‘a complete fold out of each-dim line
.according to months level. The statements should be stated in shorter terms.
Profile--The book with the diagnostic commertts and educdtional plans should’ be
more compact. The profile is too cut up for edsy understanding- for teacher.
It is hard to follow the check 1i§t, diagnostic comments and educational plans
and correlate it on‘oné area. ¥ .. . ey =
x ° o . C
. Course Content--Excellent but most concentrated 16 a 2 week period. However,,
I-believé the comihg Séssions“will permit in-depth exploratiow and answer the
questions people may have. Consultants--Great! Would ,hope the affective domain
" could be examined in future seminars. SEM teachers-are struggling!!! .
: P :
Alot of material was given to be digested in short period of time. Being ~
" fairly new in this program it was rather difficult to completely- digest all
that was given each day. I found this course most interesting. It has-really
opened the door for me ::i I aﬁ.Beginning to look at my handicapped children fifn
all lines of each of th dimensions. ‘I am very. anxious to do further testifig. .
on my children and hope that by making educational plans along the lines most.
needed it will help to make me a more effective teacher im tbe'future.

~

* e *
N O 1 . ’ .
» . . Lo




' . ., CADETS - .
‘ o 5 _ o
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The doverall program during the past 2 weeks has been stimulating and I feel
gererally has gotten everyone thinking in new lines of. direction for the better.
Workshops throughout the year will be most beneficial. Even though I have been .
'txppsed,to this terminology and some of the theory for several years, it is
still difficult to group. I feel the ‘auditory and language lines could be
refined and have indicated suggestions in my profile book. Six years ago if I
had teld a classreom teacher that one of her students needed occupational therapy
because his abnormal reflex pattern was interfering with his learning,.J would. .
have been regarded with much suspect. Today all that is changing and CADETS can .
- take much of the Tredit. ; .

L] * s w
— - .

N P

Basically the course was very good. _ The ideas are great——something like
this is really needed in our schools and other agenc1es. Again I do have to°
criticize-the overemphasis of the STNR. At the workshop we have worked with LD

kids for 6 years and Jean Ayres has much longer. We have found it very difficult .
to'get a true STNR response without influence of the TLR. We are finding that '
most of our children have inadequate development of their vestibular sysfems .

which is the lowest lepel of development (tactile being the exception--they

both develop quite early in the pre-natal period):. The vestibular mechanism

., exhibits a strong influence on the labyrinthine reflexes and this is where
treatmeht should be first emphasized. Granted spinding is a powerful Stimulus
which should not be used by a teacher alone without aid of a therapist. However,
there are more activities (exercises) which could be used to better inhibit the
reflex patterns. We are finding that a variety of exercises is more challenging

to theychild and achieves more in-the end. Finally, I think Ayres test battery
should be fncorporated 1nto(the program——at\least the section on tactile perception,
administered by a professional. -

>
Y

This course has enriched my feeling about developmental education I have .
. been working in the feel for some time, but by listening to the consultants aga1n
. and gaining more information I enjoyed and acquired alot. I would like to see
all special education teachers from my district take this course. I-would not
prefer to come the last -two weeks of August. ) :

. ~

Program extremely worthwhile. Materials are well laid out and beneficial.’
The child is aefinitely the center and sound . educat10na1 plans can,nowabe"ﬁfitten.

The materials are invaluable in a practical and«in an orientational point of
view. They will assist me in d1agn051s, educational planning and facilitate )
awareness of a child's place in achievement. The Cadets program is a_sound 6ne. . ,
It has” drawn upon many contributions and has finally given a concrete means with
which special education populatlons can be taugtht, and can be tracked from

agency to agency. N . . R L i

I’have enjoyed this course. Having t3ken the previous workshop it was tre-
mendous to review it all again and to have new areas explained.. I am pleased
gith the profile! It has been so helpful as a diagnostic tool for me with my
class and also as an imlicator of progress to the parents. They ‘really, apprec1ate
it. 1It's interesting.,how they will tell stages of development that were missed
wheén they realize you really can gain information on their’ child Previously
they were reluctant-to admit it.. Thanks alot, Dr. Dillon, . I enjoyed being

a group chairwoman., It was benefiL1aP'to me to have , the teaction of an

interdisciplinerian\§roup. ) N . . -

P
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.were also good. Break time need to be\refiqed somewhat.  Some people just

\ o
(L
> T
)  CADETS . %
o (%) . '

~ * .
) * ¢

Workshop a commendable effort——We down at HMR are thirsty for these- experiences
and don't mind- the location whatsoever. Materials available were excellent~-as
was the exposure tp the various consultants. ° . b -

-
® .

" The materials glven out at this workshop were remarkable. They will be of
tremendous. help. With their useage I feel I can better identify what.my
stpdents needs are and how to remedlate their problefs. :

ol feel the handbooks need further extension into the hlgher age groups. 1
Also more specific operational definitiofis need to be presented in the check llStS
Genetrally the program has been very benefiecial. Not having had apy pgev1ous

. background in CADETS I am still having some difficulty assimilating and intergrating ..

some of the very interesting parts but I .feel 1t is a beginning and' I look forward . .
to future workshops in the area. . -,

The task of crqgting‘a comprehensive educational developmental tracklng
system seems stagerfng--yet it is being.done in a systematic and organized manner:
I am certainly sold now, though, I was not when I arrived. I look forward
to the combination of the handbooks into one package as well as the change of
the total educational plan to one spot in the profile.
The workshop has been valuable to me. I have been involVed in other work
shops of similar nature but this one continued to reinforce earlier learning -
experiences. I feel more proficient in my task and go back to my job with
reviewed énthusiasm and expectations using the CADETS program, Materials excellent. .
- o 1 . .7 W 2 M

.. ‘Materials are great. I learned alot. ) -

- . »

id - - Ld -

The written.schedule was good. The attempts to keep to sessions schedules
cannot go.beyond 90* minutes w1thout a break. " If break times yere known to be .
a cértain tige one could wait the’extra five ‘or-ten minutes dftd not have to leave

the room. .

-

An excellent introduction into a much neglected and misunderstood critical
; craicical

" aspect of education!! : . . . .

Alot was covered in a vEry short time. Evaluation at th{e point inetime
is extremely difficilt. I think the follow-up sesstons and on-sight assistance
will provide a broag%r base from which to evaluate the programs In addition,
one pilot efforts will de‘termine whether CADETS is useful to our kids 1n our
‘program. ' -

-
-

_N:To‘much.inforﬁation in such a short time. Handbodks excellent - ) ,~'

g

" The materials composed and.dlstrlbuted are of exceptional values for one
simple reason, at least and that is--Wo far" there is no one resource from wyhich
you could .get an .extract of such vital in information. Very useful and of
dynamic nature. I'm sure it will create a great positive impact:in the lives of
handicap children of all kinds. The course, too lengthly with too much rOthltiOF
and hammering of the same topics or subJects Could have bedn extremely PRICISF

to the point, BRIEF with no undue rev151ons of the same subjedt.matters.
*
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The course was extremely beneficial for me from the stand point of remediation
and recognition of ‘thé mi}d LD child at the kindergarten level. Both Mrs. Early -
and Dr. Bender were esp€cially helpful for this area. .In terms of providing .
an overview of the developmental process of learning I feel there is no better
course: offering I do- feel however" that any future presentat1ons be more depart-
mentalized accord1ng to the ch1ldren we service. . - v

3 / 2

I feel that materia}’ will be excellent source in finishing profiles. Hand&
books offer references and specific information which will help greatly in writing the
education plans. The course was st1mulat1ng and most interesting. Will greatly
help in finishingthe 155 profiles we are now’ involved, in. Ilam intérested in
any’ workshops to fo low and follow up meet1ngs which may occur in the future.

I felt that this program was very good, but that for the type of student

N which I deal with it came a little too late to help. Also I feel that if Cadets
is accepted system w1de, it will make this_problem less complicated. Hope it
~ does becometoperational. I feel that the material prov1ded will be quite helpful,
to teachers of spec1al education students, but I think that the emphasis should
be directed toward those peopf% who function with these same students without
the formal education in the area of gexceptional children. This I believe is one
of the shortcomings of the, program QR
training provided to those other teachérs who spend more time with these same
children and might be-able to assist in an educational prOgram for 'the mildly
handicapped or emot1oni} ch1ld

a

.
- &

Handouts so far should Le very helpful as resource materials that can be
used*constantly The criticism or suggest1ons I have for improvement seem to
be in process. One danger is that the material can become tdo involved.

As ‘it stand a publ1c sthool “ceacher will of necessity haveeto do a great deal
of background read1ng Simplification, should be paramount, To eventually Profile
every "child at -rlskn in Delaware should- el1m1nate a large percentage of LD dis-
coveries in school. "By solving the problem early if it is possible to treat these
: éhildren A follow up to this seminar and frequent consultations with profess1onals
in various fields of child development for re1nforcement of the initial program
is essential. There is some danger in ask1ng too much of the classroom teacher
in the area of diagnosis. Talking with some teachers here indicated that they
- had no recourse.to professional opinions and must do all diagnoses themselves
without any thought of professional Jealousy I see some danger to the child
in expecting too much med1cal or paramed1cal exportise bn the part of the class-
- room teacher. As“a whole ‘I have found the sessions sx1mulat1ng and the material
useful. 'There has been some lost time. I am looking’ forward to follow-up
sessions. (Professional "jargon" should be kept to a minimum particularly if
* ~parents are to share,) We have had' some cpncern)that so much .stress.is be1ng
placed on the STNR. .This is often {ifficult to evaluate properly in the school
g'@age child if it is minimal but still 1nterferring Our experience has shown that
it is necessary to evaluate, concentrate, afd treat at the lewer Labirganthine
revel which is-‘really global. More attention should be given to this area so
that teachers will look for this'lower level interference. Often treatmént at - -
this level will also help eliminate the interferring STNR. .

I am quite enthused about the CADETS Profile and ah sofry more of the people
from my district could not attend this workshop. I would like to have at least
one copy for each of tnetfso that I could explain its use and usefulness at our
in service day at the beginning of September. Would it be poss1b1e to have one

‘or two dozen copies? . . : .
' - (Typed at the University of Delawarc)

. L
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it is operated now., .There is too little a
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: \ " MEMORANDUM Lo
< ] B . l ) - ) RS - ) = '
° ¢ - ) . ‘. ' . .
TO: Participants in CADETS Special Study Institute oo R
'FROM: . Dr. Edward J. Dillonm, Inéfitute.Coordinatqr
SUBJECT: Case’'Study - CADETS Profile ‘ o
. - . b * { ’ ' . « ’ °

Thank you for your efforts in the Institute. We werg, impressed
by the mapy excellent case stqdigs: \ ) ‘

"The case stuéy is being returned to'you“atgthis(point. .Keep in ’ :
" mind -our earlier memo to you conceé¥ning confidentiali¥ty. “The
material should -be returned to the parents; I know they will be
interested in hearing’ from you about the nature of the profile-
and its meaning. Hopefully, where po&sible, thé parents would
agree “to the uge of''the material ‘as input .to the thild{s total
program. ‘ “ ' -

N

.

Again, there is a caution concerning CABETS. It is not.intended
as a crash program. <Should you plan to use this material, wher-
ever possible start slqwly on a pilot basis. In~EE;hbeginhing it
is better to do one or—two cases well than to make possible com-
mitments. “Later the profile can be used adaptively in a variety
~0of ways which we will be covering in oui follow-up workshops.

-~ e -

We hope to be ih}tduch5with you shortly concerniﬁg the workshop L
program for this year. September has turned out”to be an un- L
usually busy month because of the unit_audit program. We believe .
- the .schedule should be clear within a few days and at that point
’ we will schedule activities and‘'send out announcements. ] oo ey
3 “ ) ‘ N - < . bl
‘. . - : . « #& - B N R ' * i
. . Ly . .
| : - -
' ] 7 . 5 . ! s
- EJD/pb . , . ‘ i ) ‘ R . e
. ,  ehc. ' ' o ~ . ) " K
cc - Dr. Wachter - ‘ R - R ‘
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) l Board of Dicectors T B T ’ R -
Leshic Mot . ' AN
Mary Haschon . R ) . T S
Lillian M.Goin Dr. 'Edword Dillon, Supervisor
Louise Phu: - : : i,
Frod Dobryaki - . Programs fer Lxc§p¥1cnal Chlléren o,
Joyie Ponrcil Departitent of PuBlic Instruction ’ .
 Naomi Ben bt Townsend Building '
Bob Shellenbarger * - N : . ) s
Chztles Tnompson T Roverx, Delaware 199017 ' *
Patsy Witian,s , . .
. Thomas M:Gowan . : »
Excaitive Dircctor Dear .Dr. Dillon, . ' > .-
DR 'NEjfrxcuc Be:goann : .. . ’ - ) .
At rofcssnm.l Advisory Committee Please accept my GP010<JY for not writ ing, - mT :
'gx?MJ_c$um«r sooner to express our appreciation sz’ﬁéﬁ .
. Paula J. Mzlone
D;J?;iu&;injn well run seminar Jast August, that I and onc
Dr. Kenry Hi Stroud of our lgnﬂu.ﬂe thelaplqt conuultan had thg S
) plea*ure to attend. . ) T,
- — © It wﬁs perfect timing feor us,” because we y
: - "stayted cur Early Chilcéhood Program fcr the -
’ handicapped this fall.. Tarough the inscrvice  °
with the rest of cur staff ang parents weo are T
- 1 using the Cadets Profile on our ycung children. .
: : All of cur staff are very enthusiastic arkouk . oo
- v it, and most of all we are learnlng in cepth
. abcut the differcnt needs of~the child, and
. /. therefore cén plan much better, for education .
o .-and therapy inaplementaticn.
e e . We all hcpe thats you can continue t¢ run-
& morc seminars and ucrkshnnq .and that more and L.
j - " more people in the fiold of spcc1al education * .
. , can use the cadets as 'a tool for se<"“7uu : :
. e " -and phpgraming for the handicappcd childs oOur ';g
, ’ parentg like lL so nuch because it glvcs wuaw ’
- - - ‘a befter undorstandlng of thelr chl1 's nceds ¢
. ' angwpotentlal. ~ L, v
. B - ° ‘:. ' . . - * -
. ’ v ¢ : ot 3.
. . . Thank you,dgaln; ! . ’
. - K . 2 . 8"
~ AU : X Slncemoly,\ [
. ’."« - R '_, - ] . \ (‘sa //’/’(,l /} / (,-.l{'
I 33~ Elfr:edc Borqmann\ ; g
L S a » . ; .
FRIC - : ‘ - ExQCutlvc Director !
. co R - . !
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. - "Ovérall Project Supe rvisory Team
T , : (D051gnated ST EAM ) S .
. br.\ Edward J. Dillon (Pro;ect Dlrector)
- Supervisor, xﬁutructlona] Strategies & *
_Sysitems’, State Supervisory Team for. : ~
- Spe 1al Educatlon ) '
g Archie Ellis ' °
Curriculum Supervisor o ' ” '
SN Seaford Schdol District . . T
': . ; Mrs. Mary S. Wiley L ‘
" Principé&}. o
West SeafordsElementary School” - E
R . Robert V. Bresnahan .- . . .
- " Principal Coe ) .
. ~ Scaford Central Elementary School .. , - .. !
- . rf" - Melv1l]e warren ' . . ] :
e .~ -Director of Elementary qucatlon ——
: Capital School DlStrlCt ' : .
R "o , Robert-S. Hall ~"I, - - T
- - w Sypervisor, Media Lab _ ce *
‘ ‘ " Capital - School District : , -
S " Mrs. Bonnié Higgins:® - % i - A
’\\\\\\\ o (On-site -c6Qrdinatdr-Pilot Deﬂonstratlon site)
‘e West Seaford Flementary School 2 "
- - _ Mrs. Betty Warren , ' - N T
- " (On-site coordinator-pilct . Multlpilcatlo Site). -
- . SoutthOVer Elementary School’ " A e
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Projecct Service Tcam
(Designatcd STEAM,) -+ *

~\Seaford Pilot Demonat}ation Site

. ’

Mrs. Bonnie Higgins
‘Coordinatoxr

Y
[

" Mrs. Ina Upshur :
Coordinatorx, Learning Resourccs Center

.

James E. Young
Learning Disabilities Teacher

. . . * &
Mrs, Patricia Derrickson
Lead Kindergarten Teacher

Mrs. Shirley Butler .
Learning Disgbilities Teacher

Mrs. Gail. Rae:
V'S & E Teacher

Mary ﬂnn ¥rynski
EMR. Teacher

Project-Seorvice Team
(Designated STLAMH)

Capltal Pilot Mu]tlpllcatlon %1Ls

Mrs. Betty Warré%
Coordinator

:Melville Warren T

Dlrector of “Icmcntary:Educatlon

Robert S: Hall

Supervisor, Mcdla Lab

. - ﬁ A XY .,{ .

Donald L. Buckland ) )

Principal, Hart]y'Elcmcntary;Scﬁoo£
i

.

¥
Bevcrly Filer™ . .
Tcacher, Towne ﬂ01ntfllrmcnt ry School,

”

P

.
- *
3 .

Note: - Paréicipant staff{ members from Lhe™Milford, Alexis -
I, duPont and ClaymonL Dl strict:s have not yet kéen appointed.

- - LS
2 «
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APPENDIX_D

Supplementary. Reports from Initial Proj ct
.Demonstration Sites
*1974-1975 Learninq'Resouféé Center
Report -~ Seafcrd Deménstration Site

)

. FY'74 and FY'75 Multiplication Site
Report - Capital District
- ° ) - ‘

- 4
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\ END OF THE YEAR REPORT
. g
PROJECT SEACAP 1974-75 SCHOOL YEAR . .- /
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3

were not tested previously in the fall. t A

! R ] R . "N . )
. : . ‘ J el ) .
’ - END_OF ‘THE YEAR REPORT . ‘ :
' PROJECT SEACAP 1974-75 ‘SCHOOL YEAR
. " IDENTIFIED EXCEPTIONAL CHILDREN o :
~>~.  SEAFORD SCHOOL DISTRICT - DEMONSTRATION SITE - )

+ During the 1974-75 school year intensivé support for Identiffed Excep-
tional Students in the areas of Math, Reading, Perceptual Training, and '
"Motor Development was reviewed and reported not only,at the West Seaford
Elementary School Learning Resource’Center-Demonstratiof Site, but alsq*
Central Elementary, Frederick Douglass Intermediate, Seafard Junior High,
and "Seaford Senior High Schools s;/e_source rooms. T

© 3 -

End of the\year test result indicate that the students classified as
Learning Disabled and Educable Mentally Handicapped showed marked progress.
in the areas of Reading, Mathematics, Socialization Fine Motor Development,
Gross Motor Develppment, and the Perceptual Development . . <

Reading and Math levels were derived from the Informal Reading Inventory,
the Peabody Individual Achievement Test, and the students current placement
in reading and math. ° !

- ]

- Areas of weakngss were derived from the .Slingerland Screening Test for

‘Identifying Specific Langiage Disabilities, Primary Self Cgncept Inventory,

the Seaford Short orm Scireening Test "and’ the Perdue Percepgual Motor , g PN
Survey. % o ?
v % .

Social progress was deterhined by the classroom teachers and the staff

_ from the various Learning Resource Centers.

\ - 4 ¢
This report does net include any students identified as Socially and |
Emotionally Maladjusted. However, in the report for end of the school year .
75-76 we do intend to include identified S.E.M. since the services will be
extended to the schools that are mentioned in this. report.’ gy
This report does pot include thosers¥udents who did receive part ‘time
services in the elementary and intermefiate schools or those students who

. This report does not include students who were placed during the _year.
This report does include-some Jun or and Senior High~School students .
who were to receive part time services” but the services included were in
the—areas of Reading and Mathematics. ) T ; .
o I
- - “i(continued) ( L :
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: »~ However, it:should be noted that the students involved in this report
~ Slid receiye' sgall group or individualized instructiom. Materials used _
appeafed to meet their néeds and socialization was -an essential part of -
¢ their curriculum. A multi-disciplinary approack was used throughout.
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| LEARNING DISABLED « -
/ T WEST SEAFORD RESOURCE CENTER %-',*' e
. - $ -’ . . \‘g.;‘! },;‘r") K ,
A, . % ° ,
K ’ EEE RN H
- READING LEVELS MATH LEVELS |

)

1975 0 . 2

Sept. 1974 /’ May 1975 Sept. 1974 Ma

-

| 1. P " 4. - . L5 T2 L
e 2. o021 N 3.3 ‘2}'._1,“ 2.2 - T
\‘n - ’ 3.' ! PP . 1.1 B K p-6
- 40 ]'-02 109 i _'f 2./5w —— ',:‘1‘303~
5. 2.1 5.5 . *2,0. . “4ls .
6. 102 % 2.2 > 2,0 . ;379 RS
- 7( ~ 20]‘- 30\0 iy 2.'2-0 y"'/ " 303 .
. 80 * 1‘08 ) 200 300 Y <N
. 9. 1.2 .33 . 2,07 3. B ‘
‘. . 100 107 i} 2.2'\ ?e - 3 3:0/. g 2 30/8
‘ -« !‘ . 0; ? _#

S -~ ' READING LEVELS - , S .
’ ’ ~ e c 2% . i o i L4
w1 Improved from September- to May - * 10

e 4 . I N - f -
e . 2. Stayed the szme from September to May 0 - . . ~
o ] .o 3. Regressed from Sept:ember to May . . 0 . < .

) ' - 4. Total . ) . . 10 ~ [ .-
. - - ‘ , - s

. N - -
1\‘ N . @ T o= « - .
. N . a & - - - , . - ',‘ , Q“q

Ut . ’ "" - - ’ i
. .o MATH LELVELS N B . ;7
N \ s L R e = = .

I - 1. Improx/d from. Septembar“to May - 2 10° to = .
2. Stayed' the’ same from- Sept:ember.’ to-May 0 ' . L
. 3. Regressed from September g,o May g 0 U .
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EDUCABLE MENTALLY HANDICAPPED

- WEST SEAFORD RESOURCE CENTER
: AN 4
" READING LEVELS . °  MATH LEVELS
Sept. 1974 May 1975 Sept. 1974  May 1975
1. L I 2.4 1 1.8
2. PP 1.6 - 2" © 2.3
3. PP 1.5 2 1.5
4. 3.2 303 09 105'
5. P . 2*6 . . 2 105
6. 1.6 2.0 2 2.5
7. 2.1 ~ 2.5 - 2 3.0
8. . P 1.9° 1Y 2.1
e ) . \
READING LEVELS
P 1. Improved from September to May T8
’ 2. Stayed the sane from September to May.O
3. Regressed fron_ September to May 0
* ~ -4, TPotal "8 N ’
- . ) . . = -
e N MATH LEVELS — \
L e . - J R
1, Improved from September to May 6
2. Stayed the same from'September to'May 0 °
‘ 3. Regressed from September to May .2
’ 4. Total ’ : 8 .
Cop N R v
e ‘ -
» ,’.
. 'S IR
< .
10/75 ' ' -
s . . ) .

A Y

9




1.
2.
3.

b
T3

6.
7.
8.

Sept. 1974

S

W R N e

OO NN S

¢

5=

. - LEARNING DISABLED

CENTRAL ELEMENTARY RESOURCE

CENTER

READING LEVEﬁ§

May 1975~

[

25
’

MATH LEVELS

May 1975 °

NOW N NN
NNANODW AN OV

’ READING LEVELS

ES

'Improved from September to May

Stayed the: same from ‘September

Regressed from -September to'May
. Total T

MATH LEVELS

" Improved from September to May

Sept. 1974

HWeE=Oo
.

OWEs OO 0w

to May °

Stayed the same from September to May -

Regressed from September to May
Total )
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EDUCABLE MENTALLY HANDICAPPED
CENTRAL ELEMENTARY RESOURCE CENTER -
~ | Y -
READING LEVELS. ' » . MATH LEVELS
. Sept. 1974 May 1975 Sept. 1974 -  May 1975
. e ; sl v
1. PP 101 ’ P K — 006 ‘\. :
2. PP 1.9 R S 0.1
3. . 1.6 - - 1.9 g - 1.1 . .0.3
4. I N 10 6 109 ’ . 9 . 1.1
5. 1.6 * 1.9 6 1.5 .
60 1-0 1.1 . 09 p4 101
70 200 l2.4 ! 06 N “ 109
8. 1.9 2.7 1.3 ) 1.9
90 * 2.1 s 202 101 . 2.2 + .
/\’ °
READING LEVELS e
1. Improved from September;to May ° 9. . v
2, Stayed the same from September to May 0 * .
3. Regressed from September to May 0 - :
4.7 Total o . 9
: » .
~ - MATH LEVELS '
1. Improved from ‘September to May . . 8 :
.2. Stayed the same from September to May 0 -
3. Regressed from Sefyfm'bgr to May 1
40 '.I.'Otal o 1 , 9 N
T ' - - 3 - Q
r: ‘ »~\l-‘;‘
4. ' - )
ik b e = : LY
. A £ M * .
10/75 : . :
S 5 S
A . o *
£ .44
; {1 o ] ? < ~ =<
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" LEARNING DISABLED

FREDERICK DOUGLASS RESOURCE CENTER

- 2
~

¥ 7 4

READING LEVELS .

MATH LEVELS

v s

e

Sept.-1974  May 1975 ¢ Sept, 1974 May 1975

,

il

*

OV W WY WV

b
&Loo

TEeEHONUVLOVO O

WoowMnWLESS o

~

5
A
=

RN NN W
RO
WLWNSWPDE DS
FPUBSDWWN O
N o S

5

READING LEVELS

-

1. Impro\‘red from September to May 5
2, Stdyed the same from September to May 1-
3. Regresged from September to May - 2
-4, Total fi > 8

' 2N
%

13

MATH LEVELS

1. Improved from September to May ' 6
2. Stayed the same -from Séptember to“May 2
3. Regressed from September to May 0
4, Total .
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- EDUCRBLE MENTALLY. HANDEGAPPED °

. FREDERItK DOUGLASS‘EESOURCE bENTER .

) «

READING LEVELS

i

R

MATH EEVELS

Sept. 1974 . May 1975 Sept. -1974 May 1975
10 204 ! "300 'S ' ’ 201 .205
2.‘ ¢ 202 s 2.6 ’ s 107 i 3-‘7
3. 2.5 3.0 S, 0.9 2.1
%, 2.5 ° g R 2.5 3.5
5. 1.8 L 2.4 2.7 3.8
6. 2.2 2.2 2.4 3.1
7. 1.8 1.9 0.4° 0.9
8. 2.8 3.5 3 2.0 3.4
9. 202 ~ 2‘6'3 ) 2.1 r302
10. 2.5 3.1 2.3 3.1.
110 209 302 104 2’7 ‘
120 , + . ] 203 109 B 203 o 200
d/# . READING LEVELS
. 1. Improved- from Seéptember to Ma 10 |
. 2, Stayec¢ the same from September tp May 1
.. 3. Regressed from September to May 1
4, Total Tt12
< —
MATH LEVELS
1. improved'from September to May ; , 11
2. Stayed the same from September %o May 0
) 3. Regressed from September to May 1
¢ 40 TOt'al‘ 312 -
) ¢ . ,/\, ~
: a /
/«)
. 7
. L4 .
. * 2 ¥ N . - )
10/75 . “7 }
e ' -
K




LEARNING DISABLED . (\;

R . JUNIOR HIGH RESOURCE CENTER RN :
’ ' 'READING LEVELS X MATH_LEVELS
' L& sept. 1974 May 1975 - Sept. 1974  May 1975
~ > . N 9 . .
N - 1. 3.9 &4 6.0 . 9.2 \
) 2, 3.3 \\\3.0 2.5 4.4 R - ‘
3. . 3.0 ., .1 3.2 L 4.4 , .
40 2.7 3.1 2.6 3.2 "‘\
5., ' 11.9 9.3 . 3.4 4.6 . i
6. 3.9 4,7 3.9 7.4 ‘
70 4.0 a.z 3.'0 " 6.0
8. 4.6 5.8 5.7 7.0
’90 601 7.1 6—04 507 ‘
READING LEVELS .
R L. . ¢ . ’ / . . N~
' . Ja. Improved frow Séptember to May- . 8-
2. Stayed the same from September to May 0
- ’ 3. Regressed from September to May ' 1
4. Total . 7 . - 9
L L «
MATH LEVELS - : 5 .
1. Improved from September to May 8 Co . 3
} 2, Stayed the same from September to May 0
. o . 3. Regressed.from-September to May 1

4, Total o 9 = -
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EDUCABLE MENTALLY HANDICAPPED -
. N\ -

JUNTOR HIGH RESOURCE CENTER

<

"« BEADING LEVELS . | ~~, MATH LEVELS

a

'vséc. 1974 May 1979 /-/’ Sept. 1974 ~  May-1975

b

H‘NNh\y K
- . - .&\

VUMW ORNONANIWOOO .

oo 0 e

.’_l -
e o o
DWWWWLWOUOUNWORSIDNWLWO

nyoo

NARWSNNNENDNNNESEENDWWN

e o o o o o o o o e . 0 o

WHLwhhsLWWLWNDNDNWLWAAND W WDSW
.

HOMNMNDSOANOOWVMNISNNDIINMNO OO

DWW WND
o) @
4 .

. READING LEVELS

e

1, Improved from §Eptémber to May
2. Stayed the same from Sgptember to .May~
3. Regressed from Septembher to May

4, Total .

¢

. -
0 %

MATH LEVELS

1. Improved-from September to May,
2:-Stayed the same from September to May
3. Regressed from September to°May

4, Total e. .

L3
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LEARNING DISABLED -

" SENIOR HIGH' RESOURCE CENTER

»

READING IEVELS

MATH LEVELS

o

Sept. 1974 May 1975 " Sept. 1974  ° May 1975
1. 44 6.3 T 4 8.4°
2. 3.1 4.7 4 6.4
3. 2.5 3.1 9 8.2
l‘a 7.7/ 901 R A * 0 1209'
5. 707 _’ - 803 * b 7 ’ 700 .
6. 8.8 : 11.7 12.9 12.9.
) 2’@// % ]
{ '\ P 'T * '
S~ ? o . \ READING LEVEDS ' -z
1. Impxoved from September to May 6 .
7 2. Stayed the samé from September to May 0 / A
\ 3. Regressed from September to May 0
) l‘a/ Total : ~ 7 6 " .
\: . 7 . . . -\
. ‘
T " . » MATH LEVELS 0 \X\\\
1. Improved from September to May 5 / ' :
2.. Stayed the same from September to May 1 . e
3. Regressed from September to May 0 _
l‘c Total - 6 ' i
- N : ’
,. ’-v"-‘ / Ead Y -
P
Lo LN '
— p) ; ) -
. SR £ .
10/75 , .
. %
o g .
L s 45} -~ = |
- - “
L ‘ f' X - \'L(Q, (__L M . ‘uj'““




ot

2. Stayed the same from Septegber to 'Mayc‘
3. Regressed from- Septentber to May

4.7Fgtal
g -
¢ ) S
o .+~ . MATH LEVELS

"l;@lmpro‘ed from September to May
2%Stayed the same from September to May
+ 3. Regressed from September to May
445 Total A e

-

i \ni - . hd
. L’% e -12_'.,\'/\ .
™, * ’ oL
., EDUCABLE MENTALLY HANDICAPPED .
. SENIOR HIGH RESOURCE CENTER -4
-~ N . . ’ A ~
- . o . (:
"' READING LEVELS ' MATH LEVELS '
o -

Sept. 1974 May 19750 . Sept. 1974 . May.1975
"205 * 3.03 ; 304 N 5:07
2.1 3.0 3.3 . .. 8.2
2.9 ‘oo 2.9 12.9 : 6.0
3.4 \\_)z 3.7 . 3.7 4.2

N |203 ° 300 201 3.7
2'.7 v , o ”2.8” - 503 4102

.- 216 ~ '—7306 ’4.02 507
,3.0 2,7 4.4 6.0
1.8 2.1 4 2.6
205 v 207 07 304
2.6 2.9 . - 2.7 )
2.4 3.0 4.2 K 348
2.9 ‘2.8 - A 6.4
‘403 4.4 305 Y - 4;.2
—\200 2.0 '}_»\ 4 105 . , 2.2
4,0 ° 5.0 L 3.3 . 3.8
109 .20'1 = < : 204 . ‘ 3,2
3.1 St 28 o T L 18 d e 3.1
4.4 6.6 g M TR R O+

‘f .. 0 . :.; ﬁ‘ ‘j@\“‘;g{}\ﬁs . v, - "
- € READINGJ.LEVELS
,' 1, Improved from September to May v z
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‘ ' SUMMARY \ - * , % .
- READING LEVELS - A I
CENTRAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER ‘ )
1 ° . . . -
. ‘ ' < '
< . L.D.  E.M.H. TOTALS - o
. " . - ! \ '
1. Number of children who have
made a year's or more growth A
during the 1974-75 school -
\ year. - . - . 0 - 2 2
“2. Number of children who have * - - ,
" made half of a year's growth L ' .
during the 1974-75 .school - ¢ _ G
year. © - 2 1 3
3. Number of children who have
. made one to five months growth
dur_i_ng the 197~4~ -75 school year. 6 ‘ 6 f.\ 12
. * ) m
4, Number of children who have : ”
made no growth or regressed . ‘ .
during the 1974 75 school . -
year. 0 0 '
Ed L ~ ) - ’{.
TOTALS * 8 £ 9 - 17 )
] « -
"
= . % -
hanl . . <
. Py | - 7 \ .
' i “ L4 ' ’ ) X . . <
- 10/75 o L . - ‘ .
.e , k4 3
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READING LEVELS

_ WEST SEAFbRD RESOQURCE -CENTER

.

~

1 ~ c

TOTALS *

-

?

-

Number of,children who have
made a year's or more growth— .
during the.1974+75 school ’
year. -

Number of childrgn who have
made half of a year's growth
during the 1974-75 school
year. -

Number of children who have °

_ made one to five months growth
during the 1974-75 school
year. ‘

Number of children who have
made no growth or regressed

. during the 1974-75 school
year’ ‘

" TOTALS .
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* SUMMARY .
.. « . ' {
> . READING LEVELS .
. “FREDERICK DOUGLASS INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER
e - X : ~ .
h':) . Eﬁ" l \‘ ’ 4
a ? Lo . * rd "o N . i ( = )
) . . L.D. E.M.H. " TOTALS .
S Fes . ' {
s, Vo S . - N
5. V &7 o R . e q
RN 1. Number of children who have- °
’ : made a year's or more growth . . .
’ e during the 1974-75 school . .
. year. : \ 0 0 0
. . ' / ' ~
. 2. Number of children who have T ’ ?
, - made half of a year's growth s t
- during the 1974-75 school .
year. - 0 S 5
o , . , ,
) 3. Number of children who have 7
. made one to five months growth i \
during the 1974-75 school \ . . . .
year, ,_—< . 5 5 10‘ )
. 4. Number of children who have’ 7 ‘ ' . ‘
. made no guowth or regressed . ’
*  during the 1974-75 school R
L year. ‘ . 3 o2 5
<4 ‘ . L . 1-—_ . R
TOTADS 8 12 ° 20
B3 * ° w.l - 4
. A S
4 * " F ',"
”~ ? ';,:5& M ',
’ - " € . LY
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) READING LEVELS | .
-~ JUNIOR HIGH $CHOOL KESOURCE CENTER -
- . 1] ’
. L.D. E.M.H. TOTA/ - ’
- ':{{b ’ ’ //J
- 1.- Number of children who have- e , ~
made d year's or moré growth . )
during the 1974-75 school LIRS ..
year.  * ‘ 2 s 2 4 - ~
s e . * . : N .

2, Number of ‘children who have - - - ) . :
made half ‘of a year's growth. ) .- Ve .
during the 1974-75 school . . ‘ % -
year. ‘ -7 4 2 6

3. Number of children who have © - )
made one to five months growth . -
during the 1974-75 school year. 2 .. 9 — 1T

“- ‘_ , * - = . Q"?

4. Number of children who have - '

. made no growth ot regressed o s o
during the l974-75\'s§ool . . . - ) . 8]
year, = 1 -3 4. - s

TOTALS B T 4 25 ] .
» B - . . o 3
. cE
- R 4

* . s . * “ . " ) ” ° v e p 38 * ?

S w ' )

: . : s gt

‘ ) ' e ) ’ ,5:" °

. i ;,;,c » . . * S - ) ;)”
— = - R L s oL N . el
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T T 0 SUMMARY . :
A . . s S -
READING LEVELS - .
e , SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOURGE ‘CENTER ; -
I3 N " , - N - ~ e
. . L.D. E.M.H. <~ TOTALS -
Number of children'who have * .\
.made’ a year's or more growth
during the 1974-75 school v ]
year. 7 3 Y A
-‘Number of children who have - CTe e
. madé hakf of a year's growth . : .
durding the 1974-75 school .
year. - . 3 , 2 4 . 6
3. Number of children wh \ave " :
- made one to fiVe mopfhs growth - .
‘during thé 1974-75"school . e ’ o
‘ g 7 7
! i .
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MATH. LEVELS

WEST SEAFORD RESOURCE CENTER , ’

.

Number of children who have i at . -
made :a year's or more growth . .
.during the -1974-75 school

~

.

Number of children who have
made half of a year's growth
during the 1974-75 school . ‘
year. ' 2

0

Number of children who have =~ .
made one’ to five' months growth
during the 1974-75 school, _
year. c . 0° 2

» . ] ! N .
Number of childrea who have
madg no growth or regressed
during the 1974-75 school. ™
year. . ‘ .
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SUMMARY .

MATH LEVELS

§ ¢ i » : . .
CENTRAL FLEMENTARY SCHOOL RESQURCE. CENTER
) R v T T
‘ . o/, ) . ‘ . - k4 -
A i ® .
L.D. E.M.H. . ~TOTALS
A, 4
r i - ' -
, 1. Number of children who have T
’ . _ made alyear's or more growth . .
. - during the 1974-75 school X ’
' . year. ' 5 ’ 2 7.
» 2.‘ Numﬁer_of clkildren who hdve ;
made half of a year’s growth’ .
‘during the '1974-75 school ) /
\ v -
« year. 1 3 v o4
~ 3. Nubmber of children who have . ' =
' « made ofie to five months growth ° .
during the 1974-75 school
. year. - o . -« 3 .. 3
4, Number of ghildEEn who have
. made no growth or regressed v .
- during the 1974-75 school ] A )
year. . ‘ : . 2 1 . 3
' E .+ TOTALS & 8 .9, , 17
' » '!’ . °';,. [} . - B
) 1} ’ ‘ . . - L 4
* . # ) . :,\ -
. (% ‘ﬁ‘ . ' . ;' N .
' . . . - »
R . i ~ { N -
. . A L -3 b ) ‘ .
- a4 ! e
v T B ° ¥ = ‘
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SUMMARY

MATH LEVELS

FREDﬁRICK DOUGLASS INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL RESQURCE CENTER

year.

year.,

‘year.,

Number of children who have.
made no growth or regressed
during the 1974-75 school

3

s

[4

Number of children‘ who Have
made half of a year's growth
during the 1974-75 sghool

»

, Number of children who have
" made a year's_or more growth
during the 1974-75 school
.year.

N

Number of children wﬁo have
' made one to five months growgh,
during the 1974-75 school

*

) | TOTéi;V-

e

)

. ‘%
1} .
>
L.D. E.M.H. | TOTALS
.
‘ﬂ
5 7 12
| b
r \
0 2 2
1 2 3
2 1 3
8 12 *7 20
S - ’
. ..

.,
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/ SUMMARY .
MATH LEVELS v
s + . JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER -
L.D. E.M.H. TOTALS
1. Number of children who have )
made a year's or more growth
during the 1974-75 school .
year.- ’ T e 7 5 12
- 2. Number -of children who‘have
made half of a year's growth .
- during the 1974-75 school
year. . 1 0 1
b ‘ o
3. Number:of children who have ‘
made one to five months growth
during the 1974-75 school year. 0 3 3
4:‘aNupber of children who have . _
made ro growth or regressed / i
during the 1974-75 school v
year. 1 <8 .9
S~
o, TOTALS 9 16 25
- - | , ‘
' } N
e
# , {,
ES
» <. & P/ -
\ N\
’ ) - v "*
. Ry +
10/75 - “
\" ) N +
> i
- " 1\)
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MATH LEVELS

ENIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOGURCE CENTER
S

TOTALS  ~

1. Number of children who have
made a year's or more growth
-during the 1974-75 school

S ‘year.

‘e .

2. Number of cHTldnen who have _~
made half of a year's, gxowth
during the 1974-75- schpl
year.

3. Numbeér of children who have
made one to five months growth
during the 1974-75 school
year.

- -
<

>/ N
4%  Number of children who havé
made no growth or regressed
during the 1974 75 school
year. -

.
o« !
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DISTRICT SUMMARY BY CLASSIFICATION

READING LEVELS
Ty .

4

1. Number of children -who ‘have -
made a year's or more growth °
during the ¥974-75 school
year. . .

2, ~Number of children who have
made half of a year's growth
during the 1974~75 school
year. ‘ )

‘3. Number qf children who have
made one to five'months growth
during the 1974-75 year.

~ 4. , Number of children who have

" made no’growth or regressed
during the 1974~-75 schéol

- ye-a.r.:a * [ - LI

IR3
- - N
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. * DISTRICT SUMMARY BY CLASSIFICATION

MATH LEVELS

}

. S o, L.D. E.M.H. TOTALS .
n’t’ -~ ° 7
- 1. Number of cl":ildren who have . ' e, e e
.. . made a year's 6r more growth
T ‘ during: the 1974-75 school )
\ year. . 29 23 - 52
. ] I
2, Number of children who have ¢ ’ ® '
_ made half of a year's growth :
a during the 1974-75 school
o ’f. i’ yearo X 4 ll . 15
. 3. Nomber of children who have , s
. made one to five months growth '
during the 1974-75 school . - .
year.- N ‘ 2 13 - 15
4. Number of children who _have ' v . e T .0 ot
T " made no growth or regressed b
during the, 1974-75 school o : ) v,
: year, 6 . 17 23 . !
TOTALS 41 64 105
. % T e
’ o - » : " -
N \ (‘ -
. ' - ) .:,, )
‘ ‘». j} '6’ “f




-25=« .

.

AREAS OF WEAKNESS THAT STILL EXIST

WEST SEAFORD RESOURCE CENTER

Acadenic "7 of the 10

Socialization 4 of the'10

°
.

Fine Motor Development < 2 of the 10

v

,’Gfoss Motor Development " 1 of the 10

Pexrception ' - h of the 10
(Auditory or Visual) -

.
i)

2 of the~

6 of the'8

6 of the 8

2 of thgﬂs
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- ' ARFAS OF WEAKNESS THAT STILL EXIST. .
CENTRAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER ¥ - -
' Q&}w‘ - . g . < .. ,
h ' L . LiD. - " E.M.H.
,l L el ‘ N ’ . . ‘e
) Academic L 50f the 8 * 8 of the 9 :
‘ ' ' e ; . -
¥ Socialization T ‘ 1 of the 8 1 of the 9
‘ Fine Motor Dévelopment , * 1°of the 8 3. of. time 9
» . \ 4 ‘ ¢ . / B v ~ .
. ‘,GrossJMotor Development 0 of the 8 . 9 of the 9 -
D ' ] N . \
Lo ' . Perception . - - . 3 of the 8 9 of the %
- ' (Au'd_itoi:y or Visual) ‘ =
v A} ' . —
W
¥ e - ~
¢ | -
N » : |
v . . . N .
(’ EXN
t N
- . v . \
! N z \\
s s .
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ARFAS OF WEAKNESS THAT STILL EXIST

FREDERICK DQUGLASS INTERMEDIATE ‘SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER, ° - '

-

Academic

«

‘Soéialization

Fine Motor.Develophent

¢
A

Gross Motor Development

Perception
(Auditory or Visual)

7 of the 8

3 oE he 8’

t 1 of the 8

¥
0 of the 8

1 of the 8

¢

"E.M.H.

12 qi-the 2,

4 of the 12

2 of the 12

0 of the 12
L

5 of the 12

)
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' AREAS OF WEAKNESS THAT STILL EXIST

. JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOURCECENTER

L.D.

-

Académic _ §8 of the 9 14 of the 16

\ . -
gécializazion . 4 of the . 5 of the 16

Fine Motor De&elopment 0 of the 0 of the 16

. Gross Motor bevelopqent . ’O'Of the o 0 of the. 16

..Pé?céption ) ' ‘ 2 of the 0 of the' 16
(Auditory.or Visual) . )

.

Q
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IR AREAS OF: WEAKNESS THAT STILL EXIST

I - -

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER . S,

v

CE.M.H. o

-~ " Adademic - ". 4 of the 6 18 of the 19
1 . 0 . - \' - ‘. . R
- ' Socialization ’ 2 of the 6 0 of the 19 v
. [Fine Motor ‘Development " <0 of the 6 0 of the 19
. . Gross Motor Dévelopment 0 of the 6 ‘ 0 of the 19
-~ ,} - - 4

.~ Perception - 0 of the 6 . 0 of the 19 . °
. (Auditory or Visual) ° .
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/{' RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 1975-76 SCHObL YEAR

-

o
WEST SEAFORD RESOURCE CENTER

.

*

Should céntinue full-time
supportive services.

\

Should be dismissed from
the Resource Center (s) and
return to regula; classroom.

’ ShouldtreceiVe part-time
services in the Resource
Center(s). .

o -

L3

Should be ;e—evaluatéd in
the fall "75" for possible -
change of placement.’

Jy
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. 1. Should continue full-time ‘l ¥
. ,’j39p6§tive services. . b,
. ' - @ -
~ 2. Should be dismissed from the ©
Resource Center(s) and return :
to regular classroom. ¢
AL ' - '
3. - Should receive part-time
*services An the Resource
Center(s). " ‘ 4
' ;
2 4. Should be re-evaluatgﬂ in o
- the fall "75" for pofsible ’ :;iﬁy
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: . RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 1975- 76'scﬂﬁbL YEAR

. CENTRAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL RE%OURCE CENTER
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 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 1975-76 SCHOOL'Y

~

[
]
§

*

FREDERICK DOUGLASS 'INTERMEDIATE SCHOOL RESOQURCE C

— v - - -
" . .

f1. Should continve full-time
supportive services.

. f - ‘ .
2. Should be dismissed from
the Resourte Center(s) and
+ return to regular classroom.

. +3. Should receive part—timeJ'
services in_the Resource

Ceatfr(s)s . -

4. Should be re-evadluated in
the fall "75" for possible
change of placement.

.
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" RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 1975-76 SCHOOL YEAR ,
.,, . JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOURCE CENTER
.. H't’f;’;;ﬂ/ e e "/f“urf'. - ’ e - '
’ ', » -
L-Do - : EoMoH .
! a0 ‘. . . ' ¢
Should.continue full~time S L ‘
supportive services. 4 , 14
Should be dismissed from - . e
the ‘Resource Center(s) and ' _
return to regular classroom. 0 0
Should receive part-time - -- )
services in the Resource -t ' :
‘Center(s). ‘ ) ! 5 - 2
Should be re-evaluated in the . .
fall "75" for possible ¢hange ’ ! e
of placement. 4 5
, -
:A' 5 '
. s s . ] ( . ‘
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. ‘ _ RECOMMENBATIONS FOR 1975-76 SCHOOL YEAR

E
.

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL RESOURCE CfNTER

ot T - -~
"z C B ) N ]

B £ T “s . L.D..

. - -

. 1, Should,continue full-time
supportive services, T2 e,
T * 2. Should be dismissed from “' . -
) ‘ . the Resource Center(s) and - o
! return-to regular classroom. - r 1

¥ N A
!

4
3. Should receive part-time -
- services in the Resource .
Center(s). ' 2

4. Should be re-evaluated in
. the fall "y5" for possible
change of placement. . 0

- )

v
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_DISTRICT SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS : y e
FOR 1975-76" SCHOOL YEAR. .o -

' IDENTIFIED EXCEPTIONAL STUDENTS-

. .
A )

., . <

1. Should continue full-time o / ,
*. supportive services. 24 L i 54 T
. gy & ;
- » [y ¢ . - ~N\ -
- 2, Should be dismissed from ) : . p
| the Resource*Center(s).and ! S
return,g%yregular classroom. 1 . -0 - .l
R O A hF % . . /-/ . /.

. a .. - ’ - &

. o .
' o B e,
3. Should receive part-time L 4 i A _////
. services in the, Resource - . .
Center(s). s “ 1s. : 9

R

‘4. Should be re-evaluated in the - °* v , -
- fall "75" for pgssible change - , - LT
- of placement. _ 1~ ' 130 " B

:* * ! . o Y
- . s 3 )
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PROJECT SEACAP RESEARCH . e -
- * -‘f e . N M
H - T . M &51_‘:, '% o~ -
Purpose of Original Research: " j - ! *

Y

. ) };i | (ﬁ N f

This research was initiated mainly because of the?recognized need to track
exceptional children. By tracking exceptional.children, we intended to
find that they have missed in the areas of readiness, for we are aware -that
there is a point in everyone's development when they are ready to read and
write. -

Purpose of Seaford Research: <. ‘g . -

> . Y‘ ' . -
This portion of the reSearch was donezto comparelabove average, average
and below average students in kindergarten, first grades .and third grades

;‘/ .as to their specific readimess points, to be ablé t%ade;epmine the fol-
) s  lowing: . ; e '
) 3 - . ) . - ’ ) M 3 “ * Py
a. Difference in readiness points for the above average as-
‘' compared to the ?verage. .
~ AR b.-‘Difference in readiness points fot the ?bove average
; ) as compared to the below average. i. T,
) c. Difference in readiness points for the average as compared . .o .
] to the below average. ‘ . : T '
,‘,‘ - ' > ! s, =
‘ d. What the specific areas of wdakness are. . v .
o - . fum R Ce '
e. « If this could be an efféctive way of tracking above : . .

s

average, average aqg below average students. ‘%

. R

+ -

\ Problems Encountered: . S } : VLo
’ 1. Teachers' attitudes toward profiling’étudents. ) . ' .
- v2, » Teacher’s' lack of knowledge of CADETS. ) ‘ - >
: 3. . Special educatign teacHers' lack of knowledge of CADETS.
] "4, Sufficient time to profile students. - ¢ ' A
o 5 'Teachers' knowledge of some of the spQE}fic54that were. asked ,about
: . .the Dbvelopmental Lines of:’ ‘ I _ ; ,
; RN e o . ST,
a, Posterior Efficiency R D gy
W b. - Basic Differeritiation A . . o R
- c. Locomotion ST L - o - -
Lh . d. Toward Maturity and Personal Care e R ' L ,
f% Students Involved in the Project: ; ! -
Sl ( . . i o I\ A ’ { i Py
. ~The teachers from kindergarten, first grade and third garde were called '
/ . - at a.special‘heeting after school. They weres given the rationale for the "_ .
é . Project SEACAP Research. They were each asked @6 select nine student$ N )
b * of which there were three from each of the follgwing areas:, Average, %
] Above Agérage, and Below Average. ‘From these students, three students in - B
; each area were randomly selected or' each of the three level$, making a -
; .total of 27 students profiled.~ . ' - P

F, -
-~y N

e,
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. .. RESULTS . f } - .
. - . N s a . ) A " 5
- .I_ - ¢ . ’ , /\,\
- KINDERGARTEN STUDENTS i
. - 1 P
H i . r -
Above Averdge: -~ - e T
‘Tﬁg students érbfiled appear to have a few motor bfoblems,'begiﬁning at -
the 72-month level, which is the levelsthey are at now. No problems SR
at{ all appear in the Specific Perdepdual Areas or the Vocational-Social-
Pé%sonalOArea. Problems do present themselves in the. Cognitive Area in
lgnguage and quantitative, and, too, again beginning at the 72-month .
level. * )
A ’ ) : e
AveragE:

Motor problems present themselves at the 36-month and 60-month levels.
Specific Perceptual problems.present themselves at the 60-month level,
Ig the Cognitive Symbolic area, problems appear mostly in the language -
areas at an early age of 36 months. Quanﬁptégive seems to be #ight at
grade level. Vocational-Sogial-Personal Areas seem to have no prob-
lems to exist until grade level.

o~ ] B - ) ) - &
Below Average: - o

- ¢

. r -

»

It is obvious that below average kindergarten students break down in . .

all. areas at the 36-month level. o
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N
- -
- } ¢ N - - ) £
z v - .
.
“
~ — - -~ -
. « - v
— \
- - ’ ’
r .
- - Id
4 4 t '
¥
v < . W%,,
~ -
&+ bt

.
)
~1
o
L )
%




*

/e

FIRSTGRADE.STUDENTS ~ A

6 . ' ¥ :') . .

[ N N

. Above Average:. ] v ) : !

4

The above average ‘'students appear to have little or no probleﬁ§f>\¢pe

* ones that are noted at the 84-morth slevel in the bognitive»SymB ic
Areas -seem to be because those necedsary cohtépts profiled havéhot
been taug§; yet. : . . )

! s -
- .

Average: : 4 = N -
The average students' breakdown wvaries in the Motor area with aqfew
- problems at the 60-month level in Basic Differentiation and Locomotion.
Their biggest breakdown occurs in the Cognitive Symbolic Area, espec-
. ially in the Quantitative and Operational Inquiry areas at the 72-
. . month level, .’

i s

[ o ‘~ /\

Below Average: o '

ERY

-
L]

The below average students, as compared to the above’ average and the

. average students, appear &o have a consistent breakdown in all areas
© at the 36-month level, excépt for Pers al and Social Development.
Their greatest breakdown shows up in N“$Cognitive Symbolic Areas.

Ed

<.

- faly




. . ]

THIRD GRADE STUDENTS . ‘
’ . , , + C ’
rd

PEN

Above Average: x = - :

- ’
. -

The students pfoﬁiled appear to have a few probleﬁs in the Motor Area
at the 36 and 60-month levels. Overweight could be the‘cause_of this,
They seem to excel over the average in Language and Quantitative Pro-

cesses, and they also appear to be at or,ﬁéyond'gradq,leyel in all
other areas. i ’ ’ ‘

.

s

Average: - ) :

‘ The average students dappear to have fewer Motor problems than the above
"~ average students. Their problems really present themselves in the

Language and Quantjtative areas beginning as low as the 36-month level,
but the problems vary at different grade levels. Tor instance, they
die out at first grade levels and re-appear at third grade levels.

- \ .
Below Average: y T s - -

A -
)

4

. The below average stuflents, as compared to the above average and- average

students, seem to have problems in the Specifie Perceptual area and a
few motor problems. Their greatest breakdown begins in tﬁEfCognipive
*Symbolic areas Qgginning mostly at the 36-month level. ‘In this area,
their greatest problems are in Language and Quantitative Processes.
Unlike the average group's weakness in this area, their breakdown con-"
tinues throughout each grade level.




SUMMARY OF RESULTS

-

Below average students were consistent “in the breakdown

at the’ 36—month “level in all areas.
>

. ’

-

Average students seem to break down between 36 to 60—m0nth
level in motor development Thedir greatest problems
appear in the cognitive leve1 language and quantitative
areas. ) L

. . -

[}

Above average students appeared to have a few motor prob-
lems, but in all other areas they were either at or
beyond grade level .

-

v

22 ,
RECOMMENDATIONS AND FUTURE .
PROJECTIONS FOR USE OF CADETS - -

. 1. To continue research with more students.involved.
. _ : - R

2., Include parents in CADETS profiling of their chi‘dren.

—— 3. Determine how the-profile can be used in developing

——curriculum for exceptional. students and sfﬁdents in

regular classroom placement. .

?RDJECT SEACAP RESEARCH

.c

aford School District
ord ‘Delaware l9973>

-

'“iibmitted by i C

- =Ima, J Upshur‘
,/District Coordinator of EXceptional Children
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. Thé followigg_report of the Capital Distrlct llalson WLth . .
. | Project SEACAP cohtains three parts from its lnceptmon to R ‘ v \
the present date: ) , . : .
. s - 1 ™
/ Lo L 2o . . ok
I. Time Line Of SEACAP Development ... = ; .
- ‘ - ) b ». ' "ot
) ! . II. Project S;ACAP-LP;ogram and Impli- TN : .
‘ . ' cations for the Capital District. * ' . o )
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Time Line of SEACAP Development .

- o v . . -

K August 1970....Three distr1ct teachers, Virginia Glover, Jackie McNeil-
and Betty Warreh, were granted permission to attend a Cor
year-long training in the’ Teachlng‘pf Learning D1sab11- ) .
ities. N )

. *
= -y

. -, \ X , - -
. . This workshop was sponsored by the Depaftment of Pyblic . .
i . Instrucc}on under the direction of Dr. Edward J. Dillon;
i, accredited by the University of ‘Delaware and conducted
o . " by-consultants Miriam Bender, Sylvia Kottler, George
' and Frances, Farly, and Dr. S. N. Jani of the Achieve-
1 . ment: Center, Purdue University, Lafayette, Indiana.c
i .
f S | The . three~Capital teachers all working in the area of
; exceptional ch&ldren completed the workshop and were »
L granted six hours of graduate credit in The Nature of -
: Learning Dlsabllltles and Strategies of Teaching °® ) _ ° .,
: Children w1th Learning blsabllltles. L. ) -
] s o
i ) The central*theme of the year-long effort exposed teachers
. to developmental learning, 1nformatlon processlng and
.. ' . the theories of Dr. Newell Kephart. . - .
v o : o K .
\ ; Octob€r 1971...Mr. Melville Warren, Director of Elementary Education for .
: RN the’Capital School District, called together’ a committee N .
. . of -teachers including the three above to discuss new .
‘ . - strategles in -early childhood education. ' This-committee
’ ' became known as the Models Copmittee and enthusiasm for
' detecting and ameliorating .problems at an early-age was N
apparent. Mr. Warren. inv1ted Dr. Dillon to meet with -
the Models Committee to discuss possible funding and’ ’ b
. avenues of using the developmemtal technologx in the .
Capltal District. . . i E

A

LR

Y

a

~®
.

PN

. - January 1972...Mr Waf}en approved a plan suggested by the Models Com-
~ mittee to.acquaint Capltal klndergarten teachers with the -
e s developmental phalosophy Six" workshops ‘were conducted .

' ‘ - by the above resource teachetrs for the,district tpachers. -

- - " Two workshops were, held in January, and one each in Febru-
. idpry, March, April and May. The district prov1ded substi-
' ) ' _— tutes for the teachers to attend these sessions. . _

1 .oe » - . - ] -
- ‘October 1972...Dr Ditlon returned to meet wlth the Models Coohlttee and . .
suggested a liaison between the Capital and: Seaford Dis-
) tricts who appeared to both be 1nterestedp1n developmental
. < s philosophy andcstrategles.' Sedford was.. already involved
o in.a learnlng center operation with school—age chlldren .
- , and planning an additional kindergarten program. At :
this pomt no funds were avallable, but Projec‘f SEACAP‘

‘ . -* _.was born.. _Capital was to become'a multlplrer of: the - .
2 ' o Seaford operation. . D e
o , e e - | e I
° - . S . » .

>t
K + >




N e M
5Nngmber 1972. .The team of three resource teachers were released for two
“ : weeks to test children in tbe dlstrlct kindergartens who
o j ) - were suspectéd by their teachers to have a learning dis-
- . ability. Seaford had been using the Meeting Street School:
: - Screening Test to tes young children and Capltal followed
suit. One hundred ‘thi ty-seven children were tested by
. " the team and individual prescrlptlons were written for
o eacls kindergarten child who was not achieving according to
expectatlons.
kY A4 -

January 1973...Aides to work with theggpove children unger the direction
h

. . of the kindergarten te ers .were employe. —8ince no E
) ’ money was'yet forthcoming from,pur rnformaI liaison with
™~ SEACAP, aides were paid from Title I*funds in hope that

@ pre-academic type of training would solve ‘some reading
- . problems at’ an early stage. "~
- N " ,

February 1973..The thfee resource‘teachers met weekly at night for one
month to write act1v1t1es for aides and kindergarten
) teachers to use in filling the prescriptions. Activitie$
. * in gross motor--balance, walking board, running, throwing,
jumping; discrimipation--visual and auditory; ocular. games;
language and quantitative thinking were presented to the

teachers.
. L4 .. .

March 1973.....Betty Warren participated in a public school board meeting

N . and explained Capital's entry into Project SEACAP. A, film

' ‘ of kindergarten,activities was shown and an explanatlon of
how Capital was attempting to- d1agnose learnlng problems

~_\__§§ *at an early level. . , ’

. " May l9Zé;L.....The 137 children retested by resource teachers and Yecords

of testlng file8l in anent,record folders-for use by
* . first grade teachers in the fall, ) e
+ ‘g - : . ’ .
September 1973.Aides again employed by £he district to help kindexgarten
teachers with children /fmanifesting learning probYems\ .
Capltal's liaison witl -Seaford becomes official and Be
g

- T Warren is appointed Cdpital's coordinator for Project
SEACAP to work with Bonnie Higgins, Seaford's coordinator.

e " Funds for a permanent substitute became available in date

- " October to release Betty Warren two days per week:to con— .

>

e tinue work. - : - o
' - October l97§;..0ne hundréd sebenfyieigﬂ:/;;:dergartners testdd and pre~

- scriptions wyitten during the last three weeks in Ocﬁober.' ,

Janpary 1974...Capital kindergarten. teachers and aides given released
- * - * time from SEACAP funds to v151t Seaford”s kingdergartens
. ,}’ *S and Learnlng Center. Oné. in-service day spent in planning
‘ i ts and dlsduss1ng lied motor perceptuab

« 7 ' ' activ1t1esAth t m;ght be tled into each unit. -

. c e

-




March l974.r...$tatew1de Couricil for Excepticenal Chlldren meetlng at.°
Clayton Hall at the University of Delaware. -Mrs. Warren
reports briefly on Project SEACAP in the Capital Dlstrlct
and presents a case study of. a learnlng dlsablllty child.

Bpril 1974f2..aDay-long workshop for kindergarten teachers and aides, was
conducted by Betty Warren to train personnel to give the ,
entire Meeting Street School Screening Test. Half the = W*
day was spent in’the actual testing of children by the
teachers to acqualnt them with problems they might en-
counter and to standardlze testing technlques.

May'1974.......Developmental philosophy workshop for all first‘grade
- teachers was conducted by three resource- teachers. An
explanation of the MSSST and its use fq‘ first grade
teachers. : - T

’ - \
. M N -

June 1974......Retést of 178 klndergartners by the three resource teachers
and. compilation of results. -
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Program and jmpllcat:x.ons for the C.'apital Distrlct ‘ f . o
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Three major thrusts mov:.ng parallel 1n time -have comprised the Caplta} >
-Distrlct program in SEALAP . : -y % .
v ' o c : :

. I.. Identlflcation and efforts at amelioration- o N -
‘ of learning disabilitigqs at.a k:.ndergarterl/ - T o
: e level from January 1973 to June 1974. ° S o
~ II. Teacher acqualntance with developmental phllosophy : .
- and- specific activities-suggested fog £illidg Cy L
T o \ prescriptions of- learnlng dlsablllty chlldren. } . :
¢ 111 Collectlon of data pertinent to the Capital ) ¢ _
. e District. i i e »
The SEACAP Program in the district is'seéuentially outlined as follows: ‘ N
) L ! ! - " ‘: “' - . AN
A. Teacher Training in De.velopme'ntal Philosophy ) . . I N
1. Kindergarten teachers receive released tine to attend. o
six tra1n1ng se‘s:.ons. i g ‘
- ) 2., Aides employed to assist kindergarten teachers in .
d - working with identified children.’ o Q .
- " 3. First grade teachers exposed to develgpmental phllosophy( _" .
3 # axéd MSSST 1nterpretatlon.
4. Kindergarten teachers ‘trained to admlnlster, score .and ¥
interpret MSSST.' : _ '
B. Visitations T . . ’ ) — ,
" IS ) -~ . -~ R
A +
* 1. KJ.ndergarten teachers and aides visit Seafprd to observe v : ;
. ) kindergarten and Learn:.ng -Center programs. . K .
: ‘ : )
. m 2. Coordlnator visits Seaford programs, Mllford and Newark Lo
.- ' Impact.Centers to observe dlfferent approaches hln hand- - . -
' ling exceptlonal cluldren. = s o f‘;; * “
C.. Testing_} T . AR ' o - D
- 1‘4 137 distrlct klndergarteners tested in November 1972 and g o
! retested in May 1973, . o TooLe T s
- - : - '
3 . & -
2. 178-district kindergarteners tested in October '1973 and " .
) retested J:h June 1974. v R
3. In-depth'testing of 20 of the above chlldren from dis- T L
trict’ kindergarteps, by coorchnator. 'I‘welve tested im L ..
'G, bright category; f1ve average students and three low
. (the "low" category was purposely avoided -since all of .o - -
s . . . 4
U , L . . ) ' , ’ e ii ,
- & : % e . T,
L . s . Rg . .o, . . .‘ ~ . N o - .
, ey . < - . PO
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f o : I S =5 .
. N ~‘q PR X >
- - the origlnal test:.ng was done on children picked by teachers
T ) e as manlfestmg problems and there was already a larQe ple
i ¢ . of low: chlldren ava¥lable). { .
né‘ .~ N - / N - N
i - 4. FEollow-up in-—depth testlng -was performed on nine' Santh Dover\
i o . Elementary first graders to ascertain the learn;.ng pa*eterns
Lo * . - .. -Of these children who had been 1dept1f1ed in 1972 in Minder-
. . -7 ~garten and were’ now completing their fir'st’-grade year‘
.< . s . 4“° . a‘(\ . 4
44 e R (Sou‘thn Dover was chosen follow-up site because the

MSSST had 1nadvertently not‘beadn filéd in the child's )
permanerit record folder-in th:.s school; therefore, it was
S, . felt .that while Sguth First grade feachers d1d i have
’ the benefit gf early -diagnoses- on these children, they

\/ » -also could not have had a, preconcelved dplnldnpn l‘iow BN
’ ) these chlldren would Rerform ) . ‘

\ ' /
"

'
' i 0
. o . .
® A °
. . o A
. . -

In depth test,mg using the same test\'devz.ees was perfdrmed -

- . . ) Qn two addi tional ®hildren ateSouth whé had been both
° - N med:. %113( and ps;lchoIoglcally diag osed as’ Learnlng Disg-
. . ab111 y and Sbeial -and “Emotional cas€s. This was done to
- : attempt o ascerta1n the valldlty of _the profiles we were’

getting on chlldren dlagndsed only by the klndergarten and
- -resource teachers.~\ : s 1 A

< .
- . 7 P -
. ; "

+
5. Eollow—-up v1s:.ts on' Bhree elghth graders. at Central Mlddle ’
) . T ,School. The three known "hard. qore", cases"fell®in the “EMR,
2 - . " LD and SEM categories and had _been .Ldentlfled .at the ele-
T . : mentary level. *six years agoi .+ . :
B . . * \ - “ - }\r OO 3
S ' ~D. Prescrlptlons and Activities And Recommendatlons A .
O 1; Indfv:.dual prescrlptz.ons wrltten for 131 ch:.ldren 1dent1-
. 3 fled 1n 1972. ! - ) ‘,ﬂ 73, o~ -
N “c A A A ' £ -
L2 Ind;.v:.dual p;:escrlptz.ons wr1tten for 178 chlldren 1dent.1.-
R - f1ed in 1973, ° LS. v, .
° . <. " 5 N ~

- -
-

. 34 Act1v1t1es to f:Lll the é&ove prescriptions written and ;

. D dispersed to klndergarten teachers in February 1973 ~
N N N Ty -
i N < ) -
N ~ . . 4. ¢ Numerous recommendat;ons made dur1ng testing of afl of : '(
’ = oo - f the above children when' it was felt: a need for ‘a pscholog—
) ., 0 ~ ical existed”or further exammatmn by professlonals in” °
. - speech, vision or med1c1ne. . - N -
’ - Yo T« , “ - Ya

- ..‘/ - ‘' - 0 6 ‘
o * MSSST Tedts and Manuals for kmdergarten teachers"and :
. . resource ,teachers. N . 5 '
! ' ? -~ “ ¥, . ° A N~
A » s 7 A hd &
L] < 4 N .
° ~ * o gev 7 x, -~ ~ ° -~
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™

. a.

.30 Addltlonal no-cost handouts were provided teachers during
training sessions by the resource teachers.
w - 44
The coordlnator and resource teachers were able to draw the followi g
conclus10ns after testing 315 chlldren over a ‘twor ryear period:
“ _l

Teacher judgement of a ch11d s learnlng potentj
room is accurate. ' Test results confirmed tha
able to easily 1dentify (subjectlvely) high, a
learners.

the class-
rs are
and slow

)

B. The, Meetlng ‘®reet Schocl Screenlng Test in comblnatlon w1th
a modlfled form of the Purdue Perceptual-Motor Survey 1s to .

3 date the best measure we have found to identify early learnlng
problems.

’
Y

Positive.identification of'learnihg disabilitiesiisﬁapBarently

- C..
A ' accurate at a klndergarten level based on performance records
/}' of the same children.at' the end of the first grade : o
. ?‘. P ) . ~

Severe or “"hard core" children 1n dll three categories of EMR,
LD, and SEM can be identified durlng klndergarten and have

. under this Pilot program begun receiving serwices earlier than *
formerly from other spec1a11sts and resource teachers.

B ~

3 ~

E. Test results show all children identified on the MSSST score
gains on the retest. Whether this-is."due to normal develop-

mental progress or to the ameiloratlon technlques _employed, . g

v~

we-do not know. Perhaps it I:A;OG early to make any -assump- .

tions about remedlatlon pﬂbgr
L .

“F.

- s v L. . .
¥isitations to other school proérams are enlightenlng to teachers.
« Often such visits prOV1de new avenues to approach a problem;
however, more often<they are merely confirmations' -of . good
teachlng chn;ques and a validation to the v1s1t1ng teacher
" “that she :S‘"on the r;ght;tfack'" L Ty ] o
< L )
" G. Teachers were asked to.wrlte br1ef Written evalua i £Lf the 4
. - training gessians provided, for" them. Copies~of -tHe ‘comments :
are enclosed and speak for themselves. The resoufée team.'felt
enthuslasm ran high at _these sessions. - -

s 4
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Implications for District Consideration

Pad .

Since the MSSST appears valid for pickrng up learnlng problems at an
early level, it wpuld appear the dist¥ict might want’ to invest more
psychological time to formerly mdent;fy "“hard-core" chlldren and

sooner provide special help to these chlldren. . .
The total klndergarten enrollment for the 1973 'to 1974 school year
was 432 pupils. Ope hundred seventy-eightf“of these children were
teacher recommended for testing which indicates that teachers felt:

-41% of our children had learning problems. Since the prevalence of

exceptional children has been estimated’ conservatiVely at about
12.5 percent of the school population (thas flgure does, not 1nclude

the "gifted" asg exceptlonal) in the U. S., it would appear that ‘ ":’
some 28.5 percent of the children we tested would not be considered
specific learnlng disabilities. ™ ® 3 .

. ‘e

" It is apparent, however, that thls 28.5 percent do"manifest problems

.
o e . o rS

for the classroom‘teacher as they are less ready' to’ begin academic

work and often present the majority of behavior problems in the

. ‘ ’ )
Perhaps the teacher tralning phade of our SEACAP operation becomes, -
most valid if it; can provide helg.for classroom. teachers in managlng ) h
and providing for the needs of "glow learnlng" ‘children- 1n’the g

regular classroom.” - .

classroom. . - - . .

’

Accordlgg to dlstrldt flgures, approxrmately 6, per*ent of our chil- -~

dren are K-4 and are currently receiving 8ervices. This implies

that taklng the conservative estimate of 12,5 percent, at least .
percent of our children are not being Servfoed The district may

wish to concentrate. on these children at as early ‘an age as pOSSlble.

- N . -

Test results indicate in the kindergarten populatron»that children
come to us with the most deficits in the following three areas:

-y
-

A. Language (both. receptive and expressive) ° s

e TSN T

B. Ocular Control (involving both' visual memory -and copying)

C. Attention and Conéentration'&involVing age of school entry
and aiscipline) ’ ’

——

¥

K t

- 4 - - !

Ramlflcatlons for thé -district might inciude the use of resource

teacheqs ‘to”werk™ in the field of language and perceptlon daily w1th
those children .who experlence deprLVatlon in these -&reas.,

7'It is possible to’ ascertain the learnlng style of the child (visual s \\y

auditory or tactlle) easrl?'through close obsérvation during his -
test performance. Perhaps" flrst grade teachers armed with this

‘information will more readily adapt thelr;;eachlnq styles .to the +=

type of children they receive. . .- 1

. . 4 . . ‘L, ) .
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Hopefully, Dr. Dillon's.state proflle w1ll provide us with a graphic
presentatlon of a child's strengths and weakne§ses. We already
know ®our testing that very capable children are generally
capable n all aread; severe children tend to be generally low in
all areag; the typical learning dlsablllty child will vary errati-
cally shpwing many strengths and many weaknesses., Once properly
profiled, the ‘teacher will know-where the child is and hopefully we

can woxk toward new ways of meetlng his needs.

-

Step-by-step and year-by-year follow-up- of chlldren with spec1f1c
learnlng disabilities should enable s to plan mbre meanifigful career

education for "hard-core" childrén in areas where'they would be most
likely to succeed. ¢t




T ge

.

A /
B ‘;»;,/.w.‘,a,'f kA
ll »

Diax§ of Official Meetings and-Activitjes B

-

! Pollowing is a monthly account1ng<from November 1973 ,to June 1974 of the
codrdinator's attendance at meetings of SEACAP. Testing days arid follows,
up- days of Capital District children are not .included Jbut results of these
days are recorded in Project SEACAP sectlon of this report. -Dr. DllIon s
comments concernlng the meaning and.work of SEACAP are recordedﬁln red in
this diary. ~

- 11/8/73 ' Margaret ngglns replaceéf;etty Warren at South Elementary to
release Mrs. Warren to begin SEACAP coordinator's job. :

. ~
' . o

Mrs. Warren-gnd Dr. Dillén drivé to Seaford for a STEAM II .
meeting. At this meeting Dr. Dillon explains his concept of
SEACAP. ’ R

N

‘" SEACAP means: SEQUENCES OF EDUCATIONAL ACCOUNTABILITY
’ "CAREER ACCOUNTABL‘E PRQGRAMMING' e

Long-range work w1th kids who have problems.
-We need to create a technblogy that will. make us

. accountable for the leamdhg of special kids.
The area of emphasis is on "processing’ 1nformatlon"r
to ,provide for chlldren in pre-acadenic as- well ‘as
academlc. .
We need a yardstlck for measurlng where a chlld 1s ‘
now-. : .. especially & handiéapped ckild. We peed a
ruler--some common‘unlt of measure that agrees on

¢ where kids are now._ . . §§L

‘JP

SEACAP must becresearch oriented. Our hlghes% prlorlty is to
find out wheYe kids are now. We have a chlLd serv1ce demon-
stration model in Leach School. Wwhat's- cgmlng “is long-term ‘-
accountablllty for spec1al kids. .,'"A. ’ : - .
¥ * o ) v
11/14/73 Betty -Warren to. Seaford to meet with Bornie Higgihs and observe
* onnie's ‘incdepth - -testing with the Meeting Street Schogl Screen-
ing Test. Bettzgglso vzslts the Learnlnéséenter fog;thlldren in
grades *1- through £ .- ]
11/16/73 ‘»Egtty Warren attends a Supportive Staff ﬂeetlng j
‘Bonnle'ﬂxgglns at Bonnjie's - suggestlon. Bonnie ,fwe leargp is also
the Coordgnator of Comprehen51ve Plans and Prgfjrams. for Ekcep- *
tional Children in the Seaford.District as well as SEACAP ~coor-
dinator there. She has no teaching duties.

pertained only to Seaford «children.

11/27/73

Capltal shoyl have a' Chlld Develqpment»Coo dlnator, wﬁo 1n efféc;
would be me .




.\

11728/737 On. the way home from one of the Seaford meetings, Dr. Billon

. 4773 ¢ B ty Warren visits Mr. Will Proctd¥'s'Impact Center in thd —.
Newark $chool District to™ See how specral children are,handled

1

11/27/73  (continued) " S B

SEACAP is longitudinal and: comparatlve research——accountablllty.
LI -

SERCAP is an 1nterventlon system at a klndergarten level Its

purpose is to~

t

. Identify

. Intervene

. Track the _child usrng records .

. Plan to meet needs approprlately ’
Dr} Dillon tan spoke of "an educatlonal plan for each. child
.an 1nventory or profile.*” . . 1 Cg

.. L&

Betty Warren and Bonnie Higgins use’ January and February to
collect data. In March and April Capital must decide what to
do'in terms of meeting kid's needs. -What are the problems of
the kids you're faced with?

Thesl&;re quest1o>§a§ou must answer. Where are these children .

develdpmentally? rning Disabilities are from the 16th to

36th month level in information proceSsrng. Identify the.kinds™.
of leaming problems Yol fin& here. Design a sort of ‘Consulta-

tive system to backup the learning dr5ab111t1es .. j you heed

the bulldup of & backup system. . "a

.

suggested I take a look at some of the childrzen I had taught at-
the elementary level who had problems. He suggested v151t1ng
‘these children in middle school, or even hlgnaschool to. see if—
their problems still persisted. I did as he suggested and spent
€two days at Central Middle School talking with .the teachers and
children of thYee typical exceptlonalltles Lo ENMR, LD,{and

SEM. All_three of these chlldren are considered "hardtcore“ anad- -
I found thelr problems evident- 1 elementary still’ persrsted.

saw several‘:other children not .as extreme as the three- mentloned
above. s : e gt

* -

. % there. oL . . S . ‘

12/18)73 Seaford Meeting with 6r..Dlllon. .He announces a’ gontlnuatlonf
grant for SEACAP and says:® "We will have a cut in Mllford,
Alexls I and_Claymont " o .. ..

r .
LA

?he place-of SEACAP 1n Eﬁe state tra1n1ng plan lS' .

e

. Comprehensrve, contlnuous tracklng of klds. s
.. Educatidnal solutlons matched to the problems of kids.
we must have aéiongltu iral trasglng system from .age, -

mOnths to cdreer en




. . . : ,.-11- e : - ' ;.
j. . ‘ - ' f" . -,'

— - 3. We must have in-servicé training to teach. the lnventory. v
4. Whiat are the thlngs Capital can do? _ )

"‘. '> o Don't emphdsize multiplying that input. Understand how .
oo to measure your kids first.' We'll give you money to .. !
: measure ffmem," - . - F < ’ . : - 1
o . ° o

Shggested Tests: Vineland, MSSST, and a series of per-
- ' * formance objectives runnlng from 6 months to career edu- .

cation: . AR
Fe .
3 - * bl - s
*Capital!s job is a multiplication of the ipventory. A V\\a_\/ﬂ
global profile of the strengths and weaknesses of the

child. This gives you a systematic base for planning a '
program, but it doesn't glve you a program.

o
¢ .

. THE AIM IS THE,INVENTORY!
» - . - . .
‘ - .
* "Betty, you should test ayerage and above kids to. see how
¢« they collate with Judi whom you know'is a diagngséd LD."
. 3 j -

SEACAP IS RESEARCH! C o0

. i
- T
) The remalnder of the meetlng was a d;!cuSSLon of a carder component of the
o lnventory. - . . . . s
‘1/31/74 Staff Casing Review of .2’ Seaford children (Scott Rosetta .and
Gregg Morris) by consultants Stony Early and Dr. Janl. ﬂ_Seaford y
teachers 'of these children and Betty.and Bonnie were alsd® present.

2/73 - In-depth testing lnvCapltal Di tr1ct of low, mlddléfggnd high .
. : children. Complete MSSST giveN to a sample population from each—" T
" school by Betty Warren. ' " . <L . ' -
. s

~*3/1/74 SEACAP meeting in Mlifo ital sends. Bev Filer,‘Bob Hayes, o .
Sharon Petr and Betty a ith Dr. Dillong e inventory was .
o explained briefly to tllese people but is not y t"ready for puh}i— - e
v "+ cation. The ’rest of th meeting was-spent planning for the state-
- W1de in-service day, 7. Helen Holleger, Mildred.Vinyaxd, -
Mrs. Mitchell and Mrs. Montague from Stokely and Bonnie Higgins .
-~ . were present also. Betty Warren had been-asked to brﬂng a case -
study of an SEM tq this meeting, but since the inventory was not
complete, no mentlon was made of charting ._JL ch11d. . .

. X
- s . I3 .
— = e -

SEACAP is earIy identification and amelioration. Planéa practical
- approach for ‘the March B‘meetlng. . )

[} b g ‘ 2 e -z - -,
Sequences of Educatlonal Accountablllty-rCare Accountable &‘;;‘
grogrammlng—SEACAP i i it ' D
¢ < = ! ) - : . ' ¢
- We must follow the ch;;d as an ipdividual. We must haye‘a>thhod
of assessnent and- developmental ¢hiid study. IPRD teams must'~ o
.. fungtion in each district . .~ J.djentz.fn.cata.on,,p?ac‘emont'é review =~ -
: -

. and dismlssal. "\ Lo - .




» )
3/1/74°

M

3/8/74

3/14/74
»
-~

4/3/74

y - -

'4/26/74

3

spec1f1c hard-core LD's. . ° " ‘ ‘
. = @u“ . - .
You must de51gn 1nten51ve intervertion-for this -child. .
R - ]
7 Next year you ihould kndw ‘these thlngs- e o
~ol "1, where the kids are_.deszelopmentally A
. ' 2. Plan for those who.are not - respoﬁﬁlng to the regular, -
- prdgram. ‘ — .
13. Keeap basellne 1nformatlon for future pred1ctlons.-
L.‘ 4, Now ask for -the aSSLgnment of additional spec1al edu-
LN _ ation unlts at a klndergarten level lf you need them. .
) y"* ) { ‘\ ¥ } i "
¢ ' : h

-

(contlnued) o
-Dr. Dillon asked me to prepare a case study of Judi for the
March 8 meetlng, He again discussed the role of a Child Devel~
opment Cdordinator. He spoke of training klndergarten teachers
by using resSource teachers. He mentioned tests to assess these -
children . .' . the MSSST, PMS, Wepmaa, Slossen' or Peabody.

]

4 ’

‘We) must have brlght, average and low children to compare.

* We| must follow them up through the grades and assure pPromer |

) placement . . . all of 'this'is necéssary for the state . - -
profile. ) I ‘

Betti Warren and M&rgaret Cannon demonstrate Montessortsmaterlals
for the SEIMC at morning meeting of CEC. Betty Warren presents
case study of Judi at afternoon meeting of SEACAP. All meetihgs
held at the University of Delaware, Cl?yton Hall. \\ -
y :
Seaford Meetlng with Dr Dlllon, Bonnle ngglns, "Bob Bresnahan,
Arch Moore, Irv, and Betty Warreil. *br. Dillon presents pamphlets
and OH guide and comments that SEACAP is follow1ng ‘right behind
the work at Leach School T e ’

Our major thrusé will be a Part D proposal for long-rahge
funding. We‘&l/,bave the developmental profile by. April 7.

SEACAP i -ready to develop training, technology, etc., to
meet lerfg-range specific probldms. Our concern is to reach
+ - the hard-core of 1 to 2%.

"
. —

SEACAP,must show us how to deal with kids who~get off the

track-at 16~36'months of life. © -
1 . . - )
WOrkshop by Betty Warren for klndergarten teachers and aldes.
Tralnlng in giving the complete MSSST, -

v, 3\ - <

Steam II Meetlng at Capital. Dr. Dlllon Mr. Warren Don
Buckland, Bev Fller, Bob Hall, and Betty Warien preiggt__rg .

\

ild study tehm You must keep &4 profile on
capped tp track them.. Part D mongy is for

You must dev1se ‘a
the hard-core han

~ N . . N R .
. h . +
LN * - - T
. . 4
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a/26771

5/3/74
) !

5/20/74

-

< N S .

« (gontinued) o , e _ )

" Following these nts, Mr. Warren and some of the other com-
mittee membersgfipressed confusion as to what this.district's -
obllgatlon to SEACAP is. ' Dr. Dillon has not yet presented the
'in ntory or proflle but data on chlldrenahas been collected. :

It was decided another meetlng should be held ;hortly to’tlarlfy
the direction we must. take.

F&rst grdhe Capital workshop by three resource teachers. Sessions
~1n Motor, Perceptual, and Emotlongi Development of Children pre-
sented. Afternoon devotéd to, gpeblflc act1v1t1es for LD children .
and a\xesume of the MSSST test and prescrlptlons on next falX's
incominy flrst graders.” '° & . 2 . .
PR 4 |- .‘¢ )
Re-testing of 178;kindefgartners/eqd sunimary of results. —~
« % )

»
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M re Steam II meetings to keep committee informed of progress.

-14- . . » -

Evaluation

» . -
. ~

Kindergarten and* first grade teachers show evidence of making closer and
more astute observations “‘of .child?en -as a result of their acquaintance

. with developmental philOsophy. Not only has a greater awareness of the
problems of children_ developed but greater attempts have been made to
‘.amelior te the problems )

2

ction of the MSSS‘I‘. (See page on Test Results.)

There is a definiy ne'ede at the kindergarten level for a language and

gphics development program.* .One that i's structured for chJ.ldren who
cOre from deprived language backgromds.

(%
. r 7

Aides em;ﬁ.oyed to work with idéntified childre\ﬁ-vary in their own abili-
ties as much as do the children.- Certain criteria for.the job descrip-
tion of this specialized t§pe aide should be developed.

- -

2t
4 - .

Proposed Plans for l974'—J,975

’ SO U N—

‘Entire MSSST adm;m:.stered by kindergarten teachers to suspect children
within the first si't. weeks of school“

.
L4 . : .

In-depth tgestﬁg Of "hard-core" children du;ing October and November
r

by SEACAP coordinator. Tests to be used includé: . R
¢ s . P
A. Peabody,Picture Vocabulary Test "
B., Wepman Auditory Discrimination Test . . R o
c. Slingerland ‘ ' eo
D Modified Purdue Perceptudl Motor Survey
- E. Bender Crawling Test and Jani Inventory (where indicated)

€ . 3
“

'I‘eaching of Stat;e Profile to teachers by coordinator~."
3 . - - . ° ’ ‘

Development of card activity fild by .kindergarten teachers.

- ]

Demonstrations at kindergarten sites with children by coordinator in ¢

areas of gross motor, pérception “(visual and auditory) ’ language and

graphics. o . . - o

) o ‘Needs for 1974-1975 ¥

L

35
Greater contact f:y coordinator of IPRﬁ teams in individual schools. T e

(, LR -

‘Closer supervision Qi-'a.i des.

.
. . . 4 ’ ‘ pd

Presentation of developmental philosophy to parents. . N
- , N o T . b t
N J J . .
- - .7 I
‘e - 3 o
7 - Y
- — G 9 4 , i
‘\
) “ ®

. . . . '
N . < ¢
. 5 .

9
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April 17, 1975

&

.
. 7 LT . a

¢ I should like to 5bpraisé you of our progress in the usg of

the CADETS Profile in thé’Capital District during the past gchool

>

year. .. - ) .

>

’ I should akso like to request 50 additional CADETS Proflles

LS -
~

for use for- the coming school year. Thé -50 new books de must

haVe as soon as p0551ble to enable our kindergartén teachers to o

begin profiling the "hard coreﬁ Seacap child;én whom:ye hgye ™

-

r

identified during our screening this year. .
+ As you know, we chose 20 elementary childxen from the Capital
: .
) pistriét for purposes of field-testing'the'CAbETS Profile during

1974-75. These chjldren fell in the following two gioubs:

- -

;’—J/“; 1. The first‘grdﬁp of 10 children was chosen because it °
o £ .

1 ”

‘represented a wide range of.abilities,and disabili-

ties and the information Qe'had already\accumulated

‘on these children fould‘be translgf@d intq‘an'initial
H P PN

data line on the ?rofile.

+

This vertical study was

dev1sed for dlstrlctgﬂse to expose the wlde range of

Mild EMH

Mild ID..!" .
Mild SEM . , :
Bright 7, . e .
Deaf Aphasi¢ '
- et "*: . TN e

- P [ . - + N .

\
(S

< - . -

- A
o2 . .




3

All of the above” 10 children were assigned to

o - ~ ’

‘sregular classrooms.&n the elementary schools;

- °
c 6 L oy

N I3 kg . . c“' . »
and whlle some were receiving special education
3 . v °
[ 3

sexvices, all were in a mainstreamihg situation.
- . » . N

o

A ) ¥ .o A S
¢ - - -
2. The second.grpup of 10 children was made fup of

» ali degrees of learning dfsability from midd

s to moderate and sévere.. These thldren were

A3

-
o

§eiected because they had had'Seeeap Fcreening
tests to provide the initiml data. .'They also

represented a cross-settion gf our six elementary

w«r® e -
scﬁrels-whiéh vary widely gedbgraphically and

- \ ] L “ N .
environmentally: Profiling these lO_Eblldren

g o v . ' .'p'v 'y -
revealed that problems within the ‘ore category

A -

T of LD;ere as varied as the problems we found inﬁ'
s
. our vertical study from EMH to Gifted.

P s Y ) . ’o

s

»

Initially, accumulating accurgte pre-test data on these’,20

children was time*gonsdming, for bermahent ;eco}d folders..
« P ‘. L Y

,

-doctors reports and specialisfs'resumes were chefked to ‘ascertain

.. . . 5
- s .o\

the valldlty of 1nformatloq we were recordlng.on the pro211es~ s

- ’ M

The actual evaluat;on of ‘the children was fasc1nat1ng and only

v I - .
- [

’ aafew spec1f1c crlterla had. te be’ checked 1nd1v1dually Wlth

ouy [ o A - -

<«

eath child. ° ‘ . o

N . . . .
. .o . . 35 o
Yo =AWe;héve now_entered Phase~3 of ouf.profiliniéegggtﬁesexgo
Cfildren are being. re-evaluated for the 'third tiffe. We»have
' T, e - e
‘the ollc‘g op:mlons whlch you might: find ‘interesting:

-

z
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‘EK

Ar . ~ .
oo e .o
.

' ) : -3- . o

. & - 'lrlThe profile is ﬁé&_a;tuéily a time—con§uming instru-
o ( . . ment once the child has been initially g;apheé. The
. ! : . ) .
third evaluations are.accdmplished easily with each
./& - + ' child in less thaniﬂﬁ‘hour. . ‘o

4
b .

. ’ . 2. T¢ teachérs, profiles are an excellent instrument

v

Y . ¢

P for showing the progress or growth that has occurred.

! N _ Y

. Teacherg feel a real sense of accomplishment when

\
'

I tﬁey<reayize‘gain§ that-the children have made. So

‘. . N B ,
.

"y~ while the profile shows accountability it also is .

reinfoléing to teachers. . oo '

] (: i
o 3. Next year's teachers whe receiVe one of thé a¥ove:
@ M ¢

/ - » children will kndw in Sepfember what the: assets and,
) ) 4 .

- .

R . defiéits of these children are and can begin instruc-

- . .
<.’tion at that 'time€ instead of testing for four months

td discover "where" the child is functioning. Pre-
Y

k4 1 -
scriptive and diagnostic comments have been reécorded
3 ¢

- A

’ P . K ’
‘in‘the CADETS book to serve as™a guide for the teacher.

3 . )
L@ < 4. Paxental reaction to CADETS is positivF! It serves as

‘ ]

o
o ~

'y - r -

i o=

.
- - g . .
' ,

’ oLt ‘ " ing since it is graphically ‘conceived: All parents

Y i
< ) - *

. ’ S ]
. ( . mental abilities and disabilities a§d notes his pro-

'who have seer it have expressed gratificatién thet

.« . - 3

[~ * . ' -

v

\ /

- Y -
.

’,

o . tors, special‘educationd?nd orthopedic teachers have

- ~ this district is keeping close watch on %Pe child's /

a document to acquaint parents with the child's develop-

]

gress from one level to the’ next. ‘It is non-threaten-

5. Workshops conducted for ' assroom teachers, administra-

- .




We feel that by,égp ember in’addition to the 20 profiles

_thaﬁ‘will be passed on to new teachers, we will have profiled

oapproximatelyN?S kindergarten children.who will be entering

first grade. An additional 25 speciél\education,children “

. -

curienqu in elementary classrooms 'and receiving special Help

» \ .
will be profiled by October 1.

This will then give our district 70" hard core learnjing

- L)
~

prqglems on.the tracking system. Thereafter, these children
} N — . N .

will be tragﬁeﬁ and evaldated on a yearly bdsis each June.

~

This evaluation will serve as a beginning point for imstruction

in September, ’

o
"

I cannot tell 9bu how impressed I am with thig documeqf

. PO B
as an aid td children, teachers and parent:. Best wishes for |
*

.-k
.

\ - - \
widespread|distribution of CADETS!

I

[ :

. Sincerely,

o Baap A e
tty L. Warren ’ +
SEACAF Coprdinator
Capital Dis%rict'

' .
- a

. C.C. 'Dr: |[Edward M. Powell Yo ' .
Mr. Edward Goate et ~
Mr. M. F. Warren ,

i
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PROJECT SEACAP SUMMARY REPORT

(PITAL SCHOOL DISTRICT, JUNE 1975
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O,V . ’ .
This report encompasses the following areas of concentration
»

’ a"c}uring thé past school year:
I. CADETS PROFILES
- »
II. CORE CHILD STUDY TEAM L.

III. CADETS WORKSHOP DISSEMINATION

PO
IV. MSSST . RESULTS
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PAruntext providea by eric JINS

, from grade to grade providing immediate and accurate information to the

CADETS Profiles

'

~ This year, fhe Capital School Distri¢t has engaged-in field tegting a new

document n-as CADETS. In an efifort to look closely at e child as an’
inform&ti rocessor, Career Access Developmental Educatlonal fracklng
Systems p des a compos1te of the Chlld's strengths and aeflclts i
fourteen lines of development. frofmi birth through career §ntry.

N A
CADETS is written in behavioral'objectives'and a diagnostic prescriptive
comment by specialists working with, the child leads from one deveIopmental

" stage to the next. The lines¥of development are as follows: -

I. Motor Development '
’ A. Postiral Efficiency N~

"B. Basic Differentiation

c. ™ Locomotion’ :.'

] ) ) !

Specific Perceptual

A. . Tactilé-Kinesthetic”

B. Gustatory-Olfactory

C. Bisic Visual "

D. Auditory

III. Cognitive-Symbolic . .
»A." Graphic Visualization (shapes, forms, wrltlng)
B. Language Proctsses (receptive and expressive languége, vocabu-
lary, spellinc¢, and reading) . . ¢
C. Quantitative Frocesses (numbers, QEOmetry, measuremnient.,* opera-
" tions -and properties such as addltlon, subtractlon multlpllca—

tion and division) . . . '

Toward Operational Inquiky (Plaget) . )

Encompasses zategorization, conservation. or order, number /
relatlonshlps, temporal concepts, hypotheses, 1nference,'1oglca1
contrasts amd comparisons. . L

4
\

V. .Pershnar, Social, Vocational Development .
A. Toward Maturity in Personal Care
B. Toward Maturity in Learning Tasks - .
€., Toward Maturity in Vocational Adjustment . .
¢ . -t
The CADETS profile &nd book of behavioral criteria progresses with the child

*

.

teacher. It pinpoints the child's functional level, and reveals the progress

."He has made and that the teacher has made with him therefore prov1d1ng

teacheyr accountablllty ) »

The design for CADETS is the product of Dr. Ed Dillon of the Development
and Dissemination Division Sf the Department of Public Instruction’. Three
district -teachers-~Betty Warren, Jackie McNeil, and Virginia Glover--are .
cited with other, Delaware teachers for contrlbutlnq ﬁb the wrltlng of the

behav1ora1 objectives. . \

s




Twenty children were chosen from the Cap1ta1 Distxrict this year for f1e1d
testlng the CAQpTS prof11e° These chiidren fell xnto the follow1ng two -
groupsﬁ ‘ ‘ o .

s »

I. The first group of 10:children was chosen to represent a wide range
of abilities and dlsabllltles Previous information already on
file could be translatéd into an initial data line on the profile.s
All of these 10 children are assigned-to regular, classrooms in-
elementary schools and some are Fece1v1ng special educatloc\help
while remaining in the mainstream. ’

1 Severe EMH ) S | Mlld EMH o -
, . wp 1 Severe LD : R L
. 1 Severe' SEM ) 1 Mlld SEM . . PR B
1 Average ' . 1 Gifted T
"1 Bright ' 1 Dfaf Aphasic . - o -

disability category AI& had een pre—te ted with the Méeting
Stregt School Screening Test d they represented each af the six
. elementary schools in the district which vary widely geographlcally
" and environmentally. The problemsapf these children range from
severe to mild and from spec1f1c to\multlple in all areas frdm
perception to cognltlon.
A}

»
~

Parén§ interviews were held with all parents of the first gmoup of

10 children. ®Parental reaction to CADETS is positive and non-.

threatenigg. Since the profile is graphically rconceived, it is

easy to explain to parents. All parents interviewed have .expréssed

gratitude that this district is closely tracklng the growth of
exceptional children. t
"An additional 25 proflles have been given to kindergarten teachers

- in the past six weeks tc graph long-term, hard-core ledrning prob-
lems who will be entering first grade in Septamber. It is hoped
that spee;al education teachers ‘'will track an additional 20¢%hil-

“ dren in the Fall of 1975. The district will then Have approximately

0y

. Six dlstrlct\teachers will attend the INITIAL CADETS SPECIAL STUDY
- INSTITUTE offered by the University of Delaware in August 1955
. Betty Warren w111 assist Dr. Dillon and consultants™to CADETS in
teaching the profiling process to teachers.
A

II. The second group "of 10 children E:gé/ from the 1earn1ng YV

v

\- 70 children on\CADETS 1nc1ud1ng several from the Orthopedlc Pacility.

2




THe Core Child Sthdy Team

7 -

s

The Capltal District has formulated the follow1ng management plan to meet
the needs of longhtlme hard-core exceptlonal children in the district. .
. t . , .
v , 'I. There -shgll be a Core Study Team “to” operate district-wide in deter- .
mlnlng the needs of exceptional chlldren . ;
- - . . ' Py
A. .This team will be composed of "the’ follow1ng early ChlldhOOd K
/ *  specialists: - . . ) .

. -

- . ' Mel Warren, Director - : ’ .
‘ . Betty Warren, Chairman . . \ A ¢ b
. \ Ginny Glover, Elementary = e 3 . -
oV Jackie McNeil, Mid e C
. . .Anne, Caffey, Orthofedic : T . < k\) i y
3 * .

B. ' The function of this team will be: : . B
é? w 1. To scréen kindergarten“ﬁildren at the request of the kinder-
TN garten teacher in the fall of each 'yvear and’ to re-screeff h
at the end of the year. . - )
. / ‘ . N - . N ‘ ¥ ~
? ' . (Tests used wild be the MSSST and Jr. PMS as well as other
) C developmental criteria.) , ' ©

» »
L} e .
. 3 . N

. 2. To write an assessment of each child's ctrengths and'defrclts
.. and to prescribe act1v1t1es for that ch:ild. . - a

.3. To make recommendations and suggest ‘refarrals to other '. RV

specialistsg. o o v, < ' s

- ) AN
- o 4. To ascertain W1th thé kindergarten teacher at the end pf : .
. N v . . the’ y€ar which chlldren should be put on the CADETS profile.. . \

A ‘ .
- . ' L <

5. To assist teachers With questions about the* profile. -

. . ; . ., MR
G.” The function”of the chairman will be: T - . , )
. . . . :
Lo B 1. The chairman will le respons1ble for the exact- location and, .
C . S storage of thé CADETS book in each school. .l . }
- 4 S a. During‘the school year,'speclal education ‘teachers or .
‘ ) . classroom teachers will have the books signed out to
© . - ) : . them in-order for CADETS to\sérve most usefully. -
’ - l_ﬁ S ,“‘ ) bf A central location for summe) storage will be decided )
) upon by all pr1nc1pals and°the cha;rman e
L - s . i . . ' .
. ' 2. The chalrman will’ be responsible for informing and ob- h )
oo : ‘ ta1n1ng perm1951on of the parents to track the child ...

’ v ) and furtherabear the responsibility, of seeing that ~the parent
AN ‘ \)’ "~ is informed on a regular basis® of the chlld's progress

3
1Y

3, ,
d . - '

' ' o b ) . (Chlldren once Dn a proflle wWill Ye eOaluéted once’ & y
: L ~ . ;at the close of schoéol in Juné.  Childreq put on profrle

- e " ALk, .
. . ’

. . - ¢ -
» - - ' . t

b - ! » . PR 1{\‘) . . B “ . ' N
~ o - .
" - ’ N ‘ C . )
ERIC LT e .

- -
P : . . ;- \ . .. .
. - . ] - a . -~
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& - ' BRI
- . . - hd * . - 4
' P S /r' s

C - N ' A . - . ] . -

. . S A - ¢
‘durlngvthe school” year will be qe—evaluated agaih in June
and-then once yearly. thereafter ) . -

pemma— ; . ‘./ -
.~ II. Child Etudy-Team in Each School . . e X
) . ’ ' ‘
A. This local ‘child’ Study Team w1lj,be composed of the follow1ng
v .- Mel Warren, Director % 4 - N
‘Principal of School¥ Chairman ~° . )"
'Kindergarteh or Spec1a1 Ed Teacher (All or one of
'~ +« 7 . Classroom Teacher these depending
* Betty Waxren ‘ o - ‘on need.) LT
- Jackie, McNeid . , — ) :
. V1rg1n1a Clover N T ;
. l -
B. Members of/tﬂe Core ¢hild stddy TEam have a worklng relatlonshlp
with, the School'thlld Study Team: - ¢
; ‘1. Core Team serves as a resource teaﬁ to School\meam and may
be called on by School Team t¢ he1p in plannlng chlld S

. program. . " <

P . B » °

- . 2. Core Team may provide consuktaﬁt helb or further;diagnosis.

) " 3. Core Team may support school's v1ewpolq¢ 1n parent confer-

. o ences. . -
. w ' L l~
, 4. Core Team may prov1de training and cohsultatlon serv1ces for
. . . other teachers in the school. ... ;& oo
. L .’
III. As CADETS ch11dren progress through .the school ., a high school- ."x

teacher W111 be added to the Core Team to func-lon at this: level.

U51ng‘the conseévatlve estimate that 15% of our Cap1tai klndergayten

populatlon will fall in th__gategory of(exceptlonal children who will

need to be on the CADETS tracking {program--some 64 children (based

on our present ‘population) will need, to be followed: each yeéar. 'This
is approxlmately 11 children-per-elementary school. .

To provide the'outllned serwices to the School Chilgd Study Teans ,

. it is suggested that one day every two weeks_from November through

. Aprilsr be set aside £br Child and Core Study Team Meetings.' .There-

fore,” the memberd of the Core Team would need a substltute ‘for.,
v 12 "days dur;ng the 'school year to fulfill their function: This is' .

exc1u51ve of the kindergarten SEACAP testing. .o . .
e ’ ; .
) . . .
. R . , . o ¢
. LN R Q@ - '
'3 —_ ) v
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. ing wor sprs oﬂ CADETS. .
g

CADETS Wbrkéhop Dissemination

4 . . .

Durlng the 1974-75 school year,,thé SEAC coordlnator coenducted the follow-

-
- . <

I. Presentati'on of 20 Capital:children oh- CADETS to kindergarten and .
' 4 \spec1al education teachers,. Explanation of the proflle and its.use.
' II. Klndergarten and special educataon w0rkshop to Group Profllefchll-
dren by the teachers. N

. ' ‘ -~ N
III. Workshop toiacqgaint administraEBrs with the profile. .
WOrkshop to acqualnt orthopedlc teachers and‘W1111am Henry Mrddle
teachers with the proflle.‘ ' { -
V. Workshop w1th Peggy Kay from Leach to a1d orthopedlc teachers in pro—

s filing two chlldren. - . .
Vi.._WOrkshop to acquaint South Dover teachers wi'th the profile;

\e . .

VII. WorKshop for Dr. Dillon to University of Delaware  students on CADETS.

VIII. Council for Exceptlonal Children Workshop at.the Unlver51ty of.
Del'aware on CADETS, ‘March 7, 1975.

- ' L)

~

" © IX. Workshop at Leach School for members of ﬁhe Sttate Planner's Cffice

.. + and orthopedlc parents. - ,> .

X. - Kindergarten pareat orientations at three schools-~-Towne Pointk‘\\\\

\ South, and East--t® present developmental phllosophy to parents at
the request of thée principals.

Three chlldren currently on profile will leave the elementary school this .
year to enter the mifidle schools. The coordlnator has_met. with teachers who

will receive, these CAQETS children  to e ain and present the profiles., °

Mrs. Jackie McNell at Central Middle School will continue tracking these

[y .
> s .
. - 4

children’as they proceed to the next livels of development. _ -] f
p) ! AL
2 - : - -
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- SEACAP 1975 MSSST Testing Report . . . )

. .
Three Year Summary by School Showing Percentages of Students

Post Test Each Year: v

]
+

/Passing the,
4

. ’ SR . ) : . :
_ schodl - - 1973 1974 1975
. Bast Dover \ o, 48% N T
. f,{)air\'/ie? ) 57%\ /46‘%3 ' 883
Hartly ‘ ' . L 27°% . 4T8% . T6%
" sobth ) , * 47% §0% |, - ‘47%
o Towne Point B . 55% 533 ' eas |
C Wests R I e 554 a0 68% -
\*¥ g Imoltcatlons for hlstrlct From,MSSST Teétlng 0 )

e
. = s
’

T The flrst two years’ of the program, all kindergarten had aides employed to
" assist 1n}phe motor program -and all children who did not pass the.pre-test-
- were given h@®lp during *the year. BAall of these children galned approx1mately
6 .,0or.7 p01nts on the post test. Since this figure remained constant- for &wo
years, we were unable to cetermine if'a motor’ program or normal déveygpmental

growth was contrlbutlng te the increase,in scores.
/ . , ' .
A 4 . This year, however, w1thou€\the help of an aide, there’ was'cons1dexable
" variation 1n,average point gain per child--from 3 to 8 points dlfference. ‘
. The percentage of students passing the ‘MSSST this year and tgested both i
'y i May and October varied in the schools/from 38% to 88% whieh must surely be a
significant variance. . / . L ol '

D
o £ J P . . . 3
.

\C~Iﬁcreased melllty and’ decreased enrollment were noted durlng the testlng..l
-, : We lost 20 children during the year who moved from the district and we.
acquired }2 new children whom the teachers felt meeded testlng before
) énterind first grade. This enrollment’ factorx had not occurred the two pre-'
. . vious years and Rr Qbabfy is a reflectlon_of theseconomic changes that are”
currént 1n our cOuntry ' .

)
L] - o + Yo~
’ . .
« PO

Interpretations;,j . . . w

We feel the MSSST testing tﬁ*s year does reveal that emphasls on motor
development, perception and 1anguage by the, teacher who uses a develop-
mental, . approach results in gréater gains for the children, and that .
these gains aré not due to normal developmental growth alone. We must

conclude that the testing indeed reveals teacher accountablllty
4

1,

We also Jfeel that in the schools,whlch this year showed the 1owest per-
' centage gain’, the aides had been a great asset to the teachéers in the’

prev1ous years. . -2 -
&

. - .
" L] - .
[ l: l C ) ' * ) ' :
. - . . .
s . . . : e :
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.Recommendations:

Ré;employment of caiefullx screened SEACAP aides at a kindergarten level.

w .

-

.Continued emphasis on de51gn1ng and ifplementing a true developmental

edrriculum at the® kihdergarten and first grade levels. Loe

-

éontihued @SSST éésting ahd presdfgption.writing for kindergarteners. .,

* ) \ -

° . A Y
Break-Down of Children Tested:_

Total Chilé&cgijested in October, 1974 .
Total Children Tested in May, 1975 . . .
Tétal Children Moved; Not Re-tested , .
" Withdrawn by Mother *,. .
Total New Moved 1nto District & Tested in May only

‘Total Tested Both in May and October . . . .




=o-

- c .

v [
Results of .1975 Testing Per School

k] . ’ =
School " October 1974 - May 1975 Point Gain
- -_ ‘a ~ —————
' . ‘! . . ] .
E4ast Dover Lo 12.75" S, Tle.89 ', < 4.14
- (17.11) (4.36) -
A 3 A o
. Fairview : , "13. 19.33 6.13 °
I ‘ ., (21.56) (8. 36>
.z L " .
Hartly ' 11.87 Y 19,90 *' 8.03
) ) ‘ K ‘ : "'\ . - -
, South . ] b 13.26 © 17.02 . 3.76
. : - (17.07) . (3.81)
M ¢ ) - L .
Towne Point . 14. 38 ,20.52 6.14
AN , 0 - .
© Mest - 12.57 . 18.40 . 5.83
: (18.44) (5.87) ,

. ’ LY
'y

These fiqures -represent the average sccre or-poiné gain' for “each school.
Figures in-( )’ are the scores of only children tested both times.

. * ‘\/I \.

' iny

o’ ra]

' °

percentage passing the post-test.
children tested both in .Octobetr and May.)
E-] . , FN

. The following shows the percentage of students passing the pre-test and .the
(The last’ columi includes only those

‘ .
.

' (4 )
School . ®Pre-Test /- Post Test ° Both
. ~ - B !
East Dover ‘ 11% RN 6% T (38%)
“ . ¢ \ . - v * al
4 Fairyiew , gy ¢ 738 . (88%) «°
. B . 3 $ L . -
Hirtly' 4% R N T -~ (76%)
south -- = - . 4 " 50% - (47%)
[ v’ ¢ I 4 N i‘ . * N
Towne Point ' 23% o ] 68% (68%)
~ - ; " * . x" . . \‘ N ,
West g B 14% . " 65% o *_(68%)

!

Out of 103 children @estéd,both
passed the.post-test.

-,
-

.
AN v >

timcs,.ll% passed the pre-tedt and 64%

~

2

.
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MSSST TEST SUMMARY BY SCHOOL

A . - . . -
— = ‘ ! . - 7. "
) Shh s, #.Tested # ) #7 ' " # Tested I 5 # # Tested , . # # ’
. S¢ 901‘, Out Passed’ Not May . Passed Not Oct &' May Passed Not
— — : — - —
" East,.’ £ 18 .2 16 . 14 P o - 9 - 13+, 5 8
(5 moved n : . ;o : .
‘1 extra ‘
5/75) - . - e ! 7 - i
. N -\ -y N . , ‘
“Hartly " o271 ! 1 N\ 36 .25 . 19 6 V25 ot 19 6 +
(2 moved) * - ¥ e - P ) . % |
eV . . | : . e o - ¢ |
. * N VA - [] [N M : » i 4
-, A ‘ -~ . ' ) . = v > 1 l
south , - . 23 1 .22 22 - 11 11~ 19 9. . 10 - =W
(4 moved / | e . “ ’ : b
3 extra Sy . N ) - e ., ) ;
. —5/75) ' L4 b N . ‘j
‘ ) ' [ ' ) i [ N ’ 1
- - 7 : |
Fairview . 12 1 S B 15 11 A N 8 7 1
. (3 moved . S a ) . o - |
1 withdrawn o L - - s B
7 extra) Lo ~ 3 F . R : . J
il . X ) 1
West: - 21 .3 . 8% - 20 . 13 -, .19 ¢ 13 ) ‘
. (2 moved - ~ ] |
1 extra) . e . |
< , . . . |
= \ |
SN .
Towne Point 22 5 17 ' 19 13 . 6 13 . -.13 6
(3 moved) P > ) . .




