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In 1975 the Chelmsford Public Schools initiated a Titlé I Ptog a‘
h

desigqed‘ta assist ciildren who quéiifiajf under the guidelines set farth\

1 d to a

s
2 by Title %; E.5.E.A. Iﬁ its beginning, .this venture was lim 1E

. ‘m

oné. site summer program which lasted appfaxlmately five -week
t Pr

5.
je -t IﬂdEpEHdEﬁEE has expanded. to apfull school y

]
¥

The pIDjEEE "includes a variety of Eompanents which faﬂllltate the

*individualization of 1n5tru¢t1 n with the ultimate goal being the

improvement cf the academic status af the children involved,- as, well as

the reinforc ment of the 'self- cgﬁcept of those same students. .
. ‘4. , . \
. / ' The program ”aé in compliance with allrrules and regulations set
forth by the Congress in Title I, E.S.E.A,
; : . .
. . I * L -
) ﬁ‘
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the E.S5.E.A.
Chelmsford Public

‘Title 1

was the third year of

for $87,457.00.
P )
growth in reading.

gfawt% in math-

order to identify reading and/or

T e
. ] { !
I, INTRODUCTION - o
- The fellowing is &n evaluation Egpart}cf
L Program, PrDJEEt Independence, canducted by the
' Schools during the academlc year 1977 78 This
the Title I program in Chelmsfmrd and was* budg ted
The goals of the- program were: ’
] 1. To produce a medsurable effect on pupllb
u
, » , gf To pr oduce .a. meaeurablg effect on pup;ls
ematids. R 7
3, To de%lgp and 1mplement an 1nd1v;duallzed instruction pfcggﬁm.
N 4 . To diagndse each student in
. H

priate learning prescriptions,

5. To provide reinforcement and feedbaLk ED each student so that
they are made aware of their
<
failures.
1
~ 6. To prpovide learning experiences for individual students that
¢ . will kpable the student to work at his/her own pace and his/her
t own level.
= I
) 7. To prﬁslde 1nterg%§ij§ material to the students in motivating
* ' - '
. formats. -
. ’
-
,
. I C A
- X Lo
\‘1 ‘ : . Sl
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II.  PROGRAM OVERVIEW
' ' < , N . . e, A .
‘In the past, Project Independence was .a program which served

. ) .

- grades - K-4 in the Westlands and North Séﬁ%gis id’ Chelmsford, ‘Massachusetts,

+

N

THis' year an addltianal Eampanent, aavering the fifth and sixth grade,

were included as a part of Project Indepandence. The fifth and sixth

‘grade components referred to, as part "B" (the K-4 component was referred

to as part "A") was conducted with the specific .purpose of improving

-

reading skills,

Project Independence began the schoql year in September of 1977

with some 130 students. During the acddemil

year, 217 children partici-
pated in the program. )
Table‘lggcntains the summary of the number of pupils and their

grade level.

GRADE K 1 2 3 4 - 5 6 Totalk '
NO, OF STUDENTS 38 51, 41 27 19 31 10 217

*North and Westlands Schools. ’ .

W)

The project "classrooms" were organized as resource rooms with
students entering from a,''regular" classroom with a set schedulg and =
time for the week.. A full-time student would attend five times per

week for fc

For h thld in the Prajg t Independence program, the staff
would plan’ anﬂ implement a personal)learning prescription based upon
# =
the specific need ach child. he student would receivé assistance
- : - H
on a one-one, as well as small {group basis,
&
Q -
=
=
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EVALUATION DESIGN ; . .

The fellowing procedures were, undertaken in the evaluation of the
£ _ / g

project:

1.

Toadr
-

The

as a team,

1

2‘! M

~

4
h ]

Periodic-on-site visitations by, the evaluators.
_ ) 5 \ )
Analysis of cognitive results of pre and post assessment

in the areas off reading and mathematics.
Interviews of staff and students from the pfoject
determine growth in the affective domain, specifically’
in the self-concepts of the Stuaents;

.

program staff of twelve worked éffigiently‘and effectively A

)

-

The roles and ﬁuéber of staff in edch role are listed.

_ TITLE T STAFF g;ff

Director

[

i

Home/Sc
&la

’ : Instructional Aides

o

hool ngrd;hatar

sroom Teachbkrs

]

[ £

Clerical Aide

" “._J‘

L

A
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In obsefving the classrooms involved with Project Independence,
it was evidegt that a real diversity of learning programs for each

individual child was’beiﬁg implemented, A great deal of one-to-one

. S 4 . T L el TE . i
and small grolp instruction was observed with "teacher-made" materials,
as well as professionally developed materials utilized against academic

objectives. oy

A management system was used that would provide teachers and
4 .

studénts evidence of "growth and served as a basis for ipstructional

planning with one exception éxplained’later.

The classrooms were bright and inviting with many examples of

children's work displayed. Much effort by the staff has gone to make

.

the Fcrth School Teaching/learning area a motivating environment fér the

students, At the Westlands Scheool the staff maintains a very adequate
area on the stage, This is a very large, roomy space.

The only concern that sh@uld,bés eported is the space provided

for the North grade five students,

Although the 'Title I staff had done their very best to provide a

his area proved less than adequate.

positive aEﬂDSphEIES the physical location aanggnstraints of the corridor

space are difficult to overcome, The normal amount of traffic in the

\ corridor proved to be distracting for the students.

o

e



v, | ARTICULATION WITH TITLE 1 STAFF AND PARTICIPATING SCHD,iS

\ ’ - The teachers and difectar of thé Title I pfagram have done gn
excellent job of malntalning cammunlcatlaﬁ links betweeu the regular
classroom teaﬂhsr‘gnd the Title I staff In fact, one of. the major ¢ .

strengths of Project Independence has been the stréﬂg 1ntefrelat1unsh1p5 ) L
[ il e . 3 ath st ot 'f—-’rrs-;:f——a-- rxa—r?-»-‘!-—rrl’;f . = T Fowd o 7o omeme D - sesw s=

built in each of the Schocls between the regular classrncnnfeacher and

. . the Title 1 teacher, ‘ , ‘ ’ . Lo

Within the Tltle I staff itself, a team approval is utili ed .
effect;velyi Weekly staff mEEtlngS along with daily plaﬁnlﬁg sesbion:
of the team helps insure that decisions affectlng students are quality

-~ decisions. . 'i :

V. KINDERGARTEN /j ' -~

In the Kindergarten program, the students were given a pre-
assessment in areas including: social development, eye-hand coordination,
perception of directi@n, work habits, language development, and reading

ndividual prescriptions were fhen written for each child _

\l--l

—7*eadiness,
and an instructional.program set to help the child attain the stated

goals, Results of the instructional program were measured by observing -

and recording performance tasks. The children were asked to do certain
' %7 ' : z N 3 i

tasks and the teachers recorded the fesult' In'reviewing the evaluative

process, it was concluded that the students dld attain the objectives

i
identified in the individual plE&Cr;ptlQﬂ%;

ERIC - o |

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



VI.. . ‘HQﬁE/SCHQQ;} . . ‘f%‘a% - ) ? .

he Pa fenfﬁAdv1sary Commlttee was an actlve group, meetlng -

=3

formally no less than eleven times du ing the school year. In addition,

the P.A.C. sponsored in each building a "Parents Day" dufingithe‘ménth
T of May. Parents have also displayed a great deal of enthusiasm through
their informal comments¢and their participation in activities offered

by the project.

. ANALYSI% OF COGNITIVE RFSULﬁ s

"""" ,_ v .
Academic gain in mathematics were determined through the use of

<3
[
B~

the Stanford Test. Gain -in reading skills are shown by the number of ob-
‘je;tivegva;tainad as measured by the Wisconsin Design for Reading Skills

'+ Tests in the Word Attack Component. The Wisconsin Program_contains a
listing of specific skills which set objectives for the children in Ehe
Skills Development ‘Program. The Word Attack Component has some 45 skills
which should be accompli#ed by the end of what is the traditional grade
three, The skills are furthef divided into expectations by ‘grade levels,
by the average student as follows: Seven basic skills at Rindergarten,
13 at %fade one, 18 at grade two, aﬁﬁ the remaining 7 skills by the
énd Dfrgrade three.. Identification of student achievement was accomplished

by means of a ecriterion-referenced, pre-assessment. Mastery of a given

-
*

skill or group of skills was measured by the criterion-referenced post-
t

Evaluation and assessment in Project Endependence was used to
identify needs through EQLEPFE assessment plaﬁi A suitable instructional
program was then determined. Through the post-assessment,, the degree of
mastery was determined, insuring a systematic, effective process of

!
teaching and learning.,

s

ERIC | 1
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VIII.

rf"

READING OBJECTIVES MASTERED- BY STUDENTS

Table . 2 indlcates ‘the percentage of students wha mastergd

at least the number of ahjectives listed in the calqmn ‘on _

the left.

% L

Numher of new skills

___mastered 1977-78

MO0 N D B W R

TAE&.E '

=

7

v

Percentage of students

100.0%

o,

97.3%

Hay
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ACHIEVEMENT 1IN }LATHEH:\TICE

; .
[ -

a

o

L] 3

’Tgélc 3 shows the grdde cquivalents gain in mathewatics by

students in grades 1-4,

' :

L
L= . ;! .
, national norm% and in sowe

. ) TABLE 3

Grade S - Pro=Test
"\ - = = = b = —= == o —

-3

K

=, - s =
-,

.
e

D!
Ei
2,

]

[Pt

:30

<

\\ /7 - ' : .
Tabhet 4 7 e

gain in mathena

[

e - e T
cxcabdod 907 of involwy

of

Grade B

. o 97.7

20.3

fant D
")
'}

100,0

e

13 © 93,3

yl

O
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The majoritv of studeénts gained at least the expectations of

\

o irstcances outdistanced the nationil norms,

5 i s
ed.. At every level the

the percentane of students vho eupericenced P

I 5000

nuthar that gained
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2.

3.

4.

6.

7.

8.

l{@ The Title I team;. Which.lncluded the dlrector, the tLath

m‘ -

Staff, and home/school coordlnator, worked‘gogether very well

“and were effeetivelin agccomplishing the stated ébj&ttiVEéi
Ve . 4 B .

: ¥

There was substantial growth by the students in reading and

mathematics.
~ . 2
I

The Home/School Program was well received by parents, It

linked the parents with the school helping to maintdin an"

- N . » 13 .
" environment thagﬁlnfluenced the whole child.

Th \staff maintained a positive 1earn1ng atmosPhere for the

students of Project Independence. Children were allowed the

flex1b111ty to learn, and were encouraged in thelr development.,

Open lines of .communications between the regular staff and

) the 11tle I staff were maintained rcgularly to benefit the’

e

A\ student,

s

The Title I staff was knowledgeable in- the area of indivi-

duallzed instruction.and was effective in its implementati

The Project Independencelétaff had a great deal of empathy

for both students and parents and wds able to build effective

relatienships with both groups. -

The director has continued to prov?de leadership in the prog

of Project Independence,

e

-— 10_
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gram'tc'prévi%;FTﬁr'instru@ﬁi@ngl needs ir‘rg-gﬁ

Part B extends.this program to grades five and 'six in gLé North and

»
s

|
”
)

" the program would hope to

based upon capeful diagnosis, innovative nethods, and low pupil-teacher
r

were supervised by the Title I Dircctor. Thes staff served students in
' A

grades five and six in the North and Westlands Scjool diztﬁictsl

an in February, 1978 and operated through the . end

£
the program on a daily schedule of forty-five minute periods,

+
we held in June,

\.1 ‘ *,
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OBJECTIVES 6F THE PROGRAM. # -
— — o '
1., To continue the program started in K-4 on through grades 5 and 6
in orde? to provide a glfmégkllls basi®e for the future )
: : '
2, To produce a measurable effect on pupils' growth in reading.
3. To diagnose, design, and implement an ;ﬁleldﬂgllg&dflpstfucctjn;
al program. '
4, To create an awareness for the need of Lhe reading skills far
{
., the students' future use. -
| ¥ ‘
5. To build a better self-image which is often low by this age group.
6. To pIDVldE interesting materials with which to interest the
students to better performance. ¥
To provide appropriate learning prescriptions to help correct

instructional period
The resource team consfsted of one té ahd two instructional
[

ore utilized to

Auxiliary personnel from the school
e

pf@vidé specialized services.

Thg 1& rning program was based upon:

a.
b. ‘0 allow differences in rate
A
ability and learning styles of 1
o Iy , : ,
A home-school™program was developed to encourage parent involve-

ment and preovide information releases and encourage parental
dctivities,

“/.,gs : 1
3
=, .
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EVALUATION “ 1
ZVALUAL LN e
o In ﬁhe‘Eé4 pr@g;am, gtudénts concentrate on the mastery of word
attack gkilis:in ztad;ng ‘éasiﬁ upgn need of students in grades
5-6, the gmpfésls was bn the devélopment of raading camprehgngldn
gkills. = a,h
§ 1
- Using the Wisconsin Basic Skills Reading Progranf, a student may
d - .proceed ffr@ugh three level®:of the Qampgahansian program. . The
- ' progress of student mﬁy,be measured by comparing the numher
skill levels mastered at the end of the program. All ski ll léVclS'
s, are measured through criterion-referenced statements and mastery
i’s considered if 80% of a particular skill level is answered
corredtly. ' & .
. " In grade five, 32 students participated ip the Title £ program.
' T Table 5 shows thdt these students®,on an aggregate, displaye
! mastery of 99 level sub~tests. The fifth grade students increased
N this aggrepate total by 90% within fi ve‘maﬂﬁhs; éé;h student, on
the average, was able to master an addiéional 3%%E;§lEVél sets of
LampfehinaLén objectives.
& [
In grade. six, 8 Etudtu s had mastered, in an aggregate, 25 level
i sub-tests in February and had increased this aggregate te 49 in
June This was an increase in mastery of comprehension skills of
96% -
;
F -13-
o i
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TABLE 5
. Mastery of Reading Comprehension:
- ) . Tests by Grade 5 and 6 Students o

-

in grades five and six. In grade five, 81% of the students .
i

]
g
[
e
pan]
L

ed by 100%Z* the number of tests mastered intféadiné comprehens.

i

887 of the students increased their mastery level by 100%.
iined mastery in ;Eiléast’thfaé%ﬁdditiéﬁal‘Subélgvéls

R
%

omprehension program.

|
. ) @ ¥ .

Nember of Additional : :
__Tests Mastered .  Grade 5 _Gradé 6

o <

7
6 0

[t [ (W31
[
o O bk B

.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

¢
i
R / i ’ 5 »

IW addition to measuring Ftuden; growth in readimg through the
Wisconsin Design Skill Tests, consideration .should be given to

using an appropriate standardized reading achi

chi
conjunction with the Stanford Mathematics TE;E

The project staff should continue to emphasize basic skill

+
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p
.
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The CCDITHT]D"‘)WQSlth of Massa thISettS ..
Department) of Education Ll

e - = ey - e — =

f. James A;EXUE, Boston, Masszthusetts 02116 o T ‘

. . ANNUAL REPORT - ESEA TITLE I « ! ﬂ
Ra¥ . SCHOOL YIAR 1978, § -

Projects which opar: ii
o YesSeptenber 1, 1977 -~ June 3

: PART I1: TITLL I PROJECT REPORT

This questiounai
that your sc
independentls
be returned

nroject. ‘
ciltaor
néuld

: i nuinbers in the 1 rzins
Please disregard them as you £1ill out the repor

-

' S Pr@gggt Numbers Durin

o

Py

 78-056-165

S S I M S
L) }
i ) p— T -

e 4 . . s
Plg%Ee return-the completed questionnaire to: : .

e, R4
] Depart:
* 31 St. James Avenua,
Boston, HA 02116

Yvaluation Special

s

o -17-°
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PART II: TITLE I>PRDJECT REEQRT

school 'Diztrict: _Chelmsford Public Schools
[ (Fiscal Agent)

{

Title I Project Number

1. Was this a cooperative project with other

school distriects?

_l
il

(1}f:ri$ﬂ  Yes -

(2) X __Ho

S a cooperat
ystems that
“hat acted

] I‘U‘
A
[ el

Byt e

e ke D

Lo

() ) o I
(3) ____ s , . —
(4) o ) i o
(5) L - - - i

. Vg
T

Q ] ; slgi*
ERIC
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3. Total unduplicated count of public and non-public

children.
¥

i = . E

R e — — —

o

e GRapE I nuMnER
Pre+~Kindergarten )

38 ,
- _ ] I .
7 o 7 51
> _ o S 2 . _
- - 41
g - g ) M
_ ) 27
4 a 19
, _ . _ R _

iy

6 ) Y ) T )
; 10

7 A T T )

8 A I i

LSIQ].L-;Dutg - - - -~ ) o
_ — -
B 217
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Total Prgjégt Participants =

=

Give a count of the number of childr

=

.

’ -

this Title I project.

be entered at their gr

Duplicated Count

en who participate
Children in non-graded class
ade equivalents,

",

L;ngﬁob T (a) Ty ¢y ] (D)
_ = GRADE ~ PUBLIC HON-PUBLIC TOTAL

01 ?Fégﬁéﬂiéﬁgiftéﬂirrf Ay
02 Kindergarten v . e . :
03 - - B - - i

04 o o )

A _ _ _ - — - - — -

%5

06 T T R }
o7 .

03 T N I ii . T
ngi - - B ) ) - T T

10 i N o T T
- B e . B ~

11

12 R N T ) ) N
.13 - ) T T i T -

e T ’ 7 )

) , . ) o _ '”sgff, _ _ 3

15 special Ed. -

B B Classes - e ) o o
16 Drop=-0Outs

17 Others - o ] - )
_ (}E;pfzr:;; f‘g_) _ B -
18 Total

i
-20-
o —
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Projrzct activities s for cach activity.
Y

For the in

7numper of

estimated pe

i
]
joy
]

isted below, indicat
h activity and-th
xpenditure for

al activities 1
involved in cac
£ your total. c

€2

1

]
i

-+
Al
fiu

[n
11
ot

(1

e
M

Mo
0
]

reernt

g
e

cactivity. -

~Pr§5ecti B Total Of | Percent of 7]§;éragé -
Activity Children Total Title I Estimated
: ) Involved Participants Percent 0Of
(Duplicated Total
- o o . Count) - Expenditures*
Reading
- B - 217 100% 50%
Cultural Znrichnent i ) T T g T T
; 217 1007 57
Focod or Clothing ) T T o T ' - T
Saxv
o3 e _— i o —
"lLe
1P 17 1009 107
Ha B - T S B T ) Af;:
176 817 20%
|
] T ) B B B B - B
7731‘7 - 1007 s o
]
Dental T ) N o )
S
oth o T T T T
Ar 217 100% 107
Soc
Erolish as a - - I T T - - -
Scc cl
Sp u e T - — - - —= ———
he rcadenic - - ﬁi'i i T ) -
i
_ . I _ o _
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6. Non-Public School PaPticipatio

6a.

6b.

ERIC
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L

Were tﬁé&e ron-public school chilédren in your projec t I
area who were eligible to participate in this pProject™® %

"(CHECK ONE) : . ~ - %

L] ) i

——
e
L
e
I
i

25, and all those eligible did Participate
EXd i- 3 ) . &
25, and some of then participateq

I
!
le
]
iy}

——
[}
Hset
M

Yes, but none of themn participated Y .

(4) -~ ‘N@,Qna non-public school children were eli igible

In what ways were Eénééubli, ~hool
involved in the 7Tit r acti
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

LY

(1) In planning project design

—

(2)  1In Planning curriculum and materials ;

(3) __ In project instruction and services

—
%
—t
4
.
Ly
rr
bt
-y
i+,
rt
[}

. by
(6)__ Other (Specify) Selection of PaPLLELpuntﬁ ‘ F

“icipation of non-public school children
)

nning of the project and at the same

(L) At the begi -
f e public sch%?léchildrén K

ag
time as L

.J‘

—
it
—

Noar the bwﬂlnnlnq of the praject but la tnf than
the bublic school children

(3) ___About halfway through the project

(4) When more than half the project term was over o

When did th

g ro: for non-public school
children take place

i ies
(CHECX ALL THAT APPLY)
(1) During the regular or sumnmer school ﬂags

(2) __ Before the reqular or sunner =school davy

{(5) cher,-(Spccify);



~\ .

4 ’ s

Ge. Where did tne proj
/ “children pr;nggihlly take place? (GHECK ONE)
(1) X Public school gr@%nﬂs only

w - : ~ : &
(2) _ Non-public. school grounds only

v {3)___Both public and nanspublic g%hdoijgr@unds

ct activitiaos for nen-public schonl

(4) , D “her than public or non publ;g school grmunas(

- - : *(Jp ley) .y _ o BN

7. Staff training: . ) : -

7a. Was a.staff training program operdted in conjunctior

. . this project? (CHECH Oup) -

(1) X Yes, ?fﬁla I fundegd & "
T e ] .
(2) Yes, fundaed by the school systen

(3) . Yes, funded jeintly by Title I and the syst

s .
(4) Mo, but staff training was provided during.
previous project vear C

el

(5) o, there was no staff tralning program-
{(6) _Other, (Epeccify):
7b. For whom was the staff training operated? (CHECK

(1) Teachers and professional stafif only

(B)f;ﬁ Teachers and teache r§3§dég séparatély 

b

Z - (4) X Teachers and %teacher ?ldéf jointly

T 7¢c. Estimate the nunmber of hours of staf
average, participant recceived. (CHEC

(1) 1-5 hours : (4) 16-20

£y

\)‘ - N N . ) o

ERIC -
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';;fé;” When was the staff ﬁrainlng ccnducted? g(éHECE QNE)H
| (1) K;,P;iar to and dur*ng the prajécﬁm
yi(EDE_;;Pf;Qf to the priject activ;ﬁles iny
i}éf_;g_ﬂuring the arcject only J
_ (4);-” Othe:, (Spaclfy)

JZe.ffWha)cénducteﬁ the ﬁtaff tra;!=w ._(cHEéK ALL THAT APP%Y),N
jf o | (1) 3 ,Praject dlrectcr E};Aﬁ ' : ;Q  ; ) H , : . - e
& .. A R . - , )

A ih(z)_ig;iaeai‘teacherﬁ aﬁd gtafr specialists _ :

sgsg A s .= S o/

s ,(3). ,SPQ % l;sts fr&m callgges and unlve sities .

(41; SpeeiaILSEE fronm ;ndugtry and/a: the art;
(5)  773?23131& té in madl:al and Ps?@ialag;cal serv1cés
) (g)iigthgrgl (Spegl;}s) (Staffs from other education agencies) o
%5f; “What were the majar topics of the staff tréiﬁinq ﬁr@ﬁréMQ
Fél teacnerﬁ ‘and ﬁfoEbngn 1l stgff? (CHECX ALL THAT &;PLY)
(l)ﬁgﬁﬁpfigntéﬁi;;fta.thé Titlifi'pzsjecﬁ .
(2)§§ﬁ_ﬁf@j§;t plé%sing and dasign,
- (3)=§§35ubje§; mattef‘agéag :
,(d)siégDévejégmgnt-éf gﬁr:icuLuﬁ and teaching materials
_Eigﬁsé.ﬁf égﬁipﬁent andkéaﬁérials y
Use éfls¥mﬁartiVﬂ gerviéé% (counséliégi medical, etc.)
(5);_§32u1 ture and psychology of the edu:atieﬁally
d;sadvanbageﬁ soF ot
(8)_X_Diagnosis of lea\iﬁing disabilities
{9)_§§_ueasufément, evaluation, and régérting
L’(iD)EE_EUSQ and duties cf,tca:ﬂer ;iéeé ,
\y(;l)ggﬂgétﬁer; (_9;,7£f) -
. éf/
] . )
L A



79. What wegg»the majbr topics of the staff trainiﬁéfpfggram
fqQr tedcher aides and Gtgsr'ﬁéﬁﬁgfafessignal;s%aff?‘
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) Co

(1) _X_ Orientation to the iitle I project

(2) _X Project planning and design’’
{ ’ ) ‘
(3);x Subject matter areag

(4) _X Development of ;urficuknm and teaching materials

L

(5)_X_Use of equipnment and materials

s ) . P g C e . ; \
(6)__ Use. . of supportive services. (counseling, medical, etec.)

;i(7)7 ___Culture and psychalégy of the educationally
{ disadvantaged . :
' -

(B)__x Diagnosis of leafniné disabilitiég
(9)_X Measurement, evaluation, and reporting
(1D}7;377Use'an§'auties of teacher aides , 3

(1) othexr, (Specify):

7h. Enter the nunber of staff members who redeived training

(1)_6 7Teéachers and 'other professional 'staff 7

(2) 4?ﬁTéacher aides and other non-professional stéff»

o

(S E ; R

-25-



Eai

Enter the nunmber of
in the following way

=

——

FULL TIME=

Salaried

It

/

FPART=TIMEF For the s
. ' for all or

" ‘ dﬁf for part

,',_ e o x .
Staff Participation -

s:

For the sunmner projects, full
. duration of the Project

Unpaid Voluntecer

E

art of the project;
of {the project

pecpléiﬁhg worked.on €Ehis T

uier projects, part of the se

R * T o.a
" LR e
N L

itle' I project

school day for

hﬁ?llaéY‘_‘
or full school

#

LINE - POSITION ) " FULL-TINEG PART-TLFE TOTAL
No. i A B Total A B ftotal]
01  Pre-Xindergarten - ) N
Teachers S EE o o
02  Xindergarten ) )
) _Teachers { B B - .
03 Elenentary - . i
) Teachers - - 5 7f77 6 B i - 6
04 Secc: ) i N - o i —
05" s . :
) + ) _ 1
N6 Reading - ) - i
3 Specialists ) i ) i L 7 -
07 Speecn ) ) ] ) ,”Pv -
L Therapist - i | N N Y
08 Librarians S o ) I T -
09  Supervisors and™ i - B T
B Adnministrators i 1 1 . . 1
10 Counseclors and ' . " "
B Psychologists = i ) - ) o
11 Attendance and e - .
. Social VYorkers ’ i E )
12 Physicians and S :
N Hurses ) ) - B . ‘ ) i )
13  Teacher iides . 1 )
i 3 ' 3 3
14  Library Aidos G ) N
- e \\ _ — - . —_ _ _ e
15 Other (Speciiy) : ) ] o '
_ CXEXKAXXXN (Home/School) 1 |1 1/2
16  Total . : ) ) ) ) o
. 10 1/2

O

eilc
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B4 Tltle 1 Adv1sary Cauncll. ] C
Yokt Rﬁn;ndar* PlEESE caﬁpleté this section only Qith‘féqaré to
the specific project for which .this report ;5 being prepared. *.
Ba. Did this praje¢t have a Title I Parpnt Aﬂv1sary Council
during cchool yea; 1918’ / ‘ -
7 (L)_X Yes T . .
(2)__. No
. - 8b. Are all of EHE ‘parents who ars voting members in the _
~ council, parents of cﬁl1dfeﬂ g;*enﬂlng a Title I school
in the 1977-1978 scheool yﬁ;ar? : sj .
, , . v’
(1) _X Yes » ' ) <
” (2)___ o .
(3)____ No parents involved as voting members
<% . 8Be. ,w:;e all of the p re voting menmbers elected
to trheir position neil by parents of children
. attending a Title ’ ’
- T (1) _ Yes
. ¥y N
}I{E‘ (2) B ae i ) .
. B ‘E‘.?}) .
(3) ____No " parents invelved as - voting members
N ! . * 0 ; ‘ o= . - = -
8d. Are parent advisory councils being organized for each i
Title I school? ’ '
(1) _X Yes
(2) Mo ’

8c.* What was the number of parents on the Parent Advisory Couneil?

‘. Bl . N
D B . : S |
s (1) ,71 17 _ . .

ERIC |
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Egiﬁ Indicate étﬁéf=qrauﬁs who rgrved ewlﬁfﬂgj io ag Eénavating
. members on the Title I Advisory Cauqc;l (Che all that '
apply - numbers not :eau;:ed ) i . . -
= i ! . 3
- e (1) _x Parents of public school :hlliren served by ﬁhe 2
R VU Title I project T : - K
S 7 N o
(2) ;Ea nts of the non- pu;llz schagl ghildfe served by
. the Title I project ';.' f ) :
(3)1;; Parents afspub‘lc scﬁaél ehlld*en nét served bv<the
Title I praject -A i ,g'
: (4) ____Parents @f_nénﬁpﬁ5li¢ school ch;ldren§%ah a?véﬂ byw
. the Title I rroject
- k-
(5) Public, 5rhaal adﬁlnlgh:atésa ' :
(6) __ Non-public school adminisfr rators
- (7)_X__Tea chers: (Public) ;
(8)_._ _Teachers (Mon-public) _
- * 3 . ) “! -~ )
(2) __ School conmittec member
(lD)W7W73ﬁti“PG?§ftv progran rewresencatives (licadstart, Fallﬁqk
Through, !Melghkerhood Youth Corps, CrA.)
R . + - £
. (11) _ sexvice Club epre:e}ﬁativcs & o
12y o
R . L
) (13) __ -~ (Specify):
i.,g,._ﬁ 1 . -
T Be. ' Did the council for this project serve as thggadvisary
- council for more than,one project during FY 787 '
(1) ___ Yes !
(2)?4_!51@
ge-1 If yes, how many projects?_ B .
.': i ) - é

.

-28- 'I’ﬁ 7 ;
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£ T 4
£ Qx ) & bi 7' 10 l ‘ . o ’ = )
."8f, . Below are listed nine activities in which advisory councils
Rank the attivities in which your gouncil

T ?fmay partic¢ipate.
; was %nvalvcd in' the order offeffort that the council deuaLed

to each activity. Place a 1li beforc the actiVLty to which
a 2 before the next, etc.,

the council-alloted ﬂﬁet effort;
wh;cﬁ reau;red lexst attéﬁtlgn{ Tank aﬁli

- to the activity
S - those activities din which the c@untl‘~part1clpatédi You do |
- % -« ‘not have to rahk all nline a:t;vxﬁles, :
no- E \ ke : .
, ) ' . . i L L. s .
(1) _6 Recommending di,gctic\n for the overall Title % <
effort,in the éistficti . .
I I =‘ - A , 7 3
Lo (2) 1 Raccﬁﬁendlﬁg dxqégt;cﬁ for this specific Prajegtl
Ve in the total program : N - ¥
-~ (3) 3 FEV‘EWlnF Pfgjecﬁ Plans developed by the school
t .
{4) 5 Initiating spegilfic plans for the project's
activities . : .
(5) Identifving the needs of childreneta be served
. (6) ;;LPgb lizing pe:sdnﬁel and conmn unlty resources
' (Teacher aides, |[volunteers; ervice agencies, etec.)
. (7) __ 9 Disseminating 14f@r ation on Title I activities
’ z i
= - |
(8) = ©Evaluation of é¥1521n§ prejc
(9) _Participating in personnel rnolicy-decisions
' ) 4

(10)____Other,

o
L]
biw]
[
]
p
i
i
e

were held during FY 78 which all members

:.. 8g. How many meetings
of the Title I Advisory Gouncil were asked to attend?

9 Enter nunber A

Advisory Council review the apnlication

Bh. Did the Parent
' before it was submitted to the State Depdrtment of Lducation?
. {
(1) _X Yes B
(2)____No
: . i
o o
; i
! |
' ‘ |
: !
. : : ! . -
) J L .
T - & izsé & . l\\ o
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- . f a ’_ : . . < ‘ -
Sﬁ%te‘naga:tnent Assistance . ;1A,%? "
ééi - In what arcar has-vauv Project ?eee*veé assistance %
e from the Staze Departnent» For each arha below, -
.'Pleasze . ‘indicate the adeqguacy of that a$s§€tange if
asslstance Was. received, - ;; J
(1) Unde%gtaniing the intént of Title if
i’ fl);;ﬁ_ﬁéequate (Eigisélﬁadzqsaée .
(Ii) Interpretation of %itle I!FEQ;Z?; and State .§"{i ,
régulat;ans and guidelines - " K
' )
fﬁf& (l)i_g;adequate (2) 'Inaéééuat{ . ) o
(I11) ﬁeeds isééss?ent !
(l)g@ﬁ;idéquate (2)§;_§Iﬂadecuate
(Iv) Progranm Eianning { .
(1) ___ Adequate o2y _Inadequacas “ .
(vy Sreg:§§ Operations -
ggfff)i__;adequéta 2y Inaﬁéﬁue%a ) R
(VI) Evaluatiop ) | ,
'jljiainﬂequate ‘ (2)*§%gfgadequatg
(Vi) Training of Project ger%aﬂnel ‘ ‘ :
. (l)gﬁ;;Adéquatg (2)§E$_Inadeguata )
(Viriz) Parent/Invalvement )
(;}Eﬁﬁgﬁdequata bﬁz)sﬁéﬁInad:quate
(Ix) Proposal devélapmenﬁ ‘ )
. (1)__*5Ade§uate (2)§§ﬁgzﬂadequaﬁe e
(X) Fiscal Accounting x\;:
Cl)%éé_A§équate (E)Eﬁsginaﬁgguate
{(IX) Other (Please! gpéz;fy) ’
[ :
!(1)_§§§Eéequgée (2)§h_sInadeau ata
N
o )
Ll
-30-
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_whi:h%§au would like the State Department to

Departnent
areas in.
give ‘you
more #ssistance. Rank only these arecas in which you
want nore assistance. <You need not rank all 10 araas.

areas in which the State

Bﬂlgﬁiare listed 190
ase Rank erdexr the

can be of

’ . . f - S ! . i t .
I’ ’ \Lnderstandéhg the intent of Title-T — -

Interpretation of Title I Federal and
State regulations and guidplines

Needs Assessmént d .

Iv Pgﬂgrgm.plaﬂiing ) ]

% » ) Program opberations

VI Evaluation

N

VII ¢ < . Tfaining of project parsonnel
I1z

"~
w
o
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lo. nEhlEVEﬁ“nt Data ﬁéfults T “ e
A. Faf each skill area.evaluatéd for each Dﬁ jeet, pleasec
o C?ﬁﬁlete the form on the following page. Be sure to
use a scparate sﬁcet for each skill area. A worksheet
is in cluded to assist the cempleticn of the achievement
. data. P '
NAME OF LE}L yenter the name of the school systenm.,
) ' EURE
P entcf the eight-digit project number.
SKILL AFREA: 2ntexr thg name of the skill area (e.g., Reading,
' thf Social Studies)-. ’ '
Ignore tRHe box maxzked “FéfiDegtg of E4d., use'@nlgi“
: T Place an "X" either by "Reqular School
smer School." ' : '
LENGTH OF PQDJEC enter the number of weeks from the
project s | ;7ﬁning to its end.
LI S ".é = %= ¥ | ¥ ¥ ¥
ENPOSURE FEIR ETUDENT EACH WCEM: enter
cuni ‘of ti tna 1 nand
oject, Ix gu i h
¥anmple, if o
darkter hou
"minutes." - 4
Z11 SERVED: entér an unduplicated count o
served by thsz rroject,

INSTRUCTOR2/PUPIL RATIO: Wwhen conputing this
who functions in an instructional capacity

i ula

t

o
(=
&1
o
O -~
S
=]
o]
<
o]
o’
w

counted as an instructorx. I calcu
consider aﬂlv tgé time Zduring which
actually partic ting in the project,
1f a project co sts of an.aide tutaﬂln
individually 0 inute

pupil ratio is 1
children each dav.
rounded off t

w
Lad T R
oot
Hoooar
TR S
L T 1 R o
e
(e il
0 i
[l
i}

o
"

ot}
17
o
ul
[y
et
o
]
.
i
b
e
I
I
3
T
i
e W
[
[
[l

ot
"t
]
by
T
=
[
[
e T
rr
™
Q
et
LN
-
wle
i)
4]

TOTAL PROJECT COST: Include all morey spent on project
children which ils above and beyond the ver-pupnil
EKPQHIL;BLE far‘khe regular school proqgran. :

sy : .. .

PUPIL: “Cormpute this by dividing the tot

by the nurmber of childrer served.

\r—-‘
I-J‘
‘:Il‘
[
by

El{lc W _aser
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C.

-

x
»
na

For additional measures, other than standardized- tests which, ‘
report equivalent scores used in evaluation of vour project

(e.g., teacher-made tests, attitude scales ¢+ griterion referenced
tests, Wattendance, etc.): surmarize the teaults bflefiv in ’;7
narrative forn; include anpfanrlqte tables of res sults and ‘attaeh
to this report, : e o .

n addftion, please e se énd tvo copies of the final evaluation report
ong with Part II to, the Title I Offic ce, Room 536, 31 St. .James
Avc nue, Boston, A 02116, and one copy to your Educatloﬁal
specialist in their regi@nal office,

fi
i

k
¥
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2]
b
3
@
o]
o
el
[
lgj

3
- r
) . R v <,
SULTs enter the results ‘of pretests ahd g&%%tests in
¢ spaces indicated. y .

are r%partedi
i
£

b
o
re
I
[
o
o
[
W
t,
(o]
)
i in
U‘
La]
iz
ol
- p
4]
jos
ot
o
Al
rr
g
[m]
(]
e
[
rt
]

[~ ]
N

the test

=
[
(3
]
o

ad. The zame tast, s o ame form should
used ifor koth nretez= an pPoschtest. If more than
e p¥e,and posttest tsed, list them sewaratédly.

X 8 A
iz for -Department of Yduc

Lo e
")

oo ey

(S

o

N

2

ot

[}

t Tret
iderts ragor e
an 75% o0f 3
nsk¥dered rern o
structaed tha on
T : cntar ate
ont T a77..
3 2, 5 hs
i Wl ¢ date
c sad. .
?- = ",
SCoTE, =3 , MDul 2 B -
PRI oy on T aszist tie
o it hel it werkshaest:, but
= n mean standard
sCE; 1 Taw score forz
ecm: stud test and posttes:
schOzrzes; 2 to sitan T Lgore u
the anzruo:= for rav sc¢ore teo standar
scorec ceve ¢ standard scoros; (4)
divide this nunboxr of students to obtalin the
mean stand Using the appropriate stondard
score tco 2 tahle, nd tandard score
to &raa= o tableo, nvert the nmean standar
score te me Score and nean grade eguivalent
sceore.
= EQUIVALEND S:IX;\ To compute this item, subtract the nea
bretest ¢rade egudvalent score from the mean vosttest gra
equivalent szcare.

v

Fia



= s Brax s e e g s

= =

R A

sl Lty Peoartring rA,

fof Educaticn

TI iL!; l

J’\l";

AChélﬁSf@rd!~

'] 7|§!J\, -

3

78-056-165
A

-

U TR el T ny
o " Reading/Math
| Social Growth

ST UNEA T T e T
Ede use only |

i

fn

‘ b - L,
{cheek ﬁﬁi)

l:l g f'&"_‘“x}l' SE“‘E I Year
-fﬁ— ¥ SLF 2 ¢ Schaol
' ) .
H 13
TS T T e—— s
4L f;L,j! f,p r Li: the
YWIER, to tha ncarest hour
tires a) :

. 4 hrs.

ER RV r-RI Y] ;ﬁl\"

=

Ltz i UF fiwvnel if,

Vn “E.ll s 0 nuu( s =
i /f_ s
18 C0 {3555777

(In weeks)

32

=14

,yg,g;-ﬁ-n“gg“as- s e

Gr WULALE OF Ctitoii SEndio

Thisihny, l,,l[:
(expressec

1 da;nu.)l

ATUT;"\L, [ 1
(Qﬁl; cent J)

IL i1 DIVJJ-

$87,457.00

(unfupll:1tcd E@un:) t

I 217 C
,1ﬁ—f;, ' st

{.i,';u L #u?nL ﬁ—,

LU:IV .
{4 dlvhm; by G} ot

$403.02 - g
| =

T, LEVEIL A iy OF

TEST

i".;a.;;‘

RESULTS .

TELT

'uL 1
EAL f'll‘-;L

" W o
e 1 :ur irir )
. |.|: oo -9
i noo ) .2
.2

| 1
" A
po—

reE |

]
: rﬁ§T£

e DL =

e 0 e o

f‘ﬂL |

E;h c JT[
! =

-
T i cmemt. v e

_ | |
| I - |
o I
| N

K




