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'.Bvaluation and Observation of'the Proaramxin'Pquress

| Evaluators visited the program on the average of three times

AT g

. a month for purposes of on-site oﬁiervation and consultations,withfg

{ «=

‘the program director, staff, staff specialists and the PAC. ‘Phis - .

_ section will consider key aspects of the proqram including

facilities, materials, quaLity of teachers and instruction,proqram :

administration, staff development, and communication.

§ e Facilities in most participatiuq schools-were good to»excellent.

The proqram at the_Pranklin school this year was housed in a roomy

L and quiet basement space with doors which was carpeted and panelled.

Ty

" An adjacent classroom that is less private was used byithe Physical-

e

--Education specialist, and during quiet times, by the Title I speechh

" patholoqist. ‘The program at the Tufts School is stilllconducted

A
. s

in- a small room whi¢h does not allow the variety of learning act-

: ivities tQ take Nlace that a larqer room would accomodate.

Reduction in student enrollment at the Tufts enabled that school to

3 free one room for use as a. gym : Another room may become available _

, and should be allOcated to the Title I pregram which currently has

-

inadequate(gpace there. .

=

Materials -

- An excellent variety o materials, both hardware and software,

was. available for use by the staff. The continued uae of a Central_»'

-

Resource Center provided for circulation of materials and insured

their maximum effective use ‘by staff



) by the readinguspeciali

_ these skills to upper_g;;dn etudente.therefore are. being considered

: N . _ . S . ,
In addition, the practice, begun laqt year, of allowinq parents
accese'to certain bboks, .games, etc. through the ﬁesource Center _
has continued “to provide a means of informinq parents and B
helpinq them to participate in their childrens' education. A
broad renge of interest and readability levels are representd in
al1 materials“thereby providinq tor the veryinq needs’ of the
children, . / - S

* »

Instruction :

- In Qeneral, the:LﬁAP'staff of, inetructors and specializss-did-
an excellent-job of providing diacnostic and instructional services
to the Title I children.' A comprehensive set of dtagnostic -
instrumente and inetructiohal materiala are employed. The readinéx

. specialista provided diagnoetic gervicee for children when this

| was requeeted by. the Title I instructor or the classroom teacher,

ueinqﬂa,variety of auitable testar~ However 'in soms instances it
was noted that testing'wae redundant. As a result o£~this.ohser-
vation, the readinq specialists have reevaluated the ﬁeveral .
inStruments they'gge so as to reduce thie redundancy.‘ Inscruction :
is based on the childrens' diagnoeed needs. As children'enter'the ]
upper qrades, increased emphaaie is qiven to comprehension skill

developmenﬁ» Thie ie eppropriate._ However, some of these children

continue to require inatruction in’ baeic phonics skills, and direct o

o’ 4

phontc inptruction,with conventional.approaches may not be effect-

ive uith'theee'yonnqsteran Different'approaches for‘teachinq

7 B
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The program continues to qnphasize an querientially based

: approach to reading and the 1anguage arts and some excitina units
were developed by the Title I teachers.' Because of the large'e
: number of new staff however. ( eight teachers -and specialists ) -

it-might be well to consider a special reorientation next year to

the program s basic philosophy and the instructional methodology
: which derives—from this approach specifically, it would be help-i:l
' tul to’ reorient the staff to contixtually-meauingful teaching, )
identify more effective ways to present phonics to older students,.
o review and discuss language-experience as an approach, ard f“
i N-develop greater awareness of the essential steps in building o
3 sight vocabulary and phonic knowledge._ For new staff sorie - specific,
inservice preparation might be provided -at the- very beginning of
the year in addition to the general orientation to the program )

'

which they receive._ i_ L .

~ -

Eight new’ teachers is a large number\for any program to absorb-'

It is important to recognize that if Title I teachers ase_zﬁthdrawn

from the program to replace regular classroom teachers as matter

~e

ﬁ of school policy, the LEAP program is going tc suffer. 1It.is
..0' strongly suggested that entering Title I staff be maintained in

v)]

;”' ‘Ehe program (assuming good pertormance) for at least two years to

minimize turnover and maximize the benefit of the training they

receive-as teachers in the prog fwas_noted earlier, the staff

ffdevelopment program prdﬁided is really outstanding, but a transient .
Xstptf will never be able to actualize this training to the benefit

. of the Title I children. , | o
I‘ ' . \ . ' . B

— L




) . The Physical Bducation component consfitutes a valuable and :1
E_ well handled part of the Title I program.' Effertive“methods have -
,' been developed for,identifying children with phyaical development
: needa, diagnosing, and providing corrective activities.,; . :

, Plans are underway to expand the Title { program to, inciude
seventh grade junior high school students.. This expansion has
merit and should be approved. Tpe movement into a junior high

_'school is~ difficult for most ehildren. It may be particularly 80
".for those youngsters who require continuing~help in the c&;;re- &
ifhenSion and study shills‘areas. .Extending the program into the. . _

- seventh grade will help aasure,these children the academic

——support they require, and will facilitate their transition from

N
a well serviced elementary school. E S

Career Educati01 o N

‘ The Career Education ‘program, initiated a year 3§§L4i’ well. ;“
designed and implemented. This year the staff developed
instruments to‘asseas cireer awareness and self-study which served

- as present and past tests to provide information on the growth of
children participating in this.aspect of the program. The Careerg
. education\instructors have worked closely with dther Title I . '
| ,teachers to intqgrate the program in all learning activities. The
self-evaluation forms, while obviously related to career study.
" are also useful as points of departure for consideration in
- affective learning. ‘This mode of study may well be at least B .
. partially responsible for student growth indicated in the attitude '

!
checklist. It is an approach which is commendable and should be

continued.

-




'»} An exhibit'of the-Career Auarenesa prograp was organized far Medford'
$vannua1 multi-cultural fair and waa ‘well received _'f | B g-.ff'\<
8 talf Develogggg O 'vf S -,,:; . : i R
- Thie year the LEAP ata!! included eiqht new teachers and _.'i}ii

j‘:""'apecialiata. The fact that the proqram has been ab!e to'continue

_ .ita high.quality work without interruption is attributahle to

the very fine etaff development program wﬁich haa characterized
"*LEAE over the yeara. The -stasf met’ regularly to consider improve- ’

““Tmenta in, the varioue forms' and.checkliata utilized, participated o

in- workahopa conducted by outnide speciaiietl as well as

apecialiste within the program, and worked with parents and

.claaaroom teachere to facilitate integration of their efforts with '

- the childrena other edncational experiences.(Specialiata reporte k

"iParenta Adviaory Council

. ,M,",
y:
“\. [N

vdetailing their activitiee are’ appended to’ thia document)..

- 3 . . /."
Project LEKP has alwaya encouraged active andAmeanianul

parental 1nvolvement.; As.a resuit, it has evolve% a strong and

- informed PAC. In addition to participation\in its 1ocal progrﬂm,

’ithe Hedford PAC has become involved in activitiea at the National, ..‘
t:aState and Regional levels. Thia year the PAC developed a newsletter |
which_presented PAC and ataff activities. Ih addition it included |
_.a section entitled . nelpinq a& Home which provided parents

;eome useful. ideas’ concerning ways they can aseist their childrens'
.’;learninq at home. , ;;"‘ | |

‘-
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< Two melbera attended the National Title T Conference in

f Loa Angelee, Califorﬁia and three members attended the state :

: conference held in Springfieid, Maaaachusetts. A e!zable con- .
itingent of Hedford~parenta was preaent at the Multi-City Title Ia
| conterence hild in Malden where LBAP's Title I ataff presented o

aeverel demonatrationa. PAc members thia year expressed an '

. building meetingg\and encourage broader participation by other

- parenta. Wbrkehope were designed to help them attain these qoals,

and present other information as well. ,As usual, the PAc met with -

-

the program evaluatcra and managed the initial proceaaing

of the Parents Queationaire used by the evalnatora to assess -
parental attitudea and reaction to the program._ In summary,-‘
Medforda' PAC is an induatrioue group whose oontribution to

. the program is aign‘ificant and valuable. '

..... . - : _ T
Prograﬁ Adminiatrationv ; ,' o B ! _ ' <

The administration of the LBAP program continuee to be excell- -
ent and ia c1ear1y a major factor in ite euccess.A The Director =
is axtremely effective Ain managing staff, including assiqnment

. and aupervisions maintaining and“developing relationships with '
-‘§hiniqtrators of- participating ¥chools, and working with parente
to encourage their participation and support: The excellent staff

o~

"developmentlprogran and'the educational component for parents and

PAC members are direct,results of the efforts of the program
e

director..




) ' Record-keeping is extremely well Handled with records
B maintained at the Title I office and in each school . The files
-are uell-organized and current. ‘Por each sch;:l éhey include
the specialists' schedules and student‘s folders containing
iu.diagnostic tests, checklists, referral forms, profiles and any.
:additional information considered relevant.‘ These records-provide

a plethora of valuable information for classroom teachers as well 'l‘
as Title Y specialists and instructors. They are also useful as |

a basis for reviewing annually the qrowth and development of

- ) »

individual Title I children.r,
Communication lines among all levels of LEAP etaff.members,.

buildinq administrators and central office staff are clear and

help to promote understandingvof the program., Effective ‘communi-
'_cation also provides inf rmation concerning the success of the o

proqram<:nd its contribu ion to learning and skill development

among Medford children.v" t - e /- '

-ﬁ\S‘suﬂgetfmanagement and matters relatinq to phyeical facilities

“are dealt with tn a routine fashion and. with efficiency. Teaching'

-dmaterials are evaluated on an on-goinq basis keeping the curric—’
'ulum current and,reievant while insurinq that ig meets the basic
needs of the students as determined through dia ﬁaﬁise '
| All of these efforts towards excellence have culminated in '
Medfords Project LEAP being nominated and selected as one of
Massachus'"*x firs atate validated Title I programs,

v : T A - . . 10‘
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e .
It therefore isgrecognized as an exemplary educational model for _\\
Title 1 proqrams operating in the state.' Information about - the

\ 'prograg;has_been,-and will continue ‘to be, disseminated for 1

-

B intra-state consumption by‘the'ritle 4 Dissemination'ProjectJ
| Inw;ddition, it has been auggested by the Associate Commissioner |
- of, Bducation ‘for Masaachusette that the LEAP program be submitted
;-to-the US. Office of Education Joint Qissemination and Review
y.Panel for national validation. The evaluators expressed théir
w professional opinion last year that Medford's program was of

exemplary stat?s. WE are very much aware of the effort that has
been expendedsby the Director and’staff to achieve the high
'quality which typifies Project LEAP and we are pleased that the
Program has gained the. recognition it deserves.l After reviewlng
the Ptogram this year we-have every reason to expect that

". Medford's Title I proqram will oontinue“to provide a variety of

~ excellent diagnostic and“instructional seryices to its children.

. . - ..
- L . .
. - - . .
. -~ : (
. B . 3 . -
. . . )
A L]
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Metropolitan Achievement Teat Results _ ~
i The-ﬁetropolitan Achievement Test was administered in ‘r
. October 1973 and May 1979, Porm F of each test level was used ’ L 3

. for pretest and pasttest..'The following test levels were used

at ‘the grade,levels_shown.

~. Grade I: ' Prinary 1
é:aderZ: : Ptimary~II )
rade 3: Blementary )
rade 4: = Elekentary
| Grade 5: _ Intermediate :
N _Grade 61’ "Intermediate

The*number of ‘children who completed‘boﬁth pre- and pqsttests .

- at the same level is :

| Gra#e 1: 83 . "tﬂ : o :
o Grade 2: . 87 | ' o
| | Fraad 32 70 . - ; :
hnj‘.JIQrade.l:, 78 .
S 1:Gtade s}f& SRR : L.. . A

Grade 6:  77..

-

-

Results were reported in standard score unité, which‘a:e :
derived'ffom raw scores (number'correctf by uainq‘appropfiate .

) norm ‘tables. ON the Metropolitan, a‘particular ‘raw - score on one__‘

~ -

N subject at one. level will convert to the same standard sco:e
/ .

ot
4]

)
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regardless of the-time of year the test is admihistera&.‘
Therefore a comparison of pretaat and éoatfast scandard scores
signifies improvement in ability. Statistical tests of signifi-
cancéfyare epplied to standard aabaea. |
Tables 1 to 6 show the pretest and poatteat results on tﬁe.-
""ittopoliéan.- In addition to showing the atandatd acore meansds
" and aéandard deviations (8.D.), the tables praaant the grade
equ1§a1ant.acorea {G.E.) and the percentile scores that are «
aquivalent to the mean atandard scores. These ahould make the
data easier to 1ntetprat. The grade equivalent acorea, like the
ltandard scores, reflect the number of(itema correct regardless
Of the time (he test was administered. The percentile scores,
howa&ar, are derived from norm tables that ;eflect-tina#ot-yea:.
A comparison ofnpre- and poat-pg;;entila‘scoraa reflects change
in status o? the average child in tha progranm relative to tﬁe
anrﬁ graups. } _ | ’ -
The results presented in tables 1 ta.G demanat;ata that at each
q:a@e level the children, on the average, made significant
Amprovement in esch subtest. (Pirst - Graders are not prataatea in
:‘:aadinq comprehension) . Results were consistent with the ,
£indings ot”éﬁafprevioua years' evaluation. ; .
| Pcsttaaﬁ_ueaa atandazd'aéoraa were also examined for their
deviation troa~qtada expectancy. }Tha'atandard aaore'that'was
aquivalont to the end of the yaar G. x. was - located on norm ‘tables.

This was coupatad to attained posttest mean standard score by using

)

\

+

}‘3 / '




‘-t tolt~£or a singie mean. 81gni£1ban£ diffexences above or
. ' N Y

below qradc'blacennnx are noted.
Table 1 shows that first qraders in LBAP‘hade very qood

‘ ' gains in word knowledqe and word analylil. Posttest perforn- N
ance was very satisfactory. Children were -1qn1£1cant1y . -
above grade plaénncnt 1n’;ord knowledgs, word analysis, and total

> ;

reading..” ' | - ‘ "

SQcond graders made good progress in each area tested. Their
-1nit1a1 pertornnnce, vas dopé!lled only in roadinq.comprehension.
.COnprehension 1mprov.d relativn to the norm group ;;tatus of the
avarago—child chanqed !rcn 31st to 434 percentile), but end of year
readinq coaprehension was lignificantly belav grade placemen:.

Third gradert made very good progress in each area, even
improving in relative status (percentiles) in four of the tive_m
thxca-. 'These children were below grade placemeant in ucrd ) .
knowledge and zeadinq conptehcnsion at year's end. . :

Fourth graders made very good proqroaumin language and.
uodcraﬁolqainl 15 word knowledge, re 1nq'cdnp;éhcnoion and apeliiné.
They probably {mproved their ttatus, relative to th. norm group; in ‘
.Acu-pr.honlion. At y.ar'- end they were niqnigtcantly below
qrad. placun‘n: in word knowledqe and teadinq couprehcnlion.

Pifth g!ndens'uade -:ronq qaiao L lanquage and nodcrate gains
~ in word Rmovlodgg. reading cpuprehonnion. and apclling. ‘They .
'?'probnbly ip@rovod thc}g relative status }n spellinq. They finished



>

" the year below qrado'placcuont in word knowledqe and readinqi-
ﬂcﬂlptoh.ntion. ' . ' e o
S8ixtH graders made very good gains in‘read;pg comprehension:
‘5dllanquaqe with modcrato qain. in word knoéledqo ard spelling.
_ They were "above qfadc placcnnnt on the language posttest, but |
_below qradc placenont on. postecutn 1n ‘word knowledge, roadinq
co-prahcnoion. and :pollinq. Thcy probably improved their
rclativc status in lanquﬁft
In general, tha childrcn at all grades held thcir own or
L;prouud 1n :clativo status in csrtain areas tested. The f
-aqnitudc pf achicvennnt was genorally qood or vcry good; when
- one conlidor- chanqol 1n G B. scores. Thq readon childxen are
otton below. qrade placenent at tho end of tbe-year can be '
‘ attribntod to loloction critcria: children are ‘selected for LBAP
becau;o they are below the. fo:ticth percentile in achievanqnt
Lﬁ school-vidb tontinq.‘ Participnnt' in' LEAP who pergorm wull
f:gd not to bo .clcctod -for the followinq yoar These child:en
© are t.plactd by childr-n vho seorod below avo:agc in aehool-
wide tostiug, B-nc. lolcction assures that che children in LEAP
"‘will lcorq below av-raqc on pretests and probably on posttests.
| Results suqqolt that r.adlnq conprehenlion should receive
"_‘-Phlail at all “grade lcvoll £tcn tirst q:ade on. Work in /'
lauquago that occuts in LEAP and in- the schools seems enpecially

\ cftoctiv' and lhould be continued.
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. Cmpariaon ot Pre~ and Pou:—telt ,Besulua o
op ehc uef.ropontan Ach:levmnt ‘rest |
Prinary I rorn P for Grade 1, R-83

Ty

o .
- Tast. Pretest . Equivalent Pesttest ° Equivalent
Mean 88 G.B. Mean 88 G.E. %ile
lnd-S.'D. : L - : &nd ls.D’o. ) i -
“Wora  © 27.99 1,30 488 . 2.3 76
~knowl. 6.63 . e 10.61 C .
word 20099 1.2 - 4383 21 80
. . ) ‘ : ) 1 b ’ - T
Beading - o 43.06 - 1.° 68
\ | ~ 8.81
Total - | ‘ 43.61° 2.0 ' 68
_reading - " 9.09 o
A

‘ An qain- m nigniticant at <.001 level

llguiﬂmuy abovc 8s oquj.valent o! qrade placanent
1.9 ( p <.0 BIT"

Si.qnifieanuy abova ss oquivalent of qrade placenent
of 1.9 ( p<£.0

siqnificanuy ahcvc 8s oqui&alent of grade placmnt
. of 1.9 { p K0

w

.




TABLE 2 T
—",—.—7'—’ .- <,

fwa .

) ‘ ' cOnpariaon of Pre- and Post-Test Reeulta
' ' ~on the Hetropolitan Acheivement Test
Primary II Form P fo:'qkade 2, N=87
Test Pretest 'Posttest . ,
' Mean S8 ‘ Equivalgnt -Mean SS Equivalent
: m SQDO' G.!e ~‘11‘ w'&n‘ S.D. Goge ‘113 /
Word ar52 0 2.2- 051 5575 2.9 s8
‘knowl  6.12 - - . 6.85
‘Word . 46.63 2.4 ., 63  s5.49® 31 64
.anal 8.45" . B - R
Reading ~ 40.34 1.8 31  51.68% 2.6 43
L 10.39 | T 8.88 |
‘Total = 43.45 2.0 . 44 53.23¢ 2.7 53’
"/ reading 7.47 ' ‘ 6.78 '
Spelling 47.95 - 2.2 58 58,08 © . 3.0 S6
7.47 , o 7.84 o ‘
Rl V3 1 qaina are alqniflcant at .00l level
b Slgnificantly ‘above S8 equivalent of grade placement
.0£2,9 (PL, al. ). . _
slgniflcantly belcw'ss equivalent of grade placement ’
. -of 2.9 (P<.001). . _
. d Slqnlflcantly belav ss equlvalent of grade placement
of 2.9 (r< 0s). - . U
= . 2 » . \’: '—-T‘;Z‘ ‘ .
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' ’ " TABLE 3 - '
CONP(?iaon of Pre- and Postdrest Rasults
| .on. the Mctropolitan Achievanent Test
i zlcnentary form P for Gradc 3, N=70
b . |
Test Pieteat';',; B ﬁ Posttest L
_ ' 'Mean 88 _Bquivalent /" Mean 88 Equivalent
. & - m S.D. G 3. ‘11‘ / m S.D.' Gogo A".lﬁ'
" Wora'  's4.83 2.8 38  61.67° 3.5  45_
. knowl. == “6¢01 - " s.82 .
.t . ,' . i ] T / N . .
Reading’ " 50.37 2.4 23 s9.s1 - 3.3 $MMs- .
ks l . 10.26 . - . 832 .
. Total  SI.61 2.6 30 - 59.64° 3.4 46
" reading " 7700 . T s.67 ..
“Language . 60.47 . 3.0 48  69.30. 3.9 49
1 ' . 9.20 SRR - 8.53 |
Spelling ~'$7.70 - 2.9- 41 6593 . 3.9 - 58
All Qains ara tiqnificant at<<.001 level
stgnifigantly below 8ss equiv!ient of qrade placement
of 3. .9 (Pﬂgdﬁl). \ .
) R
b - ) t
s ) -"7122, . .
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Ct:npatison of Pre- and P@qttest Results
| .on the net:opoutan Achievemenﬁ 'rest
Blementary Form P £or Grade 4, N‘-78
Test Pretest " Posttest’ = . Ly
.- Mean S8 ﬁxquivalent Mean 8S - Equivalent

9d. SCDC‘. G z‘ .11‘ and SCDCA GCBC. ‘ile
Wora | 62.06 3.5 34 66.92> 4.1 36
" knowl. 5.54 f 5.31 -
Reading, * 58.36 . 3.1 27, " 65.00° . 3.8 36

A . ,/ ‘ | \

B SRR 343 1 7, 71 . |
e S ~ . : b I S .
Total 59.47 3.3 33 65. 09°. 3.9 . 36

- .5.58° o _s;so_ I
Language 65.22 3.4 34 .  74.60" 4.7 39
.49 | 7.16 "
Spelling’ 66.81 . 4,1 S50-. 72.94 4.8 50
| | 8.30° ' 7.96
' .All ga\lns are siqniﬂcant at .001 leve.l

bsign:lficantiy bol ss oquivalent of g:ade placement !

‘of 4.9 (PL.00 #
. s ) -
K ° -
- e : )
A X - - . . ~ L N -
. . . . “ N
BN S T - e e
s e ‘» N -~ -ew u-.:
BN o 3
- : % - e TR
- oL
‘.. .
& ¢
’ - . J 9 - ‘
- . ;




- .- TABLE S .

'~ Comparison of Pre- and Posttest’ Results
on the Hotropolitan Achievnmbnt Test

o3
Intermediate Form P £or Grade 5, N-83 ,
.Test  Pretest . _ .- _ . Doasttest .
g .Mean S8 Equivalent ' "Mean SS Equivalent
and 8.D. G.E. 8ile and S.B, - G.,E. 8ile
o S R v . E e
Word 68.05 4.2 32 . 72.55° 4.9 35
 knowl: S.46 . . ' "6.53° .. )
Reading _67.52 4.2 - 29 - "73.68® - 4.9 3
EEMFRRE 7 W T T e L
otal  67.53 4.3 31 72 oa® a9 34
- .reading 5.68 - I 7 7
'~ Language - 75.46 4.7 42 83,60 _ 6.0 49
' ST sae o T 5.42 | )
Spelling 73.51 4.9 43 78,88 . 5.6 S2
6.0L T 6.34 S

. %a11 gains are signlficant atc: 001 level.-
Siqnificantly below Ss equivalen* of grade placement";-"
o£59 (94001) | '

-y ’
7
&X

-



3 q i :
| TABLE. 6 ) R ,
R ) v .'cdnpaciaon of Pre- and Pest4§est Reeults
e . en the HetrOpolitan Achlevement Te\t '
p , ' Intermediate Form P for Grade 6 N=77
Test . - Pretest . 0 posttest o
o Mean SS - Equivalent Mean SS ° . Equivalent
and s.n., @.B, t:{le ___and 8.D. - G'B". l_ile ‘
Wora 74.04° 5.2 #32 . 718.1° . 5.9 33 I
knowl. . S. s\l LT 1008 N |
Reading 72.84 4.8 28 80.10° 5.9 34
Yoo ses . qae
" Total . 73.64 5.0 20  79.31°° 5.7 35
| ».’riaamg{__ " 6.65 e 5".8'6" o |
- Langnage . 80.55 '§’."§ .3'9 89.65° 7.3 54— .
s . 1.9
‘Spelling  78.51. - ss a5 83.‘4_0‘?‘ 6.3 46
" 6.58 e 9,16 B

'All qalna are significant atc: 001 level. I

-,xsignifipantly ahove ss equivalent of grade placement
- of 6.9 (P<. 0l

r signlficantly below ss equlvalent of‘grade placement
Of§9(P<0

.o a siqnitlcantly below ss equivalent of grade placement
N of 6.9 ( P<.UI Y. _

18
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Stanford Early,School Achievement Test
| Kindergarten children were pre- and posttested on two
' ssubtests ‘of the Stanford Barly School Achievement Test. Letters
"and Sounds, and Anral Comprehension. Results are presented in
Table 7. The children made significant gains in each subtest.
o Taole 7 reports raw score mean and’standard deviations (s.D.)
. and percentile/ranks equivalent to the means. The apparent loss
in relative/status (percentiie) may result from the. posttest
compari;on to beginning first: grade norms; there are no

end-of-year kindergarten norms. POsttest performance is in the

e average range. St A S -

TABLE 7 "! '
’ COmparison of Pre- and Posttest Results on
the Stanford Early School Achievement Test

for Kindergarten, N-47

Lt .}g‘"
’

Subtest  Pretest ..quuivﬁﬂ? ~Posttest \ 'Sguivalent
' ' Mean R.S. tile Mean R.S..  tile
and s.Do - -“*"and s.Do ) ) . .
Letters + - 18209 B - 89 : .22.,15 'f' ‘.88
Sounda - 5.66 ° 4.67 :
" Aural comp- 17.64 . 62° 19.74 42

rehension 4.07 - L - 3.38 o

%a11 differences‘arelsignificant at‘<;opl.leve1.

-
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Phonics | o . o
'f First graders were posttested for knowledge of phonics on
an evaluator-constructed instrument. Children in grades 2, 3,
‘and 4 were pre- and posttested on that ingtrument; The test
'“provides items in four areasé-(l)fsinqle consonants (18 items),
; (2) consonant blends (19 items), ld)_consonant digraphs'(s items),
. an (4) vouels (10 items) - Results can be examined for evid-
,enze of improvement and for evidence of mastery. |
Results are=summarized in Tables 8-to-1l. Table 8 -shows
'that first-graders attained near-mastery of consonants and sub-.
nstantial knowledqe of vowels., Results for qrades 2 to 4 -
“(tables 9, 10 and ll respectively), analyzed by the t test for
* correlated observations, show that each group made siqnificant
»'gains in ‘'each subtest. Also they attained virtual ‘mastery in each
area.‘ These results verify the proqress madé in readimg skills-

" on the Metropolitan Achievemen* Tests.'

B Tableia 4
Posttest Results in Phonics for rade 1,
N-86 L
subtest*: : 'Posttest © s.p. _
‘area - ~_. Mean R.S. L : \_s .

o Ty  2.56 __ |
2. T 8.2 - 493 A '\ .
3. . 30 . Ls0 - \ja |

e o e.s0- - 2,92 .

Total . . 42.9 . -10.36 - . ’



s | TABLE. 9 = -« |
/_‘*
3
 Phonics for Grade 2, N=85. . iy

<

Compa:ison'bf-Pfef_and Posttest Results'jn,/;

'..

C 2 . . “ o ) - ' .. P |
"\ Subtest Area . Pretest . .. _ Posttest P
o ~© Mean R.S. S.D. Mean'R.S. "S.D, %

1. ‘_ 16.9- 1.46 °  17.4 .91 <.0l
2. - 13.4  6.00  17.9 236 <.001
3. . . 2.3 1.75 . 4.3 . 1.26  <.001.

a 1.6 3.00° 9.5  1.05 <.001 -
Total B 46.2 - 9.55 . 49.1  ."4,21  (.001

\ﬁ:‘ x
. . TABLE 10 |
Comparison of Pre-‘and Posttest Results in
g ,Phonicg for Grade 3, N=71

Subfest‘ﬂrea _‘Preséest ’ ‘Pos;test'; P
A Mean R.S. S$.D. Mean R.S. 8.0 .
Qe o o 11.2 1.4 176 . .17 <.08
T 1,15-4 3.1 183 . 131 <.00
- 3.8 1.55 47 . .75 <001
o 9.0 ~  2.22 9.7 89 <.01
Total o  46.4 730 s0.2. 2.44 - '<.6o1,.',

N et e et e



(ST
T e

: COmparison of‘Pre- and Posttest Reaults in :-‘—”1‘ {:
Phonics for Grade 4, N-79*;; o . |

Subtest Area,

-y
2.
3.

T4, .

. Total

3
f
.
I's
-
.
)
.
. s
—
-,
~ ~
¥
’

Cxy

',",TABLE 11

.. Pretest ‘..
" Mean R.S.' S.D.

17.4 - - .96
18.0 1.95

PR

BRI SR 'ﬂ86'g”j‘~

I

. 9.5, .85

' .
> @
~
.
-
..
~
- T
w
-
. ) .
e
.

9.9 = .3o

2,92 ¢ . 514

Y .'..; s SEOSN
. 230
-, - s
* .
- X
. .
7L
i .
v
; ‘\
-8
. ;s

T (ﬁbstééstb' e
' Mean R.S.. .

s,
1.26 <.01
'“‘ﬂ',.g4j%?<.odi
ey <.001

:<,001
| <.051

17.9.
18.8

A
1 5

e 3
. .
L
"
-
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>
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.
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.
-
- -
. 3
. - >
A
. - T P
EE



“ " gists of itens in four azeas- (1) base words (8 items),

Structural Analysis _
1 Pifth and sixth graders were pre- and~poattested on an

i ,Gvaluator-constructed test o£ atructu:al analysis., The test co:_l--'1
-'(2) p:etixes (1 itans). (3) sutfixes (8 items), and (4) 8y11-
| abication (22 items). Results are summarized in tablet 12 and

‘_}3 Table 12 shows - that £i£th—gradera made hithy aiqni!icant
qainq in all areas. In addition they demonstrated near-mastery
-on subtests of pratixea and suffixes. .Hore instruction appeats
to be needed on the concept ‘and identification of base wurds and
" the principleL of syllabication.

Sixth qradcrs (Table 13) made. significant gains in all ‘areas.

In addition they showed near mastery of pretixes and suffixes.
Sixth qradcrs, like fifth graders, require additional instruct- |
'iqn in the concept and identification of base gords and in syllab; ]

ication. .
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o ' J(} .‘ ; .- ., . - .
. fv - ' 1
R ~ TABLE 12 B
. Comparison’ o! Pto- and- Posttent !hmlta in
o se.rucmal Analysis for Gtade s,
e ',l-aa ‘ ,
< 1 - .
Sabtest Area .~ Pretest  _, DPosttest . P
T me . % llean x.s . . Mean R.S. SD Ty
1. L 3.9 2.7 S.4°. 1.64. <.001
2. 8.8 3,44 - 10.5 1.53 <.001
3. - 6.2 2.28 7.1, 1.67 L.001
4. . 12.2 3,21 - 145 3.16 <.001
Total 311 812 37.5 ¢5.56 .00l
'mnm 13 - .
Cmparilon of” P:o- hnd Dosttest Results in i s__"
SR . Str_uctunl Ana].yl:ls for Grade 6,
Ne78 -
Subtest Area Pretest . Posttest P,
' _Mean R.S. S.D. Mean R.S. = S.D.
1. 4.7 155 58  1.69. .00l
20 1000 2.“ 1008 ’ 051;, <~o°1
3. 6.9 . 1.66 7.5 5 .01
4. i3.6 3.49 16.2 3.05 <.001
'~ Total 35.2 6.46 40.4 4.37 . <.001
= 28 .
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P ggtnel—notor Abilitz
- A .pecial couponent of the LBAP proqra, ie the provision

of phyelcel educetion to’ develop perceptual-motor ability ‘
By of a select euhgronp of children. The effectiveness of tﬁie
Iprogrem ls evaluated by usinq a pe:ceptual-aotor-skille test
designed by the phyeical education epecialiet in coneultation
,‘dth the evaluators; This :I.netnment hes been used in prior .
years by the L!AP proqran. ' |
Progreee of phxsical educetion pa:ticlpante is aeeeesed
. in each area of. the test end in the total teet by using the
;\; t test tor a%rrelated obeervationa. .rirat qredere are teeted

in 8ix areas. The six ereae e:e (1) ball skilla. (2) coordin-

. ation, (3) belance. (4) body image and directlonality. -
(s strenqth end (6) vieuel achievement. )
' Resulte are euunerized in Tables 14 to 19. These teblee

_ehow that grades’ l 2,3 qnd 5 nede eignificant gains in all o
areas. Grade 4 made diqnlftcant progress in three of five

eubgests.- Grade 6 made significant progtess in four of five

lubtéeie.

NI
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s . .'"  Comparison of Pre- and i'”'ﬁ"t R‘mltsh

-

Percqpml;udpd: Skills for Grade 1.
e . | '. . . ks’z. - s "

a

. PR
[N

i —— e

~ ' Subtest Area - -  Pretest . - Posttest = - P
L o o M. E‘s. s‘Do Mean "ROSQ s.oD.

1. 2.6 1,18 3.7 - .58 <.00l
2. . - ) 303 ° ] 1.61 . .501 iol’ >".'<._.001.‘A'
3, 1.8  .95.-. 2.7 = 64 <.001

N - . . . ) 4

“ 1.5 92 24 .M .00 -
s.. 9 .4 c10 0 T.00-7<.05
6. Y E . .56 1.1 ;“'.59, ' <.001

Total 10,5 . 2.68 16.0 - 2.05 <.001
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Co-pacim ot e- an& Posttest Results :ln o :_’

Puccptnal—ﬂotor’ 8k111: £or Gxtaae 2,
L ,"n-32' o e

Subtest Area Pretest . Posttest P
: . { N h‘n R S.. 'ono man RQSQ .SODO . ¢

-~ T ek

“

1. - . . ;57 .95 2.8 - .54  ¢.00L

] .« . P

—2. . 22 79 3.2 . .66 .- .00

3. . . 221 107 2.6 - .80, .01

l ‘o' ' ) '_':' R -l'_‘q ‘106 - .‘06_1._:' o ‘1_.:0:_9 _‘. Co .03‘ B ?é 001 .

\ - -

Totar . Bl 2.260 118" 1.67 <001
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Subtest Area = - ° Pretest
; : . k.n RQSQ

.
S.D.

Posttest -
Maan R.S.

e T
e -
s l' -
L L

R z

20 . -‘/ :‘i-- .- - " .08
B R
& . 22

* Total - 6.8

.51
1.48 -

95—
.66
.73

.15

1

'3 8

1.9

1.8
2. s"

13

115

*.73-
.33
e 39
.61
o
1.37

<..001
,‘:§°1-‘
< .61
< .01_
< .01
o s.001
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x xpariior "ot Prq_- pna Poitteqt: Renuiu ih

xf?'éz_' Perceptual-ﬂotor skills !or Grade 4 L -

} Prﬂtclt.};'  . 'Posttest .
Mean R.S8. .-SLD'. Mean R.S. 8.D P

i

‘1.06 3,8 . 1,14 =.001
.63 . 1.9 .32 '..o01

.84, 1.8 42 < E§S
.97 2.4 . .8 . <.0l. -
us3 o1y lss .o oms -

- . . L

1.93 1.0 1.89 _ <.001
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e 2 mr.n TABLE 18 - L
- ~'Ctzmpu.'i.m:nr*c»f Pre- and Posttest Results 1n : -
':' - - Parceptual-uotor 81::1119 for Grade 5, - _' -
o mes
‘- N _;‘ .
‘Subtest Area - Pretest . - Posttest o
- - e B M'RQSQ S.D. ) M 'Roson ) SODO P

) v : e : o -

‘1.2 109 - 2.7 .63  <.o001
R S X © 637 <.o0L
20 e s .28 <.001
1.3 48 . .19 . .28 <.00

et e T T s L L1 .00

M. & W N e
[ ]

Total 1 - 144 98 1.28° .001-




" Perzeptual-Motor Skills for Grade 6,

L SR LRI
o . )
L -
N e
. I
&
o -
<
=
—_ <
©
/
~ .
T
v .

Subﬁqst;Area.

. '~Prete¢t-f-
Mean R.S. .

. ) . "-lob .‘

Comparison of Pre- aqd.Pdstteég Results in

° " Posttest

1.. . . ." . 1;‘ |

Xy . .6

o'._' _ : N

. 1.0

Total = . - 4.9

‘N8= not significant

1.3

- 8zD.

Mean R.S. -

.84 2.9
52 2.8
52 .8
.67 2.0 °
.67 1.7

1.45 . 10.2
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Career Awareness

The career awareness seqment of the LEAP program provides

Title 1 students with a range of experience designed to help
"_them understand the world of work and- to examine their own skills ,

and interests as they relate to various fields or 'clusters'

of careerq‘_ The effectiveness of this instruction was assessed
by a gariety of instruments to- measure growth in knowledge of
careers, the development of work attitudes and self awareness

‘and the difference, if any, between students who participated'

~in the program and those who. did not.» E o .

One measure was the Career Awareness Student Evaluation .

completed by each student in the program. The" questions ask _
students to indicate their familiarity with a- number of the .

':concepts pursued; auareness of self, knowledge of careers “and

AY

clusters, relation of career information to their own assess- -
§ R

fment. A copy of the Student'Bvaluation form follows.)

_ a—summary of three key questions asked of students is shown
. . \
_On Table 20. To the question 'Did the LEAP Career Program help .
make you more aware of your strengths and weaknesses ?" " 65 children

| responded *Yes"” while eiqht said *No".

Question 3 asks,'Did you learn more about careers in the

' LBAP Career Prggram?' Seventy-two of the sixth graders replied

yes’ while ofie student indicated a negative response. ‘




) In response to- that part -of part of question four which :
" asked: !Do you think that the LBAB Careefleroqram has-helped you

to become interested in this cluster?'z eight atudents said 'No
_and 65 said 'Yes' A number of . the students who responded

the cluster and hence vere responding to the portion of the
o /question: 'helped you to™ become interested. :
'j = ‘, Whez examined in the light of other assessment instruments the
. value of student*evaluations falls into app priate perspective.
| At ‘the very 1east, the overwhelming number :S\pqgitive responses :
r suggest that £rom the students' point of view efforts at pro-
. vidinq career information and promotinq awareness of self were"
- snccessful. . L L >.
_. Another questionnaire was circulated to teachers of thesel-
Students which asked two questi . ' —
| ‘ 1. 8ave»the students share‘fwith you or their classmates'
any information obtained from the Career Awareness lesson? '

2. Have the_students ever requested information ‘relevant

to.careers? o - o s ;/ g Ry

| Bight teachers responded affirmatively to question one,
while !ive responded neqatiVely. Comments sugqested that some
sharing may be goinq on, in informal settinqs, and that there

could be further opportunities for c1assroom teachers to
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. co m I- me I
- l ’ } ’ . - ' " hd . : - " sch:?n . -~
-~ . | T .. . <
, | : \mm 81X - L
\ N '.'I . ,,. R . T | - ' ) .
- 1. c1rc10 words th-t you feel best deucr.l.be youraelt- S '
. . heppy ', o ' ulﬁ.ah : honest: ._
P ’m = . . nice , ‘ c . ﬁucm P
greedy, © ¢+ friemdly k . polite
. reliable , .. 7 confident C . bosgy
< - neat " pleasant .~ athletic
ot 1nnd’ o llv . 'strong
Addgmthtm]ytomthatmmtu.tedabove.e .
14 ; L . - -

2. mamempmm mnhelpmemmremofmstm

" and weaknesses? .

Whet are your strengths?

r

ilnt are your mk_n‘euu? .

. . . .o . . . .o “
w \ ) ) c ‘.' . - .

s

3. D44 you learn more sbout careers in the LEAP CAREER PROGRAM?

". . et m '

., Neme some of these careers: ' .

o~y

. S RN
-~ o \
‘ . L \
. e ,_
. . 3
— .
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4 Wnich cluster aid you find most imteresting? - .,
" Why are m;_"interéatea_i'n tl:l‘a cluster?_

- .Do you think that the TEAP CAREER PBO’GBAH has helpgd you to beeale
, :lnterested in thias clua'l:er? '

2

| Why or why not? _Explain your snswer. - P
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TABLE 20

c_mtsﬂnmAty of Responses to Key Questions on Caibqr Awareness

Stﬁdent Evaluation Porm‘

] o~
Qué-tion 2: Did the LEAP Career Program help make you more

awiie of your strengths and weaknesses? ~
Yes No
¢ 8 )
65 89 8 11

Question 3: Did you learn more about careers in the LEAP

Career Program ?

Yes No
] )
72 99

- -
-

Question 4: Do you think the LEAP Career Program has helped
. you to become interested in this cluster?

Yes ' No
¢y 4 3

. 65 89 8 1
Number of students: 73 -

1

-
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"xhe second question on the form recorded eight "yes® answers

and six "no" answers. Many of the affirmative responses seem to
relate to career related activities which are on going in - the

regular classroom, making it more feasable for students to

:'riquqlt information®, ﬂ |

| L This assessment by the classroom ggqéhéra might bélbroad—‘_
ened to include such information as ;o vhai aspects of career
education or avirendaa are part o!itbe total giass experience.
lg'furthcg step that might be ﬁaken is fb: clannrooh teachers to

. receive more information concerning the LEAP Career Awareness’
Program to help Title 1 students share their experiences.*( A
eqpy of the teacher questionnaire follows.)

»

—

-~
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MEDFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
' | MEDPORD, MASSACHUSETTS
s L U rmer-ieap

June 1979

School

- ' CAREER ‘AWARENESS QUESTIONNAIRE
.fg [" . Por Grade 6 !qaeh.fi

o
- -
}

§ ' Would you Please aasilt in the evaluation of tha new )

5 Title I- Career Avarenosl ongran by ansunring the following questionsi

1. Have the students shared with you or thair-clai:nié;s

any information obtained from the Career Awareness’

lessons?
’ Yes No
Comment :
2.' Have the itudents évar.requeséed 1n£§rmition releQant
T e career? | |
¥e' » . No -
,Coi;‘n§:

43 -
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.8gverai additiqnal procedures'wcte used Eé assess the
éhlidrpnfs understanding and to evaluate their proqgéés. A
Career Aqareheps‘ICterent Inventory ﬁas'administeted atithe end
~of thé program to sixth graders who'batticgpateq ;nd.to a group;
‘of fitthIQradprp. The daia for the two‘gradea,are compared in’ '
Table 21. These data fo:m a base line for'future evaluations. )
-'It is expected that this instrument will be used on a pre-posttest
basis next year. In this ‘way growth of interest would be '
'_aasessed. The present year's results (table 21)indicate that. the
average fifth grader expresaed an 1nte:est in significantly fewer‘
jobs and job clusters than the average sixth grader who particip-
ated in the career awareness program. It is not possib;: to °
ateribute this:difference to the sikth-qraggrs participation in the
caréeriiwhreneaa program or to'the age difference. The results
.are at least consistent with the expectation that the program would
have broadened aixth-graders interests. ) 5 , _
Anotheroprocedure was the use of a Carégr Awareness Qﬁqgtién-.'
- naire having ﬁhree parts:(li Kn&iledqéwa.careers, (2) éﬁreeé atti-"_
tudes, (3) ielf-awgrensss. The'que;tionnaiie ;as conﬁtxucted.by
the Career Awareness teachers in consultation with the evaluators.
Although the instrument is in need of further refihement,'it'was
used to Qetect‘any>chanqe in Career'Awargness-fgbm Pre to posttest
qdminisgrafor:."ﬂlso, the resulss pf gixth ér@der prcgr#m'participahts
wﬁre co@p&red\to results obtained from non- Title I children in the .

same grade. = | : .

-

19 - Sy
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In Table 22 are the resulte of the Pre-Poetteet comparison |
V.of eixth qraders who participated in the Career Auarenese Program.
It is noted that mean scoree in eaoh of the three questighnaire :
.areae-ehowed eignifiqaat positive ahift. Reeulte on tme‘iame inltr-
B ment used with a'eixthiqrade comparison group_of aoa-Title b ¢ _
children also showed a positive shift. ('l‘able '23) , this was sig-
‘-Enificant for the first and third part of the questionnaire.
'but not for the second part. It was uated that the camparison -
' group scored’ eiqnificantly hiqher than LEAP children on the |
_pretest adninietration of the. queetionnaire and remained sig-
administration, but the differences are emaller._ Evidently the
LBAP children closed thp qap completely in career knowledge and

e
partly cloeed tﬁe gap in the other two areas.

’
Ll
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Conparison of stxth Graders in LEAP Career Awhreneas

Proqran and rifth Qrade:s ont the Caree: Awareness. . ! '
L . ' Interest Inventory. = .
. .
' sixth- . - Pif
. .. Grade® . Grasgb _ R .
- Mean + ) Mean + t N f
A:Ca s.vD'o. . S.D. - .
Jobs 1296 0 s.es 2877 .01
5.68 B ‘7.36. K
. Clysters - .S.19 . 4.22. - 4512 .001
i 1,08 . 1.50 R
y : i

-
.
Pl l - .
'
.
! ‘ . ) ) -
.
, .
'
|
. -
.
PR 'Y
: ) - 46
.
- g . . )
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., TABLE 22

ats

cOnparison of ?re- and Posttest Adninisttations

I

. of the Ca:.cr Awareness Qnestionnairc by
Sixth- Graders in Lzap « Na76 )
: A | o _
Area o, Pretest = . Posttest Lt . P
| ' Mean S.D. - Mean 8.D. - % -

1 U eea . - 87 ' 7,392 <.001
N : 5.9 . - . 6.36 ©. 5.098  <.001.

rIr . - 3.95 - a4 4,991 <.001
oo - 1.41° S 1022 LT

- . - L
. . . .

. \’,‘1
COmparison ot Pre- and Posttest Administrations
e of the Carecr Awa:enesa Questionnaire by
| sixth Grade Non- Title T Group. ‘(N=159)

Area - ’.Pretest N " Posttest - . t - P
T Mean S.D. L Hean 8.D. - ‘

| I:: Y % T ,' 8. 74 . 4.057 <.001

T 65 . 6.67- 1. 500 7 Ns
= S 1.09 . 16‘05 _ ' ote _
rrxr . . 479 819 - T 3.521  <.001

| 142 .11 e
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k .mnrs FIVE ARD 5TX o

~ Directions: 1, Circle the grede you are in. -
. o R - Chock off all the jobs that you are 1ntereated in.

¢ .. . . - ! -

S mmmnm ' : ' " 2 COMMUNICATICNS ANKD

o

Icheck here; . s ' * -check’ here- MEDIA
flight lttendnnt photogmpher ,

lir tntﬁe controuer , . cportn reporte:
L uechnnic

« 8

telephone opmtér
pllot émen.cperatar \
tmck drlver

lubvly trun driver‘ -'

radio announcu-

' editor" \

3.msmxssmorma - . b, HOSPITALITY AND
chcck here- R - check here: - ™

' accountemt AN _ hotel manager

___ lavyer . - pro athlete -
—  bank teller/manager — -tmeuc eo.ch | o
' ___ inqixngge sgent ! _ _ cru:lse director
‘ A -



’

. \ ' . ' Y . .
List any other jobs that interest you.

L]

a

x-ray tgchﬂ:leiﬁ: -
dental assistant

. veterinarion

di.eticinn

',pha;mciht_
‘doctor

v

1

1.
.
v
!
.
. -
.
, -~

" #igherman ’
oceanogrspher
geologist

'_ _de.ep. sea diver '
.quanau‘b
gcean" engineer
i

—



‘:':\_ . . . o - -
‘- * CAREER AWARENESS QUESTIONNAIRE
Part I. et

Directions: . Read each untcncc carcmlly und aelect one answer tran the
. four aunswers given. Circle the letter (A,B,C or D) which atandc
b \ . before the ansver. ycu th:lnk is correct

L. The person who achedules planes for take offn end hnd:lnga is

+  called:
a. - : : L, i :
b.. ai traffic controller e s -
c. flight engineer ) . .

d. flight attendant

2. The man or ._ n who greets ‘people as t:liey enter a restaux:int
_ ‘ ia a: . . C e
a. waite_r'ivaitr 8 o .
b.- dietician N e
- ¢. host/hostess \ . 3 - :
.d. food sclientist -\ . >
\
3." The reporter wha reviews new things in art, 1:lternture, muaic
end other things. 13 a:’

. a. eritic ,.“
- ~ b. Journalist
. e.  columist o.
. d; script writer :
b In large business, the pu'san vho does the hiring and- firing of
: 1 employees is the- .
o / a. personnel manager.- ' AN :
b. receptionist | . (\ N\ :
c. training representatives N Lo
d. Mtchboard operator ’ ’ S :
) 5. C:lrcle one Job that :ls not in the public acrv'lce clustcr-
+a. city mnage'r - -‘~ T . .;
b. food and drug 1nap-¢~tor -
c. teacher A -
: d. . gardener o . _
{ 6. Circle ofie Job title which falls into"the w,.m of ocmmher.
b n 1ab gechnician . '
b. ~mariné biologist T _
b o c' “‘1101' : ) - T o .
| d. paychologlst -~ . .




Plgez.

T e T:lth s m~m Aurenen Quest:lonmire

nu 1n the bhnk, vd.th tbe_correct letter (A,B,c or D).

'7. A

. A.
-\ . -B.
o c.

D.

8. A flight attendant is responsible for performing
. -~ . -

A.

4

. Dj.rect:lo’xis’: Read each sentence memlly Choose the appmpr:late ansver

:lu required to read mpa.

mrlne nrchitect
marine draftspmon
fish farmer
diver o

no

by circling true or fulae. .

1. The

in ectors are hi:;ed by the govement to check

food and % g
- the sa o s » end cogmetics.

.

~ and Homemkig cluster. .

' 3 ners atudy the cities needa today and try to detemine
uha? fﬁe nm will be 10,20 even 50 years: trom now.

b, 'In the future, the tood service ares will decline and there vill

3

be fewer Joba. :

t

<
. g’

L~

ge’i-;dq'e_(a).

-

: ‘ . f_al'ﬂe.
. 2 cheruor, myor, librurian and teacher all belong to COnmer
fahe

‘false '

' talu‘



1.

3.

2.

TITIR I - LEAP-

L4 .- .

CARRFR AWARENESS QUESTIONWAIRE

. ( .
\ N& | 1’ Q-\‘ -:‘" ’

Directions:

R:u.,. each aentence cnrefum and circle the qpmﬂﬁ ie

- angwer. i
It is wise to think about urrerent" occqpations while
‘still in school. © I
yes
You must , atpend college to get a good Job.
) _ L - D yes
An important part of any job is getting along -
with people. ' -
: ’ yes
" Enowing what you don't like will help you decide
vhntkind ofvarkyvuvmldliketodo._
. yes
Parents decide what occupationa the:lr children
\d.n have, , :
5 o  yes
. Every Kind ot work is importanmt. © -
S o B _ yes
,.Sﬁiaftetion in your job \d.ll result in a “more
enjoyable hane l:lfe. ) :
§ yes
" The mb:)ecta you atudy 1n achool wn.l he.lp you
get a Job.
, yes
) ,
L] '4 2 |

no

a6

no



! 1

MIII

' 'Direcﬁonl‘ Reuduchnutencemeﬁﬂly.ndcirchtmm
1. rhcaubdectzymltuayins areimporhntmﬂyifyon

uuttogotoeouege. T S

yes mo

- 2. FHobbles are an important part of life.

3. Bvery person has re'sj:oudb:llﬁ‘ies’ to his or her’
commnity. - - ' S '
' - S yes no. .

N

‘b, Some people can't do anything well,
_ S e T T -
: | TS e

5. Ifmnnttoboaarpentervh:lchnndof
von:myouchoo-ez :

Qe unimlity R

b. commmity college .
Co VOcational-technical school \
d. business tollege

,' 6. mnehofthemnmuumwto'
T . occupation? -
s. if: wmm@n&q
b. ummothavoz'k.

.. 1fmun|dv|ncctonhighcrpodt"
d. uthegeommclpauonu%om

\ 7. 'l.'ogdt m for»un -occupcuon m,nght
tel]mdug . .

in. deciding an

2 .

e © . @e vocctioml-tochnic-l ochoo:l.
' € b. commmity eouege .
o > c. university

. AR 4. cnofthcabun

3 - < T -

Qe
L
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| APFECTIVE DOMAIN: -smv:og/a'rrmos CHECKLIST = -

Sk

F

‘ . The Behev&or/Attitude checklist hes been devised by the s
ZLBAP staff to enehle then to focus on espects of beheyior ‘in the .
affective dcmsin. The checklist requires-thet teachers observe | "
:5 specific behsviors which, collecti%ely, demonstrate Self- confi-
dence, Responsibility, cOoperstion end Interest. Bech ceteqory

has from fonr to six specific items which represent beheviors

_ to be observed et the beqinning of each school yesr,end sgein st
“ﬁ*-th end. Thue, under the heading of Interest, teachers will

observe whether a child- B ; g | _
e .'expresses a qeneral enthusiesm for. the ﬂeep proqrsm.
¢ o o will be able to select meterisls of interest to’ him.
:. . g'shsres his LEAP eccomplishments outside the Leep
| - _lesrninq center., . ' _
. . . brings releted informetion and meteriels to the '

"LBAP clsssrocm

(The entire checklist is found on the following psqes )
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'MEDPORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
'MEDPORD, MASSACHUSETTS
School - * . child's Name
Title I - LEAP

~ Affective Domain :
Behavior/Attitude Check List

LEAP Instructor | , Elizabeth N. Miles |
Recording Observation , Director/Supervisor - Title I

If the child usually .shows the behavior indicated
in the statement when the opportunity arises mark the statement
with a plus +. . ; N

If the chilad usually doas not show the behavior
at these times indicate with a minus -,

. If you capnot make the judgement, indicate
N.A. in the space. ' ‘

: We' plan to conduct these observationa over a
period of two years:; therefore please use the two columns between
the first two double lines for the pre and post observations the
first year and the two columns between the second double lines for
the second year. L _

Date Recorded

A. Self Confidence

1, The child will attemp a new tas). voluntarily
2. The child will interact with adults.

3. The child will volunteer information.

4. The child will complete a task independently;
S. The child will expre#s his ideas and opinions.
6. The child will interact with peers.

B. ‘Responsibility

1. The child will attend school regqularly.

2. The chiid will arrive for classes on time.

3. The child will take proper care of the materials and books assigned.
4. The child will question material that is not understood.

A

<
<!




‘Medford Public Schools ‘
M Pitle I LEAP
Behavior/Attitude Check List. Affective nomain
Page 2- .

-

. Items . o : ' pate Recorded

"c.

Cooperation

1l..

2.
3.
4.

5..

6.

¥

The child shares materials.

The child is willing to take turns.
< The child listens to peers.

" The child listens to teachers.

The child responds to suggestions as well as counands.
The child atkn to assist taachers and other students.

-

Interest L ' _ ” ' ‘ ' ) i

1.
2.

3.'

Tho child cxprelogs a geaergl enthusiasm for tha LEAP program.’
The child will be able to ‘select materials of interest to . him.
The child @hares his LEAP aceauplishmenta outside the LEAP

learning center.
The chilad briuqs related infarmntion and natetials to LEAP

..lslona.

- —

-
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Through the use of the checkliat, LEAP teachers have been. able
to suhatantiate, in a fairly specific manner, the exiatence of rather
abstract tetms such as Self-Confidence, Responsibility, Cooperatiom :

[

~and Interest. In addition, teachers become more aware of the
presence (or absence) ot‘apecific behaviora and may, if warranted,v'
Provide éxperiences to re-inforce appropriate behavior ‘during
freqular leasons. | o - S -
, The reaulta of the pre~-test and posttest of Behavior/Attitudes
are ahown in Table 24.  since there are’ 20 items in all (Self- '
) Confidence-G; Responsibility -4; Cooperation -6; Interest -4. ) the
pteteat mean indicatea the average score in the Fall, while B
the Postteat mean indicates the Spring scora. At each grade_
level there,is considezable improvement in the'eéeidence of these f
behaviors. At the kindergarten level, for example, Pre-test sooEea
indicate that the average_scone, out of a possible 20, was lo,ﬁi.
The Posttest score for the same group is 16.29. For Grade one
N the change is from a pre-test mean of 12, 78 to a poattest mean of
16.94. é}ade two studenta showed an increase trom 12. 88 to 17. So.
Grade three means uhow a pretest score of 14.30 and a posttest
score of 17.45.° . - : o .
IQPIOVement'is shown in grades 4,5 and 6 as welllwith Grade 4
showing the qreateat'impgog:%rnté 13.01 to 18.00 in these upper
elemen%ary &eafa. ‘,. | N

It iq inportant to note that the results of the Behavior/

Attitude Checklist weré assessed to determine whether the gain

N ¢
~1
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. TABLE 24

Comparison of Pre- and ?osttéét' Scores on

" ‘Behavior/Attitude Checklist

. ‘Grade ‘Number of
- .. children
K as
g

1 83

2. 84

3 65

. 77

- .

2 82

. -

Pre-Test Mean ~ Posttest Mean

. and S.D. ,. : - s.D. ! .
10031 -~ . 16.29°
3.58 S 2
12.78 .. 16.94
6.13 . 3,85,
12.88 - 17.50
73,93 ' 2.49
14.30 . - 17.45 °
3.09 '3.38
13.00 ¢ 18,00
3.57 6.2
14.13 18.02
3.3p T 1.99
14.05 17.711
4.50 2,27

at (.0_1 levevl.

S8

55 -

*t

10,032

I
4,697

12,113

7.696

6.805

10.749 ,

T 9,251 -



L. '5-6

indicated by the meen"ecgreinwas scatistically significant’ocﬁ
:'ﬁimply a matter‘cf chance. .In all grades, as indicated in

) Table 24 the gains wecf significant. N . L;; ' o '_"W;»

; The checklist is but one. of the many instruments employed ' .
by the LEAP atqtf to help asserc the program. The general
‘pictnre presented tuggests that the. time . and energy. devoted

‘to the agfectice'dcmein is in fact, having'en impact on these

2

- aepectsvpf the child's groﬁfh and deveiopment. 5 , ‘

- . . . : -

N

(< . 21 ' -
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'Results of Parent Questionnaire - ) ) '.mJiM - )

Llrespond to a questionnaire which would indicate their under-' -

Aggdtents of children in the LBAP program. were asked to

standing of, and attitude toward, the program. Three . o

separate questionnaires were distributed one for parents of

:‘children %n KIndergarten. another for Grade One, a third for ]

parents. of children in Grades Two to Six. The-pontents of -

= ) . ~

questionnaires appear in the following pages. .
The 1§sults of the questionnaire are\shown, by grade, in

Tables 25, 26, and 27. A summary of the iresults for grades
2 to 6 appear in Table 28, gxamination of these results indi-

»
Cate that parents. are highly supportive of the LEAP Program and

’teel it is having a beneficial aeffect on children. Oon the

Kindergarten questionnaire 94% think that " my child should d

".!continu° in the LBAP program e (question 6). Similarly 4%

hthink that the extr&»help is effective (question 4. The large

number of people wﬁo ~esponded "unﬁertain to question 2, in
regdrd to act-tuoe may reflec* the inability af parents of

Kindergarteners to separate the effect of LEAP activities from .

the total £irst year school ‘experience. Grade COne patents are
cleurly positive about ‘the LEAP program. Ninety-five percent

feel the program has helped the child invlearning to read (question..
!'I), and 98% reflect their parception of the child's acceptance

of the nelp provided (question 3).} In particular, none of the

parents disagree with statements 1, 2. 2 and S while only one

parent disagreed with statements 4 and 6. o \

60
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The summary of qrades tuo to six (Table 28) s that

' 93¢ of parents -think “the program ‘ha's’ been of héip (question 1)_

and 85& agree that the)child's attitude,toward reading has im-?:

proved (question 2). While statements 3 and 4 s8ill indicate

agreement that children are reading more and have a

;'favorable attitude” toward school hese percentaqes, 70% and E

718 reflect a strong uncertain' response moré than a 'disagree

’-,(response. It seems reasonahle_to assume that many factors in- the

child' school experience. inflnence these factors and it may be

difficult for parents to identi!y LEAP as a major or single con-
_tributing item. On the other hand 88% indicate the child likes .

. the help (question 5) and 928 think the help is effective

(question 6) .- Parents of chi1dren in grades Two to Six feel

strongly (90§L(thaiﬂtheﬁznar program will have benefits for the
future (question 7) and that where warranted ‘and available

. (question;B) it'should_coﬁtinue (85%) .

. _enables parents'to understand thenprogram and comment on its effect-

_ These gerierally positive feéiinqs,about the LEAP program are

‘a refléction of efforts made by the LEAP staff and PAC to reach

parents and"provide information on LBAP_activities which, in turn,

iveness.l

‘A1l qhestionnaires had space for comments which were frequently

hused by parents, Some Samples:

Rinderqarten- " B's attitude toward his school work -and teach-

“_ers is very positive. He is very proud of what he accomplishes.

‘!/'.

61
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The LEAP proqram has de:initely helped I am very qrateful...
e

S
2

ez' *not- only do ! feelxit will help my ‘child next year, :"

N

":the ye;rs to follow.

," b

-;ineed eitré'help.'

Grade Two throuqh Six: " f consider my dauqhter very fort-'
unate to haye»thg Laap program available.' It provided her with

L S T

- extra. individual help in many areas which qradually increased

her self confidence in the classroon.

,' She is doing much better in. school and)Eeads
i all kinds of books at home.

ra

"I have seen a remarkable change in.C' 8 reading

since she s been in LBAP
"I would like him to continue,(if possible. He
is readinq more and enjoyinq it more.*—~——~m

. o .-Looks foward to'going to class"”
;!jThank you for helping our’ child.”

<N
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~  -Summary df'Rcspoh365$§0'Phrent'bueaﬁiéhhaffé-v

*  Kindergarten

ZSSE . - Agree = Diéaﬁgee B J'bncértain
4 -1

,,,,,,,,,, %Qw,r
3

| ’

1 29 81 3
2 6 12 3
c 3. 33 92 2
4 34 94 0

L .32 89 ]

6 0

7
1
2 .6
4
34 94 2

6

B

1.
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Sunnary of Responaeo to Parent Queltinnnaire N
'. Grade One s | B
Ttem N _A_gzee . ‘Disagr'ee " 'Uziééftain“’;f o
- 56 98 '

s 92
58 98
52. gg
55 93

3
s
o

.3

3

55 93 2

~ o = o o o

O VM s W N e
N O N O o o




. Grade 2.

. Ttem . . Agree

' .Grade 3. -

i .
L .41

- 36

8 47

_i-pf returns _ §9v

TABLE 27

©O O H o Wwm Vv = o

. Disagree 3

Uncerﬁain

-2

T

N O M & &

62

— o~ .

Item . Agree

B S |-

. 47
45
33

47

47
47

2

3

4

5 |
.6 50~
=

8

of returns 83 

65
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" Table 27 (continued)

ciade,4~' N n
"5555' T ~_§he_‘ ..i:bisagtee _ )A: Uncertain
1\ - 53 e ' _ . 3' .
| 4 T 2 S .,
35 _ 10 - . 10
39 . | 12

2
3

4 -

5 o so .
=

7

8

.
50 - 1l 4 -
, 47 - 1 ' 7 -
4 2 | 5
) ' . : A -~
+ .#of returns- -56 B '

AW:Crade“S | _ ; :
Item . 55522‘} . Disagree Oncdrtain
B 2 N 1
2 : 51 2
3 42 5
4. 44 ” 2
s R 3
6 sz 2
R | | 51 o 2
‘8 54 o 1
AR

of returns-. 59




Table 27 -(continued)

. Grade 6 e Do . o , S :
Item _ "-'52236<.‘ Disagree : _Uncertaiﬁ o

1 . 38 B R 5

o2 36 _' ' .3
3 , 25 12 e ‘
4 B R, - 6
5 39 3 1
6 39 | 2 2
7 39 A 2 2
8 26 -~ 14 3 -
‘ [ ¢
# of returns 43 : - <
/
1
~




'J.'able 28 - '?
. =i ,
Smmaxy of Responses to Parent Quest:l.onnaizes
G:ades .'L‘vo--Six ' ” |

Item - . Agree gim . Uncertain
B R | S TR | A | .

241 - 93 2 1 ... 16 .6

222 85 9 3 o~ 22 . g
183" 76 1 1+ a2 12
I. 49 19

4

16

1

2

3

D L L I 21 8
5.0 230 88, 10 5 B 6

6 . 238 92 - & 2 1 5

7 2 a

8 7 3

. 1 9 .
17

233 %@ .5
2117 . 85 19

$ of returns 260

6N s
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MEDPORD PUBLIC SCEHOOLS ' 1978-1979
- MEDFORD, HASBACHUS!TTS

Title I - Lcap |

Grade - Kindergarten ' o Date
School '

Parent Questionnaire

agree disagrée Uncertair

1. The LEAP program has helped my child to
éxpress herself/himself and to understand
. what other people say to her/him,

2. tho LEAP program has heslped my child to
have a favorable attitude toward school.

3. My child likes the extra help she/he is
- Qetting in the LEAP program.

4. I think the extra help LEAP providea is
' effective.

S. I think my child's participation in the
LEAP program this year will help my child
in school next year.

6. X think my child should continué in the
.LEAP program next year if she/he requires
supplementary instruction.

Conments

Q o | . By . A
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MEDPORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
. MEDPORD, MASSACHUSETTS
Title T = LEAP 178-79

Grade One ' ‘
School : ' | ; ~ Date__

Parent Questionnaire

Agree Disagree Ulcertain

1. The Lzar'ﬁioqran has been of help to
my child in his/her reading.

2. The LEAP program has helpedmmy chilad
to have a favorable attitude touard
" school.

3. My child likes the extra help he/she
is getting in the LEAP program.

4. I think tha extra help LEAP provides
is effective.

S. I think my child's participation in
the LEAP program this year will help
my child in school next year.

. 6. I think my child should continue in the
LEAP program next year if he/she requires
supplementary énstructign and the program

) is available at my child's grade level.

It is not necessary to .- this form, but we appreciate
your- counenta.




MEDPORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
MEDFORD, MASSACHUSETTS 1978-1979

TITLE I - LEAP-

L

- Grade Two to Six - T

School - ﬂ - : .~ Date

Parent Questionnaire

- Agree Disagree Uncertain

1. The LEAP program has been of help
to my child in his/her reading.

2. . I think my child's attitude toward
readinq has improved because of L!AP.

3. My child is rqadinq more books for ’ .
. enjoyment in or out of, school
_ he/she did last year./

4. The LEAP program has helped )FY child
to. have a favorable attitud
lchool. : : , Lo \

5 My child likes the extra help he/she =
is getting in the LEAP program. N

6. I think the extra help LEAP provides
' 13 effective. '

7. T think my child’s pa:ticipation An ‘aﬁf ~
the LEAP program this year will help : S
my child in lchool next year.

8. I think my child should continue in A
the LEAP program next year if he/she _ s N
requires supplementary instruction and - :
vhe program is available at my child's
grade level.

It is not necessary to sign this form but we appreciate your

coa-lntl:
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|
Conclusions

]

1. Students made excsllent progress in the subtests of
the Hetropolitan Achievement Test and the tests of Phonics and

Structural Analyois.

l 2. Kindorqartsn children made substantial gains in Letters

~ -.

and Sounds and in Aural COmprehension. .
3: Substantial growth yas ghown in perceptual—motor skills

-~

by participants at each grade level.
‘4. Sixth graders who participated in the Career Awareness

program apparentyl acquired an awareness of occupations, clusters

o
Ry

of occupations, and specific information about careers. _In,
addition they showed growth in self-awareness and in positivc attitu-
des about careers. In addition thef showed growth in 5:1:-‘
awareness and in positiua attitudes about careers.

S. »sach grade level showed iﬁprovement in behavior and , -
school attitudes.

6) Parents expressed positive fee]inq and support of the
Title I program. '

7. Pacilities in most buildings are adequate. Instépctional
resources continue to be excellent.

. -

8. A high quality inservice, program has been maintained,

although need to orient new staff will continue. A
‘9. Active parent involvement through the PAC continues to

be an exemplary feature of the program.




Recomnendations

‘f'l. The Career Awareness program should -continue with the
7 career awvareness teachers devoting £ull-time to this program
850“9 children in gradea 5 and 6, and.poeaibly in grade 7.
' 2. The Title I program qhguld~be.extended to seventh = .
~ grade (JHS) ifigpbeible, to assure that continuing growth in
. comprehension and study akilla occurs at the junior high level
3. Increased emphaeis that is now being given to comp-,
-reheneion in the upper elementary gradea ahould be continuedr
Comprehension ahould receive exphasis from the second grade on.
- - 4. Reading apecialiats ehould further refine their select-
ion of supplementary diagnoetic tests to reduce redundancy.
S. Reading apecialista ghould endeavor to provide to upper
: elementary children inatructibn in word analyaie that is embedded
in meaningful cohtext so as to avoid ieolated drill of which older
chiidren may be lesa tolerant than younger children. Fifth and
Sixth gradera should be instructed in the concept of base worda . {
and in 9Y11abication. | ' - | | ‘
6. New staff will require orientation to an integrated
languageQarts approach and to the need to‘cooadinate effgr(a with

claearoom teachers. .
7. Although physical apace is adeguate at most Title I sites, Jf
the inadequate facilities at the Tufts school continues to be a |
‘detriment to the Title I program'e implementation. LEAP should be
alaigned»to a regular classroom at the Tufta School as soon as B
vpoaeible” Adequate facilities ahould be assured at any new_ eites that |

73 |
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LEAP is to service in 1979-1980.

8. An effort should be made by tsu gchool system to
]_ensure that new staff reémzins with the progrnm for at least )

_ two.years. This would.ensure that program st f® does ot
,become transient, In this way the Title I children would con-
tinG%‘totbenefit from the high quality of instructional
servicgs that result, in part,'from the inservice training-and
supervision the proqram affords its teaohers.

9.  LEAP PAC Newsletter, distributed to all LEAJ parents
should be continued with expansion, if possible. of ideas for
parent activites to promote carry over of children' s learning.

' 10. Leadership training for: city-wide PAC should continue.
to examine. techniques for improved and expanded participation of
local PAC groups. | - N

11, LEAP's validation as 'exemplary is a significant
recoqnition and should be appropriately communicated to the

School Committee and the- eommunity as an indication of its con-
tinued strength and effectiveness. ’
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iae Coramo wzalth of L ESSEETUSENS
Department of Education .~ .~ .

54 Rindge Avenue Extension Cambridge, MA 02140 '

May 18, 1979

E

Mrs. Elizabeth Miles * S

Title I Director ‘ ' ' C
0l1d Medford High School _ : A :
‘10 Hall Avenue {

Medford, Mass. 02155

Dear Mrs. Mlles:

A Y

N want to take this opportunity to congratulate vou and your
.staff for being recognlzed as an exemnlary Title I. pProgram 1n
Massachusetts and selected. to receive state validation,

Indlcatlons are that your presentatlon was well received
at. the"State wide Title I Conference in Hyannls. People were

most ccomplimentary. . RN
H

I'm proud of your accompllshment and glad that I have the

~privilege of working with, you.

. . :
v Best wishes for continued éuccess in your Title I Program.
. { ) ’
‘3 - . '
- _ Sincerely yours, .

L {

B

. . /.-., t "':'.y
Shirley M. Roberts .
”ducatlon Spec1allsu, I1I

N - Tltle I[ -:QSQLOOA.

"SMR/ar



ILESFORD PUBLIC SCHOZLS
T T jOHALL AVENUE
M ' MEDFORD, MASSACHLSETTS 02155

i ey
o ) R .
’ ::',/ . R ’

DARYL W. PELLETIER. . Lo .
SUPERINTENDENT. OF SCHOOLS : o May 24, 1979

Mrs. Elizabeth N. Miles, Di:ectof/Supervisor ' -
Title I Program ) o
Medford Public Schools :

-

* Dear Mrs; Miles: ‘ . : o .

Tﬁe School Commfttee,'at its Regular Meeéing held on Monday, May 21,
1979, voted: . . .

"That Assistant Superintendent Murano's report be received
and placed on file and that letters of commendation go
to appropriate persoms. '

"That the School Committee's commendation include -the

\ gtatement that the School Committee 1is especially 'proud
' to have our Medford Program cited as one of only ten out

of approximately 500 programs in' the State of Massachusetts.”

. : ' . . N Sincerely yours,

. h.——? .

T ' Daryl W. Pelletier
| Superintendent of Schools °

t)

cc: Mr. Murano
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IT;BPRING 1979

MEDFORD

N I ' ‘ : 3t : B .
< Medford's Title I Program LEAP has been selected as one of Massachusetts'
mogt outstanding Title I programs and Téceived gpecial state validation.
_To be nominated as.an'exemplary program worthy of state validation -
involved a lengthy process of. analysis of evaluation data indicating conaist-
ent gains in reading achievement scores over a period of three years. The
evidence was examined and verified by a team of evaluation specialists who
- reviewed ‘the program, evaluation data, activities, methods and procedures. An
on-site visit vas also required which included interviews with key personnel

- associated with the program. Samples of all instructional materials developed
through the project were examined: Explicit documentad reports. were sutmitted
by the Director of Title I, Elizabeth N. Miles. These documented _reports
vere carefully examined by local, state and federal authorities before a
decision was made to approve the program for validstion. '

- }- ;... Progrems thus approved hre awarded statewide recognition by the State

Depariment of Education and the Title I Dissemination Project.

- If you would like more information about Medford’s Title I Program LEAP, -
contact your local PAC representative listed below or call 396-5800 Ext. 310,
Title I LEAP. | | 4 '

-

. The mémbera ‘of ‘the Parent Advisory-Council are justifiably proud of
this honor and recognition of Medford's Title I LEAP. Program.

Y | PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL

COLUMBUS Mrs. Carol Duffy SWAN . Mrs. Catherine Bates
_ . Mrs. Jean Spinetti Mrs. Sylyia DiPlacido
\ - - . . *
FRANKLIN #Mry. Diane O'Hare, TUFTS #Mrs. Nancy Iovanni,

Chairperson

Vice-Chairpersen
Mrs. Wite (Toochtl —

ST.CLEMENT Mrs. Emily Shannon

HANCOCK *Mrs. Frances Amari, ‘ Mrs. Diane Buoncpane
. . Past Chairperson Advisor - ’
Mrs. Lillisn Insogna ST. JOSEFH Mrs. Margaret Regan
HERVEY -  #Mrs. Frances Berry, . ST, FRANCIS  Mrs. Roseleen
Recording Secretary ; DelloRuaso
Mrs. Nancy Durkee IMMACULATE . Mrs. Doris Flynn

. ‘ : CONCEPTICN Mrs. Robert Hartigan
KENNEDY Mrs. Marilyn DeVitto : . . |
o Mrs. Geraldine Orlandino ST. RAPHAEL Mrs. Disne Costello

111 7Y
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REMEDIAL READING SPECIALIST - 1978-1979

. , _ o : )
- ' o .
There are three main objectives of the rele of ’he
'Title I Readipg Specialist: 1) Diagnostic ‘evaluation and prescriptiorn
of specific children in the program, 2) the teaching of reading to
children, 3) staff development -end rent'education.
- In order to accomplish the first objective, diagnostic

evaluation and prewc¢ription, - -the Reredial Keading Specielist begivs
the year by testing individual childrer for whom he or che 1s responsibl-.
‘The Remedial Reading Specialist uses the Woodcock Reading Mastery Test
and the Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty as well as the Title I
tests. Prom these test results, individual prescriptions are written
and remediation begins. Children are seen four or five times a week
for thirty minute sessions, in small groups or-omn a one-to~one basis.
The Remedial Reading: Specialist is wholly responsible for the reading =~
programs of these childrex:. An ‘evaluation is . usually written for each
child Zested. This evaluation includes test results, test behavior, .. .
strengths and weaknesses of the child and gpecific recommendations for
remediation. These evalqatioﬁb are used at CORE evaluation meetingSv
and .are placed in the chilcé's LEAP folder .and cumulative folder.

The second objective is teaching children to read. At tle
beginning of the school year, the Title I Reading .Specialist and the
Language Arts JInstructor deternine which children have the greatest ne¢rc
in reading. These children are seen by the LEAP Reading  Specialist. &
multi/media approach is used, incorporating tapes, filmstrips, overhead

projfctors, the Language Master, Yoxcom aad language experience in their
les ong. . Many times, skills such as vocabulary, comprehensicn, znd
creative writing are built into-units of study, such .as the nevspaper

or the American Revolution.

!
i

The third ¢ ective is staff development and parent educaticr
This objective is accomplished through in-service meetings, parenct .
workshops, open houses and individual znd group comsultations. In the
fall, Ms. Eleanor Griffin, LEA Reading Specialist, spoke to the czeff
about the teaching of comprehension skiils. She diccussed methods and
displayed materials that are effective ia.this area. Ir February, theu
Title I Remedial keadirg Speciilist srrenged 2 meeting zt :ihe Massachu-
.setts Educational Yelevision Center (MEF). in Cambridge where the staff
viewed the video-tape "Perscnalizing Refiing for Chiléren” frzcw the sex::
YA Chilé's Right to Resd". We then led discussiol =zd displayved
materials concerning 1rdivlcua-i'ation. Iz the spring, Stacey Lress. et
of MET'conducted g wori.shop for the Pare-r Advisery Council god mebbnrf
of the LEAP staff'oo "How Psrents Can Use Teievision eZfective l" with
. 4 .

4

iv
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s 2 s { ' . . . - M ) .

with Their Child to Improve Reading" The Remedial aeadiﬂg Spec als
also attended the open houses at che target-schools. Another aspeck
of staff development is individual and group ‘coasultation. ‘ The " _
Remed2al Reading Speclalist meefs with:-the child's classroom teacher
to note progress of.the child, compare test results /Pd discuss reading -
materials and methods used. The same type of -onsul ation occurs~with
LEA Reading Srecialists and Learning Di sabilit&ae~3utozs» The Remedial
.Reading Spec‘alist participates in group consutcations with other
specialists in Title I since a child may be seen by more than one
specialist. Az these meetings, the Specialists snare'-nfornacion, weTh:.
and materials, cach-'stressing his or her own psrt icular discdpline yez
-'integrating - 2ll knowliecge so that :the most ruZteble educc: onal ;lan.

is devised for -hac child.,

g

sT5

‘. ) : .

. .During the year, the Specialiscs attended the acnual Szare -
Title T Coaference in Hyannis. There the Remedial Reading Specialisrcs
-described the Title I progran cHrough the 1-disciplizary apprcach used.

4

~
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" Number
Number
Number

Number
gains

Number

of

bE.

of

of

SBERKIE R. WEINSTIN, REMEDIAL READING SPECIALIST

children
children
children

children

e

refec red
that received help
diggnosed

:hag have showed

0f children that should
continue to receive supplementary
instruction

Number of chiléren’ dismissed
(including grade six) RN

Number of children that have received
CCRE evaluations

35 .

28

38

8y
- vi -

26

13

13

[

¥,

A



)}

Number of children referred

Number .of children receiving special help
Number ¥ children who showe:d gains
tlumber of children wio shouid continue to
receive‘supplementary instrustion

Number of children dismissed (including
grade six) :

Number of vhildren that have received CORE
¢valuations

Number of children diagnosed for the year

| | 8
\‘\ “'"4 | “r 5 , | vii"

nJ

\/ MARTE MELICAN, REMEDIAL READING SPECIALIST

31

29

15

15

18

1576-1979
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SCHOOL ADJUSTHMENT-CGOUNSELOR

: The current school year has again illustrated the continued
. and growing need for adiustment counseling services in the Title I — LEAP
program. This year, there have been more crisis~intervension referrals and
short term involvement with families and children in need. Mare families-
and children have been :eferred to community agéncies this year than in
the past school years:
.- ..

-~

‘The School ;1 ustrent Counselor continues to act as a consultant

to the Title I stazi, -i.ssroocm teachers, principals and other school
personnel. Whenever pcssible, hoge visits are’ made to parents at their
request. Childfen are counseled on an individual basis approximately cnce
per week. . - ' ' .

2

" The goal is to insure that all students in the Title I prog
have a rewarding and DCalCiVE school experleuce. ’

In concluszon, the Adjustment Counselor remains an important
membe: of the team uf specialiszs' services provided to Title I students.’
The Adjustment Counselor works to help students and their families to seek and
gain energy from services cffered by the'school, the LEAP program and the

.- community at large. : -

»

Total aumber of children referred to the Title I AdJLstment Counselor
for the school year ‘978—1913 - -~ - = 50, ©

’

b



TITLE I - LEAP : 1978-1979

. .f'..;:
MARIA LABUKAS, ADJUSTMEYT couNsELOR S
NIRRT , ; s
Number of children referre{?i c 50
” Number of children receifi:;g \'spec"'fa,lized |
services S 26
" Number of children on obsérvation . 5
Number of children dismissid o 10 A
“. Nu_mber of referrals to outside agenc&.es ) 9

-




SPEECH AND L. iGUAGE SPECIALISTS

. e N -
¢

. o
Communication, as indicated in tha Language, Educacion, Acceleration
Program, is the focus of ti.: Title I Program. } " :

,

Bl Listgning'énd speaking skills (important among the program’'s behaviorzl
objectives) are '‘the first two steps to succecsful communication and educational
functioning. Deficient speech and language skills can impair one's ability to
.learn, whether in-the form of]avlearning disability or overall low academic

performance. . .-

Responsibiliries of the Speech and Language Pathologists include, but
are not limited to, evaluation of communication behavior and devis ag inter-
vention programs. At the beginning 6f‘the.schoolnyear, the LEAP Speech and
1hnguage Pathologists ~)agnose problems exhibited by children through formal aud ,
inforual testing. Formal testing procedures include various language tests. as |
wall as tesgs of articulation competence. Problems may reveal themselves as
a!fficulrias in processing language at the level of phunology, mcrphology, syntax
~nd semantics both in decoding and encoding tasks and affecting botit. the spoken
snd writcen forms of language. i ’ : : Ce

.
Yy -

The Sreech and Lénguage-Pathologisté develop individual programs of .
therapy. Children se%ectéd ure schedule/ for therapy once or twice a week in
ceordination wich the programs of other LEAP personnei. Throughout the year,

frequent contact and. ¢consultation'is maintained by the Speech and Language Pz ~-~lo-

gists with other LEAP stuff members and classroom teachers.. The phiIoSophy ¢
the trogrza is based upon a team approach for effective treatment:- of the tota.
ch11d. When a child in the LEAP program has been referred for evaluation by the
CORE Evaluati 1 F.-arm, the Title I. Speech and Language Pathologists provide input
ani are oﬁ;en a-.xad o paxticibaté in related conferences. In addition, the &
Zrewch #0d Leniv 3¢ Tatholc ists meet with parents to fisciss and evaluate the ™"
_tacns of theéir «nildren. Children dismissed from formal therapy often continué"
> an ohservatis. basis. : K , S : . ;
The Spesch 2n¢ Language Pegcholugists are responsible for -taff in-service
tradning pessicns. Demonst~atisTs oI instructional procedures and technigues for
developing ceumunication skilly = the classroom are presented. The Speecn and
" Longusge Fathiologists zlso atiend state 2nd national conferenzes in order to keep
abreast with current reseaich ang, program.ing in the fiels. i

. »

A clinicel affiliation program is meintained with Northeastern Unj.ersiiy’

t» proevide training for graduate students ir the field of cormunicaction cdijecrders.: ..

‘82 children were refeired-to the Speedh.and Language_SpecialiSts for the -,
schocl year 1978-1979. . ‘ : : .

. . -y

7 lan
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Number

Number

Number
Number
Number

'Nymber

ST

.

Bf

of

of

of
of

of

TITLI. I - LI&T
)
DONNA
children evaluated
children eﬁfoiied
,chgld:éh'on observation
children terminated ;
children continuing
pa%en:s con:agtéd
¢ "
* ‘e
i .
-
¥
88
I’ . {'j

74

-, 29

8

11

- 18

21

1=
"

ey

PAUL, SPEECH AND'LANQUAGE SPECIALIST

Cpe

AL



-

.MICHELIN_A PHILLIPS, SPEECH AND LANGUAGE SPECIALIST

'

Nugber of ci;iildre':.z_evcluated - ' - 147
N_u‘m_be'r of children enrolled _ 27
Num.bér ofl cB\ldren on observation o . 36
Numbter of cﬁil Ten terminating | - | 6 ‘
ti\lumber of child e\n continuing . 21
Number of parests contac;edf' N . . 37 ‘ -
) ..
“t ' .
{
. . -
89 '




PHYSICAL EDUCATION -SPECIALIST

-~

-

The 2hysical Education Specialist continues to. prov1de small

4 group and individualized physical education experiences for identified
children in the target schools.. The Physical Ed.cation Specialist sees each
. child once a week for a half hour usually in a small group.. The activities

4psychu-no’nr develop

and skills involved in the sessions cover z broad range of physical education
experiences. The Physical Education Specizlist works ca meeting the child's
particula: motor neads and also teaches them specific sports skills. The -
Leap physical education program continues to serve as 2 supplement to the
existing physinsal education program and aids the idettizied cnildrenin.
meeting its performance ooJectives.l

This year, the Ppysical Education Specialist cpntinues to provide
information on Title I children to the CORE Evaluation Team, and assists them
in assessing the‘children s psyco-motor needs. - The Physical Education
Specialist participated in two workshops the staff conducted at the Multi-

City Parent Advisory Council Conference and the -Annual State Title I Conference.

In addition, the Physical--Education Specia .ist presented two in-service wor’

shops to the Title I staff and participated in child study sessions with

classroom teachers. and’ the Title I staff. The Physical Education Specialist

.s available for paren: con:erences. S

The pre agg post evaluation device used again this yeusr was the
nt checklist that was developed three vears ago.

N This vear the criterion used for selecting children for the LEAP

physici education program was a referral from a classroom teaches, LIAP instructor,

child's cognitive doazia and an adjusc ment counselor for tbes affective d-zain. Thi:

or-a school department specialist.

_— ' One of the aspects that makes the LEAP prograt unique is that it
provides the services of a Physical Education Specialis.. It is felt that
physical education Jls 2n integral part of -the Title I prugram. The philosophy
of LEAP is to utilize - team approach in working with the total child. There are
language’ arts instruzzors and remedial rezding specialists to work within. the

~—i e

leaves the all important psycho-mstor rezim for the Pnysical Education Specialist
Studies have shown that children wiio ave experiencing learning difficulties oft:n
display gross and fine mator problems a&s. .z symptom ¢Tr as‘'a cuase of tae learning
problem. Due to Deated failures in the %’assroor and ow the pla~ground. LEAP?®

children often develop very poor. self-imzzes. By work .- .nese cxl‘drer in

small groups, help can be provided to develeop the physical anc social skills
needed to function successiully within their peer group.

Total auwher of children refer-ed to

the "izlzs I -LEAP I vsical tiucaliu
Specialic: for the school year 1976-187¢ - - = = = = - - - - - -~ - - - 140
790
. xiidi ' /
i S r



" WIDFORD 2USLIC 3C3COLS
MZDPORD, MASSACHUSETES
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P e ,  TITLET I - LEA? .

»
il

' . D .
PAUL MATTATALL, RHYS{:AL EDUCATION SPECIALIST
RN .

Staciscics 1973-1979.

| : g

Number of children referred e 1200
Num_ber-‘of- children diag'nos;ed " : . 145 ‘
Number of childven racelvirig speéial help : lllw'f
.Number of ch’il’_-.dren d:‘.smissed AN h 20
I
’
=
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Dean EfLizabeth:

e at tne Disseminatior Profect-wish to thank wou 4ot

the time and effort that wou putl forih 4n helnina to make

the third eanrual State Titfe I Conienence taulu a "Celebraiion

¢f Success”. Over one nundred eonference evalfuation foams

wene compteted and - neturned. Overall, everyone was pleased

with the wide variety o4 topics and the quality of material

!/ presented. VYou anre weloome to neview these ecevaluaticn fonms
anyiime. '

. ~ In planning fon ex¢ yean 5 on(eaence any suggediions srom
vou'would be most bend§icial. 2se -neel 6&22 Lo wxite oxn
call us witn vour ideas®and 5uaaes~ ns.,

b s

Have an eniouvable summenr and we Loch «onwatd te wonkhdinag

_with yecu dusing the 1974 -19.60 scheol vean.
. .

Sincernely,

- _ . . R -
. . P ' D
‘ ‘ . N . L
> 1:‘[ \,V«.»—'- ./@LMI_&/ '
Sand<i. Lambenrt " Joap Frank S Cladre Ancdernson
“Pr05ect Dinecton Edizon Parent Irforraidlc:
T : . "Coecndinzton
. N
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b'or state and federal admunistrators

AN

LEAP gives demonstration

MEDFORD — Members
‘the city’s Title One-LEAP-
‘ogram were invited to
ake a presentation to  state
id federal administrators

i a result of the local’s,

oup being cited as one of
e most outstanding Title
¢ programs in Massa-
usetts.
Accordlng to Medford’s
LAP Director Elizabeth N.
iles, seven stzff Members
the group presented a
edia show on multi-
iciplinary teaching. . -
Fhe seven members who
rticipate in the Hyannis
ite Title One Conference
Hyannis - are Patrice
Mare and James Mar-
no, Title Ohe teachers;
irie  Melican, reading
rcidlist; Paul Mattatall,
ysical education
rcialist; Kathleen In-
aro, a Title One teacher

§ Media specialist; Maria -
adjustment

bukas,
inselor; and Mrs. Miles.
fedford’s Title One-
AP program is one.of the
t-in the state to receive
lidation;”” or approval
l,commendation for its
am, said Mrs Miles. .
dlard s Title One

Language Education Ac-
celeration Program. The
Medford program ‘'was
anted some $397,000 in
ederal funds to run its
1978-79 program.
Twenty-one teachers and”
specialists are on the staff of
"the city's Title One-LEAP
program to service students
from eight public and’ fxve
parochial schools. .
- LEAP programs are’
‘available’ to children in
grades kindergarten
through six who reside in the
following * school districts:
Columbus, Franklin, Han-
cock, Hervey, Kennedy,
Osgood Swan, and Tufts.
Children who live in those
arezs and who attend “the
~following schools are also
eligible: St, Clement's, St.
Joseph's, St. Francis, St.

\

Raphael s, “and Immaculate
Conceptlon

The Massachusetts Title I
Validation, description and
disseminatio .of effective
projects is a process design-
ed to identify, validate and
disserminate ' information
about exemplary Title I pro-
jects. The process is focused

on practices whic.. have a’
direc* and medsurable im-

pac! on student achieve-
ment in basic skill areas.

The lengthy process con-

. Sists of five steps. First, the
* Massachusetts ',I‘me 1
‘regional supervisor;respon-
i sible for individual projects

must recommend the pro-
jectNor validation. The sec-
ond tep involves a special
comirnittee’s examination of

existing documentation con--

cerning the effectlveness__of

. cant

t.he project. This committee
consists of individuals ex-
perieced in the evaluation,
.validation and dissemina-
tion of educational pro-
grams. The dociimentaion
includes the evaluation -
reports over a period of
years concerning impact on
student achievement.

. The committee looks .for
consist’ent evidence that the
Title I project had a signifi-
impact on student
achievement and other im-
portant educational out-
comes. ‘The third step’is an
on-site validation visit by
curriculunr and evaluation
specialists who provxde ad-
ditional details concerning
evidence of impact and the
essential elements which
define the exemplary com-
ponents of the project.

' MEDFORD {MASS.) DALY MERCURY

AP program received its = °

lidation’ earlier in the
r after state.and federal
linistrators reviewed its
anization and granted
roval.
n that basis, the group
invited to -.» ake its
jentation at the. state
lerence.
rs. Miles said the secven
nt 27t hased their media
ientation 4»p how a multi-
plinary “tezm of comi-
ieations specialists and
chers sdeveloped
ents’- *knl?« .
the Oni LEAP pro-
ns are iederally- funded )
*ation programs desi
to supplement re
jsroom learning’ of
lents’ who reside in
|om1cally and culturally
ged areas.
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MALDE:N — More than 255 parents teachers and Ue One teachers m Maiden, who den* mstrated hi.w

~ administrators {from 10 school districts attended last = {ite reading and math pmgram for these sumem.s are
week's Title.One Multi-City Conference, sponsored by - taughtinMalden. - TETAS mael Py
" the Malden ] Title One, atthe Summex‘sic!e Lodge here. Another workshop; conducted by Medford Tt ler™ ~

m m i '*’.:' - 1t e teachiers, plfered how Medford Is.workisz 1o it
T RaenfErand” rey demArtmpCin otwary U ine “anguage - skilis “of Title One stugents’

Evmtt Liedtord Haveﬂ‘ill m"\ Ay Ly’n.n Ncw:g;ﬁ. ' vhmughvarcous zeachingmabods " i
"Revere and-Somerville attanded Lie day-long d o
- which offered a series of woritshops and quastion and . .Shlr’fy Roberts, !f*iaéden S s 'for{ :gersun’:  the
* answer periods geared towards new -developments te Da “‘:’L""‘“Q“t 0. Loucalian, o Z'., pronides
and a better understanding of the Title One program. , federal funds for the contmua tio~ o 7l r pros
grams, giscussed herc (ol as a reg: i .:f:.'*v:_:-u.-.a:-:el

. Title One is a. feder&IV—funded plum‘am which  theconference. -
p*oWdes remeiial. help to chidren - who, live In The committee -which was responsitio for con.
econor'lca"v-dlswerced sactions of a citv and who " ducling the conference were: Baiiey hm.»s ohairper-
show evii.ence of an academicneed. . .  <on from Malden; Dorcthy Déaerty. secrel vy frorn
* During the tonference, parents had b‘wop'\nm.'n Ariington; Virunia Barwn. tre ssurer frncy. Lornn
tv to learn how each community handies students = " Alice "Pag:lurio, cnairperson f.] the Parents m,\ isory
enrolled in Title One program:. i1deas a=d. various Council from Revere; Mane Eammeaond, =ari! codr
‘teaching methods were shared at the event, u-hicn is~ ~  dinator from Somerville; Lorraine Drkigey pr.-.: .
the fourth one to be sponsored by Malden Tme ()ne coordinator from . Everett; Sharen . Cennr: S8R
~ program. chairperson :of the - parent advisory counci! §-an.
- Workshops - lncluded one condur'ed bv Car'mrfn Evescit, and Ann Me-ray, parent caardinals? fre'n S
_Arone and Eileen Surreue. both junior high scnool Ti- ' Lowell. - -
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MEDFORD —
parent; on the ad
committee ofs 2 13-school- ..timal opuvenﬁon tbey i

Jederally-funded langua
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Wo commiltee’s last hesting

4 what took place

at a’‘na-
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St. and Frances Amari, 9
Steam“ﬂve altended the
, training eon!erence of the

‘Nahona! Coalition of Tille

. One Parents in Los Am,eles

,Callf
l ~Mrs. O'Hare I8’ vice-

rson and ° Mrs.
, past chal
the Operauon

‘chair
nguage

Education Acceleration -

Program Parent Advisu

. Committee in Medford.

LEAPiu federally funded

3 earis program atls
; wlﬁ:“! P"’S

and parochiaschons

~ serving thecity.

Parents, Dlrector

- Elizabeth’ N. Miles, and

Assistant Superintendent

" Raymond Murano all at-

-

4

P

(ended .the lnfonnahonal

. meeting.
.« Mrs. Amari and Mrs.
.O’Hare *old of workshops at

the conference focusing on
-“ways in which parents can
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Title One programs, One of-
lve Ley goals is-improving
parent_particinz'n in the
ulucationsjsi. ..
Alicading  the meellng,
were Lillian Insogna, .

A D

" representative from, the -

ilancock ‘School; Nancy.

lovanni, PAC chairperson

and Tufls School v

epresen-
fative® Francis Berry, PAC..

recording secretary and-
Hervey School represest-
tative. .

Also, Sylvia® DlPlacldo
Swan Scheol repmenla_
tive; Maria Cusick, Osgood
School; Catherine Bates,
Swan Sdml Doris Flynn,

Immaculate Conceptlon.

School; Emily Shunon, St.
Clement School; Margaret:
Regan, St. Josqm Schooli
Carol ' Dully, Columbus

School; athleen Sodano,

School; andNancy
erveySclml

9_1% on the PAC Ior;
197878 are Jean Spinetti,

‘Columbus School; Nina Cln-

colti, Frankllu School;

Marilyn DeVitto, Kennedyj
School; Geraldlne Orlan-

| dino, "Kennedy School;.

DelloRussoSt.

Raseleen ‘
Joan.

Francis School;

| LeBeanti, St. Josepl(

School; and Diane Coslello,
§t. Raphael School. |
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| l:.m:l MD';W"'” n Medford meet w{th Frances’ DiPhacid, Marla'Cusick, Catherine: Bates, Dorls L R
M i O'Hare, woolther memberswho. Fiyny, Emily Sannon, Margarel Regon; Caroloul- .~ ~ . . .| -
. hended a nafloal convention In Log o8 Angeles and;  f, Kathlegn Sodo, Nancy Durkee, and Elnabeth |~~~
Attt Supiotendent Roymond :S3ehurano, N, Mes sperisordorecr ol LEAP, . R
M seated, from le"o “man lmna’!Mﬂ.) " :n,t (Pho'o bv June lemgs'om , ) o
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