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o . - " INTRODUCTION . =N
\ ' : ; \
Detroit's Bilingual&Individualized Instructional.Management System
. Project for the 1973-79 ‘school year was a continuauion of the individual-
jzed approach begun during the 1975-76 school year. This approach employed
A a comprehensive and individualized learning system to provide concentratec
instruction to children experiencing learning difficulties as a result of
their limited ability to speak the English language in grades kindergarten
~ . through five. The project operated a program of bilingual instruction at
the Webster Elementary School and offered materials and assistance in the-
areas of culture and heritage to students at Holy Redeemer, a nearb§ non-
public school. The .instructional program at WebsteT School utilized a bi-
1inguals teacher and .a bilingual paréprofessional in each of the ‘grades.
Bilingual teachers were paid by both state and local funds. Bilingual para-
professionals were paid by E.5.E.A. Title VII. Each teacher had two groups
2 of students. Each of these groups spent half a day with the bilingual ' :
. teacher and-pa:aprofessional. Most of the approximately one hundred fifty -
(150) children were of limited English speaking sbility, but there were N
also some children participating in the project who were bilingual or English -
dominant. - They were admitted.at their parents' request and in keeping with
the philosophy that children in bilingual classrooms should not be isolated
from their peerse. » . 0

,. The children in grades 1 through 5 spentshalf of thigir school time in

a bilingual homeroomn. Grades 1 and 2 pupils received their basic education

. in their home languages moving into English as their proficiency increased.
They- studied phonics and Sther reading activities, learned to write and to
work with numerical concepts. Instruction was conducted in both English and

-Spanpishs JPhese~chi1drenhreturne§,to_tpei; conference room with an English
speaking teacher, for the remainder of the day. Pupils in grades 3, L and-5 L

studied mathematics and English reading using the high intensity individual-?

ized learning system, as well as Spanish reading in their bilingual homerooms.

During the remainder of the day students in grades 3, L, and 5 traveled
with their regular class to -special subjects. These children, along with .-~
their fellow students, had the benefit of instruction in culture and heritage
through their social studies class. ‘Students at Holy Redeemer also benefited
from the infusion of culture and heritage lesgsons into their curriculum.

. i p p

The high intensity individualized learning system provided a classroom
management model which allowed each student to progress at his/her own rate
and to use a wide variety of .materials. . This individualized learning en-
vironment could ‘not hgue been implemented using conventional classroom

management techniquese . ‘
\
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OBJECTIVE 1: Fifty percent of the particiﬁanés in grades 1-5 will gain at
Jeast one month in reading skills for each monta of program
participation.

& !

o

Evaluation Design

Type . Ppretest - Posttest (No Control Group) ' .

Dates _ ¢ Pretest: April, 1978 (Grades 4 & 5), November, 1978
. (Grades 1-3) '

4 z .

Posttest: April, 1979. »

»

Technique: All project participants in gradesil-5 having pre= and
posttest scores were jncluded in the analysis. For

"\\ grades ¥ and 5, 10 months growth 'was expected; for grades
1, 2 and 3,5 months growth was expected. ¢

Instruments: California Achievenient Test; Levels 11 and 12, for grades

1 and 2
3

v - ' Towa Tests of Basic Skills, Levels 9-11, for grades 3, 4 & 5

Problems : No problems were encountered.

Evaluation Results

Griterion: Fifty percent of the participants in grades 1-5 will gain
at least one month in reading for each monthlr of program

. : participation.
Results ¢ Forty-six percent of the participants gained at least one
don?p in reading for each month of program participation.
This objective was not achieved.
Data_ s T;ble 1 indicates the mean pre- and posttest scores asl )

well as the mean gains in reading for project participants
by grade.

Table 2 indicates the number and percent of students
meeting the criterion by grade.

Results of achievement testing conducted in Spanish
may be found in Appendix D. .
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- TABLE1

‘Means and Standard Deviatiéns for Pre- and Posttest Measures .

and Mean Gain Scores in Reading by Grade
in Grade Equivalent Units

r

°

: 3 .
No. of Pretest Posttest Mean
Grade Stiudents* X . SD X SsD Gain
1 8 . 1.7 0.3 1.7 .02 0.0
2 13 102 006 1.8 006 0.6 .
3 10, 25 0.5 2.9 . 0.6 0.4
L 16 . 2.9 . 0.7 3.8 0.8 0.9
) 5 19 3,3 0.9 k7. 0.8 RL N .
: ‘Onl§>students having both pre- and posttest scores were
. included. . . .
. . 1 |
*» : -
N \"‘V(’%
TABLE 2
. Number and Percent of Students Gaining One Month in
Reading Skills for Each Morth of
. Program Participation
. ~ Number of o t_Stud;gts;Achieving
Grade Pre- Posttest ‘ Cbdective
Matches . .Number % Peréent
1 18 ™ 1 .+ 5.6
2 13 6 k6.2
3 10 6 60.0
b 16 8 50.0
o .
5 19 ) 1h 73.7
hd
_ Totals 76 .35 4651
e -\
) «~
’ ¢
Yook
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Conclusions: Students in grades 3, 4 and 5 achieved.the:objectiVe.
Grade 2 students were.very close. Grade 1 results
were very poor with mean gains of 0. .

LT _ &
OBJECTIVE 2: Fifty percent of the participants in grades 1-5 will gain at
least one month in mathematics skills for eéach month of
- program participation.

o

Evaluation Design

/ ‘
’ Type T Pretgét - Posttest (No Control Group)
. !
Dates : ?reé%st: April,. 1978 (Grades 4 & 5), November, 1978
L ., (Grades 1-3) :

[
'
-

Posttest: April, 1979
\

All project partitipants in grades 1-5 having pre-
and posttest scores were included in *he analysis. -
‘For grades 4 and 5, 10 months growth was expected;
for grades 1, 2 and 3, 5 months growth was expected.

.o

Technique

Instruments: California Achievement Test, Levels 11 and 12 for
grades 1 and 2

2

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, Levels 9-11, for grades
3y 4 and 5

F]
-

Problems ¢ No problems were encountered.

.

Evaluation Results

Ccriterion ¢ Fifty percent of the par¥ivipants in grades 1-5 will
gain at least one month innmathematics skills for each
month of program participation. T )

Almost eighty;four percent of the participants gained
at least one”month in mathematics skills for each
month of program participation. " ‘

Results

oe

]

This objective was achieved.

F
o
5
[
.

Table 3 indicates the mean pre- and posttest scores as
v well as the mean gains in mathematics for- project
participants by grade.

Table 4 indicates the number and percent of students
meeting the criterion by grade.

-
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: ' TABLE 3 ' '
"Means and Standard Deviations IS¥ Pre- and Posttest Measures
and Mean Gain Scores in Mathematics by Grade

in Grade Equivalent Units

» .

¢ . No. of ~ Pretest Posttest Mean . . ’ .
Grade ' Students X sD X sD Gain .

. ; .

1 a8 1.7 0.2 25, 0 0.8 )
. 2 12 aks 0.k 2.7 0.5 1.2

3 10, 25 0.5 3.6 - 0.7 1.1

b 15 3.3 0.7 4.6 0.8 1.3

5 18 3.0 © 0.8 546, 0.8 1.9

*Only students having both pre- and posttest scores were
igcluded.

TABLE &

Number and Percent of Students Gaining One Month in
Mathematics Skills for Each Month of
' Program Participation

: ﬁﬁmber of Students Achieving
Grade Pre- Posttest Objective »
. . Matches Number Percent .
I 1 8 - 1 2.2
] 2 13 11 8.6 S
. 8 :
3 10 9 90.0 .
. L 15 12 80.0
5 18 17 9.k .
B Totels Con T 62 83.8
Conclusionss? Students in all grades exceeded the criterion with overwhelming N
success. This indicates that the gro;gft&s approach to AT

mathematics is workinge o

.
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OBJECTIVE 3:.. Eighty percent of the project participants in grades 3-5 will
master #ighty percent of the reading performance objectives
prescribed for them. . )

2 » .

Evaluation. Design ’ . LN ) .
' N L}
4 . . .
’ / . Type : DPosttest only (No Comparison Gro&i)
, % ) .
N * Technique : Teachers list the-names of students meeting or
///( exceeding the criterion and of those not meeting

the criterion in Janusry and in June. 1978.

The percent of students meeting or exceeding the
criterion is computed. <« _. - : .
! Instruments: Each student keeps a copy of a Student Record Book
3 which duplicates’ the numbers and prescriptions, listed:
in- the Catalog of'Instnyctional Objectives anda
- Prescriptions. . The teachér marks objectives mastered
by the-student. ’ :

Problems. ¢ No problems were encountered.

-
¢

- -

Evaluation Results - A S T

o -~ -
-

Criterion : Eighty percent of the project participants in grades
3-5 will master eighty percent of the reading
performance objectives prescribed for them.
Results : Over eighty-eight percent of the participants mastered
’ eighty percent of the reading performance objectives
. prescribed-for them.. . . . .

n,

This objective waé aqpieVed. . «
) Data = : Table 5 indicates the number and percent of participants...
mastering eighty percent of the reading per formance
objectives presgribed for them by grade. . .
& .
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C TABLE 5 -
» . P <+ \\\ . » .
: o S UIPR & “ A
- o X "\ -’
. L} . ) ~ ‘- .~ - «.‘.,_; L\, . .‘\\ 2N .; 3
Number* and Percent of Participants Mastering - ¥ NI oy

Eighty Percent of the Reading Objectives
. Prescribed for Them By Grade

. < !
N : H

. Participants : .
: Mastering 00® of .
_Grade Number Reading Objectives'
. Enrolled Number _ * Percent :
’ 3 Vo, 20 09 ’

' _ 4 a . 19 90.5 .

\'5 27 23 5 85%.2 . ‘ e 'ﬁ\\

\ R 4 . ! - N

. - . - ~

T?tal 70 62 _88.6 )

\\\\ ;anclusioAs: The high student achievement of this -objective

g ‘ N N jfdicates that, the jndividualized teacﬁing[learniqg

" : environment is effective with students of limited
English proficiency. . g X

OBJECTIVE k: Bighty percent of the project participants in gradés 2.5 will
master eighty percent of the mathematics per formance o,
objectives individually prescribed for them. .

.-, Evaluation Design

.

Type, : Posttest only. (No Comparison Group)

. _ Technique - ¢~ Teachers list tﬁ;"ﬁgﬁgé_6f“§fﬁaént5"meeting~or¢n».Nn_h“
: _ exceeding the ériterion and-of ‘those not -meeting
\ the criterion in January and in June, '1978.

' ve °
\ The percent of students meeting-or exceeding the
. \ - criterion is computed. :
: \ ‘ ' /
Instruments ¢ Each student keeps & copy of a Student Record Book
) \ which duplicates the numbers and prescriptions
\ ! 1isted ip the Catalog of Instructional Objectives
\ ;\_;“J ond Prescriptions. The teacher marks, objectives
AN nastered by the student.” v .-
Problem : No problems Qére encoﬁntered. , .
& . *
T T Ce e . . . \
-8- o R ~




Evaluation Results

Eighty percent of the project participants in

- Criterion : 5
- . grades 3-5 will master eighty percent of the ~
-~ - mathematics performance objec&ives,individually‘
~— == .,  preséribed for tnem. e . T
. Results : Over.eighty-six percent of%the participants .
, mastered eighty percent of the mathematics I
° periormance objecfi?es~p£ggfribed'ﬁpr them. <
e e ’
< ThjSIOngcti;e was achieved. Tl T ’ s
=t . N ’ 1. ’ ,. 7
Data" : Table 6 indicates the pumber and percent of o
. C participants mast ring eighty percent of the .
} mathematics perfo:mance-objectives prgscribed
for them by grade.
. - :
’ ! ' . : X N ’
TABLE 6 _° . -
Number and Percent of Particisaq)s Mastering . . L
Eighty Percent.of the Mathematics Objectives - <o e .
* Prescribgg'for Them by Grade ,
" . Participaﬂfs . -
. <. Mastering 80% of —
‘Grade * Number Mathematics Objectives o
Enrolled Number Percent : )
\ I N ’
3 25 . 22 . 8.0 . Co
b 24 20 83.3
- 5 v 27 2y 83.9_
Totals 76 X 86.8 N
L . - * [ g
Conclusions: The high student achievement of this objective indicates’ -

that tne individualized teaching/leérning environment is .
effective with students &f limited English proficiency.

~— " . ‘ 7/. . T . . '\‘ :
OBJECTIVE S5: - Seventy perceni of grades 1-5‘pupils will demonstrate a

knowledge of Latin American 208 other cultures by. achieving

a- meen score of at legst eignty percent on teacher-made ‘

' cultural testse.
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. Evaluation Desigm ) “ -

. _.s—=="" " fTechnique 3 Téachg;-made culture tests were adﬁinistegea at )
® intervals throughout the project year. s
. . ~ . " . ,
. . For each student, theimean percent score on the six i
. - , tests was computed and the number and percent of
. X . © otudents scoring eighty percent or above vas tabulated.
'\ v - ;
b . Instrumentsig Teacher-made objective’ referenced todts were usede . 0
R -¥  Copies. may be found in Appendix C... : :
B . . R — . ~ [-%
- — * problems -: Only students im grades 3 through 5 were tested.
) Evaluation Results - )

. Seventy percent of grades 1-5 pupils will achieve a
medh score of at least eighty percent on teacher-made

v y © 7, culture tésts. ® . ‘
¥ ) \ ' o\‘\

. . 1
I Results Ninety-four ercent of grades 3-5 ipupils achieved a -

Criterion

i - ) . mean score of at least eighty percent on teacher-made'.‘
culture testss . ! 3
0 ;-\j\\ .“‘. (XY
This objective was gchieved. : ;” ) »
Data . . Table 7 displays the results of the six tests which
. were administered. . N :
e : TABLE 7 . -
, . ’ Number and Percent of Project Students in ,
‘ ' ' ) Gradesi3 T 2 Having a Mean Score on Six: B
¢ . Culture 'fests Above and Below the Criterion o
) 3 . : : e -
, R R . Range -of Scores
-. T Number - Above B0 ~_  Below 807
Grade Enrolled n % n ¢
-3 35 3 97 1 3 ,
- 4 33 33 100 07 0~ S
5 _\ 29 2h 83 s 17 . C
- Total: = |97 L o+ 6 .6 C

. Couclusibns: Mean scores for projectpstudents in grades 3 through 5

-7, oo . indicate mastery of tne material -tested on these testse
Teachers in grades 1 and 2 did not use- the materials
- . provided. They " should be encouraged to use these
materials in the future. )
~ B . . . . B . -'-\
o ) oo Y
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Evaltation Design

- Type

Nt~
HARNE

Technique

v -

Instrument

Problems

Evaluation Reéult%

o

-
3

Criterion

o

Resuits

Y A
-~

Data
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OBJICTIVE 6: Eighty.percent of the project participants in kindergarten will
’ ‘ - achieve reading readiness based on a first grade entry level
per formance.

Posttest only

s 1070 \
w0/ . \
r

A1l kindergarten froject particip;>¥s having posttest

«scores were included in the analysisa Raw scores on

the Metropolitan Readiness Test wer converted to
stanines. Students with scoredigg §r above the fourth
stanine we:glggnsideredwto"have"achievéa‘fééaihg
readifiess. The number of these students was-tabulated
and percent ealcul¥fed. -~ N

Metropolitan Readiness Test

A large number of students was not tested.

Eighty percent of the project Rarticipants in kindergarten
will achieve a score on the Metropolitan Readiness Test

at or above  the fo%yth stanine. -
Seventy-seven percent of the project participants in
kindergarten achieved & score on the Metropolitan
Readiness Test at or above the fourth stanine. .

This objective was not achieved.

. Table 8. gives the distribution of scores achieved at

each stanine on the Metropolitan Readiness Test. i
Observation of the percent of participants colimn reveals

. that twenty of the twenty-six students tested (or 77%)

scored above the criterion.

v
[N
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OBJECTIVE 7:¢

o

Conclusions:

The number of ‘grades 1-5 students.having 1low se}f-concept
- will be reduced.

Typé

-]

Datea

‘*
Technique

Instrument

Evaluation Design

.
L

S

T : TABLE_§{

gl ' . -
4
Distribution of Scores by Stanine on the .

Metropolitan Readiness Test for Project®
Participants in Kindergarten

.~

Stanine

. Posttest - Mays 1978 '

Number “Percent . B

E ¢ © | .o &

8 0 0

7 1 L

6 6 23

5 3 12 )

. 10 jp Criterton -
-3 b 15 ) -~

2 2 8

1 0 0

Although the criterion for this objective was not
met, the results are much improved over last yeer
where only 35% of’ the students met the objectivee
This shows progresss : ’

A

()

Pretest - Posttest (No Control Group)

Pretest - October, 1977

¢

Students scoring at or below the cut-off score’
jndicating low self-concept were posttested} Those
achieving scores above the cut-off score were considered -
to have improved their self-concept to a more positive
jevel. The number of such students was calculated.
Only students having pre-post matches were included in
the anslysise’ .

Primary,Self-Concept Inventory

., =i2-




‘Problems : Many students judged to have low .self-concept cn_the
pretest did not take the posttest. )

. . ¢ B
Evaluation Results o

Criterion : The number of grades 1-5 project participants judged
' - 4o have low self-concept will be reduced.

-

Eight of the sixteen students posttested scored in the

"Results : .
low zel f-concept range. Therefore, the number of
students having low self-concept was reduced.
- - - This..ohjective was.achieved.
Data : Table 9 presents the results of pre- and posttesting -
T ‘on”tpeHPrimary~Self-ConcethInventory._“Itwshould be
L noted that the number tested on the posttest was
substantially smaller than the number of students —
scoring in-the low self-concept range on the pretest;
only 16 of the 37 participants eligible for posttesting
were actually tested. This represents only 43 percent.
Of these 16 students, 8 moved out of the low self-concept
range.
R . TAEBLE 9
Results of Primary Self-Concept
Inventory Testing By Grade
Number of Pupils
Pretest g Posttest
- Scoring In Scoring In
Grade Low Self-Concept Lov Self-Concept
° Tested Range Tested Range
1 28 6 4 0
i 2 26 . 10 ; 1 1
3 28 10 5 3
L 26 ) 3 1 ,
5 25 6 3 3
Totals 133 72N 16 I S —
13-
I 15




Conclusions: Due to the ioss of pre-post matches, it is difficult
to accept the data at face value for this objective.
The evaluator has had many opportunities to, observe
the participants in this project, and can only
conclude that the .project does seem to impact students'
self-concept in a positive way. The instrument also
has its {aults;TqMany.of.the.participants} explanations
for choices seem to indicate that their interpretations
of the situations dedicted in the Inventoxry are not.
what was intended by the authors and, theTefore, the
choices made may not indicate a low self-concept at all.

OBJECTIVE 8: Seventy-five percent of the total achool staff (administrators,
5 téache:s;~and~pg;aprofessionals) will acquire a knowledge of
- Latig‘ﬁmerican cultures > o

P

Eveluation Design

Technique ¢ The number of hours of workshop participation for each
wWebster staff member was tabulated. Participation in
. " at least one workshop was required per staff member.
" The percent of staff members participating in at least
one workshop was computed.

Each staff member maintained a 1ist of workshops
attended or activities participated in.

Instrument

Problems ¢ No problems were encountered.

-~

Evaluation Results

Criterion ¢ Seveity=five percent of the total school staff
(administrators, teachers, and paraprofessionals) will
participate in at least one workshop or- related
culture-heritage activities.

< P

Results Thirty-fiv. of thirty-eight (or ninety-two percent) of

the total school staff participated in 'at least one” ~
workshop activity. . ’
. This objective was achieved.
Data : Table 10 gives the numbers and percents of staff '

members participating in workshops by the number
of workshops attended.

-

<14~ oL
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OBJECTIVE 9: At least twenty-six teachers and/or paraprofessionals serving
1ifited English speaking students will be enrolled in college
course work leading toward Staﬁé;endorsement as bilingual |

TABLE 10

“ Number of Staff Members Participating in Workshops. A

By Number of Workshops Attended.

.,

Number o} Staff Members

Workshops Number . Percent
0 3 8
1 5 13 *
2 9 24 '
3 70 18
L. 3 8

. > & 13
6 3 8 .
7 1 3 f/" ‘
8 1 3 \
9 .0 0
10 0 0
1l 1 1

v

Conclisions: The results of this analysis indicate a high level

of staff involvement in project releted actitivies.

A2

instructors for limited English’speaking students. - .
4’ -

Evaluation Design

Technique : Teachers and/or paraprofessionals completing college

The number of teachers and/or. paraprofessionals
 completing college courses leading toward State
endorsement as bilingual instructors for limited

English speaking students will ‘be tabulated..

~15-

courses will indicate the number of credit hours earned.




Instrument : A list of teachers and/or paraprofessionals completing e
college courses and ‘the number of credit hours
® completed was provided by the project director.

Problems

No problems were encountered.

Evaluation Results i . "
\ . . Criterion ‘At least twenty-six teachers and/or paraprofessicnals
. X serving limited English speaking students will be
1. : . enrolled in college courses leading toward State
endorsement as bilingual.instructors for limited - - -
English gpeaking students. '

\',
Eight teachers and/or paraprofessionals completed

Results : eS8 -
- . college courses leading toward State ?ndorsement as
o ) bilingual jnstructors. for limited English spesking
‘ ' ) students. )
\Y
This objective was not achieved.
’ Data : Table 11 jndicates the number of staff members earning
. ciedits and the number of credits earned. Six
Webster staff members and. two staff persons from Logan
. are included. A total of 114 credit hourz\were earned.
’ ‘TFBELE 11
Mumbers of Credits Earned by Staff Hembérs
In the Project School Area
. No. of " No. of Total
. Credit Hours Steff Credit Hours
. . Earned Members Earned
y - R ".
rd ) o 2 l 2
‘ 8 1 8
, , 11 2 ~22
i 12 1 12
.16 1 16
20 1 20
34 1 34
. Totals. 8 11k
"  ~16- T

v
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Conclusion: The criterion for this objective was very high. Only
. eight staff members were trained using Title VII funds.
~__ It should be noted, however, that a large number of

a E Title VII staff members have completed state endorsement.

LI

OBJECTIVE 10: At least twenty staff members from schools having a high
concentration of limited Pnglish speeking pupils will
participate in at 1east four inservice training sessions

related to bilingual/bicultural education.

—

—

Evaluation Design ——

‘Pechnique ¢ Dfsgributions~of'workshop~participanté‘by:schgol were
tabulated from workshop sign-in sheets. Results-of
evaluation instruments were sent to the director T~

following each workshop-where they were usede

/ Instruments 3 Workshop sign-in sheets and Participants' Workshop
g Evaluation Forms were used. Both may be found in
Appendix A.

Id -

Evaluation Results . . N

-

Criterion ¢ At least twenty staff members from schools having a
. high concentration of limited English speaking
° . students will attend at least four, inservice training
, sessions related to bilingual/bicultural educatioé.

Resultsiy, At least twenty staff members from schools having a
high concentration of limited English speaking
studehts attended four inservice training sessions
related to bilingual/biciltural education. Eleven
attended a fifth, sixteen attended a sixth and
. eighteen attended a seventh. '

.o

This objective was achieved.

Data : Seven workshops were held.’ The dates of the workéhops
and the distribution of participants by school may be
. found in Table 12..

-17-
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TABLE 12 - ) . .

Participants in Workshops for Staff of Schools
Having a High Concentration of Limited .
. English Speakiﬁg Students . . .

Number of Participants

Workshop Holy QOther

Date : Webéter Rédeemer Schools Total
) October 28; 197'é a 20 | 0 7 2 . éz. L ‘. .
Novembefai8} 1978‘ ' ;Q-‘ *0 & 2 .-'
T Jepuery 26, 1979 S 0 * 5 A
“~__Februery- 10, 1979 16 o . 2 8. .
Februaty-24, 1979 . 16 0 "o 16
March 17, 19:79\~~ 20, o 3 25 .
May 5, 1979 . 1 \\‘\:\o\\,\ : 0 1 ‘
-

Conclusions: The mean attendance rate for the seven workshops’ was
19.3. The results of the evaluation forms indicate
that they were most beneficial to all participants.

OBJECTIVE 11: Project resourée coordinators will prepare instructional

materials for usé at the project schools.and for dissemination
to other schools in the district. ) v

< . . -
-} .
J

¥
14"

Evaluation Design . ‘ . - -

Pechnique : A list of the unit titles prepared by the project"
. pesource coordinator will be compiled.

Instrument : Copies of the units prepared were submitted to the »
evaluator. ‘. .
Problems : No prébiems were enccuntered: )

Evaluatioa Results

’ o~

i . - > c- (3 3
Criterion ¢ Project resource coordinators will prepare instructional
: materials. :

€

-

- e e ,,"'l.&?, 390 -
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Ten units and/or activities were prepared by the
. project resoukce coordinators. ) .

-

This objective was- achieved.

Data : Units were prepared and disseminated on the following
subjects:

1. Foods that Mexico Gave the World
2.. The Mexiéan Révolution of 1910 <
. : ) 3. YBenito buarez, President of Mexico
4. Puerto Rico (an annotated bibliography)
5. Puerto Rico ' N ) ,
~ 3 6. The Black Americens
7. Maria in Her China Poblana
8. Mexican Crafts
9. ﬁ%ru's Golden Treasu?es

. _ 10. Cinco de Mayo (2 units)

In addition, demomstration lessons were given at
Wwebster and Holy Redeemer and the coerdinators worked '
on the Newsletter.. .

Conclusions: This objective's achievement represents a real effort
on the part of staff to provide mul ti-cultrual
activities for students at both schools.

Y
. v ~
b

" OBJECTIVE 12: At least eighty percent of the students receiving services
from the project speech therapist will show significant

- progress in the alleviation of their respective identified
\\\\\\\\ speech impediment. :

Evaluation Design

Techgih e : Data regarding the number of referrals made, children
. serviced, and progress made will be oblained from the -
‘ Speech Therapist. The percent of children showing,

{Eg:fipant progress will be computed. Lo
Spe

Instruments:

h\Sﬁzrapist's log.

Problems 3 Dﬁ; to a budget cut, the Speech Therapist was not hired.

Project children were referred to the regular school
Speech Therapisl and results for this objective are
based on these referrals.




Evaluation Results . :

Criterion : At 1eas% eighty percent of the students receiving services
from the Speech Therapist will show significant progress
in.the alleviation of their respective identified
speech impediment. !

Results : Seventy-five percent of the project students referred
, to the Speech Therapist showed progress in the

T ' . alleviation of their respective identified speech o

- impediment. ’ o -

Data ¢ Nine project students were referred to the Speech
Therapist. Of these, two left and three were enrolled
too late in the school year to be ?onsidered. Three of
the remaining four showed improvement.

Ed

.

This oﬁject§Vé was not achieved. 2
\\\.( -

Conclusions: Since only four subjects were used to determine the

outcome of this objective, the fact that the criterion

was missed by only 5% tends to result in a misleading

conélusion. If project-funds had been available to hire

d " a Speech Therapist, better results might be expected.

-

OBJECTIVE 13: Project teachers will acquire and/or increase the knowledge
and skills necessary to implement an individualized systems
approach fof reading and mathematics to accomodate the
special needs of bilingual and limited English speaking
students. * i’

L]

Evaluation Design

.

Pechnique ¢ Sign-in sheets were used to determine attendance by
- project teachers at inservice training worxshops.

+
- 13

Instruments: Workshop sign-in sheets
. I~
Problems ¢ No problems, were encountered.

Evaluation Results .
Criterion : Project teachers new to the project will participate f
in a minimum of four inservice trainiag activities.
/\ Project teachers previously involved in project activities
' . will participate in a minimum of two inservice training
\ activities. . - .

Leéﬁlts : All six project teachers were previously involved in
project activities. A1l participated in more than two
inservice training sessions.

=20~
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: This objective was| achieved.
PR P i
L. : - f' i

i
Data : - 8ix project staff/members articipated in the workshops.
. The number of teachers along wit e numter—of-

workshops attendaﬁ are displayed in Table 13.

. I _ o mmE13

- _ Numbers of Project Teachers Attending
: - . Inée:véce‘Trainihg Sessions

N&ﬁber of Number of
. - Sessions Teachers
' Attended Attending
> . 7 f 1 <«
R (o
é 1
5 3
4 1
“~ 3 0 \
2 . 0 Criterion -
; N Level
1 ) 0 .
0 "_0

-

Conclusions: The precedures used by the project staff for training
teachers in the use of the individualized systems
approach for reading and mathematics to accomodate the
special needs of bilingual and limited English
speeking students were successful.

v

OBJECTIVE 14: At least seventy percent of the parents of participating
children will acquire en understanding of how to use
appropriate materials at home with their childrens -

/
Evaluation Design

Technique ': Numbers of parents_participating‘ig activities will be
tabulated. N .

H . ] El

- : ’

An dnduplicated count of perents participating in-one.
or more of ‘the four workshops given for parents will
be made. This number will be divided by the number

N - of participants based on the April, 1978 enrollment.

1




«.‘

Instrumentss

Probleési :

4

workshop sign-in sheets

] 3 o
' f

The possibility of one parent having more than one j
participating child and/or the possibility of both a

-

1
\ .
\

\

. produce confounded results.

Evaluation ReLults

parents of a srngle-childyattendinz workshops could

—

gicriterion

o
]

W
Results .

~ ~

_ four workshops was 149.

At least seventy. percent of the parents of participating
children will attend one or more workshops designed

to impart en understanding of how to use appropriate
materials at home with their childfen. :

Total %ttendance for the

Seven workshops wére held.
This represented 75 parents

or 43 percent of the parents of p?rti ipating children

Data

) participqntsefor each workshop.

|

[

4in attendance.

.

’This objective was not achieved.; )

on Decemver 6 and 7, 1978,

The seven workshops were held
January 20, 1979, February 17 and 21l, 1979, March 3, 1979

and May 5, 1979. Table 14 gives the number of

Regults of workshop
evalauation forms for these workshops are included in
Appendix B. ,

E
i

pable 15 gives

the distribution of/participants by
the number of N

workshops attended. |

<5

TABLE 1l |

!
i

Number of Participants
At Parent Workshops .

Number

_ December 6,.1978 18
December 7, 1978 9°

Da?e

January 20, 1979 20
February 17, 1979 25
February 21, 1979 28
March 3, 1979 28
May 5, 1979 21
Total, 149 ]
T
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. ‘\\\ , TABLE 15
X~m,” {~—;__l . Number of Participants at farent Workshops
| . . By Number of Workshops Attended
.. o ;. ‘
. Number of ' Number of -
- L : Workshops Participants
1 35
2 " 18! . .
3 15 | VT
\ ;o |
o ; 5‘,
5 ] 1]
. 6 | :
f " i
. 7 | 0 :
Total L 75 1
; ;‘, f i
. N | * , |
¥ Conclusions: Although the criterion/of 70 percent of the pgrents*of
‘ eligible. students was not reached, the respon§e«to
these workshops by parents:was wvery good. Wegster
\ school is located i~ a communi?y where distrust of
. gchools.is the norm among parents. Most of them had

3\
¢ bad school experiences and aré:extremely rel@#tant to

attend school functions. / b
~ \ , " . 7
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& . SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS - =

" A sunmary of. the Performance OhJect1ve nvaluation is given in Table 16
"!ﬁ . '.'
‘below. Nine of the fourteen objectlves were ach1eved. Those wh1ca~were not
R . .
achieved showed substantlal progress toward achievement. Specifically)

Objective 1 (readlng) missed the cr1ter10n by only four percent as compared"

with twenty percent last year. Objectlve 6 (klndergarten reading readlness) '

~ "+ . 1ikewise came very close to the criterion (within 7%) more than doubling ,’
-3 l:','\ vl - .
al last year'slresults. Obaective 9 (college training) was substantlally changed

. from last year in its requ1rement for the number of tedchers and/or

S

paraprofessionals to be trained (26 as compared with 53 1ast year). Eight pegsonsf
received college training pa1d by the project, six of these persons work at
. the project sthool., Objective 12 (Speech Therapist) was not aciieved for
two important reésons. The firs. was the result of budget. cuts which precluded-
the project from hlrlng a Speech Theraplst as stated in the prOposal. The i
_' . .second wage that only Iour studentsfcould be evaluated meking ‘it ?ecessary
for all students to éﬁéw improvement in ‘order for the obJectlve to :be achleved.

‘ . Finally, Objective 14 (parent ‘workshop partigipation) was not achieved

based on the data available.- These data may be misleading for the reasons

" gtated earlier in this report; The forty-three percent. turnout reported is
Y

. {
. ~ certainly respectable, howevere

12

o A X !
Tnere sre, however, some instances in which these results are indicative

of weaknesses in the program. Based on these results,lthe following

L]
L

recommendations are madee. : : -

— 26
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1. The culture tests should be administered to pupils in
;} o ‘ . all gradesiso that results will be representative of

N C _+ the project as a whole.

2e All part1c1pants should bz tested in order to avoid

h f. . loss of sample size due to m1581ng data. Thls was
S §§2~ ! eepecially a problem this year on the self-concept
posttest.
) _ .~ 3+ The effort to involve parents in school activifies"
) N should be contlnued. It has been very successful as
. — “ compared with other schools of .similar composition.
' . An attempt ,should also be made to keep records on
’ h1ch parents attend workshops. A place for students’
names-on the sign-in. sheet might be -helpful.
- - , PABLE 16
e ' ' Objective Achievement Summary
- o . {
e o o, . - Achieved Not Achieved
. " : - b — 3
‘ L _ Objective 1 X
L - Objective 2 R
Objective 3 b'e
) , Objéctive 4 X .
N . Objective 5 ? x
< o , Objective 6 ‘ X
- . SObvjective 7 X
. . - Objective 8 X \ :
- o Qbjective 9 X .
. ) ‘Objective 10 . x !
- - ‘ Objective 11 x
L stme- - oL Objective 12 L x X
‘ : Objective 13*-~---4~_x__~_ .
Obaectlve 14 : x

) N - s .

In conclusion, it is-the opinion of the evaluator that this project has

been .enormously successful in meeting the needs of limited English speaking
] - .

+ L o

children and .their faﬁilieé and should be continued.

o \ o ~. _25.. ) .T
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TITLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET

& Ay
\

SUBJECT : "Understanding and Developing the Reading Process in Spanish
of the Bilingaal Child"

-
14

-~ . DATE : lOctober 28, 1978
h LOCATION s Detroit Plaza Hotel
CONSUL"‘ANT : Sr. Juanita Flores
. PIME : 8:30 a.m.-1330 p.m.
R . - -
Npme School/Office-Reg. Subject/Grade
Ruby W. Harvey Webster Library 1-5
f Mord Essie Ingram Webster Reading 2-5
Amélia Sanchez Bennett Aide
Dalres Veve - Webster Bilingual Aid
Kay Allingham ' Webster . Bilingeal 5
Irene Guerrero . - Bennett Math 1-5
Alexander Velasco Webster : Staff Coordinator
Joanne Patterson ’ Webster Bilingual 3-4
James E. Jackson Webster Teacher
Gloria. P. Clingman Webster Primary II
Nina Drolius Webster Primary II
Clevfe Manzor Webster Primary II B.B.
Rita Dobry Webster Primary I
Gerald Kaniewski Webster Math 3-5
Juana J. Canales Webster
Cordilia H. Brown Webster _"B.B.E.-3
Mirta Irueta . Webster
Martha Moten = - . _Webster—————— 7 -
—-Doris Edwards Webster Preschool s
Mary Lou "Robinson Webster B.B.E.~-5
Santoe Luevanos Webster B.B.E.-1
Rosa Ortez Webater Secretary
" =27 o

20 -




| TABLE 18

\
e \ TITLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET
\\ - '
) SPB.TECT | .s+ “Development of Bilingual Materials and Activities for Mathematics"
DATE: | : November 18, 1978
LOCATION | 3 Detroit Plaza Hotel . ‘ .
i s .
QONSULTAN}.F : Geraldine I.:Nowak
1
TIME \\ : 8:30 a.m.-1:30 p.m. . ‘
\ X
\ ;a . ~ .
N\ame " School/Office=Reg. Subject/Grade.
-— - A '
Micheline Bosas - Webster Teacher Aide 4-5
Cristina M. \lvarez Webster- ' Kindergarten
Jessie U. Cré?ut . Webster . Kindergarten
Rosesary Gonzales Webster - Paraprofessional-5th
. Marion White e Webster Primary (I.S.S.A.)
Edwrena Williams ° ’ Webster Primary & Third (S.S.A.)
Gloria P. Clingman Webster _ Primary Unit
Juana J. Canales Webster-
Gerald Kani wski ' Webster Math-Science
Rosa Ortez ’ Webster Secretary ’
Marian ‘P. Nowak Vebster Teacher (Homercom=5)
Elvira Popkey ‘ McGraw B.B.E. ) :
Eloise Terrell | McGraw Teacher (Homeroom-3)
Darlene M. Brown: McGraw Teacher (Homeroom 4-5)
-« Martha L. Moten ! Webster Assistant Principal
Nina Droliu V- Webster Primary II
Clevfe Manzor Webster - Primary II
S Mord:.Essie Ingram Webster , Reading
i Doris R. Ed Frds | Webster ’ Preschool
 Ruby W. Harvey | Webster Library :
___ ___ _Mary-Lou-Rob: nson—\ .. - Nebster— — —BeBBe=5—-— T —
Silvestre L. Acost‘a Webster . A&C ’
Cordelia Bro \ ) Webster B.BsE.~3
Geraldine I.Fowak\ ) Consultant .
R |
\
|
\
. \,
\
<

-28- 30

B



. TABLE 19

<

TIfLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN:- SHEET

SUBJECT : Equipment ani Materials Demonstration
DATE : January 26, 1979 ’
LOCATION @ )
CONSULTANT :
TIME @ 3 .
* Name , School/Of fice-Reg. . " Subject/Grade .

Rita Juardo Webster Teacher
Percy Villaverde - . Language Ed. Teacher
Cristina M. Alvarez Webster . Paraprofessional ___
Dolores Veve Webster Paraprofessional
Rosemary Gonzales . Webster Paraprofessional

. Julieta Molina Webster Paraprofessional

' Flissa Rios Webster Paraprofessional
Mirta Irueta. ) Webster Bilingual Coordinator
Julia Ortiz Webster Paraprofessional
Kathy Kobran - Preston Bilingual Teacher
Alixander Velasco - Webster " Staff Coordinator .

N Joanne Patterson Webster Bilingual Teacher )
Juana J. Canales Webster ~ Diréctor
Cordelia Brown Webster Teacher B.B.E.
Martha Moten " Webster Assistant Principal
Antonia Gonzalez Preston’ Paraprofessional
Elizabeth Fella Preston Paraprofessional
Rita Dobry @ _ Webster Teacher Primary I

. Nedra Ptak Houghton Teacher N

Clevfe Manzor Webster B.B.E. Teacher . ,
Santos Luevanos Webster B.B.E. Teacher




TABLE 20 ¢
$TTLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET

7/

) e
"Peaching of Reading Readiness, Reading .Methods

’

SUBJECT ~ 3 g and Techinques
in-the Bilingual Classroom" :

DATE : February 10, 1579

LOCATION. : Detroit Plaza Hotel.

CONSULTANT : Mr. Fernando Lozapo .
-TIME : 8:30 a.m.~1:30 p.m.

Name School/Office-Reg. Subject/Grade

Alexander Velasco Webster . Staff Coordinator
Gloria P. Clingman Webster Primary

Micheline Bosas - Webster Aide U-5

Julia Ortiz Webster Aide 3-k

Dolores Veve Webster Aide 3-U

Rosa Ortiz ; Webster Secretary

Martha Moten Webster Assistant Principal
Elvira Popkey Webster E.S.L. 3-6

Rita Dobry . -Webster Primary

Gerald Kaniewski Webster Math 3-5

Clevfe Manzor Webster Primary II

Santos Luevanos * Webster Primary I

Maria Lopez . "Ellis Paraprofessional
Doris Edwards § Webster Head Start

Mirta Irueta Webster

Cordelia H. Brown Webster *  BeB.Ee~3
—Si}vestre-L.—Acosta —Webster H/C Coordinator .
Juana J. Canales: Webster Title VII Administrator

i '
-30- v
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/ . ‘ - TABLE 21
/. pITLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET
SUBJECT s “Cultural Awareness. Training ,as a Strategy to Enkance the '
k Self-Image of the Bilingual Child" _ h
{ . '
| DATE : TFebruary 24, 1979
‘ LOCATION ° : DNetroit Plaza Hotel : i
_ CONSULTANT : David E. Kibbey ) . .
' TIME : 8:30 a.m.=1:30 p.m'ﬂ
= \, .;‘ljah‘ll; School/0ffice-Reg. Subject/Grade_ | -
Julia Ortiz ' Webster Aide 3-4 .
Martha Moten . Webster Assistant Principal #°
Goldie Martenez Webster . . ——
Rosa Ortez - Webster Secx;etary
Joanne M. Patterson Webster ~ bth
Elissa Rios .. Webster . : . i
Alexander Velasco . Webster Staff Coordinator
Juana J. Canales { Webster Title VII Administrator
. _orl E. Kibby . . Webster Principal
T Mirta Irueta Webster ™ . ) -
Silvestre L. Acosta Webster . A&C :
Mord Essie Ingram ) *  Webster ; 3=5
James E. Jackson : Webster 3=5
Cordelia Brown ) Webster B.B.E.=3
Doris Edwards ) Webster ' Preschool
. Mary Lou Robinson Webster
-31- \




TABLE 22

TITLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SEEET

A

SUBJECT  : ."Déveloping English Skills in the Bilinguel Classroom

DATS t  March 17, 1979 R T
LOCATION : Detroit Plaza Hotel
s ¢ CONSULTANT :. Alma Petrini
¢ J N -
i TIME : 8:30 a.m.-1:30 peme
- Naie ! School/0ffice-Reg. Subject/Grade .
Rosemary Gonzales Webster Sth-Paraprofessional
R Grace McCoy Webster Paraprofessional 3-5
Cristina M. Alvarez \ Webster . Kindergarten
Dalres Veve _Webster 4th-Paraprofessional
Rosa Ortiz ) Webster Secretary
o Gloria P. Chngman - Webster ~ Primery
Micheline Bosas Webster ) Paraprofess:.onal 4-5
* Martha Moten Webster Assistant Principal
Clevfe Manzor o Webster Teacher-2nd '
Ruby W. Harvey ‘ Webster Library 1-5
"+ . Elisea Rios i Webster Paraprofessional 2-%
Joanne Pattersor ‘ Webster Teacher-4th
Nina Drolius Webster : Teacher-2nd
Elvira Popkey McGraw Teacher-E.S.L.
Juana Canales Webster
Rita Dobry : Webster Teacher-lst
Gerald Kaniewski . Webster Teacher 3-5
Mirta Irveta . Webster
ElYen -Snedeker - Maybury Kindergarten
Santos Luevanos v Webster B.B.
Percy Villaverde Language Ed. Teacher. Coordinator
Doris R. Edwards Webster: Head Start
Cordelia Brown Webster B.B.E.=3

. N e 34
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§ ey _ | TABLE 23 -
s X #‘V’ 1 . . Y .

BN PTTLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN, SHEET « : : RN

’ SUBJECT . WDeveloping Cultural Awareness Among -Parents and Peachers" )
.. DATE : Mey 5, 1979 |

ansabsh el '"WATION : Webster

CONSULTANT

TIME s 10:30 a.m.-1300 pemde \
/‘ - -
/ - N
Name School/Office-’ﬁég. Subject/Grade
| B C‘ordfelia H. Brown ’ Webster Teacher
oy Yoland Musleb Webster : Student Teacher .
' Julia Ortiz i Webster Aide ‘
Mary Lou Robinson i Webster Teacher
Marian P. Nowak . Webster Teacher
Dolres Veve Webster Aide *
, Dayid Kibby webster Principal
¢  Rosa Ortiz Webster ~ Secretary
Mirta Irveta - Webster Director
Joanne Patterson Webster - Teacher
Santvs Luevanos .Webster Primary I -
- \\~~ N
| B
. i ~ e snmm———




S
e 78 -."’. .'.'.. . N
a./ . * \ .
S _ mme v o
g BILINGUAL PROJECT :
; ) ) WEBSTER SCHOOL . -
Title: Understanding and Developing the Reading Process of the
Eilingual Child in Spanish
- 2
October 28, 1978 -
. SA A D SD
L ' A —
‘ 1. The session objectives were Elearly stated. 17(100%) 0 0 0 .
\2: The amount of information provided was =
adequate. ( - ) 11(69%) 5(31%) 0 0 -
3. The speakers had a thorougﬁ knowledge of ';v’
subject matter. 17(100%) o . 0 0 -
k. Fhe‘aptivities carried out were useful. 13(76%) L(24%) o] -
5. The information gained will help me in my ’
position,. ' 13(76%) L(24%) 0 0
6. The workshop was well organized. 16(94%) 1(6%) 0 o _
7. The content of this session was adequately T
treated in depth. 14(82%) ©  3(18%), o 0 /;
8. I would attend another workshop that was . . SV
| conducted this way. : 15(88%) 2(12%) 0 o -
9. The speaker(s) expressed ideas" clearly. 14(82%) 3(18%) 0 o] - ;
10. I felt actively involved in this session. 9(53%) 8(47%) o} o}
11l. I have gained new and helpful information '.
: from this session. N 13(76%) L(24%) 0 o -
: wist,
12. I will be able to share this information
with my staff members. 8(50%)  7(44¥) 1(6%) O
15— Ideas and Concepts were presented atam ; A — - =
adequate pace. ' 14(82%)  3(18%) 0 0
14. The facilitator/consultant prévided methods .
of teaching to suit the personal needs of '
v . the: participant. N 13(76%)  4(24%) 0 0
15. - I will be able to use the information gained \\ , ) )
from this workshop in my school. 23(76%) 4 (24%) o ©
16. The objectives of the session were reached. i3$?6%) L(24%) o o

AN

Position Webster Bennett
Administrator 1

Teacher 11 1
Teacher Aide o1 1
Unknown | 2
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. Comtevit T T
Bilingual Project

-\

Development of Bilinqual Materials and Activities for Mathematics
-\ SA. A D SD
1. The session obJect1ves were clear]y\@tated. 17(21%) 3(14%) O
" 2. The amount of information provided wh@ adequate. 17(81%) 4(19%)- 0
3. The speakers had a thoroagh knowledge of subJect -
matter, ‘ 17(81%) 4(19%)
" 4, .The act1v1t1es carr1ed out were useful, 19(90%) 2(19%)
5. The information gained will help me in my position. 17(81%) 3(14%)
6. The workshop was wéll organized. : 16(76%) 4(19%)
7. The content of this session was adequately treated ) )
in depth. e Co1e(76%) 4(19%)
8. I would attend another Qorkshop that.was conducted i
this way. , 17(81%) $(19%)
‘9. The speaker(s) expressed ideas clearly. ' 17(81%) 4(19%)
10. 1 felt actively involved in this session 18(86%) 2(10%)
11. 1 have gained new gnd helpful information "from this ‘
session, ° ' ' 16(76%) 5(24%)
*12. T.will be able to siare this information with my
i staff members. ) . . 14(67%) 6(29%)
13, Idéas and concepts were presented at an adequate
_ pace, 16(76%) 5(24%)
@@"14. The facilitator/consultant prov1ded methods of '
Len teaching to suit the personal needs of the
: part1c1pant ' 14(67%) 7(33%)
15. 1 w111xbe able to use the 1nformat1on gained from
this workstop in my school. 16(76%) 5(24%)
16. The objectives of the session were reached. : 16(76%) 5(24%)
i , .
- B3t - 1 Teachers 10
4 & C Coord. 1~ . Para-Pro
Adninstrator 1 _ Blanks | 3
SSA 5 .
~35=
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TITLE VII~
"BILINGUAL-PROJECT
'’ WEBSTER SCHCOL

Title: Equipment and Materials Demonstration (One hour)

January 26, 1979

——
0 J—

.__SA

%

A D SD
. 1.. The session objectives were clearly stated. " 8(53%) 7(47%) 0 -0
2. The amount of. information provided was T . ’
adequate. - 8(53%) 7(k7%) -0, 0
3, The spedkers had a thorough knowledge of ] ) '
subject matter. i 11(73%)  4(27%) 0 0
4, The activities carried out were useful. 10(67%) 5(33%) o -0
5. The information gained will help me in my
position. . . 4(31%) 8(61%) 1(8&) O
6. The workshop was well organized. 8(53%) 6(ko¥) L(7%) O
7. The content of this ses&ion was adequately ' '
treated in depth. ) L(29%) 10(71%) - O o)
8. I would attend another workshop that was T e
conducted this way. ' ‘ B(29%)  9(6u%) L) O
9. The speaker(s) expressed ideas clearly. 8(57%) 6{43%7’ 0 0
10. I felt actively involved in this session. L(29%) 10(71%). 0 0
11. I have gained new and helpful information
from this session. ( 5(36%) 8(s7%) 1(7%) 'O
12. I will be able to share this information . )
with my staff members. ' 3(25%)  8(67%) 1(8%) O
13.' ldeas and concepts were presented at an . '
adequate pace. 6(l3%) 8(57%) 0 0
14, The facilitator/consultant provided methods )
of teaching to suit the personal needs of )
the participant. : . 5(36%) 9(64%) 0 0
15. I will be able to use the information gained
from this workshop in my school. L(29%) 10(71%) o] )
16. The -objectives of the session were reached. L(29%) 10(71%) . O 0
- Position ’ ﬁebsfer Preston Houghten Melvindale 'High School
Teacher = 5 ’ 5 1 . 1
Paraprofessional 5 2 *
e - f 20
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\ TITLE Vi1 S
- . BILTNGUAL PROJECT . .o
i WEBSTER SCHOOL :

[

|
¢ li Title: Teaching of Reading Readiness,
o3 ! ___ Reading Methods, and Techniques : .
o : B - 4n. the Bilingual Classroon
A ;
. , February 10, 1979
» ' : - . SA Z A Z D
. - O - . ~
1. The session objectives were clearly §tated. 9 75 2 17 ©
2. The amount of infomaéion provided was adequate. 7 58 &4 33 0
3. The speakers had 2 thorough Icnowl-edge of subject .
tter. . 10 831 8 O
&, e activities carried out Were. useful. C 9 75 2 17 O
5. information gained will help me in my position. 5 42 5 42 1
> 6. e workshop was well organized. 10 83 1 8 O
7. |TRe content of tfiis session was ,adequately treated .
in depth, 8 67 3 25 O
8. | T would attend another workshop that was conducted ‘ '
this .way. . 8 67 3 25 0
____ 9.{ The speakers Gl acpressed ideas clearly. 9 75 1 8
10.] T felt actively involved fn this séssion. .9 \s\ 2 25
11./ T Bave gained new and ﬁelpful information from : '
this session . ’ 6- 50 &4 33
_ "120 I will Be able to share tﬁis Information with uy '
staff members. . —_ = - 8 67 2 17
13.  Ideas and concepts were presented at an adequate .
pace. : 9 75 2 17
14, Tie faéi,litator/ consultant prcvided methods of
teaching to suit the personal needs of the ' :
participant.. . . 9 75 2 17
15, I will Be able to use the ‘information gained o
from thfs worksfiop in my school. 8 67 3 25
16. ThHe oBjectives of the session were reached. . 9,75 2 17 0 O 0
) Postitfon: Teacher 5 Admin. 2 Sec. 1_
-Coord. 1 Aide 3
. -37; 4 . "
. ) A 87 ;: ) .

{
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BILINGUAL PROJECT
‘ WEBSTER SCHOOL .
Title: Cultural Awareness Training As A
Strategy to Enhance th¢ Self-Image of
the®Bilingual ¢hild

. T | . February 2k, 1979 .

{D . : _SA % uA
‘The ‘session objectives were clearly stated. 3 27 8
\Ehexﬁﬁbunt\Q§:information provideévwas:adequaté. 3 Y. 7
The speakers had a ého?@ugh“kggyledge of subject 5 45 6
matter. . )

The activities carried out yplPe useful. . - 1 9 7

The information gdined will help me in my posizion. 1 9 8

The workshop was well orgained. .o b 36 Y
The cgntent of. this session was adequately treated.
in depth. : o _ 3 27 8
~ 2 *

I.would attend anothér workshop that was conducted

. this way. : . 2 18 9
The speakér(s) expressed ideas clearly. 5 45 6

1.- ----- ‘ :

I felt :actively involved in this session. 4 36 6

I have gé1ned new and helpful 1n&ormat1on from
thzs sess1on. e Y 9.9

)

I dilﬁ be able to share thls information w1th my
staff, members. - 1 9 9

Jdeas and concepts were presented at an adequate -
pace. 3 27 8

f

The fac111tator/consultant provided methods of

. teaching to suit the personal needs of .the

+ participant. ; ] 2 18 8
I will be able to use the jnformation gained ‘ :
from this workshop in my school. 1 9 G
The qbjectives of the session were -reached.—- =~ 3 27(\i

Position: Teacher 4 Admin. 2 Sec._l

Coord. 0 Aide 3  Pparent 1

| Goord.__ Mde_— TEV— 4D

~ - -

72 00 O
72 006 O
86 0 0 O
63 0 0 O

.% D % sD
72°0 0 0.
63 0°0 0:
st 0 O 0
63 2 18 O
22 1 -0,
63°0 O 0-
72 0 O 0
AN
81 0 0 0
st 0 O 0
st 0 O 0
8L 0 O 0




) . . *PITLE VII .

- BILINGUAL PROJECT : .

t

WEBSTER SCHOOL -
® Title:’ Developing English Skills in the Bilinguél Classroom

March 17, 1979

SA % A.2 D 2 SD 2

- 1. The ségs;on objectives were clearly statéa;. 2191 2 9 o0 0 O

L]

2. The amount of informatioq'ptovided was adequate. 2191 2 9 0.0 0 O

3., The speakers had a thorough knowledge of subjett .
. 22 96 1 &4 o 000 O

\ matterc
. 4., The activities carried out were useful. . 1983 417 0 0 0 O
5. The information gainéd will help me in my position. 2087 2 9 1 4 0 O

6. Thq-wotkshop was{well organized.:. * . . 2191 2. 9 o 0 0 O

; -
.7.” The content of this session was adequacely treated .
. 2191 2 9 0 O o O

in depth. R
e‘ g, I would~attend another workshop that was conducted ' o .
‘this way. 2191 2 90 o 0 O
9.. The>speaket(s) expressed ideas clearly: 22 96 '1h ;4 0 0°0°0
10, I felt actively- involved in this session. 2091 2 9 00 o O
¢ 11. I have gained new and helpful information ftom ’
this session. 2087 313 0 0 ¢ -0
12, I will be able to share this information with my {
gtaff members.. 18 78 522 0 o 0 O
13, Ideas and concepté were presented at an ' .-
- adequate pace. - 2191 2°9 O o 0 O
14. The facilitator/consuf%ant provided methods of
teaching to guit the personal needs of the ,
- . -participant. , 2291 1 9 000 0
; 15. I will be able to use the information gained T
from this workshop in my school. 2087 2 9 1 4 0 0
16. The objectives of the session were reached. 2191 2 9 O 0 0 O
—\.
R &. .-
Position: Teacher 15 parapto 6 Sec. 1 Ass't Principal 1
; ' e . ‘ ™ /t/ -
) « « AN
— -39- ' -
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Title: Developing ‘Cultural Awareness among Pagentsiand Téééhgfs
May 5, 1979 R
Staff Responses
- ) - sA (%) A (%) D (%) SD (%)
l.. The session objectives were 5 (62) 3 (38) o (o) o (0)
clearly stated.
2. The amount of information “+1(13) 7 (87) o0 (0) o0 (0)
* provided was adequate. ] i .
3. fThe speakers had a thorough 4 (50) 4 (509 o (0) o (0)
knowledge of subject matter.

-4, The activites catried out .+ 5 (62) 3 (38) o0 (0) O (0)
were useful. . )

5. The information}gained will 3\(38) 5 (62) o (0) o (0)
help me in my position. ‘ s
.6. The workshop was well 3 (38) 5 (62) o (0) o (o)
organized. - ’
7. The content of this session 3 (38) 5 (62) o (0) o (o)
was adequately treated in ] ) ..
_depth. ' ! ) ﬁ
, i)
8., -I would attend another work- 2 (25) 6 (75) o (0) o (0) !
shop th?t was conducted this
way.
9. The speaker(s) expressed : 2 (25) 6 (75) o (0) 0 (0)
ideas clearly.

10. T felt actively involved 2 (25) 6 (75) o (0) o0 (0) .
in this session. ’ i

11. I have gained new and ' 1 (13) 7 (87) o (9) o (0)
helpful information from ‘ : - T

___this. sessioni-

12. . I will be able to share 2 (25) 6 (75) 0 (01 o (0)
this information with my staff . ' .
members. j

) '{

13. Ideas and concepts were ) 2 (25) 6 (75) o (0) o (0) °

presented at" an adequate pace.
¢
=40~ 1 423
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14.

15.

L4

v

/ , -

staff Ré§pbnses»%c6ntinued)

The facil}tator/cohsultant
provided methods of .
teaching to suit the personal

. needs of_the partipant.

et '

I“wfil pe able to use the "2 (25)

wmihforma;}gg»gained from this
" workshop in my school. i

sa (%) A (%) p (%) SD_(%)
, (25 6 (75) 0 (o) 0 (0
g (75 o (0 0 (0
7 (@) o (o) 0 (0)

The objectives of the gsessions 1 (13)
were reached. .

Distribution of Respondents

parents 20
Teachers 5

=41~

43

paraprofessionals
Secretary

2

1
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Title YII
Bilingual Project

_Webster School
Parents' Workshop
' Title: Parents' Effectiveness Training ‘
Dates: December 6 and 7, 1978 !
Yes No
No. % No. %
1. There was sufficient time for the workshop activities. 29 160' "o ©
"5, This i a good day and time for a workshop 29 100, 0 O
3, The activities were well structured and organized. 29 100 0 O
L, The workshop procedures were clear and _
appropriate. 29 100 0 O
5. Workshop discussions were centered on topics .
directly related to the workshop goalse. 29 100 o O
6. The skills and information-presented at this
workshop will be useful to me and/or my
children. . 29 100 o O
7. The consultant presented the workshop activities
skillfully. ' 29 100 o O
. |
Corments: : .
1. Should have more and more often.’ .
2. I enjoyed the workshop very much.
3. I am very pleased because I learned how to help my daughters.
L, We-were very happy and pleased to see the interest in showing
us how to help our children. ’
5. We were very pleased with the 'workshop which was for the good
of our children. |
61 I want more Parent's Workshops because they are very instructive. ,

43
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/7 ¥ “TITLE VII
BILINGUAL PROJECT
WEBSTER SCHOOL
PARENT'S WORKSHOP
- “TITLE: Parental Involvement in Bilingual Education
) ) Date: January 20, 1979 PN
\ Yes No
No. % No. %
1. There was sufficient time for the workshop activities. 19 100 0 0
2. This ig a gcod day and time. for'a workshop. 19 100 0 0 N
3. The activities were well structured and organized. 19 100 0 0
4, Tﬁe—workshop procedures were clear-.and appropriate. 19 100 0 0 ¢
5. Workshop discussions were centered on topics
directly reldted to the workshop goals. ) 19 100 0 0
6. The skills and,information presented at this \NQ
workshop will be useful to me and/or my . -
children. . . 19 100 ° 0 0
7. \Tbe consultant presented~the worKshop .
activities skillfully. 19 100 0 0
COMMENTS: -
’ * a) The films were important and good and interesting.
b) I think that we should have programs like this more
often. It is very interesting and instructive. g |
¢) The films were good gnd important. ' , w

d) Everything was appropfiate and very instructive.-
e) I hope we will have more workshops like this one.
£) It was all right.

- g) I enjoyed the workshop very much.

4

h) Very good and well presented by both persons.
. i) More workshop days.
' j) I would like.to have wore workshops."

k) Enjoy movies and discussioﬁ.

~ 1) A good project was presented by both presenters,
. Q 7
,EMC ‘ ~lilye.

k A T .48



Title VII
Bilingual Project
Webster Schoo;

Parent's Workshop .

Title: - Haking-Cultur%rand-ﬂeritagg More Revglantnﬁgxyesniﬁome and Schoole.

Date : .February 17, 1979

. Yes - No '
N N %
1. There was sufficient time for the workshop .
activities. ' 23 96 1 L
2. This is'a good day and time for a workshop. . . .2k 100 0 0
3. The activitieérwggg well structured and ) '
. organized. . 24100 ° O 0
Ly The werkshop procedures were'clear and ;f%:fuv .
appropriate. o oy 24 100 0 0
: I
5. Workshop-discussions were centered on -,
- topics directly related to the workshop
goals. 24100 . O 0
6. The skills and information presented at
this workshop will be useful to me and/ .
or my children. 24 100 o ©
A . .
7. The consultant presented the workshop
activities skillfully. : 2k 100 0 0
Cémments: .
1. Everything that was ssid at the workshop was very important.
2. It was nice and very important.
3, All of the progrem is very important. It is also very important to know
_ bow to help our children.
4., It was a very good workshop.
5,....I.wish that the movie had been in Spanish.

~45-




<

Comex;ta: Cont'd.

6.

7.
8.

12.

13.
C 1k,

‘ 15.

The entire program is very bemeficial for my children. I enjoyed it ~

very uucp. .- \

I have no comment. Everything was fine.

The workshop was very‘good and very important because it ‘was about our
children's educat:.on. /

A good discussion and a good film. X
| ;

A good discussion of the film which was presenied. i

I wigh more uorkshc-‘e such as th:.s one pentered on these; top:.cs were

" available to the public. T i

I think that if there are more of these. seminars it will alert the public
’and pa,renta to help our children.

IS

Very good. The film was good and well discussed.

"I enjoyed and acqu:.red a great deal of aid in the help and adv:.ce of
educat:.ng my ch:.ldren."x : . i

k«-‘\

"I think it was very educative for.me and my children."




. TITLE WII - -
BILINGUAL PROJECT
'WEBSTER SCHOOL
PARENTS' WORKSHOP .

TITLE: Parental Involvement in.Bilingual Education: How to Corduct a Meeting.

.
»

Date:: February 21, 1979

¥

' . % . Yes ' —_Nﬁ__
- N % N %
1. There was sufficient time for the ‘
* workshop activities. B 24 100 0 0
2. This is .a good day and time for '
a” workshop. : w ) 23 96 1 4
3, The activities were well. structured
) and organized. ! 23% 96 0 0
4, The workshop»procedgnés werz2 clear .
and appropriate. N _ ‘ 24 100 0. 0
5. Workshop discussipns{were centered )
on topics directly‘rglated to the -
workshop goals. R 24 100 0 0
6. The skills and information presented
at this workshop will be useful to !
me and/or my children. 24 100 0 0
7. The consultant presented the work-
shop activities skillfully. . 24 100 0 0
.*One respondant failed to answer.
‘ 1
Comments: ’
1. It was very nice. All of us liked it very much. . ~
) 2, -I enjoyed this workshop. = It helped me to appreciate the arts of Mexico,

3, It was very nice. I enjoyed it.

4. It was very interesting and it helped me very much.

5., I agree with the ‘explainations given by the persons directing the work-
shop. R - '

| S
. ¢

~47-
‘ 49




10.

- 3
&

11.

13,

14,

16.

17.

" The films were important zad of great interest. . -

I liked it vety much. It was very well presented. ' _

In my opinion the workshop was very well explained.

The workshop was very intérestidg. I hope all the ones which are given
will be the same.

Mrs. Aguilar was very nice. Everything was useful for a new representative,
The film was very Interesting and everything\yas very nice.

Everything was nice and important, - .

Everything was nice.

Very good and well presented. We learned how to hanale and conduct
a meeting. -

I liked it very much and I hope that there will be more Parents" Work-
shops. '

12

The talk was very good for all of us and I hope they continue so that
we can learn more, -

The talk was devine.

o ‘7 :;()



: . TITIE VII
- -3TLINGUAL PROJECT
WEBSTER SCHOOL
"PARENTS' WORKSHOP '

~

TITLE: Developing Tffective Communications Between Home and School

DATE : March 3, 1979

=
R
=

There was sufficient time for the workshod

activities. .o 2 22 85 3* 12

This is a good day 2nd time for a workshop.

e égtivities were well structured and \\
o:gizezed. - ‘26 100 0 0
L. The workshop procedures were clear and i
, appropriate. 26 100 0 0
2e Workshop\discussions were centered on tepics
26 100 o O

directly related to the worxsnOp goals.

6. The skills and jnformation presented at this

worksnop W1ll we useful to me and/or my
children. | 26 100 0 0
7. The consultant §yesented the workshop
N activities skillfully. 26 100 0 0
*One participant failed to respoad. s
Comments:

1..~@ think it was very good.

2. I wish more-parents would have been here. Interesting from start to end.

3, Everything was important; I. qope.ehat it helps our children.

T

L &

v >
.
>
.

now to exnlaln things to

B "\

o
i

-

Tw 3

L, The talk was vased on what we wanted to lLearn;
our children.

tey

W

I hope we continue +o move anead in this

P —— L

This talk was very good.
direction.

N
.

T
|
:[@)

@
+
9




0 o N
L]

b

We are doing everything that was discussed.

- We are in agreement with everything that was said about the children.

-

t was very interesting and vefy good.
It was very good and very interesting.

Good and very well. discussed.
The workshop was very well conducted. Everything was well explained
for the students. Dr. Kibbey explained tnings very well.

I have enjoyed this workshop- better than all I have attended!

The same rules which apply hére should Se in force in the entire schéol.'
It was very good. Let's nave aﬁother one.

I think it was very good but ‘I also feel that there should have been

some representation of students. Perhaps they would be able to have
some impact. . :

-




TITLE VII
BILINGUAL PROJECT
oy " MNEBSTER SCHOOL
COMBINED WORKSHOP
: FOR
PARENTS AND STAFF

(

TITLE: Developindg Cultural Awareness Among Parents and Teachers

DATE: May.S, 1979

" parent Responses

r::‘ @
’( ‘= \'r" - Ye.s
T RERRRLTIPIPN N %

There was sufficient time for the . 16 80
workshop.
This is a good day and time for a 20, .l00
workshop. - . . .
The activities were well structured 20 100

and organized»

The workshop procedures were clear 20 100
and appropriate. -

Workshop discussions were centered 20 - 100
on topics directly related to the .. . p*
workshop goals.s - T

The skills.and information presented Y 20 100
at this workshop will be useful to )
me and/or my children. )
Tne.consultaét presented the 20 100
workshop activities skillfully,

»

No
N %
-4 20
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

BN
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WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM
_HERITAGE AND CULTURE
TEST ONE

-
A

— N ~

PUERTO RICO \

Choose. from the words below to fill in the blanks.

1. Atlantic Ocean 5. Columbus 9. pineapples

2. Caribbean Sea 6. colmado 10. UL4OO years

3. *San Juan 7. Pablo Casals 11. 35 miles, 100 miles
L, épanish:and English 8. "an island

The body of water north of Puerto Rico is .

The body of water_south‘of Puerto Rico is .

discovered Puerto Rico.

is surrounded by water on all sides.
v L]

_The Spanish ruled Puerto Rico for , . ’

The island is§ wide and long.

A 'famous cello player from Puerto Rico was .

A store that sells everything is called a . ] .

is the capital of Puerto Rico.

Sugar and are exported to the United States.
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WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM
. HERITAGE AND CULTURE
\ ‘ TEST TWO

-

STUDY GUIDE

Choose from the words below,and fill in the blanks.

1. nature gods 4. arts and crafts 7. priests

2. Moctezuma - .+ 5., pyramids 8. human hearts

3. war _6. corn 9. gods

10. Tenochititlan

AZPECS . /
1.. The . ' made the laws for the people.
2. The Aztecs belleved the ‘ _ controlled the weather.
3. - What kind of gods did they belleve in? .

L. They sacrxflced to the gods.

S. The L had their temples on top.
6. ' \ f was their main food.

i N
7. * R was the name of the city

8¢ The Aztecs'wé?e:always at .

9. \' ' was their leader.

| /
10. The Aztecs mad¥ beattiful and - \

lk

\

| -5k

3
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WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM
! HERITAGE AND CULTURE
‘ TEST THREE-

. IE AZTECS OF MEXICO

The name of the Aztec capital on the site of what is now Mexico City was:

H
{

2. Who was the emperor of the Aztecs when the Spanish invaders arrived in what is
now Mexican territory?

3. Who was Hernan Cortez?
4. In vwhat year did the Spanish arrive on the Coast of the Aztec empire?

5. Did the Aztecg\try to defend their empire? e

6. What happened in what is now called "La Noche Triste’?(The sad night) .

7. Who was Malinche?

8. What did the Spaniards call Malinche?

9. How did Malinche help the Spaniards?

/

B !
10. Why do you think that today Malinche is a word for "traitor" in Mexico?
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L ‘ L WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM
HERITAGE' AND CULTURE
TEST FOUR

1
A

THE MEXICAN REVOLUTION OF NOVEMBER 20, 19510

> Choose and circle the correct answer.

)

1. The bgople were very unhappy because
, a) . The land did not belong to them b) the rich men were kind
: 2. The president of Mexico at that time was: ;

.a) Benito Juarez b) Porfirio Diazz c¢) Emiliano Zapata
3, Don Francisco I. Madero was not afraid ‘of Diaz.. He  wanted

a) Free and democratic elections b) free land c) to be president
L4, Pancho Villa was a good revolutionary general because he:

a) fought the rich men b) helped the poor people c) he took cattle

from the rich to
<, give to the.hungry

! people
5. Porfiro Diaz was defeated and he boarded a ship and went to:

a) the United States b). Puerto Rico c) France

6. The anniversary of the Mexican Revolution is celebrated as a national
holiday on:

a) November 20 b) September 16 c) May 5th

-

-56-




WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM
HERITAGE AND CULTURE o
TEST FIVE

&

CUBA

1. Name four islands.
2. Is Cuba an island? Why?

© 3.+ Write the names of Cuba's provinces.

2
L. What aré the main products of Cuba?

———— = - A

: -

—_ \
5. How is the climate in Cuba?

<




— o WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM
HERITAGE AND CULTURE
TEST SIX

]

1. What mountains range are found in Mexico?

-
o PPy

- \

-

2. Name two Mexicans voleanos.

)y’
Al
~\ - -
3. Name Mexico's most important river.
O
4. How is the climate in Mexico? . - '
L] 0] ©
]
1)
'S5. Neme the most.important product of Mexico.
- ,
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‘Appendix: D
Results of Spanish Language
Achievement Testing in Reading and Mathematics

.
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Ih accordance’ with Title VII guidelines, project s#udents were tested

. in Spanish as well as English. The instrument used was 'the Comprehensive

Tests of Basic Skills, Spanish version (CTBs/Espanol) published by

CTB/McGraw Hill in 1978. Students were pretested in Decé@ber, 1978 and

. . . )
posttested in May, 1979. The levels and subtests administered to each grade

are listed in Table 2L below.

* DABLE 2k

i

Levels and Subtests of CIBS/Espanol
Administered to Project Students .
By Grade

Grade

Level Subtests

3&h

B ' Reading Comprehension
Math Computation .
Math Concepts &
Applications

Cc Reading Comprehension
Math Computation
Math Concepts and \
Applications.

1 . Reading Comprension

Math Computation

Math Concepts and
Applications =

2 Reading Comprehension
i ! Math Computation\
\ Math Concepts and
\ Applications \

-60- o



Results of these tests are presented in Tables 25 through 28. Raw
score Peans ahd grade-equivalént score means are presented. Interpretation
of the latter in.terms of the p;ojects objectives. of one month gain for
each month of program'particigation indicates positive results in gradg 5
reading and grade 1 and 2 mathemat%cs, It should be noted that no grade
equivalernt scores are provided by the publisher for the readiné comprehension

’ subigst in grades 1 and 2.

TABLE 25

Pre- and Posttest Means and Standard
- Deviations and Mean Gains by Grade
in Raw Score Units on CTBS/Espanol
Reading Comprehension Subtest

. . Pretest s Posttest "
. - — ean
Grade N X * SD X 8D Gain
1 12 8.0 - 2.7 21.5 2.0 13.5 ’
2 12 5.9 4.7 8.6 4.8 2.7
3 ) 12 10.3 2.7 11.5 5.k 1.2
4 14 12.7 6.8 10.6 4.3 ~2.1
5 16 11.2 4.1 14.6 4,7 3.4
- TABLE 26 )
. Pre~- and Posttest Means and Mean
o Gains by Grade* in Grade Equivalent
Units on CTBS/Espanol Subtest
Pretest Posttest Means:
v Grade N Mean Mean Gain
1* 12
2* 12
e é * 12’ 2.’+ 2.5 001
. ’+ \*lk * 3.1 2.7 -O.ll'
Q. 5 16 2.9 4.1 1.2

*GEU scores are not available for this subtest in grades 1 & 2.
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TABLE 27

e

Pre- ané Posttest Means and Standard
Dev1at1ons and Mean Geins by Grade
in Raw Score Units on CIBS/Espanol

Total Mathematics Subtest

-

L8 .
' . Pretest Post%est
] - - Mean
Grade N X SD X SD Gain
— P : —
1 12 250 kb9 46,3 6.0 21.3
2 12 19.2 b7 3.5 5.6 12.3
3 8 35.4 7.3 45.5  16.2 10.1
’ 4 13 55.5  12.6 . 20.4 4.0 -35.1
. 5 15 43.9  1l.b 4.1 12.1 3.2
TTTABLE 28
Pre- and Posttest Means and Mean i
Gains by Grade in Grade Equivalent
Orits on CTBS/Espanol Total Mathematics
Subtest
Pretest Posttest Mean,
Grade Mean . Mean ) Gain
1 i.4 . 2.3 0.9 »
2 1.7 2.2 0.5 i
\.
3 2.6 : 3.0 0.4
l+ 3."} . 1.5 “109
5 . 2/ 4.9 0.2
Q ‘
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