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Introduction

As an initial step toward developing an accountability plan for
Educational Services, the Administrator of Classification and Programs

requested that Planning and Research conduct an evaluation of services
based on the data being submitted by teachers and principles each
month. The request was made to provide the Administrator with
measures of current activity and performance and an assessment of the
appropriateness of data being collected so that programmatic issues
could be identified, p2rformance standards could be established and
future program direc:ions could be determined.

Throughout fiscal year 1986, teachers and principles submitted monthly
program participation loge to Planning and Research. The information
from the logs was summarized each month and presented in the monthly
report submitted to the Oklahoma Board of Corrections. The present
report contains a summary of the monthliy data for the fiscal year as
requested. The discussions of the summary process and results are
followed by & review of the actions being taken by Educational
Services in response to the findings reported. The teachers and
principles are commended for their cooperation and their efforts to
provide administrutors valuable information about program performance
within Educational Services.

Data Collection

Descriptions and criteria for the ten Educational Services programs
discusseu in the present report are provided in Appendix A. The ten
programs are: (a) Basic Integration Program; (b) Learning Disability
Program; (c) Adult Basic Education; (d) GED; (e) High School Diploma;
(f) College/Talk-Back TV; (g) Post Secondary Edugation; (h) Chapter I;
(i) Vocational Technical Programs; and (j) Daily Living Skills. The
vocational programs were limited to those at Oklahoma State
Reformatory, Mabel Bassett, and Jess Dunn for the full fiscal vyear,
with Conner and James Crabtree reporting for part the year. Two of
the larger vo-tech programs, OJuachita and Lexington, did not maintain
the monthly logs during the fiscal year.

A copy of the monthly log that served as the data collection
instrument is provided in Appendix B (the actual log was on legal size
paper). The log was designed by the Superintendent of Schools for the
Department of Corrections, with assistance from Planning and Research
staff. The intent was to record events which might influence or
reflect the delivery of services to inmates. Codes were provided to
show the following events: (a) reception date and type; (b)
termination date and type; (c) excused absences, defined as absences
not in the control of the inmate; (d) unexcused absences, that 1is,
absences that could have been avoided by the inmate; and (e) actions
that instructors took when unexcused absences occurred. Instruct rs
recorded the various codes for the day each event occurred.

Entry of the monthly logs from each instructor was provided by the
Data Entry Operator assigned to Planning and Research. All data was
entered on an IBM PC XT through dBASE III software. An average of
1,800 records per month were entered. Summarization of the data was
also performed on the IBM PC XT. The summary reports were presented
in the monthly Board of Corrections reports.
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Instructors also provided the resuits of the pre- and post-testing for
students completing academic programs. This information was provided
quarterly. A major 1limitation on the quarterly testing results is
that instructors did not utilize the same tests, that is, instructors
gave the tests that they preferred and not a standardized scale.

Therefore, the results presented in the next section on the quarterly
tests should be reviewed with caution; they are not necessarily
comparable.

Results

Presentation of the results is divided into five parts. First,
information is presented concerning the need for educational programs
in the Department of Corrections based on the test data provided by
Lexington’s psychological staff. The second part provides a summary
of the delivery of educational services to inmates in terms of the
number of inmates served. Third, movement through educational
programs is summarized; the fourth section provides information about
the individuals that participated. The fifth part presents the
results of the quarterly test data as a measure of program impact.

The Need

Information from the Fiscal Year 1986 Inmate Accounting report showed
4,179 inmates received into the inmate system. Revised Beta scores
were provided by Lexington psychological staff for 3,937 inmates
(Table I). Receptions that could not read or could not speak English
were not entered 1nto the data files, so the data in Table I
represents only those inmates capable of completing the test.

For the Revised Beta, a score of 100 is considered average and scores

between 85 and 115 are considered to be within the normal range. of
the 3,937 inmates tested, 27.3 percent, or 1,073 inmates, fell at or
below 85. For the female receptions, 111 (40.7 percent) were at o

below 85, as were 26 percent (858) of the males. The majority of the
inmates fell within one standard deviation of the norm of 100 for the
Revised Beta, and 2,968 inmates (72.7 percent) scored higher than 85.

The mean value for females was almest ten points below the norm. This
result may be an artifact of 366 scores (3 percent) having the sex
code excluded. However, the average of all receptions tested was 6.4

points below the norm and 69 per-cent scored below 100.

Reading level results from the California Achievement Test are
presented in Table II. A total of 3,167 inmates completed their
reading test, of which 24.2 percent (767) were reading at or below a
sixth grade level and 41.2 percent (1,524) were at or below the ninth
grade level. Among those tested, 58.8 percent (1,643) were performing
higher than the ninth grade. Again, the number of 1inmates whose
reading skills weire too poor for them to take the test was not
recorded during the year.

Results for the mathematics scale from the CAT (Table 1III) were
somewhat lower than for the reading scale, as was the number taking
the scale. Fifty percent of those tested scored lower than the eighth
grade level and 25 percent scored below the sixth grade level. Only
22 percent were above a ninth grade level. The overall averuge was a
math grade level of 7.9, compared to 9.4 on the reading scale.




The last grade completed reported by receptions at Lexington is
suamarized in Table 1IV. 0f the 3,853 inmates for which the
information was provided, 38.9 percent (1,500) reported completing the
12th grade or more. Only 24.2 percent (965) failed to complete more
than the ninth grade. This is in contrast to the 41.2 percent found
to be reading below the tenth grade level and the 77.4 percent below
grade 10 level on the math test.

Progrem Delivery

The number of individual inmates participating in educational pirograms
during fiscal year 198f is presented in Table V. Also presented are
the total number of inmates handled by the facility during the fiscal
year. This was estimated from the year-end count reported on the
weekly inmate accounting sheet, the percent of the total inmates
handled that participated in educational programs, acd the total
educational program slots allocated. Almost 31 percent of all inmates
handled by the Department of Corrections during the fiscal year
participated in educational programs. This is an impressive
percentage given that an unknown percentage of those handled by the
facilities had already completed educational needs in other fiscal
years. Percent participating in education of those handled by the
facility ranged from a low of 8.2 at McLeod Correctional Center to a
high of 45.2 at Mabel Bassett Correctional Center. Of course the
percent of those handled 1is a function of the number of slots
available and the length of the programs offered.

Table VI provides the average daily population for each program by

facility. The average population figures are estimates because
starting and completion dates were not always reported on the monthly
logs. The first time an inmate appeared on the monthly log, a case

was opened and remained open until the inmate did not appear on a
monthly report for one month. If the same inmate appeared on a log

after a month’s absence, then a second case would be recorded. In
these instances, starting and completion dates were assigned to
records so that average daily population could be estimated. The
following rules were used to assign dates: On cases that lacked a

beginning day, the first day of the month they were first reported was
assigned. For cases that lacked both the starting day and the
termination dev, the 15th day of the month was assigned as the
termination day. If the case had a starting day later than the 15th,
then the last day of the month was assigned as the completion day.
Table VI also provides the total cases, number without starting date
and the number withou* ending date for each program and each facility.
Note that the table presents estimates for the full fiscal year. If a
program actuelly began at a facility in the middle of the year, the
estimate of average daily population is still for the full fiscal
year, i.e., the average daily population would be underestimated in
that instance.

The most active programs were Adult Basic Education (ABE) and wueneral
Educational Development (GED), with an average daily population of
over 200 inmstes for each program. Among the academic programs (GED,
High School Diploma, College/Talk-Back TV, Post Secondary Education,
and Chapter I) had a combined average daily population ¢f 618 inmates.



Overall, with 840 program slots available in education, the average
daily population was 834.6. Obviously the program slots were kept
filled during the fiscal year.

Movement Through Education Programs

Movement through the educational programs during fisca. year 1986 is
summarized in Table VII. This table is in the same format as the one
in the monthly Board of Corrections report with one exception. Both
the New Students &and Terminations sections of the report include a
column labeled Not Given. This column represents those cases where a
recepticn type or termination type was not specified. The frequencies
reported are inmate based, that 1s, each inmate is counted once. If
an inmate started a program three times during the year, only the
reception type for the first entry was included. If an inmate
terminated more than once, then the termination type for the last exit
was reported. For program totals and the grand total, each inmate is
also counted once. That is, inmates that transferred between
facilities and participated in the same program at both facilities was
counted once in the Program Total row.

Of the 3,910 total inmates that participated in educational programs
(from the Grand Total row, the Starting Population + New Students),
3,227 were terminated. Transfers to another facility accounted for
670 terminations (20.8 percent), release from prison totaled 161 (5
percent), 308 inmates (9.5 percent) were dropped from programs, 787
inmates (24.4 percent) completed at least one program, and 657 (20.4
percent) left programs due to job changes. An additional 644 inmates
(16.5 percent), did not have a reason for termination specified.
Among the individual programs, Daily Living Skills showed the highest
completion rate (57.4 percent), followed by Vo-tech with a 40.2
percent rate of completion. The academic programs had lower
completion rates: Adult Basic Education reported a completion rate of
4.2 percent, while 14.4 percent of the terminations from GED completed
the program. Completion rate for the High School Diploma program was
3.8 percent and, for Chapter I, 13.9 percent of the terminations were
program completions. Higher education programs included a 31.2
percent completion rate for College/Talk-Bazk TV and 10.1 percent for
Post Secondary Education.

The majority of students receivcod into programs were recorded as new
students. Although the Grand Total showed 670 inmates terminated as

transfers only 82 inmates were reported to have started as
transfers-in. This may represent a data shortcoming rather than a
failure to continue the program at a new facility. The receiving

instructor may have recorded the inmate as new instead of a transfer.

Table YII also shows a total of 1,651 inmates with at least one
excused absence from programs. Excused absences by reason are pro-
vided in Table VIII The 1,651 inmates that missed at least one class
generated (6,090 absences (Grand Total row) during the fiscal year, or
9.75 excused absences per inmate with at least one absence. The two
most frequent reasons for excused absences were School Closed (29.9
percent) and Teacher Absent (36.6 percent). ©Both reasons are outside




the students’ control and tend to inflate the count, since each
student in the class would be coded when the events occurred. School
Closed was generally due to holidays; teacher absences were an
outgrowth of meetings and illness. If the two were removed from the
excused absence count, then the total excused absences would be
reduced to 5,377. Medical Lay-in (13.3 percent) was the third most
frequent reason for excused absences, followed by 7.6 percent for Out
Count (e.g., hospital, court, etc.), Lock-Down (4.8 percent), and
Disciplinary Unit (4.5 pe.cent). Facility Classification Committee
ind Religious reasons accounted for smaller percentages (1.0 and 0.2
vercent, respectively).

in addition to the excused absences, 925 inmates (Table IX) had 5,640
unexcused absences. The majority of the unexcused absences were from
GED and ABE classes, which accounted for 3,358 (58.5 percent) of the
total unexcused absences. However, since the two prrograus handled the
largest number of inwates and both programs require longer to
complete, it was not surprising +that the programs would generate the
most absences. Over one-half of the unexcused absences from GED and
ABE occurred from the programs at Oklahome State Reformatory (911 or
27.1 percent) and James Crabtree (850 or 25.3 percent).

Of the total unexcused absences, 8.9 percent (503) were for being late

and not for missing the entire class period. No Reason accounted for
the majority of the unexcused absences (3,755 or 66.6 percent) and
Other Programs explained an additional 15.4 percent (1,597). Not

summarized in a table are the responses by instructors to unexcused
absences. Data from the monthly 1logs indicated that over 75 percent
of the unexcused absences resulted in some form of action by the
instructor. Responses from the instructors ranged from no action
necessary to misconduct write-ups.

The Participants

An attempt was made to maich the Lexington Assessment and Reception
Center’s initial testing data with the inmates that participated in
educational programs during fiscal year 1986. Information on 1I.Q.s,

reading scores, and math scores among those participating in
educational programs is presented in Table . The scores appear to be
as expected for the academic programs. Average 1.Q., reading level,

and math 1level scores for the Basic Integration Program and the
Learning Disability Education were less than the Adult Basic Education
program, which in turn, were lower than scores for GED and High School
Diploma. Higher scores were found for the participants in Secondary
Education and College/Talk-Back TV. Overall, participants in
educational programs that had test scores from Lexington Assessment
and Reception Center had an average 1.Q. of 90.3, an average reading
level of 8.8, and an average math level of 7.4. These average scores
are somewhat lower than the averages presented in Table I, Table 1II,
and Table III for all inmates tested at Lexington.

The Impact

Several problems plague the quarterly pre- and post-test sccres which
were studied to assess program impact. First, the tests employed by




facilities reflect tne individual preferences of instructors rather
than a standardized test. Even within the same facility, the tests
administered may have differed. Therefore, the data between facili-
ties are not necessarily comparable. Second, the course completed
to justify the test was not always clear o~ the data sheet. As a
result, the information was matched by DOC number without controlling
for the program and one inmate that completed both ABE and GED would
be counted for both programs. Finally, because the data was stored by
Planning and Research into quarterly files without reference to date
tested, some of the da’.a may represent inmates that completed a
program prior to fiscal year 1986.

With all the above limitations, the data is summarized in Table XI for
academic programs; Vo-tech and Daily Living Skills were excluded.
Overall, the gain made on math level (0.9) was larger than the gain in
reading level (0.4), yet because of their relative starting points,
the average post-test math grade level (8.0) was still slightly 1lower
than average post-test reading 1level. 1Individuals that participated
in GED exceeded the overall post-test averages ~n both reading and
math level, while the results for Adult Basic Education were lower
than the averages for the overall total. Results for several of the
programs (e.g., College Talk/Back TV), and particular facilities,
involve such a small number of inmates that the data should be
disregarded.

Discussion

The results for fiscal year 1986 indicate clearly that the staff of
the educational programs delivered services to a large number of
inmates and that, based on the Lexington test data, tnese services
were provided to inmates with needs in academic areas. Collectively,
3,910 inmates participated during fiscal year 1986, which represented
almost 31 percent of all inmates handled by the Department of
Corrections. The 31 percent did not include two of the larger vo-tech
programs, Quachita and Lexington Correctional Centers.

A though prograr delivery was impressive, the completion rate for
programs was not. Completion rates, defined as the percent of all
terminations with a completion code as the last exit code, was highest
for Daily Living Skills with 57.4 percent completions. Since this
program is short-term and does not require demonstration of higher

academic skills, one would expect a high completion rate. However, in
the academic skills programs, the completion rate was considerably
lower. Adult Basic Education showed a completion percent of 4.2, GED

nad 14.4 percent, Chapter I programs had 13.9, aird High School Diploma
only 3.8. Transfers to another facility, job changes, and release
from prison accounted for 46 percent of all program terminations. An
additional 20 percent did not have a termination type specified.

The lack of information on reception types and release types reduced
the utility of this report. Of the 3,096 total receptions throughout
educational programs, 1,212 (39.) percent) did not have a reception
type or date specified, and, as mentioned above, 20 percent of 3,227
terminations lacked a type and date. It was noted in the result
section that 670 inmates terminated from a program due to a transfer




to another facility, but only 82 inmates were reported to heve started
a program as a transfer. With the large number of unspecified recep-
tions, the possibility is strong that part of the 1,212 represents
transfers- in from another facility.

Although aistorical data is now availab’ on the process of
educetional programs, there is not a consistent measure of program
impact. The quarterly testing information presented results that were
a0t comparable between facilities nor, in some cases, within
facilities because of a lack of standardization among tests used.

Action Steps

As noted in the introduction, the current analysis was performed to
provide an assessment of the status of Educational Services activities
and reporting. It was, in turn, to be used as a basis for completing
part of a Programs and Services Division objective: toc establish a
standard for the evaluation of educational services. 1In anticipation
of utilizing the findings, task forces were established within
Educational Services. The following tasks have been started, or are
being planned, in response to the analysis:

1. Development of a list of standard texts and standardized
tests to be used throughout the system. It is expected that
this action will eliminate the problems of comparability and
impact assessment raised by the current study.

2. Development of a performance rating system. Given findings
in this report as a benchmark, goals for student achievement
can be defined.

3. Development of acceptable levels of absences. By addressing
this issue with wardens, unexcused absences can be
eliminated and excused absences can be reduced to a minimum
acceptable level.

4, Revision of monthly report log. The 1lcg has already been
revised to include additional data on programs which shouid
enhance next year’s summary.

5. Review of 1literacy issues. A literacy task force has
already been created which, although 1ot directly dealing
with education evaluation questions, 1is likely to generate

findings which will influence educational service delivery.

Conclusion

A summary of Educational Services data was requested by the
Administrator of Classification and Programs and produced by Plannins
and Research staff. The results provided the basis for actions by

Educational Services and a benchmark against which to measurc the
impact of those actions in the coming year.




TABLE 1

SUMMARY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES TESTING AT LARC : RB RESULD>
07/01/85 THROUGH 06/30/86 .
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TABLE III

SUMMARY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES TESTING AT LARC : MT RESULTS
07/01/85 THROUGH 06/30/86

FEMALE MALE TOTAL

LEVEL f X M % f X OMX f X CMX

1 0 0.0 0.0 4 0.2 0.2 4 0.1 0.1

2 5 2.3 2.3 42 1.8 2.0 57 2.0 2.2

3 17 7.9 10.2 93 4.0 6.0 128 4.5 6.7

4 23 10.7 20.9 173 7.5 13.6 218 7.7 144

5 24 11.2 32.1 251 10.9 24.5 302 10.7 25.1

6 26 12.1 44.2 256 11.1 35.6 314 11.1 36.3

7 23 10.7 54.9 330 14.3 49.9 388 13.7 59.0

8 38 17.7 72.6 406 17.6 7.5 508 18.0 68.0

9 12 5.6 178.1 230 10.0 77.5 264 9.4 77.4

10 13 6.0 84.2 149 6.5 84.0 185 6.6 83.9

11 9 4.2 88.4 78 3.4 87.4 100 3.5 87.5

12 25 11.6 100.0 289 12.6 100.0 353 12.5 100.0

13 0 0.0 100.0 1 0.0 100.0 1 0.0 100.0

TOTAL 215 100.0 100.0 2302 100.0 100.0 2822 100.0 100.0
AVERAGE 7.5 7.9 7.9
MEDIAN 7.5 8.0 8.0

NOTE: NFAL@IAJMNINCLUDESMALES+FEMALES+CASESWIWASEX(DDE

TABLE IV

SUMMARY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES TESTING AT LARC @ LGC RESULTS
07/01/85 THROUGH 06/30/86

FEMALE MALE TOTAL
LEVEL f % M % £ X CmMx f X CM%
1 0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0
2 0 0.0 0.0 4 0.1 0.2 4 0.1 0.1
3 0 0.0 0.0 8 0.2 0.4 9 0.2 0.4
4 0 0.0 0.0 4 0.1 0.5 5 0.1 0.5
5 1 0.4 0.4 9 0.3 0.8 13 0.3 0.8
6 4 1.4 1.8 27 0.8 1.7 34 0.9 1.7
7 9 3.2 5.0 77 2.4 3.1 97 2.5 4.2
8 14 5.0 10.0 220 6.9 10.9 261 6.8 11.0
9 40 14.2 24.2 418 13.0 23.9 507 13.2 24.2
10 41 14.6 38.8 577 18.0 41.9 690 17.9 42.1
11 61 21.7 60.5 596 18.6 60.5 732 19.0 61.1
12 97 34.5 95.0 1022 31.9 92.4 1231 31.9 93.0
13 14 5.0 100.0 244 7.6 100.0 269 7.0 100.0
TOTAL 281 100.0 100.¢C 3207 100.0 100.0 3853 160.0 110.0
\ AVERAGE 10.7 10.7 10.7
MEDIAN 11.5 11.4 11.4

@ TE: TOTAL COLUMN INCLUDES MALES + FEMALES + CASES WITHOUT A SEX CODE

1
1.




TABLE V

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM DELIEYERY BY EDIICATIONAL SERVICES
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986

TOTAL INMATES PIRCENT HANDLED
TOTAL INMATES HANDLED PARTICIPATING IN
FACILITY PARTICIPATING BY FACILITIY EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

ose 169 1255 13.5
JBCC 105 945 11.1
JCCC 398 1296 30.7
OSR 453 1652 27.4
JHCC 382 1427 26.8
MCC 115 1394 8.2
MACC 119 1152 10.3
occC 368 1154 31.8
CcccC 325 1614 20.1
MBCC 293 €48 15.2
Lcc 457 2223 20."
JDCC 195 896 21.8
JLCC 298 976 30.5
TCTC 451 1084 11.6
TOTAL 3910 12704 30.8

NOTE:

NOTE:

NOTE:

TOTAL INMATES HANDLED BY FACILITY IS FROM THE JUNE 1986 MONTHLY
BOARD OF CORRECTIONS REPORT, FISCAL YEAR INMATE ACCOUNTING SHEET.

PRCGRAM SLOTS TAKEN FROM THE MAY 1986 REPORT EDUCATION PROGRAMS FY86

BY ELLEN FOX. THE REPORT WAS FOR INSTITUTIONS ONLY AND Dip NOT
INCLUDE TULSA COMMUNITY TREATMENT CENTER.

TOTAL PARTICIPANTS IS FOR INDIVIDUAL INMATES AND NOT THE SUM
OF THE NUMBER PARTICIPANTING COLUMN

P

PROGRA?
SLOTS

40
31
103
I4
100
60
27
65
107
52
35

74

NA

840




TABLE VI
AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 19C6 BY PROGRAM AND BY FACILITY
NUMBER NUMBER
WITHOUT WITHOUT AVERAGE
TOTAL RECEPTION RELEASE DAILY
FACILITY CASES DATA DATA PDPULATIDN
BASIC INTEGRATION PROGRAM
JCCC 101 53 56 22.1
PROG. TOTAL 101 53 56 22.1
LEARNING DISABILITY EDUCATION
MCC 27 5 11 8.1
MBCC 4 3 1.2
JDCC 1 (%] ! 0.0
PROG. TOTAL 33 9 15 9.3
ADULT BASIC EDUCATION
0SP 106 45 64 10.5
JBCC 69 35 34 5.€
JCCC 101 48 45 11.7
0SR 211 84 107 24 .4
JHCC 253 163 102 42.3
MCC 73 21 20 9.7
SCcC 27 13 11 3.3
0CC 94 38 46 7.4
CCC 158 85 81 25.8
MBCC 486 24 2 10.7
LCC 256 54 76 21.9
JBCC 128 43 43 21.1
JLCC 88 15 32 13.9
TCTC 20 10 8 1.9
PROG. TOTAL 1601 678 698 208.2
GED
ose 89 47 53 11.2
JBCC 48 24 25 6.8
JCCC 155 72 55 18.9
GSR 307 138 137 38.4
JHCC 206 143 78 30.2
MCCl 27 5 ] 3.0
SCC 43 15 20 6.7
occ 287 72 183 23.5
ccC 8% 47 38 11.6
MBCC 67 25 24 14.8
LCC 239 44 58 15.5
JDCC 35 16 15 4.4
JLCC 1@5 23 49 12.6
TCTC 244 78 105 21.9
PROG. TOTAL 1817 770 764 220.3
HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
OSR 277 197 167
4
Lo




TABLE VI
AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 1886 BY PROGRAM AND BY FACILITY

NUMBER NUMBER
WITHOUT WITHOUT AVERAGE
TOTAL RECEPTION RELEASE DAILY
FACILITY CASES DATA 0ATA POPULATION
HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
JHCC i i 1 0.2
0cC 10 7 2 0.8
ccc 4 4 1 0.2
JLcc 6 2 2 0.8
PROG. TOTAL 298 211 173 42.8
COLLEGE/TALK BACK TV
osP 26 25 16 2.4
JBCC 12 11 5 3.7
0SR 38 30 33 9.9
JHCC 71 71 69 21.4
ScC 33 28 18 i2.3
occ 22 15 7 2.9
CCC 1 0 1 0.0
mBCC 45 25 10 13.6
Jocc 18 11 13 3.5
PROG. TOTAL 266 216 172 69.8
POST SECONDARY EDUCATION
JBCC 4 2 0 0.4
JCcce 108 €S 42 12.3
0SR 40 26 31 2.5
JHCC 41 21 16 5.8
MCC i s 0 n.0
ccc 13 3 9 e.7
MBCC 18 11 9 0.5
Lcc 3 2 3 2.5
Jocc 25 5 4 4.1
JLCC 91 19 19 15.2
PROG. TOTAL 345 140 133 42.0
CHAPTER I
0SR 24 8 11 2.7
JHCC 39 12 15 6.2
CCu 35 12 17 5.4
MBCC 34 18 12 6.0
LCC 237 39 65 14.5
JLCC 2 1 2 0.0
PROG. TGTAL 371 91 122 34.9
VO-TECH
JCcCC 6S 5§ 49 7.2
NSR 121 68 81 29.8
CCC 115 41 38 13.9




TABLE_VI

AVERAGE DAILY POPULATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986 BY PROGRAM AND BY FACILITY

NUMBER NUMBER
WITHOUT WITHOUT AVERAGE
TOTAL RECEPTION RELEASE DAILY
FACILITY CASES DATA DATA POPULATION

VO-TECH

MBCC 218 54 49 36.1
JDCC 47 16 20 8.3
PROG. TOTAL 566 238 228 95.2

DAILY LIVING SKILLS

JBCC 4¢ 5 16 3.4
Jcce 69 35 32 5.1
JHCC 40 18 25 4.4
MCC 1 1 ] 0.1
SCC 62 10 7 4.7
0cC 135 89 S 5.8
CCC 73 14 21 11.7
MBCC 54 23 21 8.0
LCC 21 2 4 1.8
JDCC 75 40 30 22.0
JLCC 112 ] 17 15.5
TCTC 353 115 105 7.7
PROG. TOTAL 10839 371 284 9¢.2




TMLE VII
SUPpARY OF PARTICIPATION Iif EDUCAYIONAL SERUICES PROGIAHS FOR FISCAL YFAR 1356

<
STpEnS TERERATIONS L
THEHHHEHHREHHHE HHHHRIHEENH SHEEHHE T o ¢ HHE SHEHHRHHEHHHERHEHR. * EHHHHEHHHHHR . .
STRRTING TkANS-  NWOI iRANS-  RE- OROP- (COM-  JOB #OT ENDIMG ENC. OMENC.

FACILITY PCY.  TOTAL MOV TERRED GIVEM TOIRL FCRRED LEASEC PED PLETED CHAMGE GIVEN POP. RBS A4S,
BASIC INTEGRATION PROGRAN

Jee Vs 6 6 2 % & 6 0 1 1 2 n %
FROS. TOTAL 29 6 6 2 3 66 6 0 P u % %

LERRNING DISRBILITY FOUCATION

e 6 A 1 0 5 19 10 0 ¢ ] 2 3 8 18 8
mCC 0 t 0 d { 3 0 6 1 0 1 1 1 3 1
Joce | 1 1 0 ] 1 ] g ¢ 0 g 1 0 0 1
PROG. TOIAL 6 %6 13 0 3 23 10 b S 6 3 5 y a 18
ROULT BASIC EBUTATION

5P I 5 2 8 8§ N 1 u 6 10 5 8 15
J8(e ] 0 0 3 4 8 g ¢ 6 u 19 Tn 2
Blany 17 5 3 5 W/ 5 4 S D S T B ]
gse 18 6l 48 1 89 144 4 2 3 6 B 9 3% 159 9%
JHCC §5 154 50 2 12 12 18 I ou 8 % 3 6 & 9
. 13 % 3% % 16 48 17 2 ¢ LI ¥ CONS S R
scC 1 5 13 0 2 7 3 12 8 1 b ¢ n 5
acc 17 89 4 3 % ® 1 5 7 1w % 8 13 0
£ce a 1 58 ] $$ 16 1 113 po% 4 2 8 6
e 17 8 u 0 8 u 1 2 1 S L B . -
L i 28 1% ] 8 w B U0 8 32 %9 BN 1w 4w
Jocc & 5 U 1 I & 5 N 10 16 2% 10 & 6
JLEE £ w4 0 33 68 9 P8 g ¥ ¢ 8 ¥ 1
T€ie 3 i 10 g v 15 il i 1 § g i 0 10

PROG T0IRL 265 1675 S83 31 456 1036 4 53 169 59 3 44 687 468
ot

gse b 6 X 2 s o g 4 13 ¢ 48 8 4 i
J8CC 0 ¥ 1 ] & 32 i 2 90 9 z g 718 1
et Y 9% S 16 k128 2% 318 VA (1 8 8
gse 4 a0 8t 0 12 e 05 (AN IR SRR § B ¥4 I £ &)
JHEC 5¢ 130 3% 3 6 i 16 I o860 3% BN
e 3 U 18 2 I 6 3 12 4 1 8
St 5 LY 1 2 3% 4 1 1 12 6 I VIR 8
otc 3 2i 13 2 82 ur 4 8 13 9 S 6 ¥ 8 1
cec 16 L) 0 55 3 2 4 % 0 5 B 0B
1B | 0 % 1 2 5% 1 701 i I 4 09 ?
Lcc % 206 169 3 oWy 5w 8 83 4 ¥ 18 8 46
ey 3 n 3 6 2 H g 3 7 5 9 ¢ B8 U
Jied 4 N & ] SR A 1 ¢ & 9 12 B3 5
il 38 w157 ] S0 237 169 L I&] § 1% 0 68 8
PRGG. IOTRL 2% I3 81 27 S 43 2 2 12 w7 3 43 W k87 3
HIGH SCHODL DIPLOMA

ose 19 195 4 LR U B YA 7 703 38 8 S 1% 1%

pon
-



TABLE V11
SURARY OF PRRTICIPATION I EDUCATIONRL SERVICES PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986

3]
STUDENTS TERMINATIONS LI
BRI SR R S S A A M. .
STARIING TRf¥s-  HG} TREK.  KkE- OROP- COM- JOB MO [MOING EXC. UMEXC.

FREILITY PeP.  TOTAL MEU FERRED OGIVEN TOTAL FERRED LERSED PO PLETED CHAMGE GIVEN POP. RBS. #B5.

HIGH SCHOOL OtPLOMA

Ll 0 1 0 0 1 e 0 g ¢ 0 0 0 I 1 1
0t 3 5 0 0 § 8 ! & 1 § 1 1 b 1 0
tec 0 L . 0 4 4 0 b2 0 1 1 0 1 1
e 0 5 ¢ 0 2 5 ] 0 1 1 2 i 1 3 0
PROG. TOIAL  S2 AR Il m ¥ TR 8 2 % %% ws 13
COLLEGE/TALK BACK TV

0sP 4 0 0 0 0 " i g 6 9 0 ? 0 ] 0
J8CC 0 y 1 0 8 3 1 g 0 3 ] 2 0 0 0
SR 12 5 1 0 8 12 2 0 1 2 2 4 9 0 5
JHEC ) B0 ] LI 14 i g 0 0 0 4 5 1 0
stC 15 5 7 0 8 3 8 AN | 2 3 g [ 0
i 10 74 0 I N g 11 8 3 ! 3 2 0
gec ] 11 0 0 1 ] ¢ b 0 0 I § 0 ]
1:] 0 4 9 0 I ] 8 1 15 6 0 2 2 0
joet 0 11 ? g 8 ¢ 12 1 0 % § b U]
. TOIAL 1 B 2 1 138 b i 5 # 1 s U 5 5
POST SECOMDARY LRUCRTICY

J8LC ¢ LI | 0 ] § 1 0 0 3 U] ] 0 § ]
Je 3 2 3% { #0090 2 6 4 g B B S 68 3
gs® 0 il 0 B B ] 12 1 5 18 5 B 10
At b 312 0 a1 5 z P4 LI ] + i /4 §
e 0 11 0 0 1 1 b 6 0 § & 8 i ]
s ] i2 8 0 i1 il i 1 8 3 ) 2 z 5
1Ll 2 6 0 8 N Z 2 0 5 0 3 2 7 0
Lee 0 I3 ] ] ] ] 0 0 0 0 ] 3 ] 0
Jocc % a 1 7 $ 6 0 5 1 8 l I 9 n
JLIC b 8¢ 55 0 ¥ 9 N 25 303% EARD VR R V)
PROG. T0TAL 41 76 145 I 1z % & 1 U 2% 8 % 12 8
CHAPTER |

DSk 2 19 12 0 718 5 14 g 1 8 2w B
JHEC 3 ¥ R 5 16 2 i 13 I 12 A L L D ¢ |
€t 5 2 B I i Q0 2 6 2 z 1 § 5 12
H8ee 0 0 1 ] v 1 5 3 1 5 b B 3
Lee 18 17 158 0 5 a3 ¥ B 19 O on mo o8l
JLEC 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 ¢ Z 0 0 0
PROG TOTRL 8 03 206 5 % 28 0 3% 28 R{ I TARN- P 1 B 1 TR {1+
Vo-1ECH

J ] % 5 0 3 51 16 i o0 ! IS T8 b
gsR 3 63 3 I 2 0 15 6 6 5 T 0% 4
£t 0 110 50 0 60 109 15 0 9 S ETD ) S 1 LI
8L 8 162 144 0 18 14 5 12 1 S o M9




TARE vI1
SUSIRRY OF PRRTICIPRTION IN EQUCATIONAL SERUICES PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL VEAR 1986

1
STUGENTS TERMINATIONS KM, MM,
SFHHHHHHHHHEHHHHRHHHHEHHHEE HHHEHHHRHHHHHHHHHEHHHHE HHE Im. Im.
STARTING TRAHS-  MOT TRANS-  RE- DROP- COM-  JOB MOT CMOING EWC. UMENC.
FRCILITY POP.  TOTAL MEU FERRED GIVEN TOTAL FERREO LERSED PED  PLETED CHANGE GIVEN POP. RBS.  ABS.
UB-TECH
Joct 0 8 0 B 0 2 & 17 0 2 i1 2

PROG. T0TAL 79 123 24 119 40 8 20 3 189 3 8 82 U 12

DAILY LIVING SKILLS

8L 0 0 X% e 5 18 2 0 8 2 0 2 1 0
JeCe 15 18 2 1 A 6 15 6 3 1 1 6 8
JHC 8 % 18 1 [ 2 1 0 b 6 10 9 1 1
e 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
sCe 9 3 % 0 15t 8 6 4 # 0 1 6 12 0
oce 0 13 3% 8 89 13 1 A T VX 1 5 0 5 0
£ee 9 82 9 0 S S8 3 i 6 I n g 13 B 38
nact 13 B3 ¢ 3 4 9 2 3 4 N 5 # 1
Lcc 0 A 0 0 a § 1§ 1 0 § 8 0
Joit 2 59 18 18 0 8 5 I 2 i RN C O VAT A 14
JLt 0 1 109 0 2 1 2 13 H B & 1 6 13
ICI¢ LY 0 228 0 92 392 0 b9 M g 108 0B 6
PROS TOIRL 110 887 6% 2 9% MW un W % & 196 63 M 16

[2e1

GRAHD TOTAL 814 3096 1802 87 1212 3227 &7 i61 3@ 87 657 644 833 15T R




TARE VIII

SSARY OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1986 DNCUSED ABSENCES FIOM EDUCATIONA. PROGRANS BY FACILITY

I

oL LAY-IN
FACILITY MSECES  f 3
SASIC INTECRATION PROGRMS
xee 42 &0 1.6
LEARMING DISABILITY EDUCATION
e B3t 1515
i 8 1 21
M.TOIR 1D 16 89
LT MASIC EDUCATION
o 2 4 1.0
B0 67 0 0.0
e m 19 99
sk 123 15 1.2
L m 139 ®.0
e Al M4 58
SCC H 1 19
oce 3% 5 139
oc 21 18 &.1
160C m P 63
0o o 151 3®B.0
Jnce 0 149 36.7
 Lh 151 50 318
(118 i 0 0.0
Pe. TOTAL 4113 72 115
*2)
14 ¥ B 63
e n 0 0.0
Jee x5 7 106
R un 3 33
ML 63 815
e ® 13 133
e 510 133
xc 55 9 35
oe 4 29 207

LOCK-DOMN  OQUT COUNT  RELICIOUS QLOSED ABSENT

f

o

3

3

6.3

0.9
0.0
0.0

N3
0.0
6.8
1.5
5.2
0.0
3.7
0.c
6.4
0.0
438
2.0
0.0
0.0

10.0

68.2
0.0
43
23
0.0
0.0

14
0.0
8.6

f

12

19

BodpRang® -

- NN OMN

4
195
1

3

29

9.2
0.0
6.7

9.5
0.0
12.0
0.3
2.3
1.9
1.9
2.2
13.9
4.6
8.8
6.4
13.4
0.0
6.3

0.5
0.0
0.0
0.2
4.2
1.1
5.3
16.5
0.7

f

<

-
[t — 2K — I — A — B S I — Y — B — Y — T — B — Y — Y — )

(S I — B — N~ T — B — Y — Y — Y — )

3

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
2.6
0.8
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
3.6

STHOOL TEACHER
f 3 f 3
0 680 0 0.0
4 183 N 0.3
g0 0.0 17 5.4
A 134 % 53.6
41 9.8 0 00
8 86.6 9 134
113 58.9 2 1.0
316 26.1 848 69.9
0 0.0 0 00
4 266 1M 556
% 4.1 2 0.7
0 0.0 0 0.0
63 23.6 0 0.0
18 2.6 312 65.3
146 3%.8 0 00
In 8.6 42 103
B 4.7 0 00
8 511 6 42.9
1% 29.1 135 3.4
91 4.9 0 0.0
8 89 I nt
10 6.7 0 00
09 88 919 6.6
0 0.0 0 0.0
FARAR) 46 49
3 4.7 2 21
18 7.1 0 00
M 529 0 0.0

o B —
__0 O Londi — I — B — T P I — T — I — ]

OOO'—'OOSOO

8.0

0.0
2.1
0.6

0.0
0.0
1.3
0.1
0.0
1.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.2
5.3
0.2
0.0
0.0
1.0

0.0
0.0
11.8
0.0
0.0
1.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

DISCIPLTNARY
WNIT
f 3

N 1.2

1 08
D 0.4
30 16.8

0.5
0.0
4.2
0.9
3.5
2.9
33
13.9
1.5
0.2
6.3
0.7
5.1
0.0
2.4

BowvnwllemBduourmwmwuoeoSoomr

0.0
0.0
6.7
0.4
8.3

.-
(- B - B I — I — )

13 113
I 129
19 13.6



TALE VIII

SURWEY OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1986 EXCUSED ABSENCES FROM EDUCATIONAL PROGRANS 8Y FACTLITY

120§

i LAY-IN
FACILITY MSENCES 3
&
e M N 42
e m  H U2
e B 428
1y 1% 2138
ere 108 0 o0
M. TOTAL 4303 407 9.5
HIGH SCHOOL RIM O
ose 1 1 13
b L2 2 2 100.0
occ 1 0 0.0
e 6 2 B3
RCe 13 0 0.0
MG TOIL 134 21 L6
COLLERE/TALX BACK TV
ML 1 9 0.0
S 138 0 0.0
e 15 0 0.0
[ ) 5 0 0.0
Jnec 12 0 0.0
P TOTAL 191 0 0.0
POST SECONDARY EDUCATION
JC0 12 1 8.3
Xce 8 2% 12.5
oSk 13 § 29
e 3 3 100.0
e 1 0 0.0
cce 2 1 3.0
e 3 5 13.9
Jce 180 87 8.3
1 2% 59 19.9
MG TOTAL 875 186 21.3

SCHOOL TEACHER

LOCK-DOWNN  QUT COUMT  RELIGIOUS Qaosey MBSENT
f 3 f 3 t 3 f 3 f 3

(CONTINUED)

B 4l 51 6.1 0 00 23 3.0 59 &0.2
0 0.0 6 2.3 0 00 9 17.6 3 1l
0 0.0 2 26 0 00 € 5.3 12 15.4
0 0.0 12 75 0 00 123 71a 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 1 09 H 68.5 3 .6
5 82 M8 8.1 6 0.1 137 32.0 1586 3.9
A 19 5 04 0 0.0 M5 2.7 90 .7
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 4 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 11 8.6 4 0.0 2 154 0 0.0
A4 18 17 13 § 03 37 64 0 68.5
0 0.0 1100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 B 6.4 H 326
0 0.0 15 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 09 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 100.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 16 8.4 0 00 105 55.0 4 2.6
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 97 0 0.0
15 7.2 0 14.4 0 00 18 5.7 5 24
0 0.0 1 0.7 0 0.0 10 7.3 12 8.1
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1100.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0 2 56 1 194 2 6.1
§ 2.2 3 12.8 0 0.0 9 2.2 16 8.9
0 0.0 M 2.4 3 10 126 426 8 27
19 22 18 15.8 6 07 3 %7 14 199

QN
h

[~ -]

[ 2]
-0 O

oo oco oo ccococooo

—
cww—ococooo0oo o

R

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.7

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
5.8
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.6
1.0
1.8

DISCIALINARY

UNIT

2 24
69 4.8

0 0.0

195 45

.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1

__0 OO O e

0 9.0

25 100.0

0 0.0

5 131

b et

0.0
1.0
0.0
0.0
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1.7
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TARLE VIII

SUNIARY OF THE FISOM YEAR 1906 EXCUSED ABSENCCC FRON EDUCATIONAL PROCRAMS 8Y FACILITY

MEDICEL

AL LAY-IN
FECILITY MSENCES £ %
CWIER 1
o i 0 00
S » ¥ K7
o« B 112
[+ 201 6 30
e 0 MW 04
MR.TOIL 88 147 165
VO-TECH
e 115 3 2.6
ose 753 2 03
o it I 9.1
18CC 123 137 10.8
e 60 0 0.0
M. TOIR 2212 143 6.5
DALLY LIVING SKJLLS
J(C 2 0 00
J00C My R 2.5
ML 1 1100.0
o 5 0 00
0ce 12 0 0.0
e imn 59 156
M6CC n 129
Lce 53 I L9
e 186 5 2.6
Ace 34 8 2.t
IcIc % 0 0.0
ME. TOIA 1598 244 15.3
GAND

TOIAL 16090 194 12.1

(OCK-DOMN  OUT CONT  RELICIOS CLOSED ABSENT

f

- oo NOo o

goaoovv

QOOOONOOOOOO

g

0.0
0.0
2.1
0.0
0.6
0.4

1.7
0.0
0.0
6.7
0.0
3.9

0.0
6.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
2.4
6.1
1.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
3.1

6.1

f s

4 15
2 5.7
1 147
0 199
4 139
100 11.2

0 0.0

2 18.2
167 13.1
0 0.0
I 1.8

0.0
0.7
0.0
0.0
0.0
1% 41.4
100 2.2
0 0.0
31 16.7
n 23
0 0.0
38 2.4

[— K — I — B —

M2 8.9

f

-0 00 - O

L — I N — R — Y — ]

F B — B — I — I — B Y — I — I — B — I ol — ]

g

0.0
2.9
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3
0.0
0.2

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
2.0
1.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3

0.2

SCHOOL TEAGHER
f 3 f s
5109 w77
0 0.0 0 0.0
18 24.0 4 R.0
0 us & .9
% 21.8 I 03
B Ky 9 B3
£ N3 4 35
82 109 60 8.3
0 0.0 0 0.0
20 19.6 542 42.6
60 100.0 0 0.0
M 0.4 1% 5.1
% 813 6 18.8
2 61.1 3 20
0 0.0 0 0.0
453 i 547
8 6.7 0 0.0
6 17.2 0 0.0
9 13.1 133 31.3
46 86.8 0 0.0
63 3.9 B 124
129 4.1 15 4.8
26 100.0 0 0.0
58 B.7 21 1.2
817 B9 8% %.6

[-- - - — I Y — I~

"o OO o Wwm

BoRNoomwoooRo

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
2.6
0.9

43
0.0
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8.1
0.0
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0.8
0.5
0.0
0.0
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0.0
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1.0

DISCIA INARY

0 0.0
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5 124
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TABLE IX

SUMMARY OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1986 UNEXCUSED ABSENCES FROM EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS BY FACILITY

FACILITY

GED

Lcc

Jpec

JICC

PRG. TOTAL

TOTAL
UNEXCUSED
ABSENCES

104
113
15
1665

HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA

OSR
JHCC
cce
PRG. TOTAL

533
2
3
538

COLLEGE/TALK BACK TV

OSR

5

POST SECONDARY EDUCATION

JCCC

OSR

JHCC

cce

JDCC

JICC

PRG. TOTAL

CHAPTER 1

OSR
JHCC
cce
MBCC
Lee
PRG. TOTAL

VO-TECH

Jcce
OSR

197
13
4
18
108
18
358

50
33
95

107
288

11
227
76

MEDICAL

APPOINT- OTHER CASE
MENT PROGRAM MANAGER

f % f % f %

(CONTINUED)
1 1.0 40 38.5 0 o.
2 1.8 51 45.1 4 3.
0 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.
26 1.6 214 12.9 42 2.
21 3.9 69 12.9 3 0
0 0.0 0 0.0 2 100.
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0
21 3.9 69 12.8 5 0

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o
¢ 0.0 23 11.7 0 o.
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 o.
o 0.0 1 25.0 3 75
1 5.8 3 16.7 1 5
17 156.7 45 41.7 2 1.
1 5.0 1 5.6 0 0.
19 5.3 73 20.4 6 1.
0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2
0 0.0 17 51.5 156 45,
1 1.1 6 6.3 2 2
0 0.0 2 66.7 1 33.
0 0.0 37 34.6 26 24.
1 0.3 62 21.5 45 15.
1 9.1 0 0.0 0 0.
14 6.2 12 5.3 22 9.
0 0.0 1 1.3 0 o.

OO o

N O WO OoOOo

DWW NnoO

(=2 e

WORK

NO ASSIGN-

REASON MENT
f % f %
50 48.1 0 0.0
35 31.0 12 10.6
4 26.7 0 0.0
1238 74.4 14 0.8
396 74.3 4 0.8
0 0.0 0 0.0
3 100.0 0 0.0
399 74.2 4 0.7
3 60.0 0 0.0
157 79.7 0 0.0
13 100.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0
13 72.2 0 0.0
27 25.0 0 0.0
4 22.2 1 5.6
214 59.8 1 0.3
49 98.0 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0
8¢ 50.5 0 0.0
0 0.0 0 0.0
36 32.7 0 0.0
170 569.0 0 0.0
9 81.8 0 0.0
143 63.0 32 14.1
75 98.7 0 0.0
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17
11
45

CWOO O
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LATE

12.
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4c,

O WwWow;m
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WO OoOWOo
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TABLE IX

SUMMARY OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1986 UNEXCUSED ABSENCES FROM EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS BY FACILITY

O w

cooRmODOOC

MEDICAL WORK
TOTAL APPOINT- OTHER CASE NO ASSIGN-

UNEXCUSED MENT PROGRAM MANAGER REASON MENT
FACILITY ABSENCES f % f X f % f X f
VO-TECH (CONTINUED)
MBCC 115 6 5.2 31 27.0 36 31.3 16 13.9 4
Jice 2 1 50.0 1 50.0 0 0.0 0 .0 0
PRG. TOTAL 431 22 5.1 45 10.4 58 13.5 243 _..,.4 36
DAILY LIVING SKILLS
Jcee 84 0 0.0 1 1.2 0 0.0 83 98.8 0
JHCC 2 0 0.0 0 0.9 2 100.0 0 0.0 0
CcCC 207 3 1.4 6 2.9 4 1.9 194 93.7 0
MBCC 14 0 0.0 3 21.4 2 14.3 4 28.6 3
JbCC 109 2 1.8 56 51.4 4 3.7 45 41.3 0
JLCC 16 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 12.5 5 31.3 0
PRG. TOTAL 432 5 1.2 66 15.3 14 3.2 331 76.6 3
GRAND
TOTAL 5640 190 3.4 777 13.8 274 4.9 3755 66.6 141

LATE
% f
5 22 1
.0 0
.4 27
o 0
0 0
0 0
4 2 1
0 2
0 9 5
7 13
.5 503

O w0
WO =

WO &OoO o0
QCWWWOoO oo




TLE X

1.0. SCORES, READING YEST SCORES, AND MATH TEST SCORES FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986
PARTICIPANTS IN EDUCATIUNAL PROGRAMS BY PROGRAM AND BY FACILITY

NABER PERCENT 8Y NMBER  PERCENT BY
NIMBER PERCENT BY IQ LEVEL AVERAGE WITH  READING LEVEL AVERAGE WITH WATH LEVEL  AVERAGE
NITH  ssosssamssssnssaassass [0 pEAD, ESSERSsSRRSSINNIST QEAD.  MATH sesssssmsmssanst  MTH

FACILITY 10 SCORE  60-75 76-85 86-95 395 SCORE SCORE 1-6 7-9 10-12 SCORE SCORE 16 7-9 10-12 SCORE

BASIC INTEGRATION PROGRAM

Jeee 8 8.0 9.3 47 0.0 6.7 32 %6 31 63 45 3 985 65 0.0 4.2
PROGRAM
T0TAL 4 860 9.3 47 0.0 6.7 32 9.6 31 63 45 31935 65 0.0 4.2

LEARNING DISABILITY EDUCATION

e 12 66.1 83 25.0 0.0 7.0 6 1006 0.0 00 39 6 100.0 0.0 0.0 4.2
PROGRAM
0TAL 12 66.7 83 5.0 0.0 .0 6 1000 0.0 0.0 3.9 6 100.0 0.0 0.0 4.2

ADULT BASIC EDUCATION

osp n 1.8 23,5 2.5 4.2 9.0 13 46.2 0.8 231 1.4 13 538 4.2 0.0 6.2
Jgec 2 2.0 0.0 20.0 3.0 8.2 16 5.3 25.0 88 6.9 16 30.0 50.6 0.0 6.5
Jece 5% 50.0 25.2 196 1.1 159 49 5.5 0.2 143 5.6 46 8.3 104 63 53
OSR 60 2.7 210 2.1 0.0 8.7 51 411 19.6 3.3 1.8 49 592 M7 61 6.5
JHCC 3 21.9 315 233 283 840 6 50.7 16.4 N8B 1.6 60 683 8.3 3.3 6.3
nc 43 2.9 16.3 39.5 8.3 8.1 & 3.2 49 09 17 B .9 ¥.8 53 67
S 1 8.6 8.6 8.6 143 8.7 8 50.0 37.5 125 6.8 1857 143 0.0 6.
oce 4 8.9 2.0 289 22.2 8.9 41 659 4.6 19.5 6.3 B 163 2.7 00 53
ce 65 0.0 2.7 21,7 4.6 8.8 62 387 8.7 2.6 17 9 6.0 35.6 3.4 6.4
1800 23 3.5 2.1 2.1 &3 7.1 B 9.0 8.0 00 5.4 2 8.4 13.6 0.0 53
Lce 174 16.7 23.6 28.2 31.6 88.1 155 51.0 M.2 148 6.9 143 587 3.8 35 6.3
Jnce i2 333 16.7 3.3 167 8.7 14 5.0 29 1.1 11 13 6.5 38.5 0.0 6.1
JLCC )| 19.6 3.4 2.5 25.5 865 45 55.6 31.B 6.1 6.4 ¥ PS5 05 0¢ 57
1C1¢ 1 ¥4 213 91 0.3 812 8 625 3.5 0.0 5.7 6 100.0 0.0 0.0 4.8
PROGRAM

TOTAL 657 8.5 4.8 2.5 248 8.5 597 536 20.8 186 6.9 %51 66.4 3.5 i 6.1
GED

0se 14 .4 143 86 357 8.5 10 30.0 40.0 0.0 8.9 10 5.0 30.0 200 7.3
Jaee 16 125 12.5 18.8 5.3 950 14 3.7 2.4 429 8.8 14 28.6 57.1 14.3 1.8
Jeee Y 9.7 18.1 29.2 4.1 9.1 75 30 8.0 3.3 8.4 77 40.3 51.4 B3 1.
0SR N 203 17.6 257 3.5 89.5 66 3.4 227 409 8.4 6 49.2 3.7 131 7.0
JHCC 7 16.7 19.4 25.0 3.9 8. no19.7 2.5 511 9.9 66 40.9 4.0 121 1.4
L8 24 0.0 83 25.0 ¢6.7 101.5 2¢ 0.0 16.7 8.3 1.5 U 42 6] 9.2 89
ScC 20 10.0 15.0 35.6 4.0 917 18 333 1 556 9.5 17412 353 2.5 17
0cC 153 1.1 22,2 314 353 903 145 220 3B.1 3.9 B.6 130 469 454 1.7 11
Cce 35 0.0 14.3 343 51.4 955 34 2.9 2.5 0.6 10.6 33 182 60.6 2.2 8.5
Mecc 29 103 27.6 27.6 345 885 2 25.0 3.5 IS 9.0 B 9.3 .4 143 16
L 163 3.7 110 3.0 613 9.9 162 9.9 383 SL9 9.7 157 229 63.7 13.4 8.
Jnce 2 001000 0.0 0.0 19.0 5 0.0 80.0 0.0 9.4 5 2.0 60.0 20.0 8.4
JLeC Y, 1.9 153 2%6.9 3.8 95.9 50 6.0 4.0 4.0 98 45 356 4.4 0.0 19
1C1C 174 200 21.3 0.5 8.2 8.2 1% 28.2 37.8 .0 85 38 50.7 9.1 10.1 6.8
PROGRAM

TOTAL 900 1.4 18.0 8.0 4.6 9.9 82 22.3 32.8 4.9 9.1 800 38.0 49.1 12.9 1.5
HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA 2
l :

o
ERIC 6 106 27 03 %4 900 & BIILT 84 100 9 M1 22 B2 8S

IToxt Provided by ERI
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1.0. SCORES, READING TEST SCORES, AND MATH TEST SCORES FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986
PRRTICIPANTS IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS BY PROGRAN AMD BY FACTLITY

TARE X

NABER  PERCENT &Y «7BER  PERCENT 8y
MIBER  PERCENT BY I LEVEL AVERAGE WITH  READING LEVEL AVERAGE WITH WATH LEFEL  AVERGE
MTH  sssanooosgi [0 I6AD, messsmssnasss pEAD. MATH Sssusummssinss  MATH

FACILITY 1O SCORE  60-75 76-85 86-95 >95 SCORE SCORE 16 79 10-12 SCORE SCORE 1~ 7-9 10-12 SCORE

HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA
oce 6 5.3 16.7 333 167 823 6 3.3 167 0.0 8.4 6 %0.0 5.0 0.0 7.0
cce 3 0.0 0.0 0.0100.0 108.0 3 0.0 3.3 .7 10.8 3 0.0100.0 0.0 8.3
JLC 3 0.0 0.0 0.0100.0 109.3 3 0.0 0.0100.0 12.9 2 0.0 0.0100.0 12.7
PrIGRAN
T01AL 8 11.5 20.5 8.2 39.7 9.7 311 17.6 St.d 100 70 4.4 387 2.9 8.5
COLLEGE/TALK BACK TV
0sp 2 0.0 0.0 0.0100.0 110.0 2 0.0 0.0100.0 12.9 2 0.0 0.0100.0 12.5
B 3 0.0 0.0 09100.0 113.0 4 0.9 C.0100.0 12.7 3 0.0 0.0100.0 12.5
JHCC 15 0.0 6.7 6.7 86.7 102.5 13 1.7 6.0 .3 1.9 13 0.0 38.5 61.5 10.7
SCC 9 0.0 0.0 22.2 7.8 100.1 10 10.0 10.0 8.9 11.2 10 0.0 50.0 5.0 9.7
oce 4 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 101.2 4 0.0 0.0100.0 12.4 4 0.0 75.6 25.0 9.8
M8CC 4 0.0 25.0 0.0 25.0 97.2 T 143 8.6 5.1 9.7 7T 14.3 2.9 2.9 9.3
Jnic 2 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 99.5 2 %.0 6u 59.0 1.5 2 50.0 0.0 0.0 7.9
PROGRAYS
TOTAL 39 0.0 7.7 15.4 76.9 102.3 43 93 1.0 837 11.4 2 4.8 3.1 57.1 10.3
POST SECONDARY EDUCATION
Jeee 53 1.9 %4 208 61.9 98.2 54 0.0 1.1 8.9 13.3 53 9.4 4.5 £.1 9.6
o5 5 0.0 0.0 40.0 60.0 99.4 4 0.0 50.0 5.0 10.5 § 25.0 50.0 25.0 1.7
JKC 17 i1.8 11.8 23.5 52.9 93.1 16 0.3 3.3 62.5 10.3 16 31.3 50.0 18.8 8.1
oce 6 0.0 1.7 0.0 83.3 101.7 5 0.0 4.0 60.0 10.0 5 0.0 80.0 20" 9.0
M0 7 0.0 143 429 429 94.1 1T 143 8.6 5.1 10.2 6 33.3 167 3.0 9.3
LeC 2 0.0 50.0 0.0 50.0 86.5 2 6.0 5.0 50.0 10.6 2 0.0100.0 0.0 1.9
Jnec 5 20.0 0.0 2.0 60.0 93.0 4 25.0 25.0 50.0 ] 4 25.0 0.0 25.0 8.6
JLee 41 0.0 12.2 24.4 63.4 99.4 0 2.5 1.5 85.0 11.5 B 10.5 %.8 52.6 9.9
PROGRA
TOTAL 137 29109 2.6 63.5 9.7 133 45 1.3 182 1.8 129 14.0 43.4 4.6 9.4
CHAPTER |
0se 13 3.1 1.1 B.S5 0.8 9.3 12715.0 16.7 8.3 6.2 11 72.7 18.2 9.1 4.1
JHCC 16 12.5 3i.3 18.8 3.5 89.1 17 8.8 5.9 353 17 14 643 35.7 0.0 6.1
¢ 18 16.7 16.7 il.1 55.6 92.8 . 2.8 0.0 22.2 8.2 18 50.0 44.4 5.6 6.8
L e 24 20.8 20.8 41.7 16.7 857 24 315 50.0 12,5 1.5 21 41.6 524 0.0 1.0
Lee 185 6.5 16.8 27.0 49./ 94.7 166 2.5 5.5 M9 8.4 158 3.7 55.7 1.6 1.2
JLee 2 0.0 0.0 5.0 50.0 .5 2 1.0 0.0 0.0 4.5 1 100.0 0.0 09 +3
PROGRAM
1014 258 9.7 17.4 225 45.3 92,9 239 35 W) 0.1 b 223 4.6 51.1 6.3 1.0
vO-TECH
2 2.1 13.6 45 9.1 72.0 20 75.0 10.0 15.0 5.7 19 68.4 26.3 5.3 5.0
25 8.0 4.0 36.0 48.0 94.2 21 111 1l .8 109 2 8.1 4.2 0.8 8.5
8 1.9 10.5 5.0 3.6 9.1 4 3.2 0° 4.9 8.9 4 4.5 M.l 44 8.0
114 16.4 26.3 2.6 30.7 8.2 117 25.6 .o 2.7 9.3 107 2.7 4.1 19.6 8.0
19 21,1 19.6 28.6 3.7 81.9 200 0.9 2.6 4.4 9.1 193 3.8 2.5 0.7 1.8
2”.,:
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TARLE X

1.0. SCORES, READING TEST SCORES, AND MATH TEST SCORES FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986
PARTICIPANTS IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS BY PROGRAM AND BY FACILITY

NUIBER PERCENT 8Y MMBER  PERCENT BY

MMBER  PERCENT BY IO LEVEL AVERRGE WITH  READING LEVEL AVERAGE WITH  MATH LEVEL  AVERAGE
WTH  ssasunuooaost [0 A, BISmRsnms gEAD),  MIH SImIImImnss jH

FACILITY 10 SCORE  60-75 76-85 86-95 >95 SCORE SCORE 1-6 7-9 10-12 SCORE SCORE 1-6 7-9 10-12 SCORE

DAILY LIVING SKILLS

380 14 1.1 35.7 214 3.7 894 14 429 143 29 80 13 23.1 61.5 15.4 1.7
30 35 17.1 28.6 14.3 40.0 88.1 33 30.3 21.2 8.5 9.1 R 4.9 8.1 25.0 7.7
JHL 9 0.0 22.2 55.6 2.2 9.0 10 10.0 10.0 80.0 11.4 10 50.0 30.0 2.0 7.1
e 16 125 18.8 18.8 50.0 9.5 17 3.3 9.4 %3 8.1 15 40.0 60.0 0.0 6.9
0cC 80 6.3 15.0 30.0 48.7 94.0 B84 15.5 M5 0.0 9.4 18 41.0 0.0 9.0 8.0
(e 3 3.3 16.7 30.0 50.0 959 26 1.5 38.5 5.0 9.7 2 213 50.0 2.7 8.2
L TRy 26 230 2.9 19.2 0.8 853 29 17,2 %5.2 2.6 9.3 21 3.0 4.4 185 7.8
Lee 10 00 0.0 20.0 .0 1023 1 9.1 18.2 727 10.1 I 9.1 818 9.1 83
J0CC 9 1L 0.0 1.1 71.8 103.4 12 8.3 16.7 75.0 10.9 12 8.3 41.7 0.0 9.5
JLCC 63 1.9 20.6 21.0 4.4 9.7 60 .0 25.0 5.0 9.6 51 3.3 39.2 215 8.1
1010 268 13.8 16.8 23.1 46.3 9.3 265 18.9 23.4 5.7 5.8 232 29.7 44.8 25.4 8.2
PROGRAM

TOTAL 561 114 18.2 24.2 46.2 92.6 562 19.2 26.9 3.9 9.6 504 32.7 45.4 2.8 8.1
GRAND TOTAL 2885 15.6 19.1 26.1 39.2 9.3 2% 30.4 8.1 41.5 8.8 2550 42.6 42.5 14.9 7.4




TABLE X1

PRE- AND POST- READING AND NATH TEST RESULTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986
PARTICIPANTS IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRANS 8Y PROGRAN AND 8Y FACILITY

READING RESULTS NATH RESULTS
BEEEEEEIEEESISTLTELILIRLELS L2220 23203303033 343 32332330334
NUMBER MITH AVERAGE AVERAGE NUMBER WITH AVERAGE  AVERACGE
SRE- AND POST- PRE-TEST  PuST-TEST  AVERAGE  PRE- AND #0ST- PRE-1EST  POST-TEST  AVE \RE
FACILITY TEST DATA SCORE SCORE CHANGE TEST DATA SCORE SCORE CHAMGE
BASIC INTFCRATION PROGRAM
Jcce 3 3.4 3.5 0.0 3 4.6 5.4 0.9
FROGRAN
TOTAL 3 3.4 3.5 0.0 3 4.6 5.4 0.9
LEARNING DISABILITY EDUCATION
nee 17 3.8 4.2 0.4 18 4.5 4.9 0.3
Hicc 3 5.1 5.9 0.2 3 5.9 6.7 0.8
FROGRAN
TOTAL 20 4.1 4.5 0.4 2i 4.7 5.1 0.4
ADULT BASIC EDUCATION
osp 13 6.4 1.4 0.9 13 6.3 1.6 1.3
Juce 1 1.2 1.1 0.5 17 1.t 1.8 0.7
Jcec 5 5.6 6.6 1.0 5 6.0 6.9 0.8
0sk 25 8.1 8.4 0.3 26 1.2 1.5 0.3
JHCC 24 6.6 1.1 0.5 24 6.6 1.2 0.6
nce 35 6.7 1.6 0.9 36 6.8 7.8 1.0
Scc S 1.1 1.2 0.1 9 1.2 8.4 1.2
oce 12 1.1 8.0 0.9 12 1.2 8.0 0.7
ccc 49 6.6 1.0 0.3 47 6.7 1.3 0.5
Hecc 15 5.5 6.1 0.6 13 5.3 6.4 1.0
Lec “ 6.1 6.6 0.5 45 5.9 6.9 1.0
Jnce 46 6.2 6.6 0.4 45 6.1 6.8 0.7
Jiee 26 6.4 1.2 0.8 27 6.0 1.1 1.1
PROGRAN
TOTAL 290 6.7 1.2 8.5 288 6.5 1.3 0.8
SED
0s? 1 8.4 9.8 1.5 17 8.6 9.0 0.4
Juce 20 9.5 10.1 0.6 20 9.6 9.8 0.1
Jece 8 8.1 1.8 -0.3 8 1.5 1.9 0.3
ose 28 8.5 8.8 0.3 29 1.4 1.1 0.3
JHCC 23 8.5 8.8 0.2 22 8.0 8.7 0.7
nce 6 9.3 9.7 0.4 6 8.0 9.1 1.1
ScC . 18 8.1 8.8 0.7 18 7.5 9.5 2.0
occ 21 1.5 1.8 0.4 29 1.4 8.0 6.6
ccc 22 2.3 8.8 0.5 72 1.9 8.4 0.5
nece 17 9.7 10.3 0.6 19 8.0 9.0 1.0
LcC 33 9.1 9.8 0.7 40 1.6 8.7 1.6
Jnce 15 9.2 9.8 0.5 15 8.3 8.6 0.2

oo




FACILITY

¢Ed

Jiec
TCTC
FROGRAN
TOTAL

TASLE XI

PRE- AND FOST- READING AND MATM TESY RESULTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986
PARTICIPANTS IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRANS 8Y PROGRAM AND 8Y FACILITY

READING RESULTS
1323220282332 3 2222303022030 3 23

RIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA

ose
JHCC
occ

ccc
JLee
FROGRAN
TOTAL

COLLEGE/TALKX gACK TV

ose
JHCC
PROGRAN
TOTAL

FOST SECONDARY EDUCATION

Jace
Jece
05k
JHCC
nce
¢cc
nscc
Lec
Jacc
Jrce
PROGRAN
TOTAL

CHAPTER I

ost
JHCC
¢cc
nece
Lec

NUMBER WITH AVERAGE  AVERAGE
PRE- AND POST- PRE-TEST  POST-TEST  AVERAGE
TEST DATA SCORE SCORE CHANGE
37 10.1 9.6 -0.5
6 1.1 1.0 -0.1
251 8.8 9.2 0.4
21 9.5 9.8 0.2
1 6.0 6.0 0.0
2 5.9 5.8 0.0
2 9.3 8.8 -0.5
2 12.1 9.6 -2.5
28 9.3 9.3 -0.1
1 12.5 12.3 -0.2
1 11.5 10.2 -1.3
2 12.0 11.2 -0.8
1 9.1 9.8 0.7
2 10.5 11.2 0.8
3 12.0 12.1 0.1
4 10.1 10.0 0.0
1 9.6 1.6 -2.0
2 9.3 8.8 -0.5
2 10.0 10.2 0.3
2 10.6 10.2 -0.4
8 10.6 11.0 0.5
38 11.1 10.8 -0.3
65 10.9 10.9 0.0
4 1.6 8.2 0.7
9 6.4 1.0 0.6
1 1.1 1.3 0.1
9 5.8 6.6 0.9
L 1.2 1.4 0.2

o0

NUNBER WITH
PRE- AND POST-
TEST DATA

256

N NN =N

29

-~ 0O N NN = O N -

(%]

o~
o~

[F BT - N - I

NATH RESULTS
2232232232372 012222322202 2% 202

AVERAGE AVERAGE

PRE-TEST  POST-TEST  AVERARE
SCORE SCORE CHANGE
8.1 8.7 0.6
1.2 1.7 0.5
1.7 8.6 0.9
8.1 8.2 0.2
6.6 6.4 -0.2
1.1 1.4 -0.3
8.5 8.2 -0.3
6.9 8.3 1.4
1.9 8.1 0.2
12.1 12.4 0.3
9.4 9.3 -0.1
10.7 10.9 0.1
9.7 9.9 0.2
10.7 11.8 1.1
9.6 10.1 0.5
9.0 8.8 -0.1
8.4 1.9 -0.5
8.5 8.2 -0.3
8.2 9.6 1.4
1.9 9.6 1.7
9.6 11.0 1.4
9.2 10.2 0.9
9.3 10.2 0.9
6.8 1.1 0.3
6.6 1.2 0.6
1.0 1.2 0.3
6.7 1.4 0.6
6.3 1.4 1.1



TASLE XI

PRE- AND POST- READING AND MATM TEST RESULTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1986
PARTICIPANTS IN EDUCATIONAL PROGRANS 8Y PROGEAM AND 8Y FACILITY

READING RESULTS MATH RESULTS
12232322392 3008 3333835803033 4 1222333333323 332322233232 33234
NUNBER WITH AVERAGE  AVERAGE NUMBER WITH AVERAGE  AVERAGE
PRE- AND POST- PRE-TEST  POST-TEST  AVERAGE  PRE- AND POST- PRE-TEST  POST-TEST  AVERAGE
FACILITY TEST DATA SCORE SCORE CHANGE TEST DATA SCaRE SCORE CHANGE
CHAPTER 1
Jeee 1 5.7 6.2 0.5 1 5.6 6.0 0.4
FROCRAN
T0TAL 65 1.0 1.3 0.3 64 6.4 1.3 0.9
CRAND
TOTAL 486 1.8 8.2 0.4 484 1.1 8.0 0.9
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Oklahosa Departeent of Corrections

0ffender Prograss

Title

Description

Eligibility Criteria

Basic Integration Progras (8IP)

Learning Disability Education

ABE

Hidh School Diplosa Progras

College/Taik Back TV

Daily Living Skills

Provides an intensive structured prooras of education,
social skills and vocational training to insates with
borderline sental ability or below.

Previces an intensive progras for insates with 1.0.%s
between 50 and 70, or Learning Disabilities.

Adult Basic Education is a resedial progras to bring

reading, sath, languace arts, social studies, and science

achievesent levels up to exghth grade level.

Instruction in reading, sath, language arts, social
studies, spelling, and science for students functioning
above the eighth grade level. Leading to a high school
equivalency certificate.

A fully accredited high school program which offers a
ainimun of 28 units per school year at one correctional

institution, other units available at all institutions -

based on teacher availability.

Provides educational opportunities for college level
prograss for eligible insates leads to a degree
(AA, BA, MA).

Teaches consuser education which includes:aparteent/
hose buying or renting, advertising gimmicks, 1nsurance
buying, use of credit, good shopping habits, budgeting,
incose tax preparation, health, education, governsent
and law, and eeploysent education.

Source: CH-0S dated Novosber 1, 1984.

1) 1.0. pelow 30 on Revised Bota II PR WAIS-R (60-80
full scale).

2) Minisus security status.

3) Mot actively psychotic.

4) Reading level below Sth grade.

S) Recomsendation by Psychological Services staff.

Diagnosed as Learning Disability by qualified
psychosetrist or psychologist.

CAT score on reading or sath below 7.0

CAT score on reading and math 7.0 and above.

Does not have a High School Diplosa or &£D and insate
requests enrolleent 1n High ©.hool Diplosa Progras.

Tnaate aust possess a high school diplosa or 6£D and
reyiests college orograsming.

(No criteria)



Appendix B




Facility Code:

Teacher #:
Number Lnr-olled:
Month

NAME poc

CLASS
CODE i ? yoo4 5

FDUCATION DLIPARTHENE
CLASS RIGESTER
Munth Year

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

15

16 17

Return o Dr. hathy Roborts

Due:

18 19

20 21

Departan it ob Corrvetion.

Fifth Day ol Lach Mooth

22 23 26 25 26 27

30

Number on Waitiog Lis: By Program

ABE MR
GED LD

DLS Sk ___

ERIC 3

J e
-

[POrN

v
Chapter !
H.5. Credit

.

¢ of Gase Management Referrals

Actions laken:

| gt




