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IDENTIFICATION DATA

Name and Address of Agency:

South~-Western City School District
3708 South Broadway

Grove City, Ohio 43123

Project Number:

#66-2060

Grant Number:

{#0EG~3-7-002060-0118

State:

Ohic

Grant Period:

August 1, 1966 to July 31, 1967

(Note: This interim evaluation Report will follow the outline for
PART II - NARRATIVE REPORT on page 64 of A MANUAL FOR PROJECT APPLYICANTS, )
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l. Effect of the Project

et e e

(a) Introduction:

— This interim report will present information concerning the effect of the

operational activities of the "Interdisciplinary Multi-facet Reading Program" at ¥

.[‘ Monterey Elementary School, Grove City, Ohio., The material presented in this
report will indicate the type of evaluation procedures now being used; however,
! it will not state final conclusions. Some tentative conclusions must be made in
— order to give the reader an accurate impression of the progress of the project, %
:Ll (b) Major Purposes: f
B The following section is quoted from page seven of the project proposal ;

and indicates the major project objectives.

e 3

As a result of the preceding assumptions, it is concluded that

Lo ”"

"II. PURPOSES OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT _ j
' i
the basic approach to helping children learn to read must be both 3

interdisciplinary and multi-facet., Therefore, the purposes of the

C—

proposed program are:

A, To provide a reading program that will develop thoughtful

and discriminating readers, who view reading as one

—

important aspect of communication,

To provide a greater quantity and variety of learning

” ——
)
L ]

materials for pupils in Grades K through 6.

] C. To provide increased services of specialists in discoverw

ing and assessing the needs of pupils, and planning

==

educational opportunities which are appropriate for the

)

pupils' social, psychologi. dand physiological conditions,

o
']

e

D. To provide opportunities for developing effective home~

X
e

e~

school-community relations.
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E. To provide assistance to teachers by developing their
insight into the learning needs of children, incr;asing
their knowledge of the reading process and improving their
effectiveness in the classroom techniques,

F, To provide additional staff and change the organization
procedures in order to increase the time teachers have for
teaching.

G. To provide an opportunity for teachers, student teachers
and other interested people to observe the program,

H. To provide a means for effectively disseminating inforpa-
tion about the program., |

I. To provide a means for effectively planning a demonstration
project in reading at the junior high school level.

J. To provide for further evaluation of the planning (PhaseI)

of the demonstration project in reading at the elementary

school level,"
{c) Techniques of Evaluation:

The specific techniques of evaluation are listed on pages 73-76 of the
project proposal. The following methods and techniques are being used to measure
the effectiveness of the various aspects of the project.

(1) Evaluator-consultants are employed to observe and report their
judgements and impressions of various project activities., This includes six
outside experts; three from the areas of reading and teacher education, one from
library science, one from remedial reading and one from counseling and guidance.

(2) Standardized achievement tests are administered to pupils for
measuring changes in pupils' reading ability,

(3) Inventories of reading attitude and interest are administered to

pupils to appraise changes in pupil attitudes and interests toward reading,

-~
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(4) Group meetings are held with teachers for obtaining the judgements
and opinions of teachers.

(5) Individual interviews are held with teachers to obtain their
impressions of the effect of project activities.

(6) Self-report forms are completed by teachers for obtaining their
continuing comments about the project activities.

(7) Inventory cards are kept for each child in order to appraise the
quantity and quality of books read by each pupil.

(d) Results of Evaluation:

The following secction will list the data presently available for evalu-
ating the specific areas of the project. Each major feature of the project will
be listed. References to data included in the appendices will appear below each
listing.

(1) Multi-facet Reading Program, The information available in this area

at this time includes (a) consultant evaluation reports (Appendix A) and (b)
teacher judgements. Standardized test data is available (Appendix B), but post
testing will not occuir until later in the project; thus, only pre-testing data
is listed.

(2) Learning Center. The structured interviews with randomly selected

pupils and the administration of a questionnaire to all pupils have not been
completed. A summary of the monthly circulation reports is the only data availe
able at this time. A copy of this summary appears in Appendix E.

(3) Reading Readiness Program. This part of the project is primarily

under the direction of the school psychologist, Her subjective evaluation of the
project to this point and plans for final evaluation are included in Appendix C,

(4) Special Reading Services. A summary report of the special reading

sarvices appears in Appendix D. The report of the consultant-evaluator and
statistical information concerning changes in pupil test scores are not presently

available,
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(5) Counseling and Guidance. Dr. Car Foster recently spent a day

observing and investigating the counseling and guidance program, but his report

is not yet available. A summary report of counseling and guidance activities is

presented in Appendix F.

(6) In-service Education. An evaluation of the pre-school workshop has
been made. This report appears in Appendix G, An evaluation of the group meeting
is also in process and preliminary conclusions are available., (See Appendix H)

A copy of the modified Seegars and McDonald instrument used in this evailuation
is included in Appendix H. A compilation of positive and negative teachers'
comments concerning interdisciplinary seminars and sharing sessions is being
obtained on the Self-report Form. A copy of the Self-report Form is included in

Appendix I. Teachers have also been given the San Diego Teacher Inventory of

Approaches to Teaching Reading. A post test will be given at the end of this

school year.

(7) Team Teaching. One evaluator-consultant has met with the team and

at this time no written repoxrt is available., A general summary of interviews

with team members appears in Appendix J.

(8) Observation, Visitation and Dissemination. These areas are being

continuougly evaluated., The effectiveness of each aréd will be discussed in a
later section of this report (5, Dissemination of Information).
(e) Cost of Evaluation:
The cost of evaluation procedures through December, 1966, is approximately
$775.00. The total cost of evaluation is expected to be nearly $1,.00.00, (See

Appendix K)

- e -
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2. Comparison of Project Endeavors with Expectations

Following is a brief description of the project endeavors in which anticipated

results have met the expectations, exceeded expectations or not measured up to

expectations.

(a) Endeavors in which the results have met expectations include:

(1) Counseling and Guidance Program. The services of a full-time

counselor to 600 pupils and 21 teachers are becoming an integral part of the

total program.

(2) Special Reading Services. The services provided by the special read-

ing teacher are presently available to over 50 pupils.

(3) Diagnostic Teaching. Special efforts in observing and evaluating

pupil behavior are proving beneficial.

The services of an ophthalmol-

y
b
b

(4) Use of Interdisciplinary Consultants.

ogist has enhanced the vision screening program,

s ik e

(5) Interdisciplinary Seminars. Teachers are being exposed to a variety

of viewpoints concerning child growth and development, classroom management and

motivation.

(6) Services of the Reading Coordinatox. Special emphasis has been given

to consulting with the ten first-year teachers.

(7)‘stervations and Visitations. Future improvements in this area will %

include the use of specially prepared audio-visual materials. |

(}) Teacher Aide. The role of the teacher aide in team teaching is

presently being developed.

(9) Parent Education. Parent groups will meet informally to discuss

¥ and "Your Child and His Playmates" .

such topics as "The Working Mother

(b) Endeavors in which anticipated results have exceeded expectaticns include:

(1) language Experience Approach to Reading Instruction. Pupils have

vel of interest and enthusiasm for learning to read and reading.

developed a high le
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(2) Learning Center Use by Pupils., Circulation reports are high.

(3) Pre-School Workshop., Teacher acceptance of this experience was

nearly unanimous,

(4) C-groups, A very effective in-service technique stimulating sharing

and child study has been developed.

(5) Teachers' Professional Library. The amount of teacher professional
reading is much greater than in previous years,

(6) Use of Staff Secretary, Most teachers feel this is “one of the best"

new services provided by Title III,

(7) Dissemination of Information, Requests for information and acceptance

of articles for publication have exceeded expectations,

(c) Endeavors in which anticipated results have not measured up to expectations

include:

(1) Team Teaching, This pilot project in grades 5 and 6 has been

hampered by inadequate facilities.,

(2) Learning Center Facilities. Increases in school enrollment has

caused the Learning Center to be located in a section of the gymnasium.

(3) Teacher-Librarian Planning, .Lack of released time for planning

conferences between teacher and librarian has hindered the effectiveness of classes

using the Learning Center.,

¢
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3, Greatest Change Resulting From the Project

The greatest effect of the project on the educational institution will be
reporied by discussing the change at Monterey Elementary School and the change
upen South-Western City School District

(a) Monterey Elementary School:

The greatest change at Monterey Elementary School is an increase in the
interest and enthusiasm of the pupils, teachers and administrators for teaching
and learning., As a result of the opportunities provided by this project, teachers
seem more aware of children's needs and interests., They also are more aware of
new materials and techniques available to assist children's learning. There
seems o be a greater awareness of the aspects of learning and a greater willing-
ness to provide for individual learning experiences. Teachers seem more flexible
and more secure in their teaching activities and decisions., There is an atmosphere
of confidence and professionalism in the building which promotes a climate for
learning, sharing and changing, This climate is serving to upgrade the level of
teaching, especially among begirning teachers.

(b) South-Western City School District:

The greatest effect of the Interdisciplinary Multi-facet Reading Program
on the policies and procedures of the total school district is in the area of
staff growth and development activities. Teachers throughout the district,
because of involvement in Title III conferences and programs, are demanding the
opportunity to meet and consult with authorities in their field. New interest
has developed in in-service education, A district publication, the first of its
kind, lists and describes the opportunities available to teachers in the area of
in-service education. New techniques of "teaching teachers" are being sought and
teachers are responding by participating in planning and conducting professional

growth activities.,

Bt i el
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4. Effect of the Project on Cooperating Agencies
(a) List of community agencies that have cooperated in the project:

Qur Lady of Perpetual Help School
3380 North Broadway
Grove City, Ohio 43123

Children's Hospital
561 South 17th Street
Columbus 5, Ohio

Monterey Parent Teacher Association
584 Dennis Lane

Grove City, Ohio 43123

Divcesan Child Guidance Center

840 West State Street

Columbus, Ohio

Title I, ESEA

South~Western City School District
Grove City, Ohio 43123

(b) The cooperation with Our Lady of Perpetual Help School has resulted in
teachers from this nonpublic school attending interdisciplinary seminars, borrow-
ing materials from the professional library and consulting with the specialists
from the public school, (See Appendix L)

Efforts to work cooperatively with Children's Hospital have resulted in

contact between Dr., Philip Ambuel, Chief of Pediatrics, and the Title III project

supervisor. Two staff members will speak at the January "Grand Rounds" Program

at Children's Hospital, Plans are also being made for medical students and

residents to observe classroom activities in the Monterey Elementary School,
Cooperation with the Parent Teacher Association has resulted in a planned
series of parent discussion group meetings. (See Appendix F) Members of the PTA
have also been involved in advisory committee meetings,
The results of cooperation with the Diocesan Child Guidance Center are
illustrated in Appendix M, Dr, Marcel Hundziak has agreed to serve the project
in an advisory capacity and has visited and observed classrooms at Monterey

Elementary School, Three meetings have been held between the Diocesan Child
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Guidance Center staff and Title III staff for the purpose of exploring
cooperative research,

Cooperation with Title I, ESEA has resulted in sharing the services of
university consultants, traveling together to attend meetings and presenting
professional programs ccoperatively. The following is an agenda of a program

planned especially for Title I staff members by Title III teachers.

Cctober 21, 1966
PROGRAM FOR TITLE I

12:00 - 1:00 Lunch in Speech and Hearing Room and discuss the
Title III Program - Mr. Esporite, Project Supvr,

1:00 - 1:30 Tosr building with Mr. Esporite
1:00 - 3:00% Bookmaking demonstration and discussion of

children as authors - Mrs, Bailey, Librarian, and
Miss Bennett, Special Reading Teacher

%Teachers froum Title I should supply their own cloth, needles and
thread.

Title III will provide mounting tissue, rulers, backing, scissors and
irons.

Although Ohio Wesleyan University is not located in the immediate area,
the Monterey Elementary School is serving as a visitation center for students in
Education at Ohio Weslevan University. This cooperative relationship has developed
since the inception of the ESEA Title III Project at the Monterey School. Dr.
Martha Dallmann, Professor of Education. has been responsible for arranging this

pre-service education opportunity for students. (See Appendix S)

pr——
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! 5. Dissemination of Information

(a) Introduction:

A variety of procedures has been used to disseminate information about
the Interdisciplinary Multi-facet Reading Program at Monterey Elementary School

on a district, state and national level.

( (b) Requests for Information:
\

The Title III Program at Monterey Elementary School has received 58

requests for information about the total program from 23 states and the District

of Columbia. i

—

(c) Visitors to the Monterey Elementary Demonstration School:

} Tor the months of November and December, the school has had 247 visitors

of which 122 were from our local district. There were also 37 visitors represent- -
[ﬁ ing 14 different school districts. Classes from The Ohio State University and |
, Ohio Wesleyan University have involved 66 student visitors. Three supervisors

from the State Depaxtment have visited the pfogram. There have been many

visitors of note including the following:

S P P

Dr. Steve Dobson Dr. Albert Shuster
] Chief Psychologist Chairman
{_ Child Guidance Cei.cr Dept. of Blem, Education

Columbus, Ohio Ohio University 3
- Athens, Ohio

Dr., James Laffey J
- Associate Professor Dr. Marcel Hundziak a
- Indiana University Director

Child Guidance Center

L Imogene Cole Columbus, Ohio ]

President~Elect

Ohio Dept. of Elementary Dr, Hugh Missildine
l: School Principals Child Psychiatrist

Columbus, Ohio

Robert L. Croye

1l Representative of the Dr. George Hill
TEPS Commission Professor Emeritus

"e Ohio Education Association Ohio University

i

} 33 Columbus, Ohio Athens, Ohio 1

(d) Articles and Conferences:

{ To facilitate the dissemination of information on a state and national
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level, members of the Title III staff have submitted articles to professional
periodicals and have agreed to serve on conferenc > programs, Included among

these activities are:

(1) An article submitted to School Management, (See Appendix N)

(2) A presentation at the State-Wide Conference on Educational Leadership
for the State of Chio, Columbus, October 5, 6, and 7, 1966.

(3) A presentation at the International Reading Association Convention in

May, 1967 (See Appendix 0),

(4) An application to serve as a TEPS Demonstration Center for The Year
of° The Non-Conference has been filed. (See Appendix P)

(e) Publications:

A brochure describing the major aspects of the Interdisciplinary Multi=-
facet Reading Program was prepared by the Title III staff for mailing and distri-
bution. (See Appendix Q) This brochure was mailed to 257 superintendents, super-
visors and principals of school districts in Franklin County, Ohio and surrounding
areas, This brochure is also given to visitors to the project.,

Additional mimeographed handouts have been prepared for observers and

visitors. The cost of dissemination is shown in the chart below,

Professional printing of 1500 brochures $150,00

Cost of stencils and paper for

mimeographing handouts 7800

Postage for mailiny brochures 474,00

Envelopes for mailing brochures 32.00.
Total Cost $307.00

(f) Speeches and Board Reports:

It is important to keep the parents, teachers and administrators of the
local district well informed, To facilitate this aspect of dissemination, members

of the Title III staff have attended meetings and given speeches to local PTA

et e s A amdank aftl Ddtaaati
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groups, in-service education meetings, orientation of new teachers to the
district, school board meetings and administrative council meetings., A speech
was also given at a joint meeting of superintendents, executive hends and school
board members of Delaware County, Ohio, city, county and local school districts,
Another means of communicating with local school personnel is through
monthly board reports. These reports are reproduced in Appendix R as a way of

illustrating local communication and as a means of indicating project activities

during the past four months,

13
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6. Methods and Procedures for Continuing the Project Without Federal Support

At the present time the South~Western City School District is in the process
of developing plans for phasing out the Federal support for the Interdisciplinary
Multi-facet Reading Project.

The South-Western City School District has recently formed a School Community
Federal Programs Committee which is charged with the task of coordinating
existing Federal programs into the regular curriculum and services of the school
district. This latter task is diligently being confronted, but is as yet not
completely resolved. While specific plans arc not complete, present action
clearly indicates that the demonstration projects will not be dissolved. The
direction of planning is indicated by a recent four-year plan of library develop-
ment for the school district. This plan provides for maintaining the Monterey
Elementary School Learning Center without ESEA Title III monies.

The following action is also being considered:

(a) Maintaining Monterey Elementary School as a demonstration, innovation
and research center, in as far as possible, with local funds.

(b) Extending some parts of the program to other schools in the district with
local support, It is hoped thai eventually the district can provide a program
for all pupils at the per pupil cost of the present project (approximately $600),

The present district average is $440,

14




7. Costs for Grant Period This Narrative Report Covers
(August 1 - December 31, 1966)

$37,424.70 Total cost.

None for Grant per se Total non-Federal support

$94,608.00 Total Federal support under Title III, P.L. 39-10.
(August 1, 1966 - July 31, 1967)

$8,030.00 Total Federal support other than Title III,
P.L. 89-10.

15
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J APPENDIX A
N Evaluator-Consultant Reports

Monterey Elementary School - Fall 1966

A team of evaluators assessed the pmogmsan at Mrnterey Elementary School in

] October, 1966, The following is a report of their answers to a list of questions

concerning the Interdisciplinary ifulti-facet Reading Program at Monterey Elementary

l_ | School. The evaluators, Dr. Martha King, The Ohio State University; Miss Georgina

Silliman, Miami University, Oxford, Ohio; and Dr. Martha Dallmann, Ohio Wesleyan
University, prepared their reports independently. The response given by each

evaluator is presented below each question. Only general comments on strengths or

weaknesses are included. Specific comments, such as, “Mrs. Smith should clean her
[j blackboard," or "Mr. Jones spends a great deal of time on word drill," have been

-9 deleted. Evaluators were also asked to write questions that they felt should have

been asked but were not included on the list. These are labeled NEW QUESTION,

——

Questions and answers are listed under major headings, such as, THE READING PROGRAM.

The general answers are quoted except for minor editing to remove names of teachers,

C— C

etce

| AFFECTTIVE CLIMATE:

s l. Is the staff interested and enthusiastic about teaching? |
: "Each member of the staff interviewed expressed enthusiasm regarding the
f-J help received especially from the materials center, the counselor, and
! the reading specialists. Much interest was expressed by the staff
7~J regarding the many visual materials available. The bulletin boards and
] room environment exhibited staff interest."

"The teachers by words and manner, without exception, showed a real.
interest -- even enthusiasm, in several cases -~ in teaching."

"Attitude toward their work, tho project, and their pupils was very
positive; however, some are somewhat overwhelmed. A sense of
¢ T commitment was evident."
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2. Do teachers respond to pupils with understanding and consideration?

"Generally thepre was good rapport between teachers and students. j
(ﬁ Children had the opportunity to work in a variety of interest
] areas."

"Acceptance and tolerance of pupils was general; pupils felt at
] ease with teachers and their peers."

B "Teachers universally responded to pupils with consideration."

"Teachers appeared to want to do more to provide for individuals,
but were sometimes frustrated because of class size or lack of
F} professional skill in dealing with the problem."

3¢ Do the teachers cooperate and share ideas about daily problems and procedures?

| "The espirit de corps in the building is high."

would each answer 'we!, 'our', or 'us!'. There was a good feeling about
cooperative work and recognizing the colleague,"

[ "When I intevrviewed two teachers from one grade level at the same time, they

[] "The inclination is present, but the accomplishment of this goal has 1
= not yet been achieved. Two or three possible explanations of this --
a number of new staff members who are just getting to know each other, s
time problems and inability of teachers to chat informally, plus general )
| inexperience of staff. It takes time in a profession to begin to
conceptualize about issues and generalize to a degree that you can
f apply knowledge and skill to another's situation. But teachers want
to work closely together,"

NZW QUESTION: Are pupils willing to receive instruction (communication)
[E and do they respond with satisfaction?

"Children generally give the impression of feeling responsitle. They
wanted to participate in the class -~ now, whether this is due to deep
personal involvement in learning or willingness to acquiese can be
left only to conjecture at this point. They were deeply proud and

a} satisfied with the stories they had written, the books they had made,

the play they had presented. Higher satisfaction was evident when
pupils were individually involved.!

it

NON-AFFECTIVE CLIMATE:

l. Does the administrative atmosphere in the school reflect proper order and
organization of teaching-learning activities?

"The teachers have every opportunity to function within the framework.
Certain necessary building schedules and regulations (recess, lunch,
library, etc.) exist within the classroom but each teacher has the
latitude to organize and teach according to her personality, philosophy,
and basic teaching principles. Teachers are @ ovided much help and
assistance by the administration. There is an orderly business atmosphere
within the building. Administrative support in child management.”
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"atmosphere is one of acceptance, optimism, service to teachers, and
innovation."

1The administration seems to be imbued with the point of view that
they are there to serve. FProper order and organization were reflected."

2, Do teachers conduct class activities in an informative and imaginative
marmexr ?

"The variety of methods used within the building was amazing. It
consisted of examples: recording a child's story, sharing individual
reading, book sewing, proof reading, film strips, formal class
instruction, planning a display, etc. Child response effective !

NThere was considerable variation in the imaginativeness with which
class activities were conducted."

Where is evidence of real desire to teach this way; however; at
least two-thirds are hampered by lack of technical skills and personal
habits of imaginative thinking that makes behaving in such a manner
easy."

3, Do teachers provide for individual differences in classroom activities?

"There is a wide range for differences in the language program as Shown
in children's writings, reading materials, and displays. Children proof
reading their own materials. In arithmetic, social studies; science,
and weekly reader, there was whole class teaching."

"Presently, individualization tends to care for differences in levels of
achievement more than differences in interests or attitudess Perhaps
this is all one should expect now."

. Do teachers make adequate use of the available teaching materials and resources?
"With no exception the rooms showed that there was a good source of

materials within the building: films, pictures, bulletin boards, and
books.!

( NEW QUESTION: Is there balance in the total learning experience?
; Does the reading program enhance or hamper the other curricular goals?

"My guess is thet the reading emphasis has brought imbalance. Clue
is the amount of time spent daily on reading . . . other distribution
of resources."

rmnetngrre

!} NEW QUESTION: To what degree do teachers utilize first-hand and kinesthetic
experiences as compared to secondary, paper-pencil assignments?

lz "Evidence is that curriculum is 'print-centered’. Children seemed to be
' writing, reading from books, answering questions from books, watching the
teacher write, or participating in word drills most of the time."

-4
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THE _RTADING PROGRAM:

l. Are the teachers utilizing procedures which will help them in determining

20

3e

5e

the speciric strengths and weaknesses of individual children in learning
to read?

"Both individualized reading and language-experiences approaches
facilitate attention to the individual,"

"One deterrent to identifying children's specific strengths and
weaknesses is that teachers feel insecure in their knowledge of
the total spectrum of reading skills."

Is reading instruction being correlated with the other language arts?

"This is your real strength. There was read.ng in everything being
done. The many books in evidence and the children's regard for the
books says how important reading is in this school."

Are the children learning how to read in the content areas?

"There seemed to be an interest, curiosity, and urgency in many rooms
and the children's part 'to find out' and 'to know! was evidenced by
the questions asked, the vocabulary lists, books being read, pictures
being examined, and search being made."

"At the literal comprehension level. More attention should be given to

interpreting data, summarizing, and generalizing about data after
consulting more than one source."

Are the children learning to use the various reading skills?

"In primary grades, children are learning phonetic analysis skills
of consonant sounds (beginning and ending), short and long vowel
sounds, rhyming words. They are learning literal comprehension skills."

"Not enough attention (perhaps?) to root words, prefixes and suffixes.
Again, literal comprehension skills take Precedence over iuaterpretation,
critical reading, appreciative reading, or evaluation."

"There seemed a lack of effective procedures for teaching skills of
oral reading,"

Are the children developing a positive attitude toward reading?

"Very enthusiastic and cooperative children. The attitude of wanting
to know seemed to be present in every room,"

"Yes, indeed I

T R P SR
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LEARNING CENTERS:

1.

3.

Does the learning center cerve as an integral part of the reading program by
providing readily accessible books and materials?

"Books are accessible to all children. Materials are provided and
are at many levels with a variety of content. Books are shelved
according to reading levels so children may peruse and choose
appropriate reading materials."

"For being in operation only seven weeks, the learning center is
phenominal ! However, it will continue to be hampered by the physical
surroundings.”

Does adequate teacher-librarian planning exist?

"The librarian and teachers seemed to understand the purpose of each
and worked together well."

"The librarians are anxious to give any help to teachers and children."
Are provisions made for learning and developing library skills?

"There is room for groups to come to the library for direct instruction
in use of the library. There is time for individual instruction in
library use and practice in using skills."

Does the learning center promote independent study and readjing by pupils?

"The accessibility of the library makes it inviting for reading and
study. The pleasant atmosphere is conducive to reading and study.

The enthusiasm of the personnel is helpful to children's attitudes
toward study and reading,"

READING COORDINATORS

1.

2

Do the teachers view the reading coordinator as a valuable resource?

"The teachers are most appreciative of the direction and focus given to
the reading program by the rezding coordinator."

*Yes, universally, but strongest among the inexperienced teachers."

Are specific activities of the reading coordinator mentioned as being
particularly effective?

"Appreciation of consultations and the good suggestions given with
sound advice and basic principles were high in teacher comments."

"Yes, especially help with materials and techniques for dealing with
special learning problems. I.ked the consultant to help in the
classroom.*
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COUNSELING AND GUIDANCE PROGRAMS:

1. Is counseling provided for individual pupils with educational or personal
problems which are associated with reading?

"All the teachers felt the counselor was an asset to the program as
a source of help when there ./ac a neéd."

SCHOOL~-COMMUNITY RELATIONS:

1, TIs there effective communication between the school and the home concerning
the reading program?

"Parents are aware of the many books available. Parents are aware of the
fact that children are reading more."

N-SERVICE EDUCATION:

1, Do teachers view the in-service program as faciltating their professional
growth and development?

"Teachers were appreciative of in-service assistance. In-service had
been specific in direction."

"General reaction to the in-~service program was positive, even though
teachers now feel overwhelmed with so much activity."

GENERAL COMMENT:

"Staff is to be congratulated on accomplishing so much in such a
short time. Both the principal and the project staff should be
complimented for the excellent human relations climate in the

building."




APFENDIX B

Standardized Test Data

THe TOWA TeSTS OF BASIC SKILLS

Report of System Averages

.iith Percentile Ranks

Monterey lem. School

Date tested - 11/66 Fall

23|

Number | Vocab- | | Language | Work St. | Arithmetic
Tested | ulary Reading Total Total Total Composite

Grade 3 35.4 34,4 36,0 34,8 34,4 35.0
61 79 65 77 83 79 79

Grade 4 g,2 42,0 b1 uh,6 4,1 42,5
72 49 52 66 79 50 61

Grade 5 50.9 50.9 53.4 54,2 47.0 51.3
82 49 46 59 72 27 48

Grade 6 €2.0 60.5 63.5 63.8 57.9 61.5
31 55 46 64 67 35 56

Key: 35.4 - Grade Equivalent Score
79 - Percentile Rank




APYERLIX G

SUBJECTIVE EVALUATLON OF MULTT-SEHSORY KINDERGARTEN

September - Decemher, 1966 ' [

Weaknesses

eul by of

The wajor weekness of the prograwm 82 fuy involves the « 1ifEie
factors involved:

providing for individual differences. There appear to be 3
1. Large rumber of pupils iun the class (31).

2. A short school day (2% Hours).
3. The wide mental age venge (& years, 5 months, to & years, 10 wmentha,
a 2%.month span.)

in order to provide adequately for individual differences, given ihe ;
wenial age range, the largest feasible instructional group is 10, Five children
ko a group would be optimum, ¥£ 10 childeen form am instructiongl group, and
2 groups can opérate af any given time with tescher and alde, one group will not
.

recaive direct ingtruction at any given tiwe, Becsuse of the short attention
span of five-year~olds, work pericds must be goaced Ln uukh a way thot pjay and

rest activities £ollow each work period. We bave found 2 i-hour work seasions ‘
the wmaximum fessibis work time when a 2i<hour day is utilized. Each individual, ,
however , does not receive an hour of jratr¢c;1ﬁp per day since no wmore than 40 :
children can be given individual attention ab any ona Yiue,
& - Rt 44 . . - _;
T is Feis that any ot all of the ¥olliowing would improve thig instructional
weakness:
1, B@du tion of elsss enpoiluwgnt o 15.20 anildran,
4 peduntion of wental mge renge to a iD ~ 12 wonth spaa,
.
3. lengthening of time Kindevgerten is in session,
. E
The second weaknesz involves supervision, bn@ur the present arrangenent,
the waximuw ausunt of suservision tiwe ponsible s 2 hours of observation of i
activities and pariicular ¢ ,hL]ui s pox wonth, end ? hsurs of wmeetings with teacher 1
andsor aide per moath, PRffeciivencss of the program would inerease considerably

if supervigion tiwe could be increzsed to 4 bours of observatlon per wonth plus
4 to 6 hours of weetings with meulsx and/or aide. Turing the £irst 2 months this
time should be increassad even wmore.

A third weakness ipvelves the lack of aveilable time for teacher planning.

Resesrch projects inevitebly involwe ap increased amount of paperwork for the
tescher., Attempts have been wede to mivimize this, but it exists, nevertheleas,
tn-addition the tescher is expected to attend a nuuber of afternoon and evening
meetings in addirlon to meetings directly inveoiving the kxndergarten program,
The instructional planning involved in the program this year is very time consum-
ing for the teacher because she is not used to thinking in terms of instructional
goule £irst, then building & developrental sequence of tasks designed to meet the
goalea set. ‘The leachsr hasg beep spending 1 hour per day on general lesson plang,

=~
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Evaluzation, Continued Page 2

plus time gpent devising activities for Johnny and Susic who need additional
practice at e particular lavel of development.

Lastly: space. Rither wore space or fewer children is most definitely
necessary.

Strengths

The ability of the teacher to note individual children's strengths and
weaknesses has increased considerably. She has recently begun to use this in-
forwation to plan instruetion, & loug step in the direction of providing for
individual differences,

The children appear to have developed the ability to work independently
and follow divections at a wmors mature level than is ususlly found in kinder-
gavien. Frustration tolerance and the willingness to try new things has im-
proved, primarily because caraful plenning has nearly elimineted instances of
requiring a child to do scwething Le is not ready for.

Children who will probably need special attention at the first grade iewvel
have been idemtified. There are sowe who will need supbiementary work even
though they bave Improved in the present kindergarten progrem wmore than they
would have if they hed nol ceceived readiness instruction. Hducstional planning
and parant counseling can he done now, rather than waiting until thicd or fourth
grade, when it is often too lake.

Perhaps the wost imrortent strength of the walti-sensory kindergarten pro-

t
gram 18 this: we've learned a lot about children, abaut what works and what
deesn’t, about siaff relationships, azbout goals, programs, and materials,

Chsmb

127%0/66
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PLANS FOR THE BYALUATION OF THE MULTI-SENSCGRY KiRDERGARTEN PROGRAM

1967 « 68 Sohoel Vesu

Review of 1966-87 ewvaluation 'i
A&, Experimental group (Monterey) i

In September th Stanford-Binet Intelligence Secale, Porm LM, and
the Marianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Veree lt:ou Was admxnlsu
tered to each ciild‘ Throughout the vear, e&ch ¢hild will be evaluated
using & rating scale of Jeve'upme tal tasks cspecially designed for the
kindergarten prograw, {(Encloged) ‘
k., Control Graun (2% Children rendonly selected from all other kimdergartens !
in the distriot) §
The Frostliy Developwental Test of Visual Perception, Stanford-Binet i
Intelligence Scale, and an experimental versivn of 2 Developmental Scale |
of Readiness (enclosed) wers adwinistered in Ceotober and November to %
theea childraen, ‘

1867-68 Evaluation of lﬁzhwﬂf PLOEr A

AN, N welsy T, " v

A.« uu-m:.wmnw e

im April of 1368 the following testls will be sdwministered to all BRPET L
mental snd eontrol ehildren:

it The reading and arithpetie subtests of the Wide Benge Achievement
‘1 "‘8 [P

2, The Gates Priwsry Readi Gy Test

Vhe experimenial and cordrol group means will be ocoupared to determine if

there are stetistically sig Jflibﬁ? diffevences between groups, i
Laeh su (Gontrol Group) will be ;

ivem of the Develnmmental 1€ r

ith each achievewent tes The predietive value of the
tem.  Itewd having o low predictive value 71 e dropped frow the scale, A
weighhing svstem for remaining itews will bn ZVeln p?d sesording to the pre-
dictive velue of the item., This scaie could d nwu be used clinically to sslect

Seale of Readin
ot uwi S rining

Ly
.

chiildren who need an intersified resdiness program at the kindergarten level.

Ench tesk of the Rating Tcales of Dovelopwenial Tea&s will be eorrelated with
experinentol grovp aschievemsnt test scoves. Those tasks with low correlation
coelfficients will be eliminated or 1imn spent on Lhew will be deoreased. Those

tasks which correlate highly with vthe eriterion will recsive instructionsl
ﬁmph&s:s.

) ' Carol Dieringer
Zehool Psychologist

Domb

12/20/66




APPENDIX D
[{ Special Reading Services Report
The following data is a summary of information obtained from the monthly reports |
{{ of the special reading feacheys j
‘ g | Major Function E Approximate % of time
| : ’ in cach *
| [
! Instruction ? 60% e
i ~_ ; Testing (Screening) % 109 e |
[J | Conferring with Teachers | 5% i
{“ Flanning § 159 6t
l Recording Data 7% |
Interviewing Parents 2 39 :
:i * Summary of Monthly Reports |
- #% Recent reports show instruction as high as 80% |

36t @ of time in testing and planning has decreased since the beginning of the year. }

- ‘ Number of Pupils Instructed Per Week | |

- Grade ( Boys Girls | Total

[ | 2-6 35 16 % 0l % E

- * Of these, 25 are instructed in small groups (3-5) and 26 are instructed ]

o individually.

Lyond
. 5 Number of Pupils Referred :
‘ During First Four Months of School i
? ! Grade ! Boys ' Girls ! Total .
T e b | i
1_ | 26 {6 1 2 8

- lw ;8 % 22 %
| L i

% These children were referred for administration of the Frostig Test of

Visual Perception.
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APPENDIX F
Counseliag and Guidance Services Report
The following is a progress report of the major functions and activities of the
school counselor during the first four months of the 1966-67 school year. Informa-
tion for this report was obtained from reviewing weekly reports of counseler activ-
ities,

Counseling. The school counselor has held counseling interviews with a total

of 19} pupils in Monterey Elementary School. A majority of these were self-referred
contacts. Nearly 25% (L3) of these interviews were as a result of teacher referral.
The majority of these interviews were individual counseling sessionse

Testing. The counselor has directed the school-wide administration of the test-
ing program. His most unique function in regard to testing has been the use of item
analysis. The counselor, the teachers, the project evaluator-guide and the reading
coordinator have been meeting together to fully utilize test results by conducting
local validity studies and developing local norms.

Gunsulting. The counselor has served as a consultant to every teacher in the
building at least once during the first four months. He has also participated in
case conferences as a co-leader with Dr, Milton E. Foreman, a university consultant.

School Community Relations. The counselor has made five home visits and held

twenty-five parent conferences. He has also participated on a PsT.A. panel
discussion. In cooperation with the building principal and the P.T.A. Parent
Education Committee, the first of a series of parent discussion groups has been
planned (See next page).

The school counselor has also served to coordinate the services of other part-

time pupil personnel workers, such as the school nurse and the school psychologist,




PARENTS' DISCUSSION GROUP

January 23, 1967 93100 - 11:00 A.Me

MONTEREY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Open round table discussion on these topics « ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o » v o o o

THE WORKING MOTHER
and

YOUR CHILD AND HIS PLAYMATES

Come as you are. Informal group discussion with Mrs. LeMoyne Brokaw,
Principal; Mrs. Carolyn Forrest, Reading Coordinator; and Mr. Jack

Frost, School Counselore

CHILDREN WELCOME REFRESHMENTS SERVED

MrSo Me].Vin - PoTvo
Parent Education Chairman

e e S ke o M, i I e
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APPENDIX G
Pre~School Workshop Evaluation
This brief report is a listing of sample positive and negative comments made by
workshop participants on Self-Report Forms.
One of the forms requested a ratinge. The participants were asked to rate the

pre=-school workshop on the following scale:

1 2 3 L 5
. Below Above
Poor Average Average Average Good

Of the fifteen responses to this scale, one participant rated the workshop as
3 (Average). Four participants rated the workshop as !} (Above Average).. Ten
participants rated the workshop as 5 (Good)s

The reaction to this rating is indicative of the positive feelings toward the
workshop. Although both positive and negative comments are listed below, the
positive comments far exceed those of a negative nature.

Positive comments:

"The very fact that we are going to be so much better acquainted with the read-
ing program, our Learning Center and equipment (old and new) is wonderful.”

"I have thoroughly enjoyed the sharing of ideas in discussions by Mra .Frost
and Miss Sillimane They have given me new ideas and insights."

"I think the pre-school workshops were excellent on the whole. The extra two
weeks in the building really got me ready to meet my children the first day in a
proper frame of mind."

"The speakers helped me to remember many ideas I wanted to use this year, plus
several new suggestions. All speakers were very good and I would not suggest
omitting any of them if this is done again."

"Workshop of high value, worthwhile for all teachers every year for at least

a weekat




j .
- "I have enjoyed the pre-school workshop thoroughly. The guest speakers

gave me new insight in how te handle various problems, how to look more closely &t
the individual. I loved Dr. Hahn's demonstration on making books and his talk
earlier in the day. He was such an enthusiastic person, I am sure he 'sparked!

all of us."

. Negative Comments:

- "AY times it was geared too much toward the beginning teacher.!

m— N

"We need more time for grade level meetings than w..at we have had."

*Too much material in too short a time in some areas."

Thz following is the schedule of the pre-school workshop held August 22 —
! September 2, 1966,
|

PRE~-SCHOOL WORKSHOP

hugust 22 - September 2, 1966

ﬁwﬁm"""——mll vv? — _I~:v r

| U,

Monday, August 22, 1966

8+00 ~ 8230 Registration

(——

e et i

8:30 - 9230 Introduction and Brief Presentations
Mr. Bernard Esporite, Project Supervisar
Mrs. LeMoyne Brokaw, Principal
Mr. John Bott, Assistant Superintendent

I

e e e S———
Y

: 9:30 -~ 9:145 Break
- 9:45 ~ 11:30 Introduction to Tele-Lecture -~ Dr. cCharles B. Huelsman, Jra,
( The Chio State University 1
= 11230 - 1:00 Lunch
[ | 1:00 -~ 1:15 Review of the Coming Two Weeks

1:15 -~ 3:00 Review of the Title III Proposal

‘g Group I -~ Returning Teachers - Mr. B.L. Esporite, Project
" Supervisor & Miss Nancy Bennett, Special Reading Teacher

Group II - New Teachers - Mr. Wm. Poppen, Evaluator Guide &
Mrs. Carolyn Forrest, Reading Coordinator
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Tuesday, August 23, 1966

8230 ~ 11:30

11:30 «~ 1:00

1:00 - 3:00

WEffective Observation of Children" by Miss Georgina Sillimen,
Miami University

Lunch

"Pupil Observation and the Reading Program®
by Mrs. Carolyn Forrest, Reading Coordinator

Wednesday, August 2k, 1966

8230 -~ 10:30

10:30 ~ 11:30

11:30 - 1:00

1:00 - 2:00

2300 - 3:00

"Introduction to the Learning Center"
by Mrse. Patricia Bailey. Librarian

"The Counseling and Guidance Program
by Mr. Jack Frost, Counselor

Lunch

"The Counseling and Guidance Program' concinued
by Mr. Jack Frost, Couselor

®Introduction to C-groups"
by Dr. Milton E. Foreman, University of Cincinnati

Thursday, August 25, 1966

8:30 - 11230

1130 - 1:00

1:00 - 3:00

Friday, August 26,

4 Teacher Uses the Learning Center"
by Mrs. Patricia Bailey, Librarian, assisted by
Miss Nancy Bennett, Special Reading Teacher (role playing)

Lunch

NEvaluation of the Title III Program"
by Mr, William A. Poppen, Evaluator Guide

1966

8330 ~ 11:30

11230 - 1200
1:00 - 3:00

Monday, August 29,

"Children and Books"
by Dr. Harry Hahn, Oakland University

Lunch
Workshop en Bookmaking by Dr. Harry Hahn, Oakland University
1966

8:30 - 9:15
9315 - 11230

11:50 ~ 1200

"Team Teaching" by Dr. Albert J. Shuster, Ohio University
Grade Level Meetings

Lunch

[T PP T S R R
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1:00 - 2:15

2:15 - 3:00

34

Grade Level Meetings

"Perception Problems and Reading" by Mrs. Carol Dieringer,
School Psychologist

Tuesday, August 30, 1966

8:30 - 11:30

11230 -~ 1:00

1:00 -~ 3:00

Administration of the Gray Oral Reading Test by Dr. Charles B.
Ruelsman, Jr., The Ohio State University

Lunch

Gray Oral Reading Test continued by Dr. Huelsman

Wednesday, August 31, 1966

8230 - 10230

10230 ~ 11230

11:30 ~ 1200

1:00 - 3:C0

Interdisciplinary Seminar - "Influencing Classroom Behavior®
by Mr. Sheldon Cohen, Principal, Bellefaire School,
Cleveland Heights, Ohie

Speech and Hearing Services by Mr. Eugene Sibila, Spesch and
Hearing Therapist

Iunch

"Starting School with a Bang" by Mrs. LeMoyne Brokaw, Principal

Thursday, September 1, 1966

8230 - 11:30
11230 - 1:00

1:00 -~ 3:00

Grade Level Meetings

Lunch

"The Special Reading Program® by Miss Nancy Bennett, Special
Reading Teacher

Friday, September 2, 1966

8230 - 11:30
11:30 - 1:00

1:00 - 3:00

Free Time for Teachers to Work in Our Classrooms

Lunch

General Teachers!® Meeting - Mrs, LeMoyne Brokaw, Principal

[T Ty TR O P TR R I T
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[‘ APPENDIX H
{ Case Conferences (C-groups ) 1

Three types of information are presented which indicate the effectiveness

{7 of the C~group meetings. The first is an abstract of an article submitted to

the American Persomnel and Guidance Journal. The second is a report of the

teachers! responses to2 a modified form of an incomplete sentences blank developed
by Seegars and McDonalde The third type of information presented is comments

from teacher Self-Report Forms.

3
;
|
|
|
1. Abstract ori an article presented for publicaticn to the American !
|
é
i

Personnel and Guidence Journale.
"Case Groups: An In-service Education Technique
Milton E. Foreman, William A, Poppen, and Jack M. Frost |

An elementary public school utilized Case Groups as part i
IL} of a comprehensive in-service education program for its staff. 1
l%< The Case Group was designed as a paced learning eXperience i
iL. incorporating elements from discussion, case study, and ;
n; sensitivity training groups in the attempt to facilitate |
] both cognitive and experiential aspects of the teachers'
l: continuing professional growth. The kinds of growth
' experienced by the participants are described and subjectively
i" evaluated to the conclusion that the Case Grour, or modifications
[ thereof, has high potential for the in-service education of ]

teachers.h

% The name appearing above may be somewhat new to those who are familiar with
the original project proposal. The original proposal intended t-groups
(sensitivity training) to be a part of the in-service education program.
The C-group is really a modified form of t-grouping and seems to be
appropriate for elementary school teachers.
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2. Responses to the incomplete sentences blank. (A copy of the

it el

. instrument appears on the next page)

A total of 21 persons responded to five incomplete sentences concern-
J ing the C-group experience. This resulted in a total of 105 responses , with

‘Mo respense’ labeled as a neutral response. Comments were rated by

an outside rater as either positive, neutral or negative. Sixty-five

comments were rated as positive, twenty-six were rated as neutral and
fourteen were rated negative.

3+ The following are some random teacher comments in response to Item

et

Noe 3: (My evaluation of the group as a part of the in-service program
iSooo)

(a) "Good —- would be nice to have it continued."

T i T L P A

(b) "Very good. I thought the subs worked out fine« The

time spent was well worth it." (Note: Substitutes were

hired to release teachers for these Friday morning meetings.)

(¢) "I think it not only helped us to try to better understand

children but also aided us in knowing one another better."
(d) "My ideas were professionally challenged."

(e) "Something every teacher in every school should be
exposed to while she teaches, each year."

(Note: Not one of the teachers responded negatively to Item

No. 30)
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‘- Incomplete Sentences Blank !

Dates

This questiomnaire is nearly the same as the one you were asked to complete in
mid-November pertaining to your reactions to the C~Group experience. The purpose
is to compare the groups' initial responses to the present, now that some time has
elapsed, and we have all had some additional professional experiences.

Please return this questionnaire to Bill Poppen as soon as possible. As before,
it is unnecessary to sign this instrument, but it is coded according to the group in
which you were a member. Thanks again.

1. My emotional reactions to the group are « . .

2« My objective reactions to the group are o « o

3¢ My evaluatien of the group as part of the in-service training program is « « s

he I would like to recommend « o «

5« My miscellaneous comments are « « «

6. My evaluation of the effects of the group in relation to my effectiveness as
a teacher is « «

R P P T S
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APPENDIX I

Teacher Self-Report Form

List any modifications of teaching procedures,
new techniques used or change of emphasis:

A.

List any concepts or beliefs about the teaching
of reading which you have developed, modified
or extended:

A,

B.

D.

38

NAME

DATE

Were any items listed under
I-1II~-IXI traceable to the
seminars, pre~school work-
shop or sharing sessions?
List which, if you checked
yes,

YES NO

Evaluation of my teaching'the past week (note any

strong points, weaknesses, omissions, insights, etc.)

(Modified from Heilman, A, Wi, Cooperative Research Project No. 2709, The

Pennsylvania State University; November, 1965, p, 63.)
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Team Teaching o o o o o o o o o s o s o o o ¢ o o o Comments by Team Members

APPENDIX J

The following comments were recorded during a team meeting held

December 6, 1966, for the purpose of evaluation, These are subjective

comments and are only intended to reflect teacher opinions at that time.

Positive comments:

1.

Team teaching provides children with the opportunity to have the best
prepared teacher present new material.

Team teaching provides stimulating and varying approaches to new
materials.

Team teaching provides a variety of surroundings for children,

Team teaching provides teachers with an opportunity to work with

individual children through the use of teacher aides,

Negative comments:

1.

2y

3e

The class size is too large to allow effective teaming.

The team teaching rocm is nct levge enough to accomodate all the
children comfortably.

The room divider in the team teaching room is not sufficiently
soundproof .

Tt is difficult to learn to know pupils as individuals because
of the team approach,

The planning time should be spread throughout the week rather
than concentrated in one day.

It is difficult to evaluate the work of the pupils.

Py
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APPENDIX K

Cost of Project Evaluation

le Cost of Evaluation - First Five Months

(a) Consultants

(b)

“--..-—-—---—--——-.——..~_---—u—¢.~———-umn~—-.

Dr. Martha King (Reading Program) $100.,00
Georgina Silliman (Reading Program) 121.2)
Dr. Martha Dallmann (Reading Program) 100.00

Dr. Car Foster (Counseling and Guidance) 100.00

Testing and Materials

Gray Oral Reading Test 105.60
Huelsman Word Discrimination Test 100.00
Towa Test of Basic Skills 89.92
Materials (paper, dittos, etc.) 57440

Total - First Five Months

2. Estimated Cost of Evaluation - Last Seven Months

(a)

(b)

Consultants
2 Library Evaluators $250.00
1 Special Reading Evaluater 100.00

Materials and Tests for Post-Testing 165.00

Total - Last Seven Months

B ST e e R an B am S ew wm e e me e

3s Cost of Evaluation for Total Project

$7321.2L

100.00

205.60

157,32
$ 774.16

-~~--—-—~--——--~--—-—c—
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APVENDRIY L

January 4, 1967

Mro Beroasrd Beporite
Superviser, Title IYI
584 Donnis Lene

Grove City, Ohilo

Dear Mp. Bsporite:

The "Interdisciplinary Malti-Facet neaﬂing Progr”m“ hasg
been 4 gresl advantage Lo my teaschers, end T would like
te express my gretitude to you and your steff. Ye hove
benefited from the tele-lecture ia maay weys, namly
listening to soted leciures in their given field ead
then the cutcome - drzensslonz with one another and
with your *acu;cv mambers, Snsring of iqea iz of prime
Importznee ic the grest ficld of educabic The pro-
fessional litrary hes beon of grosl uaajs»auue to my
teochary = lLape~wice ag well as book-uise,

21

l

Ve are locking to the fubure aad e ”ﬁ“ﬂuéf participstion

ia $hia program, aot oaly for Lhe taschers bt slse for

the children, He ore nopﬁua Toy esgsions wherse teachers can
cempare coteg and 2ach wen help snother ln sociving many
claseroon ezading probloms.
My %han‘s to you. It hew heen s plessure warkiag with

you sad your staff,

’vc,ffy truly.yours, y.
7

"/,[Md- P2 EF st M:#M»fﬁ-
Sisber Mirlem Claire, S.SoJe =

41
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APFENDIX ™
DIGOCESAN CHIELD QUIDANCE CENTER

840 WEST 8TATRE STREET
COLOMBUR, QNI 43222

Phone: 2217855
Novenber £, 1966

Mr. B.L.Esporite !
supervisor, Title III Reading Program !
Monterey Elementary School

58L Tennis Lane

Grove City, Ohio

Dear Mr, Esporite: ;

In the last two months I made several visits to the Monterey
Flementary School. The wisite enabled me to get acquainted with your excellent
demonstration project. During one of the visits you asked me to express my
ideas on possible improvement of the servicas provided by the project.

I feel that the progran, impressive as it is, could be ime
proved in itr child-psychialric aspects, The children involved in the program,
especially those in critical developmental phases, should be at first carefully
sereened te rule cui poS’iblw emoticonal or wental disturbances, The sereening
cculd be done by a colliborative team made of a school psycholegist, a school
counsellor and & sshco& nurse urdmr the supervision of a child-psychiatrist,

The screening should consist of a d.vexonment& schedule (physical, psychesocial
and psychoswxaai), cbaervation of class-room iﬁd playgrennd b#havio;, andg, if
necessr iy, ocgasional psychistric interviews. (hildren found te be in need of
professional attention should then have a vhaﬁme to geb appropriate help in
accordance with recommendetions ¢f the Cu“ﬁd«yJVChlatTXMJa Paychiatric help
conld be given in form of individual or group counseling to educators, individual
or group therapy Lo porents, and, less freguently, individwl or group therapy
to childwen,

Perronal dsba obdained through contacts with the childre
ghould be utilived in cliniecal rrsearch. Correlabing emotional, d@velopmcntal
and perceptusl deviations is probebly the most suited e area of research,

By cartlcipation in fhe program ¢ ndd be arrenged on a linited
ascale through the Discesan Child Guidance Cenler or the Mi, Carmel Tomprehensive
Mental Heallh fenter. Arrangement on privale bssis way be sdvisable, if greater
involvement on my part is anticipsted,

hope o hear from you soon.

Sincerely yours,

;};" W{/j %ta.o’é:’ “-‘3’2(

Marcel Hundziak, M.D.

WH/ 3
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APPERDLE W

November 33, 1966

Mr. Bernard L. Esporite
South-Western City Schools
84 Dennis Lane

Grove City, Ohio

Dlear Mr. Esporite:

Your think shop is a nice way to wackage a not-so-new idea,
Bat the idea ia good., ¥t's sound. Other school districts
would do well to use it foo,

So, [ would like io use it ag feature article material. You've
really given vs only an outlive of what it's all about, what you
hope to accomplish, how you sef thess things up, what trans-
pires during them {this is tmportant «- we nead eramples and
srecdotal matarial that showe the reader how these sessions
truly involve and stimulate people}l and {squally lmportant) pre-
cisely what you get out of them. (On the last point, these segsions
don't do mmch good if they just give people & chance to sit around
and "he stimulated. ) What we need to do is get back to you to
flesh out this outline, pur some meat on the bones, {ill in some
areas thai are not touched on in your manvgcript and structare
the whoele into an S atorv, If youw're willing io bear with us in
this process, wetll have a writer contact you shortiy.

And, yes, I would like to have inforrmation on your "Swap shop. V!

It may ge hand in hand with the article on the Ythink shop. ¥

Sincerely,
.‘\.‘
¢ . o~ v ey ael
A Y ey /‘Lf 7
" s . (" . I - w4 N
1} /f:?} A ;‘,-’

James £, Doherty
Editer

SCHOOL MANAGEMENT

JED/ems

(OO PR
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a INTHRNATIOMAL READING ASSGOIATION w

An Incorpavated Fuv-Profit Frofessional {ogenization S

Skt / )
, 2 PYRE AVENUE AT MAIN STREET \
2. £ Terys

Fresidenit _ NEWARK, DELAWARE 19711

Milbker A Dawson

Sacramento State College

Sacramento, California Please ?‘ejzlv il
President-elect . H. Aran ROBINSON

H. ALan RUA’.D\S(?N University of Chicago

Yniversity of Chicato

Chicago, Hlinois 5835 Kimbark Avenue

Chicago, Iliinois 60637 2
Past Presudent HU, ¢

TIOROIBY KENDALL TRACKEN s,
Jouthern Mettodis Univecsity i
Dalns, Texas Nowembex 25, 1966 : i
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Farew cxtiveng Fune, 1967 - -
. o De. B, U. Lgporite !
Dunuiny M Digreicr o P o ’
Union Free School District Southwestern City Schwels k-
piondale, ew York 584 Deopnd 12 Lane .
Hryax Hoes Cyowe Citw, Ohio "
Wniversity of Pennsylvania T .
Philadelphis, Pennsylvania
How 4. Kerss Deat Dr. RBapovite: )
Lerante University
Fhiluduipbia, Penusylvany
H, yHam Theuk you for yeur receni letter. We hope thet by the {

Term cxpiring June, 568 time vow veteive my reply, vou have besn able to meet our 1’
Avresa Reepy el S pevel ¢ yée v “ du ) E
Cincwmpati Public Schools deadling and ¢ »% wour plan z...I? for veponting regesrch, Just
Cincionats, Ghio in cage you didn’ & pet one, § enclose our wmimeographed notice .
Brovier L ia94kn Couriwey, reiafing o abstoecns,

P&
St Marv's Colleye ey o .
Winonz, Mirnesota Ho ghall eHseG to navE you palke a presentstion
Guact Ml AT ghoul your I.‘i%“éw EII, pianning 'rm;gzmm whicli vou catll “The ¢;
’J;:i‘f ;t}m:éu_:;iml'xr:zc 1 e "d':m,!pizi ry Walti-Feeeted Roading Frogram.” LF the two
wWHGLPRY, BEARIGUT . ’ PR

of pon would Like te present this as an Illustrated Lecture,

et raficing Lune, 3000 . Awe Y ; Pl 3
;;”’“"" ; e 46 wE CHh Hmf.‘,{:‘fﬁ,\‘}'&“ vou unh*W it w:wv“}mﬂ Polts on friday, May 5, ‘
Maunazer Bazsy i G g d eurs . . v o 1 4 g2 ] . .
:Syxacug{: 7\3:\1.‘;1*:‘;“{‘;'}; t\ i 4’;? PE% i gl‘.l"!f ?JE(, & i?“" T ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ' Y L? % Mﬂ?("d JL? WHBE . Thi by
Syracuse, Mow York '*V'ze enky sunt we have left oo ghe wugwm and we must ask
:z_:.w.;;m;m 1~}?xf.;‘<zs . thst the 5.@&*@"«7“* e tlluotreted dn some way alace thet i3 the :
UOMTELAN Y @ Ve SSCIMSi 4 e y o I o -
Siadicon Wiscamsin way Lt will be pu ,”‘“{"“M” You will have 4 ime aad ope-half | i
cer Mamounsr aour dlme perlod for the pregentation. Please et me koew 1l
Natiora! Srhood eighi wwav. . X

far Lelucational Besearch ‘
Lanhoping, Swiles " ] l

o Gordielly yours, '

Fzeentior SecrrinryTrovsurer , -3
Baupwr 0, S uckR : { 5} g,‘ e -

e i, b LOWINSER, o
dssistant Executive Secrefary e ;
Roravn Mircar ¥, Alan Robinson
Fousnal Fditoss Pregident~Elect, IRA
The Resdwmyg Feackher . ' E
Rusesty, 4i. Susuvrsn HARirfw
University of Delaware Ene,

Mewark, Deliware
Journul of Beading
Grones B, ScEtex
Purdne Unidsersity
Lafayette, Tndaos
feadmg Kesetveh Qunrierly
'hu,mnuu CLYMFER
@ versity ol Minocsuts )

MC naea pr)i' is, Mannesota




GHAL COMMISSION ON TEACHER EOUCRTION AND PROSTSS!

| T EREA RO EEN ONECUNEERENGH

Mr. Bernard 1. Eeporite
Monterey Llewmentsry School
584 Dennis lLane

Grove Lity, Ohio

Dear Mr. Bopovite:

ticlpate as 3 Demonstratvion

£l

Wl

GRnVars

anaouncenenss wiltl follow.

ohgervers. ‘There itz

[ RV ]

Cuy vepregentative who ms
with the program in your instiiution,
oughout the country amnd are atéemptis
distribution az well as appropyiste diversification of progyams.
about the filrast thirty centers guléctud was made abovt Noveasher 15,

At the preosent {lie, your op
status, pending additionsl nowlnution

particlpate later in the veay; we hope voo
of the Non-Gumference progrsw at thet tlns,

ABPENDIL B

e

GHAL STRNOARDS v BT 0RAL EDUCATON A

The National Cowmiission on Teacher Bducation and Frofe
would like to thank you for submitt

12

4R

.y

&S Vet

will evill

before an official amnouncemeni 1o made,

330

ATIGH & 1201 16%h 86, RW., Washington, D.6.-20036
AR
“a.

[ B

y
L, A
%aa 25

THE TEACHER AND HIS STAFF

Ny
2

LA

ember 16, 1966

43
88

ional Standards

ing en spplicztion end for agreeing to par-
Conter during The Year of the Nom-Conference, 1966467,
de the on-site vigit wae thoreughly impressed
As vou know, we ave identifving fifty

to guarantes wide geographic

An symoupncement
Mditional

%7 v v P L) . R H
rlication has beon placed on g "hold"
‘1 ”, .

nd veports Evom our Cther on-zite

& good possibllity that your ipstiteution will be asked to
willing to be a part
Gurtainly, we will comtact you

Again, let we thank you for your vooperation and for your willingness

to. shave vour profegsicnal experisnces with others,

'

TE 3

Can ANSWeY any quese

tiong which vou might have, nizase do wot hesitste to contact me,

plames L. Olivero
{ hssistant Seerctary and
Coordinatos for

)
The Ye

a1 of the Non-~Conference
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APTENDIX Q
BROCHURE ]

A SUPPLEMENTARY EDUCATIONAL CENTER
AND SERVICE

“Interdisciplinary Multi-Facet
Reading Program”

A PACE PRQOJECT

Supported by the U.S. Office of Education

Tit'e III E.S.E.A. 1965
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Discussing

and Writing

Listening Reading
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OPERATED by South-Western City School District
3708 South Broadway
Grove City, Ohio 43123

° -
I

. : !
|

LOCATED in Monterey Elementary School
084 Dennis Lane
Grove City, Ohio 43123
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APPENDIX Q
BROCHURE

The Interdisciplinary Multi-Facet Reading Program at Mon-
terey Elementary School is intended to illustrate what can
be done to provide optimal learning opportunities for all
pupils by utilizing a multi-facet approach in language arts
instruction. A variety of services of an interdisciplinary na-
ture are included as a part of the program in order to demon-

strate how such services support and enhance classroom in-
struciion in reading.

The program is a result of five months of intensive planning
with teachers, administrators, parents and professionzl con-
sultants. It is designed to be responsive fo the particular
needs of the pupils, the school and the community.

The major objectives of the project are:

1. To provide a reading program that will develop thought-
ful and discriminating readers who wil] view reading as
one important aspect of communication.

)

To provide special assistance for children with problems
in reading.

3. To provide an in-service education program to promote
the professional growth of the teachers of reading.

The entire project is to be evaluated carefully and the results

of the evaluation are to be disseminated to all interested per-
sons.

The following pages present an overview of the major fes-
tures of the project.
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APTENDIX Q
BROCHURE

The reading program is a developmental program intended
to serve Grades K-6. The first year of the program, 1966-67,
is viewed as a transitional year. During this year, the reading
program will evolve from its present multiple-texi approach
into an integrated language arts program.

Two areas will be given special emphasis during the 1966-67
school year. The reading readiness activities in the kinder-
garten are a planned program of multi-sensory learning ex-
Periences. The special reading services will provide learning
opportunities to those pupils with problems in learning to
read. The special reading services will be concerned with
serving remedial, preventative and enrichment functions. The
special reading services employs one full-time teacher with
graduate training in teaching reading.
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APFENDIX Q
BROCHURE

No program within the schocl can operate in isolation, es-
pecielly a reading prograra. The following supplementary
programs and services are demonstrated at the Monterey Ele-
mentary School as being vital to an effective lunguage arts
program.

The Learning Center: The learning center staff consists of a
certificated librarian and a materials expeditor. The learning
center makes available to pupils, teachers and parents a va-
riety of books and learning materials.

The Counseling and Guidance Program: In order to assist
teachers in identifying the needs of pupils and ifi planning
appropriate educationai programs, the services of the school
counselor has been expanded.

School-Community Relationships: The understanding and
support of the parents and community are regarded as vital
to the successful implementation of a new program.

An advisory council and a parent education program are in-
corporated into the program as means of establishing and
maintaining effective school-community relations.

In-Service Education: In order to assist teachers in profes-
sional growth, an extensive in-service education program is
included as a part of the project. A variety of in-service ac-
tivities will be utilized, such as, a pre-school workshop, peri-
odic interdisciplinary seminars and sharing sessions. The
teachers will also have access to a professional library.

The “Time to Teach” Project: On a pilot basis the staff at
the Monterey Elementary School will attempt to utilize team
teaching in the sixth grade. The project will also emplov a
staff secretary and a {eacher aide as a means of allc .ng
teachers more time for teaching.

Participation of Nonpublic School Children: As specified in
the ES.E.A. Act of 1965, the Title Il Project has established
a plan to provide materials and services to the teachers and
pupils of Gur Lady of Perpetual Help School, the one non-
profit private school located in the immediate area of the
demonstration school.
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APTENDIX Q
BROCHURE

SOUTH-WESTERN CITY SCHOOLS
3708 South Broadway
Grove City, Ohic 43123
Phone: 614-875-2318

DR. PAUL C. HAYES, Superintendent

TITLE III READING PROGRAM
584 Dennis Lane
Grove City, Ohio 43123
Phone: 614-875-0623

Mr. B. L. Esporite, Supervisor

MONTEREY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
584 Dennis Lane
Grove City, ©hio 43123

Mrs. LeMoyne Brokaw, Principal

THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY
Child Study Center
65 South Oval Drive
Columbus, Ohio 43210

Dr. Charles B. Hueisman, Jr., University Consultant
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i APFENDIX Q
ﬂ BROCHURE

- i v

’, If you are interested in visiting and cbserving the Title III
Project at the Monterey Elementary School, please return
the following form to:

TITLE III READING PROGRAM
Monterey Elementary School
Grove City, Chio 43123
Phone: 875-0623

Name

Position -

Address

B

I would like to visit the Title IIl Project for a ____ full day,
——morning __ afternoon.

O

Preferred Date(s)

et S W S

I would like to find out more about:

the total project

the reading program

SRR e g

the counseling and guidance program

in-service education

the advisory council

the parent education program

the “time to teach” project

V .
S»\
I
T
A
T
1
o)
N

; ———the learning center

cooperation with the nonpublic private school

. e e a L %
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BALRD BERURE « TEIRN EEY

Taings bave zenlly Vaen heppluy st the Mooterey fchonl singe August i, 1965,

P

Since that dmte, wo bave beun fuaciioning wnder our operetlog grent. e hava
boen biring euvr auxdlisry exaff gad sequiving owr squigvant spd watsrizls,
Do voaks prior Yo the cpaning of echoel, ve copdueted & weshehop o

evtoncate the entivs 26882 ¢o Titls XYL This wag & very wawtbhubile srpericwce
ond wauy of the tenchors someeoiod that all the prafessioenl aesdf stweid heve
ﬁhh eppoxtuniiy.

We bave had twe of our intewdiscipiivdey semimazs thee far, Clesovsom
weaRppannt bes boen the thows of these neekings. The seaecnd woeting, which uss
814 In the gvening, oo g ded the fasuley wenberg of Sur Lady of Zespetunl Wely

s e A Tk s sl e S e e el m MRS T Fe sh A aiFa ki

Bilaond. It wae © pravifylng soperisees 00 poe thass Svo fedulcise wemking |
%@%fa&' vl wesponding to the conanitvog. §

in addlielen o onvwyiig o the yropow 5% Mentermy, the T4ele 2% seadf i )
pissolng e b phaes of she greject vhizh ie 4o b coudnched At Brealpash d
Jentew Bigh Sebool. Yp Bove fotroduond the sdmindavyoenion gwd fesnity eof eue
aibael te ¥ivla IX%.  Gup mumt etop whED b oo by tn 5 Zeew of evelusbovs
and bhave tham worh wivh o sepresenserive compities of seschers in oudey Bo
fongtudes the swads «f Lhe Dyodopark fshool,

" % venid Mbo ke tike this oppostunisy o lavize sash of Fou ho visik

Mrikarwey amld e whal we e deleg do ewr Tisle 120 Prelect.

Bo L Bgperite, Supervisor
Pikle I5Y Uoadtug Progrym

Eh¥ape
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of the junier high pogws,

o
prowd
16

e Vitle 193 Tnterdiseiplinary Maltl-Feest Heading Frograo io 2 fouw phiase
greiout. The operation of the Jeconsteabion pehwol wy Mouberay is Fhace IL,
Paasa TIT calle for the meteblishwen. of 4 devouetration progeam &% Broskpark

Iamdor Bigh Schuel, The Tivla $¥7 etalf fa presenily engeossed In the writing

My, Poppen, Evalustoy Gudde, hus boas dutervidwing ehs Dusohpark steff
membees o sseerieln thele elas Dor fwproviang the veadisg proguem. In addivien,
thy Theks XU steff koo boaw mwﬁ.;’mm‘f»:. peofepalonal bitevetury snd wisiting
Gutelanding PesETIAS.

Theon aonsuléanics Seve hasn biged o reviaw the pYQuEal pIogYes sud €O
ggeise in developing she Juntow Wigh sehwool lile UIX wivwostl. These sousuleants
spet M. Joman bWaffer, Asslolast Frofdaewr of Foshnien, spegisiining iv ;
sassndney vending, indlisme Ynleapslty « By. Bagh W Louaphiin, Peofasssy of |
Lmiatatracion, wspenislinisg bn fwndor bigh whenis, The Paie Suate Ynlvarelty «
smd Do, Rlyaserth $. Seshive, Suingipel of the Willuwish Jusier Zigh Buhend,
Pillmekby, Shis,

Tln sropestti weat bo wbnltied te the Yaited Bumrds 4 {#500 of Réscation

by Jeamady 33, 3987,
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Bincs thy veplesiug of sohosd, the Tisie 0% mﬁmm@ Program 42 the Monsevey
Biswantary Schwol bas bass vielted by wore Shan olghty peaplc fvem outside iks
eatwol digReist, W angiefparcs bovieg over @&m tundred pesple visiting fn cur ;
tallding thilds year. IV 12 vody gretifrleg ¢ sus Ww cutbuniastio own visitors
%) @WE $he enticy peogrns, , g |

2 4s glet very interesting to wete bow nepidly the shildrom 4l amhwé
v buoome soouttomed &o v@ﬁ&@m@ Wlie walking fa che %aile, 28 Lo wet
wwsmen to hegr ohildsm cesucuiing oo bow plesesd Chey were %o heve wad
vieltars, o o houy gpothar child say Go vos Jisappesuied that Lis olasszomn
hed wnk been slodved duziog ths duy. | |

Goraplomally, w9 bave spanind wenkehepe Zor visiloxs. Om Peline, Cotsbax 41, 1966,
& enlnms Tencaivg qupwilusss tock plsce 4o the eonderesss Pus &8 Woatassy. 4
fwug of sixsh grads siudsnte fuetnusied vhe sefers of e Pitle I otalf in the

PRIy

ik of bysluaeil, Yhin goopd oo e 2 weatindlle esphelesse for alf of those
Smivad.,
e v & grean duke? Bee ghe srastive ks pebileded b7 wme otudente.
& euilens suelusiot wislhlug 42 oo of pup 20ush gredon wee ao Ssprented with an
Gatborts wash ChAS sl sbowsted b punvises 0 feem Wi, | !
Yhesse Loal fuwe vo Jelz the geseiig sebbe of vialless G0 cur progrem 8% the
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DOLES BEPOET - TEELE 1%Y

the Title AXI staff hao had geme inferseting owperiences letely. Ny, Beporite
wss & spesker ot the racent Siete fuparviaovs® Cunvomtion, He deascribed tha
futevdisciplinary Multi-¥eoet Yerding Progean fov supervizers frem various perts
of tha stats,

¥r. Willisn Pmagén, the fiela ITZ Rvaluston, collebovated with Br. Gharles 5.

Hueleman, Jr. on an avélelie describisg our ine-sovvice program. This erticie has

boan accepted .ox publlostion by The Sationel Wiewmentsry Priveinsl.

Bz, Bott aond My, Bopoviiz have <ellaborated oz an azticle shout “"Yhink 3hmpaé
end it bae been accepted for Juture publicalion by g@gﬁgﬁggﬁggﬁgggggg.

On Deoopber G, 1956, Honteresy wiil be visited by & cowwitles fram the
National Lomeloslon of Teachay HBdusation and Profensicenl Fiandards. Monterey
han boen newinated a6 one of the fifty demonstraticn schoels for this commission.
This commirtes will detwynins 4f wa axe guelifled,

Taa sesiwntion of the Brochperk prepras e draving 2o 4 olese and the weoilkin
of the sew Titie YEX propossni haes bugus. The coopevstion of the ataif ag

Brookpatk hey boto ausellout and we ere suye L& will lesd to & wery worthehile

propsesl. '
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W ot the most futovesting subivities Zov the swath of Jecwber vas tha |

HEG Mk they” Lold 2% ths duretouliue Ceatey en Mroerber $oy 1946, Ae ¢hie
westizg, thedw were fu stiewiswse 2 pusel of sospubionts, {Dr. Sharies B,
mﬂm e, Boo ARbamk Bousisy, Y. Jeve Boeusel) mewbovs of the T4tle m
amﬁg Ceuntxal Oldive veprasoaingiven, Doperimant Yaods fren Brenbyarhk,

m G B, Yaibar, e gg%m ws yamie Bk S wnd Ehsmpg %gg@m a

o e buas peesibls Piate B ﬁt wegmes oy isrkparhe o ven taspleing
.Wm o e ounh o g@w@ fomavion topethas. Ymy fiw svogsutioes were
Frisentad w whit be bwmorporaied dete Cie Tiie 232 whine fuy peag yesy.
Whah the bolidsy nunmen apm. W and the Tikle U stalf jeveleed o the
weiking of the ww wropasel, wveiy fav wiallews tommed e Yewramay fvkoek in
datuben, Pomstdag Samsary 19, 1567, we aguin wEpeet 4 Showd of wisiters., 26

v Baee my waRdsed et pwime, why S0k ke wapeEvihiong e 40 85 pewl

4 :
Mo Bo %o Geponiie
Witk BXF Bagddon Beogras

Ty -
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APPENDIE S

OHIO WESLEYAN
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DELAWARE, GHIO 43015

10 WHOM IT MAY CONCIRN:

¥ have been in rather zlose touch with the Interdisciplinary Muilti-
Facet Reading Progron ESEh. Title 1Y Prejece of the South.
Western City School District, Grove City, Ohig, in tuo capacities,
namely {1} as cne of the evaluators of {the Prograwm and (2} as |
college instructor ai Ohic Wesleyan University who has taken students 3
in Education to the Monterey Schaol of the Sounth.Westiern City School |
District, for observation purposes. ;
4 ]
The following statements give evidence of my belief that the Program 3
is, indeed, worthwhile and that it iz one that should be continuwed:? !
E
|

{1} The administrative and gupervisory staflf and the classroon
teackers engaged in the Program ave working whileheartiediy
or the implementation of the proposal that the District
made when applying for the grant for the current schoclyesr.

]

4

[

9

i

(2) The aduinisirative and supsrvisury staff and the classyoom 1

teachers have taker suggestions for laprovement in a
praingsional manner.

{2} Bves though the Monterzy Schoei, in which the Program is

bheing narried on, showed many sigue of good teaching
of reading bafore the sow Program was initiated, lmprove.
ments have been made, which ore heing reflacted, it seems,
in better iearning by the hoyy and girls,; professional
growth on the part of the teachers, and insight inmte

. erehlens of teaching reading by college studenis who
cbgerve the program. I would think that the Program
wouid alse be a real help to administrators, supervisors,
and teachers who come ag obBBLIvers.

{4) Plans for continvation of vhe Prograw, as faz as T know, i
geam t©o be Far-weaching and vet practical,

{5} The cpportumity {or observation by college students in

Education afforded by the Program is a decided help in
the pre-service education of teachers.

%@ s ﬁ/ Q&WM&?M

Martha b azlmann
Professoy of Hduwcation

Jasuary 6, 1967




