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ABSTRACT

The Title III reading program ia the Wagner, South
Dakota, school district was intended to increase the reading levels
of selected elementary school children through the use of lay tutors.
The 167 children vith reading levels considerably below their grade
level vere selected to participate. Consultants were used to give
intensive inservice training to 21 lay tutors, Evaluation after 1
year of the tutoring program indicated (1) that teachers and tutors
have positive attitudes toward the program, (2) that test scores on
the Durrell Listening-Reading Test showed positive cognitive effect
of the progran, (3) that Iowa Tests of Basic Skills scores indicated
students vere making as much or more progress in the program than
before the program, and {4) that other test scores showed students to
be at or slightly below their grade norms in reading achievement.
Suggestions for improving the program were made. Tables of data on
expenditures, test results, evaluations by teachers and tutors, list
of materials used, and sample evaluation forms are included, {AL)
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PART - I

STATISTICAL REPORT

Lay Tutor Reéding Improvement Program
East Charles Mix Independent Schooli District #102

Andes Central Independent School District #103
- 8t. Paul's Indian Mission

‘Submitted by

Eagt Lharles Mix Independent School District #102
‘ e Wagner -Seuth Dakota -
- July 10, 1971
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P-71-2" PART | |
s STATISTICAL REPORT
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Title l1, P. L. 89-10, As Amended
SECTION A: General Project Information R - 7 N o —
" 1. Reason for Submissicn 4. Project Focus
a. D Preliminary Proposal , - a. Check the Appropriate Categories
b. Formal Proposal lj Planning of Pragram Only
¢.  [x] Continuation Application P'a“"i"g and Operation
LT}_CJ 2nd Budget Period Innovation
3rd Budget Period . 1 Exemplary
Camonstrative

d. D End of Project Report

2. ProjectNo. 51 - Qo2 - 6

. b. Brief Pragram Description
General Elementary grades 1-6 Lay

Tutor Reading Program, cooperative

3 Project Title (Five Words ar Lgss) , project of two public and one
Lay Tutor Reading Improvement : private elementary schools.
Frogram .

5. Applicant District - €. — Percent of Project Serving Needs
-East Charles Mix Independent ’ -

' School District #102 of Handicapped Fupils |
E Address - - : 7. County Cﬁarles Mix
- Wagner, South Dakota 757380, , 8. Congressional District (s)
— I _ __Second (2)
9. Name of Supen?'tEndent 10. Address - : - Phone No.
o 3 D | S __384-3677
' Jim P. Smith SR Wagner, South Dakota 57380 | AreaCode
L : , - : - 1 605
" Name of FI’D]ECI Director 12. Address . | ~ | Phone No. 381! 325
EE : _ : o . R ___or 384-367
Harnld V’ Sett,je o Wagner, South Dakota 57380  Avea Code '
. . . . R . - ,_-\;,Vv’ ) ] » ‘77 . . 6057 7'A7‘V 3

) *‘i hereby cemfy that the mfarmatmn can tamed in thfs appl:catmn s 1‘0 the bést af my knaw/edge cori '"'r and the /acal

' ea'*r:armnal agent:y narned abave has aurharlzed me as its represen ta tlve to file z‘hls appllcatmn

- ‘ﬂ»ate_subm'itted R

July 10, 1971
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SECTION B: TITLE Il! BUDGET SUMMARY FOR PROJECT

e — -
‘ Breakdown of Total Estimated ) BudgeiF'enad .
; -~ Budget by 30“"_‘?}? Flrst Second Third TOTALS
1. State Title 111 Funds e 2. 012 00156,556.00 |54,760.00 1163,329.00
2. Dther Federal Funds _ B . —
3. Local Funds - - _ )
- 4, Other Funds
— — N S — — S
TOTALS _ 52,013.00 |56,556.00 |54,760.00 ]163,329.00
5. Amount of Line 1 Budgeted
for Handicappead _ -
SECTION C: PUPIL POPULATION DATA B
777777 " Pre- 77 Grades | - Grades 7;
1 Memhershup and Fartlclpatmn Kindergarten Kindergarten 1-6 7-12 TOTAL
a. | Membership of ahlie €chaale | o i 71 £88
Schoals Served by Pub l!t}q&‘;hﬂﬂl; A 1031 814 671 1588
Title 1] Project Public Schools  fmmmm——dmmmeem| 131 | 210 341
b. 'l:aug'_nlz{errtrj.f;t;ifll_:!ems Pubiic Schogis  p=—=———|——==—==-— 814  |————emeo 814
Participating in = - — il
Tite 111 Project Nan | ,
B i ) _Public Schools ~ pr————=— | =————~— ,:,_}Sl Bl ,lB;L
c. Glrcle Grads- Levels of Partlmpaimg Puplls Pre— K123456789 101112
. 7.77 ) R Spanish )
2. Racial / Ethnic Data Negro indian Oriental Surnamed Caucasion Other TOTAL
School Nembership ) 579 1350 o 1929
projece jOENETAI 306 B 639 | 9’45
c. Partieipants Handncapped] - - . -
-3 cher Project Daﬂta , o - - - —
[ 'a.] Total Student Participation No. gls
b.| Staff Engaged in. lﬂ-servme Trammg | Nn. _68
c. | Other Adults. o | No. | o
d.| Total Number of Project Partlclpants (a thrnugh o _ | No. | 1013 )
“e.| Current Per Pupil Expenditure (Excludmg Faderal Suppurt) of appllcant dist riclt Gqs]{‘ . 487.04
~f. ] Current Per Pupil Exizandlture (Includmg Federal Suppnrt) of_ aEEiieant dist ricit Cost | 607, og'
: g Addltmnal Per Pupll Expendltura fur Prnject Partlmpants s ' Cost | 56.04
— — - A % - —
L e ke Dther Demngraphlc Areas (From 2,500 to Bj,’l QOerhahltants) e %
SR * Fed nimum.wage from $1.60 per hr. to tukc
ZERIC:* If Federal Law Increases mi %,;90 %% 658 %atal gudg of $%§ 996 88

salarv ccs‘t‘. Wéuld increase $
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{, SECTION D: TOTAL PROJECT STAFF

Number of Feﬁiﬁnnel Assigned to Prnjeét o

School Personnel by Function Paid from Title 11l Funds ~ Not Paid from Title I1] Funds B
— -1 ' — . ' Total

Full At Least | Less Than Full At Least [ Less Than | Full Time

Time Half Time | Half Time Time Half Time ] Half Time Equiv.

L S -

1. Admin. / Supervision I L , ,, 2

2. Teachers - General
a. Pre - Kindergarten

b. Kindergarten o . - I

c.rg’;iradgs'i-er.r o r 1 7 7 I - 1&5 5

d. Grades 7 -12

e. Other I

3. Teachers - Handicapped

a. Trainable Mentally Retarded o - _ - _—

b. Educable Mentally Retarded

e. Hord of Hearing ) _ - - e

e. Speech 1 mpaired 3

' f.’ Visually Impaired . - L e - A

g.- Emotionally Disturbed

h.: Crippled —
» i. Learniny Disabled 7 B B N —
j. Other Health Impaired N _ _
4, Sub, Matter Specialists . - -
5. Technicians (A.v., Computer, et -
6. Pupil Personnel Workers 7 L i .
7. Health Services ] : . - .
8. ,;E\i'aluators I o B ] - B
9. "Eisseminatu;rgiﬁ B _ - - , -

10, Other Professional

' w“- ‘Far'aPmES,SiéﬂéiS, Aides Tutprs 18| | 7 1 T 1 BTH
12. Community Liaison Personnel| N R i -

13, Other Nonprofessionals 1. - L ‘ : : o ‘
SR, ~» a Clevical . ST R - N I o A ‘7 17, B la?oﬁ




@THEN E Numher af pe:;un wha ﬁartlmpaied in pmgrams or services and estlmaisﬂ cnst

PROGRAMS OR SERVICES

Pupils by Grade Le\ml (F‘ublu: and Nunpubll:)

Pre-K

K .

|

Grades
1-6

Grades

7-12 |

Non-
publlcl
School

Pupils

Adults

(Exclude

Project
_Staff)

Teachars
who racaive
in-gervice
Training

ESTIMATI

DIRECT EDUCATIVE SERVICES

BASIL SKILLS

o [®

Reading

English language arts (except reading)

157

27 ]

66

Cultura!j specify

. Social sgiences/social studies

Natural sciance and mathematn:s

NEHRE

Dther specify

Eﬁg!iﬁh language arts {except reading)

Fteadmg

Culxurai - spemfy

- Sozial sclenceslsacial studies

Natura! sciences and n athematlis

‘.""im elp 3‘5’ tp

Othﬂr Sﬂemf Y

g.m [Regular Enrichment s | Remedial

a. Tramgble rmaﬁtallv Vresarded

b. Edu@ble mentally retarded

¢. Hard of heanng

d. Deaf

a. Speach im;’:ra'iir:ecilr )

1. Visually impaired

a. Ematinnail\; disturbed

h Crippled

| Laarnmg dlﬁﬁﬂ&d

fmff. ‘C‘urric:ulzum for ‘I'"i‘awnd\iimpp&d

Dther hgalth lmpalrEG

4. Vot;a;mnal Skllls and Amtudes o

5. Texthooks

1.a. Audlawsual Matarlals

b. Books, Periodicals etc., ‘= T%xtbauks)

c. Library, AV, other media personnel

2. a. Vocational Guidance and Counsaling

b. Othur Gundsrce and Counseling

3. Testing

4 Schﬁal Psychalﬁglr:al Services

6_ Hnlth Seﬁucs

7. Pupil Trans;qﬁa;im{ 7

8. Foud Senﬂcﬁ

9, Clathmg

10, Student SubsiﬁlEs :

? smu\nm SERVICES

::ap«.aci‘a}IVSemii‘c)as for Handimprpbd, ‘

EMC

717 1rs. Traiﬁablg Msmal!v Retarded.

'b, Educable Mentally Hatardad

c. Hard of Hgarmg

Ta Speech Impanred_ ‘

£ V|sually Impaired

g5 Em@tnonal!yﬁ!:lsturihgg B

- h. Crippled -

1. Learning Disabled -

; Other Health Imﬁanfed, .

12

Dther,Fuml»Sewuqesi :
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SECTION E CONTINUED

PROGRAMS OR SERVICES

Pupils by Grade Level (Public and Nonpublic)

Grades
7-12

Grades

Pre-K K -

Noan-

nublic
Schm‘)l

Adults
(E xclude
Project
Staff)

Teachers

who receive
in-service

Training

ESTIMAT
- CosT

ELC

General Admlnlstratlﬂn

a. Infqrmatmn Dls:;.émnnatinn

500.00

b. Other

2636.00

2. Instructional Adrninistration

a. School Wide Direction & Management

b Svstem Wide Direction & Management

3846.00

c. Instructional Superw ion

7693.00

3 F‘ragram Develapment

a. Research and Development

b. Planning

¢, Evaluation

4735.00

Demonstration

p.

4. Personnel steinpmenf (ln-ser\m'e tralnlng)

5 Malntenance and Dperatlnn uf Plant

6. Fixed Charges

1271.00

1596.00

7. Other Supﬁéﬁ':‘ng Ser-riges

8. Anccllaw Servncen

9, Capital Guﬂay

a. Sites and Buildings

b. Audiovisual Equipment

¢. Other Instructional Equipment

d. Nunmstfuctmnal Eqmpment

o

RIC

00 -
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Submitted in reference to the total cost of tutors: ~ E

East_éharles Mix District, Wagner, South takcta

9 = Tutors - Enrollment grades 1-6 ? H99f'
Ratlio of one tutor for each 55 children

Andes Central District, Lake Andes, South Dakota

6 - Tutors - Enrollment grades 1-6 = 31§
Ratlo of one tutor for each 53 children

8t. Paul's Indian Missien, Marty, South Dakota
| 3 ~ Tutcrs - Enrollment: grades 1- 6 = 131
Ratio of one tutor for each 44 children

We plan to have 18 tutors, 5 hours per eaeh school day for a
total of 170 days.

18 tutors = X 5 hcurs per day. = 90 hours
90 hours. -~ X 170 school days = 15,300 hours
15,300 hrs. X $1.70 per hour = $26 DlO 00"




Submitted in reference to Section B -~ line - 2 & 3

ihe East Charles Mix District plans'te set up a Tutor
Reading Program under Title I Funds, if the reading program
presently being demonstrated by Tltie III proves to be a
‘successful program. ‘Mr. Jim Smith, Superintendént of Schools,

has expressed hils opinion that 1f the Title III Reading

Project presently being demonstrated p:oves to'be as successful

as 1t appears to be at this stage of the finding, he plans to
set up this same type of reading program‘under Title I. Mr,
Smith.feéls that untlil we have secured evidehce over a time
proven period it would not be feasible to divert his Title I
Funds at this time. ,

Superintendent William Carda states that it is not possible
for thém to divert local funds fcr the Title III Project fcr the
following reasons. 7'

In analyg;ng information for the Division of Statistical

information of the Department of Public Instruction with that of

='tﬁeZAnaes’centrgi*Diétriafvs*antieipaﬁeaJaﬁﬁuai»féport=~it'beGame

279

' evident that ﬁhe Andes Gentral District wil; receive appfgximately

j"$3o 000 00 less in,state aid fcr Fym71.;‘f,”
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The normal increase for Andes Central for next yesar accord-
ing to a preliminary study, the 1971-72 operating budget indic-
ates that an increase of $28,000.00 will be needed in the
General Fund. Andes Central can railse only $6, E?EQOD before
they would reach thelr 1egel maximum limitetion. Therefere, even

if Andes Central levies 40 and 24 mills respectively, they will
be about $2 000. short of meeting the 197172 antlicipated
obligationsi | |

It might be asked concerning the efficiency ofrthekoperaa
tion of the Andes Central District. The following information 1s
eubmitted to show that a ccneerted effcrt iz being made.

The executive secretary of the Aseoeiated,Seheel Bcerds of
South Dakota made an analysis of the 1969-70 per pupil and class-
: reem unit costs in twelve year echeel dietriete frem data ebtain—r
ed- frcm the Department of Public Instruction.f The midpoint
figure for educating a child in SouthrDakota was $637.h7i The
7-eemparetive'figure fer,Andes_Geﬁtrel wes-$5§8gr Only 8 per cent
,ef'the,eCheeiefiﬁaScuEE:DeﬁefefsheWe& elemallefifigufe'end in

tﬂéchecle%ef An&ee’Cehtreiie elaSSifieatien eceefding to enroll-

'Viiment ‘only 6% per_eent 1nd1cated a lower figure then $558.

?AThe class’com unit average ceet wae $12 041 At Andee Central,',

ﬁf"j{the comperative figure was - $11 aoui_ifgf;jﬁ?fff*”

The S D E A has indieated that ever half Df the schools

'fﬁuse a salary schedule., The average minimum salarv fer a B A,

vdegree teaeherﬂwasa$6l49 during'“he 1970 71 scheol year,g Andee

1erieen ef nen—certif—if:-
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Department of Public Instruction statisties on trans-
portation indicate that the average cost for transporting a
child with privately owned vehicles was $123.90 and with
district owned vehicles the cost was '$91,15. The comparative
figure at Andes Central was $68.97. A comparison of cost per
mile indicated similar statistiecs.

Information obtained from the Department of Public
Instruction to be used in computing state aid for 1971-72
indicated that assessments are higher in Andes Central Distriect
than the state average. Andes Central rural ratio factor is
.954 and the urban ratio factor is .782.

The S5t. Paul's Indian Mission has indilcated that they do
not have funds available to give local support to the Title IIT

Lay Tutor Reading Project.

31
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PART ~ IT

NARRATIVE REPORT

Lay Tutor Rsading Improvement Prngram

East Charles Mix Independent Schosl District #102 - :
Andss Central Tndspsndsnt School - Districu #103 o
e Sti.Paul 8. indian Mission B
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~ PART II

NARRATIVE REPORT

SECTION A: EVALUATION

1.

The extent to which the actual antecedents were representative
of the 1lntended antecedents.
a. The Students:
The project was developed for students of elementary school
age whose reading performance as measured by reading tests
was below present grade placement level.
The program involved working with 167 children who had the
above characteristics. They were divided among the partici-

pating school as follows:

East Charles Mix 76
Andes Central , 67
St. Paul's Indian Mission 24

The number of Indian'chiidren participating from each school

were: -
~East Charles Mix ) l2
Andes Central : : .23

St. Paul's Indian Missian o 23

All students enrolled in. the participating schocls were
evaluated for 1evel of reading perfarmance. All students

' reading belcw grade level cculd nct be accommodated in the
prcgram.» In the participating schools 366 students showed .

reading test results belcw grade 1eve1 Tests used includedf'
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the ITowa Basic Skills in Reading Test and the Durrell
Listening Reading Test. The children with the most severe
reading disabilitles were selected upon recommendations
from the teachers in grades one to six.

b. The Teaching Staff:
The project was designed to utilize lay tutors to work on a
one-to-one basis with students. Twenty-one tutors were
employed and glven eighty hours of intensive inservice
training by a consultant employed for that purpocse. The
number of tutors was not adequate to work with all students
whose reading performance was below standard. The tutorial
staff waé adequate for the number of students selected for
participation. One full time project coordinator and a
secretary were also emplcyed.

¢. Specialists and Consultants:
Consultants were used'fcr inservice training, for advice
on methods and materials, for program evaluation and for
planning the continuation of the project. Consultant serviées
used were essentially the Same as those planned in the
original prgpcsal. A 1list of consultants used along with 7

the pﬁrpose'fallows;'

Consultant Time Purpose

Kay Goranson : Oct. 12-16 ~ Tutor training and

. RS - S = : R staff dnservice.
'Recommendations for
materials: and -
prceedures.
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Kay Goranson Feb. 15-19 Advance inservice
training of tutors.
Tutor observation
and evaluation.

Dr. Leo M. Harvill Sept. 29 Development of
Oct. 6 & 13 attitude scale.
June 7-11 Evaluat on. ,
Statistical Data.
Dr. M. A. Schuurmans March 29 Referral of eye
problem.
Lloyd Duenwald June 16 Evaluation report.

d. Commitments:
Commitments made in the original proposal were essentially
met for the first year of the project.

e. Financial Needs and Resources:

The project budget was adequate to operate the program at its
present level. It was inadequate, however, to meet the needs
of all étudenﬁs wlth reading deficiencies in the partici-
pating schools.

f. Time Requirements:

The activities scheduled in the original prcject application
took place at approximately the times scheduled in the PERT
Chart.

£. Fa61lit1553 Equipment and Materials'

,Adequate space for the tutcrial sessians was nct available
at the schoels in Lake Andes and Wagner, Places to work
were improvised and the space prchem did nct seven&y limit
,the program effectivenesa., Materials acquired thrcugh the

.project satisfied the needs for whieh they were purehased

36
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and were available when needed. There is a need for a video
tape recorder to record presentations at training sessions

to be replayed for futuré trainling purposes. This pilece of
equipment would greatly facilitate continuaticn of the progra:

after present project support is not avallable.

2. Transactions: The extent to which the transactions and activitie:
intended in the ;roject actually occurred.

Lay-Tutors:

The major intent of the program was to provide lay ~ tutors
to work on a cne=ta—oﬁe basis with elementary students with
reading handicaps. 7
Twenty-one tutors provided 8,620 total hours of tutéring;
4,735 hours at East Charles Mix, 2,685 hours at Andes Central.
1,200 hours aﬁ St. Paul's Indian Mission. |
The tut@rs were assigné& to schools in the project area on
the basis of school enrollment. Ten,tuﬁérs were assigned to
,East Charles Mix'Elementary, two tutors-té PicksﬁoWﬁ Eléﬁen!
tary, five tutOfa to Andes Cenural and three tuccrs ce St.
APaul's Indian Mission. A recard was kept of each thtcrial
, sessicn; these reccrés are on file in the proje;t ce@rdi—:
;fnators office along with a campilation ahcwing fhe tctal
'rhours cf tutcring for each ch 4& invelved in the program

;: A3c9py of(both farms are attached tg this report_ >Tf7‘

The inservice training of tutors was conducted as planned

The tutors received Qne week of training Qctcber 12 tc 16
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At the same time three staff inservice meetings were conducted
A second week of traiﬁing for tutors took place February 15

to 19. During this time the consultant charged with the
training responsibility observed tutors in action and tailored
the training program to meet the needs observed. The tutérs
were visited and observed by the project coordinator through-
out the year and recommendations and suggestions were made

in conferences with the tutors. Student progress reports

were made by tutors and copies were supplied to teachers and
parents of the students involved.

The inservice training of teaching staff members was less
extensive than originally planned. Lack of financial
resources and lack of teacher time for inservice training

were limiting factors. |

Parent Conferences:

Parent conferences were arranged with tutérs in addition to
the parent = teacher ecnPcreﬂces. ‘A written report of the
.students progress along with writtén recommendations were

supplied torparents at that time. (See form gttached )

- Testing
- The following tests were administered as part of the progranm.

?.Test SR B ‘ o ~ Date
: Durrell Llstening - Reading Test , s
o ‘All Schocls , , o Octobér, 1970
:rowa Test of Basic Skills . » ‘September 1970
Wagner  73 e - S - March, 1971
"1Icwa ;est of Basic Sk1115~a—' et *ﬁ:ff;;: .
Lake Andes T N i Maréhs 1970

  3£§{..
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Towa Test of Basie Skills :
St. Paul’s Indian Mission March, 1970

Test results were tabulated and analysed

Instructional Materials:

The following instructional materials were purchased for

use of tutors in the project. All materials were received

approximately when anticipated and utilized in the program.

Materials Cost
24 Thorndike ~ Barnhart Dictionaries~——————mamceee—.$ 133,92
22 Remedial Training by Gillingham & Stillman-—————- 275.00
22 Phonle Drill Cards——-———i e o e e e e e 33.00
22 Phonic Word Cards - Jewel Case~———————rcemmmeewe 154,00
70 Word Attack Manuals with Tests~—mmm————— mememm——— 140,00
22 Word Attack Manual Key-——=——we—m—eeeeee . 2200
12 Royal Road Reader Introductory SetS—————cmmemmee—e 180.00
12 Martin Mooney's Minute Mysteries Casebook #le—m—mwe-— 7.20
12 Martin Mooney's Minute Mysteries Casebook #2————- 7.20
12 Martin Mooney's Minute Mysteries Casebook #355=n= 7.20
12 Royal Road Readers Bock 1 Part l-——emmecoeme e 10.20
12 Royal Road Readers BOOK 1 Part 2= ————rmmm—o——— 10.20
36 Spelling Workbook Book H Lo e e e e e e e e 21.60
Lo Spelling Workbook BOOK #2w oo e v o o e omm o on e e 30.00
29 Spelling Workbook Book U—6——=— oo 36.25
22 Spelling Workbook BoOK T=12=——mmr e e e oo e 33.00
14 Learning the Letters (Set of 6)wm—e—meo— e 21.00
6 Reading Comprehension Book #l——— = 7.20
6 Reading Comprehension Book #1 Ky s oo o mw e NC
U1 Reading Comprehension Book #U—m oo e e L4o.20
18 Reading .Comprehension Book #U Keys—mmmm—m———memeo NC
22 Solving Language Difficulties-—mmeewome oo 33.
BSfWordly,Wise BOOK  # 1w o e e e e i i e o e e e e L4L8.6¢C
17 Wordly Wise Book #1 Keys——c==—m—m—cr oo i e e e 12.75
15 Wordly Wise BooKk #2-—— e 20.25
10 Wordly Wise BoOk #2 K@YSmmerrm it e o e e 7.50
7 Wordly Wise BoOK #3v—mmmm—mm— e iv e G 5
6 Wordly Wise BOOK #3 KEYS-mmrm e s e e e 4.50
1 Werdly Wise BOOK #ll-msm e 1035
.1 Wordly Wise Book #4 Key=————mmmeeme e ——— NER
4AWordlinisefEGDk?#544?4——*~mﬁ—*f#%~—=-?*—ﬁ~———e“— 5.40
ZH'Wordly*Wise&Both e e e e e 3.00
"19 Programmed Phonics Book #l4=ﬁ+f, - - “14.25
' '19 Programmed Phonics. Bcck #2- e - . Al 25
12. Guide "and: ‘Beript to Ercgramm;d Pbcnics Book #1 o
. and Prcgrammed Phcnics Book #?=e—*s-———f+=——=;— 6.00
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(Y 3 [
8 Primary Phonics Book #1 (Workbook)=mem—mmecmmm——eeg 8.00
7 Primary Phonics Book #2 (Workbook)-m———emmmmcw—e_ = 7.00
4 Primary Phonics Book #3 (WOorkbook)————wmeemeee——— 4,00
6 Primary Phonics Storybooks (Set of 10)——m—rmmiow—-— 15.00
14 Efficlent Study SKillS-~————m—rmmme e e 7.00
4 Efficient Study SKL1lls KeYS— e e e e me e 2.00
3 Learn to Write BOOK #l——rr— oo 2.70
3 Structures and TechNiQUES = s m o e e e e e 9.00
3 Magic Squares Game Book=—=—-rw—— s e 2.85
3 Magie Squares Game Book KeysS———mm—mmmemm—im e e e e 1.80
3 A First Course in Phonic Reading—w—wemm e e e 2.70
3 A First Course in Phonic Reading Keys—————mmemmwm—-— 1.50
1 Ginn TUborial GULAE ———— e s o o er o o o e o 18.75
1 Ditto Master Unit - Phonles Qe eeeee e 3.50
1 Ditto Master Unit -~ Phoniecs Hor—rrm e s e e e 3.50
1 Ditto Master Unit - Phonics J=—commmmm el 3.50
1l Ditto Master Unit - Phonics K——mrmemmm e 3.50
6 Teachers Edition of First Steps in Spelling«e—-—— 14,40
22 Masonite Boards——=—mmm e e e e e e 2.52
Tests Cost
Durrell - Listening Reading Test Form DE:
8 Boxes of Primary TestS——rmmmmom o o i e e e oo b 72.00
12 Primary Manuals—————— o e e 9.60
20 PrAMArY Koy s — o o o e e 6.00
18 Boxes of Intermediate Testsﬁma_——a——aenwmaeﬁus= 210.60
Intermediate Manuals———cce e 1.60
20 Intermediate Keys————— o e e 6.00
- 9 Boxes of Advanced TestS———e——mimom e i 81.00
9 Advanced MAnUALS = mmmm—— o e 7.20
20 Advanced Keys————«é—-+=s~~w———aé+~~—n——-+=saaes_"25.00
Durrell Listening - Readlng Test Form EF:
9 Boxes of" Primary Iests—=~4—e———%%aame—eesé;ﬁaa— 81.00
12 Primary Manuals——s———s i i e 9.60
, 21 Primary Keys——ﬁé—ffenéﬁau—-ﬁe—@%agee——+ﬁ=ajee—— . 5.25
R e 19 Ecxes cf lntermediate Testsﬁ—==§+ms_=_;__f=d;ﬁf 222.30
S - . 3 Intermediate Manualsaﬁ——-eessameasue—ns—e——%——— 2.40
21 Intermediate Keys——=%e—seeff———;aaes—ae—en?féae - 6.30

12 Packs ‘of- Gray Standard Oral Reading Paragraphs—f—l 28 8o

50 Gray Standard Dral Eead y Paragraphs Dirécticns—]f,mf 50
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3. Objectives and Int 1ded Outcomes: For each objective in the
proposal cite évaluaticn data that relates to the progress.

The major objective of thé project was to demonstrate that
lay tutors can be tralned and uséd.effecﬁively in a'cnée
to—-one tutorial pfogram for the purpose of improving the
Péading_performance of elementary age students with reading
problems. |
The evaluation was based largely on the measurable progress
-made by studentsvéver the pr@ject period. An evaluation
report analyzing test results and attitude change of teachérs
and tutors was Drepa:ed by Dr. Leo M. Harvill of the University

of South Dakota. The full text of this report follows:
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EVALUATION REPORT

This report consists of five sections: (1) the results of the
attitude scale for teechere and tutors and of the written comments of
the teachers, (2) the results of the analysis of the Durrell Listening
Reading Test, (3) the results of the analysis of the Iowa Test of
Baslic Skills Reading Test, (4) the results of the Gray Oral Reading

Test and the Morrison-McCall Spelling Scale, and (5) a eummery statemen
Teachers and Tutors

The results of the analysis ef the attitude scale afe given in
Table I. It can be seen that both teachers and tutors ehewedrelightJ
gains from pre-test to post-test. The gains were not significant. The
correlations of .576 and .419 for teachers and tutors between pre-test

and post-test 1ndieate some degree of long-term teetfreteet'reliability

for the-inetrument, And' finelly,‘there was a slgnificant. difference
vbetween the eceree'of the tutere end the scores cf the teachers on

" both the pre—teet and the pcet teet wiﬁh the tutere having the more

‘ {fpceitive attitudee towerd the pragram vThe iteme Whieh received'the'

{training for the tutors. L

"??loweet eccree from the teachere were ccncerned with the ameunt of

In 1oning at the written comments of the teachere3 thie shewe

'fEup agair3ﬁu;;:”éef them eueeeeted‘me"
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, ? ‘

the tutors might be able to work with nore than-éne student at a timeg
1ey did report gocd personal reJatléﬂships between tutors and studentsg

positive affective changes in students,vand coghltive gains in students

Many of the teachers, hcwever, did not 1ike the disruptlons thdt the

program causied in their regular activities and some of them did not

1ike the use of rewards such as candy and gum. . In general t%;ir

comments were much more positive than negative as were the1r § ttitude

scale scores. ' . I
TABLE I

RESULTS OF THE ATTITUDE SCALE FOR

" TEACHERS AND TUTORS

N = Pre-test Post-test Mean " t-value
Mean . Mean Gain =

‘Teachers 24 102.21 103.58  1.37 .hug
Tutors 17 - 123.82 126.41 2.59 1.039

‘CorrélatiéﬁsfbetWeen Pre-téét and Post-test

.576
kg

Teachers , - : r
Tutors o I ' ‘r

¢ EeéuitéfcfiﬁétéétéfbeﬁWEEﬁ'Téagﬁéré:aﬁd'Tuﬁéfs'

f;;Pre Eest ?f;,f7; >?1, ?f  ;7 f;  ; féiS;6§b%§'“ o
" Post- testf' SUL e e e e U TUDRE S
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Analysis of the Durrell Listening Reading Test

Table ITI presents the mean scores on the Durrell test for the
fall ‘and spring tests as well as the mean galn. The msan number of
hours tutored is also included. You will note that the Wagner first
graders are not included in the analysis éf the Durrell scores because
they were not tested in the fall. It should alsoc be noted that for
the purposes of statistical analysis, a score of K was interpreted
as 0.1. This interpretation may distort the data for the first grade
to some extent. It can be seen from the pre-~test and post-test means
that the students in the project scored below the grade level they
are in, in general. However, the mean gain is greater than the'time
elapsed from pre-test to post-test for five of the six grades. In

other words, in comparison to the norm group for the Durrell test,

‘five of the six gradés have outdone that grcup;m

Several correlations are given in Table lll? The first column

is the correlation of the pre-test with the'pcst—test. It can be seen

that the first three are small while the next three are substantially
larger. This might lead @ﬁe ta»questioﬁ;the iéngsfaﬂgeﬂreliability
fo this test for the 1ower grades. The second column contains'the B
>;correlaﬁicns between the pre=test and the amaunt galned Pram preﬁtest

to pcst test.4 The high negative correlatlgng 1nd1cate that the higner

7the pr'e test sccre is, t.he less the gain is llkely to be." Thi-:'vi‘s_ _not‘

en ti 1y unexpected. The third set af ccrrelations are between the’

gain score and the numbér of hcurs tutgred.  Three of the ccrrelaticns'

“ja:e‘pasitiveg ﬁhree are negative.[ None Df them are significanﬁ The
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only conclusion that can be reached is.that'théne is 1itt1é or no
Peiatignship between the gein made on the Durnéll test and the number
of hours tutored. | o

Since results of the Durrell test were avaiiable fcrnﬁhé students,
in the project schools who were not in the,prcgnams an attempt was
made to establish a control group. While it was realized tEat the’
control and project groups were not randomly selected, scme‘analysis-
was carried out anyway. The control group was identified as all students
below the grade level they were actually in at the time of the pre-
test. This group, while deficient, was probably not eguivalént to the
project gfoup because the project group had been 5electéd previously
and had been identified as those students}needing the most help.

With this in mind, analysis of ccvafiance’were cémputed for each
grade between'thE'ccntrcl'and'praject'grcups;”_The énvériatE“was
the pre-test and thé eriterion neaSure was the postitest; }The results
are given in Tabié Iv, Only cne‘cf the Lia Fivaluesié Significant
‘with the contrel graup dning better thanitngiprojectgrgup. The‘factj
that five are nct significant lends sgnesnpgqrﬁitn‘the;idea that»“
prcject group was perfcrming nearly as.ﬁeliiasﬂthe énntncllgrnupg‘

»This result is pDElthe 1n natureu =

It Was stated earliér that five cf the éiX'grades made mare

prﬂgress than mlght be expected when 1Dck1ng at the test norms. Table,;fﬁw:

'V presents the'“esults nf scment tes_s tn détérmine if the differencerjff

fbetween the actuai gain and that expected (based on tést norms)

jwas 51gnificant. It can bé seen thatirean gains fcr grades 2 and 6
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TABLE II

by,

DURRILL LISTENING READING TEST MEAM SCORES

FOR THE 1970-T71 PROJECT YEAR

N Pre-test

Mean

14 729
4o 1.437
26 2.L46

21 2.710

21 3.738
21 4.200

Pcst—test
Mear: ..

1.586
2. 470
2.900
3.705
4. 476
'5.395

Mean

Gain
.857

1.033
Luasy

.738
1.195

#Thiz does not include Wagner first

they were not pre-tested.
interpreted as 0.1.

extent.

Also, a
This distorts

46

Mean Hours
Tutored”
43.321
48.650
54.346
78.667
54.762
62.429

graders because
score of K was
the data to some
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TABLE IIX

CORRELATIONS INVOLVING THE SCORES FROM
THE DURRELL LISTENING READING TEST

N Pre-test Pre-test Gain Score

with Post-test with Gain with Hours

Score ~Tutored
Grade 1# 14 L1447 ~.935%# .281
Grade 2 4o .058 ~-.610%% -.289
Grade 3 26 .119 —.628%% -.207
Grade 4 21 .67T5*% -.456% ' .224
Grade 5 21 Ll91% | ~.566%# -.205
6 21 .587%%  _.155 .170

Grade

¥ Significant at p<.05
¥% Significant at p< .0l
# This does not include Wagner first graders because
they were not pre-tested. Also, a score of K was
interpreted as D 1. This distorts the data to some
extent. : ,
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TABLE IV

RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE FOR
THE DURRELL LISTENING READING TEST
F ' daf Group with
more gain
3.616 1,25 Control
217 1,67 Project
5.558# 1,82 | ~ Control
.T64 : 1,78 ‘Project
.097 1,91 Control
.369 : 1,101 Project
* Significant at p< .05 '
# This does not include Wagner first graders because
they were not pre-tested. Also, a score of K was

interpreted as 0.1l. This distorts the data to some
extent. j . '



Grade
 Grade
Grade
Grade
- Gradé

'Gréde

1#

M
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TABLE V

RESULTS OF THE ONE-SAMPLE t-TESTS FOR THE
DURRELL LISTENING READING TEST
The null hypothesis is that each grade level will

show 7 months gain from pre-test to post-test
(approximate elapsed time;.

Hy: Gain = .7 Hq: Gain o T

N Mean t-value
Gain
14 | .857 1.033
4o 1.033 2.632%
26 .ush . ~1.789
21 . -995. '1.934
21 738 .24y
21 1.195 2.569%

49
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Analysis of the Iowa Test of Basic Skilis Reading

Test for Wagner

Only the results from Wagner were used in analyzing ﬁhis test
ause it 1s the only school that gives the test in the fall andr
ing of each year. Since the test is not designed for first and
ond graders, only results for grades three through six are
sented.

Table Vi gives the pre-test and post—-test means sand the mean galn
the 1970-71 project. year. The tests were administered approxi-
=ly seven months apart. Again it can be seen that the pre-test
post-test means afe below grade level but that three of the four
1 galns are over .7 and the other one is .691. Table VII glves the
-test and post-test means and the mean gain for previous years.
se results were used mainly to establish a baseline for some t-tests
they willl be discussed later.

Table VIII presenﬁs the results of the analysis of covariance
the Iowa Test of Basic Skills Reading Test. A control group as
jiously discussed was pitted against the project group. The pre- .
. was the covariate and the post-test was the criterion measure.
3:§fvthe four F teéts iSVSignifiéant. This is a positive note as
as the project is eQngern§d Whenfthe-make—up of the two grcups
-onsidered. | | o | | |

Tablerix contains the resﬁlta_éf some t-tests térdetérmiﬂe if the
131;mean‘gaiﬂs are signi:igantly«different from what might be

cted. Part A compares the actual mean gains with gains expected

50
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from the test norms. The galins for grades three and four are signi-
ficantly higher than the expected gailn of seven months. Part B
compares this year's gain with the gain made in previous years.
Grade 4 had made a .943 gain the previous year and a 1.720 gain this
year. The difference is significant. Grade 5 had an average gain c
-518 over the previous two years and a .691 gain this year. Grade
6 had an average gain of .420 over the previous three years_aﬁd a

.880 gain this year. The last two differences are not significant.

TABLE VI
WAGNER IOWA TEST OF BASIC SKILLS READING
TEST MEAN SCORES FOR THE 1970-71 PROJECT
YRAR
N ~ Pre-test Post-test .  Mean
: Mean Mean Gain
Grade 3 16 1.963  3.263 1.300
Grade 4 10 2.800 . h4.520 1.726
Grade 5 11 3.927 4.618 691
“_Gpade 5 .10 . 5,060 - 5.940 .880




TABLE VITI

WAGNER IOWA TEST OF BASIC SKILLS READING
TEST MEAN SCORES FOR THE YEARS PRiDR

TO THE 1970-71 PROJECT YEAR

Pre-test Post-test Mean
Mean Mean Gain

Grade U4 7
1969-70 2.743 3.686 : . .943
Overall - , , 943

Grade 5 X -

- 1968-69. 422 2.800 .378
1969-70 .138 -~ 3.813 - .675
"Overall o ' .518-

LD M

Grade 6 o o ,

 1967-68 . 400 ~ 4.083 .683
- 1968-69 .943 4,329 - .386

. 1969-70 . - 4,814 - 5.043 .229

Cverall S . o ' .ha2o

sww
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Grade
Grade

Grade
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TABLE VIIT

RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF COVARIANCE
FOR THE IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS
READING TEST SCORES FOR WAGNER
F ' arf Group with
more gain
2.586 1,42 Control
2.331 1,40 Project
713 1,46 " Project
717 1,55 Project

‘Ncne afuthéiF values arersigﬁ;ficant at p*Z.DE.
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Grade
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TABLE IX

RESULTS OF THE ONE~SAMPLE t-TESTS FOR
THE WAGNER IOWA TEST OF BASIC SKILLS
READING TEST FOR TWO HYPOTHESIZED
POSSIBLE GAINS
The null hypothesis is that each grade
level will show 7 months gain from

pre-test to post-test (approximate
elapsed time).

Hgé Gain = .7 Hy: Gain o T

N Mean - t=value
Gain

16 1.300 2.853%
10 1.720 3.686%%
11 . .691 . ~ .052
10 ,.ssc | 715
'The null hypothesis is that each grade level

will show a gain equivalent to the mean

gain they have shown in previous year(s)
frcm preﬁtest to post-test.

N * Hypcthesized . Actual t-value

Mean Ga'ﬂ - Mean Gain

10 .oz 3 1.720 ~ 2.808%
ir-- - .518 691 .986

10 k20 . .880 . 1.828

% Significant at p-<<.05

** Significant at p< .0l
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Analysis of the Gray Oral Reading Test and the

Merrison-~MeCall Spelling Scale

The only analysis completed on these measures was the computatic
of post-test (May) means. thhiﬁg was done with pfé-tests or gain
scores because the pre-tests were administered at different times.
The post-test means are presented in Table X. In géneral9 the stude
are just slightly below grade level on the Gray test and nearly at o:

above grade level on the Morrison-McCall test. This 1s encouraging.

TABLE X

MEAN POST-TEST SCORES ON THE GRAY
ORAL READING TEST AND THE MORRISON--
| McCALL SPELLING SCALE

GRAY ORAL - MORRISON~McCALL

1.274 R 2.277

[

Grade

.

2.930 3,077
3.380 - 3681
Lowass 4.691
 s.u83 . . 6.080
gys.éga; - - 6.684

a\
L

Grade
Grade
Gfade

Grade

Y- N =R

Grade

.l E§5i




Summary 54,

(1) The teachers and tutors both have positive attitudes toward
the project. The tutors have a significantly higher'attituﬂe score
than the teachers. The teaghérs' comments were f_avgrable'5 in general.

(2) The analysis of the Durrell test scores lends support te the
idea that tl.e ona-to-one tutoring has a positive cognitive effect.

(3) The analysis of the Icwa test scores indicates that the
Wagner students in the prcjiject are making as much progress or more
progress as can be expected when comparing students with the test norm:
or thelr own previous progress.

(4) The post-test means on fthe Gray tést'éné the Morrison-McCall
test indicate that the studénﬁs are at cf_juét slightly below their
grade placement when compared with test norms.

(5) There are 2nough positive indicators to encourage the

continuation of the program.
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Teacher Evaluation Results
Teacher opinions concerning the program were sclieited,ﬁc
determine teacher acceptance and to assist in planning and
evaluation. Teaéhers were asked Go respond to three questior
what things they iiked about the project, what things they
did not like and what suggestions or reecmmendaticns they
had for program impPSV§ment. Twenty eight teachers responded

An analysis of their remarks foilows.

ITEMS TEACHERS LIKED ABOUT
IH? PROGRAM '

Item : 7 | L e Frequency
Interest and attention shgwn to by | |
one-to-omne re;atianship - i3
Noticeable lmprcvement in reading skills "9*
Student enthusiasm fﬁ% program | | 4
None or no comment 7 2
 Warm numan treaﬁm&nt gilven students e
Wcrk in phcnigﬁ . | 2
“fTutars WEP; able to wcrk indegendenﬁlv ﬁ;thcut _  .
direct .on from teafhers : T , 1
Willlngness ux tutcrs to help children’ | | 1
Aecamplishmﬁnt rather than Fﬁilure was Et?essed'- 1
{Fcnfidence children avquired - ';';"fv 1 l‘
7Gced teacher - tutor Felatlﬁnshjp o o R |
 .A§diticﬁa1 time available to teacher as a -

i Fesult cf the prcgram . : S S : : 1
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ITEMS TEACHERS DISLIKED ABOUT

THE PROGRAM

Item -

Frequency

None or no comment

Disruption of classes or students absence
from class while in program

Tutors giving rewards of candy or gum

Not sufficient training for tutors

Did not reach enough students

Program not explained well enough to teachers
Inadquate space for tutoring

Lack of communication with tutors

Students not having tutorial sesslon each day

TEACHER RECOMMENDATIONS FOR

PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT

10

L

oI = T = = R SR

Item _ e Frequency

None or no comment

More teacher - tutor communication
More training for tutors-

Attempt to eliminate class disruptions

Use regular classroom materials in program

58
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Item - , 5 _Frequency

Allow classroom teacher to use materials used
in tutorial program

Group tutoring rather than one-to-one

Schedule more sessions for some children

b = AV IS

Teachers should supervise tutors

[

Start program earlier in the year

Expand program to include areas other than
reading

i__l‘

Summer training piogram for tutors 1

Relate the achievements of the project to the needs that the
project was to meet.
The achievements of the project reported in the two previous
items indicate that progress is being made in meeting the
basic needs.
Répért unanticipated problems that are important f@r potential
adoptors to know.
Potential adoptors should be aware that initially teachers
h%ve some apprehension about lay tutors working with students
in a reading program. When progress becomes noticeable
teachers beccme supportive of the program.
Traditionalrtéachers express mome éénsérn about the

tutorial sesslons.
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6. Describe your dissemination activities and report on the extent
of effectiveness.
In accordance with Title III guldelines no attempts were
made to disseminate information about the project outside
of the project area.
Parent ~ Tutor Conferences and tutor reports to parents
were provided to keep parents informed about student Qragre
and about program operation. A copy of the written report
to parents is attached.
News stories describing the program were prepared for local
newspapers.
Much information is spread by word of mouth in communities
the size of those involved in the project.
The project coordinator appeared before cilvic groups to
describe the project.
7. Attach information which indicates the extent of involvement
with non-public schools.
St. Paul's Indian Mission 1is the only non-publie school in
the projeect area. Students at Marty Mission participated
to the same extent as the students in the public schools of
the area. The school has an enrollment of 134 students in
grades one ﬁq six. Twenty—fcuf students participated in
the program for a total of 1,200 tutorial hours.
8. Attach'ccpiesfof'reléGant'af significant materials, bibliographi
etc. that have been developed. |
The project was~nat designed to devélép materials. None

 -were developed.

o
o



'TION B:

1.

59.

PROPOSED PROGRAM CHANGE

Justification

a.

Identify and describe the role of those involved in planning.
The teachers in grades one to six in the project schools were
surveyed to determine what changes in the program they deslre
The results of this survey are reported in a previous section
of this report. (See Section A - 3.)

The project coordinator met wlith the administrators of the
three school distriets to plan the program continuation and
change.

Recommendations of the on-site visitation team, outside
evaluators, and the State Department of Public Instruction
Evaluation Consultant were given consideration.

Report the data, experience, or other information to which
the proposed changes respond to.

Ne major changes were recommended by the individuals or group:
involved with planning. No major program changes are

requesated.

Program Amendment: Include alterations of, additions to, or

retractions from the original approved project and previously

approved amendments for.

a.

Antecedents
In the original proposal the statement is made that all
students who read below their grade level would participate

in a one-to-one tutor - student reading instruction program.
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It was discovered in the testing program that 366 students
in the projcecct area read below grade level. It was possible
to work with iny 167 of these students. Financlial resources
do not permit the recruitment of a sufficient number of
tutors to accommodate all students reading below grade
level.

b. Transactions
No major changes needed.
Some minor changes in procedures will result 'rom recom-
mendations of evaluators.

c. Objectives and outcomes
No changes.

Bvaluation

a. Proguect Evaluation

Instrument Title 7
or deseription _ Purpose ___Tdme

Durrell Listening -
Reading Test - all serve as )
schocls - all students pre~test May, 1971

Jowa Test of Basie :
Skills -~ East Charles - serve as ,
Mix - Andes Central , pre-test March, 1971

Gray Oral Reading - | Sept., 1971
all students in Prcgress Feb., 1972

Morrison - McCall Progress Sept., 1971
Spelling Scale evaluation ~ PFeb., 1972
IR ' L . . May , 1972

Iowa Test of Basic B g
- +8kills - East Charles Student - ~Sept.
"Mix - Andes Central =~ evaluation - March
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Process Evaluation: Describe procedures to determine the
extent to which antecedents and transactions will be measured
quantitatively and qualitatively.

Tutor logs will be maintained. Indicators of student change
in the affective domain will be indicated by tutor and teache
observations . z

A teacher and tutor attitude scale will be administered and
compared to the results obtained from the same scale the
previous year.

The ability of tutors to apply the skills they have learned
wlll be measured through observation by the reading consultan
Mrs. Kay Georanson. A written report of these observations
wlll be made.

As part of the on-going evaluation student progress will be
traced by the‘study of the daily logs kept by each tutor.
Additional feedback will be provided by a study of the
regular reports of student progress to parents.

Desefibe the plan for data analysis. |

The services of an evaluation specialist, Dr. Leo M. Harvill
wlll be engaged for the purpose of analyzing data from the
project.

What amount is budgeted for evaluation?

Approximately $4,500.00. This amount includes the cost

of the consultant, the time spent by the project coordinator,

the secretarial time, and the cost of test materials.

63



62.

4. Dissemination Strategies
Parent conferences will be scheduled.
The project coordinator will meet with teachers and
administrators in each of the project schools to report
project infermation and progress.
News stories will be prepared for the local newspapers.
The project coordinator will continue to meet with civie
groups to provide information about the project.
Information about the project will be supplied to the Title’
IIT Office of the Department of Public Instruction for

broader distribution.

performed which includes appropriate time reference.

(See Activity Schedule Attached.)
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TITLE III, ESEA TUTOR READING PROGRAM

STUDENT CUMULATIVE RECORD

Student Name .. Grade___~~ Tutor_ _

» 1971

Month

Complete this form at the end of each student tutor period.

7 ) Brief description of daily instruction
Week Tutor |Total [dinclude test given,; results, any remarks
Day |Date |Time IMin. |to help in evaluation. N o
From
To
From 1 ]
To
{From i T o T
To
TFrom ) - - )
To
fFrom o ] - T
To
. ) Frém ) o T
To
T ~ |From | T
To
T [From | o ; ]
To
From i i i
o
B From - ] T N
- |To |
_ 3 . N
S ) B 87




Durrell Listening -~ Reading Test Scores: October 20, 1970

Potential Reading Grade Equivalent Score:

Actual Reading Grade Equivalent Score:

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills: » 1970

Reading Score Percentile:

Grade Eguivalent:

TITLE III, ESEA
Elementary Schools - Reading Project
Andes Central - East Charles Mix - Marty Mission
Wagner, South Dakota 57380
Phone: 384-3261

TUTOR REPORT TO FARENTS: , 1971
Student's Name: ‘ ik @rade: _ e
" Parent's Name: e Tutor:_ _

Summary of Progress, Remarks, and Recommendatilons:




TITLE IIT, ESEA
Elementary Schools - Reading Project
Andes Central - East Charles Mix ~ Marty Mission
Wagner, South Dakota 57380
Phone: 384-3261

-Teacher's Name__ o School o - -

TEACHER EVALUATION:

We are asking you to help us improve our Project for next year. I
know you are busy and have many other year end reports, but please
do me a favor and complete this report. THANK YOU.

I. Things you liked about the Project this year.

IT. Things you did not like about the Project.

IIT. Suggestions for improving the Program next year. Write this in
a positive manner, by this I mean that I am not looking for
criticism of this year's Program, but rather ideas that will im-

prove the Program next year. This section is important to me,
.80 . please give 1t some thought. - - - ~ S
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