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ENVIRONMENT PROGRAM FOR -SPANISH AMERICAN CHILDREN (REPSAC),
END DF YEAR EVALUATION REPORT, 1975 -76 .t
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" Askins; Billy E. et al - L.
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. Pl —

. Beginning with school'year 1975476 an outreach activities component
was added to the Respons1ve Environment Program for Spanish American Chil-

dren (REPSAC), a h1gh]y ‘successful early ch11dhood ilingual intervention

program conducted by the C]ov:s Municipal Schools, C] is, hew Mexico

outreach component gave the program the capab1T1ty of p viding replication

servlces to various 1oca1 educat1on agenc1es request1ng such -services. A

g

I
ungqueAfeature~oF thTerepllcat1on serv1ce was the capability of taking

-thg'training to the replication centers by a specially designed and equipped

motor‘goach the Mobile - Learn1ng Regource Center.
Thﬁ\e school d?§tr1cts all 1n 1so]ated areds and hav1ng a 1arge number
of target\Yh11dren; requested rep]icat1on serv1des during 1975-76. ' These

Fort™ Sumner; Artesia; and Carlsbad,-are located in

el < .

PRI,
school ddstricts were:

eastern New Mexico In addition, repiication by two other ‘schiool d1str1cts

«

Th15¢rep]1cat1on was made by the Clovis-

_had~already. beé& comp]eted

(2 E ’:
Tra1n1ng wasérov1ded to teachers and aldes at thé rep11cat10n center .

var1ous research/evalua ion quest1ons To answer these quest1ons a .

O
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observation form; s1te v?§1ts with adm1n1straﬁ3235 teachers, and aides;

©self- evalaatlon quest1onna1res from the trainees and tralners anda =~ . .

.review of var1pus types of records/]ogs maintain@d by the d#%reach training
team. In addition, .this evaluation study consisted of a follow-up of
former REPSAC/studends-wpd.Were, this“ye%ri in.gredes 1:4: .

“”Major f{ndings included: ,LL)‘Teacheggktrained at fhe replication o e
centers had d-gddd understanding of héndicdpping conditions and knew-,
how to adequately screen éhe%r children; (2) The trainirg workshops con-
ducted at the parent center had a p051t1ve effect on the teaching behav1or
of the part1c1pants as we]l as UEIHQ cons1dered,extreme1y effective by
the part1c1pants, (3) The motpr eggph“wés effectlvely used in the training
‘progréh; and (4) }hé_follo;;dp study of former REPSAC students who were,
‘ this'year, in grades 1-4 indicated that the trend set in terms of past
performanee Ts depareing substantia11y from the expected drowth pattern
toward a downward trend for language deve]opment in Spanish, a slightly

upward “trend for 1anguage deve]opment 1n Engllsh and a- rather stable

~trend for learning apt1tude (19).
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~ vironmept for Spanish-American.children in the areas of developing language

(119

This report describes an extg?na] evaluation study of the Outreach
Activities of the Responsive Environment Program for Spanish Americdn Chjldren
(REPSAC), Clovis Municipal Schools, Clovis, Mew Mexico during.the’period Novem-
ber 29, 1974-June 30, 1976. AThis report is part of a continuation evaluation
study being conducted by B, E. Askins ‘and Associates which is an independent
consultant and service organization with its direction primarily through various
facu¥ty members of the College, of Education Texas Tech University. This report

is submitted in accordance with the approved revised Evaluation Proposal dated '

October 10, 1975 and the Educational Evaluation Agreement dated October 17, 1975.

** " Tht Parent Center - REPSAC , Ty

]

The major purpose of REPSAC is to serve as an effective early educational
intervention for 3-, j4-, and 5-year-old ."high risk" Spanish American children -
1iving in the area served by the Clovis Municipal Schools, Clovis, New México. o
Children are considered "high risk" as a*retult of their low birth weight, 5%
pounds| or, less, and who will probably have accompanying handicaps as they enter
the fifst grade. This program attempts to demonstrate that such an early inter-
ventioh can brovide such children the experiences necessary, to succeed and
remain ‘in/the educational mainstream. -

RﬁRSAC,;which has been ope}atﬁng since September, 1971,* fs\a group educa-
tional program as contrasted to an individual clinical pgoject. "The program
aims at jproviding successful experiences using the concept of responsivé en-

opment! - REPSAC is considered a demonstration project and, in déveloping, has

ab1litZ in English and Spanish and in improying cognitive and affective devel-, -
drawn sheavily upgn three experimentally developed models in early childhodd

. . education: the New Nursery School:-the respomsive environment concept and Pro-
%. ject LIFE (Language Enstruction to Facilitate Education).. Also, the Piaget-

S

'"fi;iﬁarl Childhood Curriculum (parts translatedwin Spanish) are used. T

» . -,
,/ , - [ . »
& « - < 4

" - Purpose of the Outreach Activities Component ; . .

3 . *
a . * ¢ . . ‘ .
k4

_ *For references‘pertaibing.to the first, secopd, third, and fourth years ',
peration, see Bibliography (4, 5, 6, and 7). ., ' S
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P Tﬁe purpasé of aading the outreach activities component to the parent ' Cve )
- ..-fenter (REPSAC) was to give the program the capability of providing replication

[} . ™




services to various Jocak educafégz?agengies requesting such services. | A’
unique .feature of this replication service-is the-capability of taking the '
training to t eplication centers1x&a specially designed and equipped
motor coach. . . . . . N

The outreach component was imptemented in two phases. The first phase ’ |
consisted of needs assessment and developmental planning (November 29, 1974- ;
August 31, 1975), apd the second phase consisted of the implementation pro- |
cedures (September -1, 1975-June 30, 1976). S \ ’

e

Three school districts, all in isolated areas and having a large number
of target children and within a reasonable distance of the parent center, re-
. quested replication of all or part of the REPSAC curriculum during the 1075-76 -
‘ -*school year. These school districts were: Fort Sumner, Artesia, and Carlsbad,
a1l located in eastern New Mexico. In addition, replication by two other school’
districts had already been made completing their third year of operation.* This oo
replication was made by the Clovis-Portales Bilingual Early Childhood Program
(ESEA, Title VII) with a training site in each 'school district (Clovis and
1 Portales, flew Mexico). . . ’ _

\ - The outreach actfvities component'is designed to have three hajor functions:,
«  advisory and training, diffusion, and evaluation.

.

'

: L4 R -
-Advisory and Training ) . - .

L

1 This function pertains to staff, development of faculty at the replication
) sites as well as at the.parent center. This involves the training of teachers
.and teacher-aides to acquire competencies in working with young, high ri'sk, and
handicapped children using the concept of responsive efivironment. The training -
.\ team consists of specialists in the area of special education; speech therapy, ° -t
—_— early childhood education, and bilingual education.

\ Diffusion

- .

‘The. parent center operates as a service and demonstration center for the
state of Mew Mexico and parts of West Texas. Workshops and conferences were
eld so as to provide information to administratgrs, .agency heads, state schcol
"+ .officials, and other decisjon-makers concerning the program and its offerings.

. . ! X .

Evaluation of the outfeach activities was conducted internally and exter- ' <

The internal evaluation was conducted by the.director and staff of ‘

REPSAC, and the external évaluation was conducted by an outside evaluation team
as previously described. Although the external evaluator is not located spec-
ifically in the Clovis, New Mexicq area, the pFoximity of Lubbock (Texas) to

+ Clovis dis such that frequent contact can be made with REPSAC and the replication
centers. P : , Do ’ o

. 3
- . ; . ¢ 4 . ’ Lt <"

o /) ! v . , N . i ’ v Lov
, if e , \\ L S 7
ferences pertaining td the evaluation of this program, see Biblio-
) and 10) I A ' -t
{ . Y .,

T
~

®

/
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Lo graphy (8,
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Eérpose of the External Evaluation

' The purpose .of th?fexternal'évaluatioq is to collect and prd?ﬁde informa~
tion necessary for degision-making relative to the“@pﬁectives of the outreach
activities component# This external evaluation is considered a way to improve;

- therefore, much empgisjs.was placed upon formative evaluation. procedures.
F :

Major element§’of the external evaluafion‘were: °

1. Providinéna iety of professional peréonne] appropriate to the

Ty eva]ua@j@n of the outreach ‘activities including: personnel to admipis-
k ter sufvey instruments, perform site-visits, providing feedback.to %he ,
training staff, analysis, report writing, and ;oordination. . ’ e
N * . . T . . . ,)/ P |

2. pf;;;§BTn§ and following the QSaluat1on design for each of the two
rimary functions of the outreach agtivities component - advisory and
training and diffusion. (The evaluation design for each function is

- described later). : L T - S e
3. 'Continuing the follow-up.study of former REPSAC' students who were, ° //

- - grades.’ : e 3

P . ‘"

during school year 1975-76, in the.first, second, third, and fourth

4. Analyzing data collected and subject data, when appropriate, to
statistical treatment which‘wi]1 include summaries of data and
ﬁarrativé description of findings. . . s

ll.“ et . \ 4 *

5. Prepaﬂ,hg.kwo interim and the end-of-year evaluation reports.

: i 7 .

1
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EVALUATION DESIG

" ) 1

-

bl

) ‘The external eva]uat1on of the outreach act1q1t1es consisted of forma-

tive and summative types of evaluation o e two primary funct1ons, advisery
and training function and the diffusion/funhcti “Also, as'part of the eval-
uation of the outreach activities, a follow-up study of former REPSAC students

is being conducted as they progress through variou grades (1- 6) in public and
pr1vate schools.,

The evaluation design for ea

ch—ef these area: éf;described;jn the. follow-
ing paragraphs. . _ - ’ ‘

-

Y

;
N e
The major goal of th12\§:nct1on\azs to assist the teachers and aides at
the replication centers to adcquire cer a1n nowledge and skills so as “to be
more effective while working with young, high Trisk, band1capp§d and vulner-
able 2h11dren using the concept and processes of resSponsive env1ronment

Needs Assessment

A4y1sory and Training Function

[

¢

The first step 1n imptemen ng he adv1s

tion/trust and assess traipjng needs, and generaliy. segure information s@ as
to design and 1mp1ement a training program sensitive to~the needs of the

part1cinants A training needs assessment of the participating personne] was
conducted during August and September, 1975 .

Research/Eva]uat1on Quest1ons .

—
- e .
As an e]ement of the eva]uat1on ‘of this tra1n1ng,.the director and

teachers who conducted the training posed several questions they wanted an
swered during/after the tra1n1ng wh1ch 1nc1uded

-

4 .

oy
3

T
1. What kind of rapport ex1sts between personrfel at'fﬁe rep11pat10n £
: centers with-the tra1n1ng staff? - . o, e
2. Are the teachers be1ng supported in their efforts by their . f%
- ,adm1n1strat1on7 o N
. - i
3. . Do the. teachers| have adequate ava11ab111ty of profess1onaJ C %
mater1a1s in the areas of b111ngua1 and ear]y,ch1]dhood educat1on? P
4, How effective st,the teaching of the 17 instructional units of §~

the course in Concept Development in Early Childhood? -

, : [
“

\ .

-

RV

.

.

and training fupct1pn w:s\{\__iv/'
to*work with the communities, parents, and facu y/staff to develop-coopera- .




Are the, teachers using the responsive env%ronmgnt éqpcept in L
their teaching including flexible room arrangements and learning

|
centers? . -
. 6. Do the teachers have'd knowledge of handicapping. conditions? . }
. . . . . . R N . |
: 7.+ Do the fgﬁéhers know how to screen children? - . oo
J

8. How effective were the training workshops comducted at the model’. °

- ~ .

&, ) center? ., - , ~ :

-

«, "+ 9. Are théteacher-aides eSfective)in their role in the classroom? °

10. Mes tHe motor coach utiljzed effectively in the training program?

.Procedures -to Collect Data . -—

'S

A variety of measures was used to collect data to evaluate and answer
) the arch questions pertaining to -thegaffects®f the training, These.
" in¢luded evaluation of the trainingeworkShop¥; an objective:test over thé
: cofirse in {Concept Development in Early Childhood); classroom visits {Kin-
T .delrgarten. classes only) using a specifically, designed -classroom observation
~ forms. site-visits with administrators,, teachers, and aidess self-evaluation
< reports’from the trainees: and a reviey of various types,of records/1oas RS
- maintained by the training staff. .. - . Lo e .

. . , >

" : . Evaluation of Yorkshops.. Varieus.in-service training workshops were

"' coriducfed during the school year for teachers dnd teacher-gides from the

replication centers as well as the parent center. The_ prdcedure for evalua-

.. ’ ting ‘the workshops consisted of 1) assésspent of the.workshop goals/objectives
SR by the method of participant reaction/response, and 2) observation.of the
.. . activities of the kshop by the evaluator.  The ipstrument used was.the ° )
McCallon Workshop Evajuation System.*" This-instrument, which was completed
at the conc]usipn,ongach workshop, solicifed participapt reactions to the

. worKshcp on seven dimensions which were: Organization of the Workshops Objec- .
- tives of.the Workshop, Presentors: Content (ideas_and activities);. Scope .
. (coyerage); Benefit; and Overfll Effectiveness. The participants responded
to questions on each of the seven dimensions on the Workshop Evaluation
- ! i . . s

& B
v ’ . . 1 . . < _—_— :
. . . . . . . . 14
. - \ J {
e : . ¥ . L ..

- ‘ . [ °

-
e

~

1. " The McCallon Horkshop Evaluation System 3§ published by Learning Con-
. cepts, Inc., Austin, Texas: ¥ ool ’
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. Scale (1= poor to 7= excellent). The McCallon Workshop Evaluation System
provides normative data, and the participant feedback scores are compared .
against these norms so as to.have reliable analysis and:-interpretation of

_ effectiveness. . The evaluation results were presented inithree ways. The -
results of the observations of ¥he workshop were presented in narrative - .
form, and the results of the Workshop Evaluation Scale were reported in
two forms, tabular and on the Yorkshop Analysis Report Form. The evalua-
tion data of each workshop wereqrepbrted in a separate report and was sub- '

. mitted to the project director. ’ o
. . . -

Objective Test. An objective test over the 17 instructional units of

the course in Concept Development in Early Childhood was administered as a - .

pretest to all trainees at the beginning ef the~training and at the end of -

the school vear. Statistical analysis of the differences between the scores

of the posttest and the pretest was conducted. )

-
Classroom Observations. Hembers of the evaluation team made periodic
. classroon visits of participating teachers (Kindergarten classes ‘only) to
,observe using a specifically designed classroom observation instrument. The
form was designed to note such things as: availabiljty of bilingual and early
education materials; learning center$; use of the responsive envigpnment
- concept; and evidence of long and short range instructional planning.

Site-Visits. Meﬁbers of the evaluation team conducted periodic site-
visits involving administrators, teachers, and aides so .as to acqyjre their_
verbal reaction/responses to the training activities. - - ., . a
. Self-Evaluation Reports. At the end 9f the year, another facet of
evaluation was in the form of Self-Evaluatian Reports $o as to, obtain:
Administrators' responses (strengths and veaknesses) to thé'training acti-
vities; Teachers' and aides' responses {strengths and weaknesses) to the
> training activities; and Trjfners‘ responses (strengths and weaknesses) to

the training activites. .
Pecerds/Logs. The type of ‘information that was obtained .from the
various: records/logs included: Number of visits to schools: Number of )
trainees; Number and qualifications of trainees; Type of activities; Mater-
*?%al distributed; Utilization of motor coach --whether coach was-used for . «
» participant training, screening demonstrations, materials demonstration,
. individual conferences, etc.; Number of teachers trained to screen; Number
.of children scréened: Number of children referred; and Number of childrgn .

. under treatment.- , \ P :

.
-

-

Reporting the Data - ’ S ' .

- An on-going evaluation was conducted by the evaluator, and feedbaek
was provided to the training staff on a recurring basis (October, February,
and April). Thus, evaluation and observation data was used to yield

s
. 2

"

H ) . v
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* . formative evaluation'results to guide the training staff in selecting con+
. tent and instructional procedures. . S
. . P

" “a Results of the objective tests, classroom observation, site-visits,
» reyview of records/logs, and self-evaluation reports are reported later in
« thts report. ‘ '
.. i / d .

. . Djffusion Function

~ This .function pertained to the dissemination of information and acti-
vities of the outreach activities component. - Some means of dissemination
included: workshops, conferénces, prep@rtaion of a commercially prepared
16 mm fi]n, agg preparasion of various brochures and reports..

. Four workshops/conferences were conducted as part of this function, as
vell as advisory and training function.

Procedures to.Collect Data A,

\ ‘ “

-

The'works‘ ps and conferences were'objgetiaﬁﬂy evaluated using the
¥cCallon Yorkshop Evaluation System (instrumént was preViously Qescribed).
° - 4 ‘~ ’ ’ ’ .
The other dissemination activities were evaluatedon a subjective

basis. . .= 7 .

o - »
PR,

- Reporting the Data

A separate_evalua%ion report was: submitted to the project director
after each workshpp or. conference, and a summary- of each is included in a
1?¢er‘§gctiqn of this report. :

Also, _an_on-going evaluation was tonducted by the evaluator, and feed-
back concerning various diffusion.activities were provided to the director
.and staff on a regular basis (October, February, and.April). Thus, evalda-
tion and observation data were used to yield.formative evaluation results -
to guide the development of dissegination activities.
. . .

- Summary objective evaluation data of the workshops and conferences and
the subjective evaluation data of the other activities are reported in a’
later section of this report.

a

Follow-Up Study of Formef REPSAC Students

. " A basic concern to those who have worked in REPSAC during the past. -
;several years is the status of former students now enrolled in public and

s ~
) . T A o .

J “ * . .
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- - private schaols. Th1s concern has generazed a cont1nuat1o of* the follow-up
' studies of former REPSAC students.which wgie ¢completed in 1974 and 1975 and
* was conducted at the end of the- 1975~ 76*school year. -

Ty . . . v ) =
PrOJected Humber of Students . ?g "l ' . o

The progected number of students for-ihe 1976 follow-up study were:

. Grade Level - Est1ma_ed'humbe{" ;tf ' L
: 1 20 ... . ,
2 17 I L A N
3 " 16 § . .-
- 4 l <. ‘- v,
TOTAL 55 4 - . ’
. Procedure For Collecting Data . N
. _ .,
_The 1976 ‘o]]ou-up studj was conducted us1ng the following procedures::
) " . 1. Gathering desoriptive, ‘data. t } a
. - A quest1onnavre was subm1tted ‘to teachers of former PEPSAC

students seek1ngx1nfornat1on about their academic and social
. ) progress in-sthopl. In addition, personal interviews were: .
L e held w1th’teache§s and otner schoo] personnel t0 sdpplement
. e the questionnaire data. " :

. 2

6%1; - 2. Adﬂ1n1sier1ng of stindard:zed tests' fa e "y - -
Standardized tests were administered td ‘thé former REPSAC-
students in grades - The tests administered were the
: ‘ same instruments u ed durwng the former studetnts® tenure in S
o R REPSAC; therﬁfore,\the-test .scores -can be. reviewed for over
B . , a span of years bed 1nn1ng 1971 _The tggts adm1ﬂ1et red'were
e . © L as follows: .| ) 7 B\

. Peabody Picture ocabulary Test - Engl1sh ver£1on ' Ras _;n
-7 Peabody-Picture Vbcabu1ary Test - Spanish’ ver51on o
Hlskey-';ebraska Test of Learning Apt1tude (IQ}’(. Sy ‘E_%:

4 i3 .

" Analysis - . s o ) g; 3

3 . ’. ’f ¢

Data obta1ned from the fol]ow—up study were analyzed in twp M ays: . :, -
4!, .

‘e

Y

!

. A deaer1pt1ve ana]ys1s of the quest1ons and 1nterv1ew 1nformat1on.' L

0
. . ‘ . O

77 .
o ’ . o .
e 74 . : b4

) . B . .
- . . A “ ’ . . .

. 6 . . - f'l-' - . .

. , : : .. 1 ’ i RN . ‘
. - - - . e .
.- . y
’ ' : . )
’

™




CEN -
.
. -
2 . .
.
“ e
.
-
- £
.
M
2-
»
.
.
»
¢
3
. -
.
-
. -~
+
>
.
P
v
-
D R
.
. " St
ot
.
’
o
"
. “ 4
-
” 4
L Y
’
¥
o
Y .
7 PR %
-~ -

Tt . e - . -
. - 7 . = - , - » z ° ) 4
¢ . . . 9.,
- - . ?
1y . ) . L 0 .
) i .- .- 2
Tms anaTysis ylelde.d 3 proﬁ]e of former REPSAC stuo‘ents
“ currently enrolled %n public and prlvate schools g — .
A time-series canalys1s e teos S
.. s v o
This apalysis was conducted he *test data in-an effort
to assess the test score statgistics over & pemod of years, .
. The specific e]en;ent of.the tige-seriés used in analyzing ‘
these data was the "secular trehd." THis-“line of best fit" . ]
method presents a-basis for comparing the theoretical trend
with the observed trénd. (The.4pecific program used s
described in Statistic Package.for the Social Scxences, ver-
sion 6, Texas Tech Unjversity’ Computer Center)
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© EVALUATION-DATA CONCERNING THE ADVISORY AND TRAINING FURCTION ' -

?
-

The advisory and training function pertained to staff development )
primarily at the ‘three replication centers (Fort Sumner, Artesia, and Carls-
bad, ngrMexico) as well as at the parent center. In addition, this training
assi'st®d two other school districts who, as of this year, had completed their
third year- of operation using the rep1icatibﬁ'5? REPSAC. This replication
was made by the Glpvis-Portales Bilingual Early Childhood Program (ESEA,
. Title VII) with a training site .in-each school district (Clovis and Portales,
Hew Mexico). Also, this training assisted the kindergarten program at Dora,
Hew texico as well as assisted several teachers.from various elementary oo
schools in Clovis and Portales including one parochial school. The total '
number of the outreach participants during the year, who were directly or
indirectly affected by the advisory and training function, was approximately
75. j(This figure does not include tite number effected by the diffusion func-
tion). R "*, . . -‘ . ,

- This training assisted teachers and téacher-aides to acquire competencies
in working with young, high, risk, and handitapped children using the concept
of responsive .environment. ~ The training team consisted of specialists in the
area of special education, speech therapy, early childhood education, and
bilingual education. ‘ "o SN o

™

A uniqué®eature of this|training wés that the parent center had "the cap-
ability-of talging the,training to the replic&tiontenters by a specially
designed and _uippeg motor 2gach, The Mobﬁ}g Learning Resource Center. .

.. In“short, training was provided to teachers and aices at the replication
centers, as well as at the parent center, in the-form of visits by the out- m——"_
réach training team using the Mobile Learning Resource Center &nd by "conduc-
ting of a workshop at the parent center. The training visits to the replica-
tion centers included a presentation of a course (Eoncept Development in Early
Childhood Education divided into’ 17 units) and demonstration of materials and
screening procedures. - . : ‘

3 " v )
» . . . < . “»

—

a

. . Needs Assessment - o -,

9

The first step in implemehting.tﬁe advisory and .training function was .
to work with the communities, parents, and faculty/staff fo develop coopera-’
tion/trust and asses$ training needs, and generally secure information so as -
to desigh and implement a training program sénsitive.to the needs of the
. participants. ) . '

’

. .
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\ ;
. A training needs assessment of the participating personnel was conducted
using the Early Childhood Training Inventory during August and September,

. 1975. The purpose of this inventory was “two-fold: (1) To identify needed
training experiences for teachers, aides, and administrators of early child-
hood programs; and (2) To identify preferences:of future workshop participants -
concerning various modes of instruction. The summary and analysis of this
needs assessment was prepared by the evaluator in a special report dated Sep-
tember 15, 1975, and these data were used as a basis for developing specific
objectives of the training program: The training began in October, 1975.

L J . .-

Research/Evafuation Ouestions

e As an element of the.evaluation of this training, the director and mem-

- bers of the outreach training staff posed sevesal questions they wanted
answered by the evaluator during/after the training. The evaluation team

_used a variety of measures to collect data in answering these guestions.

- These measures included: objective evaluation of the training vorkshops; an

_objective test for the course Concept Development in Early Childhood; class-

. room visits_fkindergarten classes only) uSing a specifically designed class-
room observation form site-visits with administrators, teachers, and aides;
self-evaluation ayestionnaires. from the trainees; and a review of various
types of records maintained.by the training staff. The evaluation questions
posed and .answers found by the evaluation team are as follows:

b

Qil. - What kind of rapport exists between participants at the replica-
tion centers ggtﬁgihe outreach training staff? -,

2 ' "Based on information obtained from site-visits at the
" #rbeginiiing-and at the end of the training sessions and from
- . . self-evaluation questiopnaires from the trainees and their
administrator, much evidence was found which indicated an
overall excellent rapport bétvween the two groups. -

. 0 2. - Are the teachers at the %epli;atﬁon.centers being‘supborted in" -
their efforts by .their administration? . :

Based on information obtained from site-vjsits at the
.. beginning and at the end of the training sessiors and from.
. - ) self-evaluation questionnaires from the trainees and "their
4 v . .administYator, evidence was found to dndicate that the teachers_/ .
at the various centers believed that they,were being supported
in their &fforts by their administration. The majority of the
administrators viewed the training and results of the training
, in a favorable light,. especially the part pertaining to the
- . screening of the kindergarten children. . :

3
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Q 3. - Do ‘the teachers have -adequate availahility. of professional
.« materials in the areas of bilingual and early childhood education?

During the site-vigits at the beginniﬂé andiai.the end
of the training sessions, the evaluator noted at each'center

@ lack"of permanent materials (classrdoms as well as profes- ’
sional 1ibrary) pertaining to bilingual education, However,
teachers did-have access to such materials as they could be

borrqowed from the Sobile Learning Resource Center,

Q 4. - How effective was the teaching-of the course, C
- in Early Childhood, at the_various replication centers?

Thls Colrse, divided into 17 .u
reach training team as they visite
A total. of 34 people enrolled for

to receive credit from Eastarn New-Mexico University.

;-

.

-
PR

nits, was taught b;y the out-
d the replication ‘centers.
the course and were eligible
The

Course was to be evaluated by administering a pre and posttest

and to conduct a statistical analysis of the difference between
. the mean-scares of the two tests; howeve?,‘training was started

before the.pre-test was administered.. Conséquently, the pre-

test‘ssgres.became invalid. The p
. scheduTed
gossible 40. 1t was-conc

effective. 6

out of a
, course wa

+ 0 5. - Arfe the teachers using the res

Based on information obtaimed’

and the mean score of the -posttest was 28.9 (SD =

osttest was administered ds

luded that. the teaching of ‘the

v

ponsive,%nvironment concept ir

.their teaching.including fiexible room arrangements and learning centers?

from site-visits at the

beginning and at the end of the traiping'sessibns and using  .¢
. = the specifically designed classroom observation form, a marked

change in teaching strategies was
“questions aboyt the organiZation a
-Differgnces vere noted by schooi,
. training vere obsgrvable. -

found, Séveral teachers had’
nd use of learning centers...
but overall, effects of the

"0 6. - Do the teachers have a knowledge of_handiqqpbiné conditions?

Based. on the inforgation obtai

K

néd from sfté-visits with -

¢ertain teachers (kindergarten) and from the results .from the

Y

self-evajuation questienpaires’ from all the_teachers, they in-
" dicated a .relatively high degree of understdnding of handicapping -

‘tonditions..

-

5.62)
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i' Scale weré well abave average (6 33-6.80 on a.7.00 po:nt

* “scale), and the mean rating of .the -Overall “Effectiveness
of the workshops was 6.56. The narrative concerning the
observations of the workshop was very positive. In short,
the seriés of workshops achieved the objectives .and were -
extremely successful. D

e

Q9. - Are the teacher-aides effective in their role in the classroom?

Based on information obtained from site-visits at the .
beginning and at the end of the training sessions, it was .
found a majority of the teachers believed that the teacher-
aides were effective in the classroom. Several teachers
did ‘mention that when teachers and their aides attended the
same training workshop, there should be certain times when

" the two groups should b§ separated and appropriate activities
be conducted for the ditfering needs of the two groups

010 - Has the motor coach, The Mobile Learn1no Resource Center ut11-

ef.ect1ve1y “in the training program?
&

The tobile Learning Resource Center was used by the qut-

reach team as they visited the replication centers. Thé motor |

coach was stocked with mater1als for use of,the v1s1ted sites
ahd 1nc1ud°d . Ca

AR )

Books for childrén; 122 t1t1es, Span1sh and Eng]1sh

ﬂz;' To-- 69 Jn Span1sh and- Iﬁs in EngTash' o S

’,

57 Curri‘cu}um KJts 1n both Spamsh and» Enghsh }

F11ms£r1ps for Ch}ldreN‘ 16 percep&ua] geve10ment
e - packages, 27 1anguaqe/read1ng programs and 38 othérs'

- 44, Records for Ch11dren* Span1sh Span1sh and Eng]ish
and Eng11sh N

73 Teach1ng Transparenc1es f g / R

82 Span1sh and '105° Englush‘Books ‘and Mater1a]s for
Teachers and-. A1des , ‘

[

41 Films and F11m§tﬁqps for Teachers, A1des and Parents.

e - $ e

14 Evaluat1on and Screeriing InstrUments

A3

e Educatqona Act1v1tles gamvs, mu1t1 med1a k1ts and eqqu— (
- .~ ment to help ch11dren learn specific gpncepts or 9k111$~

PO

/.
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. A1l of the above materials are-.available at no charge to
the schools and teachers participating in the outreach activi--
ties. The materials.could.he checked out for approximately
two weeks or until the next stop of the Mobile Learning Re- ,

source Center. - .. _

During the 1975-76 school year, the Mobjle Learning Re-

source Center (motor.coach) was driven 12,384.miles (personnel

" drove an addifiondT 8,745 nmiiles in their personal automobiles

on outreach business) and made 148 visits te schools in New
Mexico. Schools visited were in Clovis (20 visits), Ft. Sumner
(33 visits), Artesia (30 visits), Portales (10 visits), Carlsbad
(42 visits), Dora (7 visits), Hobbs (2 visits), and Farmington
(4 visits). Activities conducted durigiithe visits to schools
included: the screening of chiildren, t"™®ning teachers and aides
how to screen children, following through on the results of pre-
vious screening, checking out dnd demonstr#ting materials and .-
attempting to provide whatever services teachers requested. The
mobile Learnipg Resource Team provided sweekly classes in the
course Early Childhood Education for 34 teachers in Carlsbad,

- Artesia, Ropta]es, Ft. Symner, and Carilsbad.

f During the year, teéts were administered to 1,277 children.
Of this number, 160 were screened for speech and hearing defects;
269 children were réferred for treatment; and approximately 42

- teachers and 48 teacher aides were trained in screening children.

The evaluation team visited the schools servyéed by the Mo~
bile Learning Resource Center and interviewed a
istrators and teachers. In every case, the responses to the

. service and effect of the outreach activities were favorable;

many stated that without the service of the Mobile Learning Re-
source Center that they would be unable to help their handicapped
young children. © ' o N ) ‘

Based on thes¢ data, it was condutted that the motor coach
was effectively utilized in the training function.

3 .
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. SECTION IV

EVALUATION DATA CONCERNING THE DIFFUSION FUNCTION ~

p—— -

_ This function pertained to the dissémination of information concerning
the program activities. Some means of disseminatign inc]ude?: workshops,
conferences, preparation of a commercially prepared 16 mm film, .and prepara-
.tion and distribution of various brochures and reports. . -

~
.

>

Workshops/Conferences

Five workshops/conferences were conducted during the year as part of -
this function, as well as advisory and training. Evaluation data of these
workshops were reported in a separate report.and submitted ‘to the project
director immediately after each workshop. The workshops were evaluated using
the McCallon Workshop Evaluation System which was described in Section II. A
"summary of these reports is presented in the following. paragraph. :

First Workshop ~ ENMU SN

The first workshop, Workshop on Implementation Procedures on Early Pre-
vention of School Failure, was conducted at Eastern New Mexico State Univer-
sity, May 28-30, 1975. This workshop was conducted by a dissemination team
from the Early Prevention of School Failure-Program, a nationally validated
ESEA-Title I1I project, locatéd in Peotone, I1linois.

This workshop, focusing on kindergarteri age children, vas designed to
provide school personnel knowledde and skills necessary to implement screen-
ihg programs in their ‘respective schools. In addition, the workshop.attempted
to assist the participants in the nlanning of educational experiences for
kindergarten children with certain developmental lags. Specifically, the
workshop participants.were expected to: 1) Acquire the skills necessary to
_ implement a screening model for kindergarten age children; and 2) Develop

strategies designed to meet.the unjqu%’educational needs of each child.s”

= < L . v ’

.. A total of 84 attended the workshop which included teachers, teacher- L
aides, administrators, and related school personnel (parents, university )
faculty,and students). The participants represented the school districts
(New Mexico) of: Portales, Clovis, Ft. Sumner, Carlsbad, Elida, and Dora.. Of
‘the total participants,.63 received college credit (1 semester hour) for com-
pletion of the workshop through EHMU. ' .

Using the McCallon Workshop Evaluation System (See Section 1I), the mean «
ratings on the seven dimensions of the Workshop Evaluatian Scale were well *
above average (6.73 - 6.30 on a 7-00 scale), ‘and the mean rating of the




Overall Effectiveness of the workshop*was 6.60. The narrative concerning”
the opservafion of the workshop was very positive. Also, personal corments
. from the participants indicated a high degree of satisfaction.

' P - . .

se,cbn-df',zorkshop - ENMU

g

" The second workshop, Early Childhoed Bilingual/Bilcultural Education:

. Wny and How, .was conrducted at Eastern New Mexico State University, August -
—18=20, 1975. This workshop was copducted by three faculty members of the
. Metropolitan Staté College, Denver, Colorado. o T

This workshop, focusing on kindergarten age chi]d}en, was designed to
' \provide teachers and teacher-aides knowledge and skills necessary to imple-
ment/improve programs in early childhood bilingual/bicultural education..’” - | .
- Some topics of the workshop included: Introduction to Bilingual/Bicultural
Education: Cultural Activities for Classroom Use; Implementing Bilingual -
Activities in the Classroom; Learning Centers: Developing Oral Language: and
. Professional Develophent. . ’ g
A total of 44 attended the workshop which included teachers, teacher- -
aides, and administrators. The participants represented the school districts
(Hew Mexico) of: Portales, Clovis, Dora, and one parochial school in Clovis.
Of.the total participants, 42 received college credit (1 semester hour) fo .
completing the workshop through ERNU, . . , : .
Using the McCallon Horkshop Evaluation System ¢See Section 11}, the mean
_ratings on the seven dimensions of the Workshop Evaluation: Scale were well
above average (5.90-6.60 on a 7.00 scale), and the mean.rating of the Overall’
Effectiveness of the workshop was 6.40. The narrative eoncerning the obser-
vations of the.workshop’'was very positive. Also, personal comments from the
participants indicated a high degree of satisfaction. . '
. . - ) .

Third Workshop - Carlsbad

[ e

‘ The third workshop, Carlsbad Workshop on Impleméntation Procedures. OF .
.+ .. Early Prevention of School Failure, was conducted Decembet 1-2 and 6, 1975
at the Carlsbad Head Start Center, Caridhad, New.Mexico. This workshppTwas
conducted by a member of the disseminatiop team from the°Early Prevention of
School Failure Program, a nationally validated ESEA Title III project, loca- )
: ted in Pebtone, I1lindis. N ‘ PR

The workshdép was designed to train school personnel in.‘%e skislls neces- 1
sary to implement a method of s¢reening kindergarten age children relative '
to pre-academic skiTls_ir the areas of auditiop, language, vision, speech,
motor development, attitudes toward learning situatiens, and..emotional or
social factors whi®h could affect ability to profit from school experience.
The workshop also assisted the participants in the planning of educational
experiences for kindergarten children with certain developmental lags.

X
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A total of 39 attended the workshop which dincluded teachers, teacher- '
aides, administrators, and one school nurse, The participants represented

¢ the.schoel districts (New Mexico) of: Carisbad, Artesia, and Clovis. Of
the total participants; 19 recgﬁvad‘ credit (1 semester four) for completing
the workshop through ENMU. . * . STy .

. Based upon data ohtained with the MCCatlon Workshop Evaluation’System,

. it was evident that the workshigp was eXtremely Successful. ® Partigipant
reaction to the workshap goalsobjectivés”‘ vas véry favorable, and thexmajor-,
ity of .the personal comments indicated.a high degree of satisfaction with’
the workshop. T e T .o < . - ©
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Using the McCallon Workshop Evaluation Systém (See Section II), the
mean ratings on the seven dimensions of the Wo’?:!-;shop Evaluation Scale were
well above average (6.10-6.70 on a 7.00 scale), .and: the mean‘rating of the .

Overall Effectiveness of ,the workshop _was'_6.70. The narrative concerning - . .i..

the observations of the workshop was, very positive, Also, persdnal comments
from the participants indicated a high-degree of satisfagtion.. DU *
" T . N - PR
Fourth Workshop - Farmington - T ,ﬁ’ Lo B
The fourth workshop, Farly Childhood Education: Why and How,-4as con-
ducted April 5-6, 1976 at Farmington Head Start Centerj,_Farming;on', New
Mexjco. This workshop was conducted by the REPSAG outreach trdi ning staff . . -
using the Mobile Resource Learning Center. — P L S
: ~¥
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..The purpose of this workshop “’3{5%{'0 provide the staff of the Farmingtbm -..0 =
i

Head Start Project with training relafive 1o the identification and working’

with.young handicapped children. : IS R B
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;- A total of 25;at§'gnded the workshop which “included teachers, ‘teacher-
aides, and administrators. N S,
_Using the McCallon Workshop Evaluation System {See Sectiop 1I), the *i 7
_ mean ratings on the seven dimensions of the, WorkShop EvaluattopS€ale fiere™
- well above average (6.58-6.88"on a 7.00 sca(i‘e), «and the mead. rating of the =~
. Overall Effectiveness of the workshop was 6.88.. The napmratdve, corfcgiving - "
. the observations of the workshop was vgry positive.. Alsp, .pjex‘fspﬂn'é"_’i'.:‘¢915§?§é{;§$,},,,
from the participants indicated a high degree of satjsfaction... . "0 1. .2
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F'if.;h Conference - Albuquergue ' , L %_
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The fifth confererce, Early ‘Childh‘oc.)d'Eaﬁaaifiéﬁ" Conferdnte,; Was coq

component was co-sponsor of this confgrence.vihich was atiended |
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training staff. -

7'/ * L i .('
outreach training/sféff who presented information and various training ses-
sions. Also, there were representatives in attendance from eight nationally
validated Title III early education pregrams. In addition, the conference
participants drafted a resofution pertaining to state government support of .
development of early childhood education which was. later presented to the - ’
Governor at The People's Forum-on Education on May 21-22; 1976 in Albuquerque.
v . : .
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The. purpose of the conference was: 1) To provide planning assistance to,
administrators who are responsible for kindergarten programs; 2) To provide_
training in a variety of approachés to teachers and administrators; 3) To
provide techniques and approaches to indentifying and mainstreaming young
handicapped children: and 4) To draft a resolution pertaining to state gover-

" nment support of development of early childhood education. '

A total of over 200 attended the -conference at one time or other and
approximately 57 attended the training sgssions conducted by the outreach

-

~

Using the McCallon Workshop Evaluation System (See Section 1I), the mean
ratings on the seven dimensions of the Workshop Evaluation Scale were well
above average (6.23-6.63 on a 7,00 scale), and the mean“rating of the Overall
Effectiveness of the workshop was 6.63. The narrative concerning the observa-

. tions of the workshop was very positive. Also, personal comments from the '

participants indicated a high degree of satisfaction.

X

Summary of Narrative Commeéts on HorkshOp/Confergncestg

_vorkshop/confererice. ,.A represéntative sample of such comments are as follows:

2 % s

As part of the McCa1%on workshéb Evaluation System, the participants
often made narrative comments concerning the strong and weak fpatures of the, .

Strong Features = . '

1. * Purposes clearly presented | . . . ,
2. Explanation of screening procedures B : T e
3., Participant involvement - _ — v : '
"4, Best workshop I éver attended ™ - o p
5. Presentation on culture ’ '
. 6. - _Excellent.ideas fjr classiroom use - | . . .
7. Mgfergals vhich were distributed .~ SRR
.8. - Becoming. familiar with good materialss - e
9. - Small ggoup and explanation.of thedifferent tésts
- 10. ~ Organization, presentors, and pertindl infofmation
I1. - Finding out about the Mational Diffustion Network and the

_different projects ol e 4

7 - Y
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Weaker -Features . o : o o |

Not enoudh time -
Not enough small.group work
. More practice in administering screening tests
Not being able to ‘work enough with thildren
Not enough sessions presented in Spanish
ood lousy and too expensive
. Rot enough materials demonstrated
Hore explanatién on scoring and .interpretation of tests
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‘ _ Other Dissemination.Activities 3 i

Other types of information concerning the outreach activities weré
means as described in the following paragrahps. - .
- e -~

disseminated by ii:r
" Over 6,000 cohies of the brochure, "Parents: Do You-Know the Farly Warn-
ing Signs of Children.with Special Heeds," were distributed in the vicinity .

‘of the replication ‘centers of Ft. Sumner, Carlsbad, Artesia, and Dora. .

i+ . The devé]opment of 4ix 1 minute video cassette spots for use on televi-
These were developad.in ccoperation with KENW-TY, ENMU, and they were .
presented to the Governor's Commission for Public Broadcasting in March; 1976.

Members of the outreach training team made presentations of the project,
including-outréach to: the annual meeting of the New Mexico Speech-and Hegring
Association at ENMU, Portales, April, 1976: various classes in Child Develop-
ment at ENMU; and to the ENMU chapter of the Council for Exceptional Children.

. A 16 mm, 28 minute color film, was commercially prepared so as to dissem-.
inate information concerning the program as well as for use ip various 1in-
service training programs. . o

The project used student teachers from nearby Eastern New Mexico Univer-
sity and thereby disseminated information through the university. f

e Progress reports viere submitted to the local central administrafion
.. office, school board, Tlocal area news media including nearby €annon Air Force

Bage, the State Department of Education, the U.S. 0ffice of Education, and

- the Uzir Senators from New Mexico,j _ . . o~

o . -
- Site visitation by many professiqnal individuals and.groups as well as

. v e . - e Bt .
‘Also, much publicity was received. when the, project received an fnvita- ,
tjon from the National Diffusion Network for_ the Clovis program to serve as
a national demonstration site for the Early Prevention of School Failurg
Project of Peotone, I17inois. ;. . 7
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' SECTION VI - S
. : : @ - N 1 )
Ca . STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES OF THE OUTREACH ACTIVITIES . - .
" Another measure used in the evaTuat1on process of thg outreach .

activities during the year was for the evaluation team members and the
outreach fraining staff to 1ist the, strengths and wea?nesses of the
outreach activities .as they perceived them The fo]]ow1ng represents
a summary of such 1lists.

- *

{

1. The outreach tra1n1n§ team"s true dedication and commitment
in the1r efforts to ass1st teachers and a1des at the var1ous rep11cat1on )
sites: ' : . . ’

. L

2. Provided opportunities for many teachers to see and receive L
information about 4 wide variety of early childhood and bilingual Do
materials as well as an opportunity to check out mater1a]s for class-

room use. . .

- .
I . . -

Jr Y

» 3., The Mobile Learning Resource Center (motor coach)- which gave .
the project the capability to take the needed, training to the rep]1cat1on
centers which are located in isolgted areas of eastern hew Mexico. °

s

4.. Provided excellent 1n-serv3ce training for the Head Start Centers.
5. Provided a cataloo of appropriate materials and address of
pubTishers concerning early chfldhood and bilingual education. ’
. 6. Prov1ded excellent on- site training dur1ng the series of seven
workshops ‘at the parent jcenter which involved Head Start personnel,
k1ndergarten teachers, pec1a1 educat1on teachers, .gnd teacher-a1des

LT Blssem1nated eeded 1nformat1qn concething the 1dent1f1cat1on
.and needs of hand1capp d chlldren - .

’ 8 Prov1ded reso rce peop]e and spec1al1sts wh1ch the“various

i ﬁo Prov1ded resgurce and supporttve classroom materials for" the )




Weaknesses
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inabilidy of’gutreach to formally cqmmit training services 35°
ation sites, as well as other.schoolls, because of the delay .»
j the project, funded on.time. A relhted weakness is the .

. —funding of {fbe project is not by goverrdment fiscal yedr-or even .school e
year. The funding is Jan - Jan which gauses many. administrative problems.:}

v
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) ] . ) ) _ . o
2. Outreach tried to accomplish to6 much‘in such a, short period of ~ 2.
 time. X . : - ht .
N Y
* 3. Absence of a tong-range,planning schedule ¢oricerning the use y
of the'mobile coach as well s a systematic way of necording data concerning
the use of the coach. - . . oL Sy ’
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A <:;" | o SECTION.V T S
_ % FOLLOW-UP-SJUDY OF FORMER REPSAC .
: . STUDENTS: 1971-1976 - -

- . . -~
- .

»

s . 3 . <
-~

The basic: assumpt1ons on which early 1ntervent1on programs is baSéd
Jsuch as REPSAC,.is that stimulation for children who'possess characterjstics
not conclusive to school achievement will increase their chances of acLIev1ng

in the regular_school program. RERSAC, a p]anned intervention program {for
“high risk¥ Span1sh -Pmerican gre- school ch11dren yas developed and hag been
operating to offer 3-, 4-, and 5-year-old ch:ldren educational and soc1al
stimflation designed to assist them to- achieve in school

N

+Purpose

The purpose of this follow-up study is to test th1s assumption in lthe
case of children who attended REPSAC during the years 1971-1974. More spec1-
fically, the study attempted to answer the following questions:,

.1. What- type of changes in ]earnlng apt1tude, language deve]dpne1t in
English, and language development in Spanish have occurred-frpm

time of entry intoc REPSAC to the end of the regular school yegr

19762 ‘P . .

z

* 2. Hhat 1s the status of former REPSAC ‘students with recard to:

: ) a. Grade p]acement ' _
T : b. . Promotion/retention R . -
’ c. Special assistance o '

{

3. How do teachers view former REPSAC students with regard to:
. a. Academic penformance . ) O ’
2 b. Social adjustnient . L ea
c. Overall School Performance )
d. Hajor strengths‘and weaknesses - Lo .

?
3

Subjects

Sdeects for the study were 29 former REPSAC students curréntly 11v1ng
and attend1ng school in Clovis, “New Mexico.” 0f the 29 subjects included in
the study, 11 were in the second grade, 14 irf the third grade, 1 in- the
fourth grade, and 3.in spec1a] education? . g

-

el . » "




Procedure’
The procedure for this study'consistediof the foTlowing steps: .

1. ' Identifying the former REPSAC students by location and grade
level. This, step was accomplished by the'project staff. ’

2. Conducting a questionnaire survey of teachers. This was accom-
plished by a member of the evaluation team. Personal interviews -
with teachers of former REPSAC students were also concluded by a
menber of the eva]uat1on team. .

3. Testing students who were.in the second, .third, and fourth grade.
The instruments used were the same as those used in thr previous
> o evaluations of REPSAC. .The tests used were:. the Hiskey-Nebraska \ 4
Test of Learning Aptitude” and the Peabody Picture Vocabu]ary Test
(Engtish and Spanish ver51ons)

Data’ﬂere a]anyzed by déscriptive measures and by use of a trerd ana-
1ys1s . ,

V9 ", .- Findings
- ” * . i

The findings of this study were as follows:

1. %est performarice of the former REPSAC students teSted indicate
i that. t ’ R - Py

a. Learning ‘aptitude scores (IQ) have rema1ned're1atively séable’
‘ from the initial testing in the Fall of 1971 to the testing
in the Spfing of 1976. The largest 1ncrease occurred :o]]ow1ng '
the first year of interventions. ' -
5 % : ? -
b. Language develooment scores in English ga1ned substare1a]1y -
T after the first year of intervention and again at the end of
“the second year of’ intervention. From the REPSAC exit point
in the ‘Spring of / 1973 scores have tended to rema1n stable

c c. Language deve]opment scores in Span1sh show the ]argest in-
. crease at the end of the second year or intervention. A

) rather substantiafl degrease was noted from the REPSAC exit
ppint in the Spring ot 1973 to the Spring. of 1976 These

data are presented in Tablé 1. .




. P CTRLEl T oo
i MEAN TEST SCORES OF FORMER REPSAC ’ .
’ " STUDENTS, 1971-1976 ) o,
- TEST . FALL SPRING - FALL -SPRING SPRING "—-ESEING .
72 72 72 73 75 76 .
“ . HISKEY _ - SR
(19) . 89.00 *98.71 94,64 99.45 99.65 . 92.10
PEABODY , _ ‘ -
(ENGLISH) 27.82 41.94 40.45 59.82 60.82 63.55-§
PEABODY : . ' '
{SPAHISH} 16.94 28.53 28.09 66.64 . 59.76 58.45
- : . ’ . 'j‘ ’ ‘\. -
. . "~ d. The time-series analysis of the data indicate that the
. trend set in terms of past performance is departing sub-
stantially from the expected growth pattern toward a :
- downward trend for language development in Spanish, a . -
stightly upward trend for language development in English,
and a rather stable trend for learning apt1tude Figures
1, 2 and 3 present these data. .
- ' . . '.. .
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-* TEST DATES
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/ . ,'FIGURB%‘ .
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LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT SCORES IN SPANISH OF FORMER REPSAC
__ STUDENTS, 1971-1976, ORIGINAL DATA AND TREND LINE . .
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2./ The data indicate that 26 (90%) of former REPSAC students are in -
. ! regular classrooms and 3 (10%) in special education classes.
’ . Three of the 23 students in regular classes were retained and
- only 3 of the 26 students in regular c¢lasses have required
special assistance. These data are presented in Tablé 2.,

: 2 . * ' . | ‘ ‘
S |  TABLE 2 : N -

)

CURREHT STATUS OF FORMER REPSAC STUDENTS
STATUS ~ 3 TYPE : NUMBER - éEgCENTAGE
\ GRADE PLACEMENT ° . " REGULAR 26 90
: ) a SPECIAL 3 10
PROMOTION/RETENTION - PROMOTED 23 " 88
| . . RETAINED | - 3 12
.. . -SPECIAL ASSISTANCE YES & 3 10

NO . 26 90

~ . ) i
. A

Tables 3,4, and 5 present the results~f teachers! views regarding
academic performance, social adjustment, and 6vérall school performance of >
- former REPSAC students.. As noted in these tables, the majority- of former
_ REPSAC_students were rated in the middle oné-third or above on academic
performance and social adjustment and.average or above on overall school
performance. ’ o 3

hd .

v ' TABLE 3

TEACHER RATINGS OF FORMER REPSAC

’ t .. i} te
~s ©* STUDENTS O ACADENIC PERFORMANEE
.« _RATING CATEGORY  ; NUMBER PERCENTAGE,
UPRER ONE-THIRD = * . 5 19 L
g " MIDDLE ONE-THIRD. S UR s '

| LOWER'ONE-THIRD:  .-{ T oy

3

< . ’ 0 k]
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. TABLE 4 o o ~ ,
L ] .

-

TEACHER RATINGS OF FORMER REPSAC STUDENTS
" ON SOCIAL ADJUSTMENTS

RATING CATEGORY _ NUMBER PERCENTAGE
L ~ UPPER ONE-THIRD 10 38
MIDDLE ONE-THIRD 12 86 -
LOWER ORE-THIRD o3 12
TABLE 5

TEACHER RATINGS,OF FORMER REPSAC STUDENTS

ON OVERALL* SCHOOL PERFORMANCE . )
A RATING CATEGORY NUMBER PERCENTAGE
_ GOOD S 10 38 #
AVERAGE . ~_ - : 10 38

POOR ' 6 - 24 £

[}
-

¢ - T +

~ * Teachers were asked to rate each student in terms of
overall performance,i..e., motivation, willingness to
learn, attention, and academic progress. ) - ,

A . ¥ . .

Conclusions’

From the, data obtained and\aﬁa]yzed for this study, the following™
conclusiond appear wdrranted: =, : : .
14 ) - . .- R . , .
1.. 1In genera1,‘f9rmer REPSAC students are performing very well in
« the regular school programs:--.The majority of the students ﬁ@ye
. followed regular. grade -placemerit, been promoted, required no ?

+ 4 -
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S . special help, were rated by their teachers in ‘the middlé orie- ;
third of their class on academic performance,’'were rated by - N
their teachers in the middle“or upper one-third pf their class ’
on social adjustmen}, and were, rated as average on overall

school performance. <

Y 2. Based on the test information and analysis, a trend toward a
substantial decline in Spanish continues, a slight increase,
. but less than normal in language ability in:English can be
- expectedy and a definite leveling of measured learning aptitude
) Ly seems apparent. o ’ v
’ . ) - Vi Z

_ ‘. Discussion
It should be noted that the performance of former REPSAC students can® _
be interpreted more accurately by considering their, $ituatiopns at times of .
—entry into REPSAC. The mean.IQ of this group was 84,00 with English and
* ‘ Spanish scores of 27, 82, and 16.94 respectively. This low pérformarce
level, along with other personal and social characteristics, placed these
children in a "high risk" category with respect to School survival. Con-
, sidering this, the achievement of these children in 1976 is quite remarkable.

L A . ) R N . . L ’ - ™
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. \N SWS1ARY, FINDINGS,, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIGNS 2% =:% 7
.Q- . .Beginﬁing with school yeé;‘ig}s;f%, the Qut?eaéh¢aﬁti§ities.cdﬁﬁbnent'::

was added to the parent center (REPSAC) to give the center the capability-of

- providing rep]i;agjon services to various local education agencies requesting
- . such,_services.” A unique feature of this replication service was the capabil- |,
: ity of taking the training to the replication centers by a specially designed -

, and equipped motor coach, The Mobile Learning Resourge Cenfer. . T T

e s The outre®ch component was implemented in, two phases. » The first phase
- consisted of needs assessment and developmental planning (November 29, 1974-
August 31, 1975),-and the second phase censisted of thg.imp1ementétion pro-
SOy cedures (Septembgf 1, 1975-June 30, 1976). . S o -
] 4 , A ] - .
Three school districts, 5T1/%n isolated areas and having a.large number
, of target children and within a reasonable distance of the parent. center, re-
s quested replication services diring the: 1975-76 school year. These school
districts were: Fort Sumner; Artesia;- and Carlsbad, all located in eastern
New México. In addifion, replicatidn by two other school districts had al- .
ready been completed. Thi's replication wag made by the Clavis-Portales Bi--* .
14nqual Early Childhood Program (ESEA, Title VII) with a training site in’ Ve
- edch school district (Clovis and Portales, New Mexico). -~ .. R :

-

«."

/ ~ Training was provided to teachers and aides at the replication cengpfg; o
s 'we11 as at the parent_center, in the form of visits by the outreach-training .
cam using the Mobile Learning Resource Center and by conducting a workshop“at’ o
ne parent center.’ The training visits to the replication tenters included a” .
resentation of a course {€oncept Development iné%;:?y.Chi]dhood Education s
divided in 17 units) and demonstration of materisM™and screening procedures.’ o

ct ot

_ The outreach aqiivifies vere generad]y'glassified iqto two magor fqnc? ':
jons: adyigory/trajning, and diffusion. ' : s

- ” . Yl e A i

The evaluation éésign for,tﬁe advisory and tké?:?hg function.mainly - O
.fconsisted of 10 research/evaluatipn queStions. ¥To agswer these questions,_a L
atiety of measures were psed which included: objective eyaluation of the 77
training workshops; objective evaluation of the course Concept Developmént
J-in Egrly Childhood; classroom: visit§ (all kindergarten classes)qgfing a .. . o
4 specifically designed classrogqm observation form; site-visits with admiristra=" . <
tors, teachers, and aides; self-evaluatjon questjonnaires’-from.tile trainees. .
and trainers; and a review of various types of records/logs,maintain%ﬂ by the , ,_ -,
~gutreach training team. - ) B )

3 . . .
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\‘<- The evaluation.design for the diffusion function c s1sted of objectively
evaluating .the wor?shops/conferences and subJect1ve]y e Iuat1ng -the other

d1ssem1nat1on act1z;t1es ) . R

’

In add1tnon this.evaluation study consisted of a fol]ow-up.of formér

R‘EPSAC stude :

w

néitho—were, th1s year, in:grades 1-4.

? ,c-'is-

- The major

. B /Findings’. .
indings of this evaluatiop study, 1nc1ud1ng the fol]ow-up
sREPSAC students, vere:, B ¥

r ? v . .

study of form

needs assessment Early £h11dhood Tra1n1ng Inventory, prov1ded

i adequaff?data for developing objectives for the tra1n1ng.program

2. Exce]]ent rapport ex1sted between the outreach training team and
the teachers and a1des,at the replication centérs. : v N

‘ . v * * .
3./ A ]ack pf permanent (c]assroom materials, a$.well as ‘professional
]1brar) ndterials pertaining ta b111ngua?~educat1on was ev1dent at the re-

plitatiog centers.

'4. A]though the pretest ores of the test over, the coursé Concept
Development in Early Childhood vere 1nvalad, it was fﬁﬁnd that fhe teach1ng
sof the course was’ effect1ve o N

Y »

5. Teachers tra1ned at the replication centers had a good understand1ng
of~hand1cappang dondzt1ons and knew how to adequate]y screen their ch11dren

6. The teacher aides at. the rep11cat1on centers vere cons1deredaby
their teachers as be1ng effective and useful in‘thegr ro]e Tn the c]assroom

»

7. “7he~tra1n1nq viorkshops conducted ati%he parent center had a positive
effect on the 1 teaching behavior of, the participants as _viell as be1ng considered

-

extremely. effective by the part1c1pants PR . \

iﬂpr—8 - The motor coach The Mobile Learning. Resource Center, was: ut111zed
effectively in the training program. The coach was dtiven 12, 384 miles (p]us
an additional 8,745 miles driven by personal auto) while making 148 tra1n1ng
.v1s1ts to the rep11cat1on centers» T, : - e

9. The workshops/conferences (EfMU, May 28-30,. 1975; ENMU, August 18-
20, 1975; Carlsbad, December 1-2, 6, 1975; Farm1ngton, Apr11 5-6, 1976: and
Albuquerque, April 29-May 1, 1976) as part of the diffusion funct1on, were
~well conducted and cons1dered extreme]y effective by the part1c1pants

L » a




10. * In addition to the workshops/conferences the other d1ssen1nat1on
activities (brochures, media releases, film, reports, presentations, and
visits to parent center) were found io be more than adequate for the purpose”
des1gned

]

11. As pertains to the fo]]ow-up study, test_performance of former ~
" REPSAC students who were; th1s year, in grades 1-4 indicated that:

v

. a. Learning aptitude scores (1Q) nave remained re]at1ve1y stable from
the initial testing in thé Fall of 1971 to the testing in the Spring of. .
+ 1976. The largest increase accrued following the first year>1n the .
¢ 1ntervent10n ‘ - .

&

. N
. b. Language development scores.in Eng]1sh ga1ned substant1a11y after .
*the first year of intervention and again at the end of the second year ‘
“of intervention. From the REPSAC exit point in the Spring of 1973 p
scores have tended t0 remain stable.» |

.__' -~

c. Language devéﬁopment scores in Spanish show the largest increase
at thé end of the second year of intervention. A rather substantial
“decrease was noted from the REPSAC exit point in the Spr1ng of 1973 to
the Spr1ng of 1976

d.  The time-series na]ys1s 1nd1cated that the tréend set in terms of |

past performance is gZeparting substantially from the expected growth

pattern toward a dofinward trend for language deve]opment in Spanish a

slightly upward trend for language deve]ooment in Eng]1sh and a rather
e stable trend for learning aptitude.

e. It'was found that 26 {90%) of former REPSAC students were in regular -
-c]assroons and-3 (10») in special education classes. Three of the 23

" students in roaular c]asses were retained and, only 3 of the 26 students

in regular classeshave required special ass1stance. s

-

Conclusions
Based upon the f%ndings of this evaluation study, the major congidsiop{'
vere: ot ’ e T
.1. The advisory and tra1n1ng function of the outreach act1v1t1es oper- "
ated as genera]ly planned and was extremely effective. It was very obv1ous
. that this training, with the services of the Mobile Learping-Resdurce Center
made it possible for the replication center to assist the1n young and handi- -
capped children. W1thout these services, such,ass1stance would have been

_ impossible. . - '
S
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«+ 2. The d1ffus1dn function provided the necegsary d1ssem1nat1on-of the -

outreath actjvities.. - . .-

3. If general, former REPSAC students ﬁere ‘performing very well 1n the
regular,-schpol programs. The majority of ,the ‘students have followed regular
grade p]ac ent, been promoted, required.no special help, were rated by their
teachers ifi the middle one-third of .their class on academic performance, were
rated by their teachers jn the middle or upper one-third of the class on P
social adfustment and were rated as average on overall school performanceﬁ

4. j Based on thé test information and ana]ysis, a trend toward a sub-
stantaal decline in Spanish cont1nues, a $light increase, but less thah ,
normalo in language ability in English can be exgatted, and a defJn1te Tevel-
ing of measured learning aptitude seems apparent. . .

¢ ’ »

. 5, Menbers of the-otitreach training team were very ded1cated and com-
m1tted to ‘their as51gned task. '

6. A]though it was obvious that may problems were encountered and that
all personnel- asséciated with the outreach activities experienced many frus-
trations, ample evidence was found. to cgriclude that the outreach activities
component functioned as planned and in accordance with the approved proposal
document during the period November 29, 1974-June 30, 1976. Also, it was
conciuded that the capability and effectiveness of the outreach activities .
“. was instrumental in the parent center (REPSAC) receiving an invitation from
the Nationatl Diffusion Network for this program to serve as a,national demon- -
stration site for the Early Prevention of School Failure Project. In short,
accomplishments of ‘the outreach activities durieg 1975-76 were remarkable.

- -
i . B -

/ DA -, Recommendations S .

. Based upon observations, site-visits, find1ngs, and conclusion of this .
study, the fo]]ow1ng Suggest1ons or recommendations are made: 7 O
i 1. That the fund1ng per1od of the outreach activities component be

adgusted sofas to correspond with the dates of the .school year rather than
-.0n a 1oose calendar year bas1s = ‘

a
.

2. That future outreach tra1n1ng 1nc]ude add1t1ona1 emphasls on.1)
deve]opment of specific instructional activities after screening; and 2)
, gu1dance in deve]opment of more teacher-made materials.
3. A systemat1c vay be developed for tine outreach tra1n1ng team to -
record data concern1ng the use of the motor coach. ’

: 4. - "That the K7ndergarten Implementat1oh Guide-be continued to be
deve}oped S0 as Yo be used in varzous tra1n1ng act1v1t1es

1
-— R . e - . o
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’1mplemented'concern1n

.

g,fhe“‘

¢

' 5. Thata long-range-planning schedule be
scheduled usé of the motor coac .o .
o 6.+ -that measures be taken to insure that all members of.ﬁhe 6utr§ach
training team undgrstand the difference between_direct apéféﬂdéngptﬂserv?ces
while p}anning and‘tdnducting oqtreach activities. g . P e
K ‘ . B o h " S ’ ..
7. That the follow-up gtudy of. former REPSAC students be -continued SO
as to gather data on the students throughe the sixth grade. . .
ntinue O deve%op'and .

: g. - That the outreach'aciivities component €O

serve as an extension of the rodel parent center. . S
- M . Y ‘
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